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writing
In refLection, the subaLtern Sagan! signifies the signifier "Lacan"

ash i s wi Ld a Lm 0 s t e qui - nom ina L G ray doe s the pic t u r e2• T his i s

to be read LiteraLLy, the signifier "seLf". stands aLready aLways

for a picture, an image -- in other words, in a signifying chain.

Of course, if this text mentions Dorion Sagan at aLL it is onLy

because of the spLit within its author, at Least a part of which

has an imaginary identification with Mr. Sagan. It is, after aLL,

the current author who is subaLtern, and signifies "Lacan."

Logos--Lacan--Cancan

T.!.;h~e~a~n:.:...:::.a..':L~y:...:s~t.::...:./..!:p:...:r_'~·e:.:s...:t:...l...:s~!.:p.:::o..::s:...:it ion i s--.
~ big u a u s..;....We are f ami L i a r wit h

the diagram here.3 But we must

recognize that the Labels might

equally be "logos/silence or

idle chatter4" And here we must

:lil;~~S?llll!;lllij%~~~TIii~!E!~l[li

ask whi ch door the ana lyst --

the symbolic father, phaLLus

evident -- enters, even our male colleagues the women analysts.~

Lacan in practice (in his analytic practice) represents the given

logos, and yet remains silent -- or if he speaks, it is idLe

gossip. Just this si Lence speaks :tll:~woman, and she speaks cancan.

Lacan must stand between these doors, his nam(e/ing) starting out

with the ILl of logos, but ending in siLent scandal.

L{e-$ 1\A..~1- 5~ I~ , ~e16'1- ea1AA-- 6"~ IV-.
Psychoanalysis is an intervention. In Lacanian anaLysis, as we-----..
know, the anaLyst occupies for the anaLysand the position of the

symbolic father, the "subject supposed to know." He functions to

/ b r. i n 9 the pat i.e n tin con for mit y wit h the "l a w 0 f the fat her ," t~
~is, the law of signification. Hence we may write that

~ ~~~~ ~~~a-I
IThe etymoLogy of this nale is here ~orth pursuing, and is not insignificant.

lascar Wilde, The Picture of Dorian Gray, 1891.

3Jacques lacan, "The agency of the letter in the unconscious or reason since Freud,· in Ecrits, p.1S1.

4Luce Irigaray, Speculul af the Other WOlan, p.22 -- This idle chatter perhaps oaled, in French, cancan (Tittle-
tattle, scandal).

~ Irigaray, p.24. (j)
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psychoanalysis is inherentLy reactionary. It wouLd be foolish,
.....
however, to reject psychoanalysis for only this reason, or out of

a naive volunteerist iLLusion about politicaL action. Of course

psychoanaLysis is reactionary, as we all are whenever we open our

mouths, or ink our pens -- every tim,e, in· fact, w~(uP)(lold and «'It-?
.(en)forcedad'slaw •. , \)(SIf-~~~d'l~·t ..{L, '

:>-' ~Q ~ ~~ ~~tvo ~ -i) ft:-~~ ct[~~~~ ~~t:t\eQ.<1 ,
u.-') ~ t.-E:-'SL<..-«-..e~

We may also write, with Irigaray whether she writes this or not, ~

that anaLysis is incest -- or, what amounts to the same thing, its ~~

prohibition. "[T]his implies about his desire [the Ihis' is 'the r4t~'.
fatherl, but we may as well say it is Lacan, the father of us all]

-- he seems to get more sexual satisfaction from making laws than

love .•• Her duty [the analysand, who is, of course, a daughter]

would be to sustain with her desire the enticing delusion of a

legislative discourse, of a legal text that would state, among

other thi ngs that the father has no desi re for her. "6 What

psychoanalysis hence demands is preciseLy that the analysand give

into the sexual wishes of the father/analyst -- to make these

wishes her own desire; this is clear enough.

What does Lacan want? or (I can't get no) Satisfaction

We all know that psychoanaLysis is an intervention, even in the

case of Lacan with his manifest symptoms of counter-transference.

We could say that Lacan wants to be Freud, but we would be Lying;

really he wants the absent term of desire, the phalLus, which Freud

in our common conceit occupies. Lacan wants to (fuUfi LL the

desire ~f the anaLysand for a subject supposed to know an

objective, PLatonic as it were -- Socratic, perhaps -- truth: the

known truth of the subj~ct, which does not leave its surgical scars

on the analysand. Here is the slip where aLL is revealed,

The value of Freudls texts on this matter, in which he is
breaking new ground, is that like a good archaeoLogist, he
leaves the work of the dig in place -- so that, even if it is
incomplete, we are abLe to discover what the excavated objects
mean.7

'Irigaray, p. 39.

: Jacques Lacan, The Four Funde~entaL Concepts of Psycho-AnaLysis,

@
p. 182.
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Nonsense, we may say; cancan! -- now and again it is advisable to

say things very cLearLy.a An archeoLogist may indeed put something

back in this mud where s/he has been shovelling, but it is never

the same thing s/he has dug out; at most an object is buried which

is repLete with the trace of the open air ~- more often the object

is a complete forgery, a subterfuge for future paLeontology.

