THE VOICE OF THE SYMOBLIC FATHER

Whois beyondthe Subject as the onespeaking in the place of the Other?
Wha isthere in this beyondwhos voice the Subject assumes each time he speaks?
J. Lacan. The Names of the Father. Unpubished Seminar, 10/11/1963

In thistext | shdl atempt to elucidae the function of the Symbolic Father, in
the sense tha it enables usto evaluate what is called the Ommersion in languayeO
congdered crucial to bah the humanization of the infant, and to symbdizationin the
andytic cure.

My argument is based onthe enigma tha arises out of an archac encountr’
between languag asuniversal (universel du langage, which the pillar of the paernal
represents, and the universe of aprivate, maternal tongte (langwe privZe). The
signifi cance of the encounter” between thetwo isimmense, because it yieldsthe
childOsinmngiousas its ultimate creation.

Typicaly this encountr, which is of course only oberved indirectly through
its effects in andysis, is discussed primarily from the perspective of the mother. |
shdl therefore examineit from the paernd dimenson, with reference to svera
clinical experiences and sme texts by Freud and Lacan, while a the same time
ddineating sveral ways in which it enables usto more precisely definethe meaning
of the unmngiousaccordng o Feud.

| shdl condudeby providing my own interpretation of the way in which the
Judeo-Christian tradition has grgppled with and respondel to this key enigma.

The Symptom asMeans of Refusing Symbolic Debt

Julien, al0year-old boy,confided to hisandyst that he was often jarred from
his deep & night by the unexpected gopaition of ghoss. As soon & heturned on he
light they would disappear, butwhen he turned it off again they would come back. As
long & hewas able to take his bearingsusng thingshe dready knew, thingsthat were
visible, hefelt confident these ghods did notexist. Butin the dark this knowledge
quickly eroded, as if the distinctness made posible by the sght of familiar thingshad
disappeared, leaving him exposd to the free reign ofthe mongers who ruled ove the
shadowy universe tha would then engulif him.

Julien dso confided that he was sometimes terrified by another kind of
trandormation. If hegstared long enough & picture of someonehe knew, its distina
shgpe would abrupty disappear and sosmething ddormed would take its place. Even
though heotherwise knew the phdo itself was notreally changed by the deformity he
saw coursng through t, in the moment this knowedgewould éandon him,
subjecting im to an ovepowering feeling of anxiety which helikened to the way he
felt when the specter of the ghogs would gppear.

JulienOsymptoms bear witness to the fact that hurman bengsare the unwitting
locus of a binary conflict between wha they know themselves to beas Subjectsin the

! Thistext was written in the aftermath of a presentation entitled On the Name of the
Father,Oddlivered at the S.P.F. conference on Orhe Archaic,Oin Besaneon, Qctober 8-
10, 1999.tisan attempt to respondto some of the questionsraised ower the course of
the entire conference.

2 An encounter that continually raised questionsfor Lacan, aform of GndstenceO
which &in to wha hedubled the symbdic father and the Signifier of the Name-of-
the-Father.
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Symbolic orde, ther individual truth, and what Lacan called, in his unique tongue
thedlent Real. Normally this conflict is managed sght unseen by the pleasure
prindple and its champion, the ego. However JulienOgase shows howit is posible
for the ego 0 uddenly lose mastery over its own houg when acertain unpkasureis
felt, caused by the specter of the appearance of anew kind of knowedgeguded by
the Real which has assumed ascendancy® over the Symbolic, provoking the humen
beingOslownfall fromit, and redudng it to beng the Real of the object (a), apiece of
refuse (dechet). In terms of thetranderence what are themos crudal aspects of this?

For me, Julien was unwittingly demanding, beyond wha hewas actudly
saying, that thetwo fieldsdicited in the binary conflict beactudized in the
tranderence. Indeed his symptoms conveyed an gopeal, atherwise unherd, for tisto
occur, insofar as they were bah theeffects of arefusal and & the same time easily
interpreted in light of this appeal as such. Theandyst, | would then imagineg, is the
person who would notin principle beagang this new direction (in the cure). But
where does this gppeal come from? What eventudly enables it to be heard, and who
answers it?

