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In the seminar The Psychosis, Lacan, outlines that the statement of the whole numbers doesn't go of his that the number one finds its maximum effectiveness in the acquisition of the signifier Then when  he refers to the lineage, he indicates that the father establishes an order, not natural, but mathematical. He establishes, in this way a relationship among the series, the father and the signifier. This signifier –as it deals with its acquisition- implies the relationship of the subject to the signifiier, that is to say, to the unconscious.  

The function of the father's name constitutes the law of the signifier and the relationship of this law with the function of the Negation, it is that, regarding this articulation, the subject, as the language preceeds him, he inscribes himself in the significant chain.  
The presence of the signifier in the subject is ordered according to two slopes: the metaphor and the metonymy.  

The metonymy is the relationship of a word with another.A word is named by means of another that is its continent, or a part of it, or that it is in connection with it. This is a contiguous relationship.  

The most schematic form in the metonymy is evidenced in the dream that Freud transmits, the one about his daughter: Ana Freud big strawberries, raspberries, custard, pap .These objects are juxtaposed, they are coordinated in the articulate nomination, on the plane of the articulation signifier. The  positional bond, places these objects in position of equivalence. .This bond is the foundation of the propositional one, renovates, in a certain language what  the essential dimension is, that is to say the order of the words. 

It is not the same thing to say: Peter hits Paul as Paul hits Peter.  
The metaphor is the substitution of a word for another. The substitution supposes the similarity. In the metaphor of V.Hugo: “His sheaf was not greedy neither hateful”, the sheaf is substituted for Booz. The signification that the metaphor introduces, implies that the signifier is pulled out of its lexical connections, in the dictionary nothing is mentioned referring that a sheaf can be greedy or hateful. This metaphor is possible because of the predicative articulation, because of the distance of the subject’s attributes, that is the reason why you can qualify the sheaf as greedy and hateful. These attributes are in those that Booz (his self) recognizes himself, being greedy and hateful. He could not recognize himself in a different way as he believes he himself is, as he says he is, that other thing that the metaphor shows. He could not recognize, not being greedy and hateful, because he could not recognize where he is not, where it was not. His sheaf was not neither greedy nor hateful. The sheaf is identified with Booz in its lack of avarice and generosity, because it is the subject of greedy and hateful. The sheaf is identical to the subject Booz because of its similar position. The sheaf substitutes itself for Booz because  it is in the subject´s position.  

This dimension of the symbolism of the metaphor supposes another dimension: the syntactic one, this sentence would lose sense if the words were not in order. The propositional bond is possible as it is on the foundation of the  positional bond.  

The metonymy is initial and it makes possible the metaphor, but the metaphor is of a different grade from the metonymy’s, as it creates sense.  

The operation of these laws evidences the relationship of the subject to the signifier.
There is function of the metaphor because there is function of the paternal metahor.
The formula is the following:
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The metaphor of the father's Name, is the metaphor that substitutes that Name in the place firstly symbolized by the mother's absence. The mother's presence absence shows her desire to which the father's Name is substituted, as she carries the phallus, and whose signifier effect is the symbolic phallus.  
The signifier of the father's Name as long as it constitutes the law of the signifier, as the signifier doesn´t mean itself, it designates the phallic signifier to the enigma of the mother's desire.  
The phallus is the signifier of the Other´s desire., that as it is in the Other that the subject has access to it and that he is imposed to recognize, as long as he himself is that other one, divided by the Spaltung of the signifier The conjunction of the desire is so sealed, of which the phallic signifier is its mark.  

In the psychosis, because of the forclosure of the signifier, there is not that mark of the Other´s desire, there is a hole,  which engenders a forward from the signifier to the infinite, as long as the phallus is the signifier that produces the signification.  
A seven year-old boy, in his first interview, referring to what brings him to the analysis, says that he doesn't understand what the teacher writes on the blackboard, when asking him, he answers:  
(the interrogation marks belong to the made interventions )  
"From two comes one"  
      …..?  
"After two comes one"  
     ……?  
"After one comes after two, three, etc."  
The last phrase, it is a sentence that from the normative grammar point of view, it is agramatical, as long as it cannot have duplication of the complement in the same proposition. The adverb ” after”, is an order and time adverb that in this phrases establishes an order. This orden implies the distance between a number in this sentence and other  and the distance is refered to time.  
The inconsistency of the predicate "after one comes after" concerns to the remission of the signification, as there is no articulation between the subject and the predicate, it denotes that there is no  function of the  phallic signifer..  
The phallus, marks the Other´s desire ,zero, that it is equal to the zero of the theory of the groups, as long as it facilitates the constitution of an order, of a series.  
The phallus is the signifier that produces the signification, it is equal to the logical sexual intercourse that articulates the predicate to the subject. This articulation  is possible because of the law of the signifier that the father's Name constitutes, and whose consequence is that the signifier is what represents to other signifier.,  that he is not. The law of the signifier works if the Negation operates.  
I understand, that a relationship  between the Negation and the law of the signifier regarding the distance function, can settled down. This distance function is function of the Das Ding. The Das Ding is what lacks to the representation and as long as it lacks it, the mother can go to that place.  
In relation to the Das Ding it is something that shows, through the Negation, a distance regarding the presence.  
Freud in the article of the Negation gives an example of somebody that relates a dream and he says: "it is regarding this that I am saying you will think that it is my mother but it is not this way". That "she is not my mother" shows  that it is "my mother", it reveals the function of the Negation. What is said: "he is not my mother" indicates that what was said shows something of the repressed, meaning that something is admitted by this way of the Negation, but without raising the repression. What is admitted by this way,  gives him the possibility to think, it is condition of thinking.  
There Freud says that the  mother doesn't say the Das Ding. The function of the Das Ding as long as it is in relation to the presence that is absent, not the presence-absence, the Negation constitutes a distance with respect to an order that chains the representation, a significant order. This order implies the distance between a signifier and other, it is the signifier¨s law function.   
The fundamental operation of failure in the psychosis is the operation of the Negation, there is not such distance.  
The forclosure is that the subject cannot carry out this operation of Negation. The forclosure is a negation form, that is to say that something was not object of the Negation. The forclosure concerns to the function of the judgement where the possibility which is considered is judging if the object corresponding to the representation, exists or not in the reality. It is there that Freud says: "it doesn't exist, it didn't exist, it won't exist". He outlines this subject with relationship to the forclosure, regarding an event, of the return of the no symbolized, in the Real. What it is not symbolized, it was not object of Negation  

 The Negation concerns to something that is denied and admitted at the same time, it is the primordial Behajung, where the attribution judgement takes its root, and so it is possible that something of the real thing is revealed to the being, so something is allowed to be.  
In the psychosis because of the failure of the operation of the Negation that it is a word of the speech, not of the uncounscious, the subject is not under the phallic significance- he doesn´t inhabit the language , he is inhabited by the language -, that  is equivalent to the fact that the subject doesn't register himself as argument of a function: for all speaking being, he is subjected to the phallus. In this sense one can say that the subject in the psychosis is outside of speech.


  
