THE MOTHER-CHTLD RELATION

(The Newsletter ic grateful to Marie-Héléne Brousse for permission
to publish a transcript of the scminar she gave at Ivy House on
257131/E7).

The theme oi Marie-Heléne Erousse's recent seminar at Ivy House was
the mcther-child relationzhip in which she discussed the impact that the
work cf Winnicctt waz to have on the development of the Lacanian
teaching.

Vinnicett was one of the few Post-Freudian anzlysts who had a
relationship with Lacsyn, and Lacan's interest in Vinnicott cdates fron
Viunicotlt's oriicle Inenuiticnal gbjectc and transitional phepomcnpa.
(10523, Turtliermware, Lacan wase to use the concepht of the transitional
okject in relaticon teo tle development of his thought.

Lacan referc ic ile work of Wiannicott during two precise pericds=in
the developnent of Lie thought. In the first period, there are two
Lacanian texte thal beosr witness to Lacan'’e interest in Winnicott's
work: : 3 =
unpubliched) (19%6-S7., and Ihf.'._mmc_tinn_nl_j.he_l‘mnm.t (1958)

Il wae not until eleven years later that Lacan was to refer fo
Vinnicot! again, thiz tine in 1'Acte psychanalytique (Sémipaire XV -
uppubliched), (1267-€Z°, an account of which can be found in Ornpicar mno.
28, and in Wismwm_w

These two periode covering a span of eleven years mark two very
different pericds in Lacan'z thinking. The first period deals with the
concepl o the transitional object and the second peried. is concerned
with Vimmicott's concept of the 'self', These two pericds or encounters

tween Vinnicott and Lacan indicate the problems that confronted
peychoanalysie at that time. The first problem is that of the object and
the second prehlem concerns tlhe 'analytical act'. When Lacan works on
Vinnicott's trancitional cbject it ie connected to hie 'return to Freud'
in opposition to Ego-psycholougy and to a leseser extent the Kleinian
school .

Thus in the zeminar La relation d'objet, lacan introduces the
question ot the object by way of the phobia and half of the seminar ic
centred on a re-reading otf the case of Little Hanse Lacan dicscusses the
object-relation in connection with the phobic object and not from a
genital point of view ae is the case with other Post-Freudian analysts.
Lacan slso discusces the question of the object in relation to
fetishiem, and it is at thie point that he refers to VWinnicott and the
iransitional ctject.

In The direction of the treatment Lacan says that ths object-
relation question is one of the main streams of psychoanalysis. This
thecry has, acrording to Lacan, a noble origin. ¥What does lacan mean by
'noble origin'? It is in & way the origin that Laczn recognised as
inaugural in peychoanalysic. This refers to Abraham's concept of partial
love of the obtjeci wkich he introduced through a text on kleptomania.
The object Le is referring to is the object as seen in two cases of
Elepicmania, and is related to the fzther's penis,

However Lacan argues that this original sense has been corrupted by
thuse who take the peri-object to be the beginrning o 2 total object.
Thet i= Lo say an obiect-relstions theory that begine with the part-
otject du intancy until it reachee a total genital object when
develcpment is complele. Lacan constantly criticises tlis idea.



In this context Winnicoti is in a peculiar position. In a way he is
in opposition to the total object theory. For Lacan, the transitional
object is really the negative of the total genital object. It makes the
direction of the development of the child impossible and it emphasises
the phallic function, which &t that time is Lacan's conception of the
object in relation to the phallic object. -

Object little (a) has, at thies stage, a different sense to that of
the second period (late 60ties). At this stage it is more on the
imaginary or symbolic side, for example, the imaginary in terms of the
phantasy and the symbolic in terms of the phobia. In the phobia, the
phobic object is nothing but a eignifier. Therefore, at this stage, the
object is not really related tc the real although it is beginning to be,
and thie ie when Vinnicott becomes important to Lacan.

In the firct period the obhject is related to the phallic function
and we chal] eee thet Vinnicott's transitional object is related to the
phadiliic functiion se ie iraksw's partial Jove of the object.