This line of questioning presents a unique set of diffi culties because it cannot
befollowed through bythe activity of thought insofar asit is, formally speaking, wn-
thinkable, and thusit only emerges where thoughthas failed. With this we have
entered the realm of languageasuniversal, which tranamits alaw known to usas
symbolic insofar as it transcendshuman being itself, by placing it in rdation to a
primordially separate (because nonimmanent) place that it is unable to knowthrough
its own imagination, bu ingead may only recognize symbolically by agreeingto pay
the price of Symbolic debt. Therefore, it isonly insofar as the psychocandyst is able to
agree to being indebted with respect to tha which surpasses him individudly, the
transcendence of the Symbolic which languageasuniversal tranamits, tha heis then
able to na refuse the appeal when it appears begging his recognition. Butthisin itself
does notexplain howthe analyst isable to hear the call, especially snce it does not
arise out of this or that sgnification ormeaning, butingead dicits something tha it at
the same time muffles B g gnifyi ngness itself, which transmutes what is heard into
something unheard (of).

LacanOsvork ponts in this direction, in particular his seminar meeting of
Januay 15" 1958 ad its attendant written text entitied @n the Possible Treatment
of Psychods,O(composed during the same period from December 1957 b Januay
1958). Itwas at that time in his teachingstha he made known the extent to which his
reflectionson Freud hal Qed me to see aconnestion beween the appearance of the
signifier of the father, as author of thelaw, and deth, meaning the murde of the
father, thusprovingthat the Symbolic Father, to theextent hesgnifies this law, is
dead.3 Bearingin mind the experiences of Julien, wha message s this reading of
Freud and its audaciousconrection béween paernity and death seekingto trangmit?

The Call of the Primary Univer se of Language

Freud first touched uponthisissuein Totem and Taboo(1913) where he
envisione the origins of the Subject as an incorpordion of the dead father leading ©
an enigmatic identification only known as aresult of the traces it leaves in the clinical
setting. By réating these ideas to the ones hethen rased in his 1925 paer on

% Lacan,R.S.I.,January 14, 1975.
* Lacan, Ecrits, p. 556.
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Negation Oit becomes possible to depict the congruction of he Subject to come
through hefollowing dua movement:

On the onehand, by ncorpording him the pre-Subject assumes the fatherOs
strength, and thereby conditutes himself as a self-end osed entity with a @oodO
Symbolic ingde tha remainswillfully unavare of wha occursoutside itself, because
its hdlucinaory representations guided by the rules of the econamy laid down by he
pleasure principle, guaantee its bdief in the existence of what they depict. And ye
on the other hand, ome part of the father eluded this process because it was judged
QunfitOfor incorporadion and wes gected into the utside OThis part of the father
subgsts and & times, given the rightcondiions effects its return, prodaing what
Julien referred to as @hogsO(revenarts), the pat of the father left to wande in the
Real because it never received the assent it needed to findly lay itself down to restin
the Symbolic BaFather in the Real. But why is Julien unale to GorgetOthis father
when heappears, itself another way of interpreting the vengeance to which he
bdieves he has fallen prey?

Clearly, the Father in the Real assumes these hogile and peasecutory aspects
because heis notrecognized as GatherOas such, butisingead peceived to be
something that corrups the previoudy incorporded pdaernal Symbolic. Furthermore
the reason why heisaways coming bak, aso an dement of pesecution, mus be
related to the fact that he seeks the symbolization hehas been deprived of, and which
he knows to beindispensable for him to achieve his Symbolic rest.

This accourts for JulienOsroubles: The corrupting influence of this GtrangerO
ishdd a bay when the binary conflict isin place, because it is hdd back by the
bariers tha guaantee the cohaence of the good ymbolic insde. However when the
Imaginay, thevisible world that regulates these bariers, is no longe there because
the darkness prevents him from distinguishing béween wha is visible and wha is
not, theramparts budkle under the weight of the Real of the Strange pressing agang
them. Indeed what Julien was clearly talking éout was a Real contamination of the
Symbolic Father resulting fromthe disappearance of the bordes tha protected hm
from the toxicity of the Father in the Real. As he himself put it, hewanted abowve all
to berid of these ghogs who @ame in through hs eyes and ook ove his head OBut
isthis the true horizon of his own demand, adirection © gudethe tranderence?

