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I Who analyses today?

1. It has become a commonplace to say that an ar}alysis is marked by the
person of the analysand. But if anyone interests h}mself. in the effects that
the person of the analyst may have on the ana1y51s', he is t.hought to hea
very bold man indeed. This, at least, would explain the slight tremor we
. feel when modish remarks are made about the fgux}te“rft'rgnsference -
remarks that serve simply to mask its conceptual inadequacy. What

nobility of soul we display when we reveal that we ourselves are made of §

the same clay as those we mould!

Now that’s a naughty thing to say. But it’s hardly en‘ou.gh for those at
whom it is aimed, when people now go abm.lt proclarlmmg, u.nder the
banner of psychoanalysis, that they are striving for ‘an emotional re-
education of the patient’ [22].2 . B

Situating the action of the analyst at t%ns level sweeps away a posmoh:
of principle, with regard to which anything tha.xt r.mght .be said abou.t t
counter-transference, however valid it may be in itself, is .merely a divers
sion. For the imposture that I wish to dislodge here now lies beyond such
considerations.? ‘

What I am denouncing, however, is not those elf.aments in Present-dly
psychoanalysis that might be termed‘ antx-F.reudxan. P:or in that Z:
should be grateful to them for lowering their masl.<, since they pri
themselves on going beyond what, in fact, they are ignorant of, having
retained from Freud’s teaching just enough to feel to vsrhat extent w'lui
they have said about their experience is not consonant vjvn.h that teac}:]hmt
I hope to show how the inability to sustain a praxis in an authent
manner results, as is usually the case with mankind, in the exercise of
power. .

i

The direction of the treatment 227

2. Certainly the psychoanalyst directs the treatment. The first prin-
ciple of this treatment, the one that is spelt out to him before all else, and
which he meets throughout his training, to the extent that he becomes
utterly imbued with it,is that he must not direct the patient, The direction
of conscience, in the sense of the moral guidance that a Catholic might
find in it, is radically excluded here. If psychoanalysis poses problems for
moral theology, they are not those of the direction of conscience, speaking
of which I would add that the direction of conscience itself poses problems.

The direction of the treatment is something quite different. First of all,
it consists in making the subject apply the analytic rule, that is, the
directives whose presence cannot be ignored in the principle of what is
called ‘the analytic situation’, on the pretext that the subject would apply
them perfectly well without thinking about it.

These directives are initially presented to the patient in the form of
instructions which, however little actual comment the analyst makes on
them, will reveal, through the way in which they are presented, the
analyst’s own ‘understanding of them. Which does not mean that the
analyst is any the less involved in the mass of prejudices which, depend-
ing on the notion that cultural diffusion has allowed him to form of the
methods and aim of the psychoanalytic enterprise, beleaguer the patient
at this stage. e

This is already enough to show us that, from the initial directives on,
the problem of direction cannot be formulated in an univocal communi-
cation — a fact that forces us to pause at this stage and to throw further
light on it in what follows.

Let us simply state that, reducing it to its bare truth, this stage consists

in making the patient forget that it is merely a question of words spoken,

but that this does not excuse the analyst for forgetting it himself [16].

3. Moreover, I have declared that it is from the angle of the analyst that
lintend to approach my subject.

Let us say that in the pooling of resources involved in the common

enterprise, the patient is not the only one who finds it difficult to pay his
share. The analyst too must pay: \

pay with words no doubt, if the transmutation that they undergo from -

the analytic operation raises them to the level of interpretation;

but also pay with his person, in that, whatever happens, he lends it as a
support for the singular phenomena that analysis has discovered in the
transference;

can anyone forget that, in order to intervene in an action that goes to

b e wherod




228 - Ecrits: A Selection . &

\

the heart of being (Kern unseres Wesens, as Freud put it 6D, l}le must pay
with that which is essential in his most intimate judgement: could he
remain alone outside the field of play? e

Let those who support our cause not be concerned at the thought that
1 am offering myself here once again to opponents who are always only too
happy to send me back to my metaphysics.

For it is only on the basis of their claim to be satisfied with practical 3
efficacity that a statement like ‘the analyst cures not so much by what he §
says and does than by what he is’ [22] can be made. Nobody, apparently, §
demands an explanation for such a statement, any more than one ap- °
peals to their author’s sense of modesty when, with a tired smile directed &
at the derision that he incurs, he falls back on goodness, Ais goodness (we
must be good, no transcendence in the context), to put an end to the end-
less argument about the transference neurosis.* But who would be cruel
enough to question someone bent double under the weight of his luggage,
when his bearing already indicates that it is full of bricks?

Yet being is being, whoever invokes it, and we have a right to ask what
it is doing here.

4- So T shall cross-examine the analyst again, in so far as T am myself
one, and observe that the less sure he is of his action the more interested 31
he is in his being. o L &

As an interpreter of what is presented to me in words or deeds, T am
my own oracle’ and articulate it as I please, sole master of my ship after
God, and of course far from being able to measure the whole effect of my
words, but well aware of the fact and striving to guard against it, in other
words always free in the timing, frequency and choice of my intervens
tions, to the point that it seems that the rule has been arranged entirely 80
as not to impede in any way my own freedom of movement, that to which
the ‘material’ aspect is correlative, and under which my action here takes

~ what it produces. _ X ]
5. In my handling of the transference, on the other hand, my freedom lo i
alienated by the duplication to which my person is subjected in it, and |
everyone knows that it is there that the secret of analysis is to be soughts |
This does not prevent people believing that they are really getting &
somewhere when they discover the learned notion that psychoanalysls §
must be studied as a situtation involving two persons. It is no doubt
hedged about by conditions that restrain its movements, but the situation
thus conceived serves nevertheless to articulate (and without more artific
than the emotional re-education referred to above) the principles of & §

«
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training of the ‘weak’ ego, by an ego that one pleases to believe is capable
on account of its ‘strength’, of carrying out such a project. That such a’
view is not expressed without a certain embarrassment is shown by the
strikingly clumsy regrets that are offered, like the one that specifies
that there must be no compromise on the need for a ‘cure from within’
[22]..5 But it is all the more significant to observe that the assent of the
subject, referred to in this passage, comes only secondarily, after an effect
that was first of all imposed. ’

It gives me no pleasure to point out these deviations; my aim is rather
that these reefs should serve as beacons on our route. ’

. In‘fact, every analyst (even if he is one of those who wander off course
in this way) always experiences the transference in wonder at the least
expected effect of a relationship between two people that seems like an
other. He tells himself that he has to make his peace with a phenomenog
for which he is not responsible, and we know with what insistence Freud
-tressed the spontaneity of the patient’s transference.

For some time now, analysts in the heart-rending revisions that they
treat us to have been ready enough to insinuate that this insistence, of
which they were for so long the bulwark, expresses in Freud a flight f;om
the commitment that the notion of situation presupposes. We are, you
wee, up to date. 7

l}ut it is rather the facile exaltation of their gesture in throwing feelings
which they class under the heading of their counter-transference, in oné
wule of the scales, thus balancing the transference itself with th:eir own
weight, which for me is evidence of an unhappy consciousness correlative
with a failure to conceive the true nature of the transference.

One cannot regard the phantasies that the analysand imposes on the
person of the analyst in the same way as a perfect card player might guess
hiw opponent’s intentions. No doubt there is always an element of stra-
tepy, bqt one should not be deceived by the metaphor of the mirror.
appropriate as it may be to the smooth surface that the analyst presents t(;
the patient. {&n impassive face and sealed lips do not have the same pur-
poee here as in a game of bridge. Here the analyst is rather bringing to his
and what in bridge is called the dummy (/e mort), but he is doing so in
vrder to introduce the fourth player who is to be the partner of the
wilysand here, and whose hand the analyst, by his tactics, will try
t expose: such is the link, let us say the abnegation, that is iu;posed on
the analyst by the stake of the game in the analysis.

One might pursue the metaphor by deducing his game according to
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whether he places himself ‘on the right’ or ‘on the left’ of the patient that,
is to say, in a position to play after or before the fourth player, to play,
that is to say, before or after the player with the dummy.

But what is certain is that the analyst’s feelings have only one possible
place in the game, that of the dummy; and that if he is re-animated the
game will proceed without anyone knowing who is leading.

‘That is why the analyst is less free in his strategy than in his tactics.

6. Let us take this further. The analyst is even less free as to ‘that which
dominates strategy and tactics, namely, his policy, where he would be
better advised to take his bearings from his want-to-be (manque & étre)
rather than from his being,.

To put it another way: his action on the patient escapes him through §.
the idea that he forms of it as long as he does not grasp its starting-point
in that by which it is possible, as long as he does not retain the paradox of
its four-sidedness, in order to revise in principle the structure by which
any action intervenes in reality.

For today’s psychoanalysts, this relation to reality goes without saying,
They measure the patient’s defections from that relation on the authori-
tarian principle that is always employed by educators. Furthermore, they
rely on the teaching analysis to ensure its maintenance at a sufficient rate
among analysts, who are not allowed to feel that, in confronting the
human problems that are presented to them, their views will sometimes
be somewhat parochial. This is merely to remove the problem from an
individual level.

And it is hardly reassuring, when they trace the procedure of analysis
as the reduction in the subject of deviations attributed to his transference
and his resistances, but mapped in relation to reality, to hear them de-
claiming about the ‘perfectly simple situation’ that is provided by analysis
as a means of measuring up to reality. Come now! The educator is not
ready to be educated if he can take so lightly an experience that he, too,
must have undergone.

One would have expected from such an appreciation that these analysts
would have given other twists to this experience if they had had to de-
pend on their sense of reality to invent it themselves: a priority too shame- }
ful to be thought of. They suspect as much, and that is why they are so
punctilious in preserving its forms. ;

One understands that in order to prop up so obviously precarious 8 |
conception certain individuals on the other side of the Atlantic should |}
have felt the need to introduce into it some stable value, some standard

¢
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of the measure of the real: this turns out to be the autonomous ego.® ‘I'his
is the supposedly organized ensemble of the most disparate functions that
lend their support to the subject’s feeling of innateness. It is regarded as
autonomous because it appears to be sheltered from the conflicts of
the person (non-conflictual sphere) [14].

One recognizes there a down-at-heel mirage that had already been
rejected as untenable by the most academic psychology of introspection,
Yet this regression is celebrated as a return to the fold of ‘general psy-
chology’.

However, it does solve the problem of the analyst’s being.” A team of
¢cgos no doubt less equal than autonomous (but by what trade-mark do
they recognize in one another the sufficiency of their autonomy?) is
offered to the Americans to guide them towards Aappiness,® without
upsetting the autonomies, egoistical or otherwise, that pave with their
non-conflictual spheres the American way® of getting there.

7. To sum up. If the analyst were dealing only with resistances, he
would look twice before hazarding an interpretation, as is in fact the case,
but in doing so he would have done all that could be expected of him.

However, this interpretation, if he gives it, will be received as coming
from the person that the transference imputes him to be. Will he agree to
benefit from this error concerning the person? The ethics of analysis de
not contradict this, on condition that the analyst interprets this effect,
otherwise the analysis will amount to little more than a crude suggestion,

An incontestable position, except that the analyst’s words will still be
heard as coming from the Other of the transference, the emergence of the
subject from the transference is thus postponed ad infinitum.

It is therefore because the subject imputes being (being that is clwe-
where) to the analyst that an interpretation can return to the place from
which it may bear on the distribution of responses.

But. who will say what the analyst is, and what remains of him when it
comes to the task of interpreting? Let him dare to say it himself if all he
has to say to us by way of an answer is that he is a man. Whether or not
he has anythmg o say would then be all there is to it: yet it is there that
he beats a retreat, not only on account of the impudence of the mystery,
bt because in this having, it is being that is in question, and how. We
~hall see later that this ‘how’ is not an easy matter.

Moreover, he prefers to fall back on his ego, and on the bit of reality he
knows. But then he is on terms of I and me (a je et @ moi) with his patient.
How can he manage if it they’re at daggers drawn? It is here that one is
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For interpretation is based on no assumption of divine archetypes, but
on the fact that the unconscious is structured in the most radical way like
a language, that a material operates in it according to certain laws, which
are the same laws as those discovered in the study of actual languages,
languages that are or were actually spoken.

The phlogiston metaphor, which was suggested to me a moment ago
by Glover, gets its appropriateness from the error that it suggests:
signification no more emanates from life than phlogiston in combustion
escapes from bodies. We should speak of it rather as of the combination
of life with the atom O of the sign,® first and foremost of the sign in so far
as it connotes presence or absence, by introducing essentially the and
“that links them, since in connotirig presence or absence, it establishes
presence against a background of absence, just as it constitutes absence in
presence.

One will recall that with the sureness of touch that was his in this field,
Freud, seeking the model of the repetition compulsion, stopped at. the
crossroads formed by a game of occultation and an alternate scansion of
two phonemes, whose conjugation in a child made a striking impression
on him.

At the same time, there also appears in it the value of the object as in
itself non-signifying (the object that the child causes to appear and dis-
appear), and the subsidiary character of phonetic perfection in relation to
phonematic distinction — and no one would dispute that Freud was right
to translate it immediately by the Forz/ Da/ of the German he as an adult
spoke [9]. -

This is the point of insertion of a symbolic order that pre-exists the
infantile subject and in accordance with which he will have to structure
himself.

4. 1 will spare myself the task of giving the rules of interpretation. It is
not that they cannot be formulated, but their formulae presuppose de-
velopments that I cannot presume to be known, and it would be impos-
sible to provide a condensed account of them here.

I will confine myself to remarking that when one reads the classical
commentaries on interpretation, one always regrets how little is made of
the data offered.

For example, everyone recognizes in his own way that to confirm that
an interpretation is well founded, it is not the conviction with which it is
received that matters, since the criterion of conviction will be found rather
in the material that will emerge as a result of the interpretation.
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But the psychologlzmg superstltron is7s0 powerful in people s mmds
that one will always solicit the phenomenon in terms of the subject’s
assent, entirely omitting the consequences of what Freud says about
Verneinung as a form of avowal — to say the least, it cannot be treated as
the equivalent of just any old thing. ? Clow Hawe —fo ulss

This is how theory describes the way in which resistance is engendered
in practice. Itis also what I mean when I say that there is no other resistance
to analysis than that of the analyst himself. i

5. The serious thmg is that with present-day authors the sequence of
analytic effects seems to be understood inside out. What they seem to be
saying is that interpretation can only be a hesitant and uncertain stammer
in comparison with a wider relation in which, at last, true understanding
reigns (‘from the inside’ no doubt).