In the cecond pevicd lacan conceives of object little ta) in terme
¢f ihe real. )llAcle psychenalytigue inmediately follows Lacan's seuinal
on Ja logigue du Tontesims, where the status ol the object a= real iz
conpletely theorised witd Lie logic. At this stage the reference to =
Vinnjcott ie no louger Lo the transitional object, bul iusiead Lacan
criticises Winnicott's conceplion of the 'self', saying that it is a
'lapeus de 1'acle analytigue'. Lscan also talks about Winmicott's

peesion aw & reault of Vinnicol!'e relation to psychosnalysis. Lacan
feels that what & lacking here iz logic to temper this passion.
Al this time he ie Liu=elt in 1he process of elaborating peycloanalysis

2% & Jugic which refere 1o 1ke tmrmelisation of peychoanalysis.
WVinndcoti, on the etler land, i€ more on the side of passicn than on ihe
side of logic.

Howszve:, Lacau respects Vipnicott as an anslyst becauce of
¥innicotl's fajthfulness to Freud as can be seen from the tollowing
passaze in ile s 250):
‘Genetic reeearch and direct observation are far from being cut off from
Froperly analytic realitiec’.

Lecan constantly criticices the idea of genetic research and direct
obeervation, and this refere 1o the work of Anna Freud and the ego-
psychology school. However, lacanu is also pointing out that Vinniceit,
althiougl involved in genelic research (a genetic approach to child
Cevelopment) and direct obeervation, ie 'far from being cui off from
properly analytic rezlities’. I think that here Lacan is referring Lo an
article by Winnicoti publiehed in Vol 22, International Journal of

- > ‘vat i (19415,
In thie article Vinnicott describes the way in which children play with
cbjects on bis desk. Ve can use another example from chapter 3 of
Playing and Reality - the cazse of Diana. Winnicott received both Diars
and Ler mother and he notes that he had to conduct two consultations in
parallel; one with the mother, and a play relationehip with Disna. In
this text Vinnicott deccribee his interaction with Diana and her
regponees, y

In both of tle atove exanmples, obeservation and development take
place in an asnalytical eituation, that is, within a system (dispositif)
of words. 'Cl'est un diepositif de paroles’'. This is the way in which to
vnderstand tle analytic zjtustion; it involves words and it is under
transterence: in Diana'e case, the transference of the mother to
Winnicott, and of Dians ‘o her mother and Winnicott. Thus we can see
that 1ws 01 the xzin characterietice of the Freudian discovery are
preccut in Vinnico*t's observalion of children. I think this is the wey
to vnderstand 'Zar fncon Leing cut off from analytic realities' - i.e.
words and tranzierence.



Lacau continves (in Seminar IV): '] showad the value of a conception
in which child observation is nourished by the most accurate
reconsideration of the function of mothering in the genesis of the
object.’' This sentence merits further consideration.

In Lthe first place i1 is concerned with the genesis of the object
and not the genesie of the child. This difference is important for Lacan
in term= of the opposition between child development and (even at this
slage in Lacan? the subject's history. Thue Lacan refers to the genesis
of the object and one of the differences between Winnicott and Lacan is
tbat when the latter refere to the object, it is always in relation to
the subject. Vhat chisracterices the transitional object is that its
relationship to the subject is not all clear. Lacan, at thie stage, is
interesied in the genesis of the object. .

Eow why does Lacan talk about 'the most accurate reconcideration of
the funclicn of motlering'? In Frenck ‘la plus juste remice au point de
la foucticn du xaternage’. For Lacan, 'juste' is related to 'approprié’
and it hate a very precics meaning. What ie accurate, what ic 'Juste!’
when consider ing prychoauslysic has to do, since Freud, with one
rc.-r';ui:'r m=1t of whicl Lacsn Lallks in Kanl avec Sade gaying:

'Deyuis Freud une stiuciure guadripartite est €xigee pour rendre
conpte de l'crdre sutjectiz,’ -

(From Freud ouwarde & quadripariite structure ie needed to account
for the subjeciive order).

Vinnicott's reconsideration of the function of mothering ie accuraie
because it ie related to a quadi ipsrtite structure. By closely reading
Vinnicott we sse tlat guite ireguently there is the following situstion:
the molher (1), Lhe clild &), Winnicott (32, and the cbject ¢§) - tlLe
teddy in Dana's caee. In thie way we can see the function of mothering
within & quadripartite structure. This is why Lacan says it is 'most
accurate', it is very precise and we may ask why is it necessary to have
& gquadripsrtite structure., It ic necessary because of the Oedipus
cample:, or more precisely, becsuse of the castration counplex. The
motlier-child relaticnship ie not a dual relationship. It ie initizlly a
three-placed etructure and later a four-placed structure.