What healready knows but doesnOknow it yet is tha thereis an Other way
of looking & thingstha does notinvdve thergection ofthis persecutor, because in
truth the Father in the Redl is only returning in this way because heis seeking t pass
throughinto the Symbdlic. In truth dulien® symptoms were notthe result of the return
of the Father in the Real as such, butoccurred because hecould hawe greeted this
father and tranamuted him into a Symbolic one This is the truemeaning of acepting
beng indebted with respect to the Symbolic. Wha are theimplicationsof thisin
terms of theandyst in thetrangerence.

Tha it iscrudal he notin turn rduse, as Julien has, his owndebt with respect
to the Symbolic, (by ove-relying on Gdipd interpretationsfor example), because the
Signifier of the Name-of-the-Father conveys an gopedl that is able to putthe Oedipal
father, the rival, back in his place in the Imaginary. Clearly, as the case of Freud
himself demondrates, the Imaginary father and his Oedipd rivalry are able to explain
certain symptoms. Butthey do notseem to do ® in away tha leadsto the kind of
symbolization needed to create the Subject of the Uncongious What then is the act
that in fact enables it to enter into existence?

When languageas universal, the paternd face of the Ommersion in languayeO
as such, encounters the (private tongueof the maternd, it tranamits to the child, in
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the form of an enigma, an alien functionthat only appears in those moments when the
speaking subject undegoes the experience of bang & a loss for words Wha Freud
labeled the experience of GtunningOthe moment that precedes that of
CGenlightenmentOin the structure of der Witz, is an indispensable moment in orcer for
this GetrangeaOto gppear in the place of the Other. The sameis true of wha he
referred to as theinhibition that led to repression, and of murse the symptom.
Similarly, Lacan argued the question GChewvuoi?Owas necessary in orde for this
Strange to address the Subject of the Unconsciousin away tha would make it hear
the following invocation: Or ou who ae a aloss for words are you authorized to
enter into existence again @ a Speaking BeingDWhen this moment arrives, the place
of the Other loses its congstency. The demand for the Other is no longe a demand for
its bang, (oneway of describingthe mouming the subject undegoes for the loss of
wordg. Ingead, ssmething unheard of abruptly appears tha may only be heard by the
Subiject of the Uncongtiousto come, as if the voice tha conveyed it were beyondthe
reach of any and dl sgnification or nmeaning. At stake is avoice that does not arise
from what is heard, tha isto say from sgnification or nmeaning, kecause what it
trangmits indead is an unheard of aspect of signifyingress as such.

On the horizon of every language as universal, therefore, resides this
Strange.> A primordial Signifier devoid of al meaning or $gnification, the Signifier
of the Name-of-the-Father (Lacan). For the Subject it is a Stranger, butna so drange
asall that, consdering, s Freud ponted out in his 1925 paer on Negation(, the
Subiject did accord it a primordial Bejahurg, did say resOto its originary existence.
In short, this signifier pramises dl the richness of acertain pooingtogdher to come,
(thisis the meaning ofthe Qo come into-existenceO[ad-venir] as such), of an
interweaving beween the strangerOstrangest strangeness and the mogt radical
innerness, culminaing in an act tha may rightly becalled analytic insofar as it creates
a genuinearticulation ketween the Other and the Subject of the Unconstious
something previoudy unherd of that defies the dudism beween egoand oter.

Thetrouble is, ance this moment does indeed involve the abolition of duwalist
thinking, it lso entails a certain anxety whose refusal, as the case of Julien
demondrates, occasionsthe trandormation of the Symbolic father, sgnifier of the
Symbolic orde as such, into the ghog, adgnifier in the Real tha has notreceived the
Symbolic recognttion it is due Thusretumsthe binary conflict tha holds every
QhinkerQin its grip, unkss heis able to place his trust in his unangiousthinking
activity goveaned by the beyond d the pleasure prindple.

