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The Unconscious structured ;ike a Language

This paper is concerned with Jacques Lacan's statement: "The Un-
conscious is structured like a Language". It is ip no sense intended to
be a full investigation of the Lacanian labyrinth.t.’. It is rather a .
.. tentative venture into enemy terrltory. Since the difficult and the hostile
are locked into a dual relation that only a return to the organic state
resolves, it is imperative thit we resort to various threads (flllatlons)
to make sure of our place in the day 11ght. : :

What I have not done, then, is to produce some kind of summary of
work of a Lacanian kind done so far within Social Anthropology. There is
a huge distance between Latan's own fleeting references to Ethnography,
to Mauss and to Levi-Strauss, and the clinical work carried out by Marie-
Cecile and Edmond Ortigues in Dakar (1962-1966). There is a greater dis-
tance still between the Ortigues! conclusions in Qedipe Africain (1966: 1973),
and the devastating criticisms to which they are subaected in the Anti-
Oedipe (1973) by Deleuze -and Guettarl.' It is not that I feel that anyone
should refrain from the application of what could be called Lacanian ine
sights within Social Anthropology, Such a request would be absurd, given
the fact that it was the early writings of Levi-Stralss that helped-Lacan
to gepass' a phenomenological position, and move towards a ‘'structuralist!
one.~ However, I feel that it is imperative {0 place Lacanian Psychox
analysis within the social formation of which it is necessarily an ideol-
ogical moment. This 'totalizing' strategy requires more, not less, intel-
lectual rigour, and demands that we read a book such as Qedipe Africain
symptomatically, with an acute attention to that which is not in the text
itself, and yet cries out to be heard., A meliminary investigation of
. certain aspects of Lacanian thought is then, essential, before one can
conslder its descriptive powers in other Cultures.

If we are to think about other culuures it is obviously vital that
we understand the Unconscious rules of formation that delimit the terrain
‘upon which our knowledge claims scientificity for itself. I am thinking
here of the work of such thinkers as Foucault and Derrida, who in their
attempt to ‘make’ strange! the very categories that are the scaffolding of
our social being, necessarlly resort to the shimmering surface of a poetics,
It is simply not sufficient to be forewarned against the dragon of ethno-
centrlclty as though the heraldry of one's good intentions were enough to
restore all intentionality to a (transcendent) innocence, Against ethno-
centricity, its oppos1te (lack of ethnocentricity) enters the lists, as
if it were a saving grace, as if recognition of the sin were to lead to

. redemption. UVhereas it is precisely our guilt that we see other Cultures
' through our own Social formation, and in the 11{ht or darkness of our own
. concrete hlstorlcal relatlon w1th them.3 - St

If Psychoanalys1s is located within a soelal formatlon a8 much as
any ‘other form of knowledge, it is also a form that has the power to rise
above its owmn: comp11c1ty with the dominant ideology. If imerican Hgo~
psychology can be shown to have an almost coupletely normative ideological
function (cf, O. Mannoni 1971: 180-190), the same cannot- be too easily
claimed for Freud's initial formulations in Vienna at the beginning of the
~ century, nor for Lacan's brave theoretical inquiries from the 1930's until

‘now, Since Psychoanalysis’ is ‘concerned with the dialectical relation
between persons, as both Imaginary and Symbolic (and Real) constructions,
it is the key Science with which to unveil the ideological instance of a
"Social formation4 This was éxplicitly recognized by Wo Reich as early as
1929 (V. Reich 1929/1972), and has been reiterated in a different way by
Althusser, In a short paper on Lacan5, Althusser has-acknowledged his

~ debt to him, and almost all his writings on ideology are permeated with
‘what is in fact 'a Lacanian approach to 'the Imaginary* and to the . . :-
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fetlshlsatlons that hlnder thought 8 approprlatlon of 'the realt,

" In thls paper, I have laid a very llmlted stress on the Lev1-Strausslan
nature of 'The Symbolic' and the Hegelian nature of 'The Imaginary'. What
I have done is to read Freud through Lacanian spectacles, referring to those
aspects of De Saussure and Jakobson that helped Lacan to clarify his con=-
cept of an Unconscious structured like a Language. It is an inadequate
account insofar as it reduces the complexity of ‘the Lacanian problematic
in favour of a clarity which can only mislead. The answer to that is, of
course, simple: to understand Lacan, there is no .alternative but to read
Lacan. But, in addition, (and this is the slant I have given to this paper)
one should read Freud. As Lacan writes: :

"ees ON 11t Freud comme on écrlt dans la Psychanalyse-"
: (hcrlts 19665

-By which Lacan means that his return to Freud is a return to more than .
just the spirit, it is a return to the letter, to wit, to Freud's own use
- of Language and choice of terms. Lacan's obsessive concern with language
- is no more than a continuation of Freud's own, and any theme of Freud's
(viz: "Jhere Id was, there Ego shall be") is played in the, form of several
different variations (Ecrlts. 1966:416; 801).

Anna O, (Bertha von Pappenhelm) dubbed Freud's therapeutlc method
"the talking cure", and it is. there from the mouth from one who is to be
. cured, that Psychoanalysis founds its.own specific .discourse., There are
of course, several other models in operation in the Psychoanalytic armoury,
and these will be referred to in passing in this paper. Some of them have
been passed over almost in silence (it would seen by Lacan, and it is from
these that a movement antithetical to Lacan has arisen within Lacanian
Psychoanalysis.® But if so many analysts following Freud acquiesced in
the repression of the function of the analysand's word in therapy,
Lacan's theoretical interventions may I think be seen as a return of the
repressed, His 'Discours du Rome!, a highly polemical talk given to the
- Congress of Psychoanalysts in 1953, is spe01f1cally concerned with the word
of the patient:

"iThether it sees itself as an instrument of‘healing, of
formation, or of exploration in depth, psychoanalysis
has only a 31ng1e intermediary: the patient's word." .- .

(1953/ 1968:9)

But the talk1ng~cure is characterlzed not by brlnglngthe symptom to
consciousness: it is made word., It is the insistence of the letter that
is in question not that of the subject'®s consciousness. Nor is it neces~
sarily a question of the good faith or love of the analyst. The analyst
does not direct the consciousness of the. patient, it is not a question of
moral guidance. .He directs the cure, and in the analytic situation his
own: being (through transference and countertrahsference) is also put into
questlon (ucrlts 1966 :586), -

ThlS paper is concerned pre01sely with the capture of the human
animal within 'the nets of the signifier' (Laplanche and Leclaire: 1961),
so that he then becomes an animal gifted with speech. Gifted even in that
despotic sense given to the word 'gift' by Marcel Mauss: the wretch is
- obliged both to receive:the word, and reply to it. :Both sender and re-
teiver are compromised, in that the gift is syn-thetic, & constitutes a
relation which inheres in neither person (persona) but derives from the
symbolic totality which preceded and determined them. Neither word, nor
'copper', nor 'vaygu'a', nor phallus (as Lacanian signifier of desire),
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can be finally appropriated. The search for their essence is an imaginary
project, a fetishisation., Their essence resides only in their existence
as circulating signs that bind social persons in relations that are nowhere.

Even as early as Studies on Hysteria (SE II), the clinical study -
that Freud wrote with Breuer, there are definite linguistic insights as
regards the working of the psychic apparatus. However it is in The
Interpretation of Dreams (SE IVAV) that we find a way forward to a linguistic
formulation of the nature of the Unconscious. Thus, Freud makes a clear
division betwecen the manifest dream-text, and the latent dream-thoughts.
The manifest dream-text is the text of the dream that the subject assembles
on waking, whereas the latent dream-thoughts comprise the more complete
dream underlying the former:

"The dream-thoughts and the dream-content are presented
to us like different versions of the same subject matter
in two different languages" (SE IV: 277)

The Unconscious is presented here as a different language underlying
the manifest language. The dream-content is described as a 'transcript!
of the dream-thoughts 'into another mode of expression', and we are asked
to 'compare the original and the translation'.

Condensation and Displacement

To make Freud's thought clear, we should concentrate, as he does, on
the operations that link the manifest content of the dreanm to the latent
dream~thoughts. The two key operations are those of Condensation and Dis-
placement.

Let us take condensation first. If we compare the manifest content
of the dream, as we assemble it upon waking, or again as it is told to the
analyst, with the latent dream~thoughts that are tedsed out of the words
and silences in the analysis itself, we find that the latent dream-thoughts
are far more extensive than the manifest content. To put it simply, the
manifest dream is laconic. It has been radically condensed. Many of
the examples of dreams in The Interpretation of Dreams are approximately
four or five lines long, whereas the dream-thought that Freud draws out
of them, like the endless stream of 'silk scarves tied to each other that
a magician draws from his hat, are often four or five pages long. Con=-
densation is immense, so immense in fact that interpretation is never final.
If we take any one element in the manifest dream, it is condensed or
'over-determined'. - When we say that it is over-determined we mean-that
it has multiple connections with other elements -in the latent dream-
thoughts. Freud notes in his analysis of the dream about the 'botanical
monograph', ‘that the word 'botanical! led 'by numerous connecting paths,
deeper and deeper into the tangle of dream-thoughts' (SE IV, pp. 169-176).
Because the word 'botanical'! is so heavily over-deteimined, it is described
as 'a regular nodal point in the dream'. Elsewhere Freud uses the word
'Switch-word! to describe the same idea, and in this metaphor the idea of
a 'points' system is evoked, where the word is seen as a kind of switch
located at the intersection of several different tracks or pathways., Lacan
makes much of these terms used by Freud, and provides several variant trans-
lations (ie 'noeuds de signification', 'mots carrefours" etc.). The
Lacanian Symbolic Order (derived from Levi-Strauss' Symbolic Function,
and opposed to Freud's’Die*Sngolik) is characterized by the plurivalent
nature of each signifier, ‘

