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If in our first book we said that it was possible to know, for this our
second book, our affirmation is that it is possible to learn.
How can we then be open and generous in not closing our discourse,
but in opening it. Between the thing, the word, the construction and the
representation, today we produce, tomorrow we will form.
If we insist that the thing is not an empirical object, the word is also
silence and the construction is the structure of an event which only acquires its status of unconscious by not having ever taken place as such.
The representation is the only thiig which has psychic reality. Then it
will be clear why psychoanalysis is produced there where the sense
disappears -to say it strongly- because it is an effect of nonsense.
The search for sense is the one that Lacan abominates as a demarcating
line between what is of the order of psychoanalysis and what is not.
This book inscribes a line of thought which is not closed, since if we
can arrive at this point, it has not been "because of our beautiful eyes"
(Freud - "Die Traumdeutung"). We have said more than once for those
who have ears that our task -since it was a Freudian en t erp n s y was a
task,of civilisation. Here where we are -and this is not a metaphor- we
are posing a werden at the avatars of its construction when the thundering noise of the words Wo Es War are heard.
This book is a place, a meeting which in the style of Trausk's poem
chosen by Heidegger, makes an abode of a thought which is only co n
stituted by having already been spoken. Only from there can it be
understood that "the bears.and the whales" of the Freudian sentqnce impede the copulation that eclecticism pretends. Psychoanalysis excludes
politics, therefore the position of the school is not negotiable.
The book is then a place, an abode that the Freudian discourse opened for us, but it is always about psychoanalysis and this is not a
possession, but possesses us. A discourse upon a discourse. How to
sustain it if it sustains itself, in so far as it is not sustainable? A place
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should be". From which the discourse of a con&i%?ifi try to abolish the Freudian discovery by a lapsus whose
is no longer a secret for us.
tli'e ego of consciousness which now will, after the 'Freudian
,
adventurism', regain its place -a synthetic place- finishing with the
ononhy,that the official sciences have always rejected. The ego again installed .in a "psychology of the ego"/ which has incorporated
psychoanalysis in its domain, will make then its triumphal re-entry.
., .The School, reading this re-entry as a symptom, poses its function
where its interpretation opens the qu&tion of regession in the
psychoanalytic discourse.
This work has no end, but when someone undertakes it, he assumes a
transference which will put into play the quality which his desire
deserves, because his desire will be the one which should -above all
else- be analysed.
Then, what is split by desire in the subject will appear; suspicious
science or art without aesthetic value. k i t understood then, why for the
analyst it is so difficult to put his belongings in a place? He cannot
situate himself in any place without qualifying the losses. How can he
hold a discourse which describes psychoanalysis, not as a study of man,
but as the study of what man lacks? Then psychoanalysis does not
aspire to a knowledge of man. Man moreover puts obstacles in the way
of this knowledge, which will always be a knowledge almost at the point
of knowing -this is to, say- without reaching knowledge (connoissonce). However, there is not only a psychoanalysis but also
psychoanalysts. Would it then be a knowledge which already knows? It
seems not really so, because if someone knows (souoir),it is because
knowledge (connoissonce) has escaped.
This work, in addition to being l i e the Mobius strip, infinite in its
finitude, is an escaped knowledge. It is the knowledge of Das
Unbewusste which Freud told us had neither time nor space, all was
possible there -a knowledge which (still) did not know. Freud affirms
that the hiatus between what is consciously said and what is uncon2

scious should be filled with events even when they have never taken
place. This should be differentiated from the way in which the detective
works who will search for events that have taken place.
It will be Lacan who teaches us in his seminar, The Impsses of
Michael &lint, that the events which have taken place -for
psychoanalysis- .are not representative of truth. Truth in
psychoanalysis, besides being indefensible, is found where it is discarded, that is to say, in the remainders or the fictions which trap the subject
and which constitute the knot of his phantoms.
Psychoanalysis works with remnants and tatters, with those materials
so unvalued as to be ignored by man -in this case the scientist- lapsus
linguae, jokes, dreams, parapraxes, symptoms, etc. The scandal which
is still produced, even in the most liberal circles by psychoanalysis is
understood then. It is not sexuality, but the unconscious which is the
scandal. Everyone becomes uneasy with this question of the unconscious and not so much because it cannot be seen. Psychoanalysis
questioned scientific seriousness with an unbecoming laugh. For even if
we can know about DNA and WA this knowledge leaves us still at the
same point of departure with respect to a question which everybody
believes resolved by being called metaphysics. But it is not something
that is beyond the discourse of the subject. Instead of something which
is beyond, it is with those fragments which we, chimney sweepers of the
.talking cure, still busy ourselves.
A science without future it will be said, no doubt. But is that enough
for a Velwerfung of our investigation? Our task, that of the investigation
of the unconscious, is also the one of clinicalwork; a humble work which
will recognise that there, everything that'occurs will only be an extraordinary surplus of an analysis. Because there is no analysis which b l y
occurs, if the search for a cure dominates. The cure is always found
where it is least expected.
Freucls five famous cases were failures from the point of view of cure.
Then, what is the promise of an analyst at the beginning of an analysis if
not the condition of transference?
Freud never ceased to emphasize that where we are successful, we
know nothing and where we fail, we learn something. Nothing else and
nothing more.
But because this generation of the eighties has a Lacanian vocation, it
is convenient to point out that there is not a Lacan reachable through
someone else. To say it at once, even to read Lacan by his disciples is
not an alternative nor an inkoduction to reading him. He should be read.

3

to cpmmoq.belief, the ‘handicaps’ of the introductions or dic-

, .far..from
‘making Lacan clear, give place to a Lacan -very
,.

n many, points- to the same Freud which Jung gave the
Americans in order that he. should be accepted. We know the
hisauthorisation that Freud drew sharply to that. This is why in an open
w8y; this school ivill be Freudian and Lacanian in so far as it will work in
*e investigation of the Freudian and Lacanian texts, and in the investigation of the causes of the degradation’of the psychoanalytic
discourse. Lacan writes that to understand the fate of this discourse it
would be legitimate to submit the psychoanalytic production to the
psychoanalytic method.
This school will allow the truth of the unconscious to speak by its own
mouth as it is taught by Lacan. And if there is so much world-wide interest on the side of ‘social scientists’ and the “tutti quanti” (to which
Lacan refers), it is also our duty to avoid misinterpretations and’to
remark that we analysts, are only obligated to what materialises in our
experience as such, namely, the clinical experience. But there, neither
does a kind of progressive maturation speak,’nor the’&ploitation of man
by society. There, only it speaks and since it speaks our desire as
analysts will be the one which should be analysed and it Will only be
there that.we will understand that as analysts we are the condition of
jouissance for the analysand. A condition before which the subject will
show us his Angst.
..
This is why we cannot avoid making a reference to the,transmissionof
psychoanalysis and to the formation of the analyst, a clarification which
would only be possible when we gave a full’accountof the relation of the
Low to Jouissonce. We know that an analyst appears in an analysis, but
if psychoanalysis is about what man lacks, we should also emphasize in
this Nochtrt3glichkeit that necessary conditions are not always sufficient
conditions.
A serious question is this one of the ‘pass’, conceming’whichit would
be hypocritical to think it only requires the subject to turn to look now at
a face, the one of their own analyst rather than at the ceiling. Whoever
runs the risk in this enterprise -in the classical sense of the termshould know first if he wants what he desires. But beware, he already
desires before knowing if he wants or not. When the character of
Cazotte is finally taken to the cave where he wishes to be, he finds there,
as an echo of his own exclamation, that radicd interrogation which
makes his bones tremble. Che vuoi?
“Nos Ecrits prennent place a I’interieur dune
aventure qui est celle du psychanalyste, aussi loin
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que la psychanalyse est sa mise en question”
Jacques Lacan

But, are we going to be accused of vanity if we add to this that there is
an’adventure inside another adventure? What happens is that we are in
the year 1980 and almost four years have passed since OUT first steps. It
is b e that there is some pride, and why not tell it. The school was born
and when it was known, the wishes -we are not going to qualify themwere abundant. It was, besides, the first English speaking school and as
far as.we know still is the only one.
Then for us, when psychoanalysis is primordially the written production of an experience, this second book is not indifferent to us. In this
book, like the previous one, are OUT emblems and it is only there that
they take their value for us.
Only a production that will have to be written will take distance from
the question always attentive to the belle &e who will always find pro’s
and con’s to justify one side or the other forgetting that between the
mistakes and the*conoillerieresides all the difference that.make the
former being mistaken and the latter, even if succ&sful, still a canaille.
Les non-dupes errent.
We put in this book our production which is still a promise, but which
is in pure movement -a production which today says what tomorrow
will say. The year of activities that the school formalises in this book was
-we know- a very hard year. At the same time as it was stated by Cervantes in the Quixote -so loved by Freud that he learned the Castillian
language to read it- “They bark Sancho; a signal that we advance”.
Our pride is understood; it doesn’t matter how little we are known.
Yes, we work for “the plague”, for that one which makes of Jungism a
clear demarcation between the discovery and the old occultism.
But how to speak about that which speaks even while we sleep -a
trap which was there waiting for us from the beginning. The answer
ought to be simple; we speak because die Spmche sprichts.
Oscar Zentner
Director
The Freudian School of Melbourne
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HOMAGE TO FREUD

“Perversion is an experience that allows a
deepening of what one could call the human pas.
sion, to use Spinoza’s tern; that is to say in that
man is open to this division with himself which
struch~resthe imaginary, that is, between 0 and
0, the specular relation. It is deepming. in effect, in that in this hiatus ( G n c e ) of human
desire all the nuances appear arranged in tiers,
from shame to prestige, from buffwnexy to
heroism, by which human desire is entirely exposed, in the most profound sense of the term,
to the desire of the other.”
Lacan

“What is present, therefore, is not a primacy of
the genitals, but a primacy of the Phallus.”
Freud

IN THE KNOT OF THE SUBJECT

I

T h e Trip That Never Ends", title of the novel
that Malcolm Lavry never wrote.
"To say that the subject on which we operate in
psychoanalysis cannot be other than the subject
of science, can look like a paradox. That is why
a demarcation must be made there."
"To pose the question of the object in
psychoanalysis is to take up again the question
of the position of psychoanalysis in 01 out of
science. This question could not be solved
unless, without doubt, the question of the object
as such in science is modified. The object in
psychoanalysis is to be inserted in the division of
the subject."
Jacques Lacan

The object for Lacan

is clumsy. This is the dream that

dawn on the 12th July 1978, in exile.

I dreamt at

13

Perversion is constructed where the drama of human existence is in
question:It carries to its last consequences the fundamental split in
which the being -so to speak, the human being- cannot sustain the
coupling of language that by means ‘of the conjunction ‘and‘ pies tc
maintain united. This fundamental split occurs between his pretended
wholeness and his ignorance of the sexual. The conjunction ‘and’ is a
way of holding tcgether his split of being within the unattainable man
date of the super-ego You must. This mandate is the place where all the
obscenity occurs and which pomcgraphy tries to explain rationally.
There is no such thing as sexual rapport. Sexuality does not cover the
lack but rather unveils the fundamental loneliness that makes one plus
another never equal to two. Freud discovered this situation for the u n
conscious where the sexual rapport is impossible because, if the objecl
exists, it originated as a detachment from the subject and as fallen in the
real. Precisely there, the interchange between the noncoincidence 01
desire and object occurs.
Between Freud’s Trieb and the concept of instinct there exists all the
distance that makes the subject of the enunciated never coincide with
the subject of the enunciation. The suture of the gap is nothing else than
the alibi of the ego. It will try,on a gammatical level, to supply a normal
object in order to erase all possible split between the being of the word
-that is to say, the being of the nonsense- and the being of existence
-that is to say, the being of the effect. The being of the non-sense will
be the cause of the being of existence, a being that speaks first and
therefore thinks.’ Only what is’wellsaid will be well thought, as Lacan
teaches us. And it is the distance between what is first said and then
thought that will constitute the unconscious.’
The sexual does not find its place as repressed3 in the unconscious,
remaining as originally unconscious precisely because it shows the non
coincidence between the desire and the object. The status of the object,
far from being one of non-existenceis one of being an asymptote‘ this is
why the socalled sexual rapport never stops being written.
The moral imperative from the super-ego You enjoy, is the inverted
figure of ,the humor that Freud characterized as the escape of the egc
from the super-ego. This is fulfilled in the man condemned to death commenting to his executioner seconds before his death the following: “Mon
day, a nice way to begin the week!”
The You enjoy, that imperative that leads to impotence, only rein
forces “the obscene and ferocious figure”of an impossible demand. The
subject would be confronted with What do you want?, Che U U O ~ ) , ~if il
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obeyed the You enjoy; a paralyzing What do you want?, Che uuoi? that
shows that a desire is never less desire than when confronted with the
possibility of realization as such, there where the subject could only
maintain his desire by his own fading, there where the subject is confronted with his own exclamation ‘Beelzebub!’.
The inexorable accomplishment of the imperative leads to one’s own
exclamation because no one can be more lonely than when he believes
he has trapped the object of his desire. Here there are the phantoms that
mark the dimension of man, returning for their ‘fueros’ in an inverted
form, in what has remained for ever as an unconscious mark through
that primordial alienation by which the ego is that other image that traps,
fascinates and detains the subject6 as Gide’s infancy was trapped
forever.’
If the birth of the subject is always a departure from the other scene,
we must remember then too that the Freudian psychoanalytic theory
does not give place for, nor lessons about, possible developments of
maturity that depart from the pregenital and advance towards the
genital phase. The medical phantasy was here installed by giving Jacks@
nian models and becoming impotent, .a phantasy which placed the
medical figure in the place of the imperative You enjoy. When
psychoanalysis Freudian it teaches us a different thing. It shows us a
subject whose coordinates only move within and under the rigour of a
time that does not take into account chronologicalexactitude; that is to
say, the time of the logic of the unconscious. It is an asymptotic lcgic
where desire and object cannot coincide except through an assignation
of absence like those configurations which, when present themselves,
only point out what is lacking.
When I desire, there is no object, only a lack; when there is an object, I
appear without desire, This is no other than the essential figure of the so
called anorexia nervosa, a figure of relation to the lack of the lack of an
object. When the object is raised to the category of what is desired -according to the command of the super-ego You enjoy- desire
disintegrates into pieces as an unattainable coincidence.
This is why we will repeat the dream of the beginning “The object for
Lacan is clumsy”. This second hearing will clarify what it contains. It is
not that there is no object as an ideological perverse theory of perversion
naively pretends. On the contrary, the problem is that there is an object;
an object that exists far too much because our desire is there, not so
much to give status to the object but to make a precise relation of COTrespondence with the command You enjoy impossible. This is why the

is
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status of the object, far from being an arrival point is the starting pro
blem where psychoanalysis plays its rigour as science. It will be thc
abysmal difference between the command of the super-ego You enjoj
and the I hate, where the indelible mark of the detachment of the objec!
will appear as unavoidable for the subject. It is through this angle thaf
the interrogation of the desire answers as the desire being the object oi
the desire of the 0ther.O
I desire whilst I am without an object and I have an object when I hate.
Both Freudian formulae are different .from <he imperatives of 2
philosophy of well-beingwhich will give place to obscenity as a destins
when they place perversion as a deviation of normal development anc
not as the constiGent knot of the subject for the unconscious. The con
stituent perversion of the subject appears there under the mark of thc
non-existence of sexual rapport. This non-existence of sexual rapport
will be one of the elements of the fascination of that being of whick
psychoanalysis -without stopping to write about her- can only con
fess its ignorance: the woman. Her status of feminine will come from he]
promotion as phallic: We could here‘well listen to Freud and remembe~
that the unconscious classifies beings as either phallic or castrated. We:
like Freud, renounce the medical ideal of the cure and normalization.
Freud denounced the emptiness to which the famous cure and nor
malization lead.9
This is why it is important to work again that forgotten formula 0:
Freud which until Lacan’s seminars was converted into the ideal of hou
psychoanalysis would become an egc-psychology. The proposition “Wc
es war sol1 Ich werden”,in the context of Freud’s work shows that thc
question of the being is the status of the object which when fallen, wil
becope the cause of its own desire. The circle is sporadically broken bi
hate when the subject imagines an object as an end and so disturb; it:
own libidinal economy.
It is true that Melanie KleinLowhen speaking of the object, did nothiq
else than trace the topolo& of the subject, but there is still much to bc
done to be able to say that the object in psychoanalysis is described fo~
what it do& not have. This not-having transforms itself in the cause 0.
the function that puts it in movement as such.
The object in psychoanalysis is described and acquires its value foi
what it does not have. That is why it becomes line and mark for the sub
ject. It is through its incompleteness that it becomes object fol
psychoanalysis. What other thing could that objet petit a be but thc
cause as origin and as loss?

All non-coincidence of the subject with the object of its mirage is a reencounter -as a repetition- of that which is from the beginning primordially lost. It is its hopelessly lost characteristic that marks the subject in
its asymptotic rapport with the object of his desire. This articulation is
defined through the fundamental split that creates the subject as a desiring subject, a negative definition that traces in the desire the mark of
castration. It delineates for the object the impossibilityof raising itself as
an end, condemning it to be a means, a means of support that can be
put aside. The unconscious will abolish any attempt of the ego to seize
an exteriority that will allow it to acquire autonomy.
The libidinal topology of the subject will tell us what means the objects
have become and this negative of object in turn will show the phantom
of the subject, fixing it there where the anamorphosis of desire does not
reach the object. Freud had already posed this problem for us when giving as a model of lovesickness a narcissistic figure of the kiss of the lips,
there where the own mouth allows a glimpse of a k n c e that opens but
does not close. The subject is unable to seal lip to lip. This b6ance will be
the one that will appear in the search of a mark, a trace, a memory of
wholeness. Its image par excellence would be the impossible demand of
the lawyer of the it (das Es) that throws the subject to the command You
enjoy. This You enjoy will always have as an ideal, the total coincidence
of desire and object with the erasing of a h c e . Anorexia nervosa gives
us the clinical trace of this erasing of a &ce indicating that something,
because it had been bitten, remains closed in order to avoid an open
mouth letting escape an object that has been elevated to the category of
desire.
Anorexia nervosa is the pathological figure of the exaggeration of
what the satisfied needs can originate. That occurs when the subject has
been fascinated by the wholeness of an object that is not always at the
height of the desire, that is to say, at the height of the lack. Plato
demonstrated to us through Alcibiades and Socrates in T h e Symposium” how the lack becomes desire.
The lack we refer to above is not a lack in $e factual sense. Rather it
is a lack in the sense given by language when,it says that one is at fault.
There appears for us the status of the o b j ~ v a sa division of the subject.
The subject is born in lack. The subjectis given birth in the essential
perversion of desire, a double perversion if you like, since desire is not
perverted when the right path is lost, but desire is constituted on the path
of perversion; a situation of doubtful affiliation since the occidental world
found so much ease in carrying desire as a sin.

17
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If Melanie Klein thought she was showing a gecgaphy of the object,
she did nothing else than show the subject. Our thought is that the
topology of the subject given by Freud pointed out the lack of the object,
an object whose platonic tradition appears in the edge of its lack.
Something well said will guarantee only apr&s-coupa good thought.
Referred to the object, if one locates properly the lack it will appear as its
presence and will place us in the status of the Trieb. The Trieb will
always push forward and, due to this, it will have only shreds of the subject in its constitution. The highest point of the establishment of the subject coincides with its fading, leaving in the air a fallen object. The more
fallen this object is, the more of it will remain and the closer it will come
to trap the phantom.” This points out the radical asymmetry between a
phantom that circles in the desire and a remainder that is not a metaphor
any longer.13
We learn that the desire of joining the subject and the fallen object
cannot produce a union. Desire will be the asymptotic mark between the
subject and its object. This articulation of radical absence will bind the
subject and its object in the impossible.
We have pointed out in another placela that here lies the fundamental
difference between impossibility and impotence. One must here think of
Abraham’s scheme;15of his deep disappointment. He tried by all means
to point out developments based on biological models, trying to build
through them the fundamental reunion between subject and object and
leaving no place for the sharp spaltung of the subject.
Impotence will try to suture the b6ance. This impotence will have as a
model an abstract knowledge able to master its objects. And all this
effort only to reduce desire ( Wunsch) to need, like Trieb was reduced to
instinct. This is the place where the object will be an end and perversion
will be a deviation, in a zoological category, from the genital. Perversion
will be the product of life in captivity. From here there is only one step to
Rousseau’s theory, in which the noble savage is a deformed product of
social captivity, What must be taken into account in this fiction is its
consequence as a discourse; the infiltration of the humanist ideology
producing the most horrendous in history. It is a separation of
discourses but not an inhibition of the psychoanalytic discourse, since
no sociology, including marxism, will answer an open question about the
being. And it is an open question because of the insistence, repetition
and forgetfulness; that is to say, because of unconscious memory.”
The Trieb cannot be reduced to instinct, because in our condition as
beings of language (parlStres),the word is the condition of the subject,”

’‘
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a condition of impossibility. An impossibility that will turn the socalled
sexual rapport round, so that it becomes no rapport. There is no sexual
rapport. The unconscious cannot make of the Other an object of its end.
This is the truth on which Freud focused with his discovery against
previous and contemporary medical knowledge. This knowledge also
stated a clear delimitation of the difference between the psychoanalytic
discourse and the “consolidated psychoanalytic group”.” This group
was constituted precisely in the secure delimitations of the instincts
(stimulus-answer, masters of their objects). And if the discomfort continues, it is because the Freudian discovery stripped bare all the im
perfections of a group that believed in an ideal of wholeness. They did
not take seriously Freud’s equation psychoanalysis =plague.
Perversion inhabits not so much the deviations of the subject from a
norm but rather in the knot of the subject. This is a truth hard to hold ’
when the pressure from the group struggles to erase these differences.
One should reread the work of the so called post-Freudians and postLacanians to find there the real a-symptomatic and normal
psychopathology that battles to force the subject into a narrow road on
the edge of a precipice of stages, where the feelings will be the indications of a normal development versus a pathological development. But
beware! It is not the corrosive naivety of Sade that moves this writing.
On the contrary, it is the interpretation of a certain ideology of good and
of evil that should be the object of study in psychoanalytic theory.
It will be from the psychoanalytic discourse that we will observe the
Vewerfung of the discovery travelled by Freud. It shows that the moral,
like the apparent anti-moral (one of Kant, the other of Sade)za are
nothing other than the epiphenomenology of the function of the superego. As Lacan points out, the super-ego becomes more “obscene and
ferocious” the more it tries to comply with the command You enjoy, a
command that does not amuse because we can guess the ferocity it implies. Who is there to enjoy when the mandate is precisely jouir! Under
the pressure of the imperative we feel all the impotence that is at play
there where the objects, far from being a means, crush our desires, bying
to impose themselves as an end. In fact, when our desire comes to ask
us what we want we are left hoarse.
We must then clearly differentiate the super-ego (moral) mandates
from the perverse formula in a strict sense as bequeathed by Freud in his
“WoEs war SOU Ich werden”. That is the destiny of being in order to be
nothing, with the help of sexuality. That is the place where life elapses.
19

