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E ric Laurent

wcr (- '  (  ornptctcd;  he coutd thus inctude his history wi th in universaI
reason. Interpreted in the anatyt ic cure,  i t  seemed suff ic ient [y rat ionaI
for the subject  to real ize that  at [  h is misfortunes coutd be resolved by
reason asserted as universat.

However,  the perspect ive of  1953 woutd be transformed in the text
"The lnstance of  the Letter" .  Jacques-Atain MiLl .er  said i t  very wett  in a
Lesson f  rom his 1988 course, which was pubt ished with the t i t te "From

Heget to Jakobson".  He shows that in "The Instance of  the Letter" ,
there is a cut  between the f i rst  concept ion of  a reconci t iatory inter-
pretat ion -  the anatyst  as mediator of  the Logos -  and a concept ion of
the subject  def ined not by speech, but by wr i t ing:  between metonymy
and metaphor,  a subject  is  const i tuted who is str ict ty determined by
his retat ion to wr i t ing.

I t  is ,  indeed, a comptete change of  perspect ive.  Where previousty the
subject ,  thanks to his f  u[ [  speech was abte to reconci te himsel f  wi th an
era,  there suddenty appears a subject  separated f  rom that perspect ive,
and who is reduced, at  the end of  the Line, to a void,  a fundamentaI  cut .
This appears expt ic i t l .y  in "The proposi t ion of  October 9,  1967" ,  where J.
Lacan, to evoke the modes of  interpretat ion to which a psychoanalyst
can have recourse, at tudes to the technique of  interpretat ion of  the
Midrach. A perspect ive is thus opened which is in radicaL opposi t ion
to that  of  1953, s ince the Midrach is an interpretat ive technique str ict ly
founded on the exercise of  wr i t ing and not on that of  speech.

In a certain sense, one can think that ,  for  Lacan, wr i t ing takes on at
that  point  the funct ion of  metatanguage; i t  is  a quest ion therefore of  a
new status of  interpretat ion correlat ive to an ext inct ion of  the spoken
word. Interpretat ion,  as a technique of  wr i t ing,  resutts,  in pract ice,  in
a new reading, which is related to operat ions that are compat ibte wi th
si lence. This leads us to invest igate the perspect ive of  a certain "dect ine

of interpretat ion" in as much as i t  is  [ rnked to the spoken word. We must
consequentty ask oursetves i f  the path opened by Lacan at  that  point
wouLd be frui t fu[ ,  or  produce a distort ion of  perspect ive.

How, taking into account th is new considerat ion,  can the subject  be
reevatuated in his retat ion to t ruth? Previous[y the who[e t ruth coutd
not be totd because the relat ion to speech depended tota[ [y on the
dialect ic between empt iness and fut lness,  whi le f rom this moment on,
the whote t ruth cannot be totd because i t  is  totd by steps, step-by-step
unt iL inf in i ty.

Interpretat ion and Logic:
The subject  f rom nowhere

This is a concept of  t ruth approaching that of  intui t ionist ic [ogic,  intro-
duced in 1930 by Arnotd Heyt ing.  Here one ref  uses the inf  in i te hor izon

Interoretat ion and Truth I  l l

Interpretation and Truth,
I t  is  in a we[[-def ined context ,  that  of  the f  i f t ies,  that  Lacan intervened
in the anatyt ic movement apropos interpretat ion.  The estabt ishment
of  technicaI  rutes tormented anatysts of  that  per iod and, in that
perspect ive,  they t r ied to make a dist inct ion between the analyst 's
intervent ions -  commentary on what the pat ient  said -  and true in-
terpretat ion.  They were thus looking for something that woutd permit
def in ing interpretat ion as betonging to the register of  a metatanguage:
they had what the pat ient  said and they had to f ind a [anguage capable
of t reat ing what he said,  in order to produce the metatanguage. To this
torment,  Lacan responded that interpretat ion is not a metatanguage,
and he did so in a peremptoryand def in i t ive manner.  He even pointed
out that  for  psychoanatysis,  th is perspect ive was profoundty ster i te.

Lacan's contr ibut ion concerning interpretat ion is the essent iat  part
of  the text  "The Direct ion of  the Cure".  He puts forward the idea that
interpretat ion starts f rom the words of  the anatysand in order to come
back to them, which is exactty the def in i t ion of  the impossibi l . i ty  of
a metatanguage. l t  is  not  possib[e for  the pat ient  to escape from his
words, which is why interpretat ion is s i tuated on the same ptane.