Surely yes! -- a science of archeology camps may be possible, but

it must not be confused, as Lacan does, wi th the sci ence of

his t 9 ry. ~. /YJ f.u 51«. &-wf ,+ ~. ~ &,~,v.rt~"
~v< ~, . ~~~~ fz; ~ ~ ;::~ ~~~6-C-

. ~ ifV~ . r/>vl. .. ~ ~ I/i/L- '-' ~LD cl.-..r-e--::J
Femlnlne exuallty and Oeslre Iu:.:;,~~ t?Yl ~.~
Some of us write our names with a pen, ot~s with an erasure. We ~~l

'/
Ifeigned two doors above; but it is more

is on Ly one door -- and some of us

(The outsidesex). Desire is that

satisfaction, but us

accurate to say that there

shivering on the outside

which does not admit of

our conceit write this:some of in

P haL Lus/ seLf (S / s). Th~_!. p_<:)!_!.~<:)n 0 f d em and not sat i sfie dis g ivel].

this name, 'Phallus':; to demand in general we must understand a

refLection. "If the desire of the mother is the phallus, then the

child wishes [or Idemands', as it were] to be the phaLlus so as to

satisfy this desire •.,g We may either meet this demand by writing

the signifiCc)ant self beLow, or not. This written form is a

deceit, of course; the mother's desire cannot be satisfied. But

::the worna nco m mit san equa l dec e it; she rnake s nom ark 0 f ISelf I

below the line, but she equally supposes the satisfaction of desire

in the sexuaL relation. fI[P]hallicism is the one thing in the

world most equaLLy shared between the sexes.fl10

We must say that the object of desire is a fiction, as, of course,
c- -

is the self which is its refLection. This object of desire is a-----~- -----
pLace hoLder -- a signifier which is fully materiaL -- for a mere

• ---------- I __

absence~ Only presences speak the truth of the unconscious, onLy

the materiaL fetishistic props of an unspeakable desire. In this

sense may we speak of the "primacy" of the signifier.



What of the psychicaL origins, the geneaLogy, of desire, or even

of its possibiLity. Lacan parallels Kant in his concern for the

, ~onditions of the possibiLity of an object; but for Lacan we start

aA$ wit h the 0 b je c t 0 f des ire, w her e for K ant we had a nob je c t 0 f

~ knowledge. In either case we must centra-lly understand that an

object is not merely given to us, but is constructed out of the

conditions of subjectivity in generaL. The object of desire, we

1discover in cLinical practice, is constructed out of the failure

of satisfaction; and this fai Lure is carried by every object. The

pre-subjective breast is only an object in its absence -- and it

is stiLL missing when we get around to constructing other objects.

But this is not enough for sexuality -- for we must aLso name what

is "specific about the threat of phaLlic castration.ll"

i3~'l'~~at is needed for sexualit.r? I cannot quite understand this

~ ~ answer: a thi rd something, the paterna L pri nci ple, a symboL i c

.

1)( tJ~ presence of the object of the mother's desi re, the gi ver of
~D~rohibition, the phalLus. ULtimately sexuality is only an

~

<arbitrary identification either with this something/principle/

...---~~ presence or wi th its absence/negati on. If thi s pri nc ipte is

vl2· sometimes called the phallus we must understand that the biological
~o - member only stands in this position arbitrari ly12. What doesnlt

££I-t~ the mother have? This question

~ ~demands an answer, but it Little

AI~ ~ ' matters what answer is given -- the
~'1~~LCd' ., f h b' .u"YJ<bL lV1Sl0n 0 uman su ]ects lS

~/-8 supplied by any answer when its

~~, presence in the seLf is questioned.

Lacan has given no answer. Of

course he is right, and Kant wrong, that onLy a shivered13 subject

stands anywhere -- but the question remains of why some of us go

inside this door whiLe others remain outside, and of why with such

llfesinine Sexuality, Mitchell introduction, p.19.

IIOr arboreally perhaps -- with reference to Saussure's fa~ous diagram (cf. tcrits, p. i51, or F. Saussure, Course
in General Linguistics, The Philosophical Library, New lork, 19S9 (1915), p.65-67.

13 In the second dictionary sense, of
Edition, p.2792).

course COED v.S p.717, Compact

@
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relative consistency, however hesitant, the genitiLia determine our

location. Why do not all of us remain outside? Or aLL go inside?

We couLd answer, with object-reLations theory, that this

determination is secondary and imposed only after castration

-k \. a n x ie t y • We may a g ree wit h Lac ant hat the- c hoi c e s - - inor 0u t ,

Phall u.s..o...r..n...o. p haL lus -- are qui t e fun d ~ n tal; but Lac a n see m s not
to expLain why it is "just us gentlemen" in here. ApparentLy,

. '"~,,...,.-'.--.-.- ..-~." - -...~.-..-".-~~-.-~-~'~' ~~~
psychoanalysis may say what a woman is (or is not, anyway), but not

who is a woman -- except, of course, as a reactionary prop for the

established discourse.
~ I4n~: If (5~'f - ~- ~ C'-L~5t ~ (

A rejoinder
Whatever we say about who enters the above door, only those who do

so speak. This is why "feminine sexuaLity" is so very difficult

onLy when we enter do we enter into signifying chains. Women

speak, but when they do it is onLy as men, or vicariously. But

since it is women who are mothers, it is men who are their

contraries. It may be arbitrary who winds up on which side of

signification, but dear oLd mom must remain on the outside. This

is precisely the crisis in castration anxiety -- we realize that

our mother, Lacking the phallus, cannot speak except vicariously

through the law of the father.

::;, 1"- ~ ,tMI ~ 6k.-~ 0,: ,,--,,<. 6~ fJv,

cd> l)''';§e N<~ kw. - Ii C<. ~f. ,I-- 0 "'-

tU~ ') ~.~ rJv~r-~~

~vrv4e5~~ ~~~
,~ 7/V;LQ.. rf ~ C~ I ~

~~ I'~ c:t ~ ~,