P e n h i o n will be the dimension proper to the being and not a devia
tion o j a consensual normality that is confused with health. That is wh\
'perversion puts in evidence the essential split through which there is on15
a relation of lack between what is wanted (the subject should be able tc
know if he wants what he desires) and the object of desire. The object 01
desire throws us always into a structure of desolation that the subjeci
believes he can avoid through his fetishes. Fetishes are, as Freud's
genius foresaw, the structure of all partial object relations. The Kleiniar
morality also shows in the so called schizeparanoid position thc
fetishist position and the fall into emptiness of the depressive positior.
(which proposed an identification between the normal relation ant
genital love). Klein proposes a total object that crushes the subject in 2
depressive position.
If the subject questions the object, it cannot answer without falling intc
emptiness, that is to say, without revealing the veil that makes it a fetist
and gives it value. The object's value lies in offering itself as being.z1
The object for Lacan is clumsy, and we call this clumsiness a re
mainder. That is why it is irreducible to the desire. The object is thai
which remains as a quality in love or in hatred. Indifference, the thirt
category distinguished by Freud, was nothing other than the metaphol
of an object ending in another; the first object giving its value to thc
second. In the object called a fetish we find a stabilization and, from thai
viewpoint, an accomplished metaphor.zz
Freud glimpsed that from the aesthetic indifference, we could draw thc
topology of the object, where the object as an irreducible remaindel
~ those who havc
would question, with that menacing Che U U O ~ ? , * to
ears. What it points out is that no subject knows. No subject knows
what he pretends to know and it is here, in this trip (that never ends) thai
knowledges '' stick to him. A subject begins and ends there. It is valid tc
say there that what exists outside perversion is a symptom.
The constitution of a subject, according to the Freudian investigation,
is l i e that of the polymorphous perverse. That is the axis through whict.
the subject tears himself into pieces in the defiles of language in an u n
finished constitution forever.
The object of desire has its status by a detachment, an irreducible fa1
that will situate it in its own cause, in that of which the subject, althougt
directed to the object of desire, will never know it. That is why perver.
sion is the beacon in the status of the subject.
The structure of the subject is perverse. It is a fight in front of whict.
Freud could not refrain from keeping a certain ambiguity. He did not dif.
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ferentiate clearly between perversion as structuring and the perverse
Structure, that is to say, psychopathology. The former is relevant to that^
it in which the subject of the "Wo es war sol1 Ich werden" will emerge.
f i e latter is a complement of the obscene and ferocious figure of the
super-ego. What is at play there is an impossible command (You enjoy)
which.cr&es the discomfort that culture keeps for conventional rules.
The ego is never more psychopathologically perverse than when it iden
tifies itself, according to the conventional rules, with what it claims to
say in its discourse. This is a problem that interested Freud as the difference between psychosis and neurosis and the loss of reality in both."
These are disheartening works for any attempt of appropriation of the
subject by the moral and super-ego discourse. This is a subject that
Freud will show us through its essential bknce; a split that is impossible
to suture.
Desire and perversion offer to our ears an inverse correlation. Desire
and perversion mirror subject and object. If the object is 'd,fallen from
the subject, it will.be the cause to which the subject.is drawn (and this
description is so in order to avoid any teleology of the subject).
Perversion is also the primordial and irreduciqe fall from the cause of
desire. Perversion will be the 'd to which we are drawn as an end. We
think that here is located the civilizing and perverse signification of
Freud's "Wo es war so// Ich werden".
Reading a sentence of Freud we will realize the weight of the words:
"The lifting of repression installs perversion", a sentence mysteriously
supressed by certain practitioners of psychoanalysis. Truth in
psychoanalysis (even half truth) maintains itself limping.
Freud says that one of the objectives of psychoanalysis, the lifting of
repression, will turn empty the ideals of 2 conventional morality. These
are ideals that this century has incarnated in the medical figure as
previous centuries did in priests or magicians. The problem is still valid,
all the more because we do not claim that the aim of psychoanalysis is to
install perversion. Rather, and as a consequence of the lifting of repression, the it (Es) will show itself, the it (Es) in the path of becoming a
. .
being.
This movement -far away from the common place beliefs- must
dissolve the super-ego. This super-ego as a lawyer of the it (Es) will
repress the movement of becoming a being. Only here is placed the impossible task of the analyst, a task that is not the one of 'the moralist 01
the doctor. An impossible task, for if its beginnings are uncertain, its
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ends will be the "pinning down of the phantom", an undetermined end
where the analyst must always avoid being the super-ego.
Obsessional neurosis has given us the itineraries of the super-ego. In
the dimension of that omnipotent place the analyst gives in to temptation as many times as he as analyst resists in an analysis.
Analysis has no end. All that there is is an extraordinary benefit that
will shadow the figures of the unconscious. These figures, for being
perverse, are constituents of the subject. Freud gave early life to these
figures in "Triebe and Their Vicissitudes", those destinies being precisely
their own beginnings, beginnings marked by objects unable to coincide,
that we can enunciate in this formula: between the Trieb and the
Wunsch there would be no object.
This fundamental lack of a lack will underline the Freudian experiencc
where the unconscious has no representation of its own death and alsc
of the constitutive place for the sexual rapport. Lacan tells us in thf
opening of the Caracas Congress (1980)that this had been elucidate
by Bramantino in a painting "well done to give faith to the nostalgia that
a woman is not a hog, which is there mouth up in front of thc
painting".16
The's0 called sexual rapport shows sharply the constitutional im.
possibility of the subject through which the super-egois constituted. Thf
super-ego is nothing less than the figure of libidinal retraction. It is con
stituted by a lack rather than a prohibition. Lacan says that the seconc
topcgraphy would take us to the most clumsy explanation of the Freu.
dian experience.z' Freud developed for us a morality but he did not give
the decisive step formulated in his first description-of the psychic ap
paratus. That step pointed to the tormenting ethical problem of humar
existence, showing that fundamental question of the subject about hi!
desire and finding in it as an answer his own question. The question wa!
answered as many times as it was asked.
To underline these assertions I will include the clinical experience tha
I had, as a supervisor, where I heard the patient's discourse by mouth o
the analyst who presented the case for me.
This experience touched upon her radical decision of termininating ar
analysis that was trapped within the limits of a moral transference. Thi
patient in question was homosexual. He had acted
whilst ir
analysis, when he asked for a secret interview with another analyst whc
belonged to the International Society. The idle pursuits prior to this ac
had been the patient's efforts to devalue the analyst because she did no
belong to the International Society.
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The most problematic point was, without doubt, that his homosexuality would exclude him from becoming an analyst of that institution
-a thing the patient knew before hand. But the patient searched here
for the international recognition of his homosexuality. At the same time
he wanted to demonstrate that he wanted men for his sexuality. He tried
to calm down in his fantasy a jealous analyst, introducing her to another
woman; that is to say, the other analyst.
He also believed that he would in that way settle the account, because
his homosexuality would allow the same in his analyst for whom he had
obtained another woman. He could not help himself repeating the focus
on what he feared most: his mother. This was seen in the need to repeat
the analysis with another woman. And this was not as a guarantee of an
homosexual actingout -as many will rush to conclude- but as a
means to keep alive the desire of his mother, retaining it forever.
This situation was accompanied by a dream in which his analyst, and
at times his mother, placed two fingers in the anus of the subject. The
dream partially confirmed that the subject had effectively placed in the
analyst the desire of his mother -moral and super-ego desire- where
the imperative claiming heterosexuality opened the door to homosexuality. The patient at that time had also expressed openly the delirious idea
"I know you want me heterosexual". He had placed in the analyst the
moral ideals of the super-ego and this had become for the patient a
source of real danger, both "obscene and ferocious".
With things at that point the analyst ended the analysis showing that
super-ego that the patient had identified in her in the way of a mother
-a desiring female. The analyst had untied herself in order not to
become the accomplice of the repressive ideals of the patient, that is to
say, to state clearly that those were the moral ideals of the patient.
She also showed through her psychoanalytic act that she as a woman
and analyst was castrated, she had her limits, and due to that, she was
not broken. The analyst differentiated in this way a phantom of her patient. Castration was not m ~ t i l a t i o nThe
. ~ ~ integrity of the analyst as
such when terminating was that of showing herself castrated in the
signification to which the Freudian phantoms gave birth. The equation
could be enunciated l i e this: "1 finish the analysis because I am
castrated but not mutilated, namely because I am a remainder".
For the patient this is the interpretation of a difference of sexes that is
not sustained by having a penis or a vagina (as the patient at a certain
point wants to involve the analyst) as biology teaches, but sustained in
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that for the unconscious only the anatomy as a description will be a
destiny, independent of what is possessed. In psychoanalysis the subject
is because of what he offers himself as lacking.
This clinical incursion has the intention of showing that it is on the
road of the difference between castration and mutilation that it can be
seriously proposed that the lonely road of the moral ideals of the superego to an ethical position lies.
Our analyst also indicated for the patient that her desire was not to
make him her Phallus as -according to the h i s t o p he had installed
himself for his mother. This mother had placed him as her desire, as a
Phallus between castration and mutilation. That moral command was
impossible to fulfill for the subject. He erected in a forced heterosexuality
the moral ideals 0f.a menacing mother. This left him space only for a
restitutive homosexuality in narcissism, as an escape in front of a real
devouring mother.
One cansee then, how the patient needed to place in the first analysis
with a female analyst all these maternal phantoms. In asking~thesecond
analyst for an international recognition he would obtain rejection and
thus a safeguard in front of the devouring mother in his narcissism as a
perverse psychopathology.
The first analyst, ending the analysis, breaks this perverse'paralyzing
conkact, showing in her passage to the psychoanalytic act her noncomplicity and her non-coincidence with the patient's desire. He takes
her as if he were the object of desire of the analyst.
To say it briefly, the analyst shows herself as an object of irreducible
remainder in front of the desire of the patient. The patient identifies his
own deviant phantoms with the moralizing norm in the analyst. She
represents the other line of thought and becomes as deviated as he
himself. That is why the request to the International Society is the desire
of-normalizationin an international norm, leaving the homosexual phantoms to the analyst (who at no point in time wants to turn her homosexual patient to heterosexuality).
The patient, unable to accept the analyst as castrated, must make her
also homosexual. When the analyst proposes -as the result of her
supervision with me- the end of the treatment, the effects will be those
of remaining herself as non-broken, as castrated.
It will be this passage to the psychoanalytic act that will try to nail
down the phantom of the patient, showing that the direction in analysis
-far from trying to changcsexualities- is to follow through interpreta-
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tion an'd within the transference, the vicissitudes of the emergence of the
unconscious. This position can be held only when the "furia sanandis" of
morality can be thought of -when dismissed- as one of the repressive
and super-ego ideals. This leaves the analyst in an ethical position distant from that super-egoas exemplified in ideology, politics and religion.
"The subject is called to be reborn to know if he
wants what he desires. , ." "It is in this that
psychoanalysis demands a revision of Ethics"
"An Ethic converted to silence is announced, not
through the avenue of fear but of desire and the
problem is to know how the avenue of the
talkative chatter of psychoanalysis leads to
it. . ."31
I intended to show in this paper how morality could be nothing else
than the product of crystalized identifications which take place in the
super-ego. In my opinion, an important part of the Freudian discovery
dwells here. My intention all through this reflection was to clarify that
Ethics -no longer confused with morality- has for psychoanalysis a
function, a function of recogniti~n.~~
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". . .This is my advantage over the man who thinks and does not notice that
he speaks fist. . ."LACAN, J., extract from the letter of the dis-solution of
L'Ecole Freudienne de Paris, in Papers of the Freudian School of
Melbourne, Homage to Freud, PIT Press, Melbourne, 1980.
Idem.
Contrary to what is commonly said, the opposite sex is not repressed in the
unconscious. Freud was very dear and specific with his formula "not to
sexualize repression" by which he marked his differenceboth from Fliess
and from all ulterior intention of confusing the 'eropnicity' of

psychoanalysis with sexology.
Not falling together.
LACAN, J. Seminar El deseo y su interpretacion, ediciones Nueva Visi&,
Buenos Aires, 1970.
See, as well, the novel The Devil in Lwe, by Cazotte.
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Juillet 1949, in Ecrits, Editions du Seuil, Paris, 1966.
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1978.
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Buenos Aues, 1970.
ETKIN, G. Psychoanalysis and Cwe,in Papers of the Freudian School of
Melbourne, Homage to Freud, P!T Press, 1980.
LAURENT,E. Ce que Melanie Klein savait. Communication at the Renconke
of Caracas, Caracas, 1980.
FREUD, S. Triebe und Triebschicksale, translated by Strachey into Instincts
and their Vicissitudes, St. Ed. Vol.XIV. We propose to translate it into
English as Triebe and their Destinies.
It is also the function which allows for death (To4 its symbolic condition.
This remainder is not capable of being a metaphor any longer. This remainder
is the analyst who, at this point, will end an analysis.

ZENTNER, 0. Psychoanalysis, in Papers of the Freudian School of
Melbourne,.Homage to Freud, PIT Press, Melbourne, 1980.
I s ABRAHAM, K. Un breve estudio de la evoluci6n de la libido considerada a la
luz de 10s trastornos mentales, ediciones Hormd, Buenos Aires, 1959.
I 6 Education with the function of the father as shown in Schreber match with
Rousseau’s theory as its negative.
” The reader should remember here the Wiederholzwang of the unconscious
memory, the function of perception, the dreams and the notion of
Vorstellung. We recall the attention over the fact that the Freudian subject
suffers of repetitions’and not of reminiscences.
The unconscious is shuctured like language. This is Lacan’s definition of the
unconscious and its consequences for a psychoanalytic theory.
l 9 LACAN, J. Letter of the dis-solution of L’Ecole Freudienne de Paris, in
Papers of the Freudian School of Melbourne, Homage to Freud, PIT Press,
Melbourne 1980.
m LACAN, J. Kant avec Sade, in Ecrits, Editions du Seuil, Paris,,1966.
If what is at play is a gift (don), the gift itself cannot dwell in what is given or
not.
Freud’s paper on Fetishism is the starting point f0r.a new study of the Kleinian
work.
*’ LACAN, J. Seminar El deseo y su interpretacih, ediciones Nueva Visi&,
Buenos Aues, 1970.
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LACAN, J. “There is no knowledge(connaissance),there only are knowledges
(sauoirs).”
See The Loss of Reality in Neurosis and Psychosis (1924), and Neurosis and
Psychosis (1923), in which we can differentiate the mechanisms of Verdmngung, Verleugnung and Vewerfung.
Italian painter (1466-1536).
The first description of the psychic apparatus holds in itself an advance regarding the second description which we consider as a step back in the
theory.
We thank the analyst who has allowed us to use the clinical material that she
has used in supervision. For reasons of confidentialitywe have omitted the
name of the analyst in question in this text.
We want to mark the difference between acting out and passage to the act.
The former is the result of an action without control and which surpasses
the will of the subject whose motives and aims are ignored by him, whilst
the latter tries to produce effectsby means in which the causal relationship
is not clear.
ZENTNER, 0. Presentation of the Freudian School of Melbourne, in Papers
of the Freudian School of Melbourne, Homage to Freud, PIT Press,
Melbourne, 1980.
LACAN, J. Remarque sur le rapport de Daniel Lagache, Psychanalyse de la
personalid in Ecrits, Editions du Seuil, Paris, 1966.
The (provisional) twelve points of the Freudian School of Melbourne
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RETROSPECTIVE UNCONSCIOUS LOGIC
AND PERVERSION THE MOMENTS OF PERVERSION
Gayle Paul1
*All human beings are capable of making a
homosexual object-choiceand have in fact made
one in their unconscious."'
Freud
". . , so that pure masculinity and femininity remain constructions of uncertain content."'
Freud

We speak of a perceived thing. The thing is seen with our eyes in a
space. That thing, in space, is considered from three perceptual directions or vie& -the three dimensions. These dimensions are seen and
are recognized as the conventional real world. The differences between
the sexes is perceived in early childhood by the being as a reality At a
glance of the eye, the moment ofseeing-something is m i s s i n e a lack.
A question is asked. The childish research has begun. Hypotheses are
postulated -it is going to grow?
29

"ne
antithesis between subjective and objective

does not exist from the first. It only comes into
being from the fact that thinking possesses the
capacity to bring before the mind once more
something that has been perceived, by reproducing it as a presentation without the external object having still to be there. The first and immediate aim therefore, of reality-testingis, not to
find an object in real perception which COTresponds to the one presented, but to refind such
an object to convince oneself that it is still
there."'
This lack is repressed and a primal affirmation is sought, never to be
found.'
The question is not one of one to one correspondence between organs
and their functions, as erotogenicity can be ascribed to all the body
parts, for an organism can do anything with its organ at all. It is a structuring question however, of the relation to the Phallus, in so far as it is
the desire of attainment in the sexual goal -that is never obtained.
"We are dealing with an organ determined in the
subject by the inadequacy organized in the
castration ~omplex."~
As a consequence of this inadequacy the objet a has separated itself off
as an organ -a symbol of the lack, of the Phallus, the cause of desire.
An organ functioning in any possible way imagined Objet a (the cause of
desire) is a nodal point between the unconscious and sexuality. The subject passes between these two impossible walls.
%e maps himself in it . . _"". . . what defines
perversion is precisely the way in which the subject is placed in itm6
Perversion lies not in the content of the Sexual aim, but in its relation to
the normal, when the so-called normal aim is ousted by overcoming the
mental resistances of shame, disgust, horror or pain and perversion
becomes exclusive and fixated.
"No healthy person it appears can fail to make
some additions that might be called perversion to
the normal sexual aim and the universality of this
finding is in itself enough to show how inappropriate it is to use the word perversion as a .
term of reproach."'
i

,,
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Infantile sexuality passes through all the perversities. Several phases,
oral erotism, sadism, anal erotism; characterize the pregenital organization whilst, in a thiid phase, the phallic phase, the child's sexual
organization advances to a certain phase at which the leading organ is
the male one, the female genital remaining undiscovered. Whilst these
phases exist, they are structured only apr& coup. That is to say, they
are unthinkable from the point of view of psychoanalytic theory which
considers the structuring effects of the Oedipus complex.8
What then of the dimensions perceived by the ears? The ears hear,
and hear what? The ears hear sounds -the sounds of language, the
threat of castration.,and the law of the father. The question is answered
and another is posed; was it cut off? This hearing of language brings
another spatial element into our conventional conception of the world;
the ears perceive language. We have a fourth dimension -an unseen,
heard one but nevertheless one which perceives the world and
remembers it in the form of language for retrospective reference. The
moment when the threat unites with the memory of a glance. The
hypothesis is affirmed or negated. The moment ofajudgement. She has
one, she has not one.
"To negate something in a judgement is at bottom to say: this is something which I should
prefer to rep~ess."~
Thus negation serves the important function of allowing intellectual
judgement to be freed from the consequences of repression.
This spacial dimension of language is not to be seen as is three dimen
sional vision of an external world, but brings to that external three
dimensional world an unconscious interpretation based upon the flow of
language through the being and inherited from his parents. This space is
structured within the limits of language and is the structuring of the unconscious" -the being of desire.
The entrance to and dissolution of the Oedipus complex becomes of
fundamental importance to and structures the desire. The sound to the
ear and the glance of the eye are captured by the language flowing
through the being, making in an instant that particular language, then
significant for that being as desire.
". . . although desire merely conveys what it
maintains of the past towards an ever shorter
and limited future, Freud declares that it is indestructable."l'
Desire escapes an exact time but not a logical time when the 'pulsation'
of the split between the instant of seeing and the elusive moment when
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the apprehension of the unconscious is not concluded.‘*
The being thinks unconsciously in terms of that significant language
now in a space without time and which is infinite in its potential combinations of signifiers. What makes the being capture in a word united to
a glance something to be ‘perceived’remembered and yet to be denied,
disavowed, envied or forgotten? The language whilst passing through
the beiig makes ‘accidental events’ significant.
What are these socalled ‘accidental events’? They are unconscious
and conscious memories inherited and now signified by chance occurrences and linked in a chain. The events attach to the evidence -the
moment for mis-understandine of course she has one only you can not
see it. Each link is a nodal point, a symbol, wherein this space through
the association of words is held, the being, ready to be linked to future
links -repeating link by link the being which was there from the beginning. The repetition being repeated until the being‘s death, lies in the symbolic disavowal of the recognition of the debt to the father and the one to
nature. The wish to lie with the mother and to be rid of the father -the
fear of the desire for the mother.
Manipulation of the penis by the boy is threatened with castration, to
be carried out by the father.
“It must now decide either to recognize the realdanger. . .or disavow reality.. .Thus there is a
conflict between the demand by the Trieb and
the prohibition by reality. . .On the one hand,
with the help of certain mechanisms he rejects
reality and refuses to accept any prohibition; on
the other hand, in the same breath he recognises
the danger of reality, takes over the fear of that
danger as a pathological symptom and tries
subsequently to divest himself of the fear.”I3
Later a fresh experience, an observation, makes the threat significant.
The analogy in the little girl is clitoral masturbation, which later must be
given up for femininity to develop.’4 The girl believing she has come off
badly will usually accept castration as a fact.
The fear of the threat of castration may divert the subject from a SD
called normal sexual aim, and a substitute may be sought or someone of
the same sex. The libido of the being then regresses to a part of its infantile interpretation after puberty of the glance at the external world in its
sexuality, by a retrospective reference in a logical time to its memories.
The moment for understanding.
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“It is now no longer a question of whether what
has been perceived (a thing) shall be taken into
the ego ornot, but of whether something which is
in the ego as a presentation can be rediscovered
in perception (reality) as well.”’5
The Oedipus complex once offered the being an active or passive way
out -to be the father and love the mother 01 to take the mother‘s place
and be loved by the father. The way offers conflict, the threat now links
in the chain of conflicts and exacts a price -the splitting of the ego. An
irrepairable rift is the compromise solution which allows opposites to
exist in the unconscious without contradiction.
The compromise is never a completely masculine or feminine solution.
The normal way out is for the libidinal trends to be partly desexualized
and sublimated. The object-investmints are.replaced by identifications
with the parents. The authority of the parents then forms the nucleus of
the super-ego, prohibiting incest. The threat of castration’ therefore
brings about, ideally, the dissolution and destruction of the Oedipus
complex in the male. If the Oedipus complex is only repressed later,
pathological effects occur such as when a partial lifting of the repression
results in the negation (Verneinung), ‘of course she hasn’t one’ without
any acceptance of what is repressed.
“Thus the content of a repressed image or idea
can make its way into consciousness, on condition that it is negated.”16
In the girl, outside fears such as the loss of love bring about the installment of a super-ego. Her Oedipus complex seldom goes beyond the taking of her mother‘s place and moving towards the desire to have a baby
from her father.” A girl may not accept castration as a fact however,
convincing herself that she possesses a penis, and thus behaving as
though she were a man.18
“Whereas in boys the Oedipus complex is
destroyed by the castranon complex in girls it is
made possible and led up to by the castration
complex. This contradiction is cleared up if we
reflect that the castration complex always
operates in the sense implied in its subjectmatter: it inhibits masculinity and encourages
femininity. . .the intelligible consequences.of the
anatomical distinction between their genitals and
of the psychical situation involved in it.”’9
. . .but ”thephysical situation involved in it“ and the genitals keeps a rela
tionship of no correspondence.20
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I:Perversions are sexual activities which are derived not only from a fixation of infantile tendencies but also from a regression to those tendencies when the other channels of the sexual current are blocked.
"When therefore, any one has become a gross
and manifest pervert it would be more correct to
say that he has remained one, for he exhibits a
certain stage of inhibited development.""
Perversions are characterized by:
a) Extensions of the body beyond the regions designed for normal sexual union. Freud tells us the ideal being, as in autoeroticism -is a single
mouth kissing itself! Scopophilia becomes a perversion if it is restricted
exclusively to the genitals or the overiding of disgust or'if it supplants the
sexual aim. In scopaphilia and exhibitionism, the eye corresponds to the
erotogenic zone. Other anatomical extensions are'the overvaluation of
the sexual object which becomes the source of authority, the use of the
mucous membrane of the lips and mouth, the anal orifice and the skin.
b) Lingering over intermediate relations to the sexual object which
would normally be quickly passed. If the process of forepleasure is too
strong and tension too small the preparatory processes may replace the
normal sexual aim, as when, if during childhood the erotogenic zone has
experienced an unusual amount of pleasure, fixation results.
c) Choice of unsuitable substitutes for the sexual object such as the
foot, shoe or the undergarments as in fetishism.
Impulses to perversion occur regularly as pairs of opposites existing
side by side in the unconscious -a legacy of the Oedipus complex
where the active or passive way out was offered by the complex - o n the
one hand inhibitions and on the other dissociations of normal sexuality.
The most common and significantof perversions is the desire to inflict
pain ,upon the sexual object and its reverse, activdpassive or
sadismlmasochism.
"It is,the subject who determines himself as object, in'his encounter with the division of subjectivity."ZZ
The castration complex and a sense of guilt have combined to exag
gerate and fixate the original passive sexual attitude. Both activdpassive
elements are found in the same individual. In masochism violence is
committed with a view to mastery upon oneself. The desire is a detour,
". . .with the aim of catching the jouissance of the
other. . ."23
-a gaze imagined by me in the field of the other.
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A fetish is a substitute for the woman's penis that the little boy once
believed iwand does not want to give up. He disavows (Verleugnung)the
fact, but vicissitudes of the idea remain. The contradiction is the result of
an after-effect of some sexual impression received in early childhood. In
other cases it is determined by a symbolic connection of unconscious
thought. He believes in the idea of a penis but has also given it up by putting the woman's penis elsewhere. The substitution saves a homosexual
choice.
". . .the horror of castration has set up a
memorial to itself in the creation of this
substitute." ". . .it remains a token of fiumph
over the threat of castration and a protection
against it."14
In order to avoid the fearful appmching moment of concluding, a
regression occurs fixating the being in a moment of inability to surmount
the castration complex or the Oedipus complex. The being negates or
disavows the seen glance and the hearing of the law of the father in his
unconscious and takes as his moment to conclude, a perversion, thus
trying to avoid falling a victim to the threat of castration or of generating
his own Oedipal myth.
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FEMININITY AND PERVERSION
John Dingle
"The most tragic fate in the whole world must be
that of the fetishist who goes after only a
woman's shoe, but gets the whole woman."
Aphorism of Karl Kraus'
DieFackel, June 5th 1908
"Don't go into a sulk, I am merely referring obliquely to what I am reluctant to cover with the
distorting map of clinical medicine."
The subversion of the
Subject and the Dialectic
of desire in the Freudian
unconscious.,"2
Lacan

My aim in this p a p is n o t to present anything original or new. It is in
s o m e respects historical. The paper attempts to follow s o m e of the
developments in Freud's theoretical studies of femininity and of
fetishism. In particular, it focuses o n the point of convergence of these
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two trains of ideas where they come together in Freud‘s 1925 paper on
“Some Psychical Consequences of the Anatomical Distinction between
the Sexes”’ in his first clear and full account of the reciprocal relationship
between the Oedipus complex and the castration complex in the two
sexes.
I am conscious that a very partial and fragmentarynature to this work
results from my attempt to confine my attention to the interface between
the two topics of femininity and perversion.
What we are accustomed to regard as constituting manifestations of
perverse structures in the male -passivity, masochism, exhibitionism
and erotic jealousy- are all crucial aspects of the Freudian doctrine concerning the metapsychology of femininity. A conception.of the problem
of femininity is essential to an understanding of homosexuality in both
sexes, and certainly the clinical example of transvestism and transsexualism.
Fetishism, which Freud takes as paradigmatic of the perversions in
men, does not occur in women. In some ways the woman fulfills for the
if we take fetishism
man the same function as the f e t i ~ hParadoxically,
.~
as paradigmatic of perversion, we might be inclined to conclude that
strictly speaking there is no perversion in the woman.’
Let‘s be& by looking in detail at some of Freud’s own ideas on this
problem. As early as December 1896, Freud writes in the famous letter
52 to Fliess ‘concerning the negative relation between neurosis and
perversion, which arises out of his studies on hysteria;
“+mrdingly, hysteria is not repudiated sexuality
but rather repudiated perversion”6
and the following month he writes,
“Perverse actions, moreover, are always the
same -with a meaning and made on some pattern which it will be possible to understand.”
He elaborates this further in the Dora case written in 1900, which is
Freud’s most detailed published case concerning a woman patient and
which exemplifies all that we are concerned with today, if one can listen
to what Freud says. In comparing the fantasies of the neurotic with the
observed behaviour of the perverse, he states:
“For I have never yet come through a single
psychoanalysis of a man or a woman without
having to take into account a very considerable
current of homosexuality.”
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Concerning overt homosexuality, Freud points out in the “Three
Essays in Sexuality“ in 1905 that there are two types of male homosexual. In the fist case, “he feels he is a woman in search of a man,” but
more commonly there are those in whom “what they look for in their sexual object are feminine mental traits: --“his shyness, his modesty and
his need for instruction and assistance“.’
To which he adds the following footnote in 1910
“A strict conceptual distinction should be drawn
between different cases of inversion according to
whether the sexual character of the object or that
of the subject has been inverted.”
He remarks on the relative ease of studying this problem in men compared with women in whom; he allows partly to the results of the “stunting effects of civilised conditions”, but not entirely; this area’is “still
veiled in an impenetrable obscurity.”Freud fist used the key terms of the
castration complex and of penis envy in 1908,largelyas a result of his
case study of little Hans.
Freud continued to elaborate his theory of infantile sexuality in the
male in the important paper of 1923on ”The Infantile Genital Organisat i ~ n ” ,which
~
introduces the essential concept of Verleugnung or
disavowal as the paradigmatic defense in perversion and of 1924,“The
Dissolution of the Oedipus Complex”lowhich stresses the different role
of the castration complex in the two sexes.
By this time several other analysts had become interested in working
and theorising in this area, notably Karl Abraham’’ and Karen Homey,“
and Freud particularly encouraged women analysts to do so. Freud summarises and brings together the various aspects of his theory in 1925 in
the papers ”Some Psychical Consequences of the Anatomical Distinction Between the S e ~ e s ” .Despite
’~
the apologetic introduction, the contents of this paper are starkly without compromise. Just to refresh your
memories, I should outline the major points made by Freud at this time.
Fustly in the prehistory of the Oedipus complex in boys, the child still
retains the original object invested with libido, the mother, a state of
affairs for which the feeding situation is the prop. At fust there is an
affectionate identification with the father without rivalry with regard to
the mother. There is no question of male and female.
Freud believes that genital masturbation arises spontaneously and
later comes into contact with the Oedipus complex. The question of the
relative importance of primal scene experiences and primal phantasies in
this respect I would like to put to one side for the purposes of this paper.
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.That his.father is perceived as a rival in the phallic phase for the mother's
&ention is.seen as a.straight forward consequence of the actual state of
;,aff&s:n~at,the.Oe&pal attitude of the boy in the phallic phase is seen
.. t&t&,b ,both an active and passive aspect, reflects the constitutional
i,
i,que&f,,.of; bisexuality. The little problem of the phallic phase is the
discovery of the anatomical distinction between the sexes.
"We know how children react to their first impression of the absence of a penis. They disauow
the fact and believe that they do see a penis all
. , .;,
the same."
T h e lack of a penis is regarded as a result of
castration and so now the child is faced with the
task,of coming to terms with castration in relation to himself.""
. ..
The antithesis here is between maleness and castration. For the boy at
thkstage, being a woman is not yet synonymous with being without a
penis, a discovery which Freud associates with the birth of babies and
"in all this, the female genitals never seem to be discovered".
The overwhelming threat of castration smashes the Oedipus complex
in the boy by imposing a high price on the fulfillment of both the active
and passive possibilities. The conflict here is between the child's narcissistic investment in the penis and the libidinal investment of the parental object. As Fieud puts it, the former triumphs, the child's ego turns
from the Oedipus complex, the object investments of the parents are
desexualised and sublimated, the father's authority is introjected to form
the super-ego and the phenomenon of secalled Latency begins.
How is the situation different in the little girl? The first difference is
that in girls the Oedipus complex has a longer prehistory, complicated
by the need for a change of sexual object and in some respects is a
'secondary formation". At first a little girl's clitoris fulfills the same role
as the boy's penis. Eventually she compares herself with the boy and
"perceives that she has come off badly". Perhaps her assumption is that
she will acquire one when she grows older. Again, as with the boy, the
association of lack of a penis with femininity is not made. The difference
here is that the girl accepts castration as an accomplished fact.
Freud here draws a dramatic contrast to the 'boy's apparenily irresolute lack of interest in this discovery initially,
"It is not until later when some threat of castration has obtained a hold on him that the observation becomes important to him,"
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this is consistent with Freud's general theory of psychic trauma;
"A little girl behaves differently, she makes her
.judgement and her decision in 'a flash. She has
seen it and knows that she is without it and
wants to have it."