Displacement, the second key operation in the formation of dreams,
refers to the fact that 'the dream is, as it were, differently centred
from the dream-thoughts' (SE V: 305). Elements which are central to the
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" manifest content may be peripheral to the latent dream-~thoughts. In the
‘same way, elements which are crucial to the latent dream-thoughts may

" be completely absent from the manifest text. It is the work (the labour)
done by the patient in his free association (and against the fact of his
own resistance) that allows us to retrace the connections between the two
systems. -Displacement is a form of 'distortion', a distortion made neces-
sary .by. the existence of 'censorship' between the different 'systems' of

Metaphor and Metonymy

- Acdcording to De Saussure (1974), any linguistic sign involved two
modes of arrangement, Combination and Selection.  Combination refers to-
the fact that each sign is made up of constituent signs and can only
occur with other signs. -De Saussure stresgsed the linear nature of the
signifying chain (1974:70) -~ in fact it is the second property he singles
out for emphagis after the arbitrariness of the linguistie sign. It is
combination that unites the links of the signifying chain, one to each
other, and once they -have been combined they are in a relation of conti-
guity to each other, - ' _

‘The axis of Combination is concerned With'the'Messagé.' It is dia-
chronic and can best be represented horizontally. It represents, in
Saussurean terms, Speech rather than Language, event rather than structure.

The other mode of arrangement of a linguistic sign is known as Selec-
-tion. and it refers to the selection of signs from a set. Any selection
from a set implies the possibility that another sign might be substituded
in its place. This of course implies that Selection and Substitution are
both aspects of the same operation.

The axis of Substitution is concerned with the code, and can best be
represented as vertical, It represents Language rather than Speech, '
structure rather than event. It is vital to realize that, in normal
speech, the two axes operate in conjunction. Combination and Selection
together arrange linguistic signs. - It is only in language disorders
that we can clearly perceive the separate nature of the two modes of
arrangement. Thus, it was through his study of the different kinds .of
Aphasia that Jakobson was able to distinguish one from the other (1963:
43-68), Indeed, the fact that both Jakobson and, after him, Barthes
(1967:21) have reserved the term 'Idiolect! primarily to describe the
language of the aphasic, a language marked by its skewed participation
in the Symbolic Order (cf. Levi-Strauss 1950: xvi-xvii), should remind
us that Aphasia shows us language in a state of disintegration.

: From his study Jakobson .concludes that there are basically two

. poles of language, the Metaphoric and the Metonymic, and that these two
poles are linked to the two modes of arrangement of the linguistic .sign.

Depending upon the type of Aphasgia concerned (Contiguity Disorder: Simi-

larity Disorder), those suffering from it tended to produce a kind of

language centred either on the Metaphoric or the Metonymic- poles. .

. The concepts of Metaphor and Metonymy developed by Jakobson are used
in a slightly altered form by Lacan in his model of the Unconscious
structured like a Language. ' For Lacan, the Freudian concepts of Conden=-

" sation and Displacement that we have already discussed; are directly
homologous with the Jakobsonian concepts of Metaphor and Metonymy (Ecrits

1966: 495)., Critics of Lacan have questioned the validity of the Metaphor/

. Metonymy distinction. Anthony Wilden (l972)rargues{that the two terms are
in-no way specific to language, but can be equated with (more general)
processes present in all forms of communication: .. . .

N
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"Metaphor and Metonymy are not primarily linguistic processes:
they are communicational processes. Selection from the code
and combination in the message must and do occur in any
communicational system whatsoever, whether in the genetic
code of the DNA molecule, or in the organism, or in the
life processes of bacteria, or in a social system"., (1972:

350)

- This is undeniable, but Jakobson in his study of Aphasia wag
dealing quite specifically with language and its disintegration. In
that study he did isolate two poles of language, the metaphoric and the
metonymic. It may be that these two poles exist in all communication,
but the beauty of Jakobson's study was that it located the existence of
these two poles in language, and since one pole was damaged in each of
the different forms of aphasia, it provided a means of dividing parts of
a process that is unified in everyday speech. In studying social life
there are several possible epistemological confusions with regard to
'levels'. One can suncumb to the temptations of a 'micro-measurement'’
that studies phenomena at a level that is below the level at which
'meaning' resides (Ardener 1971: 451-452). Since one of Lacan's finest
pieces of writing, the Seminar on The Purloined lLetter by Edgar Alan Poe
(Berits 1966: pp. 11-61), is about precisely just such a misapprehension,
one has to be very cautious before accusing him of that kind of theoretical
inadequacy. Wilden does not exactly accuse Lacan of such a 'misapprehension',
but his claim that Lacan reduces the cultural to the ontological (1972: 479~
483) is a parallel critigue that demands more substantiation than Wilden
offers. Indeed, at this point, Wilden's polemic seems to lean very heavily
on Panon's critique of the application of Buropean Psychoanalysis and
Psychiatry to other cultures. If Panon's work (1970) is concerned with the -
violence of reducing psychic phenomena that are actually relative to a
particular historical conjuncture to a supposedly transcendent ontological
reality, Wilden's appropriation of it does not blend easily with the general
systems theory approach of System and Structure (1972). Whatever one may
think of the Lacanian Symbolic, and however much one may regard it as
permeated by Imaginary fetishizations, it is nevertheless defined as a
tissue of meaning and not as a mechanism that determines. When I refer to
determination here I do not mean that fatal determination, that celestial
pre-ordination of which Lacan writes so often, I mean determination is-
" suing from the (Marxist) real, a determination present in the real and its
productions, and one that underlies the overdetermination present in the
Symbolic. Hegelian and Idealist as Lacan finally is, it is an error to
confuse the tissue of signs that is the Symbolic with the exchange of ,
energy and information that. characterizes organization at the eco-systemic
level. The Lacanian dialectic must be inverted, and each moment of the
Symbolic must be reckoned as being in the last instance determined by. the
infrastructure. - Wilden by subsuming the Symbolic so absolutely within
an ecosystemic perspective, obscures the level at which Ideology does over-
determine social reality and estranges people from the nature of the lives
they lead. - : :

Phillipe's Dream

I want, in this section, to reach a deeper understanding of the lin-
guistic relations within the psychic apparatus, by taking a particular
dream and considering a Lacanian analysis of it. I want to do this in
order to demonstrate that we are dealing here not only with the construc-
tion of dreams, but also with the general workings of the Unconscious,

If we are dealing with the latter, then our conclusions are necessarily
relevant to all areas of Social Anthropology where the Unconscious is
described, invoked or dismissed, I do not mean by this that the Lacanian
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model can necessarily be used in the analysis of other Cultures. I mean
only to suggest that Lacan's reading of Freud is ome that cannot be ignored,
and one that is crucial to any evaludtion of other psychoanalytical posi~
tlon§ that concern Social Anthropology (ie ?ohelm, Kardlner, Junb, Fanon
etc, ~ :

The dream is taken from an article by Laplanche’and Leclaire (1961)
Their general theoretical position was, at that time close to that of Lacan
(Berits 1966: 493-531), Ideally, of course, we should take an English
example of this kind of approach, for the sake of verbal resonances, but
I am not aware of the existence of any studies of this nature originally
written in English. In the clinical situation, the dreamer, Phillipe had
not only recounted another dream closely related to the one given -below,
but the material of the dream was lent further significance by certain
items of obsessional behaviour present in the: patient. I have .made only
minimal reference to the second dream, and to the patlent 5 symptoms, as
I wanted to carry out a falrly s1mple exposition. E

Phllllpe s Dream

The deserted square of a small town;

it is unfamiliar, I am looking for '

something. Liliane appears, barefoot '

- I don't know her ~ she says to me:
its a long. time since I%ve seen such

La place-deserte d'une ‘petite ville;
c'est insolite, je cherche: -quelque
chose. Apparait, pieds nus, Liliane
- gue je ne connais pas < Qui me -
dit: il y a longtemps que j'ai vu

un 94blé aussi fin. Nous sommes en
-foret et les arbres paraissent’
evieusement colores, de teintes
“vives et simples. Je pemse qu'il y
a beaucoup dlarimaux dans cette
~foret, et comme je m'appréte a le
‘dire, une licorne croise notre
"~ chemin; nous marchons tous les trois
vers une clairi-:ra q> l'on devine
en contrebas.--.'< e :

fine sand, We are-in-a forest and
the trees séem curiously coloured,
with bright and simple colours. I
think to myself that there must be
plenty of animals in this forest,

and just as I am about to say it, a
Unicorn crosses our path; all three
of us walk towards a clearing that is
visible down below.