I shall now try to apply Lacan's schema L to Vinnicott.

(Child) (Transitional object)
g a
/
/
/
/
/
/
/
/
&' A A
(Winnicott) (Mother) (Symbolic)

The mother can be placed at A without any doubt, because at that
tim=, when Lacan talke about the mother, he refers to the symbolic A.
The child is placed at &. However, the subject ie not the child, the
child je more or less the ego. Vinnicott is placed at a' which is
interesting becasuse tlis means that as an analyst he is placed as an
obiject even jf it jic an imaginary object. The transitional object. is

placed al a.
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The transiticnal object is directed towarde the phallus. At this
time Lacan refers to the phallus as coordinated with the imaginary and
the symbolic. Ve can complete thic model by using schema R, ‘Ecrits,

]

in wkich il appzare that Vinnicett is located in the place of '] as
the epo-1desl, and tlhat the trancitional cobject appeare in the poeiiion
of signidier of the primoydial object in relation to the Feal Cther, tin
Fother, g

Towards the end of Winnicoli'e article Iransitional objects and
transitionsl _phenomnzpe, e refere to the phallus, relsting the
transitional object tc the msternal phallus:

‘VWe can admit that tlhe trencitional object is virtually the maternsl
phellus Aalthough originally it is the breast, that is to say the thing
created by the child and at the came time furnished by the environment.'

Vinpicooil's reference te ile relationship between the transiticnal
object and the matermal phallue seemz to be imnencsely impeortant for
Lacan in relation to Freud'e paper cn Fetishism (1927) in which Freud
poiniz ouvt that the fetieh cbject ie & substitute for the mother’s penie
that ike child originally believed in. Therefore we can see that for
Lacax, the mosl appropriate figure of the object is an object related to
the phallue, that is to say, to the mother's castration.

The tyansitional object is important as a concept for Lacan for at
leas! four reasons:

- 1. The iransilional otject is related to weaning. Vinnicott pointe out
ihat the traneitional cbject appears roughly between the ages of 4-12
nmonthe and this corresponde {o the wesning period. In Les Complezes
familiaux (19Z&) for the first and last time Lacan proposes somcthing
recenbling a tleory of child deveclopment. He discusses three succeesive
conplexes, the first being the weaning couplex (le complexe du sévrage).
The inportance of the mother in Lacan's work ie the moment when she i¢
absent, when she is missing. In olher texts Lacan refers to weaning as a
‘subjective drama’ along the lines of the Kleinian school. Lacan's
refereuce to the Kleinian schoel ic only to point out that it is the
mother's drams and not the child's. This point is raised again with
reference to the object which is part of the child's body and not the
motler's body, Thus there ie a change of perspective in the two points
of view. '

This period is inmportsnt because it shows that the mother-child
relationship is not dual and that it never has been. It also emphasisecs
tLke mother's desire. Vhen thearising the function of the mother Lacan
intreoduces the mother's desire from the beginning as a function that
makes her micsing in her place (which weaning showe clearly) and this is
the origin o1 the introducticw or tlhe object in the symbolic . Thus the
trancitional object is imrortant because of its relztion to weaning and
the funciicn ot lack in development.




- 2. The transitional object is important because of its relation to the
place of the phallus, that is to say it is related to the castration
complex. ClLild development is organised around this main point in the
lacanian teachiug. >
3. The transitional object should be understood in terms of its
relation to the Other. Winnicott points out that the transitional object
is not in the Otker and that it ie neither internal nor external. I
would say that it is not out of the Other but that it should be
underetood in terms cf 'extinite’ as is the relation between (a) and A.
Ve can refer to Vinnicoli'e point that the interest in the tramnsitional
object liesc more in its actual reality than its symbolic value. The
transitional object does not function as a symbol although it can be
named.
- 4. The transiticnsl chject is related te the paradox ct bhuman
sstistpction and thic is impol tant for botlh Lacan and Winnicolt,
although it de mwore eniygmatic in Vinnicott. Vben Winnicott points out
that thie objec’ las nothing te do with the kind of satisfaction
concerning consunpticon, this can be underetood as it having a relation
to the saticfaction which j& tied more to the phantacsy than to the real.
That ie 1o say that this cbjecl plays a part in the causation of decire.
Ve can in & way conesider 1he relationship of the child to its
trancsitional cbject 3= & matrix of the jouissance of the subject, that
ie, & Lkind of ,sztieizction related to the phantasy as defined by Lacan.
The main charscieristics of the transitional object are the same as