According to this view, an exigency of the interpretation becomes
weakness to which we must offer help. It is also something else, something
that is very difficult to swallow without rejecting it. It is both at once, that
is to say, a very inconvenient means.

But what we have here is only the effect of the analyst’s passions: his
fear, which is not error, but ignorance, his taste, which is not to satisfy,
but not to disappoint either, his need, which is not to govern, but to keep
the upper hand. It has nothing to do with any counter-transference on the
part of this or that individual; it is a question of the consequences of the
dual relation, if the therapist does not overcome it, and how can he over-
come it if he sees it as the ideal of his action?

Primum vivere no doubt: a break must be avoided. That one should
regard as technique the practice of puerile, honest civility to be taught to
this end is bad enough. But that one should confuse this physical necessity,
the patient’s presence at the appointment, with the analytic relation, is a
mistake that will mislead the novice for a long time to come.

6. From this point of view, the transference becomes the analyst’s
security, and the relation to the real the terrain on which the combat is
decided. The interpretation, which has been postponed until the consoli-
dation of the transference, now becomes subordinated to the reduction of
the transference.

As a result, the interpretation is reabsorbed into a “‘working through’,*°
which serves as an alibi for a sort of revenge taken for the initial timidity,
that is to say, for an insistence that opens the door to all kinds of pressure,
conveniently dubbed ‘strengthening of the ego’ [21—22].

7. But has anyone observed, in criticizing Freud’s approach, as
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presented for example in the case of the Rat Man, that what strikes us as
preconceived doctrine is due simply to the fact that he proceeds in inverse
order? Namely, that he begins by introducing the patient to an initial
mapping of his position in the real, even if the real involves a precipita-
tion — I would even go so far asto say asystematization — of the symptoms
[8].

Another famous example: when he reduces Dora to realizing that she
has done more than merely contribute to the great disorder of her father’s
world, the damage to which forms the object of her protest, but that she
was in fact the mainspring of it and that he was unable to accept her
complacency [7]. B

I have long stressed the Hegelian procedure at work in this reversal of.
the positions of the delle dme in relation to the reality that it accuses. It is
hardly a question of adapting to it, but to show it that it is only too well
adapted, since it assists in the construction of that very reality.

But the path to be followed with the other stops here. Far the trans-
ference has already done its work, showing that it is certainly a question of
something other than the relations between the ego and the world.

Freud does not always seem to be quite clear about this in the cases he
describes. And that is why they are so valuable.

For he recognized at once that the principle of his power lay there, in

" the transference — in which respect it was not very different from sugges-

tion — but also that this power gave him a way out of the problem only on
condition that he did not use it, for it was then that it took on its whole
development as transference.

~ From that moment it is no longer he whom he holds in proximity that
he addresses, and that is why he refuses to meet him face to face.

Freud’s conception of interpretation is so bold that a process of popu-
larization has robbed it of its full mantic significance. When he exposes a
drive, what he calls Trieb, which is quite different from an instinct, the
freshness of the discovery prevents us from seeing that the Trieb implics in
itself the advent of a signifier. But when Freud uncovers what can only
be called the subject’s lines of fate, it is the face of Tiresias that we quese
tion before the ambiguity in which his verdict operates.

For these lines that have been ‘read’ concern so little the subject’s ega,
or anything that he may make present here and now in the dual relation,
that it is exactly right, in the case of the Rat Man, to seize on the pact that

presided over his parents’ marriage, on something, therefore, that occurred -

well before he was born — and that Freud should find the following condle
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tions intermingled in it: honour saved by a hair’s breadth, a betrayal in
love, social compromise, and prescribed debt, of which the great compul-
sive scenario that led the patient to him seems to be the cryptographical
tracing off — and, finally, motivates at last the impasses in which his moral
life and his desire are lost.

But the most striking thing about it is that access to this material was
opened up only by an interpretation in which Freud presumed that the
Rat Man’s father had refused to allow his son to marry the girl to whom
he was sublimely devoted, in order to explain the impossibility that seems
to have blocked this relationship for him in every way. An interpretation,
which, to say the least, is inexact, since it is contradicted by the reality it
presumes, but which nevertheless is true in the sense that in it Freud shows
an intuition that anticipates my own contribution to the understanding of
the function of the Other in obsessional neurosis. I have demonstrated
that this function is particularly suited to being held by a dead man (or
‘dummy’), and that in this case it could not be better held than by the
father, in so far as by his death the Rat Man’s father had rejoined the
position that Freud recognized as that of the absolute Father.

8. I'would ask those who are already familiar with my writingsand who
have attended my seminars to forgive me if I now cite examples already
well known to them.

This is not only because I' cannot make use of my own analyses to
demonstrate the level to which interpretation reaches, when interpreta-
tion, proving to be coextensive with the history, cannot be communi-
cated in the communicating milieu in which many of my analyses take
place without risking an infringement of anonymity. For I have suc-
cceded on such occasions in saying enough about a case without saying
too much, that is to say to cite my example, without anyone, except the
person in question, recognizing it.

Nor is it because I regard the Rat Man as a case that Freud cured ~ but
were I to add that I do not think that the analysis is entirely unconnected
with the tragic conclusion of his history by death on the field of battle,
what an opportunity for evil thinking I would be offering to those who
wish to think evilltt

What I am saying is that it is in a direction of the treatment, ordered, as
I have just shown, according to a process that begins with the rectifica-
non of the subject’s relations with the real, and proceeds first to the
development of the transference, then to interpretation, that Freud made
the fundamental discoveries, which we are still living off, concerning the



238 Ecrits: A Selection

dynamics and structure of obsessional neurosis Nothing more, but
nothing less either.

The question now is whether in reversing this order we have lost that
horizon. .

9. What can be said is that the new paths by which, it has been claimed,
the way opened up by the discoverer has been lega'hzed, are Rroof of
terminological confusion that can only be revealed in the particular. I
will take an example, therefore, that has already helped me in my teach-
ing; naturally, it has been chosen from a distinguished auth9r, w}‘xo, by
virtue of his background, is particularly sensitive to the dlmensmn'of
interpretation. I refer to Ernst Kris and a case which — he does not hide
the fact — he took over from Melitta Schmideberg [15].

Tt concerns a subject inhibited in his intellectual life and. particularly
incapable of bringing his research to a stage at which it might be pub-
lished — on account of a compulsion to plagiarize, which, it seems, he was
unable to master. Such was the subjective drama.

Melitta Schmideberg had seen it as the recurrence of an infantile
delinquency; the subject stole sweets and books, and it was f'rom
this angle that she had undertaken the analysis of the unconscious
conflict.

Ernst Kris is to be credited with taking up the case in accordance with
an interpretation more methodical than he says, one that proceeds fr?m
the surface to deeper levels. The fact that he accredits this interpretation
to ‘ego psychology’ & laHartmann, whom he believed he was under some
obligation to support, is incidental to an appreciation of what takes place.
Ernst Kris changes the perspective of the case and claims to give the sub-
ject insight into a new departure on the basis of a fact that is merely a
repetition of his compulsion, but Kris, to his credit, does not content
himself with what the patient says; and when the patient claims to have
taken, in spite of himself, the ideas for a piece of work that he ha§ just
completed from a book which, on being remembered, enabled him to
check his own work after its completion, Kris looks at the evidence and
discovers that the patient has apparently done nothing more than is
normal practice in the research field. In short, having assured himself d_m
his patient is not a plagiarist when he thinks he is, he sets out to s.how him
that he wants to be one in order to prevent himself from really being one -
which is what we call analysing the defence before the drive, which is
manifested here in an attraction for others’ ideas.

This intervention may be presumed to be erroneous, simply by the

SRR
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fact that it presupposes that defence and drive are concentric, the one
being moulded, as it were, on the other.

What proves that it is, in fact, erroneous is the very thing in which
Kris is confirmed, namely, that just when he thinks he is able to ask the
patient what he thinks of the coat being turned in this way, the patient,
day-dreaming for a moment, replies that for some time, on leaving the
session, he has wandered along a street full of attractive little restaurants,
scrutinizing the menus in search of his favourite dish, cold brains.

An avowal which, rather than sanctioning the benefits of the inter-
vention by virtue of the material that it contributes, seems to me to have
the corrective value of acting out in the very relation that it makes of
it.

This after-the-event air that the patient breathes seems to me rather to
tell the hostess that she is failing in her service. Compulsive as he is to
inhale it, it is a hint;'2 a transitory symptom no doubt, but it warns the
analyst that he is barking up the wrong tree.

You are indeed barking up the wrong tree, I would repeat, addressing
the late Ernst Kiris, as T remember him at the Marienbad Congress, where
the day following my address on the mirror stage, I took a day off,
anxious to get a feeling of the spirit of the times, heavy with promises,
at the Berlin Olympiad. He gently objected: ‘Ca ne se fait pas/’ (in
French),'® thus showing that he had already acquired that taste for the
respectable that perhaps deflects his approach here.

Was it this that misled you, Ernst Kris, or simply that upright as
your intentions may have been, for your judgement, too, is beyond
(uestion, things themselves were shaky.

It’s not that your patient doesn’t steal that is important here. It’s that
he doesn’t . . . No, not doesn’s: it’s that he steals nothing. And that’s what
he should have been told.

Contrary to what you believe, it is not his defence against the idea of
stealing that makes him believe that he steals. It’s his having an idea of
his own that never occurs to him, or hardly even crosses his mind.

It is useless, therefore, to engage him in this process of taking into
consideration, in which God himself could not recognize himself, what
his friend pinches from him that is more or less original when they are
tulking together.

May not this desire for cold brains refresh your own concepts, and

remind you of what Roman Jakobson says of the function of metonymy?
[ shall return to this later.
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You speak of Melitta Schmideberg as if she had confused delinquency
with the id. I’'m not so sure and, looking up the article in which she
cites this case, the wording of her title suggests to me a metaphor.

You treat the patient as an obsessional neurotic, but he holds out a hand
to you with his food phantasy: in order to give you the opportunity of
being a quarter-of-an-hour in advance of the nosology of your period in
diagnosing anorexia mentale. By the same token, you will refresh, by
giving them back their true meaning, a couple of terms which, in common
usage, have been reduced to the dubious quality of an aetiological indi-
cation.

Anorexia, in this case, in relation to the mental, in relation to the desire
on which the idea lives, and this brings us to the scurvy that rages on the
raft in which I embark him with the thin virgins.

Their symbolically motivated refusal seems.to me to have a good deal
to do with the patient’s aversion for what he thinks. His father, you say,
was not blessed with many ideas. Is it not that the grandfather, who was
celebrated for his ideas, sickened him of them? How can we know? You
are surely right to make the signifier ‘grand’, included in the term of kin-
ship, the origin, no more, of the rivalry played out with the father for
catching the biggest fish. But this purely formal challenge suggests to me
rather that he means: nothing doing.**

There is nothing in common, then, between your progress, supposedly
from the surface, and subjective rectification, which we dealt with at
length above in relation to Freud’s method, where, it must be said, it is
motivated by no topographical priority.

It is also that in Freud this rectification is dialectical, and sets out from
the subject’s own words, which means that an interpretation can be right
only by being . .. an interpretation.

To opt for the objective here is surely mistaken, if only because plagiar-
ism is relative to the practices operating in a given situation.'*

But the idea that the surface is the level of the superficial is itself
dangerous. Another topology is necessary if we are not to be misled a8
to the place of desire.

To efface desire from the map when it is already buried in the patient’s
landscape is not the best way of following in Freud’s footsteps.

Nor is it a way of getting rid of depth, for it is at the surface that it le
seen as imperfections on the face on feast days.

Préd
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1. Itis to the work of my colleague Daniel Lagache that we must turn for
a true account of the work which, around Freud while he was pursuing |
his activity and since in what he has left us, has been devoted to the trans-
ference, which he discovered. The object of this work goes well beyond
t.his, by introducing into the function of the phenomenon structural dis-
tinctions that are essential for its critique. One has only to recall the very
relevant alternative that he presents, as to its ultimate nature, between the
need for repetition and the repetition of need. ’

Such work, if I believe I have been able to convey in my teaching
the consequences that it brings with it, shows very clearly by means of
the ?rdering that it introduces to what extent the aspects on which dis-
cussion is centred are often partial, and particularly to what extent the
ordm.ary use of the term, even in analysis, cannot free itself from its most
questionable, not to say most vulgar approach, namely, to review or
enumerate the positive or negative feelings that the patient has for his
analyst. "+ - L

In deciding where we have got with the transference in our scientific
community, could it be said that neither agreement nor illumination has
surrounded the following points on which they would seem nevertheless
to be necessary: is it the same effect of the relation with the analyst that is .-
manifested in the initial infatuation to be observed at the beginning of
treatment and in the web of satisfactions that make this relation so diffi-
cult to break when the transference neurosis seems to go beyond the
properly analytic means? Is it, again, the relation with the analyst and its
fundamental frystration which, in the second period of analysis, sustains
the rhythm of frustration, aggression, and regression in which tche most
fruitful effects of analysis appear to occur? How must we conceive of the
wubordination of phenomena when their movement is traversed by
phantasies that openly involve the figure of the analyst?— \ -« - .

I'he reason for these persistent obscurities has been formulated in an
exceptionally lucid study: at each of the stages at which an attempt has
heen made to revise the problems of the transference, the technical diver- %,
vences that made such a revision a matter of urgency have left no place
tor a true critique of the notion itself [20].

It is so central a notion for the analytic action that I wish to take up
wrain 'here that it may serve as a measure for the partiality of the theories
m which one spends so much time thinking about it. That is, one will not

I Where have we got with the transference?
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be misled into judging it from the handling of the transference that those
theories involve. This pragmatism is justified. For this handling of the
transference is at one with the notion, and however little elaborated this
notion is in practice, it cannot do otherwise than range itself with the
partialities of the theory.

On the other hand, the simultaneous existence of these partialities does
nothing to make them complement one another — which confirms that
they suffer from a central defect.

In order to introduce a little order into the question, I will reduce these
peculiarities of the theory to three, even if it means exposing myself to a
certain amount of prejudice, less serious for being only a matter of
exposition.