- . B .
- [PV

Thls dreamutext on 1ts OWn tells us almost nothlng. Without the free
association of the dreamer it is worthless. - This cannot be stressed too
much.’ In the text, the significance of the words present  -in it is not
given to us, but is discovered in the process of analysis. The exact forma-
tion of the dream derives:from several sourcesi (1) Events of the ‘previous
day, which 'in the context of the dream are described by Freud as 'daytime
residues!?, (2) stimuli originating from within the body, in this case, the
need to- drlnk, ‘the subject: hav1ng eaten sdlted herrings the previous evening;
(3) events from the past, and in particular, memories stretching far back
intochildhood. ~ Freud describes dreams as ‘‘hypermnemic', and insists on.
the permanence of- the memory-trace within theé psychic apparatus, although
in his attempts to describe this fact he often fouind himself in great dif-
ficulties. As early as 1895, in The Project, he had stressed that no Psy-
chology worthy of the name could be established unless it was securely founded
on a theory of human memory. We shall see in the later part of this paper,
how important Freud's concept of memory was to his understanding of the Un-~
conscious, and how it can be interpreted in a manner that is exP11c1tly
opposed - to the Lacanian position (Derrlda’-1967/l972)

In this -account I have chosen to- treat the psychlc ‘and somatic resi=
dues- of the prev1ous day together. :

(1) (2) ‘Events'of the previous dey (Daytime residues)

There were various daytime residues, in the form of memory traces
of what Phillipe had done the previous day, that contributed to the con-
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gtruction of the dream. Phillipe-had in. fact taken a walk the previous
day in the forest with his niece Anne, They had noticed at the bottom
of the valley where the gtream ran, traces of deer and does, where they
came to drink. On this walk, Phillipe remarked that it was a long time
since he had seen (il y a longtemps que J'ai vu) heather of such rich _
flaming colour. These daytime residues play a significant part in the
dream, as can be ascertalned by glancing back at the original text of
Ph1111pe s dream.8 o

At the somatic 1eve1 we notlce that Phillipe had eaten some herrings
that evening, and therefore had a need to drink. Dreams, it will be re-—
membered, are described by Freud as the guardians of sleep. In this case,
the dream guards Phillipe's sleep against the organic fact of his thirst,
against his physiological need to drink, The dream guards Phillipe's
sleep by fulfilling a (repressed) wigh. It cannot fulfil his need to
drink: only some liquid can do that. The dream fulfils a (repressed)
wish or desire to drink (a desire that is inscribed in one of the subject's
memory systems), and subsumes the (temporary)organlc need of the subject's
body within its own (timeless) traaectony.

(3) Childhood Memories

(a) The first memory was of a Summer holiday when he was three years
0ld: he tried to drink the water which was flowing in a fountain, He
cupped his hands together and drank out of the hollow that his cupped
hands formed. The fountain was in the Square (Place) of a small town
and had a Unicorn (Licorne) engraved in the stone.

(b) The second memory was of a walk in the mountains when he was
three years old. The walk was tied to the memory of imitating an older
child cupping his hands, and blowing through them, imitating a siren
call, This memory was also associated Wlth the phrase 'I1 y a longtemps
que Jtai vu'. :

(c) The third childhood memory was of an Atlantic Beach (Plage) and
again the phrase 'il y a longtemps que J'ai vu un sable aussi fin'. This
was associated with L111ane - a barefoot woman in the dream who sald .

exactly that.

In the course of the analysis, Phillipe took apart the name Liliane,
and separated it into the two components Lili and Anne. Anne, as we
already know, was his niece, and Lili, his Mother's cousin. Lili had
actually been withhim on that Atlantic beach, when he was three years
0ld, at the beginning of those same Summer holidays when he had been taken
to the town with the fountain and the Unicorn engraved on it. It is im=
portant to bear the French not the English words in'mind, and to note the
various homophones (between I1ili and Licorne, Place and Plage etc.) -
These linguistic connec¢tions will be shown to be more and more 31gn1f1—
cant as the work of interpretation advances. R : :

We have already seen that, 1f as Freud has said, all dreams are
the fulfilment of a (repressed) W1sh then this dream, from all angles,
finds its centre, its unity in the need or the desire to drink, On that
hot July day, when he was three, Phillipe had said again and again,
and with great insistence 'J'ai soif' or 'Choif'. Lili, his mother's
cousin, used to tease him, and say 'Alors, Phillipe J'al soif?!, and it
became a kind of formula, and the 91gn of a Joklng relationship between
then: 'Ph1111pe-J'a1-001f'
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At this'b int, this nodal point, we remark that Phillipe's thirst
is (at the-leaﬂg doubly determined. - 1t derives organically from his need

to drink that night when he dreamt the dreamy; but it also derives
' psychically from the degire to drink which the demand emanating from the ..
Symbolic has caused to be inscribed in him, in the waxen surface of his .
memory. Since dreams are hypermnemic (Freud), since they permit .a pri-
vileged regression to that point at which childhood memory appsars to -
constitute its unthinkable origins, we are goncerned with the,'primal',ﬁand
therefore mythically constituted) formation of desire. We are concerned
with the point of entrance of the 'drive' into psychical life. Dreams
and’ indeed lapses) are a privileged path, a royal road back to that
mythieal) momént at which 'difference' is gstablished and the global
calibration of signifier to signified almost obscures the sovreignty of .
that transcendent &ignifier which actually pperates as a redoubled .fury. .
in the' very heart of objects. - o I T R

As I have said, need has no place in psychical life. Only the
'representatives' or 'delegates' of need may enter the agencies of the
mind.  .If we consider Phillipe's dream, we can identify the Ideational
Representative of the oral drive, which is "the first to be distinguished
in post-natal development" (1972:140). At the level of need, Phillipe
was easy to feed and easily satisfied, but we are not concerned with need
but with the fixation of drives to their ideational representatives. Ve
are concerned with both Death and Sexuality, although the representation
of the death-drive is most clearly discernible in the dreasm we have
chosen not to consider, - We find two representatives of the oral drive
in the dream, One is a gesture, the other & formula. They are not
présent in the manifest content of the dream but can only be identified
after free association,

- The gesture which is tpegistered! ar . 'inscribed' as an ‘image!
is the gesture of cwpping the hands together in a conch shape to produce.
a giren call. - Ve learn from the analysand that this gesture is tied to
the cupping of the hands together at the fountain of the Unicorn, and .
thue signifies 'quenched thirst'. vUhen I write thet this gesture sig-
‘nifies *quenched thirst', it is precisely the nature of this signification
that is in question. - What kind of relation is there between an. acoustie
chain present in the psychic apparatus, and any visual chains that are
also there. This relation im especially crucial to any understanding of
the structure of the Uncomscious. Eugen BEr has remarked that:

.. "the semantic ambiguity of a natural language could not exist
‘without & more general type of -semiology supporting it by .
instances such as moments of silence, blushes and gestures."

A . A _ (1971:246)

This more general semiblogy, which existence Lacan has emphatically denied,
cannot yet be said to have been created., Those theorists, following Lacan,
who have been concerned with just such a general semiology, have tended to
do little more than extend certain metaphors already present in Freud's
writings, '

- .The second representative of the oral drive is the formula 'J'ai
soif', . It is a kind of representative in this. boiling hot summer of
Phillipe's moi, -his ego. Since the Lacanian ego is constructed out of .
& basic misrecognition, and is embroiled in an-endless struggle for
recognition from the other, it can be said to be synonymous with the
death-drive,2 The formula is also associated with Lili, as we saw in the
narration of the third childhood memory (of the Atlantic Beach) elicited
in the course of the analytic session. Since we are concerned with the
oral drive, we are by definition concerned with the question of thirst,
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and in this context it is important to note that the acoustic chain '1i!
is common to both 'Licorne' and 'Lili', the woman who listens to his cry
of thirst and is in a position, it seems, to receive his word. It

seemed like that to Phillipe because Lili was ‘seen by him to have an
'ideal' marriage to her husband, and thus symbolized a harmony and satis~
faction not present in Phillipe's Mother's marriage. A harmony and satis-
faction doubly associated with the acoustic chain '1i' in French: for '1i'
can be metonymically connected with '1it', and Lili with 'lolo', which
signifies 'milk' or 'breast' in French baby talk.

The Unconscious structured like a Language

When Lacan claiméd that the Unconscious was structured like a iang—
uage, he meant exactly what he said:

'] do not mean & structure to be situated in some sort
of so-called generalized semiology drawn from the limbo
of its periphery, but the structure of language as it
manifests itself in the language which I might call
positive, those which are actually spoken by the mass
of human beings'. (Berits 1966:444) ’

There are certain objections to this statement implicit in Freud's writings,
I want to consider these objections before continuing the argument.

Freud talked of language existing in the Preconscious, and in the
Secondary Process (which is at work in the Preconscious), but the language
he saw as existing in the Unconscious was something very different, The
fact of there being no negation, no logic, no syntax and no time in the
Unconscious makes it hard for us to accord any process there the status
of a language as it is spoken 'by the mass of human beings'. Without
negation, it is hard to imagine the metacommunication that is vital to
any language.

There was a language in the Primary Process, Freud stressed (sE
XIV: 199), but it was the language of Psychosis, and of dreams in their
regréssion to the form of images: ,

"In Schizophrenia words are subjected to the same process
as that which makes the dream-images out of latent dream-
thoughts =~ to what we have called the primary psychical
process., They undergo condensation, and by means of
displacement transfer their cathexes to one another in-
their entirety. The process may go so far that a single
word, if it is specially suitable on account of its
numerous connections, takes over the representation of
a whole train of thought'. (SE XIV: 199). '

Here, in the 1915 paper on 'The Unconscious' we clearly have sone kind of
conception of an Unconscious structured like a language. As Ricoeur
points out (1970:400) 'the problem is to assign an appropriate meaning to
the word "like"', Is language a privileged model that we compare with
the structure of the Unconscious? Or does the term 'a language' merely
mean that the Unconscious is semiologically structured, with language

a term of reference only because of its role in the Preconscious and the
Conscious?