It is this discovery and not, as with boys, the linking up of masturbation with the object cathexes of the Oedipus complex which initiates the
girl into the phallic-phase.
Freud then describes four possible consequences. which are not
mutually exclusive. First the possibility of disavowal exists for the girl
too, a reaction formation in which Freud sees the basis of the so called
masculinity complex in women. The second consequence is a wound to
her narcissism in which Freud sees the basis of a deep sense of inferiority. The third consequence is Penis envy, which Freud sees as underlying
the problem of feminine jealousy and an important factor favouiing the
loosening of the girl's libidinal ties to the mother -who is always held
responsible for her lack of penis. And the fourth Consequence, again
related to' penis envy is the great 'struggle against clitoral masturbation
which prepares the way for femininity.
Freud describes the next development in this way.
"But now the.$irl's libido slips into a new position
along.the line -there is no ottier way of putting
it- of the equation 'penis - child'.,She gives up
her wish for a penis'and puts in place of it a wish
for a child and with that purpose in view takes
her father as a love object."
T h e mother becomes the object of her jealousy,
the girl has turned into a little woman."
In other words she has arrived ...
at the Oedipus complex
The essential difference from,the point of view of our discussion of
perversion in relation to femininity relates to the different role of the
castration complex in the two sexes. Whereas in girls the Oedipus complex is made possible by the castration complex which encourages
femininity, in boys the Oedipus complex is destroyed by the castration
complex which inhibits and limits masculinity. The difference is between
a castration threatened and one accomplished.
What followed this paper was a heated'debate, the history of which is
elegaritly retold by M. Safouan in his book "La Sexualit6 FGminine'dans
la doctrine Freudienne".'' During this debate which Lacan has d&cribed
1

41

as having scorched the earth rendering the field sterile for debate for
decades to come, several of the main protagonists, Ernest Jones,"
Helene Deutsch,I6 " and Karen Horney," began to propound their own
theories of early feminine sexuality, ultimately leading in 1931,with the
publication of the paper "On Female Sexuality"," to Freudkdeparture
from a long held restraint, by specifically pointing out his objections to
these proposed alternate theories. Freud comments here on the confirmation of his own further research by the'works of Jeanne Lampl-de
Groote,zPHelene Deutsch, and Karl Abraham.
Freud's 1931paper is a reworking of the concept of Feminine Sexuality incorporating new observations concerning the extent and richness of
the pre-Oedipal phase in *Is which Freud claimed,
"allows room for all the fixations and repressions
from which we trace the origins of neurosis,"
and giving particular attention to the extent of active ,strivings directed
towards the mother, observed by woman analysts working with
children. These few findings raised certain problems for. the central
theoretical position given to the Oedipus complex as the nucleus of all
neurosis.
Freud admits of two possibilities. The first l i e , taken by Mrs Klein,
would extend the Oedipus complex to cover all aspects of relations to
the parents. The alternative, proposed already by Freud in "The Ego and
the Id",z1is to say that the girl only arrived at the Oedipus complex after
she has surmounted a period before it, which is Qoverned by the negative
complex.
The other development to the theory of feminine sexuality here, is a
discus.sion of the transition from clitoral to vaginal erotisation. Both
these developments gave rise to a fresh crop,of divergences from the
theory; the former from Ernest Jones,zz2 5 partly on the basis of Melanie
Klein's researches and using Abraham's concept of the "part-object"and
the latter from Karen Homey*' specifically concerning the role of the
vagina in infantile sexuality.
written in 1932 is a general
Freud's final contribution on "Feminir~ity"~~
resume of ihe theory with certain elaborations concerning the role of
masochism.
I wish now to link this overview of the different role of the castration
complex in the two sexes with the question of perversion. The point of
articulation is around the question of the Fetish. In his 1927 paper on
fetishism Freud says.
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"I announce that the fetish is a substitute for the
penis -the fetish is precisely designed to
preserve it from extinction,"- "the fetish is a
substitute for the woman's (the mother's) penis
that the little boy once believed in and -for
reasons familiar to us- does not want to give
up."
The central issue here is the energetic action required to maintain a
split between the repression (Verdmngung) of affect (horror) and the
disavowal (Verleugnung)of the idea of the castration.
"Further more", says Freud, "an aversion, which
is never absent in any fetishist, to the real female
genitals remains a stigmo indelibile of the repression that has taken place."
"We can now see that what the fetish achieves
and what it is that maintains it. It remains as a
token of triumph over the threat of castration and
a protection against it."

All this appears simple enough, but I can assure you that our
"understanding" is riddled with mkonnoissonces at this level. Which is
where I believe Lacan comes to our aid. He recovers the Freudian field of
the castration problem reworking it from different points of view: from
the point of view of object relations, from the angle of the signifier, by
showing how the unconscious is language, in the light of the symbolic,
the imaginary and the real and most recently from our ande of feminine
sexuality, to the question of the relation of feminine jouissonce to the
Law," z B thus building up a sort of tomogaphy of what he calls "the
knot" of castration and unmasking a radical misunderstanding with
every cut.
For me the best entry into Lacan's thought on the relation between
femininity and perversion is through two papers written in 1958, "The
Bedeutung of the Phallus",z9and the "Directives for a Congess on
Feminine Sexuality",4from which I will draw some observations to co n
clude my paper, by setting us on another plane.
Lacan says,
"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
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which is analysable in the neuroses, perversions,
and psychoses;
2. in a relation of the development that gives its
mtio to this first role: the instillation 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 relati~n.”~~
As Freud has told us, what we are concerned with is not a primacy of
the genital but a primacy of the Phallus,
“The phallus reveals its function here. In the
Freudian doctrine, the phallus is not a phantasy,
if by that we mean an imaginary effect. Nor is it
as such, an object, (part -, internal, goad, bad,
etc.) in the sense that this term tends to accentuate the reality pertaining in a relation. It is even
less an organ, penis or clitoris, that it
symbolises.” ”The phallus is a signifier.”*’
If we don’t lose sight of this fact, that will avoid us falling into the trap
of those purely imaginaire constructions of the hated archiac p r e
Oedipal mother into which the long pre-Oedipal phase in the woman
t e m p t s ~ ~ s , ?exemplified
~~’
by those monstrous constructions of the SQ
called post-Freudian theory whose structuring Lacan likens to that of a
bicycle assembled by a savage who just happens to have found the parts
(part objects) lying around; and remember too that the mother is.a
”phallic being“ marked by the signifier with an unconscious possessed by
language. And this is a problem in the Klein theory, for what is situated
exteriorto.the child is not purely and simply a projection of its internal
Triebe, but it is also the locus of the desire of the Other and the place
where the child has to encounter it.
What we are dealing with here is. a confusion of registers between
three notions which Lacan clarifies for us in the Seminar on “Object relations and the Freudian structure^".^^ Firstly, Versagung literally refusal,
for which the usual translation is frustration, which is an imaginary process with respect to a real object. “The fact of not receiving the penis is a
frustration imputed to the mother.” Priuation, which is a reo1 process
concerning a symbolic object. The little girl will never have the child of
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the father and the penis is the symbol of that of which she is deprived.”
Costmtion symbolically amputates the subject of something imaginary
and as such is situated at the level of the relation to a phantasy, which
takes its signifying value from the speech of the other. The child is
always erotised for better or for worse by its progenitor^.)^
Now as Lacan says,
“The whole problem .of perversions consists in
conceiving how the child in his relation to the
mother, a relation constituted in analysis, not by
his &tal dependence on her, but by his
dependence on her love, that is to say, by the
desire for her desire, identifies himself with the
imaginary object of this desire in so far as the
mother herself symbolises it in the phall~s.”’~
As we can see, the clinical facts indicate that the relation of the subject
to the phallus is established irrespective of the anatomical distinction
between the sexes. We can take Freud’s example of the two types of
masculine homosexuality as an example here; it boils down to a question of Being and Having.
The relation here to the issue of femininity is highlighted by a comparison of male and female homosexuality, the former structured along
the basic model of the fetish, while the latter is predicated essentially on
the demand for love.
Concerning the relationship between the two sexes, I thiik that Piera
Aulagnier-Spairanitakes us a little further here with this problem, in i n
sisting that it is not a matter of desire or love (the desire of the subject or
the pleasure of the object) but always a matter of desire and love. She
posits as the paradigm of perversion in the woman, the case of nymphomania. She says that what a woman ‘succeeds in sustaining in
erotomania is the belief in the omnipresent regard of the object, where all
gaze, like its absence, is interpreted as a sign of recognition as being the
desired. And let‘s not forget that the castration complex is initiated by a
gaze.s6
“The gaze of the fetishist assures him that he will
never miss the object of his desire; the
erotomanic is sure that she has the object which
will never lose the gaze of the man, or better, the
gaze of desire,”“With respect to perversion in the
strict sense, I will say simply that if the aim of the
perverse concerns the disavowal of castration, if
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it is of this disavowal that h e makes his pleasure,
the aim of the woman, in perversion could be.!?
make herself the only existant proof of the truth
of this disavowal. In accepting, in the erotic encounter, to take the place of the objet petit a she,
comes t o assure the partner that he lacks nothing
if s h e is there, a n d everything if s h e
disappear^."^^ "To suppose that the woman
herself assumes the role of the fetish, is only to
intrcduce the question of the difference of her
position with respect to desire and to the

object."'
Freud leaves the question of what the woman wants in suspension,
unanswered. He concludes his last chapter on "Femininitf;
"If you want to know more about femininity, enquire from your own experiences of life, or' turn to
the poets, or wait until science can give you
deeper and more coherent information."

To know something of the fabric is not to tear down the veil. I give the
last word t o Lacan.
"On the same point, is it suitable to ask if the
phallic mediation taps all that which could
manifest of the Tneb in the woman and notably
all the current of the maternal instinct. Why not
pose here, that the fact that all that which :i
analysable is sexual, does not imply that all that
which is sexual should be accessible t o analysis."
I don't know if you women appreciate.how mysterious you appear to
w e men. Perhaps something essential of the quality is contained in this
quotation from Lewis Carroll which Conrad Stein suggests t o us."
"Well! I've often seen a cat without a gin." thought
Alice, "but a grin without a cat! Its the most curious
thing I ever saw in ail my life."
Lewis Carroll
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THE OFFENDED WOMAN
Gustavo Ezequiel Etkin

!

"par que e t a s

molinera

tan disgustada,
si el molinero apenas
te dijo nada?
. Ofender amujeres .
es un delito
no las ofendas nunc&
molinedro.'
W h y are. you so angry
miller's yife,
If the mi& scarcdY
told you anything?
to offend women is a
transgression,
Do not offend thetn.
little milla."

'

(An old folk song from

Leon, Spain.)
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Friend 1 only had a few volumes of Proust‘s “In the-Search of Lost
Time”. One of them was the one which Haydk lacked to complete her
collection. She then proposed a pact: she would give him all of the
volumes but in a different edition -in exchange for the one which he had
and she lacked. .
After some time, -she said- because of the rude and aggressive
manner with which one morning he opened the blinds, she left him with
indignation, Time passed. Friend 1,disconcerted, never called her again
and Hayd6e didn’t comply with the pact. As a result of this, she kept a
book which wasn’t hers, and was therefore able to complete her collection.
Friend 2, on knowing that Martha, the one with whom he was living at
the time, had aspired to become a bellede-jour-an ambition which she
intended to perfect by going to bed with one whom she knew Friend 2
despised- threw her out. But, because of his inexperience and denial,
he had jointly signed the title of the house with her. Some time later Martha started legal proceedings against him, demanding ‘to recover‘ her
half, a half to which she was not indeed entitled, since she had never
bought it. Friend 1was not surprised that HaydQedidn’t comply with the
pact, and would have in fact stolen a book: it was part of the risk and the
rules of the game. However, he was amazed to find out that Haydee
spoke slanderously and injuriously about him, showing herself, apparently offended.
On the other hand, nor was Friend 2 surprised with the legal p ro
ceedings started by Martha to obtain a half to which she wasn’t entitled
it was forseeable since she was overcoming her reluctance to look at the
limits of her almost absent super-ego. He was surprised, however, when
he knew that Martha not only showed herself as a victim, as well as being really offended.
As a result of this, my two friends who considered themselves victims
-as a result of a risky game, or their. own denials, or both things at
once- found themselves suddenly fulfilling the role of victimisers, a fact
that they had to recognize when finding out -as we said previousl?
that both Haydke and Martha were offended.
Their surprise -now cuiosity- resulted not only from the transformation of the situation, but from the fact that they apparently ignored
what they could have said or done to create that fury.
Trying to avoid the easy and humanistic explanation by guilt (their anger
as a result of the guilt produced by the theft), 1 asked my friends at the
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right moment what was spoken or happened before the final farewell.
Friend 1remembered that the previous night he had Qone to a party of
some of her friends. There he held a long conversation with some journalists on a subject that interested him and which Haydk ignored. This
was the reason why he saw her passing close to the group, serious and
frowning. After, they danced a tango, but unlike on other occasions she
was tense and refused the possibility of dancing the moebian eight,2
refusing to let him guide her as dictated by the traditional~technique.At
the end of the party, there was another detail: he heard that one of her
friends, with whom he was talking for a long while about that subject
which she ignored, made to Haydee a very complimentary comment
about him, a comment to which she replied with an expression of
disgust. Later in bed, when he intended to change position during’the
sexual act -an ability welcomed until then- he was rebuked aggressively: “What?. . . . are you wing to do acrobatics now?” The following day the noise of the blind opening was a clear indication to her that
Friend 1wanted to be aggressive with her and therefore she left with i n
dignation.
Friend 2 remembered that when he obtained proof and certitude of the
fact that Martha kept tender romance with one whom she knew he considered a despicable person; a consideration reinforced probably, one
could add, by the Oedipal circumstance -passive and active- ,also
known to her, of the lover‘s previous therapeutic relation with his
mother, he told her: “1 am revolted by having put my dick in the same
place where that little pig put his”. This, he remembered, gave rise to an
indignant “What do you mean?” in reply from Martha, together with a
hateful look. Then, in the course of that final dialogue, the W h at do you
mean?” appeared again with the indignation of someone who doesn’t
want to listen. It was then that Friend 2 piercingly said Y o u don’t exist,
you are an invention”. The culmination of the auditory incredulity came
when Friend 2’s realisation of what seemed to be her aspiration to
become a belle-dejour in an attempt to balance the scores, told her that
he also had been having a relationship with another woman for a year. “I
don’t believe you, not you;” Martha riplied, smiling confidently. Then he
didn’t have any alternative than to show her their amorous letters which
finally stopped her calm smiling and her silence.
This is about the offended woman.
We have seen before that the anathema, ‘whore’, was-the thing most
feared by woman as the primordial representative from the Other: her
mother. Which are the necessary conditions for that fear not to be
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present and also which are the effects of the fear of the anathema, once
pronounced?
Let us now consider the conditions and effects for a woman in-so-far
as she situates herself in the place of the Other, but an Other who,
although marked by the paternal signifier -the acceptance of that mark
which will be that of her castration- will be conditional. There will be
acceptance of the castration in-so-far as the Phallus can be metony
mized or imaginarized as a signifier which -paradoxically does not.
designate her.3 This is to say that if the acceptance of the lack of penis,
-in-sofar as privation in the real, proper to the second moment of the
Oedipus--‘ can imply the desire of obtaining from the father the Phallus
that she does not have. At the same time, from a position proper to the
first,moment of the Oedipus, there will be a retention of the image of a
Phallus displaced in the form of complicity or silence to some place in
the discourse.
The female position is accepted as token of a pact, as an agreement
on the continuity of the presence of the Phallus in some other place. The
ones who make the pact are men as well as women, with differingeffects
if the pact is disclosed. That allows the re-establishment of the imbalance resulting in a ‘relative female position’. There is an encounter
with desire and finally the recognition of a lack. But at the same time,
this lack-in-beingis displaced and sutured in another place. This is a
transaction, to say it in another way, between the objet a and the
Phallus. The condition which will make possible the deal will be that
-%naginad$for the future offended woman, both don’t coincide in
the same place that functions as the signifier of the privation, in so far as
there is a lack of penis in the .Real.
The unnamable and non specular objet a, the cause, in as much as
lack, of the desire, will find its representative in what she is wing to
discover in a man and will make her therefore desire him. But that is not
going to be a lack because, like that man, she will equally have the
Phallus. If her objet a therefore is going to lead her to the penis -which
she will not have because she desires it- she will instead have a sharing
of the Phallus, which is going to represent, like that one in the imaginary
of the first moment of the Oedipus, in the moment of phallic generalisa
tion, that which is common to men and women, her and him. Both sharing the same Phallus: he will have a penis, and also a Phallus. She has
no penis, but instead in the same place as him she will have or she will be
the Phallus. The Phallus that they have is both equal in being or in having. Therefore the Phallus.will, in effect, bethe signifier of a lack. But the
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place of that lack, due to its function in designating the place of desire,
will be in another place.

Apparently we would be confronted by the already well known envy of
the penis. It will be convenient to remember however the observation
which Freud made to Abraham about the manifestations of the feminine
complex of castr40n;~“we would like to see included in’ her the exclusive factor of the primitive bond to her mother“, which obviously
means that the game is not between two (daughter - father) but
between four: (father - mother - daughter - Phallus).
Because if the mother intervenes in this case, she will do it from the
‘rich moment both of psychosis and perversion or neurosis; the
discovery of her castration, the moment in which a gaze is articulated
-a not- with a signifier. A gaze which traces a lack and a signifier
which at the same time that designates it or not, also designates the
cause which.has produced that lack as a transgression to the Law. This
is about, evidently, the encounter with the Nameof-theFather marking
in the maternal body, her castration and pointing out -in as much a
phallic function as a signifier- a place of lack in the Other.
The offence and the revindication which, in a different manner,
mobilized Martha and Haydee, in relation to that moment of encounter
with the lack in the Other, would show apparently the proximity to
paranoia. This proximity shows at the same time that it is not paranoia,
but its closeness can make the characteristics of a common territory
between perversion and neurosis. It is convenient then, to rec-ognise that
field, to enter into that “Case of Paranoia Contrary to the Psychoanalytic
T h e o g of 1915, which Freud shows is not so contrary as its title indicates.
It will be remembered that Freud was visited by a lawyer seeking certitude in diagnosis concerning the verisimilitude of a version given by a
female client of his. “The lady went to him -says Freud- demanding
protection from the persecutions to which she was subjected by a man
with whom she had maintained a love affair.” Freud confirms the
paranoia and also two of her delusional convictions in the following
order: the first, when her lover and future persecutor speaks -the day
after she had visited him in his flat -with the old directress of her office;
a lady with white hair and a substitute for her mother. This whispered
conversation acquires for her the value of a testimony: she is being denounced. “The directress knows. the relationship of the young lady and
condemns it, letting her know this adverse judgement by means of
mysterious signs.” The second delusional conviction (that known by
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Freud in the first place and which could have lead him to wrongly
assume that the persecutor was a man; this is to say, somebody of the
opposite sex) is produced when “she overcomes the opposition of the
mother” by going again to a new assignation at the flat of her lover where
“half nude on the bed and at her lover’s side, -she suddenly hears a
noise close to a click or’a crack, the cause of which she didn’t know, imagining it later on, on the staircase of the flat when she met two men,
one of whom carried something l i e a. small, neatly wrapped box. She
acquired then, the conviction that her friend had made her subject to
their spying and their photography whilst making love with abandon.”
Freud concludes that ”the singular fact that the subject had defended
against the’love of a man, by means of the production of a paranoid
delusion” is due ‘to’ the fact that this singularity is offered to us by the
same evolutionary trace of the delusion. The delusion was originally
aimed as one would expect, against a woman, but later was extended
over the field of the paranoia itself, a development from a woman to a
man as an objecL6This is why “the subject intended then to free herself
from her homosexual link (“the strong sentimental link to her mother“)
and because of her disposition -of which we don’t need to speak here”,
the delusion is produced. uThe mother becomes,”, then Freud repeats
-“a spy and hostile persecutor“, of that ‘advance’ towards the father.
This is why the followingpassage %stead of taking the mother as an object of love, she identified with her, occupying her place”, constitutes “a
little regression”. That is to say, that there is a regression to narcissism,
looking for a position from which it will be possible to symbolize
-without risk- the passage to heterosexuality. But to look for an Other
not marked by the paternal signifier -in order to find it from him- constitutes a kind of short circuit which is resolved in the delusion.
The little noise of the camera -Freud points out- refers to the protw
phantasies, one of which is the infantile surprise in front of the parental
intercourse. This implies that the mother who -spyingsurprises,
judges and condemns, is no other than the daughter, she herself surprising and condemning in her desire the evidence of. castration in the
mother. A hole which is already without a Phallus that refers to its
desire, or desire of the Phallus which refers to its hole. Synthesizing, a
movement of identification to a phallic mother to find herself in the place
of a mother desiring a Phallus.
Years later in 1932,’Freud is going to say that “the little girl makes her
mother responsible for her lack of a penis and does not forgive her
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for such a disadvantage”. There was therefore a concealment--a
deceit- and a reproach, which makes it necessary to differentiate two
concepts: one of envy and the other of reproach.
Penis envy is the result of a gaze, the effect of a comparison and of the
recognition of a lack: it is desired to have that which was seen and which
is not possessed. The reproach is retroactive, it designates a.casuality
and is significant. It intends to interpret what was discovered by the
gaze, seeking the cause of the failure in the specular image. The words
refer to the place of another gaze, that of the narcissism of the first
moment of the Oedipus complex which sutured any wound. But now
and again, -knowing the third element- she finds a lack in the Other
whose gaze in its time and therefore no longer sustains completeness, as
it looks to another side; towards where the Phallus is; whose lack is
precisely what constitutes that Other as a woman. That is to say, like a
subject.which is not completely whole regardiqthe phallic function,8 a
moment and a place in which, if it is occupied by an image that sutures
that exposed lack and where the Name-of-the-Fatheris forclosed, it will
lose “all inheritance”-as Lacan says- “of whomone could legitimately
await the affectation of a penis to her person”*for which Schreber finds
himself with the lady of the little box -as Freud shows it- in the place
of homosexuality by means of narcissism, which does not suppose real
‘castration but instead that disinherited position of Phallus (for
psychosis) as a premise and a condition.
Said in another way, in both,cases what the narcissistic ‘specularity‘
strongly marked is apparently, in Schreber, a harbour of salvation from
castration by the de-sublimation of a previous relationship with Fleschig
and in the lady of the little box,’dueto the narcissistic’ offence, the temp
tation of heterosexual penetration. But she finds .in narcissism, as we
saw, no longer the previous homosexual and specular relation With her
mother, but her heterosexuality: a mother desiring of Phallus. Schreber
instead finds again in narcissism the homosexuality which persecutes
him, represented by Fleschig. Both then, in order not to find themselves
disinherited, surround with the words of the delusion, the hole which
lacks the paternal signifier that they do not desire to See -that they
forclude- and which would have allowed its designation, that is to say
of the Name-of-the-Father, which as such. makes possible its
metaphorization and mediates in this way the imaginary capture proper
to the narcissistic position. The delusion will be then, in both cases, the
ideological support which will intend to support the absenceof the Law; a
paradoxicalconsequence of the excessive presence of the fatherlowhich
impedes its significant symbolization.
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Besides both were subjected to a theft. For Schreber, the “assassination of his soul” by Fleschig (an assassination which consisted in the appropriation of the soul) and for the lady, literally, of her image by means
of the supposed accomplice of her lover with the instrument of the little
box -camera.
In spite of this we can notice a difference: the actual robbery of
Schreber‘s soul inscribes him a genealogy. It is the repetition of an
assassination of anterior souls,which members of Fleschig‘s family had
done to members of the Schreber family since before the eighteenth century. Schreber inherits then -in this way- the name of Schreber. He is,
therefore, son of his father and in consequence the effects of a law fall
upon him -since’ he forms part of the traditions of those who are
assassinated in the souls. The lady of the little box has been subjected to
the robbery of an image. She doesn’t want to be directly inscribed in a
genealogy, but in the Oedipal structure as a daughter: her fear is of being
sacked from her job. That will be the consequence of her being surprised
by her mother and her condemnation. We can assume that her condemnation will be condensed in one word ‘Whore’. She will fear Wig SUR
prised in her heterosexuality as long as that heterosexuality fulfills -as
we have seen- a condition: the condition to exhibit -to show- the
desire of being desired by her father, which we have also seen, shows
openly -exhibits- the castration in the mother. But also because of the
protophantasy to which Freud refers, it is also herself, in so far as she is
a daughter, who surprises the desire of her mother, condemning her with
the word ‘whore’, to lose in that way hersurname, that is to say, the
Name-of-theFather and to fall from the Oedipal structure, in which case
not only will she not have but she will also not be.
Although, as a premise, it is always the Other who precedes the subject in the symbolic, in narcissism there is a specular imaginary
simultaneity, where two people look at each other -supported each on
their part, in the gaze of the Other- the gaze of each being the objet a of
the other,” since each of them with their gaze witnesses that the other
at whom he looks, does not desire anything but his own gaze and so on,
to infinity, -arrested time in eternal completeness. In so far as the eye
possesses that other gaze upon himself, there will be no lacks or cutting
to pieces.
The man, in as much as the Other deviates towards the Phallus, will
be able to recuperate that gaze at the end of a process which will allow
him to identify with the me who possesses the Phallus, whkh will come
to.be his ideal ego, with the condition that the gaze could symbolically be
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substituted by that of another woman, as if that condition is not fulfilled
he will have transgressed the Law and will be wounded by castration. In
the woman, the mere deviation of the gaze which sustains her is a
wound. This moment of deviation with its damaging effects, works both
in the mother and in the daughter. Either of them who surprises -who
sees- the exhibition of the desire of the other, will see herself -now
already from the place of.a symbolic castration, with its privation of a .
penis exposed, with her hole nude. Said in another way, she will be offended.
An offence which, preceding the reproach, will open itself to two alternatives: either to become fixed in reproach or to reccgnize the place of
the Phallus. This latter supposes the entrance to the Oedipus complex,
the insertion in a causal order, the possibility of ‘metaphorization’and
the acceptance of the Law. The fixation in reproach instead presupposes a first moment of return to the gaze, but this time as a gaze
which surprises the desire in the Other. It will be a shameful gaze’*
which will show openly, from an imaginary having, a not having in the
other. After the reproach -the word- will cover the remainder. A
reproach which in its maximum expression will be the anathema ‘whore’,
with its retroactive annulling intention: she does not discover my privation because she is not my daughter (or she is not my mother). Or which
is the same: the exhibition of her desire does not affect me (offend me).
Abraham refers to the equivalence for some women of “the fixed gaze” ’
and the Ph al l ~ s .’This
~ allows us to understand how the gaze of the
mother makes the lady of the little box feel ashamed, since the little box
was then not only the metonymy -as a camera- of that phallic gaze,
but also of the object a of her lack exhibited as privation in front of that
gaze which -showing it in its imaginary as complete in so far as it is
Phallus- showed her openly as being castrated.
Bearing in mind this explanation, it could be supposed, hypothetically,
that if the lady of the little box were to take possession of it, she would
not consider it as a theft, but as a restitution, the recovery of what had
been previously taken away from her, this is to say, of that which, while
representing her objet a showed her as desiring. It is desired to possess,
therefore, that object which is the imaginiuy signifier which points out
the lack. But we have seen that the object which lacks is the same that
-from the Other imagindy- points that lack the Phallus - e y e which
points it. Moreover, that eye of fixed gaze will be in turn looked upon, as
she looked surprising the little box. That is how the gaze -eye of the
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phallic mother- is an eye which looks, pointing its empty orbit. Taking
possession of it would be to recover the signifier of her lack, the restoration of the designation of her own castration, the intention of returning to
an immaculate narcissism.
The offence, then, is not an immediate and direct result of the narcissistic wound of recognizing the desire of the Phallus in.the father, but
of the gaze which, witness to that desire, surprises it and points it out.
Taking possession of that gaze -Phallus, will be to take possession
of the phallic signifier of a mother not desiring the
-imaginarilyPhallus, because she already possesses it, and which then, from the narcissism -in a specular way- will allow her to restore her own phallic
image, each one completing themselves in the gaze of the other. It will
never be theft, since in that way she will recover what, in a faux pas, she
had lost by desiring.
Such imaginary effect of pointing out has a specific syntactic correlation: "the deictic," which can constitute a sentence which like a
demonstrative pronoun, points out. Its .etymologyis precisely the Greek
word deiktikos, which means "pointing out with the finger". It is also a
shifter which situates the subject of the enunciation actively pointing out
in front of a third person, a specified place in or for the subject of the
enunciated implied in the message (whichnecessarily transforms the latter into passive), Although not always; sometimes it can acquire a
derogatory function: this, that, this one, that one, yonder.
From this perspective, then, we can infer that there has been a deictic
sentence like a signifier in the imaginary of the lady of the little box
whose referent was her lack. The pointing out was not done with the
finger but as we have already seen, with a metonymic equivalent: the
Phallus -Eyephotograph of the mother.