3. I will link geneticism, in the sense that it tends to ground analytic
phenomena in the developmental stages that concern them and to be
nourished on the so-called direct observation of the child, to a special
technique that concentrates on the analysis of the defences.

This link is obvious from a historical point of view. One might even
say that it is based on nothing else, since this link is constituted only by
the failure of the solidarity that it presupposes.

One can locate its beginnings in the legitimate credence given the
notion of an unconscious ego with which Freud reorientated his doctrine.
To pass from this to the hypothesis that the mechanisms of defence that
are grouped together under its function ought themselves to be able to
reveal a comparable law of appearance, one that even corresponds to the
succession of stages by which Freud had attempted to link the emergence
of the drives to physiology — that was the step that Anna Freud, in her
book Zhe Mechanisms of Defence, proposed to take in order to put it to
the test of experience. VLR s

It could have been an opportunity to make a frultful critique of the
relations between development and the obviously more complex struc-
tures that Freud introduced into psychology. But the sights were lowered
— it was so much more tempting to try and insert into the observable
stages of sensoriomotor development and of the developing skills of in-
telligent behaviour these mechanisms of defence, supposedly independent
of their development.

One might say that the hopes that Anna Freud placed in such an ex-
ploration were disappointed: nothing emerged from this line of approach
that threw any light on problems of technique, though the details of &
child analysis have yielded some very interesting suggestions.

“

i
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The notion of pattern,'® which functions here as an alibi of the aban-
doned typology, dominates a technique which, in pursuing the detection
of a non-contemporaneous pattern, concentrates all too easily, it seems,
on its departure from a pattern that finds in its conformism the guarantees
of its conformity. One cannot recall without a sense of shame the criteria
of success in which this shoddy work culminates: the achievement of a
higher income, and the emergency exit provided by the affair with one’s
secretary, regulating the release of forces strictly bound up in marriage,
career and the political community, do not seem to me to be worthy of an
appeal (articulated in the analyst’s planning,'® and even in his inter-
pretation) to the Discord of the instincts of life and death — except by way
of decoratmg his words with the pretentious term ‘economic’, and to
pursue it, in complete misunderstanding of Freud’s thought, as the play
of two forces homologous in their opposition.

4. Lesseroded in its analytic relief it seems to me is the other side of the
coin, where we find depicted that which eludes the transference, namely,
the axis taken from the object relation.

This theory, although it has lost much of its appeal in France in recent
years, has, like geneticism, a noble origin. It was Karl Abraham who
pulled out the stop on this theory,and the notion of the part-object is his
original contribution to it. This is not the place to demonstrate the value
of that contribution. I am more concerned to indicate its connexion with
the partiality of the aspect that Abraham detaches from the transference,
and then proceeds in his opaque way to transform it into the ability to
love: as if that were a constitutional given of the patient in which one
might read the degree of his amenability to treatment, and, in particular,
the only one in which the treatment of psychosis would fanl

We have two equations here in effect. The so-called sexual transference
(Sexualitbertragung) is the basis of the love we call object love (Objeklicte).
The capacity for transference is a measure of the patient’s access to the
real. One cannot stress too much that this merely begs the question.

Unlike the presuppositions of geneticism, which is supposed to be
based on an order of formal emergences in the subject, Abraham’s ap-
proach can be explamed as a finality that allows itself to be instinctual, in
the sense that it is based on the image of the maturation of an 1neffable
object, the Object with a capital O that governs the phase of objectality
(to be distinguished, significantly, from objectivity by virtue of its
affective substance).

This ectoplasmic conception of the object soon revealed its dangers

B
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when it became degraded into the crude dichotomy expressed in the
opposition of the pregenital character and the genital character.

This over-simplified thematization is summarily developed by attri-
buting to the pregenital character the accumulated features of projective
unrealism, greater or lesser degrees of autism, restriction of satisfaction
by the defences, the conditioning of the object by a doubly protective
isolation of the destructive effects that connote it, in other words, an
amalgam of all the defects of the object relation with a view to showing
the motives of extreme dependence that result from them for the subject.
A picture that would be useful despite its inveterate confusion if it did not
seem made to serve as a negative to the puerility of ‘the passage from the
pregenital form to the genital form’; in which the drives ‘no longer take
on that character of a need of uncoercible, unlimited, unconditional
possession, involving a destructive aspect. They are truly tender, loving,
and even if the subject does not show himself to be oblative, that is to say,
disinterested, and even if these objects’ (here the author recalls my re-
marks) ‘are as profoundly narcissistic objects as in the previous case, he
is capable of comprehension, and adaptation to the other. Indeed, the
intimate structure of these object relations shows that the objects’ partici-
pation in its own pleasure is indispensable to the subject’s happiness. The
proprieties, the desires, the needs of the object [what a mess!]'” are taken
into consideration to the highest degree.’

However, this does not prevent the ego from having ‘a stability that
runs no risk of being compromised by the loss of a significant Object. It
remains independent of its objects.’

‘Its organization is such that the mode of thought that it uses is essen-
tially logical. It does not spontaneously present regression to an archaie
mode of apprehending reality, affective thinking, magical belief, playing
only an absolutely secondary role; symbolization does not grow in extent
and importance beyond what it is in normal life.[!!]'” The style of the
relations between subject and object is one of the most highly evolved
[sic}r?

This is the promise held out to those who ‘at the end of a successful
analysis . . . realize the enormous difference between what they once be-
lieved sexual pleasure to be and what they now experience’.

One is led to understand that for those who enjoy this pleasure from
the outset, ‘the genital relation is, in short, untroubled’ [21].

Untroubled except for conjugating itself irresistibly in the verb ‘to tap
the chandelier with one’s behind’ (se taper le derridre au lustre), whose

(
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place here seems to me to be marked for the future scholiast to meet his
eternal opportunity.

5. If, indeed, we must follow Abraham when he presents us with the
object-relation as typically demonstrated in the activity of the collector
perhaps the rule is not given in this edifying antinomy, but is to be sought
rather in some impasse that is constitutive of desire itself.

This means that the object is presented as broken and decomposed, and
is perhaps something other than a pathological factor. And what has this
absurd hymn to the harmony of the genital got to do with the real?

Should we erase the Oedipal drama from our experience when it must
have been forged by Freud precisely to explain the barriers and snubs
(Erniedrigungen) that are so common in even the most fulfilled love
relation?

Is it our job to disguise the black God in the sheep’s clothing of the
Good Shepherd Eros?

Sublimation may well be at work in the oblation that radiates from
love, but we should try to go a little farther into the structure of the sub-
lime, and not confuse it with the perfect orgasm — which was something
Freud, at least, was anxious to disprove.

The worst thing about all this is that souls who overflow with the most
natural tenderness are led to wonder if they can cope with the delusional
‘normality’ of the genital relation — a new burden which, like those
cursed by the Evangelist, we have bound on to the shoulders of the
innocents.

Yet to read what I have written, if any of it survives into a time when
people will no longer know what it was in practice that these excited words
were a reply to, one might imagine that our art was employed to revive
sexual hunger in those inflicted with a retardation of the sexual gland —
that it was applied to physiology, to which we have made no contribution,
and of which very little was there to be known.

6. At least three sides are needed to make a pyramid, even a heretical
one. The one that closes the dihedron described here in the gap left by
the conception of the transference, strives, one might say, to reunite the
cdges.

If the transference takes on its virtue from being brought back to the rea-
lity of which the analyst is the representative, and if it is a question ot
ripening the Object in the hot house of a confined situation, the analysand
is left with only one object, if you will pardon the expression, to get his
teeth into, and that’s the analyst.



246 Ecrits: A Selection

Hence the third mistake on our list: the notion of intersubjective intro-
jection establishes itself, unfortunately, in a dual relation.
For we are certainly dealing with a unitive way of which the various

.. theoretical sauces with which it is served up, depending on the topo-

graphy to which one is referring, can do no more than retain the metaphor
whilst varying it according to the level of the operation regarded as
serious: introjection for Ferenczi, identification with the analyst’s super-
ego for Strachey, a terminal narcissistic trance for Balint.

I am trying to draw attention to the substance of this mystical con-
summation, and if once more I must take to task what is happening on my
doorstep it is because the analytic experience is known to draw its strength
from the particular.

That is why the importance given in analysis to the phantasy of phallic
devouring, to which the image of the analyst is subjected, seems to me to
be worthy of note, because it tallies so well with a conception of the
direction of the treatment that is based entirely upon the arrangement of
the distance between patient and analyst as the object of the dual relation.

For, however weak the theory with which an author systematizes his
technique, the fact remains that he really does analyse, and the coherence
revealed in the error is the guarantor here of the wrong route that has
been taken in practice. : ¢

It is the privileged function of the 51gn1fy1ng phallus in the mode of the
subject’s presence to desire that is illustrated here, but in an experience
that might be called blind - blind in the absence of any sense of direction
concerning the true relations of the analytic situation, which, as in any
other situation involving speech, can only, by trying to inscribe it in a
dual relation, be crushed.

Since the nature of symbg!xc incorporation is misunderstood, and with
good reason, and sif€& it is unthinkable that anything real should be
accomplished in the analysis, it will appear, from a cursory study of my
teaching, that nothing can be recognized in what occurs that is not im-
aginary. For it is not necessary to know the plan of a house to knock one's
head against its walls: indeed, to do so, one can do very well without
any plan.

I have myself suggested to this author, in discussion, that if one con-
fines oneself to an imaginary relation between objects there remains only
the dimension of distance to order it. This was not how he saw things at

all.

To make distance the sole dimension in which the neurotic’s relations

g,
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with the object are played out produces unsurmountable contradictions
that can be read well enough both within the system and in the opposed
direction that different authors will derive from the same metaphor to
organize their i impressions. Too much or too little distance from the ob-
ject will sometimes appear to become confused to an inextricable degree.
And it is not the distance from the ob]ect but rather its too great intimacy
with the subject that seemed to Ferenczi to characterize the neurotic.

What decides what each one means is its technical use and the technique
of the ‘bringing-together’ (le rapproclzer), however priceless the effect of
the untranslated term may be in an exposition in English, reveals in
practice a tendency that borders upon obsession.

It is difficult to believe that given the ideal reduction of this distance to
zero (nil in English) which he prescribes its author can fail to see that its
theoretical paradox is concentrated there. s

Nevertheless, it cannot be doubted that this distance is taken as a
universal parameter, regulating variations in the technique (however
double-Dutch the debate on thelr breadth may seem) for the dismantling
of neurosis. g b : Pl

What such a conceptlon owes to the special condmons of obsessional
neurosis is not to be ascribed entirely to the object.

It does not seem that any justification can be got from the result ob-
tained by the application of this conception to obsessional neurosis. For
if I allow myself, as I did Kris, to cite an analysis, which, like Kris, I had
taken over from another analyst, I can provide evidence that such a
techmque in the hands of ananalyst of indisputable talent succeeded in pro-
ducing in a clinical case of pure obsession in a man the irruption of an
infatuation that was no less passionate for being Platonic, and which
proved no less irreducible for being directed at the first object of the same
sex that happened to be to hand.

To speak of transitory perversion here may satisfy an invincible opti-
mist, but only at the cost of recognizing, in this untypical restoration of
the usually all too neglected third party of the relation, that one should
not pull too hard on the spring of proximity in the object relation.

7. There is no limit to the erosion of analytic technique through decon-
ceptualization. I have already referred to the discoveries of a ‘wild’
analysis in which, to my painful astonishment, there had been no super-
vision. To be able to smell one’s analyst seemed in one work to be an aim
to be taken literally, as an index of the happy outcome of the transference.

One can perceive here a sort of involuntary humour, which is what
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makes this example so valuable. It would have delighted Jarry. It is, in
fact, no more than one might expect from carrying the development of
the analytic situation over into the real: and it is true that, taste apart, the
olfactory is the only dimension that enables one to reduce the distance to
zero (nil), this time in the real. To what extent it provides a clue for the
direction of the treatment and the principles of its power is more doubtful.

But that the odour of a cage should find its way into a technique that is
conducted largely by ‘sniffing out’ as they say, is not as ridiculous as it
sounds. Students from my seminar will recall the smell of urine that
marked the turning-point in a case of transitory perversion, which I used
as a criticism of this technique. It cannot be said that it was unconnected
with the accident that motivates the observation, since it is in spying,
through a crack in the wall of a public lavatory, on a woman pissing that
the patient suddenly transposed his Ziido, without anything, it seemed,
predetermining it: infantile emotions bound up with the phantasy of the
pha]hc mother having until then taken the form of a phobia [23].

It is not a direct link, however, any more than it would be correct to
see in this voyeurism an inversion of the exhibition involved in the atypia
of the phobia to the correctly posed diagnosis: under the patient’s anxiety

As T said, the analyst to whom we owe this remarkable publication
gives proof of rare perspicacity in coming back, to the point of tormen-
ting the patient, to the interpretation that she gave of a coat of arms,
which appeared in a dream, in poursuivant and armed, what’s more, with
a fly-spray, as a symbol of the phallic mother. ' .

Shouldn’t T rather have talked about her father? she wondered. She
]ustlﬁed not doing so by the fact that the real father had been missing in
the patient’s history. D

At this point, my pupils will be able to deplore the fact that the teaching
of my seminar was unable to help her at the time, since they know by
what principles I have taught them to distinguish between the phobic
object qua all-purpose s1gmﬁer to fill the lack of the Other and the funda-

mental fetish of every perversion gua object perceived in the cut (coupure)
of the signifier.

Failing that, shouldn’t this gifted novice have remembered the dialogue
between the suits of armour in André Breton’s Discours sur le peu do
réalité® That would have put her on the nght path. } AR “—TT"'

“But how could we hope for such a thing when this analysxs was, in
supervision, given a direction that involved constant harassment to bf'mg
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the patient back to the real situation? How can we be surprised that, un-
like the queen of Spain, the analyst has legs, when she herself emphasizes
the fact in the vigour of her appeals to the order of the present?

Of course, this procedure is far from having nothing to do with the
benign outcome of the acting out'® under examination: since the analyst,
too, who is of course conscious of the fact, was in a situation of permanent
castrating intervention.

But why, then, attribute this role to the mother, when everything in
the anamnesis of this case would indicate that she always acted rather as
a go-between?