Thing-Presentations and Word Presentations

In his analysis of the relations between the different systems of
the mind Freud introduced a new terminology in 1914/1915. He distinguished
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sharply between what he called 'Thing-Presentation' (Sachvorstellung)
and 'Word—Presentatlon' (Jortvorstellung) It is significant to note
that the nuances of these terms were often lost in early translations,
. which saw 'vorstellung as meanlng 1dea' and not presentatlon' -

Thing-Presentations are essentlally v1sua1 they are perceptual
entities, images or memory traces. Freud's descrlptlon of them in The
Ego and The Id as 'optical memory residues' shous in. fact how little .con-
flict there is between this new terminology and the terminology of - .
tinscription', whereas in 1915 he had been quite adamant that the new
terminology rendered the old one redundant. Word-Presentations are
- essentially 'auditory' - 'The essence of a word is after all the memory-

trace of a word that has been heard! (1961 21) - and in this sense are
De Saussure's acoustic chain. :

Freud expressed the relation between the Thing-Presentation and the
Word-Presentation, and thelr partlclpatlon in the dlfferent 'systens!
in this way: . -

'The conscious présentation comprises the presentation of
the thing plus the presentation of the word belonging

to it, while the unconscious presentation is the present—
ation of the thing alone'. (SE Xiv:201) ,

The unconscious presentation is stated here to be 'The presentation of the
thing alone'. In what sense can this kind of presentation be said %o be
linguistic? The linguistic sign has two basic components, the concept
and the acoustic image.10 What is the exact nature of the thing-presentation
in relation to this? It should be clear by now that Freud was uncertain,

and that not all of his statenents are consistent with each other., He was
at least clear in his own mlnd that the thing~-presentation could not
attain consciousness without being 'bound' to a word-presentation (and

the Bioenergetic language of 'binding' is significant here):

"The 1oca11ty at which the Repressed brealks throGgh is the
word-presentation and not the concept attached to it' (SE XIv)

Here, the Thlng—Eresentatlon would seem to be 31mply the Saussurean concept
in the formula concept  si, ified, inltlally set out by De Saussure in
’acoust1€ pignifier; :
‘image /. /

the Cours (1974) > - However, Freud 1s olearly not happy’ with a simple two-
tlered formula, and is always half aware that there is some kind of sig-
nifying chain in-the Unconscious too. This paper is largely concerned
with the different attempts that have been made to formulate clearly
Freud's fleeting perceptions as to the relatlon between the Unconscious
and Language. Both Psychoanalysis and Linguistics, once they are brought
‘ together, -seen to demand certaln modifications. in each other.

The orlglnal formula of De Saussure places the 51gn1f1ed above the
-51gn1f1er, th :

S\ Concept
Tree  lacoustic 1mage

t

Lacan, for reasongﬂxllated to the nature of Repre331on and the Uncon501ous,
reverses this_formulas
e

tree \ .Acoustlc 1mage

~w!; } ‘Concept
Ly S

Using the symbols 'St and 's' to represent signifier and signified; Lacan
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writes the formula in this way:

s (signified

The formula is inverted because Lacan holds that the signifier has priority
over the signified, and that meaning is constituted through the relation
between signifiers (Ecrits 1966:498). Like Levi-Strauss %195@}‘Lacan would
argue that meaning is created by a chain of signifiers, that, in its
globability, created meaning 'd'un seul coup'. Vhen the two global
registers (S/s) were created in that mythical cruci~formation to which
myths (collectively) and dreams (individually) bear witness, a 'supple-
mentary ration' was necessary to support Symbolic thought in its opera-
tions (Levi-Strauss 1950: x1ix). For given that the two registers are
created simultaneously 'comme deux blocs complémentairesill human thought,
impelled by the desire for recognition from the other, can only appropriate
otherness through a 'suplus of signification' that underpins its operations.
The wandering of the mind that, in the shape of 'the floating signifier?,
draws from the actual the fuel necessary to feed the symbolic, is also

that wandering that subverts any constant 'bi-univocal' relation between
signifier and signified. This is completely.in accord with De Saussure's
rejection of language as 'a name-giving system' (1974:16) or ‘a list of
words, each corresponding to the thing it names' (1974:65). Such a theory
of 'labelling! would imply that the signified was a thing in itself rather
than a concept, and that implication would be anathema to Lacan as to De
Saussure. ' : '

Lacan is, however, actually concerned to modify De Saussure. He
rejects the Saussurean illustration of the relation existing between
signifier and signified because it suggests to us that 'the signifier
answers to the function of representing the signified! (Ecrits 1966:498).
Lacan insists that 'the signifier intrudes into the signified! (Berits
1966:500). By this, he means that 'meaning' .. inheres: in (metonymic.
and meta horic) relations between signifiers, which are both everywhere and
nowhere ?since relations are 'nowhere'). Rather than being a 'representa-
tion', 'meaning' in Lacanian Psychoanalysis seems to be a question of
'production'. Meaning is produced out of a difference that separates 'the
letter' (ie. 'the essentially localized structure of the signifier') from
'a necessary topological substratum' which Lacan compares to an infinite
series of interlocking ringes in a necklace where each necklace is itself
also a ring in another necklace (Berits. 1966:501-502). How are we to
understand this metaphor? '

Wilden argues that when Lacan refers to 'a necessary topological
substratum' he means to imply the phonological level of the Unconscious.
If Lacan is concerned here with that level at which phonemes can finally
be dissolved into distinctive features, and Lacan's text is not absolutely
clear on this point, then it is illuminating to relate.it to Levi-Strauss'
programmatic statements on the relation between Structural Linguistics
and Social Anthropology (1972: Ch. 2, 3, 4, 9, 11). Even as Levi-Strauss
was formulating the parallel between the phonemic structure of language,
and the structures o6f 'languages' such as kinship rules .and myths, he
realized that the analogy was a flawed one. Even if it.was possible to
reduce social 'languages' to unconscious systems.of relations, the units
one was concerned with remained words and not 'distinctive features',
and as Levi-Strauss noted: "there are no necessary relationships at
vocabulary level" (1972: 35/36). .

The relation, then, between linguistic terms and kinship terms,
is not simple. If they are formally the same, if they can both be said
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to be produced by a Symbolic Function (1972:203), yet they are finally
terms existing at a different level., This is partly because any langusage
beyond the reduced language of Psychosis is necessarily always already

in a social world organized in terms of certain key-signifiers. The
clumsiness of expression here is partly due to the impossibility of
describing a language in a reduced state. Lacan's version of the Fort!
Da! game played by Freud's grandson (Beyond the Pleasure Principle op.
8~10) treats it as an initial entrance into a Jakobsonian world of phonemic
oppositions. The corellation between the presence and absence of the
child's mother, and the child's ‘'symbolic' use of the two phonemes (o/a)
to locate himself within such a 'difference', has been quite flercely
attacked (Wilden 1972:147-152)., Here I want only to note how it is'that
Lacanian Psychoanalysis is concerned to describe the quite specific
entrance of the child into the Symbolic Order, a re-capitulation of 'that
vertlglnous ‘"moment' in which the two reigsters (S/s) were created 1n
their globality. (Lev1-Strauss 1950). "Of course Lacan is always in’ a place
~from which he stresses the ‘exteriority' of the Symbolic Order, whether

~ it be the circulation of value in a Melanesian chain of islands, or the
same - clrculatlon between boudoirs and hotel-rooms in 19th Century- Paris.
Indeed, Lacan would consider the couple Exteriorlty/Interlorlty to be .
guite ‘spurious, .as can be seen by noting his various references to Levi-
Strauss. The ‘already-there' quality of the Symbolic Order is 1nvarlably
~affirmed, the Freudian Oedipus re-inserted as a mere moment of a W1der B
system that is either present or absent. ‘

"The marriage tie is presided over by a preferential order—
whose law implying the kinship names, like Language,

is imperative for the group in its forums, but unconscious
in 1ts structure." (1966: 276-277 Wllden's translatlon).

Lacan, in typlcal style, then proceeds to dissolve any spec1fic1ty
that European post-Industrial kinship organization may appear to have, by
$ituating it within the wider modalities of alllance and descent as they
have been descrlbed in the ethnography: :

' "Thls ‘is preclsely where the Oedlpus complex - insofar
. as we continue to recognize it as covering the whole
© -+ - field of our experience with its signification - may
'~ . be said, in this connection, to mark the limits that our :
discipline assigns to subjectivity: that -is to say what the
subject can know of his unconscious participation in the-
moveunent of the complex structures of marriage ties, .by
verifying the symbolic effects in his individual exist+ -
ence of the tangential movement towards incest which has
- . manifested itself ever since the coming of a un1versa1
ucommunlty," (1966 211 Wilden's translatlon) ,

This seems acceptable enough, but in another context (1966 219), in which
Lacan is re-analysing the .case of Dora, this dissolution itself begins to
appear -suspect. The ‘cycle of exchange of presents, with all their under-
tones of cynical sexual purchase, that envelops Dora in a structure of bad
faith that she also fails to discern, cannot be so easily wrenched from
the specific historical context. I mention this case because it is not

so often that Lacan's Levi-Straussian formulations can be considered ina
concrete historical context, and it is only then that one can decide to
‘what extent Lacan is guilty of the "iolence of reducing the cultural

“ (ie historical) to the ontological", (Wilden 1972) :

Moreover, if Lacan learnt so much from the eariy‘Levi-Strauss, he
rarely attempted a formal analysis of the kinds practised by Levi-Strauss
in the early essays on myth and on kinship. It is partly for this reason
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" (a reason related to Psychoanalysis as a therapy concerned with the -
structure of intersubjectivity) that Lacan has never been so absolutely
tied to a Structuralist formulation in terms of binary oppositions.
Certainly the Oedipus has been correlated with the now largely discredited
‘tatom of kinship', but the con~fusions of the Imaginary and the Symbolic
that the subject is caught within in the Psychoanalytic discourse,; have
‘tended to help Lacan to avoid adopting a reductive position. This is not
a defence that would be accepted by Wilden (1972) or Deleuze and Guettari
(1973). My own position on this is related to my (as yet) incomplete
situation of Oedipe Africain (1966:1973) with regard to Lacanian Psycho~
analysis and Social Anthropology. It is there, in formulating a critique
of the work of the Ortigues, rather than in momentary allusions to Levi~
Strauss in Lacan's writings, that some resolution of these matters is to
be found. ' : '

Lacan justifies his emphasis on the signifier by referring us to De
Saussure and to certain of his explanations of the arbitrariness of the
linguistic sign. De Saussure talked of 'le glissement incessant du sig-
~ nifie sous le signifiant' (*the incessant sliding of the signified beneath
the signifier’) and this point has been much stressed by Lacan (Ecrits-
1966:502-503). For Lacan, the signified becomes less and less important
simply because it e-ludes us, it slips playfully away from us. The in-
trusion of the signifier into the signified can also be phrased in terms
of the subversion of the subject that Lacanian theory demands. Just as
it is impossible to allow the subject to bathe in the radiance of his
own thought, as it constitutes him as present to himself, so also is it
~ &hius to pegard language and thought as being in the service of some

perfectly calibrated celestial machine, It is not that Lacan fails to
distinguish between thought and language'(Bér 1971: 246), He is concerned
however with the (metonymic) movement of language and the progressive-
regressive movement of desire that is invested in it, with the (meta-~
phorical) blossoming as the chain is momentarily suspended, and that which
is suspended from it, intrudes.

