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The history of the psychoanalytical movement gives account of Freud's desire: the transmission of his discovery, the existence of the unconscious. So as to sustain this transmission the Psychoanalytical Society for the formation of the analysts was created so as to considerate the deviations of the doctrine that were already generated.
Not only doctrinal deviations were generated but Freud also notices that the analysts as they do not dare, in a majority, to be authorized in their own practice, transformed the technical advice in imperative prescriptions to whose obedience they submitted meekly. 
Freud wrote to Ferenczi": the obedient spirits don't notice the elasticity of those conventions and they submit to them as if they were taboos." They submitted to the illusion of a guarantee of the orthodoxy, as much as to an obedience to the authority, letting the spirit of Freud's teaching fall. 
Later, the postfreudian deviations impelling the ego psychology, in their false autonomy and synthesis power, fully reject the recognition of the unconscious. 
If there is something that moves to the analytic establishment of the time, it is the mark of Lacan when he establishes the sense of the return to Freud, to  the Freudian Thing, the return to the question of the truth in the same heart of the analytic practice. 
As consequence, what worked as resonance, is the irruption of a question that, until then, nobody had formulated so explicitly, a true enigma, the same existence of the " to say." The possibility to be surprised of what didn't astonish anybody that the man can speak, the fact that the being is speaking. 
The fact that the unconscious is structured as a language, it is the resultant of something much radical, that knots the language to the impossible of saying, opening to the real, that holes the learning, that the truth misses to be everything. and that specifies the subject, in an impossibility of a learning referred to the sex. 
The exclusion of his own origin, - primary repression -, it is the structural origin of a hole that founds the lack. 
The resonance of this question, is in relation to a series of events that marked the historical-political context in France in the Psychoanalytical Society of Paris, recognized by the IPA which culminates with the l953 division. What is important here, is, the implications of the practice as well as the teaching in the formation of the analysts, in the reserved official recognition to the doctors that should be authorized - competent - to practise. Lacan, other analysts and students give up and the French Society of Psychoanalysis is born, the one that requests recognition and affiliation immediately to the IPA., One year later, the affiliation demand is refused, because of a disagreement with the practice that Lacan sustained, it was considered as a technical deviation. 
In 1963, ten years later the beginning of his Seminar, the second division has a different character. After different negotiations, the French Society of Psychoanalysis is reduced to agree to recommendations and directives that emanated from the Executive Committee of the IPA. Just one thing is relevant, Lacan, his teaching, his practice, even to discredit his person, when carrying out an investigation which consisted on interviewing his patients and  as a result, it makes of the proscription of Lacan the condition sine qua non of the recognition of the SFP, by the International one. He is excluded from the didactic list. 
In November, in l963, he dictates the only class of the Seminar " The Father's Names", where he says that it won't have continuity, neither he will continue in Sainte - Anne. 
When he is going to speak of the foundations of the psychoanalysis he starts the Seminar with the question:  In what am I authorized?  It is clearly referred to his teaching to the psychoanalysts. His question, which is not improper to the second division, in l963, in which his teaching is questioned in what it could have of competent.. 
Lacan is negotiated: the affiliation because of the proscription of his teaching and without return, to what he calls big excommunication, and, Spinoza was also excommunicated from the religious community of the synagogue. 
Then, if the first division put in scene the positioning of the analysts in front of the novelty of his teaching, the second division was his answer to his excommunication by the IPA, by means of an act, he founds the Freudian School of Paris. 
This foundation will ground, the Proposition of October 9th , l967, in which, with the devices - the institution of the pass and the cartel - it proposes a social bond in relation to the discourse, and it gives a statute to the analyst's question, in the formulation "The analyst is not authorized more than of himself" and some years later he says," and with the other ones." 
It is not then that what crosses these events retroactively is to make relevant the analyst's authorization? 
What is understood by " of himself", in relation to the analyst's authorization? 
The expression of Lacan is of " lui meme", this expression authorizes to be translated as " of itself ", " by itself", or by " himself." This " self" of the " himself" it is not the ego. 
And the him of himself? his desire, if we consider that the one who declares himself analyst  can be called to agree with of what happened with his desire in his analysis so that he decided to lend it in the place of an object , cause of the desire for others. 
Of the contemporaneuousness that exists between the formulation of the Proposition of October 9th  and the beginning of the Seminar" The analytic Act" a strict relationship, an articulation between authorization and analytic act is read. 
Lacan affirms that the analytic act concerns, and very directly to those that don't make of it profession, he thinks about a disjunction between profession and analytic act. 
The word “profession” derives from professing, from profitere, from having faith in the religiosity of its exercise , that sustains the idea of the salvation, and it spreads the illusion of the guarantee of the existence of the Other , what should understood as a resistance to the act. 
The professional qualification, has nothing to do, with the analyst's authorization, Lacan in the Letter to the Italians makes an interpretation when speaking of certain practice that standardizes, he makes a differentating it from the authorization. To be authorized, to authorize oneself is not to autoritualize, since what deals with the psychoanalysis it is that there is not model for the analyst. 
The authorization doesn't come from the achievement of the reference learning, but from the textual learning, it comes from the not known learning, as what the authorization is an act which is sustained in the castration, the signifier of the lack in the Other. 
In the analysis, there is a logic of the act that concerns the analysand and another question that concerns the analyst, regarding the consequences of the act. The consequences in the analysand, have to do with the production of a saying, to say in act, it is a consequence that supposes a relationship to the truth that the analysand sustains with the committed act, for example a insolvent act  or a lapsus. 
Who does the analytic act concern to? Lacan affirms that it concerns analysts and non analysts, it is so that one who doesn't reject to submit to the law of the discourse, that as a divided subject, doesn't reject the contingency of the production of a say, the truth of the division. Above all the truth raises an ethics of the contingency. 

The consequences of the act in the analyst are in relation to the destination of the supposed subject´s knowledge, of what  the position of semblant of the object  cause of that process. 
It is what the analyst knows, of that destination, because of his own analysis. 
The analytic act as kairós, is always unexpected and it arises as not  knowledge or uncounscious knowledge. It is the moment that constitutes the event more characteristic of the analysis, it is an embarrased appearance and disconcerting of the other , an alteration, - his division – it is only noticeable as it is retroactively, it is the moment when the analyst is not able to but being alone, alone to what escapes of any calculation, of all authority that can legitimate him. If the act is authorized to take place as an event, it is made due to its relationship to the unconscious, it creates there. 
The analysand´s discourse, is a piece of embroidered stuff, a surface that can be cut, that function of the cut is characteristic of the analytic act, is the function of the reading that is the listening  itself. 
In conclusion, in the act  interpretation and transfer are implied, that´s why  the analyst gives to that act support and authorization, it is done for that. 

This support is made of the remains of the learned ignorance and of having transmitted a desire which has never been published, the analyst's desire. 
 
 
 