1he thject in the phantasy;, it is mutilated, sauwpled, inert and
invalzable. It ie nul &n ohiest o1 repression and eo it is not 1o be
underetood iun ‘erms ¢ @ formstion of the unconscious, It has more to do
with the organ that Lacan talks about in Position de 1°incomscient snd

ite tunction is Lo prevent forever the temptation of genital
totalicalion as never attempted. It ie absolutely clear in Vinnicott'e
work tlat genital totalissticn is not possible. Winnicott says that tle
difference between the two sexes is betlween doing and being, but in any
cag+ the transitional colject playe ite part alone. It has more tc de
wiilh tre tlhumb than witk the ;:':_DC-d milk.

Tiie alleows VWinnicott te fermulate a new interpretation of
narciesizm. Narcizsisnm i rnot the absence of object as ie the case with
other Poct-Freudiene. Like Vinnicott, Lacan points out that the
cbesrvatiors of the child indicate that he is interested in objects from
birth.

Vinnicctt constantly enmphacices that the transitional object has
rothing to do with the drive. This could be seen as contradictory to the

acanizn pocition but 1 would argue that it ie not. What Vinnicott meanc
ie that it ie not a hallucination because it can be lost and named.
tleo, when Winnicott points out that it is not an object related to the
drive he meane that it i¢ not an object correlated to the satisfaction
01 need. He stressec that it is related to love, however, a very special
love and he talks about 'concern' and 'non-concern'. It is in a very
'non-conucerned' way tor the mother that this object is loved. I would
eay that it Lac more to do with the Freudian model of the mouth that is
able to kicz iteelf than with any definition of the drive in terms of
need.

In concludin: on the tranesitionsl object and its value for lacan, 1
would arpue tha'! it ie relsted to what Lacan calls 'le manque d'étre’
tboth 'want to L' and the lack of being) because there is something
miccing in Winpicott's wit'k which cen be found in Lacan; the theory aof
the subject. Vinuicott has developed a theory of the object without
heving velference 1o the zubjecl as produced by the signifying
alienation. Thie 51 -ourse has many consequences., Ae an object it is
elill concerned with the 'went', the 'lack', but it is not the 'want to
be' whicl ie correlated Lo the cubject.



Vinnicott points out that the transitional object can only appear if
the mother acts properly as a mother, which, he says, is disillusioning
for the baby. This means that the mother provides the child with small
wante, with appropriate wante, and in a way, this is the problem with
Vinnicoti: the wanl has to be created for the child by this good,
almighty Other which deceen't exist. Thus, without this maternal :
disillusionment there would be no possibility of a transitional object.
In view of this we can say thal the root of the transitional object is a
certsin want, But two wantie overlap here: the 'want-to-be' of the
cubjecl as effect of the siguifying order and a real want, constituting
the core o1 the object, its being of loss, related to the 'Trieb’. For
Vinnicott, it has more to do with a substantive want, with 'separation’
rather than 'alienstion'. This refere to the two modes with whkich Lacan
lheorices thic construztion of ilie subject.

Thue we can s:¢ that it ic an object that comes in the way of the
drive & <3 I, The clject little ta) ie the partial object of the drive

ard in thoss particviar crganicntions, the neuroses, appears in the
ientasy: (& a2, bvt related to the &. That is why the transitions)
Ghjec! can unly appeasr i1 {he Jller is functioning, that ic, if the

nother is delined by her tunction which is desire. The mother is nothing
but the Tunction of <Zesirc: 'le desir de la mére'. Lacan includes thie
notion in &n equaticn f(the poternal netaphor) which ie his wsy of
formalising the Oedijus conpiex at this stage.

Thue the mother ¢ the Ciler and functions in the 'demanc of tle
Ciher' which can be understood in two ways, subjective and ctjective:
the mother ss desire which functione in the demand of the Gther and
produces the poszibility eof an obtject which Winnicott calle
'{raveitlionxl? thue cupliacicing by this name the relaticnehip between
the real and the syntcsl, Thic is the first use Lacan makes of
Vianicoltl'e work. Lacan is alle, with Winnicott's help, to introduce a
new tleary of tlhe object iutc peychoanalysis. :

Fut a prellenw reraine in Winuicott. The transitional object is part
of a relaticn tc the mother, tlst is to say, to the desire of the Otler.
In Lthie sense it is linked to the subject, introducing the signitier and
des'l. What Vinnicott fajls to see ic that there ie no relation possible
betweern the pure living being and the object: as the object presupposes
el initial lack, 3t nececsitétes the Symwbolic order. The transitional
object heare tle mark of the signifying operation and suppeses the
synbclic dimsueion. Vinnicott Limself writes: 'The fact that it is not
the lreast or the mother ie juet as important as the fact that it
repecente the breast or the mother.' It ie true that the cbject deals
will the Feal but thie can cnly take ite value if the synbolic order,
aud the thus subject, is central.