~ 'In the section on the mutability of the linguistic sign (1974: 74-78),
De Saussure writes of a loosening of the bond between the acoustic image
and the concept, of -a shift in the relationship between the two. Eis-
examples are of chariges between 01d German and Modern Gemman, or between
Classical Latin and French (viz: the Latin 'necare', to kill, becomes the
Prench 'noyer', to drowg). These are obviously changes taking place over
long periods of time, indeed whole centuries,  The inference, however, as
far as Lacan is concerned, is quite clear: :

"Language is radically powerless to defend itself against
‘the forces which from one moment to the next are shifting
the relationship between the signified and the signifier".
» (1974:75 my-.italics) -

It is the 'change from one moment to the next' in theé relation between
signifier and signified that allows Lacen-to superimpose Saussurean lin-
guistics on the Freudian dream-text., The dream-text is a finely spun
web (note that the Latin word 'textum' = 'web') of linguistic inter-
connections: yet analysis cannot exhaust it. Analysis of a dream is
indeed 'interminable!', However, at certain points, the work is halted,
comes up against 'nodal points! which are, in Freud's.words, ‘un- .
plummablet,” For Lacan, these nodal points are points at which the two
‘registers (S:s) are anchored to each other: "he describes them.as
'points de capiton', as raised buttons on a mattress or armchair, These
'points de capiton' are the place at which need is re-presented in psy-
chical life, and in achoring the two 'chains' to each other 'they bring
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to a halt-the otherwise indefinite sliding of meaning' (Berits 1966:805).
Lacan compares ‘the analyst to a fishermam who is fishing 'in the flow of
the pre-text', ‘but who cannot hope to. catch the actual movement of the
fish, The signified is marked here with a bar (viz #) because it is
always disappearing into the organic, into the 'insondable'. If Lacan
here does seem to confuse the Saussurean concept with the thing itself
this is only because, in defining the real as that vhich is real for: the
subjeet, Lacan would align himself here with Benveniste and (1966: 49-56)
circumscribe Edmund, the bastard son, within the hegemony of the dog-
-star he answers even in his denial of it. The real is an orphan un-

. conscious: the real is 'a necklace threaded with stars,

. - Lacan's treatment of the Saussurean signifier/signified relation is
highly idiosyncratic. It hinges around the significance of the bar separ-
ating the two registersi Insofar as De Saussure is concerned with Syn-
chronic relations*alone'3, the bar is simply that which separates the
acoustic chain from the concept. When De Saussure talks of -the linear
-nature of the signifier, he stresses that the signifying chain is linear

© because it can only unfold in one dimension, that of time (1974:70). The
Preudian Unconscious is timeless: this is one of its most bgsic properties,
“and-that on its own would seem to render the presence of a linear chain in
the unconscious unlikely., Indeed, given the various kinds of regression
-involved in the dream-work, and given the presence of Thing-Presentation
in the Unconscious , we would seem to be far closer to De Saussure's
consideration of semiological systems that are visual., Visual signifiers
can 'offer simultaneous groupings in several dinmensions' (1974:703, De
Saussure writes, and here one is immediately reminded -of Freud's descripw-
tion of the 'transcription' of signs from system to. system (1954: 173-175).
- This is really.the 'kernel! of the problem, and must be approached with
great caution., For Lacan, the language that is present in the Unconscious
is that which is spoken by the 'mass of human beings'. On the other hand,
Freud himself, in his description of the memory-system, repeatedly invoked
the metaphor of a script, of writing, present in the Unconscious. In
this context, his references to pictographic and ideographic scripts in
the Interpretation of Dreams should be taken quite seriously. The point
is this: we can think of the Unconscious in terms of a spoken language

or a written language, or in terms of both., Each of these decisions would
8till allow for that necessary continuity between Unconscious and Pre-
-congcious. In discussing Lacan's position it is, I think, dangerous,

- -to. place him too simply within the kind of logocentrism attacked by
_Derrida (1967/1972). This is Wilden's argument -(1972: %96fn.) and I
think it represents an over-simplification both of Derrida and of Lacan.
The highly complicated argument and diagrams that try to evoke the
process that Lacan calls 'capitonnage' (Berits 1966:804-809) are, I

would argue (and,insofar as I understand Lacan's text), against any
complicity with the utopian plenitude of an absolutely present origin,
whether as signifier, subject, or both. If Lacan's final point of
reference is with phonology, nevertheless, in his insistence that the
signifying chain is to be read backwards as well as forwards, is indeed
finally sealed up in its meaning by that which is not yet and is yet
retroactively already there, he is not so far from defining the psychic

as 'text' (Ecrits 1966:805), - : ‘ S

. A8 I have said, the bar in Lacan's system represents the repression
of the signified, In De Saussure it has no such value, but is simply the
line that separates the two chains, However, Psychoanalysis is continually
concerned. with the fact that the relations between the different agencies
of the mind are a kind of flawed semiology. The Preconscious and the Un-
conscious-are both related and separated at the same time., There is a
'censorship' separating them; and yet: communication between them does
exist, Indeed it must, if we are to avoid that '"Psychoparallelism!
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agalnst which Freud warned us. If certain passages (following the image

of Russian censorship) are blacked out, there are aspects (ie 'derivatives')
of the original text that can still be deciphered in spite of the oblitera=-
tions on either side.  Thus, the pure linearity of the signifying chain,

as De Saussure described it, has to be modified so as to include the in-
trusions of another chain that lies beneath it and insists that it be :
read: - : :

"There is in effect no signifying chain which does not

have attached to the punctuation of each of its units

a whole articulation of relevant context suspended .

vertically from that point" (Berits 1966:503§ (Jan Miel's
translatlon)

This 'other! chain that lies beneath, and is suspended vertically ('si
1'on peut dire!;Lacan) from particular points, is composed of signifiers
that have fallen to the rank of signifieds. To understand exactly what
is meant by this, we have to look at the connectlon between Letaphor and
Repres31on. ~

Metaphor and Repression |

In Metaphor, as Lacan sees it, a new signifier replaces (re-places)
the original one. The original S1gn1f1er then falls to the rank of the
signified (Ecrits 1966: 708? If we represent the new s1gn1f1er as 9',
we can explain the process diagrammatically:

STAGE I: : ' STAGE IT1:
S (original signifer) 8" (new signifier)
s (orlglnal 31gn1f1ed) S (original signifier fallen
' to the rank of the
“signified)

To understand this dlagram, we must remember that we are concerned nof Jjust
with the structure of language, and not just with a bar between signifier
and signified, but with Repression., In a language without T Repression,
things would be as the linguist describes them, but since Freud, we have
learnt that intrusions into the text of everyday life make STAGE I S a
purely hypothetical case: _ ‘ 8

'In a language without:metaphors, there would
indeed be relations of signifier to signified

'.(rapports de signifiant 3 51gn1f1é) which may
be symbolized by 8; but there would be no
equlvocatlon, nor apny unconscious to d301pher‘
: . , (Rlcoeur 1970 401)

Indeed, there is no 'original plenitude except in the 'pre—texte"énd ques-—
tions about the 'pre~texte'! receive only mythical answers. Lacan desw
cribes Repression as a snag or rip or rent in the cloth. .of experience, and
such snags make it difficult to sustain a Structural Linguistics constructed
solely on the basis of a bar separating an acoustic chain from a con-
ceptual one. The general Freudian category of ‘'distortion' would seem

to demand some kind of acknowledgement, for it was Freud's achievement

in the monographs on dreams, Jjokes, and parapraxes, to show that there was
a.logug:: of language to which the conscious subject was, in Lacan's

word 'excentric',



94

Repression, for Lacan, 'is' metaphor. -The snag in the tissue marks
the place where the original signifier is, as it were, vertically suspended.
- It has been 'displaced' and has fallen to the rank of the signified.
However, ‘although it has fallen (and the topographic nuance is, I think,
‘faithful to the process) it persists as a repressed signifier itself. This
persistence (and insistence) of a repressed chain is precisely what give
poetry, that most metaphorical of arts, the quality of saying what it says
as much by what is not there as by what is. To hear the thing that is not
said beneath the thing that is, the basic attitude is one of phenomeno-
logical suspension of the kind described by Bachelard in his theory of.
reading, and attitude not so far removed from that advocated by Freud:.
'the evenly suspended attention'. ’ E '