The faltering Oedipus complex was compensated, but always in the
form, disarming here in its naivety, of an entirely forced, not to say
arbitrary, reference to the person of the analyst’s husband — a situation
encouraged here by the fact that it wasTie,Tnmse]f a psychiatrist, who
provided the analyst with this particular patient. . = -

This is not a very common situation. In any case, it is to be re]ected as
lying outside the analytic situation. < L : -

One’s reservations about its outcome are not entxrely due to the grace-
less detours of the analysis, and the no doubt unmischievous humour in-
volving the fees for the last session, as misappropriated for the purpose of
debauchery, is no bad sign for the future.

The question that can be raised is that of the boundary between
analysis and re-education when its very process is guided by a predo-
minant solicitation of its real effects. As further evidence for which in
this case one need only compare the given facts of the biography and the
transference formations: any contribution made by the decipherment of
the unconscious is truly minimal. So much so that one wonders whether
most of it does not remain intact in the encystatxon of the enigma, which,
under the label of transitory pervers1on constitutes the object of thlS
instructive communication. - .

8. But the non-analyst reader should not misunderstand me: I wish in
no way to depreciate a work to which Virgil’s epithet improbus can rightly
be applied.

My only purpose is to warn analysts of the decline that threatens their
technique if they fail to recognize the true place in which its effects are
produced.

They are tireless in their attempts to define that place, and one cannot
say that when they back fall on positions of modesty, or even when theyare
guided by fictions, the experience that they develop is always unfruitful.
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Genetic research and direct observation are far from being cut off
from properly analytic realities. And in my own treatment of the themes
of the object relation in a year’s seminar, I showed the value of a con-
ception in which child observation is nourished by the most accurate
reconsideration of the function of mothering in the genesis of the object:
I mean the notion of the transitional object, introduced by D. W. Winni-
cott, which is a key-point for the explanation of the genseis of fetichism
[27].

Nevertheless, the flagrant uncertainties of the reading of the great
Freudian concepts are correlative with the weaknesses that encumber
analytic practice.

What I mean is that it is in proportion to the impasses encountered in
grasping their action in its authenticity that researchers and groups end
up forcing it in the direction of the exercise of power.

They substitute this power for the relation to the being where this
action takes place, producing a decline of its resources, especially those of
speech, from their veridical eminence. This is why it is a sort of return of
the repressed, however strange it may be, which, out of the pretensions
least disposed to encumber themselves with the dignity of these means,
occasions this blunder of a recourse to being as though it were a given
of the real, when the discourse that informs it rejects any interrogation
beyond mere platitude. EE

VA
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1. The question of the analyst’s being appears very early in the history
of analysis. And it should come as no surprise that it should have been
introduced by the analyst most tormented by the problem of analytig
action. Indeed, it can be said that it was in Ferenczi’s article, ‘Introjection
“and Transference’ , dating from 1909 [3], that the question was first intro-
duced, and that it ant1c1pated bya long Way all the themes later developed
about thlS topic. + . - ol :

Although Ferenczi concelved of the transference as the mtro]ecuon of
the person of the doctor into the subjective economy, it was not a question
of this person as support for a repetition compulsion, for ill-adapted be-
haviour, or as a phantasy figure. What he means is the absorption into
the economy of the subject of all that the psychoanalyst makes present in
the duo as the here and now of an incarnated problematic. Does not

want-to-be as the heart of the analytic experience, as the very field in
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Ferenczi reach the extreme conclusion that the completion of the analysis
can be attained only in the avowal made by the doctor to the patient that
{

he, too, can suffer a sense of a :zlbandonmentp19 Lo
2. Must ©one pay this comical price for 51mply recognizing the su ubject’s

which the neurotic’s passion is deployed?

Apart from Ferenczi and the now dispersed Hunganan school, only
the English, with their cold ob]ect1v1ty, have been able to artlculate this
gap, of which the neurotic, in wishing to justify his existence, provides
evidence, and hence implicitly to distinguish from the interhuman re-
lation, with its warmth and its allurements (leurres), that relatlon to the
Other -jin which being finds its status. 1. 7 TR

We have only to cite Ella Sharpe and her very relevant remarks to
follow the neurotic’s true concerns [24). The strength of her remarks
lies in a sort of naivety reflected in the ]ustly celebrated brusqueness of
her style as both theraplst and writer. She is far from ordinary in the
extent to which she requires the analyst to be familiar with all branches
of human knowledge if he is to read the mtennons of the analysand’s
discourse correctly. . ~ o ,

We must be grateful to her for havmg placed a hterary culture in pride .
of place in the training of practitioners, even if she does not seem to
realize that in the minimum readmg list that she gives them there is a pre-
dominence of works of the imagination in which the signifier of the
phallus plays a central role beneath a transparent veil. This simply proves
that choice is no less guided by expenence for being a felicitous analytic
principle.

3. It is again by the British, by birth or by adoption, that the end of
the analysis has been most categoncally defined by the subject’s identifi-
cation with the analyst. Certainly, opinion varies as to whether it is his
ego or superego that is involved. It is not so easy to master the structure
that Freud elucidated in the subject, unless one dlstmgulshes between the
symbolic, the imaginary, and the real.!. = . ¢

It is enough to say that statements made so much with a view to oppose
are never forged without some pressure from within those who advance
them. The dialectic of phantasy ob]ects promulgated in practice by
Melanie Klein tends to be expressed in theory in terms of identification.

For these objects, part- or not, but certainly signifying — the breast,
cxcrement, the phallus — are no doubt won or lost by the subject. He is
destroyed by them or he preserves them, but above all he is these objects,
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according to the place where they function in his f_qua_rnental_phéifgggi
This mode ofidentification simply demonstrates the pathology of the slope

“ down which the subject is pushed in a world where his needs are reduced

' to exchange values — this slope itself finding its radical possibility. on.ly
in the mortification that the signifier imposes on his life in enumerating it.
4 The psychoanalyst, it would seem, simply in order to help the sub-
ject, should be saved from this pathology, which, as we will see, rests on
nothing less than an iron law. .o . . - R S T
This is why people imagine that a psychoanalyst should be a happy
man. Indeed, is it not happiness that one is asking of him, and hovEr could
he giveit,common sense asks, if he did not have it to some extent hlmself ?
It is a fact that we do not disclaim our competence to promise happi-
ness in a period in which the question of its extent has become so com-
plicated: principally because happiness, as Saint-Just said, has become a
olitical factor. : ce T o
“To be fair, the progress of humanism from Aristotle to St Francis (of
Sales) did not fill the aporias of happiness either.
Tt is a waste of time, we know, to look for the shirt of a happy man, and
what is called a happy shadow is to be avoided for the ills it brings. .
It is certainly in the relation to being that the analyst ha§ to find }.us
operating level, and the opportunities that the training analysis-offers him
for this purpose are not only to be calculated ac?ordl.ng. to t.he problem
supposedly already resolved for the analyst who is guiding him.
There are unhappinesses of being that the prudence of schools gnd the
false shame that ensures domination dare not cut out of one. " = .
An ethic is yet to be formulated that integrates the Freudian coiquests
in the realm of desire: one that would place in the forefront the question
of the analyst’s desire. o LT s
5. If one is sensitive to the resonance of eatlier work, one cannot.flﬂ
to be struck by the decline, especially in this order, in analytic spec.ulauon.
Because they understand a lot of things, analysts on the whole imagine
that to understand is an end in itself, and that it can only be a ‘happy end’.*®
The example of the physical sciences may show them, however, that the
eatest successes do not require that one knows where one is going.
To think, it is often better not to understand, and one can galcm
through miles of understanding without the least thought being produ
This, indeed, was how the Behaviourists began: they gave up the
attempt to understand. But because they lacked any other thought as fee
as our particular subject, which is antiphysis, is concerned they adopted
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the course of using, without understanding it, what we understand: which,
I suppose, could be a source of pride for us. A

A sample of what we are capable of producing in fact by way of mo.
ality is provided by the notion of oblativity. This is the phantasy of an
obsessional neurotic, of itself misunderstood: everything for the other,
my fellow man, is offered in it, without recognizing in it the anxiety that
the Other (with a capital O) inspires by not being a fellow man.

6. I do not claim to teach psychoanalysts what thinking is. They know.
But they did not understand this off their own bat. They learnt their
lesson from the psychologists. Thought is an attempt at action, they re-
peat, like well behaved pupils. (The same can be said of Freud himsclf,

which does not prevent him from being a doughty thinker, whose action
culminates in thought.) g

The thought of analysts is really an action that undoes itself. This
leaves some hope that, if one makes them think about it, take it up again,
they will come to think about it again.

7. The analyst is the man to whom one speaks and to whom one speaks
freely. That is what he is there for. What does that mean?

All that can be said about the association of ideas is mere psycholo-
gistic packaging. Induced puns are far-away; because of their protocol,
moreover, nothing could be less free.

The subject invited to speak in analysis does not really reveal a great
deal of freedom in what he says. Not that he is bound by the rigour of his
associations: no doubt they do oppress him, but it is rather that they open
up on to a free speech, a full speech that is painful to him.

Nothing is more to be feared than saying something that might be true.
For if it were, it would become entirely so, and God knows what happens
when something, by the very fact of its being true, can no longer be
doubted.

Is that the method used in analysis — a progress towards truth? I can
already hear the apprentices murmuring that I intellectualize analysis:
though I am in the very act, I believe, of preserving the unsayable aspect
of it. b a

That it is beyond the discourse accommodated by our listening, I know
better than anyone, if only I take the trouble to hear, and not to aus-
cultate. Yes certainly not the way of auscultating the resistance, the
tension, the opisthotonos, the pallor, the adrenalinic (sic) discharge in

which a stronger (resic) ego should be re-formed: what I listen to comes
trom hearing.
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Hearing does not force me to understand. What I hear is nonetheless a
discourse, even if it is as little discursive as an interjection. For an inter-
“jection is of the order of language and not of the expressive cry. It is a

* part of the discourse that is unrivalled for its syntactical effects in a par-

ticular language.

To what I hear, I have nothing more to say if I understand nothing,
and if T dounderstand something I am sure to be mistaken. However, thisis
not what would stop me from replying. It’s what happens outside analysis
in such a case. I keep quiet. Everybody agrees that I frustrate the speaker,
him first, but me too. Why?

If I frustrate him it is because he asks me for something. To answer
him, in fact. But he knows very well that it would be mere words. And he
can get those from whomever he likes. It’s not even certain that he’d be
grateful to me if they were good words, let alone if they were bad ones.
It’s not these words he’s asking for. He is simply asking me. . ., from the
very fact that he is speaking: his demand is intransitive, it carries no object
with it. o o

Of course, his demand is deployed on the field of an implicit demand,
that for which he is there: the demand to cure him, to reveal him to him-
self, to introduce him to psychoanalysis, to help him to qualify as an
analyst. But, as he knows, this demand can wait. His present demand has
nothing to do with this, it is not even his own, for after all it is I who have
offered to speak to him. (Only the subject is transitive here.)

In short, I have succeeded in doing what in the field of ordinary com-
merce one would dearly like to be able to do with such ease: with supply
I have created demand.

8. But it is, one might say, a radical demand.

Mrs Macalpine is no doubt right to seek the motive force of the trans-
ference in the analytic rule alone. But she errs in attributing to the absence
of all object the open door to infantile regression [24]. This would seem
to be an obstacle, for, as everyone knows, child analysts more than any-
one, it takes a lot of little objects to keep up a relation with children:

Through the mediation of the demand, the whole past opens up right
down to early infancy. The subject has never done anything other than
demand, he could not have survived otherwise, and we just follow on
from there. v

It is in this way that analytic regression may take place and present
itself in effect. One talks of it as if the subject set out to be a child. That
no doubt happens, and such pretence is not a very good omen. Tt stands
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out in any case from what is usually observed in what passes for re
gression. For regression shows nothing other than a return to the present
of signifiers used in demands for which there is prescription.

9- To return once more to the beginning, this situaticr explains the
primary transference, and the love that is sometimes declared in it.

For if love is giving what one does not have, it is certainly true that the
subject can wait to be given it, since the psychoanalyst has nothing clse
to give him. But he does not even give him this nothing, and it is just
as well: and that is why he is paid for this nothing, preferably well paid,
in order to show that it would not otherwise be worth much.

But although the primary transference generally remains little more
than a shadow, it is not this that prevents the shadow from dreaming and
reproducing his demand when there is nothing left to demand. This de-
mand will be all the purer for being empty. )

“Nonetheless, it may be objected, the analyst gives his presence, but |
believe that this presence is first of all simply the implication of his
listening, and that this listening is simply the condition of speech. Further-
more why does the technique require that he should be so discreet if, in
fact, this is not the case? It is only later that his presence will be felt.

Anyway, the most acute feeling of his presence is bound up with a
moment when the subject can only remain silent, that is to say, when he
even recoils before the shadow of demand. - , S

Thus the analyst is he who supports the demand, not, as has been said,
to frustrate the subject, but in order to allow the signifiers in which his
frustration is bound up to reappear. T < . DL 4

10. Itis worth recalling that it is in the oldest demand that the primary
identification is produced, that which is brought about by the mother’s
omnipotence, that is to say, the identification that not only suspends the
satisfaction of needs from the signifying apparatus, but also that which
fragments them, filters them, models them upon the defiles of the structure
of the signifier.

Needs become subordinated to the same conventional conditions -
those of the signifier in its double register: the synchronic register of
opposition between irreducible elements, and the diachronic register o
substitution and combination, through which language, even if it do-
not fulfil all functions, structures everything concerning relations be
tween human beings.

Hence the oscillation that is to be observed in Freud’s statements con
cerning the relations between the superego and reality. The supercgo 1
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not, of course, the source of reality, as he says somewhere, but it marks
out the paths that reality will take, before rediscovering in the unconscious
the first ideal marks in which the drives are constituted as repressed in the
substitution of the signifier for needs.

11. There is now no need to seek further for the source of the identifi-
cation with the analyst. That identification may assume very different
forms, but it will always be an identification with signifiers.

As an analysis develops, the analyst deals in turn with all the articu-
lations of the subject’s demand. But, as I will point out later, he must
respond to them only from the position of the transference.