The essential point to keep in mind is that this (nottoo) drange Strange paves
the way to Alterity as such, because the note of srangeness it haborsopensonto the
strangeness tha results from the appearance of the Other itself. Who would have ever
thoughtthere was a conrection baween the wealth of languaje as universal, andthe
phenomenon ofstrangeness? Who would ever have been able to make ussee and her
the enigma of this Stranger in the form of the Symbolic Father,® this Signifier of the
Name-of-the-Father who induwces, if heis notrecognized upon hsarrival, adisturbing

®> Indeed the Signifier of the Name-of-the-Father isthe only signifier the Subject is
entirely unableto produce himself, a fact which escaped Freud.

® Though Feud dd nd nameit as such, and thusfailed to correctly interpret the
meaning of pychoss. The proof ofthis was his need to make recourse to theidea of a
prgective hamosexudlity in order to explainit. By dang © however, he did nd take
into accourt theimpact of language asuniversal, whichisin fact wha islackingin
these cases dueto a foreclosure of the Name-of-the-Father, as Lacan, noretheless still
reading Freud, ® gptly saw and made heard.
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strangeness, or even memory disturbanaes atop the Acropolis? Who if not Freud, he
man who waes forever on te trail of the effects of his encourter with the Real, from
the moment hefirst realized hewas shot through by he presence of something that
gave him no peace? Who if not Lacan and every andyst in their wake who accepts the
QanOof being indebted to the Symbolic?

Now that Julien may be left to quench the Father in the Real Oghirst for
vengeance by accordng hm his Symbdlic recogrition, | $dl nowturnto working ou
amore precise definition ofthiscal of the Signifier of the Name-of-the-Father aready
referred to in schematic form.

The Hole in Thought

Sometimes, despite the fact that | am appearently speaking to someone whom
know quite well and ourintercourse is flowing smoathly, thoughs suddenly begin to
grow in the back of my mind that make it hard for meto hear wha heis saying.

If I pay close enoughattention it becomes clear to me that these thougtis stem
from what heis sayingto me, andthat their purpaseisto form argumentsthat confirm
or contradict it. If the Red | come into contact with at that moment is nat too drong |
may be able to appracech the bar and ddliver arguments that permit me to shine through
the power of my words, as God@ or the DevilOsdvocate, (in the end it makesllittle
difference). If however the Redl | encourter when | gart having these thoughsis a bit
more forceful, my words may fdter, and when it reaches a certain pant my capacity to
think may be shut down dtogether.

What is suddenly gaing oninsde me? | don®precisely know, butwha | do
know is | would be right to imagine | have stumbled uponsomething, the Redl, that
stopped mein my tracks before | even knew it. Can | then rest easy where | am? No,
because this something keeps on pushing me forward asif | were unforgettableto it.
What isit seekingto conwvey?

If | take Freud and the Red he encourtered in the sgnifier Herr as my example,
it becomes clear wha has happened isthat | have unwittingly refused an encourter with
something, bu precisely what this encourter is eludes the grasp of the thinker | believe
myself to be. Coud it be ameeting with some though that has undergore secondary
repression? Perhaps, butwha made meinvoke this defense in the first place?

In fact, if | giveitits proper duethis hdein though, which leavesme a aloss
for words, is able to lead me to a secret place within me | did nd even know| harbored,
an Elsawhere besides the narrow confines my constiousthough seeks to boxmeinto
before and after its appearance. Beforeitsarrival | though | knew what | was saying.
Afterwards | find myself intrigued bythe fact that my though continuesto perpetuate
itself. Thiselement of indstence would ssem to be suggesting | return and examine
more closely the moment of the missed encourter in question, © that | might learn to
recognze this something that is otherwise so untinkable, incomprehensble and
enigmatic, the thing kefore which | fatered. .