In the second period Lacan no longer requires Vinnicott's help as he
has already procduced s theory of the object in relation to the logic of
the phantasy. On the contrary, in this period Lacan criticises
Vimuicoti's analytic practice and in particular the concept of 'self'.
The coucept of the self, like that of the transitional object, is
Vinnicotl's anewer tc a question common to both Vinnicott and Lacan, ac
Lacan uses the concept of the subject where Winnicott usee the concept
0f the self. This coincidence once again pointe to an important problem
in pzychosnalyeie at the tine.



There is a fundamental cpposition between the subject and the self.
They represent two opposed answers to the same question in
psychoanalyeis. Vinnicott's concept of the self first appears in 1945,
is developed in 1949 and reviewed in 1953. It is a concept which quite
naturally introduces the pathological formation of a split-off mind. At
firet, then, this concept bears witness to the authentically Freudian
approach of Winnicott, turning, as it does, around the idea of division.
But tke elaborstion of the 'e=lf' from that point on takes another road:
in 1953, 'continuity of exzistence', in 1955, 'impulsiveness defined by
motoricity’

Then VWinnicott refers to tlhe self in terms of true and false. This
ie aleo a coincidence becsuse Lacan too deals with the problem of truth
in psychoanalysis, and opposes truth of the subject to exactitude of
facte.

True and false are two quslities of the seli for VWinnicott, two
logical valuse tor Lscan. Howsver, Winnicoti's usz ot Llhe couceple
‘true’' and 'talee’ is¢ nel irew a logical point of view., Tu opposition to
thic, Lzczn is endenvouring i1e logity psyclhoanalysie.

Lacan'e vse o1 the concept 01 truth changes during his teaching.
However, irn, for euanple, Jhe direction of the freatment. lLacan talks
about the Lruth of the subject or the effect of truth whichk tiss th€
subject tg tlie syntolic. The truth of the Subject is ancther word 1or
the unconscious. lhis ewmphasisec the fact that the unconscious is an
efiect.

This ie in cpposition to VWinnicott's 'true self' because tle 'true
seli’ is a pure living being, & pure continuity of biological life. That
is to say the exacl opposite o the subject ac being the effect of the
signifying moriification. Whal characterises the subgect in Lacanian
themy ie that it i= tis=d to deall because of the nature of
eignificeticn. Winwnicott, on the other hand presents the self as
something living =xterior to any verbal expression, somsthing which
cannct be e€zid, something whiclh cannot enter into the process of worde,
something whick is absolutely eilent.

Winnicott detfinec the 'false self' as a social construction to
protect the ‘truc self' - the pure being. This presente a problen; what
value can be given to Vinnicott's 'false self' regarding the lacanian
teaching at that tim=, because a*t that time Lacan talks about 'false
being' whicl in a way ie eimilar to the Winnicottian ‘true selt’,

Vianicott's 'talee gelf' can be described in two waye. Firetly if
one empliasises one characteristic of the false selt, which is that it
cannot be snalysed, and that the analyst must assume the function of the
false selt during the cure, producing a process of regression in the
patient urntil he enccuntere hie true self, in that case, false self is
to be related to object little (a). But as it is a symbolic
construction, being formed by social ideas, it is concerned with
alienation. In view of thie we can consider the false self as the
subject.

The concept of the false sclf emphasises the problem Vinnicott has
in integrating tlhe trancitional object in the direction of the
treatment. It alec emphacsices the impossibility of producing a theory of
the cobject with consequences on the direction of the treatment without
tying it to the subject. Thue Winnicott produces the right theory of the
object inu peychosnalysis but without the other term of this estrange
heterogeneous production of pesychoanalysie which ie writtend: S <> a.

