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With Dane the disaepancy beiween 
enjoyment and understanding was 
still bigger. 

T. S. ELia 

Notwithstanding the difficulties in dating the new paradigm 
introduced by Lacan in the field of psychoanalysis the conference 
given to the Soci6t.i Franpise de Psychanalyse in 1953 on the 
registers of the symbolic, the imaginary, and the real, worked as an 
impediment to any possible confusion between Freud and Lacan. 
Furthermore, these registers allowed the transmission of theory after 
years of stasis. Lacan's reading of Freud marked a veritable 
difference in the conceptualisation of the unconscious and the 
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praxis of psychoanalysis. The newly founded three registers 
allowed him to disentangle three concepts - privation, frustration 
and castration: privation as the real lack of a symbolic object, 
frustration as the imaginary lack of a real object and castration as 
a symbolic lack of an imaginary object. But this was only the 
beginning of a twofold, long process of reformulation of 
psychoanalysis which corresponded respectively to the return to 
Freud, and to the positing of Lacan's thought. 

The theoretical distance from Freud to Lacan was elaborated by the 
latter over a period of thirty y e a n  of seminars: to wit, the 
unconscious is of Locan but ?he fiehi is Freudian. The first clause 
of this statement is explained by Lacan's aphorism, the unconscious 
ir structured like a language, as well as by the fact that there is 
something in the unconscious which does not answer; that is, the 
structure insofar as it is real. Concerning the second clause, its 
meaning is pristine: this field is a topology which goes beyond the 
imaginary boundaries of geography (Vienna, London, Paris); or 
proximity to the master (Freud, Klein, Lacan). The Freudian 
enlightenment announced a knowledge S,,, and not a homage to 
power S,. Thereafter everyone who may claim ignorance regarding 
this topology should at least notice that this ignorance was the 
Same that condemned Lacan's work to ostracism from the 
community of analysts. We know the side-effect of such 
ecumenical prohibition: repetitive catechism. 

Lacan writes the Freudian experience beyond the historical and 
conceptual misunderstanding which enticed Ferenczi, on the one 
hand, to accentuate the development of the ego and Abraham, on 
the other, to accentuate the development of the libido. Later on, 
Melanie Klein, ex-analysand of Ferenczi and Abraham, would 
become the major exponent of the Object Relations theory. 
However, by postulating the psychotic nucleus of personality, she 
blurred the structural difference between neurosis, perversion and 
psychosis. She remained, nevertheless, more Freudian than Anna 
Freud and, for this, she risked an expulsion from the International 
Psychoanalytic Association which only through the direct 
intervention of Ernest Jones did not take place. Lacan, having lost 
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his affiliation with the I.PA, was able to surpass the unthinkable. 
Not only did he succeed in persevering in his own path, but he 
turned psychoanalysis towards his discourse. 

Only ten years have elapsed since Lacan's death and today, 
seemingly, everyone is Lacanian in the Same way in which, after 
Freud's death, everyone was Freudian; the difference is, and this 
difference is not a small one, that the Lacan alluded to is the result 
of foreclosure, while the Freud alluded to was the result of 
repression. Is the knowledge of the repressed similar to the 
knowledge of the foreclosed? Certainly not. Repression, for 
remaining symbolic, produces the return of the repressed as - the 
knowledge which is not known: a definition of transference, the 
subject-supposed-to-know, and of the Freudian unconscious, an 
unconscious that allows interpretation ad infinitum by another turn 
of the screw of the symbolic, therefore producing one of the 
impasses of the Freudian analysis. Foreclosure, for remaining in the 
real, is instead perpetual encounter with the effects of an isolated 
signifier as - the unbeknown which is known of by ?he blunder 
wings towards death: a definition of the Lacanian unconscious, an 
unconscious which does not say it all, where the real S(A) does not 
respond. 

The present volume is a continuation of our psychoanalytic task 
and a testimony to the questioning raised by the clinical work and 
the logic of its theorisation. The function of writing in 
psychoanalysis, contrary to what may be thought, cannot be a 
contribution to increase sense. We leave that allegiance to religion, 
psychotherapy and philosophy. In accordance with this, we ask of 
the reader two things: suspension of understanding and suspension 
of certitudes. Only then will the reading be in accordance with the 
realm in which this writing can be read. 'Ihe reader, nevertheless, 
may find this request difficult to accept. Maybe we are asking too 
much, and indeed we are; for we are proposing that psychoanalysis 
can be grasped by the means of science and not by the means of 
the occult, for psychoanalysis cannot do more than to go in the 
same direction as science without being a science. This direction 
was endeavoured by Freud in his Project for a Scientijic 
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Psychology and, from the failure of this project, psychoanalysis was 
born. Here we only indicate a consequence: the unconscious is the 
swoon of sense which wings towards jouissance or death, whilst the 
signifier, in its failure to answer from the real, faints. 
Psychoanalysis is justified for being the topology that produces in 
act the unconscious which was not there before, as latent or sense. 
Like science, it counteracts sense with logic. Here we must stress 
likeness and not identity. The usage of Linguistics, Topology and 
Logic by psychoanalysis is radically different from the use made 
by the linguist, the mathematician or the logician. 

Wttgenstein finishes his point seven of the Tracrntus 
Logico-Philosophicus with: "What we cannot speak about we must 
pass.over in silence", with which he re-affirms the foreclosure of 
the real from the symbolic. For me, instead, the task of 
psychoanalysis is that what we cannot speak about we must pass 
into writing. This is our reading of Lacan concerning the 
re-introduction of the subject foreclosed by science. This is the 
divided subject of psychoanalysis. This direction towards the real 
is by its very structure traumatic. Or in Virginia Woolfs words: 
"The strange thing about life is that though the nature of it must 
have been apparent to every one for hundreds of years, no one has 
left any adequate account of it. The streets of London have their 
map; but our passions are uncharted. What are you going to meet 
if you turn this corner?" 

Born out of the real, the Papers of the Freudhn School of 
Melbourne have become a veritable legend in.English speaking 
countries, a legend that has proved to fmd its freedom due to a 
sustained and intermittent resistance, .a,resistance that rather than 
being a hindrance has turned out to be its.strength &id indefatigable 
inspiration. 

With our work, the fact.:iema 
conceptualisation of . psy 
Australia.-The School.. i s  
fmd in Lacan ' a .%ay :.of: widuct@. 
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Psychoanalytic Direction or the 
Direction of Psychoanalysis 

David Pereira 

We sle not saints but we have kept 
our appomment Hmv many people 
c a  boast as much?' 

Samuel Becken 

1989 was witness to three analyst-members of the Freudian School 
of Melbourne having kept their appointment. 

The Freudian School of Melbourne was founded in 1977 and since 
that time Oscar Zentner had given psychoanalytic direction to the 
School. From 1989 Felicity Bagot, Linda Clion ad myself have 
assumed responsibility for psychoanalytic direction within the 
School. 
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