But what stopped mein the first place was the fact that | didn©have aclue asto
wha was going onbas GpeskerOl am uneble to locate a knowledge that might guide
meEA |l the better, Snce | would never have heard anything in the first place without
thishdein thoughEH eard wha thougt?

The Unheard (of) Call of the Father
It is only once my Gilready-madeOknowledge has disappeared that | may then

locate the presence of a presence that had been nonpresent urtil that moment, the
presence of an O whoE does notknowwhat it is hearing, ¢the condtion recessary in
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order for it to) beievein what it is hearing @ This moment is similar to the fal of the
Subject Suppased to Know which accursin the wake of the arriva of the olject cause
of desire (Lacan);? orly reveded to those who may in some way be onthe verge of
entering into existence as the unheard (of) receivers of avoice which abruply resounds
in away that tranamits something that is, as mentioned earlier, itself unheard (of).

Strange resonance of a voice which eudes recordng, ieprodiction and
congciouscortrol, because it seeks a presence, unconsciousof itself, a Subject of the
uncongiouswho immediately, before it has achanceto think, says QyesOto this
stranger, a subject who dicitsand opensitsdf up toit, despite having pevioudy dore
everythingit coud to raise praective barriers againg anything grange or unknow. The
thinker in me has nochaice bu to believethis cdl relates to ethics. Why? Because when
thisinvocation first appears | may if | so dhoacse refuse it D ore of the basic condtions
of al ethicsas such. However withou the help of knowedge (sawoir), whichin this
moment has faltered, the best | can dois have faith in this unheard (of) thing 1am
hearing Dsuch isthe cdl of the voice of the father that, in a flash, knds together the
pure sound ofsymbdlic sgnifyingness and the thunderbdt of the Red, waking me
from the dumber my ego hed adlowed me to contentedly snk into, leaving it content as
well. How does dl this unfdd ower the course of an anaytic cure?

The Subject of the Unconscious in the Transference

There are moments when an anayzand suddenly redizes dl the titles, diplomas
and ahers goods hethough he possessed do nain fact belongto him, asif the very
idea of property itself, made possible for him by the Symbdlic law of the legal code,
were nolonger his. This particular experience of the trangerence may na be limited to
this however, insofar asin the same moment he may aso hear the presence of ancther
law which causes him to fed anxiety because it was previoudy unknown to him. What
precisely has he sumbled upon owe morein the form of thislaw he re-cogrizes as
coming fram some (Elsewhere,Odespite the fact he does nat fed he knows it as such?

He has hit uponthe fact that the Symbadlic Law he knows so well, the orethat is
clearly written in thelega code but which nolonger furnishes him the condancy of its
previouslegitimacy, is forever haunted bythe fact that thereisaso an aher, unwritten
law, a granger to the first because it does nat arise from sgnification and meaning, a
law he recognzes noretheless because it makes him aware of something intimate within
himself. Why is he now able to hear and accept this strange to his constiousactivity of
thinking despite the fact that it entailsthe undang ([dZs+tre) of the written law(3
semblance of legitimacy, which at any rate heis na seekingto rgect?

This moment has become sgnificant for the course of hisandysis because he
now possesses, as has dready been discussed, a snugder (passeur) trangmitted to him
by hisforebears, a Sgnifier of the Name-of-the-Father that is on familiar terms with
bath of them andthusis able to hind them together because it transcendsthe binary
conflict which hed previoudy kept these two symbadlic laws apart Bthe written law of
thelegal code which enabled him to follow the orderly path of the meaningslaid down
by his Qiready-madeOknowedge, and the unwritten law that appears before him as
originary and archaic, making hm fed acertain form of surprise that aff ects him to the
paint that it robshim of his ability to think.