. . * * . .

But let us remember now that if with Martha and Haydm we got close
to paranoia by the path of reproach and revindication, the proximity was
only up to the periphery. There were no other symptoms which
-through the words of Friend 1 and 2- would have allowed us to
diagnose that both were settled in the leafy forest of delirium. Moreover,
from the angle of their relation to femininity, Martha and Hayd6e could
have easily been situated in two of the three alternatives which Freud
proposes for the woman in front of the vision of her privation of a penis:
1. sexual inhibition or neurosis; 2. transformation of the character in
the sense of a complex of masculinity; 3. normal femininity. It can be
'
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inferred that the latter -which would imply the gift of that which they do
not possess- is not their place. Regarding the two other alternatives,
they can oscillate between both, since as we have said before, the pact is
to give that which, imaginarily, continues to be had, but in another
place. Besides, that conditional relation with their femininity can be
equally established within a psychotic, perverse or neurotic structure,
What we are dealing with is a precise moment of pointing out, which
produces a specific effect -the offence- an effect which pre-supposes
as a premise that there was a previous agreement, broken.in that moment. The scene where the ghost who points out wanders canbe either
that of repression, disavowal or foreclosure.Said in another way, if there
was an offence it means that an imaginary pact existed before, by means
of which, if they could accept their castration, that is, their lack-of-beingall-Phallus, it was in exchange for having or being the Phallus, shared
with the one who (in the case of a man) recognises his desire; or with the
one who (in the case of a woman) supposes that she remains uncovered
in her lack. In her imaginary she accepts the father as the one who bears
the Phallus in exchange for him, at the same time, to accept himself as a
mother who has her as the Phallus, or for him to accept himself as the
Therefore
Phallus belonging to her as a mother; without di~tinction.'~
there is an -imaginary- coexistence between the first moment of the
Oedipus complex where she was the Phallus of the mother, and the
second moment in which the father appears as deprivor of {he maternal
Phallus.
And everything is fine until the one who in front of her Other fulfills the
function of the desired object will break the pact, denouncing the treaty,
breaking the transaction. Although, for the wound to appear and for the
offense to hurt, that 'disloyalty'must acquire -in the discourse- certain
specific syntaxes in its imaginary: the deictic form. There'will be words,
phrases, significant silences, allusions, elusions, situations, facts, cur
cumstances in short which will all be equivalent to the pointing out of
their lack.
They were for instance the words with which Friend 2 -deicticallypointed out to Martha her lack-in-being-all-Phallus,her lack; or those
words that Friend 1did not address to Hayd6e but to her friends, which
pointed her as excluded and uncentered from a centre that -in her imaginay- would have been occupied by her.
We can add, since the offence can also hurt in the field of neurosis as
we have seen, that the apparently fulfilled transaction does not always
reap the benefits of 'jouissancP; to recognise the desire does not
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necessarily imply one’s opening to ‘jouissance‘.Because, if continuing to
have is the result of an imaginary pact with one who -she knows- truly
has, the one who possesses the Phallus could -in a moment of abandonment- point out her lack, precisely with that same Phallus that she
lacks, which finishes by granting a potential power to one who can break
the pact in that way: in every moment this one can be transformed into
an enemy; as a consequence of this, ‘jouir‘ is dangerous. What then happens in the theatre of hysteria is the representation of the jouissance until its over acting, but always with the cold security of an actor who not
only knows his role well, but who due to his good performance, makes
the ‘jouissance‘of the spectators count more than their applause for him.
The situation in this case is not to expose oneself as desiring through
‘jouissancd in front of his Other.
When Mr. K. receives the already legendary slap in the face from
Dora” after saying to her ”My wife does not mean anything to me,”
Lacan reminds us that Dora, being a hysteric, approaches her homosexual object (the wife of Mr. K.) via the identification with someone of the
opposite sex (in this case Mr. K.) as a result of which Mr. K. will see
himself as desiring the Phallus of the father (he) and, in consequence, in
lack, Since, when telling the above to Dora it not only points out her
desire, -which implies that he supposes it- but also that those women
who desire, that is to say, those who lack, are nothing for Mr. K.. This
occurred because it can be supposed that with the deictic operation
fulfilled in the lake by Mr. K., something else has also happened if Dora,
in fact, identifies with Mr. K. to maintain herself in proximinity to Mrs. K.
as a sexual object -by means of bisexuality- she also identifies with
Mrs. K., but with a Mrs. K. who is not penetrated by Mr. K.in the same
manner in which her mother was not penetrated by her father (which,
Freud underlines, was told by Dora’s father with the same words: “My
wife is nothing to me”).There was a pact: if she didn’t speak, none of the
three women (her mother, Mrs. K. and Dora herself) would make their
desire to be penetrated by either Mr. K. or by her father evident. The
mouths apparently supplied without risk, that which vaginas and impotences would have uncovered -the castration.
If the apparent desire of Dora had manifested itself (according to
Freud, her object was Mr. K., an assumption which later was self criticised for not having taken the transference into account), and she had married Mr. K., Mrs. K. would have married her father. However there would
be someone who would have fallen, reduced to nothingness: her mother.
Precisely, the condition to maintain the mother in her place was just as
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much preconsciously desiring Mr. K. as maintaining repressed in the.unconscious the desire for her father, which -if it became manifestwould truly offend her mother, for which she would be accused of being
a prostitute, like that governess who succumbed to Mr. K., but afterwards was repudiated by her parents who, according to Freud, “brokeall
relationship with her, forbidding her forever to come back with them”.
Therefore, if she was finally nothing for Mr. K. it was because, when
exposed by him as desiring, she was so, in front of the gaze of her
mother who -for that reason- remained at the same time exposed and
sanctioned since, as we saw already, the evidence of the desire of Dora
transformed her mother into nothing.
From there on, her eagerness for revenge wasn’t only on Mr. K. but
also on Mrs. K: who -disloyalspoke to men of her desire (of knowing, of sex) denigrating him, and also the role of Diotima that Mrs. K.
fulfilled in front of her demand. Mrs. K. then appeared degraded in
Dora’s eyes, having established a complicity which meant that, when
talking about the desire of Dora, Mrs. K. would also appear as desiring.
That is why her revenge was finally to speak -to denounce- the desire
of Mrs. K. (she also to point it out) in connection with an occasion that
can not but be very significant, the death of one of Mrs. K s sons.
What then was the benefit that she obtained from this previous
already broken pact? The narcissistic pleasure of being the complete
Phallus, which circulatingbetween the four (her father,her mother, Mr. K.
and Mrs. K.) -but from outsid+ was, a t the same time, like the
signifier of an unnamed desire, the mark which circulated between all-of
them and, at the same time, the certitude of the nothingness, which as
castration, supported that desire.I6
In conclusion, it could be said that there are two conditions which
have to be fulfilled -imaginady- in order for the offence to be constituted and for it to unchain its effects: 1. the deictic function, as a
pointing out; 2. that &e pointing out should be done in front of, or, by a
witness; the eye of the Other; in front of the Other if the Other is looking.
Because, when the one who looks and points out as Other is the bne
who -as a double- does it with an equivalent of exactly that which she
doesn’t have: he gives her exactly that of which he accuses her of not
having.
Also when it is another woman who offends, as is inferred from the
above explanation, the Other intervenes, but in a different position. She
will then occupy the place of the offended Other -hurt by the exhibition
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of a desire which seeks the Phallus in the father.
Such a demonstration in the presence of the gaze -respecting the law
of incest would be hidden- shows her exposed not only as having what
her daughter seeks in another place, but dispossessed of her daughter as
Phallus. Neither will she have the Phallus for her daughter, nor will her
daughter be her Phallus. With this wound uncovered, the pact of the mirror is broken. She will then appeal to reproach -to the word- to obsessionally annul" that which the detour of the gaze openly uncovered; if
that is possible it is because that is not my daughter nor the daughter of
her father; she is a 'Whore', that is to say 'a nobody', who, therefore, has
no surname nor Nameof-the-Father which will place her in accordance
with a Law that the exhibition of her desire transgresses. However, she
will not do more than repeat in that way a moment in which she -as a
daughter- discovered the castration in the Other, in the beginning of a
discourse that could have foreclosed the paternal signifier as well as
disavowed or repressed it according to the place she already occupied
-as destiny- in the desire of that Other.
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With some modifications and additions --or not- this will be part of a
chapter of a major work.
Figure of the Argentinian traditional Tango' where it is the woman who performs the 'eight' while dancing. The man limits himself to gently guiding
her by pressing on her waist. The woman then, in a same place acwmpanies with her hips the entwining of their feet.
LACAN, J. The Object Relations and the Freudian Structures, Seminar
1965: "_. .the Phallus. Its imaginw function, as it is verified by the
analytic relevance, is more important for the woman than for the man. . ."
LACAN, J. The Formations of the Unconscious, Seminar 1957/58.
FREUD, S. Female Sexuality (1931).Stand. Ed. Vol. XXI.
In italics in the original.
FREUD, S. Female Sexuality (1931).Stand. Ed. Vol. XXI.
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LACAN, J. On a Question Preliminary to any Possible Treatment of
Psychosis (1955156)."The Law is indeed the dead Father." The excessive
presence of Schreba's father is evident and well known. In the lady of the
little box, although it can be assumed, the father is in the imaghary
photograph which 'testimonies' that presence in the partenaire.
FREUD, S. The Taboo of Virginity (1917).
LACAN, J. The Four Fundamental Concepts of Psychoanalysis, Seminar
1964. Chapter VIU, The Line and Light; Chapter IX, What is a Picture?
LACAN, J. The Four Fundamental Concepts of Psychoanalysis, Chapter
VII, Anamowhosis.
ABRAHAM, K. Manifestations of the Feminine Castration Complex,
(1929).
This type of transaction can also present itself in the clinical situation, as a
phantasy which allows certain phallic women to start their analysis.
FREUD. S. Fragment of an Analysis of a Case of Hysteria (1901).
While it is probable that the deictic function also provokes effects in a man, it
can be supposed that the phantasy to which it refers is different to that of a
woman. A woman finds herself in the place of a real privation, coming
from castration but without being able to metaphorise it with a body tom
into pieces and which a specular image can no longer unify-Aman, finding
himself in the place of a symbolic castration,will have recourse to the imaginary of explaining his castration as the result of a defeat, that of the
struggle for the place of the master. In synthesis, while a woman in that
case finds herself in front of her nothingness, a man finds himself in front
of his defeat.
To find a demonstration of the feminine desire 'd*, sometimesrefersback
to the identification with a mother whose Phallus has the colou of the
faecal cylinder.
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To Dominica, Lucila and Juan JOG, my
children; this paper does not destroy the magic
of Lewis olmll.
Momi

A PSEUDONYM,
THE ITINERARY FOR A PERVERSION
Maria In& RoGiler de Zentner
"The only way to get rid of a temptation is to
yield to it"
Oscar Wilde
Yt is an instructive fact that underthe influence
of seduction children can become polymorphously perverse, and can be led into all Possible

kinds of sexual irregularities.This shows that an
aptitude for them is innately present in their
disposition. There is consequently little
resistance towards canying them out. since the
mental dams against sexual excess -shame,
disgust and morality- have either not yet been
constructed at all or are only in course of construction, according to the age of the child. In
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this respect children behave in the same kind of
way as an average uncultivated woman in whom
the same polymorphously perverse disposition
persists. Under ordinary conditions she may remain normal sexually, but if she is led on by a
clever seducer she will find every sort of perversion to her taste, and will retain them as part of
her own sexual activities. . .
. , .it betomes impossible not to recognize that
this same disposition to perversions of every
kind is a general and fundamental human

characteristic“‘

Sigmund Freud

In the early nineteen hundreds Freud described the child as polymorphously perverse. Sexuality, nevertheless, has remained the labyrinth of
his works, and the bisexual nature of humans has only multiplied the
questions. Eighty years later, psychoanalytic research has confirmed the
above mentioned statements. That which characterizes the child
-namely, its polymorphous perversion- will, in the adult, either remain
the same product or a different product which will only find an explanation through repression.
Does the adult have any other choice than being polymorphously
perverse?
There is, I believe, a distinction to be made in the theory of Freud
between:
a) perversion as described early in his theory in “Three Essays on the
Theory of Sexualiw (1905)in terms of a psychopathological structure
which was the negative of neurosis, and,
b) perversion as a structure resulting from the main mechanism of
disavowal (Verleugnung) described later in “Fetishism” (1927) and in
“The Splitting of the Ego” (1938).
Freud arrived at the end of his life to find two hiatuses in his thought.
The first, that of the sequence pemrsion-neurosis which should have
been perversion-normality;the second being the second topography of
the psychic apparatus where a rigid super-egocould render account of a
libertine ego thus normalising desire.
Civilization has occurred at the expense of renouncing sexuality; but
repression is not abolition and the Trieb will indefinitely -while alivepush its way into the subject‘s history. The desire -to be the object oi
desire of the Other- is indestructible.
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“The feeling of happiness derived from the
satisfaction of a wild instinctual impulse untamed
by the ego is incomparably more intense than
that derived from sating a Trieb that has been
tamed. The irresistibility of perverse Triebe and
perhaps the attraction in general of forbidden
things, finds an economical explanation here.”2
It is this economic decompensation of the apparatus, that will tear the
subject into a sublimation, which will be no more and no less than the
strategy of the ego to deal with the split of that already tom beginning by
which the primal repression had been installed. Secondary repression
will carry out effectively the withdrawal of the originally perversely invested zones in order to transfer the investments to an ideal ego.
There is .no sexuality that is not perverse. And that will make the
desire follow madly and desperately an object lost forever in the
nightmares of jouissance..
The infantile sexual curiosity, that curiosity which will never find an
accurate and appropriate reply, will persist throughout the life of the
adult perhaps in different or distorted ways . . . but will persist nevertheless. Nothing is obvious for human sexuality but the identification
with those parental models that will have a long way back in the
subject‘s history pushed him towards a silence of phantasies where two
plus two always made five. That is to say, that a rational and a logical
explanation will never suffice to turn that infantile curiosity mute. And
this is what in adulthood the subject will suffer as a deception when,
compared with his own perverse answers- the world will offer him the
disillusion of pornography. Was not the child that polymorphously
perverse subject who knew that which the adult repressed? The horror
of the parents witnessing their children’s sexuality will come to confirm
their own polymorphouslyrepressed-past.
This paper wishes to show how perversion is a favourite child of normality and also how the label of perversion is more often related to
norms of morality than to a thorough investigation into
psychopathology. And if I mention psychopathology here it is because I
will take the concept within that framework, remembering always
though that the structure of the subject is perverse per se. For it .to be
perversion, we need two subjects dancing around the signifier of the
Phallus.
“How can we know who among the puppetplayers holds the true punch in ell^?"^
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Literature and poetry, painting and sculpture, photography and films
and other arts as well, have been closer to the disclosure of that infantile
perverse disposition than science. Should we remember here the relationship that Lacan has articulated between psychoanalysis and art,
understood as a Liberal Art?‘
Diane Arbus said
“I always thought of photography as a naughty
thing to do -that was one of my favourite things
about it . . . and when I did it, I felt perve~se.’~
From infantile literature, or better say, from literature written for
children, we see -from time immemorial- stories plagued with
brownies, dwarfs, midgets, fays, witches, dryads, wizards, oreads, trolls,
sprites, gnomes, goblins, kobolds, pixies, elves, fairies, demons and
nVmphs who perform -under the form of phantasies- that which their
authors make them do with an apparent tint of naivety. In them, the
grotesque becomes obvious and ceases to be perverse whilst lacking
subtlety. Characters that have proved the negation of the difference
between the sexes have plagued these books, such as the repeated case
of the magic wand of masculine fairies or the sceptre of feminine kings.
These characters dwell in the nights and days of children and return, as
the repressed, when they believe they have grown up.
What confusion for poor little innocent souls!
Moral and 4behaviour are pertinent to children especially in those
early years when grace is sublime and children are pure!6
And it is within the background of these Victorian precepts that 1will
now introduce Reverend Charles Lutwidge Dodgson (1832-1898).
“The outer facts about his life are well known.
For almost half a century he was a resident of
Christ Church, the Oxford college that was his
a h a mater. For almost half that period he was a
teacher of mathematics. His lectures were
humorless and boring.”’
Reverend Dodgson, better known to the literary world by his pseudonym
Lewis Carroll professed an incredible love for children, except boys.
What are little girls made of?
S u p and spice
And all things nice.
That‘s what little girls are made of.
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What are little boys made of?
Slugs and snails
And puppydcg‘s tails.
That’s what little boys are made 0 j . O
The subject of his obsessions was always a little girl9 . . . his female subjects were mostly the daughters of his fellows at Christ Church; this also
being the case of Alice Pleasance Liddell,”’ one of the daughters of the
Dean at Christ Church.
Lewis Carroll, not disavowing the standards of morality,” devoted
most of his free time to the invention of riddles, puzzles, acrostics,
enigmas, mathematical games and letter writing. But his passion was
devoted to the art of photographing nude little girls. He enjoyed sketching them too, but found his work not worthy; He had an enormous
variety of ingenious inventions to recreate, attract, fascinate, withhold
and entertain the child’s attention and wholeness. These included the
most sophisticated and sometimes complicated devices including
mechanical toys, mirrors and all kind of clothes used for dressingup.’2
Carroll used his li,ttle models with the full consent of their parents. The
consent of the little models -of course- was indispensable for him to
achieve something, let it be either a photograph, a sketch, a kiss or pure
chatter.
The multiplication of little girls through his entire life (although Alice
Liddell remained his favourite) was that multiplication -as Freud showed in Medusa’s Head, which made many = castrated.
. The indelible presence of Alice . . .
“Wonity, worrity! There never was ;s+ a
child!”’
. . , perturbed Reverend Dodgson . . .
“Wom‘ty, wonity! Can’t you leave 5 body
alone?”
Reverend Dodgson was shy and romantic, an eccentric for his time.
He transgressed the Law at the expense of nights of insomnia and impotence, the result of his ideal ego plus his moral conscience.
“I engage with the Snark -every night after
darkIn a dreamy delirious fight:
I serve it with greens in those shadowy scenes,
And I use it for striking a tightm5
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Not amazingly at all, his little feminine models never refused to pose
for him, confirming and certifying his seductive traits. The pleasure
taken by children in repetition compulsion was so added to:
“There is little that gives children greater pleasure
than when a grownup lets himself down to their
level, renounces his oppressive superiority and
plays with them as an equal.”I6
Reverend Charles Lutwidge Dodgson proved an irreproachable and
impeccable member at Christ Church with a rather poor approach to
preaching sermons, as his stammering prevented him feeling at ease in
the pulpit. This, though, was no impediment while being.with his child
girl friends . . . the stuttering disappeared instantly. While this unexceptionable Reverend Charles Lutwidge Dodgson was becoming part of the
structural building at Christ Church, with no light of his own; Lewis Carroll enlightened the beginnings of nonsense literature for children with
spirit and genius. But both characters were to remain as they were,
separate, split. The mask of the absurd could disguise the mask of the
sublime. Nonsense (no-sense or pas de sense?), a pun for logics? or
logics, a pun for nonsense?
All his speculation, logics and mathematical interest appeared like the
communion with religion in an attempt to find an answer to his
devastating desire. It was under the appearance of nonsensical thought
and writing that Canoll’s unconscious spoke the truth. It was the search
for. . . rather than the achievement of. , . that maintained him as living
desire. He knew no state of satiety, satiety being death. Reverend
Dodgson’s pseudonym opened the way to his perverse eye, to the agility
of a freer mind locked though, in his own private obsession. He was shut
in a hermetic dbsessional religious world with little access to creativity.”
He arrived at his pseudonym by a word game:
“While writing verse for a short-lived monthly
publication, ‘The Train’, in 1856, he submitted
five possibilities for a pseudonym: Dares’, an a b
breviation of Daresbury, his Cheshire birthplace;
two anagrams of his christian name, ‘Edgar
Cuthwellis’ and ‘Edgar U.C. Westhill’; and by a
complicated process of Latinization, reversal and
retranslation, from Carolus Ludovicus, ‘Louis
Carroll’ and ‘Lewis Carroll’. The Editor, Edmund
Yates, chose the latter, first used to sign the
poem ‘Solitude’in March, 1856.””
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~lthougha pseudonym does not necessarily suggest any. discreditable
motive for concealing the author‘s identity, it also has to be remembered
that the prefix ‘pseudo’added to a noun or adjective forms combinations
indicating close or deceptive resemblance to the thing denoted by the second element, without real identity or affinity with it. . . It also denotes
something which does not correspond with reality, or to which no reality
corresponds, as false perceptions, errors of judgement or statements.
Was Lewis Carroll a pseudonym for Reverend Charles Lutwidge
Dodgson or was Reverend Charles Lutwidge Dodgson a pseudonym
for Lewis Carroll? Reversing the question leads us deeper into the
nonsense world of the subject. f i e relation of Dodgson to Carroll is the
relation between the overdetenninaHon of the unconscious and
nonsense, for the pseudonym has the same value as the name.
“Although we ought to grasp him (Lewis Carroll)
whole and entire” . . . “There is no such thing as
completeness.””
Carroll and his contemporary Isidore Ducasse became a source of i n
spiration for surrealists and nonsense writers. Lewis Carroll was also to
be dissected and torn into pieces by his followers, recreating in them partially his own infantile tom memories. The fascination he exerted has
been and still is part of the unapproachable, everlasting and inaccessible
object of desire which so well served as an empty screen for identification. It was the feminine infantile gaze that was wing to tell him how he
himself had looked during his infancy.*O
What did Reverend Ddgson see when photographing, but the gaze
that saw him seeing? A strange case of reversed camouflage.z1He needed to be seen seeing, in order to see those little bodies situated between
erotism and seduction;
“It is uey healthy and helpful to one’s spiritual life
and humbling too, to come into contact with
souls so much purer and nearer to God than one
feels oneserf to
It was only this gaze that was able to withdraw Reverend Dodgson from
his boring and opaque confinement. It was the gaze of the little infantile
subject that confirmed him as having that which he had to stress
numerous times in his stories, insofar as his.own fear of castration was
in this way turned into an omnipotent device whereby he was the one
who Nled upon everyone else’s castration.
Talking of axes”, said the Duchess, “‘Chop off
her headm’
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“He’s murdering the time! Off with his
But Reverend Dodgson’s perversion satisfied itself with little. Only to
look and see through a little hole, to be looked at and seen,to be looked
at and seen looking and seeing, and to have a photograph, confirmation
of his memory, quieting and dating forever the gaze of an infantile subject. Voyeurism and scoptophilia in’ a work of art. His diary, the loyal
recording of his obsessions, refers to the occasions when he’
photographed.nude children but seldom using that adjective, ‘nude’. We
find, instead, expressions like ‘primitivecostume’, ‘sans habillement‘,‘undraped’, ‘nothing to wear‘, ‘Eve’.z5These were the moments perhaps
where both Dodgson and Carroll collided. Actually, Reverend Dodgson
“declined to welcome any tribute to Lewis Carroll” saying that “MI; C.L.
Dodgson. , . neither claims nor acknowledges any connection with any
pseudonym or with any book not published under his own name”.
Nothing can be more affirmative than the negation of the subject. As the
Ab& de Choisy said: “It is sweet to deceive the eyes of the public.”26
Reverend Dodgson waved the flag of ‘1am where I do not think‘, while
Lewis Carroll waved the flag of ‘I think where I am not‘. The pseudonym
being the place where he could think, we may wonder, what was it that
made Dodgson find in his pseudonym the creative possibility? With his
pseudonym he did no more than confirm the process by which Freud
described in ”The Splitting of the E p “ the mechanism of Verleugnung.
The place that he as Reverend articulated in the phantasy between
parents and children took in this way corporeal basis. It seems that in
this situation the fate of Carroll is to circulate eternally as desire.
There are sceptical thoughts, which seem for the
moment to uproot the firmest faith; there are
blasphemous thoughts, which dart unbidden into
the most reverent souls; there are unholy
thoughts, which torture with their hateful
presence, the fancy that would fain be pure. m
The pseudonym was wanting to see from a position of subject and
master, but the photograph of Alice.situated him forever in what Alice
saw, that is, his disappearance -in spite of Alice’s desire of having a
master. Because Alice, feminine infantile subject, desired too. Both
Alice and Carroll were betting at being desired, but Alice was to gow up
and become the evidence of Carroll’s ageing times. Shortly before his
death he offered his little models those early evidences (photographs)of
their games, as he was to proceed to the destruction of the negatives.
Should I mention here that Reverend Dodgson -orthodox in all
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respects- rejected the belief in eternal punishment? Like Dorian Gray
he was approaching death, and those photographs, those ‘moments
made eternal’ couldn’t struggle against it any more. Carroll was made im.
mortal by crystallizing the early times of his child models, while his
young models were exposed to the ageing Ddgson. Jouissance and
horror were so to remain combined in one instant! The photographic
result was the capturing forever of a gaze seen seeing that, in its turn,
believed to be able to conceal its own desire.
=Syluie’ssweet lips shaped to reply, but her voice
sounded faint and very far away. The uision was
fast slippingfrom my eagergaze: but it seemed to
me, in that last bewildering moment, that not
Syluie but an angel was looking out through
those tmstfil brown eyes, and that not Syluie’s
but an angel’s voice was whispering
‘IT IS LOVE:z8
It seems that the game of Dodgson and Alice was asymmetric in terms
of passivity and activity (in the apparent, at least). We think that it is this
asymmetry which made him remain in the plane of photographic
heterosexuality of the setting-up and holding ,from there a ‘normality‘
with regard to his object choice! But, don’t those photographs tell us
about an abundantly copious, un-fulfillableAngst fixated not so much in
what could be seen but precisely in what Alice could see through her
gaze?
When the subject sees, he has to’feelanother look in order to confirm
his own existence. It s,eems then that perversion is a children’s game
when what is in play is existence. And Reverend Dodgson had the opportunity to confirm this in his existence, a proof of this being’his
pseudonym. A pseudonym that both saved him from madness and placed him secure in a place wheie he needed to be seen seeing. It was. from
his pseudonym that he could look at the circuit of gazes between Alice
and himself; it was from Carroll that he entered the perverse ballet
between Dodgson and Alice, and he believed he could do this without
being seen. A candid trap where Carroll fell, urged on by Dodgson. As
the proverb says: “Wasman nicht im Kopfe hat, muss man in den
Beinen haber~.’~~
The impotence of Reverend Ddgson dwells in the fact of believing
that he can see finally without suffering the effects of what the image
seen transfers’; in this case, the feminisation by identification with the
model Alice, ferninisation of which he persistently tried to keep apart
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through the choice of an infantile feminine subject that reminds us of
that moment when the last veil has not yet been unc~vered.'~
Many
devices were used to perfect his sight; but mirrors and revqsed images
only emphasized in return the look of Reverend Dodgson. Lewis Carroll,
master of nonsense and parody, found in Reverend Dodgson's
pseudonym the parody of his life; the profound split of his being, his
perversion.
The subject of the unconscious is born from the non-sense. Not only
is this made explicit in "Jokes and Their Relation to the Unconscious"
but also in dreams and symptoms, where the nonsense makes unconscious. It is interesting to recall that Reverend Dodgson produced
Alice. . . as the result of a day-residue of a walk with the three Liddell
sisters instead of producing a dream or a nightmare. In the first Alice
book Alice wonders if cats eat bats or if bats eat cats, and she is told
that to say what she means is not the same as meaning what she says.
Every foundation is always a posteriori of that which has been founded
in an act. This is why Carroll founded Nachtmglichkeit the phantasy of
Reverend Dodgson, and it is the subject Carroll that goes hunting the
Snark. In "TheHunting of the Snark" we see how only Nachtmglichkeit
the subject appears.
"I was walking on a hillside, alone, one bright
summer doy, when suddenly there came into my
head one line of verse -one solitary line- 'For
the Snark was a Boojum, you see'. I knew not
what it meant, then: 1 know not what it means,
now; but I wrote it down: and, some time after-.
wards, therest of the stanza occurred to me, fhat
being its last line: and so by degrees, at odd
moments during the next year or two, the rest of
the poem pieced itself together, that being its last
stanza."
The search for the sense is the abolition of the unconscious. It was
'through the non-sense that Freud described its formations, because the
non-sense is the realm of the signifier. Non-sense is not the lack of
signification but the production of signification, non-sense is the farewell
to sense.s2Twenty years after the publication of "The Hunting of the
Snark", Carroll was still battling with the explanation of the blunder and
absurdity (non-meaning) of his ballad
"As to the meaning of the Snork, l a m vey much
afmid I didn't mean anything but non-sense! Still,
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you know, words mean more than we mean to
express when we use them: so a whole &ok
ought to mean a great deal more than the writer
meant. So, whatever good meanings are in the
book, I am uey glad to accept as the meaning of
the book."
Then, one year before his death, he wrote:
'7n answer to your question, 'What did you mean
the Snark was?' will you tell your friend that 1
meant that the Snark was a Boojum. I bust that
she and you will now feel quite satisfied and
happy, To the best of my recollection, I had no
other meaning in my mind, when I wrote it: but
people have since tried to find (he meanings in it."
As Jorge Luis Borges will say "We write to justify ourselves'.
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. .But another approach to childhood was prevalent in Victorian
England, one inherited from Romantic forebears, and it assumed that the
child came into this world innocent and pure. Those who held this view
had read their Blake, Wordsworth, and Coieridge, and they rejected the
stem Evangelical doctrine. They believed that the child, and especially the
female child, was a divine creation sent from heaven in a state of grace.
The child3 exterior, naturally soft, beautiful, and unblemished, was an outward manifestation of inner goodness. She was, afterall, the work of God,
and when she first comes to earth, having only recently been molded by
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the Divine Potter, she is still close to God, still glowing with His divine
brilliance. The child is sent to earth to inspire us, to teach us divine
lessons, to elicit the best in us, to delight our aesthetic faculties, and to
raise our spirits heaven wards. By observing the child, adults, having
grown away from that initial goodness, could learn God's lessons anew
and w m e closer to Him."
GARDNER,M.
Anonymous Nursery Rhyme.
CARROLL, L. Acrostic to his child-friend, Gertrude Chataway:
Inscribed to a dear Child
in memory of golden summer hours
and whispers of a summer sea.
Girt with a boyish garb for boyish task,
Eager she wields h a spade: yet loves as well
Rest on a friendly knee, intent to ask
7he tale he loves to tell.
Rude spirits of the seething outer strife.
h m e e t to read her pure and simple spright,
Deem, if you list, such hours a waste of life
Empty of all delight!
Chat on, sweet Maid, and rescue from annoy
Hearts that by wiser talk are unbeguiled.
Ah, happy he who owns that tenderest joy,
7he heart-love of a child
Away, fond thoughts, and vex my soul no more!
Work claims my wakeful nights, my busy days Albeit bright memories of that sunlit shore
Yet haunt my dreaming gaze!
CARROLL, L. Acrostic to his child-friendAlice Pleasance Liddell
A boat, beneath a sunny sky
Lingering onward dreamily
In an evening of Julychildren three that nestle near.
Eaga eye and willing ear,
pleased a simple tale to hearLong has paled that sunny sky:
Echoes fade and memories die:
Autumn frosts have slain July.
Still she haunts me, phantomwise,
Alice moving under skies
Never seen by waking eyes.
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Children yet, the tale to hear,
Eager eye and willing ear,
Lovingly shall nestle near.
ln a Wonderland they lie,
.Dreaming as the days 90 by,
Dreaming as the summers die:
Ever drifting down the streamLingering in the Qolden gleamLife, what is it but a dream?
"