Who, in fact, emphasizes the importance of what might be called the
permissive hypothesis of the analysis? But we need no particular political
régime for that which is not forbidden to become obligatory.

Those analysts who might be said to be fascinated by the sequellae of
frustration hold no more than a position of suggestion that reduces the
subject to restate his demand. May be that is what is meant by emotional
re-education.

Kindness is no doubt as necessary there as everywhere else, but it
would be incapable of curing the evil that it engenders. The analyst who
desires the subject’s well-being repeats that by which he was formed, and
sometimes, even, deformed. The most aberrant education has never had
any other motive than the well-being of the subject.

A theory of analysis is conceived which, unlike the delicate articu-
lation of Freud’s analysis, reduces the source of symptoms to fear. It
engenders a practice in which what I have called elsewhere the obsceng,
ferocious figure of the superego is imprinted, in which there is no other
way out of the transference neurosis than to make the patient sit down by
the window and show him all the pleasant aspects of nature, adding: ‘Go
out there. Now you're a good child [22].’ | .

Pe¢ _ o BN
V' Desire must be taken literally .

1. After all, a dream is just a dream, one sometimes hears these days [22].
Does it mean nothing that Freud should have recognized in it the workings
of desire?
Desire, not the drives. For we must read “The Interpretation of Dreaqps
to discover what is meant by what Freud calls in that essay “desire’. = - J
We must pause at the vocables W unsck and its English translation wish,

i
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A
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and draw a distinction between them and the French désir (desire); the
sound of a damp squib in which the German and English words explode

suggests nothing less than concupiscence. Their French equivalent is
rather voeu.

have a dream that is animated by no other desire than to provide Freud,
who has explained to her the theory that the dream is an expression of a
desire, with proof that they are nothing of the kind. The point to be re-
membered is that this desire is articulated in an extremely clever discourse.
But in order to understand what desire means in his thinking, it is no less
important to perceive the consequences of the fact that Freud was satisfied

to recognize in that discourse the desire of the dream and the confirmation

of its law. .. ¢ P

For he extends its eccentricity still further — a dream involving pumsh-
ment may very well signify the desire for what the punishment is re-
pressing. ..

But let us not stop at the labels on the drawers, though many people
confuse them with the fruits of science. Let us read the texts; let us follow
Freud’s thinking in the twists and turns that it imposes on us, and not
forget that in deploring them himself, when seen from the standpoint of
an ideal of scientific discourse, he afﬁrms that he was forced into them by
the object of his study.?*

One then sees that this object is identical with those twists and turns,
since at the first turning point of his work, when dealing with the dream
of a hysteric, he stumbled on the fact that by a process of displacement,
in this case specifically by allusion to the desire of another woman, a desire
from the previous day is satisfied — a desire that is maintained in its
dominant position by a desire that is of a quite different order, since Freud
orders it as the desire for an unsatisfied desire [7].22

One should try and count the number of substitutions that operate here
to bring desire to a geometrically increasing power. A single index would
not be enough to characterize the degree. For it would be necessaryto dis-
tinguish two dimensionsin these substitutions: a desire for desire, in other
words, adesire signified by a desire (in the case of the hysteric, the desire to
havean unsatisfied desire is signified by her desire for caviar: the desire for
caviaris its signifier),is inscribed in the different register of one desiresub-
stituted for another (in the dream, the desire for smoked salmon, which be-
longed to the patient’s friend, was substituted for the patient’s own desire
for caviar, which constitutes the substitution of onesignifier for another).??
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. What we find, then, is in no way microscopic, any more than there
is any need of special instruments to recognize that the leaf has the
structural features of the plant from which it has been detached. Even
if one had never seen a plant with its leaves on, one would realize at
once that a leaf is more likely to be a part of a plant than a piece of
skin.

The desire of the hysteric’s dream, and indeed any other snippet in this
text of Freud summarizes what the whole book explains about the so-
called unconscious mechanisms, condensation, sliding (glissement), etc.,
by bearing witness to their common structure: that is, the relation of
desire to that mark of language that specifies the Freudian unconscious
and decentres our conception of the subject.

I think my pupils will appreciate the access that I provide here to the
fundamental opposition between the signifier and the signified, in which,
as I show them, the powers of language begin, though in conceiving the
exercise of these powers I leave them plenty of rope to twist.

Let me recall to your attention the automatism of the laws by which are
articulated in the signifying chain: '

(a) the substitution of one term for another to produce the effect of
metaphor;

(b) the combination of one term with another to produce the effect of
metonymy [17]. 3

If we apply them here, we see that whereas in our patient’s dream the
smoked salmon, the object of her friend’s desire, is all that she has to
offer, Freud, by suggesting that the smoked salmon is substituted here
for caviar, which, indeed, he considers to be the signifier of the patient’s
desire, is presenting the dream as a metaphor of desire.

But what is metaphor if not an effect of positive meaning, that is, a
certain passage from the subject to the meaning of the desire?

Since the subject’s desire is presented here as that which is implied by
her (conscious) discourse, that is to say as preconscious — which is ob-
vious enough since her husband is willing to satisfy her desire, but the
patient, who persuaded him of the existence of this desire, insists that he
should do nothing about it, and it has to be Freud again who articulates
it as the desire for an unsatisfied desire — one must go further if one is to
learn what such a desire means in thé unconscious.

Now the dream is not the unconscious itself, but, as Freud points out,
the royal way to it. This confirms me in the belief that it proceeds by
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means of metaphor. It is this metaphorical effect that the dream uncovers.
But for whom? We shall return to this later.

Let us observe for the moment that if the desire is signified as un-
satisfied, it does so through the signifier: caviar, qua signifier, symbolizes
the desire as inaccessible, but, as soon as it slips as desire into the caviar,
the desire for caviar becomes its metonymy — rendered necessary by the

want-to-be in whlch it is situated. ¢ .

)

and in which their common denominator is produced, namely the little

meaning (frequently confused with the insignificant), the little meaning,
peiamr s

T'say, that proves to lie at the basis of the desire, and lends it that element

of perversion that it would be temptmg to find in this case of hysteria. -

The truth of this appearance is that the desire is the metonymy of the
want-to-be.

3. Let us now return to the book we call La science des réves (Traum-

deutung) — though perhaps mantigue, or, better, signifiance would be a
better translation than science.?*

In this book, Freud certainly does not claim to exhaust the psycho-
logical problems of the dream. One has only to read it to realize that
Freud does not touch on a number of problems that have still been
largely ignored (little work of value has been done on space and time in
the dream, on the sensorial raw material of the dream, on whether one
dreams in colour or in black and white, on whether smell, taste and touch
occur, or the sense of vertigo, of the turgid and the heavy). To say that
Freudian doctrine is a psychology is a crude equivocation.

Freud does nothing to encourage such an equivocation. On the con-
trary, he warns us that he is interested only in the elaboration of the dream.
What does that mean? It means exactly what we would now call its
linguistic structure. How could Freud be aware of this structure, when it
was articulated only at a later date by Ferdinand de Saussure? If the two
terms are synonymous, it is all the more striking that Fréud should have
anticipated Saussure. But where did Freud discover this structure? He
discovered it in a signifying flow, the mystery of which lies in the fact
that the subject does not even know where to pretend to be its organizer.

To do so, to find oneself as the desirer is the opposite of getting oneself

recognized as the subject of it, for it is as a derivation of the signifying

chain that the channel of desire flows, and the subject must have the ad-
vantage of a cross-over to catch his own feed-back.
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Desire merely subjects what analysis makes subjective.

4. And this brings us back to the question touched on above: to whom
does the dream reveal its meaning before the arrival on the scene of the
analyst? This meaning exists prior to bemg read, just as it exists prior to
its decipherment.

Both show that the dream is made for the recognition —/I have taken
a long time to get to it)- of desire. For desire, if what Freud says of the
unconscious is right and if analysis is necessary, can be grasped only in
interpretation.

But let us continue: the elaboration of the dream is nourished by desire.
Why does my voice fail to finish, out of recognition, as if the second word
was extinguished which, a little while ago the first, re-absorbed the other
in its light. For, in fact, it is not while one is asleep that one is recognized.
And the dream, Freud tells us, without appearing to be aware of the
slightest contradiction, serves above all the desire to sleep. It is a nar-

cissistic folding back of the /iido and a disinvestment of reality. v

i

Moreover, we know from experience that if my dream overtakes my

~demand (not reallty, as has incorrectly been said, which may preserve my
sleep), or what is shown here to be equivalent to it, the demand of the

other, I awake. ' \mt)

5. After all, a dream is only a dream. Those who now disdain it as a
tool of analysxs have found, as we have seen, safer and more direct ways
- of bringing the patient back to right thinking and normal desires —those
~ that satisfy true needs. Which needs, though? Well, the needs that we all
* feel. If that scares you, you’d better go and see your analyst, and go up
~ the Eiffel Tower to see how beautiful Paris is. Too bad that there are
some who climb over the railings at the first floor, and precisely those
whose needs have been reduced to proper size. A negatlve therapeutlc
reaction, I would say.

Thank God, refusal does not go so far in everyone’ It s just that the
sympton reappears like weeds — repetition compulsmn.

But that, of course, is merely a misdeal: one is not cured because one
remembers. One remembers because one is cured. Ever since this formula
was discovered, the reproduction of symptoms is no longer a problem —
only the reproduction of analysts is a problem. The reproduction of
patients has been resolved. -’

6. So a dream is only a dream. One psychoanalyst who dabbles in
teaching has even written that the dream is a production of the ego. This
proves that one runs no great risk in wishing to waken men from their
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dreams: here’s one that is going on in broad daylight, and among those
who hardly allow themselves to dream.

But even for these people, if they are psychoanalysts, Freud on dreams
must be read, because it is not otherwise possible to understand what he
means by the neurotic’s desire, by repressed, by unconscious, by inter-
pretation, by analysis itself, or to approach his technique and his doctrine
in any way at all. We will see how important the little dream that I picked
out above is for my purpose.

For this desire of our witty hysteric (Freud’s own description) — I mean
her aroused desire, her desire for caviar — is the desire of a woman who
has everything, and who rejects precisely that. For her butcher husband
is adept at supplying the satisfactions that everyone needs, hie dots the
‘’s, and he does not mince his words to a painter who is chatting her up,
God knows with what end in view, on the subject of her interesting face:
‘Nuts! a slice of the backside of some pretty shit is what you need, and if
you think I’m going to supply you with it, you can go and jump in the lake.’

There’s a man a woman could have nothing to complain about,

Freud does not hide the fact that she is very much in love with him, and
provokes him constantly.

But there you are, she doesn’t want to be satisfied only at the level of
her real needs. She wants other, gratuitous needs, and to be sure that they
are gratuitous they must be satisfied. This is why to the question, “What
does the witty butcher’s wife want?’, we can reply, ‘Caviar’. But this reply
is hopeless, because she also does not want it.

7. But that isn’t all there is to say about her mystery. Far from im-
prisoning her, this impasse provides her with the key to the fields, the
key to the field of the desires of all the witty hystencs whether- butchers
wives or not, in the world. /7.

This is what Freud grasps in one of those sidelong looks W1th whlch
he surprises the true, shattering on his way the abstractions to which
positivist minds so readily lend themselves as an explanation for every-
thing: what we have here is the imitation dear to Tarde. In each particular
case one must activate the mainspring that he provides there — namely,
hysterical identification. If our patient identifies with her friend, it is:

because she is inimitable in her unsatisfied desire for this goddamned

salmon — if God doesn’t smoke it himself!
Thus the patient’s dream corresponds to her friend’s request for her

-~
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to come and dine at her home. And what would make her want to do so,
other than that one dines well there, if not the fact, which our butcher’s
wife never loses sight of, namely, that her husband always speaks well of
her. But thin as she i 1s, she is hardly built to attract him, Wlth his taste for
curves. | - o Lo
~ Has he too, perhaps, not got a desire that is somewhat thwarted when
~ everything in him is satisfied? It is the same mechanism which, in the
dream, will, with the desire of her friend, cause the failure of her demand.
~ For however precisely symbolized the demand may be by means of
the new-born telephone, it goes for nothing. The appeal of the patient
does not reach its goal; a fine thing it would be to see the other get fatter
so that her husband can feast himself on her.

But how can another woman be loved (isn’t it enough, for the patient
to think about it, that her husband should consider her?) by a man who
cannot be satisfied by her (he, the man of the slice of backside)? That’s
precisely the question, which is usually that of hystencal 1dent1ﬁcanon,
brought into focus. ; S

8. Even here this question becomes the sub]ect — the questlon in which
the woman 1dent1ﬁes herself with the man, and the slice of smoked salmon

takes the place of@he desiré of the Other,~ Ly
,+* Since this desire is totally 1nadequate (how can one receive all these
{ people with only one slice of smoked salmon?), I really must when all (or
. the dream) is said and done give up my desire to give a dinner (that is,
. my search for the desire of the Other, which is the secret of my desire).
- Everything has gone wrong, and you say that the dream is wish-fulfil-
_ment. How do you work that one out, professor? . - ‘L.
" For a long time now psychoanalysts have given up answering when
questioned in this way, for theyhave ceased to question themselvesabout
their patients’ desires: they reduce these desires to their demands, which
makes the task of converting them into their own that much easier. Isn’t
that the reasonable way? — it is certainly the one they have adopted.

But sometimes desire is not to be conjured away, but appears as here,
at the centre of the stage, all too visibly, on the festive board, in the form
of a salmon. It is an attractive-looking fish, and if it is presented, as is the
custom in restaurants, under a thin gauze, the raising of this gauze creates
a similar effect to that which occurred at the culmination of the ancient
mysteries. ‘ ‘

To be the phallus, if only a somewhat thin one. Was not that the
ultimate identification with the signifier of desire?;

i
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That does not look like being self-evident for a woman, and there are
those among us who prefer to have nothing more to do with this word-
puzzle. Are we going to have to spell out the role of the signifier only to
find that we have the castration complex and penis envy — which, God
knows, we could be well rid of — on our hands? When Freud reached that
particular juncture, he found himself at a loss as to how to extricate him-
self, seeing ahead of him merely the desert of analysis.

Yes, he led them to that point, and it was a less infested place than the
transference neurosis, which reduces you to chasing the patient, while at
the same time begging him to go slowly so as to take his flies with
him.