The former, tranamitted bylanguage asuniversal, serves primarily to confirm
that the latter is the unconstious and the way in which the written law GorgetsOits
primordia courterpart serves primarily to increase the significance of the unwritten

” Alain Didier-Wéill, Inovcations Morse, Saint-Paul et Freud, Caman-LZAry, 1998, p.
17.
8 As for the object cause of desire of the Other,
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law@ sudden appearance, insofar asit is the wellspring of amoment to come when the
Subiject of the Unconstious the subject that speaks, is ableto resonatein usbecause a
first logical moment in time has occurred when a receiver able to hear its call emerged.
Thisiswhat Lacan laconically referred to as the moment when Qhe sender receivesits
own message in inverse form,3 a highly significant passage insofar asit isthroughit
that the Signifier of the Name-of-the-Father assumes responsihility for enabling the
invoker to become invoked, Qvhen the sound ofmusc s heard,Oas Alain Didier-Waill
has pointed ott.™

. This moment changes me because it invokes meto returnto this archaic
(reginningOvia a hidden interrogation fram the Symbdlic, a primordid Sgnifier that
revedsitsalf purely as voice, aremainder of the olject-voice as such.™ Oneway to
better uncerstand the rdationship between these aspects of andytic experience and the
Judeo-Chiigtian tradition would beto guestion howthe latter has dedt with what has
been presented here asa new position in the tranderence.

The Superegoic Voice of the Father and Christian Religion

Chiistianity is right to base itsdlf on the idea that the fatherOstrength must be
frequently incorporated. The rites of communion srveto aleviate the contamination o
the Symbdlic Father by the Father in the Redl.

In thislight, 9n arises out of the corrugtiveinfluence of wha we cal the Redl,
which rdigioninterprets as the flesh. As Paul of Tarsus longago nded, evil would thus
be a result of the fact that this forceis stronger than the Divine Law.™ Indeed the
fundamenta weakness of the divide that governsthe conflict between the two was
apparent even in the first Man, Adam, in that the Symbdlic space he shared with God
was dissipated. _

Saint Paul, saved by ChistOssppearance on the road to Damascus, developed
his theory of oiiginal sn onthe basis of the unversal applicability of this experience.
Paul smugded (passe) us histheory, the one dictated to im by his own though, via
theideathat dl people are bornbad, sullied by AdamOsins, butmay then be
trandormed into something goodby the grace of God: No hunan beingisthuscapable
of becoming goodthrough mself, of his own accord, kecause only God nay, through
his grace, grant usaccess to onginary purty. All the mgor acts assodated with
Christianity Baptism, Conwersionand Fenitence Dare therefore related to the Greek
word GnetandaObchange. )

Paul doesindeed GmugdeO(passer) us his theory, but a roat wha he
smuggdesisin the Imaginary register, because itsmain purpogisto reinforce the
binary conflict by raising Imaginary ramparts between puiity and impurity, which orly
the love and giace of God may lift, subject to highly specific condtionsof course.

° At variouspoints duiing the Conference it was pointed out that Freud failed to
recognizethis first moment belongng to the receiver. He only tranamitted to usthe
secondmoment, balongng to the Subject who aeates unconsiousdesire. Lacan onthe
other hand dd na forget this first moment, mogt likely because he accourted for the
psychaticOsdationship to gpeech, and the psychaticis first and foremod precisely this
receiver in question. LacanOsvork on te importance of the Signifier of the Name-of-
the-Father thusrepresents an important elaboration ofamoment when Freud came up
short, a Signifier that knatstogether, viaan inversion, the receiver of the OtherOspeech
and the emitter of its own.

1 Didier-Weill, Invocations Mosse, Sant-Paul et Freud, Camann-LAry, 1998.

" Thisin my view iswha Lacan referred to as desire (x), which is nat boundto a
specific object because it is caused by an doject lack, asis unongiousdesire itsalf.

2 (Orhe Law was powerlessEi n that it was FleshEO Ramans VIII, 3.
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PaulOs/ersion of his con-version recasts the experience in terms of the persecutor and
the persecuted, because histhough dways invokes egoic and sipeegaicidols.