DODGSON, C.L. In his monograph The New Belfy of Christ Church,

Oxford, which wmmences quoting: "A thing of beauty is a joy for ever", he
says: "This, however, is not the Moral of the Matter. Everything has a
moral, if you choose to look for it. . ."
'* FREUD, S. Leonard0 Da Vinci and a Memory of his Childhood (1910),
Stand. Ed., Vol. XI.
" CARROLL, L. The Wasp in a Wig, the Suppressed episode of Through the
Looking Glass, which Carroll agreed to supress following the suggestion of
John Tenniel, the illustrator of the book.
" Idem.
I' CARROLL, L. The Hunting of the Snark.
l6 FREUD, S. Jokes and their Relation to the Unconscious (1905),
Stand. Ed.,
VOl. VIII.
I' FREUD. S. Two Principles of Mental Functtoning, ". . .Religions have been
able to effect absolute renunciation of pleasure in this life by means of the'
promise of compensation in a future existence; but they have not by this
means achieved a conquest of the pleasure principle. It is science which
comes nearest to succeding in that conquest; science too, howeva, offers
intellectual pleasure during its work and promises practical gain in the
end." Lewis Carroll's literary production has been, in this way, a compromise solution.
I
I n FISCHER, J.
I'
WOOLF, Virginia.
2o ". . .Stand here with me and gaze. From this thrice-favoured spot, in one
rapturous glance gather in, and brand for ever on the tablets of memory,
the Vision of the Three Ts! To your left frowns the abysmal blackness of
the tenebrous Tunnel. To your right yawns the terrible Trench. While far
above, away from the sordid aims of Earth and the petty criticisms of Art,
soars, tetragonal and tremendous, the tintinabulatory Teachest! Scholar,
the Vision is complete!" (The three Ts stand for Tact, Talent and Taste.)
The theme of inversion, reversion and mirror reflection is repeated over and
over again in Carroll's works.
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CARROLL, L.
CARROLL, L. Alice's Adventures in Wonderland.
CARROLL, L. Idem.

*' ". , .With children who know me well, and who regard dress as a matter of
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indifference, I am very glad (when mothers permit) to take them m any
amount of undress which is presentable, or wen in none (which is more
presentable than any forms of undress). , _"". . .If you ever meet with any
such children of Nature, I shall be glad to hear of them" This is an extract
of a letter that Lewis Carroll addressed to the mother of one of his female
models. Published by Morton Cohen in Lewis Carroll, P h o t q a p h a of
Children: Four Nude Studies, the Rosenbach Foundation, Philadelphia,
and Clarkson N. Potter, Inc. Publishers, New York, 1978.
LACAN, J., talking of the Ab% de Choisy qualified him as saying: "I think
when I am dressed as a woman".
CARROLL, L. From the introduction of his book Pillow Problems.
CARROLL, L. From The Story of Sylvie and Bruno.
Literally "What one hasn't in one's head one must have in one's legs", quoted
by Freud in Jokes and Their Relation to the Unconscious. Lacan will say 'I
think with.my legs".
FREUD, S. Fetishism (1927). Stand. Ed. Vol. XXI.
CARROLL, L.
MASOTTA, 0. "If the texts of Freud are read, the relationship between
psychoanalysis and the work of art is complicated to the point that, I
would say. what Freud tries to do constantly throughout his work, is to
dissolve that relation."
The intention of this paper is to illuminate from psychoanalysis the relation
between Dodgson and Carroll, but it is in no way an example of applied
psychoanalysis. Applied psychoanalysis can only be applied within the
clinics -that is to say- with a patient and within the transference.

THE BRAIN AS ACCOMMODATION OF DESIRE
Graeme Crawford Smith
In Freud's final publication, "An Outline of Psychoanalysis" written in
1938, he said,
"The future may teach us t o exercise a direct influence, by means of particular chemical
substances, on the amounts of energy and their
distribution in the mental apparatus. It may be
that there are still undreamt-of possibilities of
therapy. But for the moment w e have nothing
better a t our disposal than the technique of
psychwnalysis, and for that reason, in spite of
its limitations, it should not be despised".'
Thus, even at the end he is drawn t o the biological, and his disavowal,
'nothing better a t our disposal than psychoanalysis", betrays his bias,
his lifelong fascination with the biological, his perversion,
Freud's background training as a Neurologist and Neuroanatomist is
well known; less well known is the fact that it was not until h e was 40, in
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1896, that he introduced the term psychoanalysis to the world, and that
as late as 1895, when he was 39, he wrote “A Project for a Scientific
Psychology“2 in which he was still speaking of the principle of constancy
in neurobiological terms;
”. . .the principle of neuronal inertia. . . (asserts)
. . . . that neurones tend to divest themselves of
quantity“.
Further, he stated that
“if we combine this account of neurones with an
approach on the lines of quantity theory, we arrive at the idea of a ‘cathected’ neurone, filled
with a certain quantity, though at other times it
may be empty“.
In 1905,’ in “Jokes and Their Relations to the Unconsciousn, Freud,
then 49, made the statement which is generally regarded as the first explicit repudiation of his use of the term cathexis in any but a
psychological sense, and of all attempts at equating nerve-tracts or
neurones with paths of mental associations,
“To avoid misunderstanding, I must add that I
am making no attempt to proclaim that the cells
a d n e r v e fibres, or the systems of neurones
which are taking their place today, are these
physical paths, even though it would have to be
possible in some manner which cannot yet be indicated to represent such paths. by organic
elements of the nervous system.”
However, we note that the apparent repudiation begins with a reaction
formation and is followed by a disavowal; the fascination with biology
shines out like a beacon, It seems significant that it follows his comment
on the following joke:
“Why do you lie to me saying you’re going to
Cracow so 1 should believe you’re going to
Lemberg, when in reality you are going to
Cracow?
and Freud comments:
“But the more serious substance of the joke is
what determines the truth -1s it the h t h if we
describe things as they are without troubling to
consider how our hearer will understand what we
say?. . .What (these jokes) are attacking is not a
person or an institution but the certainty of our
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knowledge itself, one of our speculative possessions.”
Eighty years later, despite a massive onslaught on the problem by
legions of disciples devoted to the study of neurobiology, the extent to
which Freud’s predictions have been bome out is remarkably small.
“It would have to be possible in some manner , , ,
to represent such (psychical) paths by organic
elements of the nervous system.”
Neurobiologists have had available to them techniques which
demonstrated neuronal pathways so clearly that, for instance, in the
case of the motor disorder, Parkinson’s disease, it is known what
neurons are disordered, and what chemical substances these neurons
contain. A rational drug therapy was developed on the basis of these findings, and the data has conhibuted to what is now a quite sophisticated
understanding of the pathways and mechanisms involved in the execution of motor responses after a decision has been made to produce such
a response. The methods involved in these studies include the light
microscopic techniques of gold and silver impregnation, myelin staining
and radioactive and other tracers, and the ultrastructural techniques of
transmission and scanning electronmicroscopy. These techniques have
been applied in intact and brainlesioned animals, and in intact and
pathological human brains. Electrophysiological studies have cornplemented the structural studies, particularly in studies on the sensory
side of the nervous system. Here we now have a detailed knowledge
about how information about different modalities of sensation is
detected and transmitted up through the nervous system, at least as far
as the stage of perception. Such knowledge has permitted accurate
neurological diagnosis, and formed the basis of a rational treatment of
pain, and even of the development of artificial eyes and ears.
But just as we have no knowledge of the pathways over which
processes as “conscious decision” and ‘perception” travel, even though
we, like Freud, have a need for their existence, we have no knowledge of
the pathways of desire. It is true that Papez in 1937 proposed that the
limbic lobe of Broca constituted the emotional brain. But this fanciful
suggestion has served merely to draw attention to parts of the brain
which when interfered with are accompanied by changes in behaviour
and feeling. It has provided a focus for those driven to control behaviour
by surgery, but there has been no demonstration of pathways or
mechanisms by which desire may be experienced or expressed.
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Similarly the work of Moruzzi and Magoun on the reticular formation,
and of Olds on punishment and reward centres of the brain, has
designated certain pathways as being necessary for activation of the
organism and for the expression of behaviour which requires discrimination between lifesustaining and life-threatening stimuli. But these
pathways are not sufficient for such activities, and bear only the most
general relationship to the concept of desire as expressed through
perversion. A further example of the perverse chase after pathways is in
the area of gender identity and gender role. We know now that the male
and.female brain differ in both structure and function, and that in sub
human species, biochemical manipulation of the foetus in utero can
overcome the genetic influences and change male brains to female and
vice versa. The consequent behaviour of such animals is such as to suggest that their object of desire is the opposite to that predicted by their
genetic status; that is to say they have exchanged one perverse object
for another. Whilst it is reasonable to suggest that Freud would have
been excited by such a finding, it must be noted that there is no evidence
that this can occur in humans, and that claims that homosexuality and
transsexuality have as their basis such brain changes are without foundation. Indeed what evidence there is suggests that humans whose
brains have been exposed to abnormal hormonal environments do not
have altered gender identity, and that psychosocial factors are the main
determinants of choice of object. Of course the pathways needed by the
biologists to subserve such psychosocial factors are as unknown as
those which might underly the process of consciousness.
Freud’s second prediction was that
“The future may teach us to exercise a direct influence, by means of particular chemical
substances, on the amounts of energy and their
diskibution in the mental apparatus.”
Mod, level of arousal and disordered thought processes can certainly
be so manipulated now. Psychopharmacologicalresearch has produced
effective antipsychotic, antidepressant and tranquillisingdrugs. But they
act on grossly disordered processes, and are without effect on the men
tal processes to which Freud refers. They are certainly without effect on
the selection of the object of desire.
Recently, endorphins, “endogenous morphine”, the brain’s own
opiates, have been discovered, and the results of investigations on
schizophrenics have suggested that endorphins may be the brain’s own
antipsychotics,as well as e~phoriants.~
But what determines when they
are permitted to act? To paraphrase Freud and be seduced into his
a2

perversion, are the endorphins the means by which the brain accommodates desire?
Why the perversion? The simple explanation proffered is that Freud
was trained as a neurobiologist, so naturally continued to think along
these lines. But perhaps that only facilitated his choice of object. It was
Freud himself who said,5
“We have no hope of being able to reach (the real
state of affairs) itself, since it is evident that
everything new we have inferred must nevertheless be translated back into the language of
our perceptions, from which it is simply impossible to free ourselves. Reality will always remain
unknowable.”
What drives him to return to the biological as an artificial aid to fulfilment
of desire to know the real? Truth is the subject of the real, and the desire
to know, which begins with the primordial loss of objet a, is interminable. Faced with the question, W h at do you understand about what
you want?“, the answer presents itself as the perversions, all the other
objects of fascination, and the perverse ways to knowledge, even the
knowledge itself, since the real is unknowable and hence no mechanism
for knowing it exists.
The brain was his perverse accommodation of desire, fascinating yet
empty, and known by him to be empty, so he turned as well to the
perversion of the exploration of the mental apparatus in non-biological
terms. Here he found a way of investigatingit, a way of describing it, and
a way of conceptualising it in relation to man’s whole being; these things
constitute psychoanalysis. And yet psychoanalysis, as a perverse object
also, was sufficiently empty for him to be lured to the emptiness of
biology again, a denial of the interminability of the search for the lost
object.
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TOD / ETCETERA / RAT MAN
Juan Dada

Three Paintings presented at the Homage to
Freud, on Perversion, September 1980.
/The production of the paintings takes into account the problems of
semiotics and psychoanalysis and the occupation of a new space for art.
They are presented for the Freudian School of Melbourne, the first
school in the English language to follow the Freudianbcanian tradition. .
The paintings comment upon the art discourse and the psychoanalytic
discourse; a discourse about a discourse. Art suffers isolation and denial
as does psychoanalysis. Australian art has an undue concern with the
landscape or "the love of nature" which is the expression of a sexual
symbolism. A t the same time it ignores the "body".
"TOD/ETCETEFWRAT MAN" present the body as a structure of
language, the place of passion. The affinity between art and
psychoanalysis lies in this semiotic field.
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/The first concept was of the images made to signify a different thing
to the one seen with the eyes. It brings an Actaeon and Diana theme, a
myth and of course a gaze which was punishable by death. Diana is portrayed here as a presence, as a truth in the history of art. Actaeon is the
eye and the gaze painted in the comic style. I had thought of Lacan at the
time; he says ". . .this whole seeing aspect is to be found in the satisfaction of a woman who knows that she is being looked at; the condition
one does not show her, that one knows that she knows. . ." In this case
the code is broken by Actaeon because he was surprised looking at
Diana and hence his death.
m e second concept was to equate, to look and to touch, and I found
another sentence of Lacan's ". . . the body is like a sentence that can be
broken down into separate parts so that its true contents can be put
together again in an endless series of anagrams. . ."
/What appears here is that Diana is not a woman, but is a structure.
What Actaeon sees is a Goddess as a presence, literally a structure of
original knowledge. She slides from painting to drawing, from colour to
black and white, from landscape to construction, from flesh representation to flat representation and from one author to another. Her unity is
not the one of external appearance, but is the unity of the visual
discourse. She is Diana, the one that no mortal can look at without loosing his life. Freud, represented by an Adami drawing, observes the Goddess through the filter of the glasses. The mirror, shower and the handwash, stand for the spring. Actaeon sees that she has no penis, although
she has a fire sign. His formula "shoe + woman = woman with a penis"
disavows the fact of that perception. The shoe stands for the history of
art as a fetish so that art as a whole would be a social fetish or a symbol
of a lack. From Melbourne I name a gaze that lacks.
iThe fact that Diana is built from fragments that belong to other
painters establishes the painting as a painting without an author. There
is no centre in the painting's discourse, just a split between the
fragments.
Khe painting has no depth, it is all surface. The subject of the painting
is the gaze. The mirror that Diana holds promises a totality, but being
broken it again fragments the fragment. The painting has no object
represented in space to recreate the appearance of the real object. It is a
sort of empty rubbing of the artists' discourse or the metonomy. It
refrains from the search for specific meaning in art. It dissolves the
distinction between surface and depth. Illusion in painting is dead.
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Juan D a d a “Etcetera” 1980,oil on canvas, 198x267 cm.

/From the art point of view you must contradict what is there. Art

speaks through the cultural rupture.
Were the painting is set free from an author. There is no fixed meaning, no unifying meaning, so obviously the emphasis is on the signifier,
(the point of affinity of art with psychoanalysis). It rejects the
authoritarian interpretation of science and offers just possible interpretations. It should appeal to the unconscious in the sense that the painting
works with the visual sign equated with the signifier.
PTod" was constructed from photography, pornography, art histoy,
comic strips and pop art; that is to say, the cultural quotation. On the
right side of the painting there is an indication of the place, the accomplice, the weapon and the victim. The place is represented by the
conceptual art, a happening of Vostell in which there is the destruction
of a car by a train. The accomplices are under the sign of death: Hermann Nitsh and Nelly Richard. The weapon is a self destroying machine
by Tinguely. The victim is a pornographic quotation. It also has a quotation of Beuys which is the meeting of a wild coyote and the artist in an
art galley in New York. It symbolizes Actaeon's death by the dogs.
Eveything on the side of Diana is a misquoted quote. The image of
Diana belongs to Rubens, it is the 'Toilet of Venus" later quoted' by
Rausenberg in another painting. "Tod"displays an index of all the artists
quoted including my quotations of Rauschenberg's Diana. The heroine
then is not Diana but the art language.
PEtcetera" denies the colour which traditionally is what enhances a
painting and the best way to deny colour is with black and white, but one
colour still remains. "Etcetera" is a repetition of Oldenburg's bedroom
ensemble. Oldenburg made a survey of all Los Angeles motels and then
built the bedroom in an art galley. It is a three dimensional construction
in wood covered in plastic. The furniture had an oblong shape, because
he imagined the point of fugue behind the room, so that all the furniture
would tend to that view point. In the painting everythingis altered, it con
verts; interior to exterior, colour to black and white and the absence of
human presence to the,evidence of a love scene. So the problem is one
of metonomy; I guess all that repetition is the "Etcetera".
/The new things 1 introduced here are Freud's photcgraph, the gun, the
lovers and the phone ringing. The things altered were the broken lamp,
the.broken mirror, the bedroom undone, the cushion cut, the feathers
flying and the change from three dimensional to two dimensional. The
road sign is a screen on top of the primal scene. Freud's photograph
could be a metaphor also of some other looked at scene. He seems conJuan Davila "
Td
1980, oil on canvas, 198x267 cm.
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demned to see it and that is how one could refer to a gaze that lacks.

then it is lost forever. The problem prevalent in the history of art and
perversion is precisely that. It is illustrated in the social desire to have art
as a social fetish and so possess it. The history of art holds that
discourse as a jewel and plays with it as a phantasy.

jTheoretically the meaning should be the space left just after the first
gaze. Desire emerges for the spectator in the first instant of the gaze,
then it slides under and is lost and we are left with an inert matter on
which we by to impose a meaning.
/Listening to your explanation on “Etcetera”for me was like a kind of
contradiction, because your obvious motive for the painting was to avoid
any kind of meaning and yet your talk was almost the meaning of each
thing. This should be rich enough for us to work upon. I don’t have the
answer but I am thinking in a loud voice. The other thing is that
“Etcetera” sounds to me like the eternal return, because all the
possibilities begin and end in ”Etcetera”.
iThe intention of the painting was to put forward the concept of
perversion as a convention and to contrast that with Oldenburg‘s
bedroom, to make a parallel, but that is a limited metaphor so one
always ends in “Etcetera”. That repetition covers what is not there so
one can name something that cannot be seen or touched.
/Also, if I understood, you were saying something about the condemnation of Freud‘s gaze -he is condemned to look or see forever in the
painting but without being able to alter anything, without being able to
change the perspective of what he is seeing.
/In “Etcetera”the photograph looks at the bed so it is also a reference
to that look. The photograph is a classic slice of time. So it isn’t really
looking, there is no gaze except our own gaze. You hope that “Etcetera”
then will provide an illusion of a sustained gaze.
Perhaps on the question of the gaze, we could go back to the previous
painting, to “Tod”. There are two questions in my mind. The first is the
gaze and Lacan’s objet a. The other thing that strikes me in the painting
are these quotations from art history from which the field of the gaze is
composed and the similarity that this has to the very complex phantasies that sometime occur in perversion, the very elaborate rituals or
scenes which need to be recreated and which can be traced back to
events in the history of the individual and that really bears some relation
to what they want to see.
/I think that the gaze is a contradiction. Perhaps the reflection exists
because there is something in the painting which attracts the gaze, you
could say something might be there or something is referred to inside.
Then the painting is an occasion and so denies it and makes it vanish at
the same time. So that if there is a gaze it is for the first glance only and
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/There is nothing that has not been elaborated previously, everything
belongs to a different reality lost in the chain of the signifier:
/Put together like a dream.
jln the beginning the whole painting was like the chain of signifiers and
this is why it has no author, has no beginning and therefore it is not g o
ing to have any end. Then I made an association with something that
Lacan says about the fascination because we are talking about the gaze.
Gaze and fascination I think go together. He says that if the fascination
exists it is because it is always the same object and he talks about the
phallus. Then it doesn’t matter really what is repeated there, in so far as
there is fascination it is because the Phallus is there.
/In the case of Ruben’s painting, 1 had the impression that he copied it
from Roman art. So there is something particularly attractive in the
woman looking at herself in the mirror; it has been repeated so many
times. It certainly has to do with the fact that on the mirror the woman
appears as a whole, that is to say as the Phallus.
My feeling is like something that is very unsatisfactory and very disap
pointing. That is the only thing that draws me to talk about the paintings.
This dissatisfaction hits a mark in the spectator because he as well is
dissatisfied. So that the connection with the spectator is in the sharing of
this disappointment. Whatever the artist says has nothing to do with the
truth in the painting.
/I think that something you have said just now struck me very much
and I agree completely and 1 think I would like to underline it again. You
were saying that it doesn’t matter what I can say about the painting, it
sounds like what really happens with something that is said but is carried
unconsciously, it doesn’t matter what is said, for sure it is going to say
something completely different from what was intended.
/You took the picture and described it.
/It was a tenible disappointment.
/Because we want to put it into writing.
/Exactly; this is what happens when we read and we have an idea and
we think about it and we want to put it into writing and then what ever
appears on the paper has nothing to do with it and I am sure that is what
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happened when you described the painting and read the quotations of
Lacan.
/If Diana is the mirror of thought it could be said that art is a passion.
/Psychoanalysis also.
/I remember now that during the Homage, the paintings on the wall
after the first gaze (now I am talking about the people there), the pain
tings became like the walls and suddenly they were like a part of the wall
and the audience pretended to ignore them. After the first glance the
painting becomes educational.
PRat Man” poses the problem of the body. The body being built from
the ransacking of art history, photwaphy and literature, establishing its
nature as a partial body or a fetish. Painting refers thus to an absence
and to the wish of a totality. So the discourse of art ransacks
psychoanalysis quoting “Dora”, “Wolf Man”, “Rat Man”, “Fort Da”,
“Salmon for Supper” and “Father can’t you see I’m burning“. Desire explodes in the fragmentary character of the body of the painting
establishingthe quote as a syntactical procedure. The nude is presented
as a gift for the spectator, a gift of an absence. It is not the real bcdy nor
the complete structure, just a fetish to refer us to the impossible.
/The “What do you want?” of the last painting, because of the order, is
significant. The ”What do you want?” remits immediately to the first, to
“Etcetera”.Then the “What do you want?” will always have as an answer
an “Etcetera”. “Etcetera” understood as a repetition. The “Etcetera”
lingers on.
/In this painting you made it very explicit in the “To be continued”.
/That is ’Etcetera” of the comic. Then it says desire is an impossible.
So the pursuit of the occasion is the impossible, and as such we will
have to meet in a year’s time.
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Part I1

THE WORD OF LACAN

THE SEMINAR, PARIS, JUNE lOTH 1980
Jacques Lacan

I didn't want to leave you without'coming back ~ t my
h own -once
again.
Not only because I told myself that I owed you a farewell for having
assisted me. this year, assisting this seminar where I have been very
.. ..

straightfonvard.
..
There is besides, another reason for the fakwell: and it is that I am
leaving you, just like that, for Venezuela.