Metatanguage and truth
Since interpretat ion is not a metatanguage, th is leads us to examine
the shi f t  in the retat ions between interpretat ion and truth.  l t  seems that
in Lacan's f i rst  texts there was something [ ike a metatanguage. In the
f i rst  "Hegel ian" phase -  as J.-A. Mi l ter  named i t  -  g iven the opposi t ion
between fut [  speech and empty speech, fu[ [  speech seemed to func-
t ion as a "metaphrase" of  empty speech. Consequentty,  the end of  an
anatysis,  in accord wi th the theme of reconci t iat ion that const i tuted the
hor izon of  an era,  seemed to indicate a possibte harmony with a t ruth
made of  completude. The chapters not wr i t ten of  the subject 's history

1 Lecture given in Juty 199t+ at  the Seminar io Hispano-Hablante fot towing the Vl l l th
Internat ionaI Encounter of  the Freudian Fietd.  Transcr ibed by Jos6 ManueI Alvarez,
t ranstated by Marie-Jose Asnoun, Pierre-Git tes Gu69uen, Ctaude Qu6narde[.  Pubt ished
in La Lettre Mensuel le.137,1995.
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of an interpretat ton vaIrd f  o l  t l1,  ( 'n l t t r " , t  o l ) r , ,  r r  r ] r ( l r , r  l l  r r , tor  r t ' ,  t l  otr
t ruth that  is onty revealed step-by-ste p

This perspect ive concerns the psychoanatyst  rn hrs practrce.  Dreams,
for examp[e, are interpreted step-by-step. And i f ,  for  Freud, the rn-
terpretat ion of  dreams is preciseLy the crux of  the matter introducing
the recogni t ion that there is no dict ionary,  i t  is  because the pat ient
himsetf  obtains a dict ionary of  the dream by his f ree associat ions.
Freud indicated, moreover,  that  one must t reat  the pat ient 's com-
mentar ies and judgments about his dream in the same manner as the
dream i tsel f .  This means taking a posi t ion that the commentary is not
a metalanguage on the dream, but that  commentar ies and judgments
are on the same levet.  Consequentty,  these manifestat ions of  t ruth
can be taken into account wi thout [eading to a f inaI  total izat ion.

A book by an American phiLosopher was recentty pubt ished whose t i t te
rs "The View f  rom Nowhere".  The author tet ts us that ,  i f  the subject  is
a cut ,  there is no subject ive point  of  v iew possibte except step-by-step
and that one arr ives in the end at  a v iew "from nowhere".  There is no
universaL point  of  v iew, and yet there is no pr ivate [anguage ei ther.
This dialect ic is cruciaI  to the devetopment of  modern Logic.  l t  af f i rms
that there is no universaI point  of  v iew permit t ing the def in i t ion of  a
wet[- founded category of  "A1.1." .

In a more radicaI  manner,  i t  is  a quest ion of  knowing how to establ ish,
start ing f rom this non-existence of  a subject  0NE ( in other words,
start ing f rom a subject  fundamentat ty def ined as coming from "no-

where") ,  a possibte reference in [anguage. This is the start ing point
of  studies estabt ishing a reference from signs and not f rom the signi-
f ier .  A s ign points to another s ign;  th is is an " intent ional ."  def in i t ion of
s igni f icat ion.  What do signs mean? How many objects of  the wortd
can be def ined as the s igni f icat ion of  a s ign? This type of  quest ion is
more a reference to the extent iona[ point  of  v iew.

The most radical  manner to def ine why the whote t ruth cannot be totd
consists in saying that there is no way to get out of  [anguage, a s ign
atways points to another s ign.  l t  is  a quest ion of  knowing whether
or not i t  is  possib[e to extract  onesetf  f rom the order of  [anguage in
order to name something in the reat.

Frege, Davidson, Lacan
This is the wager of  the [ inguist ic turning point  brought about by Frege
at the beginning of  the last  century.  He asserted that a [anguage is
def ined as a system of symbots f rom which one cannot escape. The
on[y other possibi l i ty  of fered to us is to point  to something. That is
why Wit tgenstein was so insistent on the fact  that  t rue interpretat ion
l ies outside the reach of  [anguage.

l r r  Wrt tcngcrrst t - . rn s phr[osophy, t rue interpreters of ten f  ind themsetves
much ctoser to art  and to reI ig ion than to science, which,  i f  i t  can re-
duce [anguage to a certain number of  tautologies,  nevertheless does
not manage to refer to what is reaLty important.  At  the end of  h is t i fe 's
work,  Wit tgenstein said that  the sense of  a phrase was equivatent to
i ts use -  not  use in the intent ionaI sense, but rather by consider ing
what is obtained by i ts use. He adds [and this iswhat is cruciaU that
to know what an expression designates,  one must share a l i fe styte.
This last  point  is  importantto note fora psychoanatyst ,  because i t  can
indicate that  the sense of  any expression is determined by the fantasy;
the fantasy is,  in fact ,  reduced to exactty that  -  a [ i festyte.