. There is a slight problem involved in equating metaphor and Re-
pregsion, It is this, If metaphor is seen as equated with repression,
the existence of a repressed chain suggests that, from the whole para-
‘digmatic axis, only two elements are actually involved: (1) the new sig-
nifer(S') and (2) the original signifier fallen to the rank of the sige
nified (S). Thus, whereas the paradigmatic axis is defined by the pose
sible substitution of all its elements, one from another, the idea of re-
pression seems to endow certain signifiers with a more privileged posi=~
tion than that of others along the paradigmatic axis. I think there ig
‘an answer to this. The quote from Ricoeur above (1970:401) reminded us
that there is no language without metaphor. Similarly, we must remember
that except in the form of aphasia described by Jakobson as Contiguity
Disorder, there is no language without metonymy. Since metonymy connects
both the message and the code, it is the metonymic movement of language.
that connects the repressed chain of signification to the rest of the
elements in the code. In Lacanian terms, this movement is the movement
of Desire, and it is quite literally the 'restlessness' of this desire
that Psychoanalysis imputes to language. If Lacan's position is valid
it represents a kind of subversion of the study of language (cf. Berits
1966:467). It is within the practice of Psychoanalysis that Lacan's under-
standing of the workings of language is situated, and those linguists who
criticize Lacan from the point of view of 'normal' language are really
missing the point. By this I mean that it may be more meaningful for us
to reverse Lacan's aphorism: 'Language is structured like the Unconscious'.
Lacan's wilful obscurity (end it is, in no ironical sense, precisely that)
is based on his belief that theory and practice should be united, ‘and the
primacy of the signifier over the signified results in a'masking of sense
that only diligent work can unveil, '

Another approach to the problem of the fixity that the metaphor/
repression equation seems to ascribe to the workings of language, is that
developed by Laplanche and Leclaire (1961) in their analysis of Phillipe's
dream. They argue that the persistence and insistence of a repressed
chain demands representation in terms of 4 levels instead of the 2 levels
shown to us by De Saussure.

- These four levels, divided up into what Laplanche and Leclaire.call
- the Preconscious and Unconscious Chain, can be represented like this:

' | o : The Preconscious Chain

o e

o The Unconscious Chain

win
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This formula does give a. hlghly useful representttlon of the relatlon
between the Precons01ous and . the Unconsclous, and it does allow us to make
a close correlatlon, topographlcally represented between. metaphor and
repression., In fact this dlagram 8 meaning cannot be grasped until we
have looked at Freud's writings on the nature of Repression., We will .
also have to discuss the question. of the (flctltlous) origin of the Un-
conscious and its relatlons to language. Until we have tackled this, f
the meaning of the lower half of the diagram, where we have a s1dn1f1ed
that is. apparently its own signifier, can only elude us.

Repression

If the formulatlon of the concept of the Unconscious was the crucial
event in the hlstory of Freudian Psychoanaly51s Repression was also a
concept .that was 1ndlspensable to it. Stekel, be it noted, abandoned the
concept of the Unconscious, and also Repre331on too = 'the cornerstone
on which the whole structure of Psychoanalysis rests! (SE XIV:16).
discussing this 'cornerstone', my key points of reference are to the two
papers on the Unconscious and on Repression of 1915 (SD XIV) »

In talking about RepreSSlon we are concerned with relations between
the gystems. of the mind as Freud defined them - between the Unconscious
and the Preconscious, and between the Preconscious and the Conscicus. Ve
have already looked at the relations between these systems in terms of -
presentations, in terms of ‘'word-presentations' and 'thlngbpresentatlons'

" and have shown how persuasively the terminology of Structural Llngulst;cs
has been used to describe these concepts., |

The fact is that Repression, although described by Freud at one p01nt

as - 'a: failure in translation', demands some kind of use” of energetic terms.

The initial definition.in the. 1915 paper - that 'the essence of repression
lies simply in turning something away, and keeplnn it at a distance from

the conscious! (SE XIV:147) «-is qulte a. mlld expres31on of the force W1th
Whldh a. censorshlp must be: 1nvested ST . : : ,

Treud leldes epress1on 1nto two phases, (l) Prlmal Wepress;on and
(2) Repression Proper. .Since Repression Proper (or After Repression) is
the kind we .are. usua;ly concerned with, I have chosen to treat that flnst.

Eepression Proper

B In Repression Proper, the presentatlon which is. repressed is affected
by two different' 'forces', It .is, first of all, repulsed by the Pre-.
conscious system, and 'cathexis' is withdrawn.  Secondly it is. attracted.
by a chain already existing in the Uncongcious (the repressed chain of
31gn1f1cat10n.1e. .8 in the dlagram above) Thus, a repressed chaln to

. 5
whlch 1t is. attracted. Some explanatlon then has to be made for prlmal
repression. To understand the relation between 'Repress1on Proper! and
this 'Primal- TRepression' it has to be. accepted that our reconstruction:of
it is necessarily a fictitious one. -This-is not as problematic as it might
seem, Ve can only treat an.origin as a fiction because an origin is an
entity that eludes the siructures of thought, that we: would use. to ‘contain
it, precisely because the origin.of: our structures. of: thought is the dark
side.of -those structures, and:it is in opposition to: that .dark side,
through repression of it, that those structures claim their right to exist.

Primal. Repres51on

However, rreud was 1ntensely preoccupled W1th the problem of orlglns,
a preoccupation that on occasion overrides his more Saussurean concerns.



%
~In the case of Prlmal Repre331on, since it is S0 closely concerned with
.the 'entranoe' of the drive into psychical life, it is especlally inter-
esting to Freud., If this primal repression happens - at least ag a mythi-
‘cal event - then we have '$0 postulate a kind of mythlcal state prior to
the splitting up of the mlnd into systems, This mythical Suate is !
apprehended not through’experimental psychology, nor through” ‘psycho~
llngulstlcs, but through the archaeology of the subject” that Psyche ‘
analysis lays bare for us, LA mythlcll event cannot be proven as true or
false: it is 1rreduclble to that kind of measurement._ﬁ»s :

Brlefly, hat happens in the Primal Repression is this. "' The psyb

- chical (or 1deat10nal) representatlve is refused entrance to the psychlc
”apparatus. A fixation is then established = "the representativé in question
perslsts unaltered from then onwards, and the 1nst1nct (drlve) remains
attached to it ' (SE X1V 148) Iith thls flxatlon, ‘the 1nst1nct (drive)
accedes to the level of the s1gnif1er, or: 'is caught in nets of the sig-
nlfier'(Laplanche and Leclarre' 1961) ' The idea of flxatlon expressed

here, since it so expllcltly suggests an immutability,’ can be compgred

to Freud's model of the mind as a ‘yriting-machine! on to whose mnemlc
SJstems traces are '1ns i d' or 'reglstered' L 2

b It is the 1deationa1 representatlves of sexuallty and of death that
are fixed in Primal’ Repression. Ernest Jones! claim that there are certain
limited symbolisms relatlng to life, death, one's kinsmen, and one's
body, (1916/1923), can only be related to the domaln of Primal Repre851on,
a pr1v1leged arena whre the hleroglyphs are not washed away with each tide.
It is the privileged nature of this arena that lends substance to the

,argaments of Derrida. (1967/1972) and of Deleuze and Guettari (1973)

d'wregardlng the primacy of’ the written (the traced) over the spoken, Jhen

" I have described the primal repression in more strlctly Lacanian terms,’
I will return to this question of the trace and writing, and ‘the prob~»
lematlc relatlon between the phonetlc and the 'grammatlo' AT

In the case of Phllllpe, whose drean we have been con31der1ng, the
formula '(J'ai) soif? becomes the representative of his need -~ it re-
presents the, oral . drlve.\ With the primal repreusion, the Unconscious. is
mythlcally constituted, It is the Unconscious Chain created at this -
point that underlies and supports language. The psychoanalytlcal evim
dence suggests that this Unconscious chain is constituted through the
agency of certain 'key-31gn1fiers' These key signifiers, operating as
. hinges between the Universe of Rules and that of blind need, structure
"human language. Here 15 how Laplanche and Leclalre oonceive of key—
451gn1f1ers-b R i , L et

'Dans le schéma de la metaphore, il est necessaire

ici de concévoir lvexistence de certains '51gn1fiants-
clés" placés en position metaphorisants, et auxquels
est dévolué, par leur poids particulier, la propridté

tde mettre en ordre tout le systeme du language humaln'
o - - %1961 116)

~The key~s1gn1fier we are concerned with here, (J'al) soif (Ch01f) is then

" the one that because of its Tparticular weight' organizes Phllllpe s inser~
tion into the Symbollc Order, the order of language. The myth can be re-
constructed. B i : . ‘. :

Prlor to hlS entrance 1nto the Symbollc Order - and we can note, in
passing, the importance of the presence of the Je in the formula, which,
in grammatical terms is @ shlfter and through ite partlcular weight, its
duplex structure, organizes language (Jakobson. 1963) B We can 1mag1ne :
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Phillipe as a child who simply;existed_within the non-signifying world of
his own need. In this (mythical) time, to have thirst is simply to engulf
in a blind need which is then satisfied. Suddenly, with Lili's joking '
remark 'Phillipe-J'ai-soif!, the world becomes significant, and what had
been a blind instinctual impulse is caught. 'in the nets of the signifiert,
‘This is illustrated diagrammatically: ‘

Lili says:
Phillipe, St
Jtai SOIF
s
Undifferentiated
instinctual (drive) ,
energy ' )
———r soif
soif
S