Those Latin-Americans, as they are called, unlike those who are here,
have neither seen me nor heard me live -wellthat does not prevent
them from being Loconos.
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Moreover it seems that it helps. I am transmitted over there through
writing and it is said that I have put down roots. In any case this is what
they believe.
For sure it is the future. And for that reason, going to see interests me.

I am interested to see what happens when my person does not act as a
screen for what I teach. It is quite possible that they can make good use
of my mathemes.
Who knows. If I like it 1will stay there in Venezuela. Can you see why I
wanted to farewell everyone?
You cannot imagine the number of people who are discomforted that I
will make an appearance over there, and that I have called together my
lacanoamericanos. It disturbs those who have been so busy bying to
represent me; so much so that my own presence is enough for them to
miss the ball.
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If you believe that from there everything can be revealed, then there
you fall down. Everything cannot. This is to say that a part will never be
revealed.
It is precisely of this that religion makes ostentation. This gives shelter
to Revelation in which its exploitation prevails.
With regard to psychoanalysis,its prowess is to exploit misunderstan
ding by misunderstanding; having at last a revelation which is the
phantom.
This is what Freud passed on to you. What a discovery! We should
say so. All of you; what are you if not misunderstandings?
That fellow Otto Rank came close to that in speaking of the trauma of
birth. The trauma, there is no other: man is born misunderstood.

Then I am going to take instruction over there, but obviously I'm going
to return.

I'm going to return because my practice is here -and this seminar
which is not my practice but complements it.
This seminar, rather than being directed by me, subjects me.
Does it subject me by habit? Surely not, rather by misunderstanding.
And it is far from finished precisely because I cannot habituate to that
misunderstanding.
1 am traumatised by misunderstanding. And because I don't habituate
to it, I tire of dissolving it and with this I feed it. That is called the
perpetual seminar.

Since 1 am interrogated on what they call the statute of the body, I am
coming to that to emphasise that they only grab that.
The body does not appear in the real except as misunderstood.
Let us be radicals here: your body is the fruit of a lineage and a gxd
part of your misfortunes are owed to the fact that it was already swimming in misunderstanding as much as it could.
,
It plainly swam for the simple reason of being babbling better
That is what it transmits "giving you life", as they say. That is inherited, and that explains the discomfort in your skin when that is the
case.
The misunderstandingis there before, in so far as before the beautiful
legacy it forms part of, or better say, announces the gibbering of your
ascendancy.
There is no need for you to gibber. Since before, what sustained you
was the concept of unconscious. This is to say that misunderstanding
puts its roots there.

I do not say that the verb creates. I say something very different
because my practice implies the following: I say that the verb is unconscious -therefore. misunderstood.
There is no other trauma of birth than to be born as desired. Desired
or not -it is the same, since it is because of the talking-being (parletre).

98

99

,The talking-beiigin question is distributed in general in two speakers.
TWOspeakers who do. not speak the same language; two who do not
hear each other speak, two who do not understand each other at,all.
Two who conspire to reproduce a thorough misunderstandingthat your
bcdy will allow to pass with that socalled reproduction.
I admit that language can help a sensible communication. I am not
saying that this'is the case with this seminar for the simple reason that
sensible communication is dialogue and from the margins of dialogue
you do not have me with much sense.
I add that 1 don't regard scientific communicationas dialogue, because
it is not sensible; a thing from which it takes advantage.
Dialogue is sparse. In what it contributes to the production of a new
talkinsbody, it is so sparse that it is in'fact absent. Not in principle, but
the beginning is not inscribed if not in the symbolic.
It is the case of the socalled principle of the family, for instance.
No doubt, this was pre-sentient from the beginning sufficientlyenough
to have taken the unconscious as the knowledge of God.
What not withstanding distinguishes the knowledge called unconscious from the knowledge of God is that this supposes our wellbeing.
And this cannot be sustained. There is my question. Does God believe
in God?
As is usual when.1 ask a question, it is a question-answer.

Then, by force, I listen to him. He wants a more sustained rythm and 1
very much agree. I will take care of that after the summer.
The Freudian Cause is starting to exist by itself, for the mere fact that
it is invoked. Which says that they are already making propaganda with
it. Now it is enough, with what? -with a coumer, a small bulletin which
establishes links, Eric Laurent will have to dedicate himself to making
that exist and the new cartels, which abound, should make themselves
known.

That is it.
I have been told that my seminar this year did not bear a title. It is true.
Immediately you will see why. The title is: Dissolution!
Evidently I could not tell this in November because my effect would
have been missed..That is to say that it is a signifier which has trapped
you. I was able to keep your interest with such success that it only
remains for that.
Someone admonishes me because I do not make sufficient effort for
his taste. I allow him because he does not come to my house. On the
contrary; he has the kindness to receive me in his house when I am not
in another place.
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THE SEMINAR, CARACAS, 12TH JULY 1980
Jacques Lacan
Ah, je n’ai pas la bougeotte! (Ah, I do not like to be on the move!) The
proof is that 1 waited till I was eighty to come to Venezuela. I came
because I was told that it was the place to convene my students in Latin
America.
Are you students of mine? I do not prejudge. Because I am accustomed to educate my students myself. The results are not always
marvelous. You do not ignore the problem which I had with my School
in Paris. 1resolved it as it should be. Taking it by the root; I want to say
uprooting it -my pseudmschool. All that I have obtained since then
from it confirms for me that I did what 1 should. This is already ancient
history. In Paris I am accustomed to talk to an auditorium where I know
many faces because they have visited me at my home, 5 rue de Lille,
where I practice. In Paris I am accustomed to talk to an auditorium in
which many faces are known to me. You,it seems, are my readers. So
much so that 1 have never seen you listen to me. Then, evidently, 1 am
curious about what can come from you.
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I thank you; thank you for having replied to my invitation.
I come here before casting my Freudian Cause. As you can see, I appreciate the adjective. If you want it is your turn to be Lacanians. I am
Freudian. This is why it is pertinent to tell you some words about the
debate which I hold with Freud. And not from now. I am going to give

you a resume.
I must however thank the ones who had the idea of this encounter and
in particular two, Diana Rabinovich who I associate in good will with
Carmen Otero and her husband.Migue1, in whom I have confidence for
all that a congress like this implies.
Here it is: my three are not those of Freud; my three are the real, the
symbolic and the imaginary. In the end I ultimately situated them as a
topolcgy -that one called the Borromean Knot. The topolcgy of the
Borromean Knot makes evident the function of at least three; it is the
one which loops the unlooped remainder. I gave that to mine to orient
them in the practice, and they oriented themselves better than with the
topic bequeathed by Freud to his own.
It should be said that what Freud drew in his socalled second topic is
not without clumsiness. I imagine that he did that to make himself
understood, no doubt because of the landmarks of his time.
But we cannot take any advantage of what is figured out there for the
approximation to my knot. .Consider the spongy sack as a product of a
link of the k i n his article which should be named ‘Das Ich und das Es’.
That sack would have been the container of the Triebe.~What an extravagant idea to sketch that idea like that! This can only be explained by
considering the Triebe like marbles; marbles to.be expelled no doubt
from the orifices of the body after having eaten them. On top of this is
fastened an Ego which seems to initiate the appearance of columns of
points to be counted. But one does not remain less comfortable because
this is going to be covered Mth a strange perceptive eye, and much can
be seen in the germinal stain’fromthe embryo over the epithelium. That
is not all.
The cash register of some apparatus. .completes this figure. That
says much of the difficulty of the reference to the real.
Finally two bars shaded its junction, the relation of that baroque conjunction with the sack of the Triebe itself; that is what is designated as
repressed. We remain perplexed. It was not the best thing Freud did. We
should even infer that that does not favour the pertinence of the thought
that it pretends to translate. What a difference from the definition that
~
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Freud gives of the Triebe as linked with the orifices of the body! A
luminous formula which imposes other shapes of the bottle. Any one
could make his cork. This is not the way it occurred to me to say Klein
bottle, with neither interior nor exterior, without inside or outside and
why not the Taurus, the Toms.
I content myself with a note that the silence attributed to the It as such
supposes chit chat. Chit chat for which there is an ear waiting, that of
the indestructible desire when translated.
Disorienting in the Freudian figure in the oscillation from the symbolic
to what it hides.
It is remarkable that this interference did not prevent Freud from returning to the most important direction in psychoanalysis. To give it its pro
per name: its constructions.
I must take courage, encourage myself with the memory that Freud, at
my age, was not dead.
Of course my knot did not say everything otherwise I would not even
have the chance to situate myself. There is not not eueything for sure in
the real which I approach with my practice. In my knot the real appears
constantly sketched by the infinite line, that is to say, by the non closed
circle which it supposes and this sustains what only can be said as not
all. It is surprising that number is already given in the language itself with
what it transmits of the real. Why not admit that the sexual peace of the
animals -in order to face the one who says he is the King, the Lionowes to the fact that number is not tangled in its language. No doubt
domestication can give that appearance. But who knows what to do
with a body of a talking-being (parlEtre) other than to embrace it more or
less tightly. What occurs to the other when the wanted comes to him
-the other says hug me tightly! A little silly for copulation. Anyone
knows how to do it better; I said anyone. A fry, for example. There is a
painting which is in my head for some time. I was able to remember the
proper name of its painter -not without the difficulty proper to my age:
Bramantino. It is well done to give faith that a woman is not a frog,
which is there mouth up in the front of the painting. What was more surprising for me in the painting is that the Virgin with Child has something
like the shadow of a beard which has to do with her son as would be
painted as an adult. The relation described of the madonna is much
more complex than is usually thought. That worries me. But it remains
that with her I located myself better than Freud in the real, interested in
what there is of the unconscious, because the jouissance of the body
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leans on the unconscious. From there my mathemes which proceed
from the fact that the symbolic would be the place of the Other but there
is no other of the If.
It follows that what language can do better is to show itself in the service of the death Trieb. This is an idea of Freud's, a genial idea and
therefore grotesque. The best is that it is an idea which is confirmed with
what follows: language is only effective when it becomes writing. That
was what inspired my mathemes, if I can talk of inspiration in my work
which cost me a vigil where no muse visited me. And it should be
believed that I amuse without a muse.
The idea of Freud is that the death Trieb is explained in the lowest part
of the instinct, by the body, beyond the pleasure Principle, beyond the
pleasure of the body. We ought to say that this is in Freud the clue to a
thought much more delusional than any one which I have given; of
course that I do not say everything to you. This is my merit.
I declare open this encounter which considers what 1have taught. You
by your presence mean that something has been taught.

Part 111

THE FREUDIAN DISCOURSE

I was invited to give a paper at Rencontre LatinoAma'caine Caracas, Venezuela 1980. I Vanscribed
this seminar from the opening.of that congress given
by Dr. Jacques Lam. The seminar has not been corrected by him.
Oscar Zenher
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THE COMEDY OF THE BODIES
Javier Aramburu
Juan Carlos Cosentino
Man has created woman -with what? With a
his ideal.’
Friedrich Nietzche
Isn’t that jouissance’which is expaiencedand of
which nothing i s knaun, that places us in the
road of ex-sistence? And why not interpret a
face of the Other, the face of God,as it is sustained by feminine ‘jouissance?*
Jacques Lacan
rib of his God -of

If myths are the products of a subject structured around an insufficient
jouissonce, the faults of the discourse are all that we as psychoanalysts
can evoke to refer to castration.
Let‘s evoke those mythological conquerors, the attractive and terrible
amazon women.
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It is curious, but it is a woman lacking something of her own “attributes -a breast- in a world where the masquerade of masculinity
does not create any other lack. The breast itself is already a hollow, a
concavity. That is to say its elimination -a and mazon, “without
breasts” -means a double game of voids. Empty or hollow, eliminated
to create another one in the same place? Breast equals womb. Could it
be said that there is nothing in the maternal cloister? A woman finds on
her own body the double of the maternal reflection. But our amazon is a
woman on horseback, a warrior and dominant and not precisely so
because nothing lacks in her, because it would not be so if that breast
were not lacking, which prevents her from handling with comfort her
bow and arrows.
‘Nevertheless, these events that belong to the body of a woman,
amazon or not, carry the seal of determination of the phallic order. Over
that background of emptiness --“the lack of a breast“, in the sexual rela
tion, periods, pregnancy, or childbut& are. those “real-mythical”
moments in which a woman can give herself the’illusionof existing, it is
here that she seizes herself in what inscribes her in the discourse. She
will ‘jouir‘what marks or affects her body.
The woman does not exist. This subjective precariousness’hastens
our amazons in a fight to the death with men, then consistency.retums
to them. Heinrich von Kleist reverses the classical legend in Penthesileia.
If the Greek poets made Achilles the killer of Penthesileia, the legend is
here transfigured to the point that it is the superb queen of the amazons
who kills the hero.‘
This inversion of the outcome of the battle -of the sexes- does not
change things: the disavowal of castration and the split has always to be
paid for. Penthesileia goes mad.
Without doubt, feminine “naturalness” has no foundation in the
psychoanalytic field. In front of this, .femininity is theorized as a masquerade, but it only has sense in relation to the Oedipal dynamic whose
axis is the Phallus. It is in that dynamic that femininity inscribes itself as
having some existence. If the masquerade has symbolic meaning, as
Lacan says, it is because it keeps a relation to the Phallus and links itself
retroactively with the mirror stage; it intervenes in the moment in which
the girl likening her real lack to a castration “enters into the Oedipus
complex” and addressing the father, proposes herself as a woman for
him.
But it is in this moment that the priority of the Phallus is countersiqed
again. The opposition Phalluslcastration is played in the phallic stage; if
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the woman locates herself in it as castrated, it is in reference to a lack, as
a wound the envy of the penis imposes itself as necessary to the h s t r a tion felt by the woman, since this term is correlative of the imaginary
identification that the phallic reference sustains. The deprivation of the
penis does not make, by that fact alone, the Oedipus complex of the
woman less conflictual.Perhaps, on the contrary, on the one hand she is
afflicted with fears of loss of narcissistic love and on the other, herpenis
envy poisons all her achievements. But the masquerade installs itself as
a reference to the Phallus, narcissising her secondarily: on this
background of nonexistence it makes its presence in “the comedy of
sexual relations.’
Without doubt, it is not a matter of asking oneself, as does J. Riviere,
if femininity is true or false; in any case, will it be “false”as transference
love? At least it is “the love” that the woman fears to loose. But what occurs when the woman questions another woman from the fundamental
alienation of her being? That is to say from her phallic masquerade; does
the woman exist? Without doubt this opens up all the problems of the
specular relation which points to the symptomatology of the hysteric.
The confusion and the specular capture a similar image would be accen
tuated in the resemblance of her own body to the body of the mother.
But simultaneously the hysteric experiences herself as trapped in her
condition of diminished-Phallusin relation to the Other who appears as
complete. Lacan gives us the formula of phantasy for the hysteric!

Her symptoms are offered as objects of desire sustaining the negation
of castration in the Other. Man or woman, it is the Master who is outlined here as necessary. Confronted with her lack, the masquerade will
be her necessary resort to guarantee herself “the presence” of an insufficient Phallus. Is there feminine speech? If there is it will not be prior to
the Oedipus complex. Because before the “knowledge”that brings the
understanding of castration in the mother, all “knowledge” is in the
Other. Man or woman, the primacy of the Phallus installs a discourse
that is universally of negation and from this neither sex escapes. But if a
subject places himself in the position where universality is denied, it will
be as such, unique and particular; in that place of lack of the universal it
will incarnate the castration as an emblem. The masquerade of the
existence of the woman as Phallus proves it. That is to say restores it; in
that recovery for the hysteric, femininity speaks and then her discourse
becomes universal again.
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If all sexual jouissance is phallic, woman as a masquerade cannot
place herself anywhere except under the primacy of the Phallus. Primacy

of the Phallus for the man and for the woman is such that both can inscribe themselves in the universal of the discourse of negation. Nevertheless, Other‘s knowledge of the difference introduces that difference in
relation to the Phallus itself; a signifier of the impossible jouissance,
because the Thing is lost, or as Lacan says, in the woman, the absence
of the penis makes her take the value of the Phallus and becomes the object of desire. Still it is not for what she is not that she pretends to be
desired and loved; nevertheless not all phallic women will find another
jouissonce that silences .them. The masculine and the feminine exist,
Freud says, but they are not complementary. Femininity is a phallic s u p
plement and jn that points to the Other; the truth speaks but does not
know what’it says. The hysteric, (revindicator of the truth) wandering
between an a insofar as failure rejects and insofar as defect is the Phallus
(a deviated substitute of her being) is deceived, she wishes to be able to
calculate when she “ceases to not being written about“.’
So then the masquerade, imaginisation of the symbolic (what relation does it have with art and religion?) remains in her as a mask since it
finds its limit retroactively in a specular imago that refers to a man, the
guarantor of her unification. If the difference of the sexes has no inscription it is the inscription of the castration that produces it. But the
hysteric does not cease attempting to inscribe this difference, all she
does is to perpetuate a rejection of castration which chains her to her
symptoms.
“The anatomic difference between the sexes must manifest itself in
psychic consequences”,’ Freud tells us -the consequence of the Other
subject. In this way the entry of anatomy is a path that twists itself in the
place of the Other to return to the subject as an interrogation of his being. lt is the difference -in the difference- given in the gaze of the
Other. For the boy or girl to hold themselves in their image (i a) it is
necessary that the gaze of the Other holds them.
The formation of the fundamental ego mabix for any subject is for the
girl the place where the destiny of anatomy represented by the body
hangs in the balance. The body of the girl, located at the entry to the field
of language, is the erogenous body trimmedby the desire of the Other.
The fluctuation of this body opens in the girl a second moment signed by
a certain failure. The fault that belongs to the domain of that tie of the
daughter to the mother is subjected as Freud tells us to a particularly i n
exorable repression. It is starting from the masquerade -set in relation
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to the subject with certain signifying elements, the insignias of the father
-that the analysis finds the traces of this first ”preoedipal”tie. They are
*
those vicissitudes of the relation of the girl to the mother,
“in particular the more original aggressive relations and the rivalry born from the eventual a p
pearance of brothers and sisters; those women
who reproach in their husbands all that they
reproached before in their mothers prove it.”9
Second operation -the body of the girl, when signified by the gaze of
the mother, occupies the place of the Other, finding something that
charms; the same body as hers. Only from this signifier, when the body
of the daughterequalsthe body of the mother, can the first tie be put in
motion. Freud has underlined it; a woman remains.alwaysmore or less,
under the domain of this fist tie with the mother, captive to the mirror.
The investments con-fuse themselves and the places displace; the girl
finds as evanescent identificatoy support because the mother partially
occupies the place of the daughter in which the girl ‘invests’herself with
the identification of the places that should be structural for her. The object investment and the narcissistic investment oscillate while the images
fluctuate. The girl realises her active desires in an indirect,form:
“when playing with the doll, she represents her
mother and the doll the girl”.l o
The repetition of that first failure testifies to the failure of the repetition.
Freud conjectures that such a phase of maternal bonding particularly
keeps an intimate relation with the aetiology of hysteria and contains the
origin of the later paranoia in women. Starting from the Oedipus complex in the woman, in a retrospective movement, this phase of capture,
whose designs indicate something of the order of the non-inscribed in
the signifying system, will gain scope.
The scene at the lake precipitates the collapse. In Dora, the father is
more important “as a reassurance of her unification, than as an object of
her desire”.” On the way back Dora recognizes herself in that symptom
-the vaginal catarrh -or in that jewel -the bracelet- rejected by her
mother. The way back leads to a precarious situation; when the rejection
is duplicated, the Repetition insists in opening the coming and going,
without exit of oral demands. Dora wants to be recognised by her
mother. She cannot hear her. Dora truly lives under the sign of rejection
and abandonment. How does the oral Trieb play here? The relation of
demand 8 - D, is the formula of the Tneb. This is the result of a rela
tion which joins a subject with another subject in terms of demand. The
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oral demands of the daughter that are not signified by her mother
-Dora’s mother has not finished building her symbolic castrationorganise themselves symptomatically under the regime of repetition.
When she identifies with a symptom -the catarrh- Dora wants to be
recognised and only obtains the perpetuation of the rejection. This is
because,the disgust of the body, is the body -of the mother- not symbolised. This body without mediation -this lack of differentiation
between ones own body and that first object of love -is witness to the
Trieb itself. Or even better witnesses the failure of the Trieb. The disgust
is “something other than the oral Trieb”.”
If all partial Trieb is invocative -calls the Other- the oral Trieb does
not egcape this destiny; it is moved by a desire, precisely, of finding the
castrated body of the mother. A desire, in the last instance, of the Other
of the mother, of the encounter with the desire of the Other. When the
Other of the mother functions, taking a place in the symbolic order, the
daughter looses a captivating image and in the same operation regains
her desire. It is the Other of the mother that acquires the status of object
of her desire.,Said in another way; when the cut in the route of the scoptic Trieb operates which wanders in the field of the Other -the daughter
“offers herself to be seen”, instead of loosing herself in the mirror. Offerbig herself as objet a causes the answer of the Other by avoiding the
alienating identification,In this ”offer to be seen”,13the scoptic Trieb proper to the woman, allows her to find her subjective status because it is
starting from this partial Trieb that the woman expresses her desire of
the Other and reaches it. When the mother is fixed in the rejection of the
body -of her daughter- and in her own,the daughter keeps the spatial
geometry of the identification‘whilst the scoptic Trieb returns to her. In
the same movement, something is missing -the objet a and the Other.
The repugnance and disgust, in the insistence of the oral demand, are
testimony to the positive object of the Trieb and the failure of the distancing between mother and daughter. As long as the real bursts in on the
mother, only one support remains for the daughter; the oral Trieb that
opens the road of the demand. In front of the disappearance of the gaze
of the mother, what is sustained as the only support is the Trieb. The
mouth, the oral function, D. Vasse tells us, articulates the function of the
eye; it is about an eye deprived of the gaze.“ The aphonia, the symptom
of Dora’s silence, finally silences the Trieb itself and opens the way to
that fatal relationship. “Involved in a very duect’way in a homosexual
desire with MIS. K.”, Dora clamours to be rescued from the lethal confinement in the body of a woman.15As Lacan points out, woman is that
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object impossible to detach from a primitive oral desire and in which,
despite all, it i s necessary that she learns to recognise her own genital
nature.I6 That is the body of Mrs. K., but what of the body of the
mother? How can that be made to emerge?
“My wife is nothing for me”, expressed by her father, is equivalent not
only to the words that K. pronounces at the edge of the lake but to a
fragment that slides into the text of the first dream and that can be enunciated like, thie “her jewel box does not interest me”. Isn’t this perhaps
the only moment in which her mother shows herself desiring? “It is her
-the mother- who still wants to make the jewel box safe and the father
who doesn’t want his sons to perish. . . .”I’ This is a significant moment
where Dora’s question can be located in one instant; what does a
woman want? The question remains, whilst Dora, her father and Freud
himself flee. The other woman will remain only as a Mrs. K., adored by
Dora, introduced by the father and rescued finally by Freud. “Overlooked, guessing in time. , .”” There was no time. In this body of the
panic, desire emerges -in the mother- on the way to the recognition of
desire. The body is avoided and at the same time sustained in the repetition of the oral demand only the masquerade of femininity of Mffi. K. remains as a substitute knowledge.
”The question -knowledge over desire- bounces, passes from Dora
to Mrs. K., from MIS.K. to Dora and there is no one to assume the
a n s ~ e r . ”Dora
’ ~ as the subject, will place her question symbolized by a
woman which acquires the figure of an absolute Other and which holds
her. From there the access to enjoyment cannot be but absolute. Dora
offers herself, not as a woman but as a ‘symptom of the knowledge of
the Master‘. What does the hysteric want? She wants a Master.