This type of  interpretat ion depreciates considerabty the t ruth taken in
i ts intent ionaI sense. l f  we reject  the universaI extension of  the con-
cept,  i f  we designate the subject  as a cut ,  as a point  f rom "nowhere",

then truths appear,  reduced, however,  to " t i festy les".  This at tows us
to consote oursetves for the fact  that ,  i f  nei ther a universaI point  of
v iew nor pr ivate [anguage exists,  neverthetess something remains
that can be shared by subjects.

The
and

princip[e of  char i ty
the construct ion of  the fa ntasy

In an entertaining manner,  D. Davidson, for  exampte, when he speaks
of interpretat ion,  [eans in favor of  the dimension of  sense; th is is the
reason for which Jacques-Atain Mit ler  in his presentat ion of  an in-
terv iew reat ized for " t 'Ane" points out that  Davidson was the one who
rei  ntrod uced i  nter-su bject iv i ty i  nto Ang [o-Saxon ph i  Losophy, Davidso n
thinks,  in ef fect ,  that  what the other says has a meaning and that th is
meaning can be reached even beyond the designat ion by language of  a
point  of  reference. l t  is  not  by a cogni t ive process that we can succeed
in captur ing meaning, but through a search carr ied out together by
the protagonists of  the analyt ic s i tuat ion,  for  a meaning that can be
considered as resu[t ing f  rom a shared etaborat ion.  l t  is  precisely for
th is reason that cogni t ive science has no interest  for  the phi losopher
from Harvard.  Unt ike Quine, Davidson thinks that we can learn noth-
ing f rom cogni t ive science concerning operat ions of  designat ion and
reference.. .  This is interest ing because i t  goes against  a[ [  the new
perspect ives -  fundamentat ly so naive -  which consider that  the
psychoanatyst  has something to learn f  rom cogni t ive science.

According to Davidson's own terms, operat ions of  designat ion and
reference aim less at  manifestat ions of  t ruth than that of  a "pr inciple

of char i ty" .  This terminotogy, probabLy typicaLLy North-American,
refers to the protestant ethic.  Nonethetess,  i t  remains that when
Quine and Davidson at t r ibute the pr incipte of  char i ty to the other,
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they are,  t r t  l 'e i t I t ty,  lc f  cn tn( l  l ) t l t  r , , r ' Iy  to wlr , r l  wr,  ,  , r l l  t l r r ,  l l  t t r (  t l ) l l

of rat ionat i ty.

The pr incip[e of  char i ty is reatty nothing other than a ncw form of l l r r ,
pr incipte of  rat ionat i ty.  Char i ty consists,  on the one hand, in at t r ibut
ing to the othera rat ionaI means of  research, but on the other hand
of ver i fy ing the system of bet iefs,  at t i tudes and proposi t ions of  the
inter[ocutor.  l t  is  therefore a quest ion of  accept ing the interpretat ion,
whi [e assuming that i t  refers to a meaning beyond truth,  which can
be conceived as universat.  This is to say that Davidson recognizes
not a hermeneut ic t ruth,  but  a t ruth that  cannot be ent i rety said.  We
are, in fact ,  deat ing wi th a system of hypotheses on the rat ionat i ty in
quest ion,  that  of  the grammar of  be[ iefs and proposi t ionaI at t i tudes
of the subject .  This somewhat renews the perspect ive of  what we cat[
the construct ion of  the fantasy:  what we construct  in a cure is noth-
Ing other than a system of interpretat ion of  bet iefs and prooosi t ionaI
at t i tudes as to the jouissance of  the subject .

Meaning and encipher ing
Let 's take i t  fur ther.  l f ,  in his texts f rom 1958, Lacan refused to make
of interpretat ion a metatanguage, and i f  he renewed this proposi t ion
unt i I  and including in the texts of  1967 where he def ined interpretat ion
as what is art iculated between wri t ing and reading, the " lntroduct ion
to the German Edi t ion of  the Ecr i ts"  renews the subject  in a decis ive
way. Lacan begins,  ef fect ivety,  by present ing the art icutat ion between
the sense and the sign, which is why I  gave the contemporary refer-
ences of  Davidson, Wit tgenstein and Quine: these references are
imp[ icated in th is text  in which he starts opposing the meaning of
meaning, and the sign of  the s ign.