9. But let us articulate that which structures desire.

Desire is that which is manifested in the interval that demand hollows
within itself, in as much as the subject, in articulating the signifying chain,
brings to light the want-to-be, together with the appeal to receive the
complement from the Other, if the Other, the locus of speech, is also the
locus of this want, or lack.

That which is thus given to the Other to fill, and which is strictly
that which it does not have, since it, too, lacks being, is what is called
love, but it is also hate and ignorance.

It is also what is evoked by any demand beyond the need that is
articulated in it, and it is certainly that of which the subject remains all the
more deprived to the extent that the need articulated in the demand is
satisfied.

Furthermore, the satisfaction of need appears only as the lure in
which the demand for love is crushed, by sending the subject back to
sleep, where he haunts the limbo regions of being, by letting it speak in
him. For the being of language is the non-being of objects, and the fact
that desire was discovered by Freud in its place in the dream, which has
always been the stumbling-block of any attempt on the part of thought
to situate itself in reality, should be sufficient lesson for us.

To be or not to be, to sleep, perchance to dream, even the so-called
simplest dreams of the child (as ‘simple’ as the analytic situation, no
doubt) simply show miraculous or forbidden objects.

10. But the child does not always fall asleep in this way in the bosom
of being, especially if the Other, which has its own ideas about his needs,
interferes, and in place of that which it does not have, stuffs him with
the choking pap of what it has, that is to say, confuses his needs with the
gift of its love.
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It is the child one feeds with most love who refuses food and plays with
his refusal as with a desire (anorexia nervosa).

Confines where one grasps as nowhere else that hate pays the coin of
love, but where it is ignorance that is unforgivable,

In the final analysis, by refusing to satisfy the mother’s demand, is
not the child demanding that the mother should have a desire outside
him, because the way towards the desire that he lacks is to be found
there? < - C L a ¢ P

r1. One of the principles that follow from this is that:
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— if desire is an effect in the subject of the condition that is imposed on
him by the existence of the discourse, to make his need pass through the
defiles of the signifier;

— if, on the other hand, as I have intimated above, by opening up the
dialectic of the transference, we must establish the notion of the Other
with a capital O as being the locus of the deployment of speech (the other
scene, ein andere Schauplaty, of which Freud speaks in “The Interpre-
tation of Dreams’);

— it must be posited that, produced as it is by an animal at the mercy of
language, man’s desire is the desire of the Other.

This concerns a quite different function from that of the primary
identification referred to above, for it does not involve the assumption
by the subject of the insignia of the other, but rather the condition that
the subject has to find the constituting structure of his desire in the same
gap opened up by the effect of the signifiers in those who come to repre-
sent the Other for him, in so far as his demand is subjected to them.

Perhaps one can catch a glimpse in passing of the reason for his effect
of occultation that caught our attention in the recognition of the desire
of the dream. The desire of the dream is not assumed by the subject who
says ‘I’ in his speech. Articulated, nevertheless, in the locus of the Other,
it is discourse — a discourse whose grammar Freud has begun to declare
to be such. Thus the wishes that it constitutes have no optative inflexion
to alter the indicative of their formula.

Looking at this from a linguistic point of view, we can see that what is
called the aspect of the verb is here that of the ‘perfect’, the fulfilled (in
the true sense of Wunscherfiillung).

It is this ex-sistence (Enzstellung)?® of desire in the dream that explains
how the significance of the dream masks the desire that is present in it,
whereas its motive vanishes by being simply problematic.

. . ’ '

Direction of treatment and principles of its power 265

12. Desire is produced in the beyond of the demand, in that, in articu-
lating the Tife of the subject according to its conditions, demand cuts off
the need from that life. But desire is also hollowed within the demand,
in that, as an unconditional demand 6f presence and absence, demand
evokes the want-to-be under the three figures of the nothing that con-
stitutes the basis of the demand for love, of the hate that even denies the
other’s being, and of the unspeakable element in that which is ignored in
its request. In this embodied aporia, of which one might say that it
borrows, as it were, its heavy soul from the hardy shoots of the wounded
drive, and its subtle body from the death actualized in the signifying
sequence, desire is affirmed as the absolute condition.

Even less than the nothing that passes into the round of significations
that act upon men, desire is the furrow inscribed in the course; it is, as it
were, the mark of the iron of the signifier on the shoulder of the speaking
subject. It is not so much a pure passion of the signified as a pure action
of the signifier that stops at the moment when the living being becomes
sign, rendering it insignificant.

This moment of cut is haunted by the form of a bloody scrap — the
pound of flesh that life pays in order to turn it into the signifier of the
signifiers, which it is impossible to restore, as such, to the imaginary body;
it is the lost phallus of the embalmed Osiris.

13. The function of this signifier as such in the quest of desire is, as
Freud mapped it out, the key to what we need to know in order to ter-
minate his analyses: and no artifice can take its place if we are to achieve
that end.

To give some idea of this function, I will describe an incident that
occurred at the end of the analysis of an obsessional neurotic, that is,
after a great deal of work in which I was not content ‘to analyse the sub-
ject’s aggressivity’ (in other words, to play blind man’s buff with his
imaginary aggressions), but in which he was made to recognize the place
that he had assumed in the play of destruction exerted by one of his
parents on the desire of the other. He guessed at his powerlessness to
desire without destroying the Other, and hence his desire itself in so far
as it is desire of the Other. -~ -

To arrive at this stage, he was shown how at every moment he ma-
nipulated the situation so as to protect the Other, by exhausting in the
working-through (Durcharbeitung) all the artifices of a verbalization that
distinguishes the other from the Other (with a small o and a capital O),
and which, from the box reserved for the boredom of the Other (capital O)
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makes it arrange the circus acts between the two others (the perit a and
the ego, its shadow).

Certainly, it is not enough to go round in circles in some well-explored
area of obsessional neurosis in order to bring him to this round-about,
or to know this round-about in order to bring him to it by a route that
will never be the shortest. What is needed is not only the plan of a recon-
structed labyrinth, or even a batch of plans already drawn up. What is
needed above all is to possess the general combinatory that governs their
variety certainly, but which also, even more usefully, accounts for the
illusions, or rather shifts of perspective to be found in the labyrinth. For
there is no shortage of either in obsessional neurosis, which is an archi-
tecture of contrasts — a fact that has not yet been sufficiently remarked
on — which it is n6t enough to attribute to forms of fagade. In the midst
of so many seductive, insurgent, impassive attitudes, we must grasp the
anxieties that are bound up with the performances, the rancour that does
not impede his generosity (to think that anyone could hold that ob-
sessional neurotics are lacking in oplativity!), the mental inconstancies
that sustain unbreakable loyalties. All this moves together in an analysis,
though not without local blemishes; but the great load remains.

And so our subject has come to the end of his tether, to the point at
which he can play a rather special three-card trick on us, in that it partially
reveals a structure of desire.

Let me say that being as he is of mature years, as the comical phrase
goes, and of a mind shorn of illusions, he would be qulte ready to mislead
us with his menopause in order to excuse his own impotence, and to
accuse me of the samie.” ‘ ot

In fact, the redistributions of the libido are not brought about without
certain oblects losing their function, even if they are non-detachable.

In short, he is impotent with his mistress, and, having taken it into his
head to use his discoveries about the function of the potential third person
in the couple, he he suggests that she sleep with another man to see.

But if she remains in the place glven her by the neurosis and if the
analysis effects her in that position it is because of the agreement that no
doubt she long ago made with the patient’s desires, but still more with
the unconscious postulates that were maintained by those desires.

And it will come as no surprise to learn that without stopping, even at
night, she has this dream, which, freshly minted, she brings to our un-
fortunate patient.

She has a phallus, she feels its shape under her clothes, which does not
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prevent her from having a vagina as well, nor, of course, from wanting
this phallus to enter it.

On hearing this, our patient is immediately restored to his virility and
demonstrates this quite brilliantly to his partner.

What interpretation is indicated here?

I guessed from the demand that my patient had addressed to his mis-
tress that he had been trying for a long time to get me to confirm hlS
repressed homosexuality.

© gt

" This was an effect of his dlscovery of the unconscious that Freud was

very quick to anticipate: among the regressive demands, one of the fables
will be based on the truths spread by analysis. Analysis on its return trip
from America exceeded his expectations. -

But I have remained, it is thought, somewhat difficult to persuade on
that point.

Let me observe that the dreamer is no more complaisant, since her
scenario excludes any coadjutor. This would guide even a novice to trust
only the text, if he is trained according to my principles.

Yet I am analysing not her dream, but its effect on my patient.

It would run counter to my practice if I got him to read in the dream
this truth, less widespread for having passed into history, of my own
contribution: that the refusal of castration, if anything is like it, is first of
all a refusal of the castration of the Other (initially, the mother).

A true opinion is not science, and conscience without science is merely
the complicity of ignorance. Our science is transmitted only by articu-
lating what is particular in the situation.

Here the situation is unique in showing the figure that I state in these
terms; that unconscious desire is the desire of the Other — since the dream
is produced in order to satisfy the patient’s desire beyond his demand, as
is suggested by the fact that it succeeds in doing so. Though not a dream
of the patient’s it may be no less precious for the analyst if, while not
addressed to the analyst, unlike the patient’s report, it addresses the patient
as clearly as the analyst is able to do so.

It is an opportunity to get the patient to grasp the signifying function
that the phallus has in his desire. For it is as such that the phallus operates
in the dream in order to enable him to recover the use of the organ that
it represents, as I will show by the place at which the dream is aimed in the
structure within which his desire is trapped.

Apart from what the woman dreamt, there is the fact that she talks to
him about it. If, in this discourse, she presents herself as having the
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phallus, is that the only way in which her erotic value is restored to her?
Having a phallus, in effect, is not enough to restore her to an object
position that appropriates her to a phantasy from which, as an obsessional
neurotic, our patient can maintain his desire in an impossibility that pre-
serves its metonymic conditions. The choices left open by these conditions
govern a game of escape that analysis has disturbed, but which the woman
restores here by a ruse, the crudeness of which conceals a refinement well
fitted to illustrate the science included in the unconscious.

For, as far as our patient is concerned, it is no good having this phallus,
since his desire is to be it. And the woman’s desire cedes it here to his, by
showing him that she does not have it.

Undiscriminating observation will always make much of the announce-
ment of a castrating mother, however little importance the anamnesis
gives it. She looms large here, which is as it should be.

One then thinks that one has finished. But we have nothing to do with
it in the interpretation, where to invoke it would not take us very far,
except to bring the patient back to the same point where he slips between
a desire and contempt for that desire: certainly the contempt ‘of his 1ll-

tempered mother decrying his father’s over keen desire tTTe image™of

Whlch his father bequeathed him.

" But it would be not so much to teach him about it, as what his mistress
said to him: that having this phallus did not dlmmxsh her desire for it.
And here it is his own want-to-be that has been touched on.

A want that is the result of an exodus: his being is always elsewhere.
He has put it ‘on the left’, one might say. Do we say this in order to
explain the difficulty of the desire? No, rather to say that the desire is
constituted by difficulty.

We must not be misled, therefore, by this assurance that the subject
receives from the fact that the dreamer has a phallus, that she will not have
to take it from him — except to point out, wisely, that such an assurance
is too strong not to be fragile.

For that would be precisely to fail to recognize that this assurance
would not exert so much weight if it did not have to impress itself in a
sign, and that it is by showing this sign as such, by making it appear
where it cannot be, that it has its effect.

The condition of desire that confines the obsessional neurotic in par-
ticular is the very mark of the origin of his object, which spoils it for him -

.. contraband.
“A singular mode of grace: which appears only on the basis of a denial

’
v

Direction of treatment and principles of its power 269

of nature. A favour is hidden there and in our subject it is always made to
wait. And it is in dismissing it that one day he will let it enter. /

14. The importance ¢ of preserving the place of desire in the direction—
of treatment necessitates that one should orientate this place in relation~’
to the effects of demand, which alone are at present conceived as the prin- -
ciple of the power of the treatment.

The fact that the genital act should, in effect, have found its place in the

unconscious articulation of desire is the discovery of analysis, and it is

precisely because of this that one has never thought of giving in to the
patient’s illusion that to facilitate his demand for the satisfaction of need
would be of any help to him. (Still less to authorize him with the classic: -
coitus normalis dosim repetatur.)

Why does one think differently in believing it to be more essential for
the progress of the treatment to operate in any way on other demands,
under the pretext that they are regressive? L

Let us set out once again with the notion that, because it is produced
in the locus of the Other, it is first of all for the subject that his speech is
a message. By virtue of this fact even his demand originates in the Tocus
of the Other, and is signed and dated as such. This is not only because it is
subjected to the code of the Other, but also because it lS marked by this
locus (and even the time) of the Other. : v

This can be clearly seen in the subject’s most spontaneous speech. To
his wife or to her master, so that they should receive his profession of
faith, it is with a ‘you’re . . .’ (one or other) that he refers to them, without
declaring what he is other than by murmuring against himself an order of
murder that the equivocation of the French brings to the ear.¥uc <

Although it always shows through demand, as can be seen here, desu'e ,
is nonetheless beyond it. It also falls short of another demand in which
the subject, reverberating in the locus of the other, not so much effaces
his dependence by a return agreement as ﬁxes the very being that he has
proposed there. e s

This means that it is only through a speech that hfted the prohxbltlon
that the subject has brought to bear upon himself by his own words that
he might obtain the absolution that would give him back his desire.

But desire is simply the impossibility of such speech, which, in replying
to the first can merely reduplicate its mark of prohibition by completing
the split (Spaltung) which the subject undergoes by virtue of being a
subject only in so far as he speaks.

(Which is symbolized by the oblique bar of noble bastardy that I
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attach to the S of the subject in order to indicate that it is that subject,
thus $.)2¢

The regg_ssmn that is placed in the forefront in analysis (temporal
regressxon no doubt, providing one specifies that it is a question of the
time of recollection) concerns only the signifiers (oral, anal, etc.) of de-
mand, and involves the corresponding drive only through them.

Reducmg this demand to its place may operate on desire an appearance
of reduction by the alleviation of need.

But this is really only the effect of the analyst’s heavy approach. For if
the signifiers of demand have sustained the frustrations in which desire
is fixed (Freud’s Fixierung), it is only in their place that desire is a source
of subjection.