I3

-

T-s

s,

impotence

In the structure of the hysteric discourse, the subject (g)is found in the
dominant position; in that way the hysteric, captivated by S,, tries to
make the Master slide to the privileged place of an idealised father, constantly questioning the difference between the sexes. What does she
want a master for? In the movement of seduction that is played in the
discourse, the hysteric anticipates a knowledge of the desire of the Other
that justly is impotent to know about her desire. In this sense, the
seducation functions to’make positive the. Phallus of the Other,
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castrating it then in the imaginary to recuperate in that same Master her
phallic being. The insufficient body of the jouissonce speaks of the conversion symptoms; that fundamental feature seized from the real of the
father, from the body in which Dora desires him to install her, will cany
over it that identification -an equivocal way to the price of representing
the unimaginable, in the last instance; her impossibility of symbolizing
the body of her mother and to recognize her in her place as woman.
Dora’s cough -the real of the body- is.an impossible emblem of her i m
potence. This, like the dyspnoea or Meniere’s syndrome, will hold still
the symbolic potencyof the father and at the same time will leave Dora
incapable of differentiating herself as man or woman. From.the bias of
the unitary feature -Einziger.Zup it is to the ideal of the father that the
hysteric will identify herself, appropriating the mark of her symptom.
Vaginal catarrh or cough; it is in the siyifying symptom where it
culminates and expresses its attempt to represent the existence of sexual relations. The vaginal catmah, the tightrope,that passes from .the
father to the mother, reveals the lack of a mark of the body. The simula
tion is the tightrope that twists from the father to MIS. K. and opens the
comedy of femininity. The aphonia that joins them all, passing from the
femininity to the body, makes a question reached from the Other r e
sound and in front of which the Tneb silences itself -subtracts itself.
Confronted with the image of the daughter, the mother discovers a
castrated body that returns her to the image of her own body. The structure of the ego matrix can only operate if the mother does not deny the
castration. A narcissistic capture; finding’herown question at play, the
mother acknowledges the blow and in an interminable echo of mirrors,
she confuses herself with her own daughter.
As Rose clearly explained, contrary to that which occurs to the male,
the ego ideal that the mother “sees” in the female is herself. The difference that would be sustained in the glance of the mother is reduced
here to an imaginary function. The equation, child equal to penis, in
which an object substitutes another of equal value, hides the castration.
Her words;
“I had observed stunned, how my brother stood
urinating and when performing the same operation realized something was wrong because 1 got
wet, the silence of my mother surprised me, accompanied by a look out of the comer o!her eye,
unwilling to see my complete failure.“
The sexes are similar when the mother denies the law in the desire of the
son as Phallus; the boy, phallic, erotic decoration, implies the trans-
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gression and the negation. Abruptly, with puberty and periods, it is the
mother who becomes l i e the daughter, a real woman. The mother feels
her daughter for the first time, in her reality as a woman -too close, subjected to the same organic laws. Thus the daughter knows her mother
and is transformed for her into an untouchable. This fall into the real of
the mother realizes a certain operation of subtraction. The thing -&s
Din? is not there. The mother occupies her place in the real. When the ’
body of the mother -the thing- has not been completely rejected, the
Phallus that comes to substitute her in the symbolic appears evanescent.
The less the mother accepts her castration, the more she will install
herself on the short circuit over the trail of desire. The object too much
present will make impossible the representation of a lacking object that
renews the desire. This is the moment of symmetry; the place of the difference is played in the place of the bodies, a glance that looks without
seeing.
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A CASE OF PERVERSION?
Luz Freire
'Only Zeus, the Father of Heaven, might wield
the thunderbolt; and it was with the threat of its
fatal flash that he controlled his quarrelsome and
rebellious family of Mount Olynpus. He also
ordered the heavenly bodies, made laws, enforced oaths, and pronounced oracles. When his
mother Rhea, foreseeing what trouble his lust
would cause, forbade him to marry. he angrily
threatened to violate her. Though she a t once
tumed into a menacing serpent, this did not
daunt Zeus, who became a male serpent and,
twining about her in indissoluble knot, made
& his threat."
Zeus and Hera
The Greek Myths
Robert Graves
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I beg of the audience to be patient with my English. Because I have not
practiced it -at least in writing- for the last 20 years, I find it difficult to
express myself well in this fashion. Perhaps this is just an excuse for certain errors I surely will or would commit no matter what mode of expression, and I now use it as a comfortable cover up for deeper wants. But
wanting deeply now to say something to you after having accepted my
gcod friend ZentneZs very flattering request for my contribution on
perversion, I will proceed to say it in this very perverse way which is the
written language, and were there be a mere in perversion, then even in a
more perverse way than ordinarily so in as much as I shall be
simultaneously translating from my own Spanish. To add to this
language confusion, let me quote an Italian saying"Traduttore, traditore"
-translator, traitor- which I hope I shall not be, but which -more
seriously- opens the question of "who is the betrayed in the act of
perversion?"
This is not a thesis paper, but the report of a case, as we say it. Nevertheless, I hope it is understood that the theoretical point of view that has
guided me in this case is that of Freud-Lacan, by placing the nodule of
perversion (adult) in the castration complex and its very complex consequences.
I will tell you the story, idiomatic expression I have preferred to "I will
describe the case o f , knowing that it is an equivocal way of putting it,
since it sounds as if I were to tell you a fairy tale, but indeed I will do so
because this story has, in a sense, to do with fairies. I will, then, tell you
the story of Juan.
When Juan came to see me, he was 26 years old and he complained
of severe headaches, which he himself called depression and the inability
to stop drinking alcohol every evening, throughout the night. He could
do little else but sleep when not drunk.
During the first interviews, he was nervous and distrustful. He told me
that he did not believe in psychoanalysis and that he hated psychiatrists
(which I am not, by the way). He was secluded once, for a period of three
months, in a private hospital for the mentally ill because he said he had
had visual hallucinations, but adds that he did not remember anything
about his stay there, It is interesting to note that the visual hallucinations
appeared for the first and last time, so far as I know, in an aeroplane, fortunately, before takeoff. Flying had a lot to do with his life. He had been
In a way forced to seek psychological help -by his boss- and was very
skeptical of the use of it all. He believed that he was, in truth suffering
from some still unknown organic illness that was affecting his gall
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bladder. This was more or less his "family history" as told by him:
His mother, who was very poor, was first married to a very handsome
and popular young writer, of whom she bore a son. The first husband
died tragically in an automobile accident when the little boy was only two
years old. They had been a very happy family,' much admired by their
friends. Although the mother was torn with grief, she soon was married
again to Juan's would-be father. But -first version of the half-brother
story- she gave her first son away to his patemal gandparents, who
were very rich. The second husband was also rich, so everybody was
happy again. Seven children were born out of this second marriage. Juan
is the fourth, the eldest being a'boy, the second eldest a girl, and the rest
all boys. (At the time of the analysis, the only one living away from home
was the girl, already married. All the boys -men by now- stayed with
their parents, even though they had no economic reason for it.)
It would be interesting to go into further details about the brothers,
but, unfortunately, it would take too long. Just let me add that none of
them were what is usually called normal, and that the only one who had
held a steady job for four years and had made any attempt to leave home
was Juan.
As the sessions developed, he continually spoke about his halfbrother, who, he said, was living in Tibet as an expert kite flier, i.e., that
he himself flies with the aid of a kite, such as tibetan monks do. But he
contradicted himself about the brother being given away and said that he
simply thought so because that brother used to go to another school and
spent most of the time with his grandparents. Another version of the
half-brother was that he never existed.
He was supposed to come to sessions five days a week, but showed
up maybe two or three times, rarely five. Sometimes he was drunk, very
aggressive and liked to tell me shocking anecdotes of hjs life. One of
them was that he was seduced and raped by his eldest brother (the full
brother) and that because of that he was a homosexual. He liked to pick
up homosexuals in the streets by night or in very ill-reputed bars. He indulged in sadomasochistic practices, and was very proud of being the
active partner. But sometimes he arrived at the sessions in a very repentant and tender mood, promising that he would "never again indulge in
such filthy things". He brought me a gift once, a book by Bachelard called "El Aire y 10s Suenos" ("Air and Dreams"?). Coming to see me had
become -he said once- "una razon para vivir", a reason for living. And
when he said so, he suddenly started talking of his mother as a Queen
Bee -his words- as castrating woman. He calls her Maria, but her real
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name was Angela, and this is important because my second name is
Angelica. At that time, I did not know this nor was I aware that he had
been investigating my private life, and that he already knew my second
name (which I never use) and had, therefore, somehow intentionally
changed his mother‘s name. As a matter of fact, I am also a widow and,
at the time of the analysis, my children were away with their grandparents, information he also had without my knowing it. During this particular session and the subsequent ones, he would indistinctly change
from the third person singular to the second, Le. he was directly identifying me with his mother, to say the least. The transference was massive
and sudden. He declared his passionate love and, at the same time,
became jealous of a lover he accused me of having. Now, this supposed
lover of mine was -he knew- a commercial airline pilot. He once called
me at night pretending to be this pilot and hung up immediately: he just
identified himself that way. He later denied such a call. At this period, he
would sometimes telephone to excuse himself from coming to sessions,
giving as pretexts trips of all sorts due to his job as an insurance agent,
but then, he would show up saying it was just a joke. Juan liked ‘joking
in this fashion. Another one of his “jokes”was the followingdream he intentionally made up for me: That I cut his head and put it away in my
bag. But once in a while, he was “serious” and, during one of these
periods, he had this dream: ‘I wake up in the middle of the night and go
to my parents room where they are both asleep in a doublebed. 1 have a
gun and shoot my mother in the head, but it is my father who dies and
starts bleeding from the chest where the heart is and the blood wvers his
whole body. Everything is absolutely silent -1 wake up screaming.” B e
ing seduced by his eldest full brother is another one of his “jokes”.He
would confirm it and deny it on and off. What remained unchanged were
the tales of his first homosexual relationship and his first heterosexual
relationship:
The fist homosexual relationship occurred during.his first trip abroad.
(He was studying theology in a foreign university and was 21 years old.)
When he returned to his dorm he felt “so nauseated” by what he had
done that he burnt all his clothes. The next day he went out to have a
“normal”relationship and, after carrying it out, he cut all his clothes. In
both cases, he declared having felt terribly debased.
During what I have called the massive transference in which love really
became jealousy, with all that accompanies what are usually called
delirious jealousy (celos deliiantes), he would occasionally threaten me
with sending his father to kill me. Once in a while, he would break down

and c y , begging me not to leave him and assuring me that he really
loved his father, that he felt sorry for him and that his father would not
murder anybody.
There is, of course, much more to the stoy of Juan: His analysis with
me lasted three years and was interrupted by “mutual dissent“, as he
worded it. I cannot go into the actual way in which I proceeded to “interpret“ the material he gave me, since there was little to interpret in the
sense that there was no “hidden”meaning to bring to light, i.e., no latent
meaning to unveil, no “insight“ that was not an “outsight“. In short,
whatever interpreting was at stake had to do more with a certain search
for the lost links. What I did during the fist two years was only perhaps
to gather pieces, to wait and to not be scared of his “acting outs, ins and
everywheres”. Maybe the “talking cure” began the last year when we
were able to find the missing links.
This is more or less what we found
The transference is aided by my name being similar to his mother‘s,
my being a widow and by the special circumstances of my children being
away at the beginning of the analysis. The mother is a castrating
woman, a murderess, because she will kill him as she killed her first husband. The Queen Bee. Since he cannot destroy her, he turns his destructive feelings towards himself: masochism =alcoholism. When he identified me with,his mother, he turned his sadism towards me. From there
we can understand “My father will kill you”, which could be completed
as.. .“Before she4 kill(s) him, as it happened to herlmy husband”.’
When he liberated his sadism, his fear was diminished and he was able
to start working again and drink less. However, this threat was linked to
the dependence he accused me of encouraging in him through my
becoming his %ason for living“. He said once: “Ud. quiere que yo me
muera por su culpa”. It is a difficult statement to translate. It means more
or less that it will be my fault if he dies, because, should he kill me (or his
mother), he would then have to pay for.his crime and would be sentenced to “morir en la horca, suspendido del airen(be hanged and suspended
on air). This is why the father would kill me-his mother. All desire
towards the mother (women)was blocked by death, either of him or of
the father. The “serious”dream would confirm this. He loves/destroys
his mother: it is the father that dies.The madeup dream would ratify his
identification of me with his mother in the sense that, by mocking the
vulgar Freudian interpretation, -head=penis that I cut and placed
she = mother. I = analyst.

122

123

my bag=vagina,- he is also calling me a castrating woman and
revealing his wish to make love to me, not him but his cut penis.
Homosexuality would appear as a defense against his father's or his own
death, since he would neither be a father nor a husband in such a rela
tionship. He told me once that he really had syphilis, that had been confirmed by several doctors through the years, and that, therefore, he was
unable to have children. I would now, perhaps, work more on the older
brother's importance in his life in order to understand better this aspect
of homosexual identifications,but, at the time, I related his homosexuali.
+yto this fear of husbandfather place in connection to his mother or any
other woman, and tried to explain his "half-brothercomplex" in another
context. Perhaps the full-brother identification and the "seduction
episode" I would see now as related to his paranoia and jealousy prqection. It seems obvious now that my pilot lover was a compound of both
older brothers.
We had reasons to assume that he was his mother's favorite. (By the
way, he was a very bright and cultivated young man, handsome, not in
the least effeminate, and had a very wry and ironic sense of humor: he
wanted, he said, to be a writer.) My hypothesis was -and 1think it is still
valid on the whole- that because of the family's general contempt
towards the father, most of all the mother's, the dead husband became
highly privileged by Juan. Remember how he described him. Now, if he
is his mother's favorite it is because'his mother prefers him to the others,
but then she also prefers the dead husband to the living one. Is Juan then
occupying the place of the dead husband? With whom, singular and
plural, does Juan identify? Let us say that with the mother's desire
(want), i.e., the dead husband (who was a writer). The first homosexual
act in which he bums his clothes is equivalent to destroying himself -he
is not a man- he is dead. In the heterosexual act he cuts his clothes. He
cuts something he has -personal belongings,- therefore he is a
diminished man, a castrated man.
homosexuality = not being (a man)
heterosexuality = not having (a penis)
Both acts lead to death. Any identification to the father would inevitably
lead to death. It can also be put in this other way: "I am my mother's
desire (want). My mother desires (wants) her dead husband, therefore I
am my mother's desire, which is being wooed by my father. I then have
intercourse with my own father." He complained of asthma and said that
his father used to cure him by "poniendome una inyeccion" (putting an
injection, literally).
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Perhaps now we can try to explain the impossibility of leaving his
mother also as a death threat. If it is true that the half-brother was given
away -separated from the mother- when the father died, and since
this can be read as a copulative sentence "If my mother leaves me, it is
because my father is dead", then "if I leave her it means that my father is
dead". Leaving means death of the father. But, at the same time, not
leaving the mother leads to a worse death, that of desire, so flying away
-like the lucky half-brother- would be the only dream of solution. He is
the pilot, who gives me a book "Air and Dreams",\ina desperate hope of
liberation.

To conclude: could we say that an act of perversion is an act of
revenge against the betrayal of the mother, who offers a Dead Husband
(a dead penis) as a signifier of her Desire? The Father can only be a p
prehended as a murdered husband or threatened husband by the
mother. And if the husband has already been murdered by the mother,
how can the subject bind himself to the Law, the Symbolic Father, insofar as the prohibition of incest can only be upheld through the fear of
being murdered by the mother, of becoming a dead husband? Juan is,
then, captivated by an identificationto a Dead Husband as the bearer of
the Phallus. This archaic desire of the mother is referred to a Law that
was, an absent Law. Could we say that the pervert occupies the place of
the Absent Law as opposed to the psychotic in whom the access to the
Law has been foreclosed? The pervert would i n m a t e the Law that
returns from the repressed, alienated in the embodiment of the Avenger.
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THE DEATH OF FREUD
lsidoro Vegh
When death quietly whispered the invitation to the last dwelling, old
Jacob thought that his end was the inagural act. His eternal rest would
be broken in the waterfall of dreams of the first-born of his second
marriage.
Many years later in the closeness of the exile forced by that dark God
of whom no proof exists now, with hope of his extinction this son,
already a father and grandfather, wrote about the religious and political
leader of a people to whom he says he belongs, pointing out his particular position, a belonging that iS the cause of his exile.
And he writes about an exile that becomes exodus and returns to the
land promised to the father: Abraham, Isaac, Jacob, a retum announced
in the divine promise.
As the chosen people reached the land of milk and honey in a way not
obtained by the ancestors, Freud returned to the bosom of Jewish tradition to mark it with his life’s work, with the body of his word.
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Sirs -said Freud- your leader, your chief, your mediator in front of the
word of God was not a Jew. He was the son of the people you hate.
sirs: your leader, whom you worship today, was despised and
murdered by your ancestors.
These are two scandalous assertions and not practical for him who
suffered in his own flesh another of the insults that history directed
against the ones of his kind. Is it identification with the aggressor? It
would be an answer that would only testify to the lack of our thoughi to
reach a greater truth: Freud thrown by the nazi hordes to the Jewish
tradition as a survival cultural ghetto, takes the limits of that frame: the
divine promise for Jacob’s descendants. A people chosen and marked
twice in the great landmarks of its tradition: circumcision,a pact with the
primordial father; the tablets of the law, the divine word brought by
Moses, Between one and the other there is the exile, slavey and the long
trip through the desert.
Is it a histoy of events brought together by the force of the arbitrary?
Legends that weave aftertastes of accomplished, forgotten, mended
pasts.
In another dimension we locate our questions: could we not read in
this tale -even in the Freudian march- the mythical form that could
help us to unravel some of the questions that involve us in various ways?
The exile, the change of place that the divine word demands of its
followers, proposes through its reiteration something more than the
mark of a probable or certain nomadism.
Ths departure to exile proposes a space other than the one of infantile
wanderings, the one of the maternal warmth and patriarchal safeguard;
even languages other than one’s own become body and only recognised
as obtainable in the contact itself with speakers of other forms. This is
the distance from the primordial Other, the one that legislates first by the
law of the discourse that is first said. When the waters parted to give
way to the Hebrew army, the faith in the Other and its absolute
dependence, covered up through the magnitude of the act flourished in
the death of the Egyptian persecutor, showed that the happiness of
salvation was only the reverse of the abandonment with no possible
retum to the home that for centuries was their own, although its form
was the social bond of slavery. All this was in exchange for a liberation
promised in an uncertain path.
There is repetition in the genealogy: Abraham left the land of his father
by divine mandate. Their descendants -the descendants of the son of
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his son, of Jacob- abandon now their homes. Christ asks those who
want to follow him to leave their homes to find themselves in the path of
God that he proposes. Liberation is for each subject an act that constitutes him; liberation from the absolute word of the Other presupposes
a change of place. Today we say that it is a topological change. Why is
the desert the immediate cave for those who depart? Geography does
not satisfy us as the only answer.
Also Christ walks without belongings and he would like those who accompany him to do likewise.
If the departure is an act, it supposes a signifying reorder and this is
only possible if the possessions that prevent it fall. The weight of those
possessions make the movement difficult because of their permanence
through the years. This movement is the one of the discourse. A desert
is the uninhabiting of the weight of things, the fall of that knowledge
fixed by the demultiplication of the first ego object, a fall of the product
of the primordial Other which is not a passage to an act means that an
Other discourse is proposed. Faith replaces anguish. Between two
deaths an analysis occurs. Between the deaths of Jacob and Moses the
history of a people passes, also the life and work of a man. In the chang
ing relationship that makes of an individual phantom a collective myth
and vice versa, lie the excuses of the history of a people from which he
receives his signifying marks, where Freud displays the major articulation of his history or of his work; who could tell the difference? He p ro
duces the great myth of modernity inaugurated in “Totem and Taboo”;
man does not become such but for the law he receives from a dead
father. And amongst other things he comes to say that the mother must
not have a penis.
A strange discipline that pretends to be scientific and names objects
without reality, listens to the dead that legislate.
The law, the commands, point out that is the kingdom of the
discourse that produces the impossible. Man arrives at his condition
through a sex that is constituted by the mediation of the word of the
Other that speaks. Popular mythology names and numbers it: the fortyeight, the dead that speaks; its way of remembering that the word is a
cipher.
‘If Napoleon is an astronaut, Caracas is the capital of Venezuela.’
Who proposes its refutation?
This is the fall of the accommodation of the discourse to a previously
constituted reality. The reference becomes the law of the discourse that
produces an effect of sense; the discourse is the metaphor of the subject.
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A surprise .in front of such daring, nevertheless, the unexpected
magnitude of the Freudian continent did not keep for itself the continuation of the astonishment. The custom -inertia of thought and of Mytook this word to a condition of everyday death or. to its radical
disregard. The ignorance of the Freudian myth is under the excuse of
more scientific theories supposedly better accommodated to reality. Let
us remember the best ones: Jones, Melanie Klein in their papers on
feminine sexuality that Freud was obliged to refute. Or else a repetition
of a'saying that speaks of the dead father as a litany and the other
springs of history, as a secured knowledge just like that.
Given the credit that Freud deserves, it is not the appeal to his word
that ensures a place'in the continuity of his work. The histov of postFreudianism.is sufficient proof. So too is the brave proposal of those
who, paying for it with exclusion from the official psychoanalytic community, knew aAd know how to direct theu questions, teaching us that
we must not only hear a dead man but still more, question him. So
Lacan settles his debt with Freud.
It is an invitation, certainly, to place our questions. Does this not imply
a dispossession of our knowledge as a good-knowledge?I s it not the enkame of our crossing in the desert?
Without guarantees for what follows but with the conviction that permanency would exclude us from enjoyment and creation (remember:the
two aims of the cure), the departure is decided
Why is a father effective if and only when he dies?
Why is the subject constituted only by the mediation of a law?
What is the law, what is a dead father?
In his text on sacrifice, George Bataille writes that the death of the victim implies the longing of its negation a s a thing ascribed to the world of
duration, to create through the violence the lost intimacy. The human
sacrifice'is the summit of a series in which also are included other entities that being things have the possibility of spiritual attributes:
vegetable, animals. But to obtain that intimacy that the event of the
sacrifice consecrates, is not the return of the animal stillness. It is only
possible to obtain it through the suppression of conscience and body as
things of reality.
Bataille marks the boundaries of'the conscience that articulates the
. distinction and the clarity of the objects in the world, of the impossible
articulation .product of the sacrificial act. What is the intimacy that is
,
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reached? Something of the being is proposed to us intertwined with the
religious being.
The sacrifice of the father is the negation that produces the innermost
humanity.
Let us think is a dead father conceivableoutside the word that names
him? The beyond that locates him, the place of the real, is named in the
Name-of-the-Father, a. signifier.that establishes the symbolic order. A
disjunction of the dead father and the Nameof-the-Father. The law articulates them, the prohibition of incest is also an act produced by it.
In the Freudian discourse, God is the representative of the infantile
love for the idealized father.
From the dead father something returns. If the.Real is that which
returns always to the same place the question lies in knowing of.what
this sameness consists. Jewish religion despite its negative attitude to all
iconography underlined in Jahveh's saying: "I am the one that is", that is ,
to say nothing in the conditions of its inherent,qualities denies its absolute qualities, represents him in.the burning bush; a miracle wh.ere that
which is destined to the burning consumption, to extinction, is maintained in the unnatural time.
The real returns then in the place of representation. God is as eternal 1'
as the infantile love which persists in the unconscious.
To the mystery of the.inherent libidinal viscosity is opposed the i n
sistence of a first inscription that like the manrellous writing pad keeps
better what erases more. This is the oblivion of the primordial murder, a
, .
condition of the persistence of its effects.
Then can be stated the insistent Freudian Lamarckism that in opposition to the knowledge of contemporary biology, asserted the genetic
transmission of the acquired characteristics: it is the repressed memory
of the primordial particide, the first act that persists, the witness of the
mythogenic effect of the language that is produced. .
The real is essentially defined through the logic that produces it. And
this is none other than the one of the discourse.
. This was Lacan's merit who with pleasure recognises himself in the
desire to articulate the logic that lies in the Freudian myth.
A dead'father, a father that speaks in the law that is said in his name,
installs as a prehistoric time the one of the terrible father, living with no
limits in the hunger of.his sex, owner of all enjoyment. This is a concomitant time where for any other, the son, all access to sex is paid for with
the loss of the body as a totality.
'

'

131

The death of the father, his suppression as a living being, marks his
limit and authorizes him to propose another; all women can be ywrs except one.
The patricide, the death of the primordial father, installs two times;.the
first one where all women were his and for the son none was possible,
and the second where his suppressed body is pure law that sustains his
enjoyment in the love of the word (God likes offerings and prayers) and
institutes each son in a sexualized subject for whom all women are
possible in exchange for one that is not.
The loss of the penis will be to the negation of the totality of the body
like castration is to the death of the father. That is why we say that if the
Phallus is the metaphor of the penis, the Nameof-theFather is the
metaphor of the Phallus.
To say that a woman, his mother, is forbidden to,be his is no different
than to assert that he is forbidden for that woman. His privation of the
primordial Other from whom he originates doubly, in the body and in the
language that constitutes him (the one that is called maternal because of
its origin) is the entrance door to his sexualized being. From there that
Other in lack will tend to the encounter of the lost. The legend of Don
Juan will be the proof that although dl are tried none will be sufficient
and another adventure will be necessary and possible.
But "Totem and Taboo" is nothing other than the myth from the son.
If the terrible father is taken as the first time it is not less second than
what precedes it. If one, the father, wanted to be for all, other, the son
placed himself to be all for one, as long as the mother, the woman, is all.
The questions that return pressure us: why must a father be dead and
must a son be castrated? Or what is the same: why does a son kill while
the father castrates?
If between the subject and the signifyingchains that represent and exclude him, the relation is circular but not interchangeable, it is because
the signifier of the Other inaugurates through its mask the establishment
of the structure.
So the lack of the subject, his being of ex-sistence, will be the lack of a
signifier in the chain forcing its sliding away once more.
The phallic signifier will sustain the imaginw function (4in the Lacanian algebra, the fall of the penis and its equivalents in the Freudian
discourse) that in the phantom will be indicated by that detachable part.
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A pound of flesh that the subject offers in exchange for his sexual being is a symbolic debt that is paid only in the recognition of the lack (of
the Other), a gift of truth.
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Freud did not stop pointing out the coincidences that approximates
his work to the work of Nietzche. In the "Genealogy of Morality" Nietzche developed his conception about the origin of the bad conscience.
The debt, material in its origin, was then both debt and lack with the installation of an order that became law.
He also proposed a myth of the origins: the best organized horde, p r o
bably of blond warriors in the exercise of their ambition of power, subjected other nations that had to move. their own hopes of paver,
revenge, evil, to their interior, pouring their hate against themselves. The
breach became, more than as an attack against the victim, as an attack
on the law. The debt was transformed in moral and social lack.
Lacan in the development of his four discourses, gave the name
discourse of the master to the one that puts in the place of the agent, the
unifying signifier. From the master-warrior of Nietzche to the mastersignifier a displacement proposes its consequences; the law that
operates is the law of the discourse (this does not exclude that all
discourse institutes a social bond).
But what decides that the marks that in the subject give proof of ihe
efficacy of language in the transformation that makes of a living being a
speaking being, are produced in the narrow path that bounds the act of
the Oedipical tragedy, in the articulation of the generations?
Or what is equivalent; why, although the menace comes from another,
will it be the father who will hold the place of the agent of castration?.,
This fact Freud did not stop repeating.
"The proverb first decrees, legislates, aphorizes, is the oracle, giving to
the other real its dark authority."'
This is the first place of the'subject, the field of the Other produces
him with triple consequences: place and emptiness, being in lack; symbolic articulation inaugurated in the first identification to a signifier;
erogenous, body, support of the imaginary unity.
If the subject is what a signifier represents for another signifier, its lack
as its emption in the chain will be interstitial.
The relation between a part'and the whole of the phantom is articulated logically in the relation of a signifier to the chain.
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Its reciprocal; the lack of a chain, produces the inconsistency of the
Other. Its non-existence becomes the dead father and the Name-of-the
Father:The law that returns there is the law of the 1ack;thejouissance is
forbidden and that establishes the law. The magnitude of the Freudian
myth, the rigour of its l a c , makes comprehensible the criticism of its
official biqapher when the phalluscentrism of the theory was menaced.

But in Totem and Taboo” it WD.S already written. Why this reiteration
in ”Moses and Monotheism”? It is a simple return of the repressed, the
familiar novel of the neurotic.’
Or is it a warrant that the pass does not exist, that there arepasses
and in each movement the bet is placed again and decides if one goes
beyond the father or not with its double implication; place of the father,
place of the beyond?
It is not by chance then that also one of his last works is’ the one
translated as “Analysis Terminable or Interminable”.An analysis is terminable when the conviction of its infinitude is reached. Guilt will be
witness that the paternal death is insufficient if the subject does not fulfill
his possible consequence; a subjectivity of the death indicated by Angst.
It is a living rock, not because it is impassable as sometimes is said but
because of its permanence as a landmark of the jump of one series to the
other (remember Cantor and the transfinite series).
Its failure, pointed ou! by guilt, was given a. masterly description by
Freud in the history of Rat Man; a dead father who returns in the reinforced prohibition leaving the subject in the trap of his waiting and his
departure, separated by his shadow from the joys of life.
Freud writes: ”. , .I was not able to erase the rather unusual traits that
this work had.
In fact it was written twice. The first time some years ago, in Vienna,
when I didn’t even think of the possibility of publishing it, decided to
stop, but the unfinished task tortured me like a grieving soul. . .”
It is true: this is not written only once and in each one the subject suffers the consequences of hishesitations.
Through its word Freud concluded -once more- and crossed the
fence of the obscene guilt in the recognition of the debt that his work
pays.
It is a transgression of the sacred, his pages were added to the closed.
text to open a new course; through it we travel and if the stopping
forestalls us as “grievingsouls’’ it also tells us that it is the one that does

134

not speak, the one that decides the end in a work that closes.
Moses did not tread the promised land the lack invoked is the truth
veiled by the appearance of the punishment.
It claims that there is no identity between destiny and residence.
Lost forever, nothing remains in the last dwelling of Moses, only e m p
tiness awaited the crusaders who searched for the Holy Sepulcre.
It is not the earth, the place of the primordial God, cave of Jahveh,
where the safeguard of the tradition will be asserted. It will be in the
movement of the air where the path to spiritualitywill be conceived (“the
spirit derives its name from the aereal breath, animus, spiritus; the
hebrew ruaj-breath”).It is a column of air vibrating in the word.
Today our word is supported by nothing less than your hearing. And
through it our body vibrates in the rhythms of chance that today decided
to summon us in the splendid cipher of death we accept it and it is our
homage.
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APHANISIS
Oscar zenbler
The @ant Polypemon, known as P m s t e s ,
forced his victims to lie on a bed too short for
them and then cut off whatever overlapped.
Alternatively he would seetch them if the bed
proved too long.
This work concerns the paper read by Ernest Jones at the Tenth International Congress of Psychoanalysis, Innsbruck, on Septemba 1 s t
1927. Jones' paper was the result of a destiny that had marked the
history of the science of the unconscious and showed how the matum
tional criteria of the prcgress of knowledge revealed that the socalled
post-Freudian field is, in fact, prefreudian.