Lacan presents here what he has observed in his pract ice:  that  the sense
is atways gett ing [ost ,  that  something gets Lost.  This is what appears,
for  exampte, in "Radiophonie",  a text  in which sense is def ined not as
that which runs or st ips away, which is a def in i t ion of  metonymy, but
as something which gets lost .  This presentat ion is atready an ef fect
of  the construct ion of  h is theory of  the object  a:  i t  is  no [onger on the
side of  metonymy, but on the s ide of  separat ion.

At th is epoch, Lacan art icu[ates intervent ion v ia sense with the ex-
tent ionaI aspect of  interpretat ion.  He notes that the point  of  v iew of
sense cutminates in the enigma, whereas the extent ionaI point  of  v iew
cu[minates in the fact  that  there is no object ,  that  there is a gap. The
sense is,  in fact ,  sexuat,  but  sexuaI sense opens, over and beyond
sexuaI c i rcui ts,  inctuding those of  the dr ive,  onto a hor izon where
there is no point  of  extension possibte between man and woman: the
sexuaI retat ion does not exist .  This is a zone where sense is art icutated
to encipher ing as a new perspect ive on interpretat ion,  at  the same
t ime as i t  separates f rom i t .

ERIC LAURENT

I  , r r  , r r r  t . rkes rnto account the fact  that  r r tcrpretatron by sense leads us
to a doubte impasse:f i rst ,  i t  confronts us wi th a sense that can never
be grasped, which can onty be inc[uded in an inf in i te perspect ive; then,
and at  the same t ime, i t  requires that  we come up with a concept ion
of interpretat ion that teads to a f  in i te perspect ive of  anatysis.

I  f  ind th is idea again in Freud's text  "Construct ion in psychoanalysis".
In th is text  he gave to interpretat ion the scope of  an exhaust ive recon-
struct ion of  the memories and of  the fate of  a subject ,  for  example,  the
case of  the "Wotf  Man",  in which he reconstructs very precisety the f i rst
s ix months of  the pat ient 's l . i fe.  He def ines i t ,  however,  not  in terms
of the equivatence between the construct ion and a completude, but
as the means of  obtaining the consent of  the pat ient .  Thus, at though
incompl.etel .y resotved, the probtem can be reduced to that  posed by
the consent:  choose the consistency obtained by the consent of  the
pat ient ,  rather than the comptetude of  the chain of  memories.

Lacan adopts th is perspect ive in his " lntroduct ion to the German Edi-
t ion of  the Ecr i ts"  -  one of  the c lassic texts of  th is stage of  h is work.
He asks how i t  might be possibte to uni te the universaI and truth,
and the means by which the pecu[ iar  sense of  the fantasy -  which is
revealed for each one, one by one, in an analysis -  can be modif ied
in the course of  a cure.

This text  of  Lacan's refers us to a concept of  interpretat ion that is
s i tuated in the t radi t ion of  the most current works in the f ie ld of  logic,
which we should read with care and at tent ion.  For exampte, the book
by Hourya Sinaceur,  "Corps et  moddtes" ["Bodies and models"J,  which
tatks of  reaI  bodies.  This author draws conctusions from the works of
ALfred Tarski .  She shows that the most v igorous f ieLd of  logic at  the
moment can be deduced f  rom the works of  Tarski  on t ruth.  They assert
that  a formaI system can be interpreted as a concrete reat izat ion of  a
[anguage [ the concrete reat izat ion of  a formaI system - for  exampte,
a [ogicaI  theory -  is  a mathematicaI  theory as such).

fh is perspect ive def ines logic not as a [anguage, but as a calcutat ion;
and interpretat ion not as having for reference a universaI t ruth,  but
rather as the coded reat izat ions of  the formaI system. Thus, we are
freed from the universaI reference, reptacing i t  wi th the universaI of
discourse as a theory of  catcutat ion.  This way of  seeing things has the
advantage of  at lowing us to th ink of  t ruth and interpretat ion uniquety
in semant ic terms, and atso of  introducing us to the semant ics of  the
universes of  possibte discourses.