Whether it intends to frustrate or to gratify, any reply to demand in
analysis brings the transference back to suggesnon.

a relation. The fact is that the transferénce s also a sxiggestlon but one
that can operate only on the basis of the demand for love, which is not a
" demand arising from any need. That this demand is constituted only in so
far as the subject is the subject of the signifier is what allows it to be
misused by reducing it to the needs from which these signifiers have been
borrowed — which is what psychoanalysts, as we know, never fail to do.

But identification with the all-powerful signifier of demand, of which
I have already spoken, must not be confused with identification with the
object of the demand for love. This demand for love is also a regression,
as Freud insists, when it produces the second mode of identification,
which he distinguished in his second topography when he wrote Group
Psychology and the Analysis of the Ego. But it is another kind of regression.

There is the exit that enables one to emerge from suggestion. Identifi-
* cation with the object as regression, because it sets out from the demand
for love, opens up the sequence of the transference (opens up, not closes
it), that is to say, the way by which the identifications that, in blocking
this regression, punctuate it, can be denounced.

But this regression is no more dependent on the need in demand than
sadistic desire is explained by anal demand, for to believe that the scybale
is in itself a noxious object is simply one of the ordinary lures of under-
standing. (‘Understanding’ in the pejorative sense given the word by
Jaspers. “You understand . . .” is an introductory phrase by which some-
one who has nothing to be understood thinks he can impose on someone
else who understands nothing.) But the demand to be a turd, that’s some-
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thing that makes it preferable to move a little to one side when the subject
becomes aware of it. It’s the ‘misery of being’ (malkeur de Iétre) refersed
to above.

Whoever cannot carry his training analyses to the turning-point at
which it is proved with fear and trembling that all the demands that have
been articulated in the analysis, and more than any other the original de-
mand to become an analyst, which is now about to be fulfilled, were
merely transferences intended to maintain in place a de51re that was un-
stable or dubious in its problematic — such a persén knows nothing
of what must be obtained from the subject if he is to be able to assume
the direction of an analysis, or merely offer an accurate interpretation
of it.

These considerations confirm me in the belief that it is natural 1o
analyse the transference. For the transference is already, in itself, an
analysis of suggestion, In so far as it places the subject with regard to his
demand in a position that he holds only because of his desire.

It is only in order to maintain this framework of the transference that
frustration must prevail over gratification.

When the subject’s resistance opposes suggestion, it is only a desire to
maintain the subject’s desire. As such, it would have to be placed in the
ranks of the positive transference, since it is desire that maintains the
direction of the analysis, quite apart from the effects of demand.

As we see, these propositions are rather different from the received
opinions on this matter. If only they lead people to think that something
has gone wrong somewhere, I will have succeeded in my aim.

15. This is the place for a few remarks on the formation of symptoms.

Ever since Freud wrote his study of such subjective phenomena as
dreams, slips of the tongue and flashes of wit, which, he says quite categ-
orically, are structurally identical with symptoms (but, of course, as far as
our scientists are concerned, all this falls too short of the experimental
knowledge that they have acquired — and by what means! - for them even
to consider returning to it) — Freud, as I was saying, stressed over and
over again that symptoms are o overdetermmed For the worker employed
in the daily threshing that holds out the promise of a future reduction of
analysis to its biological bases, this is obvious enoughy; it is so easy to say
that he does not even hear it. So what?

Let us leave to one side my remarks on the fact that overdetermination
is strictly speaking only conceivable within the structure of language.
What does this mean, as far as neurotic symptoms are concerned?
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It means that interference will occur between the effects that correspond
in a subject to a particular demand and the effects of a position in relation
to the other (here, his counterpart) that he sustains as subject.

“That he sustains as subject’ means that language allows him to regard

- himself as the scene-shifter, or even the director of the entire imaginary
) capture of which he would otherwise be nothing more than the living
\__ marionette.

Phantasy is the perfect illustration of this original possibility. That is
why any temptation to reduce it to the imagination, because one cannot
admit its failure, is a permanent misconception, a misconception from
which the Kleinian school, which has certainly carried things very far in
this field, is not free, largely because it has been incapable of even so much
as suspecting the existence of the category of the signifier.

However, once it is defined as an image set to work in the signifying
structure, the notion of the unconscious phantasy no longer presents any
difficulty. .

Let us say that in its fundamental use the phantasy is that by which the
subject sustains himself at the Tevel of his vanishing desire, vanishing in
so far as the very satisfaction of demand hides his object from him.

Oh, these neurotics are so fussy! What can we do with them? You
can’t understand a word they say, as one father put it.

But this is precisely what was said long ago, and has always been said,
yet the analysts don’t seem to have got any further. The simple minded
call it the irrational, since they haven’t even realized that Freud’s dis-
covery is confirmed first by regarding as certain that the real is rational ~
which, in itself, was enough to knock our exegete off balance — and then
by afﬁrmmg that the ratlonal isreal. Asa result F reud can articulate the
passage of the rational in so far as it is real — that is to say, the passage of
language ~into the real, in so far as the rational has already traced its
circumvallation there.

For the paradox of desire is not the privilege of the neurotic; it is rather
that he takes the existence of paradox into account when confronting
desire. This does not give him such a bad position in the order of human
dignity, and does no honour to mediocre analysts (this is not an assess-
ment, but an ideal formulated in a wish, overtly expressed, of the in-
terested parties), who on this point do not achieve the same dignity: a
surprising distance that analysts have always noted somewhat cryptically
... others, though I don’t know how they can be distinguished, since

N
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they would never have thought of doing it themselves, if they had fus
had to oppose the errors of the former.

16. It is, then, the position of the neurotic with regard to desire, let we
say by way of abbreviating the phantasy, that marks with his presence
the subject’s response to demand, in other words the signification of his
need.

But this phantasy has nothing to do with the signiﬁcation in which it
dependsmon the Other whether the demand is satisfied. But the phantasy
arrives there only to find itself on the return journey of a wider circuit, a
circuit that, in carrying demand to the limits of being, makes the subject
question himself as to the lack in which he appears to himself as desire.

It is incredible that certain features, which have nevertheless always

_been obvious enough, of man’s action as such should not have been

illuminated here by analysis. I wish to speak about that by which this
action of man is the geste that finds support in his chanson.?” This side of
exploit, of performance, of outcome strangled by symbol, that which
makes it symbolic therefore (but not in the alienating sense that this term
denotes for the layman), that for which one speaks of passage a acte,
that Rubicon whose own desire is always concealed in the history to the
benefit of its success, all that to which the experience of what the analyst
calls ‘acting out’,?® gives it a quasi-experimental access, since he shares in
its entire artifice, the analyst reduces it at best to a relapse of the subject,
at worst to a fault on the part of the therapist. '

One is stupified by this false shame displayed by the analyst in the face
of action — shame that no doubt conceals true shame, the shame that he
has about an action, his own action, one of the highest, when it descends
to abjection.

For what else, in fact, is it, when the analyst interposes in order to
degrade the message of the transference that he is there to interpret, in a
fallacious signification of the real that is nothing more than mystification.

For the point at which the present-day analyst claims to grasp the
transference is the distance he defines between the phantasy and the so-
called adapted response. But adapted to what if not to the demand of the
Other, and in what would this demand have greater or lesser consistency
than the response obtained, if he did not believe that he was authorized to
deny all value to the phantasy to the extent that it takes on its own reality?

Here the very path by which he proceeds betrays him, when it is
necessary for him to introduce himself into the phantasy by way of that
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path, and offer himself as an imaginary victim to fictions in which a
besotted desire proliferates — an unexpected Ulysses giving himself as
food so that Circe’s pigs may grow fat.

And let it not be said that I am defaming anyone, for it is the precise
point at which those who cannot articulate their practice in any other way
are themselves sufficiently concerned to question what they are doing:
are not phantasies the means by which we provide the subject with the
gratification in which the analysis becomes bogged down? That is the
question they repeat to themselves with the hopeless insistence of an
unconscious obsession. ~ ‘ :

17. Thus, at best, the present-day analyst leaves his patient at the point
- of purely imaginary identification in which the hysteric remains captive,
because her phantasy implies its ensnarement.

That is to say, at the very point from which Freud, throughout the
first part of his career, wished to extricate himself too quickly by forcing the
appeal for love on to the object of identification (for Elisabeth von R. . . .,
her brother-in-law [5]; for Dora, M. K. . . ; for the young homosexual
woman in the case of female homosexuality, he sees the problem more
clearly, but errs when he regards himself as the object aimed at in the real
by the negative transference). ERVE

It was not until the chapter on ‘identification’ in ‘Group Psychology
and the Analysis of the Ego’ that Freud clearly distinguished this third
mode of identification that is conditioned by its function of sustaining
desire, and which is therefore specified by the indifference of its object.

But our psychoanalysts insist: this indifferent object is the substance of
the object, eat my body, drink my blood (the profanatory reference is
theirs). The mystery of the redemption of the analysand is to be found in
this imaginary shedding of blood, of which the analyst is the sacrificial
object.

How can the ego on which they claim to call for help here not fall,
in effect, under the blow of the reinforced alienation to which they lead
the subject? Long before Freud came on the scene, psychologists knew,
even if they did not express it in these terms, that if desire is the metonymy
of the want-to-be, the ego is the metonymy of desire.

This is how the terminal identification, in which analysts take such
pride, operates.

If it is a question of their patient’s ego or superego, they hesitate, or
rather, and there can be no doubt about it, they don’t care, but that with
which the patient identifies is their strong ego.
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Freud predicted this result very clearly in the article just quoted, when
he shows the role of ideal that the most insignificant object may assume
in the genesis of the leading partner.

It is not in vain that psychoanalytic psychology is turning increasingly
towards group psychology, and even to the psychotherapy of that
name.

Let us observe the effects of this tendency in the analytic group itself.
It is not true that the so-called training analysands conform to the image
of their analyst, at whatever level one wishes to examine it. It is rather
among themselves that analysands of the same analyst share a common
feature that may be quite secondary in the psychical economy of each of
them, but in which the inadequacy of the analyst with regard to his work
is clearly marked.

Thus the analyst, for whom the problem of desire can be reduced to the
lifting of the veil of fear, leaves wrapped in this shroud all those he has
guided. T

18. So we have now reached the cunning principle of the power that is
ever open to a blind direction. It is the power to do good — no power has
any other'end - and that is why the power has noénd. But it is a question
here of something else, it is a question of truth, of the only truth, of the
truth about the effects of truth. As soon as Oedipus set foot along this
path, he had already renounced power.

Where, then, is the direction of the treatment going? Perhaps one
would only have to question its means to define it correctly.

It should therefore be noted: y
(1) that speech is all-powerful in the treatment, that it possesses special

powers;

(2) that, according to the analytic rule, the analyst is a long way from
directing the subject towards ‘full’ speech, or towards a coherent
discourse, but that the analyst leaves the subject free to try it

(3) that this freedom is what the subject tolerates least easily;

(4) that demand is properly that which is placed in parentheses in the
analysis, since the analyst is excluded from satisfying any of the
patient’s demands;

(5) that since no obstacle is put in the way of the subject’s avowal of his
desire, it is towards this avowal that he is directed, even shepherded;

(6) that his resistance to this avowal can, in the last analysis, only be the

result of the incompatibility between desire and speech.
K
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There may still be a few people, even among my usual listeners, who
are surprised to find such propositions in my discourse.

One is aware here of the terrible temptation that must face the analyst
to respond however little to demand.

Furthermore, how can the analyst prevent the subject from attributing
this response to him, in the form of the demand to cure, and in accordance
with the horizon of a discourse that the subject imputes to him with all
the more reason in that our authority, for no good reason, assumed it.

Who will now disencumber us of this tunic of Nessus that we have
spun for ourselves: does analysis respond to all the desiderata of demand,
and by diffused norms? Who will sweep away this pile of dung from the
Augean stables of the psychoanalytic literature?

What silence must the analyst now impose upon himself if he is to
make out, rising above this bog, the raised finger of Leonardo’s St John,
if interpretation is to rediscover the disinhabited horizon of being in which
its allusive virtue must be deployed?

19. Since it is a question of taking desire, and it can only be taken
hterally, since it is the nets of the letter that determine, overdetermine,
its place as a bird of paradise, how can we fail to demand that the bird-
catcher be first of all literate?

Which of us, other than a professor of literature at Ziirich who has
begun to spell it out, has attempted to articulate the importance of the
‘literary’ element in Freud’s work?

This is merely an indication. Let us go further. Let us question what
part it should play for the analyst (in the analyst’ s beingy; as far as his own
desire is concerned. ‘

Who would be so naive as to continue to see Freud as the Viennese
bourgeois of regular habits who so astonished André Breton by his utter
lack of any trace of the Bacchanalian? Now that we have nothing but his
works, will we not recogmze in him a river of fire, which, incidentally,
owes nothmg to Frangois Mauriac’s artificial river?

Who was more able than he, when avowing his dreams, to spin the
" thread on which is slipped the ring that binds us to being, and, holding it
in his closed hands, which pass it through the game of hunt—the-shpper
that human passion constitutes, to make it shine with its brief glow?

Who has 1nve1ghed as much as this medical practitioner against the
monopolization of jouissance by those Who load the burdens of need on to
others’ shoulders? « , -

Who, more fearlessly than this cllmc1an, S0 ﬁrmly tied to mundane
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suffering, has questioned life as to its meaning, and not to say that it has
none, which is a convenient way of washing one’s hands of the whole
business, but to say that it has only one meaning, that in which desire is
borne by death?

A man of desire, of a desire that he followed against his will into ways
in which he saw himself reflected in feeling, domination and knowledge,
but of which he, unaided, succeeded in unveiling, like an initiate at the
defunct mysteries, the unparalleled signifier: that phallus of which the
receiving and the giving are equally impossible for the neurotic, whether
he knows that the Other does not have it, or knows that he does have it,
because in either case his desire is elsewhere; it belongs to being, and man,
whether male or female, must accept having it and not havmg it, on the
basis of the dlscovery that he isn’t it.

It is here that is inscribed that final Spalzung by which the sub]ect
articulates himself in the Logos, and on which Freud was beginning-—
to write [12], giving us, at the ultimate point of an euvre that has the
dimensions of being, the solution of the 1nﬁmte analys1s, when his
death applied to it the word Nothmg ' :

~

i ¢
Notes and References!