It wasnOuntil the First Century that the Cathdic Chuich managed to fully
tighten these dements, held together loosely by the writers of the origind Gospdss, into
the dogma of the Holy Trinity. In the prdogue to the Gospd accordingto John for
example, the Word clearly appears in the beginning as pertainingto God, andthenis
only later, secondarily, Gnade fleshOby the advent of the Son.*®

Why was it possible for the Church to then affirm uncontested for the next
eleven centuriesthat bath partake of the same substance from the beginning?What
mystery deoesthe Trinity hdd which enabled these sorts of heresesto multiply,
culminatingin its pronourcement as the ole principle of the unverseOby the Courcil
of Latranin 121% A few points may shed somelight in this direction.

In the year 325 B.C. the Nicene Courtil affirmed the idea that Father and Sn

were condubstantid in homoousi us, in ogoositionto Ariuswhomit rejected as
heretical and <hismatic.

In 381 B.Cthe Courtil of Congantinode decreed that the Holy Spirit dso
partook ofthe same substance as the Father and Sn, husfounding the Holy Trinity of
three persons in One onthe bass of their shared matter.

Saint Augusting, who cnverted in 386, econfirmed thisidea but further
specified that the purpo of the Spirit was to ensurethe FatherOsvord nmede flesh (in
the Son) would returnto Him. After himself trangtioning from an Ontellectua O
Chiigtian to full-fledged hishop, Augustines main cortributionin thislight was the idea
that there occurred a (procession ofthe Spirit,Ocementing the con-fusion between the
originary locus of speech and its later place of reception. What does this dogna mean?
That oniginary speech isinfdlible because it isemboded in the honpousius between the
Father and the Son and then returnsto the Father viathe procession ofthe Spirit.
Interestingly, bythe way, Augustinetook his ingpiration forthis fundament of Chiistian
theology, which would eventudly strengthen beyond measure the force of the idea of
the Holy Trinity itself, from the pagan phlosophes Plotinusand Rorphyrus, who
contended that the Onemug first be disseminated into its elementsin orcder to then be
recondituted in a second moment and thereby revitdized.

In the summer of 1054in Consantinofe, after two centuries of dogmatic
quarrds between it and Rame over the question ofthe Holy Spirit, the final schism
between Eastern and Western Chuches occurred. The anathemas of July 16, 1054,
solemnly laid at the dtar of Saint Sophia, would na belifted urtil 1965, mne centuries
later, by the meeting of PopePaul VI andthe Patriarch Athenagoras.

In the XIII Century Aquinas succeeded in incorporating the mystery of the
Trinity, the essence of reveded knowedge, into hs Summa Theologica in a way that
made it rationd to accept it while a the same time preserving its nature as mystery. This
iswhy heis viewed even today as the one who dragged the West out of the Midde
Ages, butat the price of a certain compromise (formation). What was the secret being
harbored bythis symptom, fiercely defended and even dognatized bythe Church, (@
the Courtil of Trent in the XVI Century), in exactly the same form asit was origindly
articulated by Aguinas himself?

Chnstianity asareligion would have usthink that when originary spesch
abruply loses itsinvocatory toreit is transformed into the enduting, emboded and
persistent voice of meaning.

Thusthe secret of honoousius, the same substance for Father and Sn, would
invave hiding acon-fuson which prevents the entry into existence of a peaking being

® On the beginning wes the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word wes
God. [If] waswith God in the beginning. Through [t] al thingswere madeE The Word
became flesh and made his dwellingamong us.O(John |, 1 ad 14).
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asthe (BonOof languageitself. Indeed, as the experience of the trangference clearly
demondrates, an emitter of goeech may only enter into existence if he has first separated
himsalf from the place where he originarily received speech as such. This (originary)
spech immediately recedes onceit is heard. It is reduced to the mere remainder of a
cdl diciting acertain feding ofangd. It might be imagined therefore that the procession
of the Sprit servesto ensurethat this encounter with the Red of the place-of-originis
successfully ferreted away by the honpousiusof Father and Son. Is this secreting away
so important indeed that ex-communicationis the only response the Church was able to
develop to those who dhoos nat to obey this knowledge, Giready-madeQunder the
mog secret of condtions? Is ex-communication in the Real the only place fit for such
heretics? Why daesthis secreting away concern the psychcandyst?