Thus '(J'ai) soif! is one of the 'kernels' of Phillipe's Unconmscious. The
work of analysis, in its untiring elimination of the outer husk, will
always come up against this 'knot of signification'. It is a 'point of
_umbilication' (Lacan) because it is so radically over~determined. Thus,
it should be noted that Phillipe's memory is of Lili saying’'J'ai soif?,
'His insertion into the Symbolic Order oceurs, then, through the mediation
of another whose name (Lili/'lolo': breast, milk in French baby talk)
_invokes his dual relation with his mother. However, it is also significant
that the name 'Lili' was not Phillipe's aunt's name at all, but merely the
affectionate nickname by which she was known by her husband, and by her
husband alone. Thus, the desire to drink, around which Phillipe's dream
is organized, is multiply over-determined. Besides the desire to drink,
we are concerned with Phillipe's desire for Lili, Lili's own desire to
drink, and finally, and most significantly, Lili's desire for her husband.
Since Phillipe was one of those children who said. 'moi-je' (ie. he had not
mastered- the use of 'shifters') the formula 'Jai soif' signified the dizzy
moment in which he was to move away(from a_situatipn of narcissism, L
where Lili/lolo was merely. an extension of his being, to a Symbolic Order
which placed the other under the sliding mark of the Other ( L'Autre)..
If it was Lili who was the mediating force in this transformation, that.
would have been because it would make sense that an other should break’
the spell of the dual relation with the mother and open up an order
organized in. terms of an Oedipal structure of three separate persons.
In such a. structure, being is not a narcissistic closure (ie. 'moi-je!'),
but a locus. of subjectivity which cannot be appropriated.”  However,
regression from the Symbolic to the Imaginary is always possible. TFor,
as need is transformed into desire through demand, the radical lack of
being of the child whose organism has been altered (from a calyx of bright,
only partially centralized slivers of light, into the fused silver of a
total mirror-recognition), is re-inscribed at the level of the signifier
whose aleatory movement alone invokes the flaw ‘it labours to conceal.

Indeed, if the formula '(J'ai) soif'! is able to act as the kernel
of the dream, if it is so heavily over-determined, it is because even
primal repression does not finally cut off the 'derivatives' of the re-
pressed representative of the drive., If there is sufficient ‘'distortion'
for the 'derivatives'! to overcome the censorship then they have free -
access to the preconscious and conscious, and in the process of free .
association Freud notes (SE XIV: 149-150) that the analysand goes on
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'splnnlng associative threads 'till he is brought up against some thought,
‘the relation of whi¢h to what ‘is repressed becomes so obv1ous that he is
compelled to repeat h1s attempt at’ repreSS1on’

In Phillipe's dream we can identify some of the derivatives of the
instinctual representatlve t(J'ai) soif'. In the manifest text of Phillipe's
dream the word 'place! appears. Here is how this particular signifier can
be related diagrammatically to what is suspended vertically from it:

Lili says:- -
Phillipse,

J'aji soif

. s - ! place
: _ ~ Pes,

s s scene

“undifferentiated o
instinctual (drive)

energy e S S plage
’ soif Ucs,

‘SOifi s S plage

In this diagram we are concerned with the four~t1ered formula again,
and with metaphor (repression) as the superimposition of signifiers. The
new Signifier (place) is superimposed on to the original signifier plage,
which has fallen ‘to the rank of the signified. The signified is the
 scene (scene) ithere :the action takes place and here of course it is 'con-
fused! with the original signifier plage. Our problem is one of concept—
ualiz1ng a four-tiered system in terms of a terminology rooted in a ‘two=-
‘tiered s1gn1fer/s1gn1f1ed system.. As we have already noted, ‘since all
language involves metaphor (repression), theére will be no languagé -
that is not underpinned by a repressed chain of S1gn1flcatlon. ‘The
radical condensation that we detect in the dream-work is in fact then,
the result of the crOSSJng of the Saussurean bar’ between the language of
conscious ahd preconsclous and that operating in the repressed chain,
Condensation operates, as it were, vertically, between a signifier and
;*another 31gn1fier that hasg fallen to the rank of the signified. Con- -
densatlon is then a feature of language that is never completély there,’
but exists somewhere between the work of distortion and ‘the work of -
1nterpretat10n, the latter in 1ts gulle 31mp1y revers1ng the former’

-"The creative spark of ‘the metaphor does nhot spring
- from the congunctlon of two images, that is of two -

' S1gn1f1ers actually actualized, It springs from two
signifiers one of which has taken the place of the
‘other in the signifying chain, the hidden signifier
“therl remaining present through its (metonymlc)

: relatlon to the rest of the chain'.

' (Laéan sBerits 1966:507; Miel'
translation).

The important point to note here is that the operations of metaphor
and metonymy are mutually 1nterdependent, as wgs emphasizged in the dis-
_cussion on Jakobson.. If metaphor creates a superimposition of signifiers,
metonymy effects a continual sliding of signifiers: it is *the’ one slope
of the effective field of the signifier in the constitution of meaning'
(t1e premisr versant du champ effectif que le S1gn1f1ant eonstitue, pour
que le sens y prenne place' Berits 1966:506), -The point is that' metonymy, -
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for Lacan, concerns .only the relations between signifiers, it does not
concern the signified at all, for the s1gn1i1ed is contlnually slipping
away from underneath.

We can understand the nature of metonymy better by returning to
the diagrammatic representation of Phillipe's dream. I have already.
attempted a description of the (fiction of) primal repression. I have
also shown how it is that a signifier such as place exists by virtue .of
a signifier that it has displaced - plage, Or, to put it in another way,
we have seen how the original signifier plage is in a metaphorising posi=-
tion with regard to the signifying chain ‘'above' it. Since we are con-
cerned with what Freud calls the 'derivatives! of the repressed instinctual
(drive) representative, we need to trace the connectlons between the right
and 1eft haind side of the diagram, - :

Freud's initial point in separating out the two differert kinds of
repression was quite simply a logical one. If it was argued that, for
repression to occur, the presentatlon' (signifier) had not only to be
repulsed by the Preconscious, but also to be attracted by a cliain already
existing in the Unconscious, then a Primal Repression had to be hypothesised.
The associative chains connect the already existing chain in the Unconscious
to the (dlstorted) derivatives of the repressed instinctual representatlve
around which the Uncon301ous chain is organlzed :

Thus, when we thB undone the work of distortion we flnd the original

31gn1f1er/51gn1f1ed relation plage. The last syllable 'ge! is phonetlcally
. scene .
related to the 'je' in the 'J'ai soif' of the Uncorscious chain. We can
postulate a metonymic sliding to the left of the,diavram, from plage to
: : plage

-ge to Jje and so to (Jtai) soif. Here, then, ‘is the completed dlagram,
-ge je : ' .

Lili says:
Phillipe,
Jlai soif
o St | - -3' place
. . - i : ) L ) ) POS.
s | S 29.@;%_
_ _metaphor ' :

g §4 il plaa‘e
80if =l o= . - e ch.
S0if &= Je

"V ege S &emmme—teem S plage

¢ :
METONYMY

Conclusion -

One cruc1al question remains to be considered, I cannot answer it,
-can only highlight my own- confusions, and my feeling that the Lacanian
problematlc is, at this point, seriously flawed. ' The crucial question,
and one that I have not ceased to ask in different ways throughout the
paper 1s this: What is the nature of the 'language' (§) in the Uhcons01ous
Chaln? - Here is how Laplanche and Leclaire conclude:
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"The ‘words! that compose it are elements drawn from the
~realm of the imaginary - netably from visual informa- .
tion - but promoted to the dignity of signifiers."”
(1972:182)

What seems clear then is that Wwe have to thlnk of a Prlmal Unconsolous
(establlshed by Primal Repre551on), and also an Unconsc1ous which is the
~domain of After RepressLon. It seems to me that the Prlmary/Secondary
Process dlstlnctlon14 is not .adequate to contain the series of 'levels'

that this demands.

 To understand the d1st1nctlon between these two forms of Uncon501ous,

"l I want to consider briefly a paper written by Benvenlste on the relation

" between Psychoanalysis and Language. .He offers. two meanings of the word
'symbolic' the first one as defining 'the most manifest property of Language',
that it 'symbolizes! things in their absence., Lacan's own account of the
Fort! Dal gane, and the phonetlclzatlon of the real 1nvolved in the child's
use of toys as signifiers, corresponds to. precisely this sense of the

word 'symbollc' .

Benvenlste compares this most basic propergy of natural 1anguage
with."the symbolism of the Unconscious discovered by Freud, which offers
characteristics quite specific to itself™ (1966:85). We are concerned
here with the heritage of Stekel, a dangerous heritage as Freud had been
quick to point out (sE IV) e are concerned with a 'fixed Symbolism',
(Die Symbolik). A careful reading of The Intepretatlon of Dreams and
an attention to the dates at which certain passages were added, will..