At thie pcint T chell ti1y to clarify where Lacan has got to in
1'Actle psychanalylique. At this etage Lacan ie dealing with the
cousequences on Llhe analytical discourse of what he calls alienation,
that 1, & modification of signifying alienstion. In the georils Lacan
referred to alienaticn as cne of the two processese in the production of
the zubject by 1he pocesses of metaphor and metonymy.



But &t this time Lacan is elaborating another alienation as well as
giving a new analytic interpretation of what she called the 'cogito', the

Cartesian cogito.

In La Science et la Vérité Lacan interpreted the Cartesian cogito as
being the possible historical birth of the subject of science and
consequently of the subject of psychoanalysis. Thie is clearly defined
by Lacan and it is most illuminating. In Les méditations Descartes gives
a formulation which is very clear; he says 'je sule j'existe' each time
I announce it or think it, which is the first step of the cogito. The
second term is the reference to God which is going to eternalise this
small moment of the emergence of the being of the subject. At that time
(1066) Lacau gives another interpretation of the cogito, that is to say,
of the problem of being in psychoanalysis. What he calls 'a
psyclcanalytical cogitc', altlough peculiar, is important with reference
to Winnicott.

Vimnnicott has & very defiuite theory of development in terms of
being (cf. Playing and Reality):

Being
Bsing one
Doiug axwd being done.

L=

LO T & B Co]

In a woy it ie Vinnjcott's theory of sexuation. Psychosis can be
placed at Leing. Delincuency can be placed at being one, and neurosis
can be placed atl doing and being done. It ie also related to the lack of
maternal care and is concerned with sex. For Vinnicott femininity is
relzted to being and mssculinity ie related te doing and being done.
Each of us starts cut by being a woman.

Wirnicott talke abtout 'primury maternal preoccupation' by which ke
refers 1o the stote the expeciant mother is in, and, for him, this
recembles 8 peychotic state. Thise ie the time when the mother is
conpletely centred con the fusion with the object (Being). In a very
coincidental way, Lscan talke akout 'being' in ]1'Acte psychanalylique.
The new cogito For Lacan is:

Ou je ne penseé pas ou je ne suis pas.

(Either I'm not ihinking or T'm not being).

Now we are able to see the opposition to the firet cogite 'I am,
each tims I am thinking or saying it'. Being and thinking. Here we have:

T not thinking)

trt |

(ot being’

The new alienstion resulting frow the cogito is dealing with the
union of not T - not E, the union of two negations.

I'm not thinking - being
C::Z:): this way round, the union

produces the object little (a)

I'm not being - thinking
é’: this way round, the union

produces -¢, the phallic function related to signifying castration.

This ie the result of the union of not T, not B. The firest use Lacan
made ol tle cogitc was to emphasise the coincidence between being and
thinking fas a moment of subjective truth). Lacan was nct working on the
union but on the intersection:

>



Lacan we= concerned at this stage with the place where the precise
woment 01 thivking and being were joined at this intersection for just a
moment. Bul uow working to elaborate on the #nalytical act, he uses the
negation of thinking and being. In a way we can say that this is the
opposite of Winnicoti's tbeory: Winnicott is positivising what at the
same Lime Lacan is negativieing. The main difference from the outset is
that for Lacan 'les pertes opeérent' (the losses are operative) whereas
they do not for Winnicott, except by way of compensation.

a alienation not thinking and not being

The initial moment 'eitber I'm not thinking or I'm not being' caun
be placed st tle top right cormer. This producee two operations, trutlh
anc alienstion. Alienstion ie what happens at the beginning of analyeis.
The slienated subject thinke he is natural when he is really incomplele:
an 'T am' withocut that which, in being, does nct answer to 'I', thai is

; €2y, the 'icd', er in cther words, everything which does not anewer tc
th‘ *I' in the gramexztical discouree. There ie a 'I'm not thinking
where I am' - wlhal Lacan foruulates as 'I am not thinking where it was'
reterring to ilhe Freudian id and the Freudian imperative in the sense of
the categorical imperative 'Wo es war soll ich werden' which be changes
to 'La ou c'était, je comus sujel dois advenir' (Vhere id was, I as
csubiect must com= to be?.

In the cperation of truth we have 'not being' - 'I'm not where it
wae' which ig the way Lacan forimulates the unconecicus. Thie ie the
tormuls of the lspsus. The lapsue is & place where you say you are mnot;
that is, you are not there in your lapesus, the unconscious yes, but I awm
not. Here we can think of the famous Freudian example of unconscious
formaticon 'My mother, no she was not my mother’. Thie is the effect of
the subject. There ie ancther operation which Lacan calle the operation
of the transference, the properly analytic operation,

which correlates this being @ to this . (That is, the being as

a result of the negation of thinking and the tnlnking as a result of the
negation of beiug).