Time h a s elapsed which was the verification of the acuteness of the
Freudian discovery. All the attempts of the so called neo-analysis, which
apparently formalises its discourse on the horizon of the science of the
unconscious, can be seen to constitute clinical examples of the Freudian
theory. This is to say that the neo-analytical theories often can be taken
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as psychopathological examples and that those works have been written
from the side of resistance. To take some instances:
* Penis envy versus envy of pregnancy;
* Oedipus complex, according to Freud, versus Oedipus complex
which implies masculine and feminine as predetermined sexual identities;
* Phallic phase versus vaginal early sensations;
' Search for pleasure versus search for objects (thus the Trieb is not
any longer using the object as a means). .
These examples, which could easily be added to, are the mark of inversion of the theory. This inversion points out not only the problem of
understanding, but also the repression in the clinical sense of the theory,
as Freud mentioned in passing in that meeting with the young man
who had been little Hans, who recalled practically nothing of his
analysis: the deuelopment of psychoanalysis had suffered a similar process.
The lacunae in the Freudian theory constitute the places of passage,
which exist not because Freud did not know what to say but because
nothing could be said. It is then necessary to think again in order to find
and show where the difference between the giant and the pygmies was
established.' Was it when aphanisis replaced the castration complex as
the motor of Angst? Or before, when sexuality had to be.desexualised
for the acceptance of psychoanalysis? Or even earlier, when the explanations of neurosis were to be found in biology and physiology, allowing them to take a good distance from the subject of psychoanalysis? Or
later, when Freud had died but ,psychoanalysis had been already written?
The cure was a problem which worried Freud without leading him ever
to pose that furia sanandis and without closing in him the dimension of
his discovery which far exceeds that problem. The inversion of this
direction towards behaviour -modification,'personality structures etc.,
had become the centre of these new theories projecting a shadow over
the notion of the unconscious. But'Freud was much more interested in
truth than in the prosperity of efficacy,2rich in definitions, neologisms
and nosological descriptions; which no doubt answer on the plane of the
scientific discourse to fill those hollows which corroborate that that
which is Veworj'en is castration. Castration, in effect, is the one which
produced so many movements. It is generally said now-that what is
repressed is Freud himself but the attitude of repressing is not en bloc.
He himself, by the permanent actualisation of two of his works (the

138

T h e e Essays on Sexuality" and "Die Traumdeutunf) showed a priori
from whence the repression would occur. Psychoanalysis today, in
search of a predetermined sexual identity, replaced the notion of the
Oedipus complex by biology with innate unconscious phantasies fulfilling a similar operation in the field of the instincts.
The correct translation of Trieb is not instinct for which the German
language has Instinkt, tIierefore the appearance of this translation is not
only a problem of translation, but the problem of an intention. By definition the instinct has a predetermined object. The Trieb, on the contrary,
is labile, thus fully introducing the problem of perversion.
There is always some kind of reservation which demands respect
when some authors are mentioned. When these rules are followed a kind
of recognition of maturity also follows. In our case we have run the risk,
and maybe it is time already to inaugurate a psychoanalytic study of the
theories of persons as important as Jung, Ferenczi, Rank, Abraham,
Jones, etc.. The signification of the mass when made by the disciples
will surely be found (Jones did not like the term disciple as it made him
think of religion) in Freud's theories; "Totem and Taboo" would then be
an indispensible compass for this task.
The reach of this reflection is much more humble. We will consider
Ernest Jones and his sexual conception in his notion of aphanasis which
is an important precedent to one of the biggest divergencies in the field of
psychoanalysis. The first word with which Jones opened his discourse
to the Congress was "Freud . . _"as if his unconscious was letting us
know that if he named him it was in order to deny him.
Without exaggeration we can call this congress anti-Freudian,as it is
revealed by Freud's reflection four years later with his acute, brief and
bitter answer.
The spoken implies something else. To put Jones in the first place
reveals an intention; to follow his example. Had Jones read Lacan? Had
that secret epistolary relationship (which makes us wait for a death to
reveal its contents) really taken place? Paris -London as ViennaBerlin? We should not forget that there was an epistolary relationship
which was secret until Freud's death.
What is the relationship between that young man who many years ago '
in Marienbad presented his paper on the mirror, "The Mirror Stage
in the Formation of the I" with that other more mature one who some
years before presented in Innsbruck "The Early Development of
Feminine Sexuality". It will be said not-one, but it is known that not-one
is somwne.
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It is in "The Desire and its Interpretation" that Lacan lets us know that
the psychoanalysts had left aside a term proposed by Jones; that of

aphanasis, meaning by that the total disappearance of the capacity for
sexual jouissance.
Let us then go back to Jones. The beginning of his paper showed in
him the presence of a reasonable suspicion about the phallocentric
criteria which ovewhelmed Freud and lead him to an underestimation of
the feminine sexual organs. His posing of the question makes him question:
a) What is it which in women corresponds exactly to the fear of castra
tion in men?
b) What is it that makes the development of a homosexual woman differ from that of a heterosexual one?
We are wing to discuss problem a) only.
But let us get lost for a while. There is a problem before the formulation of this question. It concems the title of Jones' paper which in itself
means an about face regarding infantile sexuality constituted as such
because it speaks to us of Dos Kleine which rigorously refers to an infan
tile subject essentially perverse, who once normalised by the Oedipus
complex will have its sexual identity as masculine or feminine. In Jones'
paper there is a subtle change which involves the little girl in a biological
sexual identity which makes the vagina the place which reassures her
that nothing is lacking. The universal premise, Phalluslcastrated, is
replaced now by the one of penishagha. This symmetrical simplified
parallel is similar to that formulation which equates penis envy with envy
of pregnancy, as if these enuies would belong to the same level. How not
to show here that obsessive maniaof suppression of the difference even
supposing some inclination for that Glanz ouf der Nose which makes
everything equal.'
Jones considers the problem thoroughly and WrongJy. What both
sexes are afraid of (aphanisis) is what will structure the castration.
Castration will show a partial situation; aphanasis on the contrary will be
the fear of the total loss of sexual desire the manifest content of which
will be castration. Then we can conclude that castration menaces the
desire, but because castration itself is not more than a secondary derivation of aphanasis, it is desire itself which is the one exposed to the disap
p r a n c e . The road which ilifantile sexuality followed was quite different. Desire was only made possible by the mark of castration and
what can we say of the disappearance of desire if not that this in itself is
a desire and unattainable?
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Freud made clear his intention through a very careful choice of terms
when he posed that the anatomic differences of the sexes would have
psychic consequences, Jones, on the contrary, wanting to base on a
biolcgical difference the problem of the sexes, thought he was giving
birth to the discovery of normal development, but instead installed
perversion. If this is so, the formulation of aphanasis would occupy a
secure place within the rest of the infantile sexuai theories. And then,
having that value, it would be from the psychoanalytic point of view;a
resistance. Even though, if aphanasis were within the rest of the infantile
sexual theories:
a) that could only occur after the difference of the sexes, and originated
in reFession,
b) it would break the continuum which goes from normality to
pathology splitting it radically,
c) it would mark the desire to destroy the indestructibilityof the desire,
which is in itself desire per se.
If Lacan, who has read Jones, recommends reading him, it is because
he shows us that from Jones somethingis said. This is to say that Jones
speaks without stopping, without knowing and upside down about
desire. For Jones, "if we scrutinise the fundamental roots of the fear
which underlies all neuroses we come to the conclusion that what is really feared is this aphanasis; the total extinction and of course forever, of
all capacity (even opprtunity) of sexual pleasure". This "scrutinising
power misses the problem of the bed rock of the analysis.'
For Freud, even the different anatomic destinies will reveal an equality
-up to the psychic difference between the sexes- which will make the
Freudian Kleine say that aU which is alive will have a penis up until the
possibility of castration comes to establish the difference. Little Hans is
in that case a permanent interrogation and the knowledge in him of that
binarism (phduslcastrated) implies a narcissistic wound which takes
him up to the doors of the "mystery of sexuality". We should say a double wound because his not too prohibitive father pushes little Hans
towards his mother always ready to renegotiate her own castration; this
is why an unappealable animal will come to reinforce by displacement
the figure of his father. The phobia of Little Hans is also a symptom of
his own battle to create a father.
The little boy/girl of Jones in the field of biological difference kept in
itself, in its genes, the knowledge of a predetetmined sexual identity,
where the vision of the genital organs of the opposite sex will be a kind of
beacon which will show that it is there that they should go.
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Jones established an order; if children are polymorphously perverse,
this is only metaphor. This new order demands that the Oedipus complex should be regarded as a small scale model of what later will be
mature genital love. Then the feminine woman will be for the virile man.
It was Lacan who showed us in the seminar on "The Purloined Letter"
that in all feminine women there is something of a deception and in all
virile men much of the ridiculous. We should remember the role of the
King and the Queen, as they are analyzed.
Let us come back to Jones. If aphanasis founded the castration, then
the Trieb (called instinct) had predetermined objects. The biological difference inaugurates from the beginning the psychic difference and
perversion is an accident which theory cannot explain without giving the
last word to biology. This is what Jones comes to tell us.
The nodal complex would thus disappear and when this feminine
mother gave birth, for Jones this is all she would do. In the feminine sexuality, which according to Freud's theory arose later, he showed us these
women fulfilling unconsciously by that act of giving birth, the desire
never satisfied of receiving the Phallus from the motherlfrom the father a
child. And it is on the background of that mother and father that the
child will be ruled in its identifications.
Here is Jones. Has he read Freud? Yes.
Jones, without knowing, speaks to us of Lacan. What does he say?
That the aphanasis which everyone fears is the Phallus which nobody
has nor is and everybody wants. It can be seen. I hasten. The correlation
is not symmetric nor is aphanasis interchangeable with the Phallus; like
little Hans, what he fears is that his father does not protect him from his
mother. In this way aphanasis is a necessary fetish. Its presence
precludes castration. How can we understand otherwise the "other consequences which take us again to our subject of discussion which is that
the mechanism of aphanasis tends to diverge in the two sexes . . . . . in
the woman, the fundamental fear seems to be that of ~eparation,~
which
in the phantasy could be produced through the rivalry between the little
girl and the mother forever, or through the father who simply denies the
gratification of the girl's wishes" (Jones).
We can ;he that here the theory is another theory and events are moved in other paths: that the little girl has sexual identity; the mother -her
likeness- would be her rival; the father -her opposite- would be her
desire; frustrating mother, forbidden father. What will be in play will no
longer be that being of which it could be said that it is castrated because
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nothing lacks biologically and who seeks from her father what she thinks
her mother has not given her.
We should maybe insist that neither sex lacks something or has
something more in the real. In fact the biological precautions in the
theory rationalise the forclosure of castration. If the little girl is really
afraid of the separation, our question is, who animates this discourse?
Otto Jones or Ernest Rank? The castration would be a secondary reaction in front of the basic model of all separation -which one? Well
understood; the trauma of birth and from there only one step to the
psychoanalytic creche.
Freud insisted, affirmed, the phallocentric position which lead him to
say that if we talk about castration, this refers to the penis. 1will quote
Jones who quotes Freud
"Freud sustained that it is precisely the little
satisfaction of this solution which guides in an
automatic way the little girl to seek for an external penis and it is this which introduces her to the
Oedipal situation in which the desire to have a
baby replaces, in a gradual way, the desire to
have a penis.'My own analysis, as well as thefirst
analysis of Melanie Kleih,.showsthat besides this
there exist more direct transitions between the
oral stage and the Oedipal one. . . . the two
alimentary zones constituting then the receptive
feminine organ. In the first place the anus will be
identified with the vagina as an evident form. . . .
Then this stage anus -mouthvagina is the
representation of an identification with the
mother."
If we can listen carefully here, we have again that obsessional-quasi
perverse theory of an annihilation of the differences between the sexes
and of course a certain theory of symbolism which is not Freudian and
which is triumphant in official psychoanalysis. Those nonfreudian
'theories' which give the means for the foundation of the projective
techniques and the global interpretation of dreams. The non-Freudian
theory of symbolism has been exemplified, amongst others by Hanna
Segal who, contrary to common belief, is far from being Melanie Klein.
Jones quotes Freud and in so doing he modifies the meaning of the
quotation by establishing that in the little girl the wish to have a penis is
interchangeable with the wish to share it in an act like coitus through the
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mouth, the anus or the vagina. In order to sustain this, this feminist
auant 10 lettre will seek for revindications in Karen Homey and Helene
Deutsch.6
In 1931 someone writes -four years after that congress- on
feminine sexuality and insists, perseueres, making his opposition in a
sentence which is a legacy for the living history of psychoanalysis; "This
dating of it (Melanie Klein 1928) which would also necessarily imply a
modification of our view of all the rest of the child'sdevelopment, does
not in fact correspond to what we learn from the analysis of adults
(Nachtmglichkeit)and it is especially incompatiblewith my findings as to
the long duration of the girls pre-Oedipal attachment to her mother"
(Freud, S. Female Sexuality, 1931).
Jones' little girl has two choices: sacrifice the love of her father or her
femininity, (the anal identification with her mother); she could change
either object or desire. In the first case the feminine desire will be adult
with an acceptance of the vagina, which will culminate in pregnancy and
giving birth. But Jones reccgnises that this little girl "will have a diffuse
erotic charm" (narcissism). Will he then finally recognise the equation
Child = Phallus? No.
In the second case, the rapport with the father will be transformed into
identification with the father and the little girl will develop a complex of
penis. Let Jones tell us the conclusion:. , . . "I would l i e to show the interesting parallel which in this way is established then as it was s u g
gested by Karen Homey.. , . the little boy also will feel the threat of
aphanasis. . . , due to the inevitable privation of his incestuous
desires. . . . he should then make a choice between changing his desire
or his object. , , . renounce his mother or renounce his masculinity, this
is to say his penis. We have obtained in this way a generalisation which
can be applied in a uniting form to the little boy as well as to the little
girl. . , _"Yes?
This communication to the Tenth Congess precludes in brief;
a) the phallic stage, common to both sexes up until the difference is
perceived,
b) the binarism Phalluslcastration which pushes out the little boy from
the Oedipus complex and which on the contrary introduces the little girl
into it,
c) the slow outcome of the Oedipus complex in the little girl which in
Freud is always a decline close to being reactivated, as well as the little
girl -feminine (the first case of Jones) in maternity where she will accomplish the symbolic equation so long deferred.
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The abolition of the phallic phase will then re-establish that symmehy
which will find a vagina which loves the penis from the beginning and
with this normal relationship will think it takes distance from the phantoms of perversion by an installation of a biological morality which will
reintroduce perversion no longer as an object of study, but,in the blinking subject which sees and covers the perversion making of the boy a little man and of the girl a little woman!
This is why for Jones the clinical material which Freud leans on
nullifies his scientific work, since the latter was describing
phenomenologically a stage -phallicexisting in: "abnormal little girls
since the little girl defended herself from aphanasis by identifyng herself
with the penis as a secondary defense against her femininity, because of
guilt and condemnation of these feminine desires, attributing to men the
opposition to these desires,. . . . thing which can be confirmed by the unfortunate circumstances that many men really manifestly despise the
sexuality of the woman (Freud?) together with the fear of the feminine
organ." The blinking of Jones is present all the time when the vision of
the feminine genitals could make him accede to castration. Quickly he
then took distance from it occluding it with the aphanisis, as if he was
showing us his courage by saying that what he really feared was the annihilation of his desire.
We perceive the desire of Jones; but a subject who showed his naked
wish deserves at least one question.
Who is Jones? A young president.
Wer ist Jones? €in Jung (er - nst) Pmsident.1

It is indubitable that in order to determine the reaction against Freud
within the history of the science of the unconscious, it would be
necessary not to split theories from their subjects. Even if this is a risky
way, the scientific status of this task has been supported within the
works of Freud. It is then that in order to clarify the identification of
Jones with Jung it will be enough to show that the places (the structures)
organised by the signifier overdetermine the subjects. That very visible
place, the chair of the president, it is well to remember, was inaugurated
by Jung. This is why all complete reflection on Jones should finish with a
reflection about power.
Freud used to refer to the diplomatic qualities of Jones by saying -as
a joke- that he should be sent to the League of Nations. The joke, as
always, reveals 'its connections with something unconscious which
caries truth. Jones was the one who inaugurated that hierarchy in
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psychoanalysis, which was institutionalised through the different
associations which, on paper, were founded in order to keep and enrich
psychoanalysis. This legacy was understood as it is shown in the
knowledge produced till now -as a strengthening of power.
The Freudian discovery is to be re-discovered.
The return to Freud is an unavoidable task

NOTES
I

*

'

SELESNICK, S.T. The Psychology of the Inferiority Complex in Histoy of
Psychoanalysis, p.131 Paidoi, Buenos Aues. Freud referred to Adler once
as a pygmy: "I make a pygmy a big man", he said. On the other hand Adler
answered Freud that: "even a pygmy on the shoulders of a giant could see
more than the giant". When Freud knew this comment he modred Adler
saying that it could be true in the case of a pygmy but not if it was a louse
in the hair of a giant.
FREUD, S. Analysis Terminable and Interminable, Vol. W, p.317-318.
Editorial Rueda, Buenos Aires. Otto Rank, based on the theory exposed in
his work Das Trauma der Geburt (1924) said that "the experience of birth
was the real fountain of neurosis. . . , and he thought he would be able to
totally eliminate neurosis by means of a later resolution of that primordial
trauma. in such a way that this little and unique fragment of analysis -a
few months would suffice- could make the rest of analytic task
superfluous.. , . on the other hand, this intention was a ~ e n u i n product
e
of
his epcque, conceived under the impression of contrast between the postwar European misery and the American prosperity. . . the thand the
practise of the Rankian experiment are today things of the past, no less
than the North American socalled prosperibf.
FREUD, S. Fetishism (1927). Stand. Ed. Voi. XXI, p. 152. 'In the last few
years I have had an opportunity of studying analytically, a number of men
whose object choice was dominated by a fetish. . . . >he most extraordinary case seemed to me to be the one in which a young man had exalted
a catain sort of shine on the nose. . , .when I now announce that the fetish
is a substitute for the penis, I shall certainly create disappointment. . . .the
fetish is a substitute for the woman's (the mother's) penis that the little boy
once believed in. . . I may say that there are many and weighty additional
proofs of the divided attitude of fetishists to the question of castration of
women. In very subtle instances both the disavowal and the affiiation of
the castration have found their way into the construction of the fetish
itself."
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FREUD, S. Analysis Terminable and Interminable (1937), Stand. Ed, Vol.
XXm,p.25. T h e paramount importance of these two themes -in females
the wish for a penis and in males the struggle against passiviiy- did not
escape Ferenczi's notice. . . . he made it a requirement that in every successful analysis these two complexes must have been mastered. . , ."
"Every male patient must attain a feelingof equality in relation to the physician as a sign that he has overcome his fear of castration; every female patient, if her neurosis is to be regarded as fully disposed of, must have got
rid of her masculinity complex and must emotionally accept, without a
trace of resentment the implications of her female role."
S. Ferenczi, The Problem of the Termination of Analysis (1928)in Final
Contributions to the Problems and Methods of Psychoanalysis, London
and New York, 1955. Chap. VII.
"I should like to add that, speaking from my own experience, I think that in
this Ferenczi was asking a very great deal. At no other p i n t in one's
analync work does one suffer more from an oppressive feeling that all
one's repeated efforts have been in vain and from a suspiclon that one has
been preaching to the winds. . . (the woman). . . And we can only agree
that she is right when we leam that her strongest motive in coming for
treatment was the hope that, after all, she might still obtain a male
organ. , . and have reached bedrock and that thus our activities are at an
end. This is probably true, since, for the psychical field, the biolcgical field
does in fact play the part of the underlying bedrock."
Sigmund Freud (1937) LE. Cit.
SPANJAARD, J. Los origenes de la ansiedad de castracio5, chap. I, p.9 in
Historia del psicoanPsis, Vol. V, Ed. Paidoi. It will be Starke who will
pose as a model of castration the anxiety of weaning. He, ,who. . . .'neither
was analysed nor was a practicing analyst, who worked almost his whole
life as a resident physician in a single institution treating occasionally some
patients who suffered from neuroses.. . his terror was that a careless
visitor would cut flowers from his garden".
"Thus, for instance, Karen Homey (1926) is of the opinion that we greatly
over estimate the girl's primary penismvy and that the strength of the
masculine trend which she develops later is to be attributed to a secondoy
penis-envy. , , It is undoubtedly true that there is an antithesis between the
attachment to the father and the masculinity complex; it is the general antithesis which exists between activity and passivity, masculinity and
femininity. But this gives us no right to assume that only one of them is
primary and the other owes its strength merely to the force of defense. . . a
similar objection applies to Ernest Jones view (1927) that the phallic
phases in girls is a secondary, protective reaction rather than a genuine
developmental stage. This does not c o m p o n d either to the dynamic or
the dynamic or the chronological position of things (my italics).
Sigmund Freud, Female Sexuality (1931), Stand. Ed. Vol: XXI, p.243.
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"in her earlier book (1925)the author (Helene Deutsch) had not yet set
herself free from the endeavour to apply the Oedipus pattem to the pie.
Oedipus phase and she therefore interpreted the little girls phallic activity
as an identificationwith her father."
Sigmund Freud (1931)loc. cit.
VESZY-WAGNER, L i b , La biografii de Freud, in Historia del Psicoansiisis,
p.16, Ed. Paido's, Buenos Aires. 'In his autobiography Jones speaks of
Jung with some reservation, even if he regrets that this one took the direction of a mystic obscurantism, Jones affirmed that really he couldn't
understand what happened to Jung who at some stage gave proof of a
notable lucidity,. . . at least at an unconscious level Jones should have
kusted in replacing Jung in the affections of Freud after he parted from
him."
In A Child is Being Beaten Freud show& that the phantom which women
repressed was femininity, while the one repressed in men was homosexuality. This papa of 1919 seems to have been ignored by and l a r by
~
generations of analysts. Here is Freud himself who quite explicitly remarks
on the lack, of symmetry between the sexes. Let us be clear. If we
assimilated hpmosexuaiity (in men) to femininity, we should make a
similar operation (with women) by which femininity=heterosexuality.A
problem arises here and not,an easy one; men repressed homosexuality
while women,repressedheterosexuality. What bath sexes repressed was
femininity. The object of repression was the same while the subject
changed. We should not be surprised and remember that Freud always r e
mained loyal to his position of a single libido, the masculine one.

POSTSCRIPTUM.
TEN YEARS LATER.
Sine im
Freud

,

.

A mi io que me interesa es la uetdod, por eso
llego a destiempo. (What interests me i s the
huth, therefore I arrived untimely.)

If I kept this paper for ten years without intending its publication my
reason for that could not be easy to explain. I can now say something of
my ambivalent relationship with this paper and try at last to explain it.
The pap? remains as it was written in 1970 -without alterationsand only once shortly after it was written, it saw light before my dearest
friends. But I soon knew that this paper was still not ready for my
friend's krs: I then'kept the manuscript'for.these ten years.
While time elapsed I learnt that the aphanisis of Jones was a reference
(to say unconscious sounds a bit pretentious and unnecessary) to his
desire as analyst. The only aphanisis as Lacan teaches us, is the
aphanisis of the subject..This is what he formulated as a signifier is what
represents a subject to another signifier.
I did not know this at the time, I think the paper knew that. These
come to my mind now; as this paper is going to be published, a memorir
of something heard years and years ago; 'One should be without
anything which can resemble that one oneself is also a subject with
desire".
We know, thanks to Lacan, that that is not the position of the analyst
even if in order to authorise this we should mention the first; Freud.
On the conlrary the position described above is a repressive position
the consequences of which quite visible now are those of leading him to
the position of Master (a unified position -without split-) which being
imaginary reveals his impotence to g a s p the object cause of his own
desire. And. in,doing that, because of the repression, his desire became
more and.more alien to him.
.The position of the analyst confused with the one of the Master produces always those analyses where the analyst n o doubt will interpret
his own repressed desire as the analysand's desire using for that the
couch of Procmstes. The history is now well known to us.
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The clean formula of the position of the analyst as a subject without
desire is a complement to the socalled aphanisis. There all work in the
analytical sense of the word ceases to be possible, since it supresses the
transference as a condition of jouissance of the analysand that the
analyst sustains with his own desire.
The paper, incomplete as it is, has the value of showing through
Jones’ theory of sexuality his desire as analyst and the place that this
desire occupies in the offical psychoanalytical circles.
The history of ideas within the history of the psychoanalytical move
ment in the way indicated by Freud, is a labour which should be undertaken by somebody if somehdy tries to become an analyst. These requirements cannot be avoided and it is only necessary to pose a question
to make this point important enough for the formation of the analyst.
What is the quality of the transference between the creator of
psychoanalysis and those of us who claim to be Freudians? Even if we
study the Freudian unconscious -we as well as Lacan appreciate v W
much the adjective- there should be some other questions. This paper
only pretends to pose a question, which briefly can be formulated as
such; why does the analyst become so uneasy if he is also seen as a
desiring subject?
The second part of my justification,ten years later, bears upon a matter -as is shown in note number eight of the paper- as old as this
paper, My own prebccupation at the time led me to give a public seminar
-six years or more afor “some ones and some others” on Freud’s
paper “A Child is Being Beaten“, a paper that 1 will publish soon,even if
in order to do that I will need to explain why it was also kept from
publication.
I will, this is at least my hope, show why all the inner circle with maybe
the exception of Ferenczi, were much more close to Fliess and Jung than
to Freud.
I do not think they knew this at all, if 1 speak of desire I recognise it as
Unbewusste.
Freud was, and I completely agree with Lacan, unable at the time to
make the psychoanalytic discourse prevail over the psychoanalytic
group. The Congress of lnnsbpck, I think, was in Freud‘s heart too close
to the split with Adler, Jung, Rank and Steckel. This is why many years
later and just before he died, Freud while having tea with Jones allowed
his anger to appear.

150

The moment is remarkably well recorded by Jones: “I was with Freud
in the garden and talking about some matters I told him that when we
knew about his cancer all the *inner circle”was down in Innsbmck where
he was and we were discussing whether to tell him about .the cancer or
not. I recalled Freud stopped drinking tea and visibly upset asked me in
German: “with what righr.”
In regard to the desire of the analyst, this was taken into account by
Freud. On the contrary, maybe with the only exception of Ferenczi, the
rest repressed the problem. This is why, beyond the absolute fidelity of
Jones to Freud in so far as his desire was the motor to build the
aphanisis, Jones should with justice be called post-Freudian, which is
not my merit since Freud himself stated his deep differences with the
Tenth Congress.
Therefore it is not my intention to moralize about power, from which I
hope to take the right distance. My position, since it is still ten years later
a psychoanalytic one, leads me to open the case with Jones’ proposition
which rejects what he states; Jones with his paper diverges from what is
the Freudian Unbewusste.
In regard to my note num~bereight, hopefully it wdl show from Freud’s
own conclusion how psychoanalysis today has confused again the p r o
blem of erotogenicity with sexology. And if we read Freud, as we always
insist, we can see how he himself stated in order to answer to the Tenth.
Congress that erotogenicity and sexology are not the same and that
psychoanalysis only works with the first, not the second.
We should also read in the texts how it happens that two papers of
1919 were so much ignored and rejected; “A Child is Being Beaten” and
“Beyond the Pleasure Principle”. The first is for us the structure of the
phantom and the second the Wiederholzwong. Is not this ignorance the
one which obliged Freud to draw the second topography?
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