Lacan's text  " lntroduct ion to the German Edi t ion. . . "  is  inscr ibed pre-

cisety in th is I ine of  thought.
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La ca n 's ste p
The deconstruct ion of  the universaI wrth thc t l r t :ory ol  t ,nt-rphclng ts
the step that Lacan takes in th is text .  He makes use of  Freudian rn-
terpretat ion to pursue his f  ight  against  the empire of  the universa[,  as
he had done since the beginning of  h is work:  interpretat ion is def ined
f i rst  as a non-metatanguage, then as that which points to a t ruth as
non-at t ,  and then, fur ther again,  as that  which refers to the universes
of encipherabte discourse [which also has as a consequence that they
are interchangeabte).

In th is way we see as we go through this text ,  the deconstruct ion of
the empire of  the universat.  That is precisetythe reason that i t  ends
with a quest ioning concerning the types of  symptoms. I  propose to
make a connect ion between the types of  symptoms and the f  unct ion
of type in Bertrand RusseLt 's togic.  l t  was for him a way of  negot iat-
ing or deconstruct ing the probtems [ inked to the impossibi t i ty  of  the
val . id i ty of  a universaI proposi t ion.

To conclude
These di f ferent stages def ine our retat ion to the universat,  at  th is mo-
ment,  which is contemporary wi th the disconnect ion of  the universaI
from the phi l .osophy of  science. Interpretat ion corresponds to a type
of process that at tows us to f ight  ef f icaciousty against  the impasses
of a concept ion that is presented as vat id for  everyone. In th is sense,
the perspect ive maintained by Lacan throughout these very precise
stages, atways indicates the anatyst  interpreter as the one who can
pursue this Heract i tean task in the scient i f ic  era,  to sustain the power
of interpretat ion.  Through interpretat ion,  the anatyt ic act  is  apt to
operate in such a way as to modify the universe of  d iscourse over
and beyond sense. In th is way, i t  might even have an impact on the
sexuaI retat ion.  This is the perspect ive developed by Jacques-Atain
MiLter in his course -  |  h ighty recommend i t .  l t  is  the hor izon of  our
preoccupat ion wi th interpretat ion.

Translated from the French by Lynn Gaillard

E ric Laurent

Interpreting Psychosis from Day to Day

In the Lacanian or ientat ion,  interpretat ion is s i tuated in the tension
between two potes of  i ts  pract ice.0n the one hand, interpretat ion is
the freest act iv i ty of  the psychoanalyst .  "As an interpreter of  what
is presented to me in words or deeds, I  choose my own oracte and
art icutate i t  as I  ptease, sote master of  my ship af ter  God; and white,
of  course, I  am far f rom ab[e to weigh the whole ef fect  of  my words,
I  am wet l  aware of  the fact  and str ive to at tend to i t .  In otherwords, I
am atways f  ree in the t iming and frequency, as wetIas in the choice
of my intervent ions,  so much so that i t  seems that the ru[e has been
ent i rety designed so as not to interfere in any way with my act iv i ty as
an executor. . . "1.  0n the other hand, interpretat ion is directed by str ict
rules.  " l  wi l . t  spare mysetf  the task of  g iv ing the rutes of  interpreta-
t ion.  l t  is  not  that  they cannot be formu[ated, but their  formulat ions
presuppose devetopments that  I  cannot presume to be known.. ."2.
These two aspects of  the retat ion of  interpretat ion and norms can be
knotted together in a proposi t ion whose formulat ion woutd be that
interpretat ion is wi thout standards,  but not wi thout pr inciptes.  The
pr incipte is stated thus: there is no metatanguage. This pr incipte is
especiat ty of  vatue for psychosis on a dai ty basis.

There is not one [eve[ that  woul .d be the object  language -  the mate-
r ia| '  -  and the leveI of  interpretat ion that wouLd be a dist inct  leveI to
be appLied to the segment of  "mater ia l . " .  We can conceive of  a[ [  k inds
of forms of  th is appl icat ion.  l t  coutd be a [ong segment of  "mater iat"

and a short  interpretat ion,  or  e[se an interpretat ion as extensive as
the "mater iat" .  Whichever,  in a concept ion of  th is type, the two leve[s
are neatty dist inguished. This concept ion of  interpretat ion appl ied
to an object  [anguage is the most widespread in the psychoanatyt ic
or ientat ions.

J. Lacan, "The Direct ion of  the Treatment and the Pr inciptes of  i ts  Power" in Ecr i ts
transt.  B.  Fink,  2006, p.491.
lbid.,  p. 497.
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