Eeing and thinking are preoducts of the negation. Thinking is a
product ot 'not being', that is to say, 'l am not where there is', a
lapsus. Tle unconsciocus is a result of this repression. : -¢. Being ac a
result of 'not thinking' has to be related to object little (a). By the
operalion of the trancference, the analytical act correlates the object
little (a? and -¢. The being of the object for Lacan is, I should say,
the being of nothing. It ie the being resulting from the process which
Lacan defines az pure nothing.



The subject in the phallic function is the result of the want-to-be,
which is in direct opposition to Vinnicott. In 1!
Lacan talke about Winnicott's 'lapsus de 1'acte'. This is related to the
fact that both the transiticonal object and the self are produced by a
practice of peychoanslysis which, in a way, is well oriented but fails
to take into accournt the want to be and the power of signifying
mortificaticn. Lacan saye that in a way Winnicott acts the ’good
mother'. This refers to a text of Winnicott's on the transference and
countertrancsference. Vinnicott points out that for certain patients the
analyst should not interpret but just function as the environment, that
is, prelend to provide the coutinuity that was never there before. When
Lacan saye that the snalyel must place himself in the place of object
little (@) as the couse of dewire this meaus, in a way, Lo taks (Le
place o2 'nolhing', c¢f emptinecs, while Winnicott on ilhe other hand
takes the place oi 'fullueee’, thue impeding the emergence and croessing
of tie fautazy.

In tLie sens=, Lz:
analvet closed iu 1le
himsell alwaye tried

olelk= aleuwl Winnicolt as an example ot an
wteion oif his analytical doing: that which ig.oen
avoid by the power of logic and tornalissticu.
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The Neweletter is grateful 1o Bill Phillipe for trauscriting this

sexinsg



ARTIGORE IR LACAR'S SEMIBAIRE VII, L'ETHIQUE

In his recent account of the various portrayale of Antigone
throughout lilerature, George Steiner thankfully concludes that if
‘Ulysses reinforces Homer; Broch's Death of Virgil enriches the Aeneid;
Sophocles' Antigone will not suffer from Lacan.' (1). Lacan's
elaboration of the diecrepancy between the Thing ('la Chose') and the
eignifying chain ie incompstitle with Steiner's view which ' bears
direcztly on art and poctry’ (p. 125), and for which Steiner's paradigm
is provided by Jung. Sleiner maintaine that ‘we speak orgsnic vestigec
of mythe' (p. 304) which in themselves provide 'ar indiepeusable
mapping' of 'the criginal Greel statement’ (p. 125). He Yocusses con the
poscilble~to-z2y snd completely overlooks the dimension elaborated by
Lacan arcound *la Chose'. In his 1'Ethigque Lacan develops the
COnSEqUENCEE ot = perecnzl lsw wiich depends on '1'bumain, encore que
Justement 1'humain ncue echeppe’ (2), that is, eludee the possible-tp-

szy.

T4 for Lacau the signifier introduces a lack in the real
(symbclisation conetituting, on the gimplest level, a dialectic of
—c y

Frescuce and ahsence), and the cause is what suffers from the gignifier
in ile real <'ce gui du réel patit dv signifiant'), tlere is evidentlly a
reiation batwsen tlhe zsuse and thie lack. Lacan Proposes an anslogy for
thie: ithe vase is t

azhiicned around a 'nihil’', a nothinguess which ic
alsc 1i: nethingnees of *la Chose' (p. 145). Sublimstion operates in
relatic:: to 'ls Chose' before the ego and ite aime are integrated in tLe
imaginery register. The act of raieing an object to the statue of 'la

hose' criginally pointe to au abeence of any specific signification,
and merely incicates the eimple oppasition presence/absence. Being is
excluded Irom the chaine of its ex-sistence in a 'fundamental
synchrony’, ané hence constituted 'aprés-coup'. Any being there is will
be & product of the siguitier.