Because it presuppases that wha may eff ectively oppog the encourter with the
Real isatrumped up pychica ingance with the power to bah levy judgments and
submit evidence, (including as concernslove), and which the andyst cdls, following
Freud,the superego. O course he sumbled uponit frequently over the course of his
own anaytic cure, and he dso redizesinditutionsare susceptible to it whenever they
begin to overemphasi ze conensus and the group.Aboveadl he knows the Subject of
the Unconstiousis derived from an Other logic suppored bythe Sgnifier of the Name-
of-the-Father. The psychoanayst may therefore dare envison that relationsbeween
desire and inditutionswill perhaps dways endin conflict. Will wha he uncovered in
his own analysis enable him to free himself from the inevitable binary conflict between
desire and the inditution, and tranamuteit into adialectical conflict ingead? Such would
seem to bethelesson of heinditution ofthe Church, as well asthat of any inditution
which fallsto guarantee the inditution of Glready-madeOknowledge. The sgnificance
of the Signifier of the Name-of-the-Father in this respect becomes even more clear in
light of Biblica though.

The Voice of the Prophet

Interestingly, Biblical though takes into accourt wha the Church-Institution hes
secreted away. It bases itself onthe cal of God pasitioned as Father, bu abowve dl as
absent in the moment when hiscall, reduced to pure voice, is directed to the future
proptet, who is invoked bu canna redlly know God@ will because dl he hasto
contend with isthe spirit that arises in His absence.

It should nd betoo surprisingto dscover therefore that the spirit in question
hereis radicaly different from the ore ingitutiondized bythe Chuich, because the first
moment of its didectic works to sustain the Red in the FatherOsvoice such that it
eventualy finds inits receiver, a Red it can relaeto. A secondmoment in this process
invaves what Lacan taught usto refer to as Onversion OThe Signifier of the Name-of -
the-Father is crucia here becauseit is only throughthisinversion that the Subject enters
into existence as himself an emitter of speech. How does this process unfold?

In the first moment the proptet to comeis stunned, lost, dumbstruck and ureble
to deep. However dl will na belog in this moment when he Qloes na know,Oif heis
ableto have faith in the Spirit which is seeking ou in him the oodlistenerOto the Red
of theinvocation. He may indeed enter into existence as a speaking keingin a second
moment if an intermediary one, the moment of the inversionitself, comes to pas
because the Signifier of the Name-of-the-Father smugded (passd) it to im. A bang
spesking of wha therefore? Precisaly of this place from whence he came into existence,
of the place where a voice unteard poketo him and which he mug, in away, nowtake
upinturn.

In Biblica though therefore the postionsarein theinverse vis-" -visthe
Institution-Church Bthe Spirit intervenesin the second moment. Most importantly
however, Biblicd though envisonsthe Symbdic Father as reduced to a voice, in
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categorical oppostionto Trinitarian dogna.
To Conclude

By returning to an archaic moment in the childOdife, bah beginning and
commandment, when language as universal encourters the univer se of a private
materna tongLe, | have soughtto tranamit the meaning of an eement in the former
which returnsin the tranderence.

The voice of the Symbdlic Father asaremainder, as an dbject cause of desire,
does not reved a gecific meaning kecause its role is merely to indcate that thereisan
Other directionto be taken, omething which everyday sgnification works to muffle.
According to my argument the Chiistian Church secreted away thisinvocation which
the Biblical messageindead seeks to conwey.

| shdl conclude therefore by panting ou that Freud, whomwe are boundto
admire for having invented Psychoanalysis itself uponthe basis of his discovery of the
unconscious did na fall, in his unique way, to tranamit, (particularly in those case
studiesin which heincludes himself as part of the narrative), that analysts in h's wake
may aso beled to bru$ asidethis primary universe of languag. However this ever-
elusve place of signifyingress remainsthe source of acal which may, if itis na
rejected, lead to symbdization Bacal whose enigmaisto invoke a previoudy absent
presence, the Subject of the Unconstious

MontbAiard, December 7", 1999 Jean Charmoille
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