This report formed part of my teaching seminars. It was later replaced by
my speech to the Congress and the replies that it elicited.

In that speech I presented a graph that precisely articulates the directions
proposed here for the field of analysis and its direction.

Below, the reader will find, in alphabetical order of authors, the
references indicated in my text by numbers in square brackets.

I have used the following abbreviations:

G.W.: Gesammelte Werke, by Freud; published by Imago Publishing,
London. The Roman numeral that follows refers to the volume.

S.E.: The Standard Edition of The Complete Psychological Works of
Sigmund Freud, the English translation of Freud’s works, published by
the Hogarth Press, London. Again, the Roman numeral refers to the
volume.

1. ].P.: International Journal of Psychoanalysis.

The P.Q.: The Psychoanalytic Quarterly.

La P.D.A.: a work called La Psychanalyse d’aujourd’hui, published by

the Presses Universitaires de France, to which T refer only for the

’;‘
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naive simplicity with which it presents the tendency to degrade the
direction of the treatment and the principles of its power in psycho-
analysis. No doubt it performs a task of communication outside the
psychoanalytic community, but within that community it is ob-
structive in its effects. I do not quote, therefore, authors who have made
no properly scientific contribution.

[1] Abraham (Karl), ‘Die psycho-
sexuellen Differenzen der Hysterie und
der Dementia praecox’ (1st International
Congress of Psychoanalysis, Salzburg,
26 April, 1908), Centralblart fiir Nerven-
heilkunde und Psychiatrie, Neue folge,
Bd. 19: §21-33, and in Klinische Beitrige
qur Psychoanalyse (Int. Psych. Verlag,
Leipzig—Wien-Ziirich, 1921); “The
Psycho-sexual Differences between Hys-
teria and Dementia Praecox’, Selected
Papers, Hogarth Press: 64-79.

2] Devereux  (Georges), ‘Some
Criteria for the Timing of Confronta-
tions and Interpretations’, April, 1950,
1. J.P. XXX11, 1 (January, 1951): 19—24.

[3] Ferenczi (Sandor), ‘Introjektion
und Ubertragung’, 1909, Jakrbuch fir
psychoanalytische Forschungen 1: 422~57;
‘Introjection and Transference’, Sex in
Psychoanalysis, Basic Books,N. Y.: 35-93.

[4] Freud (Anna), Das Ick und die
Abwekrmechanismen, 1936, Chap. IV,
‘Die Abwehrmechanismen’. Cf. Persuck
einer Chronologie: 6o—3 (Intern. psycho-
anal. Verlag, Wien, 1936); The Ego and
the Mechanisms of Defence, London,
Hogarth Press, 1937; New York, Inter-
national Universities Press, 1946.

[5] Freud (Sigmund), ‘Studien iiber
Hysterie’, 1895, G.#. 1, Fall Elisabeth
von R. . .: 196-251: esp. 125—7; ‘Studies
on Hysteria’, S.E. II: 158-6o.

[6] Freud (Sigmund), ‘Die Traum-
deutung’, G./. I-1. Cf. Chap. IV,
‘Die  Traumentstellung’: 152-6, 157,
1638, and ‘Kern unseres Wesens’: 6oo;
“The Interpretation of Dreams’ S.E. IV,
Chap. IV, ‘Distortion in dreams” 146-
150, 151, 157—62 and 6o3.

[7] Freud (Sigmund), ‘Bruchstiick
einer Hysterie-Analyse (Dora)’, finished

on 24 January 1901 (cf. letter 140 of Aus
den Anfingen, the correspondence with
Fliess published in London: G. /. V: cf.
194-5; ‘A case of hysteria’, S.E. VII:
35-6.
[8] Freud (Sigmund), ‘Bemerkungen
iiber einen Fall von Zwangsneurose’,
1909, G.W. VII. Cf. in I(d) ‘Die Ein-
fithrung ins Verstindnis der Kur’: 4024,
and the notes to pp. 4o4-5, then: I(f)
‘Die Krankheitsveranlassung’, and I(g)
‘Der Vaterkomplex und die Losung der
Rattenidee’: 417—38; ‘Notes upon a Case
of Obsessional Neurosis’, S.E. X. Cf. in
I(d) ‘Initiation into the Nature of the
Treatment’: 178-81 and the note to
p. 181. Then: I(f) ‘The Precipitating
Cause of the Illness’, and (g) ‘The Father
Complex and the Solution of the Rat
Idea’: 195—220.

[9] Freud (Sigmund), ‘Jenseits des
Lustprinzips’, 1920, G. . XIII: cf. also
pp. 11-14 of Chap II; ‘Beyond the
Pleasure Principle’, S.E. XVIII: 14-16.

[10] Freud (Sigmund), ‘Massen-
psychologie und Ich-Analyse’, 1921,
G.W. X1, Chap. VII: ‘Die Identi-
fizierung’, esp. 116-18; ‘Group Psycho-
logy and the Analysis of the Ego’, S.E.
XVIII: 106-8.

[11] Freud (Sigmund), ‘Die endliche
und die unendliche Analyse’, 1937, G. 7.
XVI: 59-99.

[12] Freud (Sigmund), ‘Die Ich-
spaltung im Abwehrvorgang’, G.W.
XVII, ‘Schriften aus dem Nachlass’: 58—
62. Manuscript dated 2 January, 1938
(unfinished); ‘Splitting of the Ego in the
Defensive Process’, Collected Papers, V,
32: 372-5.

[13] Glover (Edward), ‘The Thera-
peutic Effect of Inexact Interpretation: a
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contribution to the theory of suggestion’,
I.J.P. XII 4 (Oct. 1931): 399—411.

[14] Hartmann, Kris and Loewenstein,
various joint contributions in 74e Psycho-
analytic Study of the Child, since 1946.

[15] Kris (Ernst), ‘Ego Psychology
and Interpretation in Psychoanalytic
Therapy’, The P.Q., XX 1, January,
19512 21-5.

[16] Lacan (Jacques), Report to the
Rome Congress, 26—27 September, 1953:
‘Fonction et champ de la parole et du
langage en psychanalyse’, Ecrits, Seuil,
Paris, 1966; 237. Cf. p. 30.

[17] Lacan (Jacques), ‘L’instance de
la lettre dans Pinconscient ou la raison
depuis Freud’, Ecrits, Seuil, Paris; 493.
Cf. p. 146.

[18] Lagache (Daniel), ‘Le probleme
du transfert’ (Rapport de la XIVe
Conférence des Psychanalystes de Langue
frangaise, 1 November, 1951), Rev. frang.
Psychan., XVI, 1952, 1-2: §-115.

[19] Leclaire (Serge), ‘A la recherche
des principes d’une psychothérapie des
psychoses’ (Congrés de Bonneval, 15
April, 1957), L’Evolution psychiatrigue,
1958, fasc. 2: 377—419.

[20] Macalpine (Ida), ‘The Develop-
ment of the Transference’, The P.Q.
XIX 4, October 1950: 500-39, in
particular 502-8 and §522-8.

[21] L& P.D.A.: 51-2 (on ‘pré-
génitaux’ and ‘génitaux’, and on ‘le
renforcement du Moi et sa méthode’),

102 (on ‘la distance 4 Pobjet, principe de
la méthode d’une cure’).

[22] La P.D.4. Cf. p. 133 (ré-
éducation émotionnelle), p. 133 (oppo-
sition de la P.D.A4. 3 Freud sur I'import-
ance primordiale de la relation 3 deux),
p- 132 (la guérison ‘par le dedans’), p.
135 (ce qui importe . . . ce n’est pas tant
ce que Ianalyste dit ou fait que ce qu'il
est), p. 136, etc., and p. 162 (sur le congé
de la fin du traitement), p. 149 (sur le
réve).

[23] R.L., ‘Perversion sexuelle tran-
sitoire au cours d’un traitement psych-
analytique’, Bulletin  d’activitds  de
P Association des  Psychanalystes de
Belgique, no. 25: 1-17, 118, rue Froissart,
Bruxelles.

[24] Sharpe (Ella), ‘Technique of
Psychoanalysis’, Coll. Papers, London,
Hogarth Press. Cf. p. 81 (on the need to
justify one’s existence); pp. 12-14 (on
the skills and techniques required of the
analyst).

[25] Schmideberg (Melitta), ‘Intellek-
tuelle Hemmung und Ess-storung’,
Zeitschrift fiir psa. Pddagogik VIII, 1934.

[26] Williams (J. D.), The Compleat
Strategyst, The Rand Series, McGraw-
Hill Book Company, Inc., New York,
Toronto, London.

[27] Winnicott (D. W.), ‘Transitional
Objects and Transitional Phenomena’,
15 June 1951, in . J.P. XXXIV, 1953: 11,
29-97.
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1. First report of the international
symposium that met at this time at the
invitation of the Société francaise de
psychanalyse, published in La Psych-
analyse, 6

2. The figures in square brackets
indicate references placed immediately at
the end of this report.

3. To turn against the spirit of a
society a term at the price of which it can
be appreciated, when the sentence in
which Freud proved himself the equal of
the pre-Socratics — Wo es war, soll Ich

werden — is translated, quite simply, as
Le Moi doit déloger le Ca.

4. ‘Comment terminer le traitement
analytique’, Revue frangaise de Psych-
analyse, 1954 IV: §19 and passim. To
appreciate the influence of such a training,
read: Ch.-H. Nodet, ‘Le psychanalyste’,
L’évolution psychiatrique, 1957, no. IV:
689—91.

5. I promise not to tire my readers any
further with such stupid formulae, which
really have no other use here than to
show the state into which analytic
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discourse has declined. I apologized tomy
foreign listeners who no doubt had as
many available in their own language, if
not of quite the same platitudinous level.

6. Lacan uses the English translation
of Ick here, not the French Moi. Where
this is the case I have left ‘ego’ italicized
[Te.].

7. In France the doctrinaire of being,
quoted above, went straight to the fol-
lowing solution: the being of the psycho-
analyst is innate [cf. La P.D.A4., I: 136].

8. English in the original [Tr.].

9. O, which rather than being vocal-
ized as the symbolic letter of oxygen,
referred to by the metaphor followed,
may be read as zero, in so far as this
figure symbolizes the essential function
of place in the structure of the signifier.

10. English in the original [Tr.].

11. ‘Que n'offrirais-je & honnir & ceux
qui mal y pense’ [Tr.].

12. English in the original [Tr.].

13. ‘It’s not done!” [Tr.}.

14. ‘Rien & frire, in the original.
Literally, ‘nothing to fry’, preferred to
the more usual ‘rien & faire’, on account
of the reference to fish in the previous
sentence [Tr.].

15. An example: in the United States,
where Kris has achieved success, pub-
lication makes news, and teaching like
mine should stake its claim to priority
each week against the pillage that it
cannot fail to attract. In France, my ideas
penetrate by means of a kind of infiltra-
tion into a group, in which individuals
obey orders that prohibit my teaching.
In being maudit, ideas can serve only as
decorations for a few dandies. Never
mind: the void in which they echo,
whether I am acknowledged or not,
makes another voice heard.

16. English in the original [Tr.].

17. My parentheses.

18. English in the original {Tr.].

19. Original text altered in the pen-

ultimate sentence of this paragraph and
in the first line of the next (1966).

20. English in the original [Tr.].

21. Cf. Letter 118 (II-IX — 1899) to
Fliess in Aus den Anfingen, Imago
Publishing, London.

22, Here is the dream as it is presented
in the patient’s account on p. 152 of the
G.W., I-III: ‘1 want to give a dinner.
But there’s only a little smoked salmon
left. I think of going out shopping, then
remember that it is Sunday afternoon
and all the shops are shut. I tell myself
that I'll ring round to a few tradesmen.
But the telephone is out of order. So
I have to give up my desire to give a
dinner.’

23. Which Freud gives as the motive
for the hysterical identification, when he
specifies that the smoked salmon plays
for the friend the same role as the caviar
plays for the patient.

24. The Interpretation of Dreams.

25. It must not be forgotten that the
term is used for the first time in The
Interpretation of Dreams on the subject
of the dream, and that this use gives it its
meaning and, by the same token, that of
the term ‘distortion’, which translates it
when the English analysts apply it to the
ego.

26. Cf. the (30D) and ($O0) of my
graph, reproduced here in ‘The Sub-
version of the subject’, p. 315. The sign
O registers the relations envelopment—
development — conjunction — disjunction.
The links that it signifies in these two
parentheses enables us to read the barred
S — the ‘S’ fading in the cutting of the
demand, and S fading before the object
of desire, that is to say, drive and phan-
tasy. [‘Fading’ is in English in the
original ~ Tr.]

27. An allusion to the medieval
French epic poems, the Chansons de
Geste [Tr.].

28. English in the original [Tr.].

EIGHT

The signification of the phallus

The following is the original, unaltered text of a lecture that
I delivered in German on 9 May, 1958, at the Max-Planck
Institute, Munich, where Professor Paul Matussek had
invited me to speak.

If one has any notion of the state of mind then prevalent in
even the least unaware circles, one will appreciate the
effect that my use of such terms as, for example,

‘the other scene’, which I was the first to extract
from Freud’s work, must have had.

If “deferred action’ (Vachtrag), to rescue another of these
terms from the facility into which they have since fallen,
renders this effort impracticable, it should be known
that they were unheard of at that time.

Fpés

We know that the unconscious castration complex has the function of a
knot:

(1) in the dynamic structuring of symptoms in the analytic sense of the
term, that is to say, in that which is analysable in the neuroses,
perversions, and psychoses;

(2) in a regulation of the development that gives its ratio to this first
role: namely, the installation in the subject of an unconscious position
without which he would be unable to identify himself with the ideal
type of his sex, or to respond without grave risk to the needs of
his partner in the sexual relation, or even to accept in a satisfactory
way the needs of the child who may be produced by this relation.

There is an antinomy, here, that is internal to the assumption by man
(Mensck) of his sex: why must he assume the attributes of that sex only
through a threat — the threat, indeed, of their privation? In ‘Civilization
and its Discontents’ Freud, as we know, went so far as to suggest a
disturbance of human sexuality, not of a contingent, but of an essential
kind, and one of his last articles concerns the irreducibility in any finite
(endliche) analysis of the sequellae resulting from the castration complex
in the masculine unconscious and from penisneid in the unconscious of
women.