antigone reprezaente the boundaries of this place of being in the
resl af the mowsnt when a eignitier (in Lacan's ezample, the vase) is
created. The original fixstion of the subject by the signifier locates
beiug in the lack ovtside the traneformstion and flux characteristic of
the signizying chsin. Antigone is the mirage which reveals pure desire
at the wonent when it ie €imply a want-to-be, and the real is evoked in
& sentiment of unreality srocused by her beauty. Antigone's beauty
incarunatee a material quality in the eignifier and reveals the presernce
of the drive in sc far as it presents a stumbling block to the
signitying chain. 'La Chose fait mouche' ( - hite the bull's eye), and
this beauty spot is precisely what halts the movement of the signifier.
'La Chose' does not enter the field of alienation because, unlike the
€ignifier, it does not reprecent anything as such: it is not a
'Vorstellungereprasentanz' (3). Once Antigone is in the cave and no
longer visible to us, the actual circumetances of her death are not
dieclosed; tlere ie an absence of the signifier.

‘La Chose' is alwaye beyond the image. Prior to the fabrication of
the clject there e nothing zave the power to fabricate. Thie power
alweys remsine beyond the inage i1 identifjcatione with the caunter par i
will fellow. The culiural and funciional laws of speech require man tco

' X

€51 of the gods' (4). Antigone's ’‘great, unwritten,
unehakealble traditions' (1. S05) muct be traneformed into dieposable
goodted: text-ilzz, if the Mom-du-Tére ie to properly function.

(el Gway Vo e cla
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Creation acquires an imsginary and supreme creator for the tyrant
Creon who subscribes to an imperative 'martial law' as when he threatens
hie impertinent sentry at the start of the play,

Simple death won't be enough for you,
not ti1]1 we string you up alive

and wring the immortality out of you.
(II. 347-50).

Antigone et Créon by Jean Cocteau

Hie transgrecsive motive is pcinted out by Tiresiae: 'Fhere’'s tlre
glory, killing tke dead twice over?'. Antigone, however, chows a lack of
any sucl wotivation. Mer beauty literally disarms (esmiyer: to disarm,
an oid French word evoking both emction and mégen, power (l'Ethique p.
200)) the subject of speech. Vhen Antigone ie brought to Creon from the
palace, ihe chorus inetantly retracts ite tirade againet the intamy or
love wkick has =t fzther and con at war with one another:

Fut now

.......... when I see this -

I 7311 with tears, can't hold them back,
not any more..........

(II. 395-97).

Antigone's pozition lies between the two symbolically differentiated
fields of Being and Keaning. The second death which is not a biological
death is incounccivalble due to the absence of reprecentation at the
monent when the subject ie in the domain of 'la Chose', where there is
nc signifier tc represent it. Creon's frenzied efforts to offer
Folynices' corpse as &n obscenity for the citizens to behold (1. 230)
are vain, tor being ie ounly truly eradicated by the signifier. Death is
evoked on the side of life at the moment when the signifier casts its
veil and lefore mwyihs are boru. Antigone's beauty resides in this veil.

- ———— —— ———————————————— - — - —————— — —— - —_— T —— - -

Beatrice Khiara



NOTES. -

(1> George Steiner Antigones, The Antigone Myth in Vestern literature,
art and thought Oxfcrd University Press, New York 1984, p.297

(2> Jacques Lscan Le Sémipaire Livre VII, 1'Ethique de la psychanalyse
Editions dv Seuil, Paris 1986, p.150

(8) c¢f. the paper by Karc Dury in the last issue of the Newsletter
(No. 8).

(4> Sophoclec The Tbhree Thebon Plays, Penquin Boocks Ltd, Harmondsworth
19e2, 1. 282).



EVENTS =

Ve would like to renind Newsletter readers of the following events:

1. IVY HOUSE SEKIEARS (Middlesex Poly, North End road, KW3)
These are the remaining seminare for this term, starting 7 pm.:
2 Karch 1988

- Claude Léger: The« black jackel: z case of transitory fetishism

9 Kerch 1988
Biuce Fink: Foraulses ci seruatiou

16 ¥arch 1980
- Richaid Rlein: Winnicoti and oblect (a’

Z. CHILD ARALYSIS VORKIKG GROUP ¢14 Eton Hall, Eton college road, NW&)
There ie one weeting left thie term, from 8.30 pnm to 10.80 pm:

15 Karch 19386
- Observing the past: & Lystorical approach.

The swbzcription rate for onc lern is 410 (L5 for subscribers to the CCFSK?.

Coordinators: Danuza Macliado (722-738Z) and Bice Benvenutc (5866-0992).
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I enclose a cheque for &£...... (made out to CCFSR)
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