- reveal a gradual transformation in Freud's- thought. The sections on
fixed Symbolism were more and more extended, until his express warnings
against the over-indulgent use of them, are all but buried under a mound
‘of suggestions (for possibly universal symbolisms) from his co-workers,
and indeed from himself. However, in a note dated 1909, Freud insists
that the consideration of Symbols should never be carried out separately
from free association:

"I should like to utter an express warning against over-

estimating the importance of symbols in dream-interpreta-

tion, against restricting the work of translating dreams

merely to translating symbols, and against abandoning

the technlque of making use of the dreamer’ s(assoc;atlons"
SE IV

If the free association can be considered to be that work done by the
analysand in following the threads in the manifest dream-text to the
lagent dream-thoughts, it would still seem to be in the domain of After-
Repression.‘ What then of the fixed Symbolism? L

Ernest Jones, in one of the key papers on the subaect, claimed

that "all symbols represent ideas of the self and the immediate blood
relatives, or of the phenomena of birth, love snd death" (1923:169).
Since Lacan's whole work has been concerned with an emphasis on the lack
of fixity in language, he has naturally militated against a too great
reliance on any theories of fixed Symbolism, Stekelian theories that |
Freud had effectively rejected in his initial discussions of ‘archaic- -
methods of dream interpretation. Even the symptom is shown to be partici-
" pant in the chain of s1gn1f1ers, if only negatlvely, in a frozen violence
that both hldes and reveals the text suspended from it (Eerits 1966: 259)
However, in an interesting tribute to Ernest Jones (1966 :697-717), we .
find certain clues to Lacan’s thedretical pOSlthn._ In general, as I
’hope I have shown in this paper, Lacan is far more concerned with Le'
Symboligue than W1th a fixed gymbolism. Indeed, insofar -as he acoepts
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a fixed symbolism he seems to equate it with those 'key-signifiers! that
organise the insertion of the .subject into language as the primal re-
pression happens. Tacan writes of symbols in terms of primary ideas:

"Ces 1dees primaires designent les points ou le
‘sujet disparait sous l'etre du significant: cu'il
s'agisse, enseffet, d'étre soi, d'"étre un pere,
d'etre ne, d'étre aime, ou d'étre mort" (1966:709)

Thus, Phillipe, and his 'disappearance' beneath the signifier 'soif’.
However, if these 'primary ideas' are crucial to the insertion of the
subject into the Symbolic Order, can they really be said to be 'signifiers!
themselves? Are they not; rather, as much part of the Imaginary as the
Symbolic, fhlnr—presentatlons in face 'elevated to the dignity of signifiers'?
If they are Imaginary elements, are they not, as Benveniste argues,
'Infra-linguistic!', because they have their source 'in a region deeper than
that in which education instills the mechanism of language' (1966:86)7
Certainly, the domain of primal repression in its timelessness and lack

of syntax, and in the production of desire that operates there (in the
shape of Kleinian partial objects) would seem to be 'infra-linguistic!.
Whether it is possible, however, to imagine a language of inscriptions,

a system of writing, of traces, at this instance of the Unconscious, which
nevertheless insists so strongly because it persists, and because all
'derivatives' are traced back to it, is another question. !What mugt the
psychic be! Derrida asks 'for it to be a text?' (1967/1972)

Almost everyone discussing lacan's conceptualization of the Unconscious

(15) has explicitly or implicitly produced this question that demands an
answer: an answer that loses .itself in the unplummable, What is this
domain, this 'infra-linguistic' domain, this Unconscious chain that gives
language 'ballast', this- 'landscape of writing'? If we try. to enter the
(mythlcal) time before primal repression, its phenomenology, -its
1ibidinal production beneath the law of the Symbolic Father,; do we find
a scrambling of several codes, an interpenetration of several -'chains', as
Deleuze and Guettari argue? (1973:47-48). For Derfida also, a writer
concerned to-emphasise the metaphor of writing in Freud's writings against
the general hegemony of the Logos within the European tradition, the
Unconscious is marked by a 'writing' that pre-exists the phonetic - 'not of
a 'writing'! that simply transcribes the stony echo of muted words, but of
_-.a preverbal lithography: metaphonetic, non-linguistic, a-logical™ (1972:85).

-There is much evidence for such a system of writing in Freud's works, and it
is especially insistent when he considers -the question of memory.-. This
writing is perhaps a’writing 'straight out of the real', infra-linguistic
certainly,; meta-phonetic, clearly, the infant's actually but latterly
celestial appropriation of every grove and stream. . No quarter, -then.
Convulsive beauty: the phonemic operator, ..That the signifier marks: the
polymorphous meadows with a heraldic quartering, and imaginary flgures
blaze still against the squaxlng of content (the ellipse, the flow of'the
pre- text), continuing.

. It should be clear that .there is far more at stake in thls debate
.than I have developed here, Whilst an adherence to phonology allows us
to slide all too easily into an idealism, an insistence on the image of
inscription, of gcriture, places us firmly within historical materialism,
and makes possible a conception of the Lacanian Symbolic as an exterior
register inscribed in the actual 'discursive practice' of the social
formation. The Iacanian Symbolic is always already there, it does pre-
cede and determine any possible 'presence! of any possible 'subject!'.
Yet, since Psychoanalysis has been concerned with ontogenesis, with a
personal myth of origin rather than a collective one, it will always tend
to fall back into an idealism. Dangerous myth of origin, then, the Fort!
Dal game. .Dangerocus to locate the materiality of the two registers only
in the tension between an original disappearance and a play of binary f
oppositions supplementing the lack: //
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"Through that which takes on body only by being the trace
of .a nothingness and whose support from that moment on
cannot be impaired, the concept, saving the duration of
what passes by, engenders the thing". (Bcrits 1966:276;

' . - Wilden's translation)

If, ontogenetically, the latter is only a symptom of a nothingness (an
absence of the other pregnant with the threat located in the Other),

it has to be said that the Symbolic cannot be so easily emptied of the
Real:i (in the Marxist sense) that must, in the last instance, determine
it. ' This is no 'realist imbecility' (1966: 25), for it does not allow
the level at which meaning resides to elude ‘it, It is merely an in~
sistence that the 'law' of the Symbolic be reinserted within the differ~-
ential histories of the culture that made Psychoanalysis and Bthnography
‘ possible,'and the cultures that were subjected to the actual violence of
its gaze. '

Martip Thom

Notes

l. Given the massive amount of material by Lacan that is étill to be
published, every reading is necessarily a very fragmnentary one.

2. As Annette Lavers has emphasised (Semiotika 1971), the break in Lacan's
- thought should not be over-emphasised. Indeed, Psychoanalysis as

a.practice is so permeated with the Iwmaginary (ie. da parole vide
as symptomatic of g@bonnaissance) that it is unlikely to fall prey
te the lure of an absolutely seamless Symbolic, a Symboliec that
would be in that measure itself an Imaginary (ie. an Ideological)
imposition. The Hegelian category of Desire that Lacan has utilized
s0 convincingly to illuminate Freud's thought tends to militate against
any 'structuralist' closure of the phenomenological - dimension,

3e Thus, lLevi-Strauss (1950), in a paper that was both influenced by

‘Lacean, and in turn influenced him, argued that the old phenomenological
problem of the opposition between self and other could be resolved by

" resorting to the Unconscious, This atatement (which calls to mind
both Surrealism and the Lacanian conception of 'truth!) is applied

"to the ethnographic situation in an Idealist manner, Idealist

* because it dehistoricizes the encounter between self and other, and
résolves it by reference to a transcendent domain where a human
‘egsence is eternally in residence,

4, This is where I differ from Wilden (1972). He rejects the idea that
there is 'anything particularly specific about psychoanalysis except
insofar as it is a historical product of a certain type of socio-
economic system' (1972:450). It is very hard to. situate Wilden poli-
tically, but I consider that his emphasis on the digital, logocentric,
phallocentric, patriarchal etc. nature of Lacanian Psychoanalysis
blinds him to the power that inheres in it to unmask ideologies,
including that which is ideological in its own construction.

5. viz. "Freud and Lacan" in Lenin and Philosophy 1971, pp. 189-221.
6. The tone is deliberately hesitant. 'Reading.Lécan;from a distance,

with no real knowledge of his writings beyond the Ecrits, any other
attitude than caution would be foolish. I am referring to Laplanche's
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‘article (written Jointly with Leclalre)
en Psychanalyse (1970), and also, in

slightly different flelds, to Derrida (1967/1972), and Deleuze

and Guettari (1973).

. Much Anthropological :field-work has been marred by its insensitivity
o the free associations of the dreamer (cf. The Dream in Primitive
Culture: Lincoln 1935:99).

Even so Lacanian a work as Qedipe Africain

is not absolutely sensitive to the linguistic situation.

The use of the word 'text' here is merely a recognition of the fact
that Phillipe's 'dream-text' is presented typographically. This is
in no way meant to pre-judge the status of the dream as 'text', for
this paper is in fact centrally concerned with the rival claims of

a linguistics based on phonetlcs, and a 'graphematics still to come'

(Derrlda 1972:104).

Indeed, it was the ego-drives that were transformed into the death-
drives in Beyond the Pleasure Principle (SE XVIII).

But c.f. Benveniste 1939: 4956,

The phrase is from Levi-Strauss (1950) bﬁt Lacan also refers to the
S/s relation as being that of two registers, 'le mot registre d&signant
ici deux enchainements pris dans leur globalité! (Ecrlts 1966 444)

He insists that there is no

bi-univocal (le term to term) relatlon

involved, but only that of register to reglster.

But cf. Berits 1966:705 - 'le rapport du réel au pensée n 'est pas
celui du signifié au 31gn1f1ant'

De Saussure was quite sensitive about.the methodological necessity of
separating the study of Synchronic from Diachronic relations. It was

not, finally, an ontologlca Judgement (et. Ardeper 1971: xxxv111—xxx1x).

Wilden's (1972) superimposition of .the analog/dlgltal dlstlnctlon on
to the Prlmary/Secondary Process distinction seems to me also far

too blunt a strategy. If I.

have not discussed the general conclusions

" of the 1972 book with- regard -to Lacan, -it is ‘because I am not happy

with the way the analog/dlgltal distinction is used, and it seems to
me that there is a certain violence present in the reduction of the

Lacanian to the. Batesonlan.

Having. $aid- thdt, I should add that I

consider the translation and commentaries in the Lansuage of the Self
to be very fine, and that I no longer have any way of ascertaining how
much of my limited understanding of Lacan is du¢ to Wilden's work.

i.e. Laplanche and Leclaire:
and Guettari: 1973.

1961: Derrida 1967/1972; Bar;1971; Deleuze
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