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This congress, which the theme is, “Variants of a pattern treatment”, renew Lacan´s collocation in his article, about the same name, it offer to us now in 2004, the possibility to interrogate our practice. Lacan while was writing his “variants”, in his article, has done very important commentaries, he uses to behave in a very particular way by that time. We were in 1950 by them, time where the psychology of the Ego, based on imagination, and in the Ego, was responsible to the reduction of the psychoanalysis only as a matter of techniques, reason why it was necessary to Lacan to emphasizes the real price, of our experience. From my side, l re-take the questions made by Lacan on his “variants”, directing those questions not only to the psychoanalysts part of IPA, but, and very particularly, to the own Lacanian movement, which we have been talking about. With this spirit, we will cut some “technical” dispositive that has been recognized as identity brand of the Lacanians, to know: time management.

Our proposal is to articulate the time, repetition and analytic act, focusing in the time management in psychoanalysis. We intend to discuss the logical time management. On the analysis, defending the theses that the way that is performed can bring paradoxes effects: if in one side it can unmake something done, opening new possibilities of sense; in the other hand, it can be helping a subjective slavery.

We have the risk when say that our time is marked by the excessive use of the avoided cut, pretty common on the minimization of the sections. If by Freud´s time some analysts failed precipitating in a senses excess, brought by “wild interpretations”
[2], today in what we call “wild actions”, fail by the excess of non-sense in its interventions, provoking a “stupor” effect.

We agree that when Lacan tell us that “Kwon what to do with the truth” is the knowledge that belongs to the analyst, and of course we have the Lacanian Practice which is rebel and subversive to any qualification, not fitting into models. Sustaining with his singular style that there is no analytical technical, but psychoanalysis. Laca re-introduces the dimension of the truth in psychoanalysis, such dimension was forgotten to the neo Freudians, and in this movement of the truth valorization, it was always against the idea of technical rules, the technical in which is absolute and also as minimized to the differences. 

On this sense, Lacan is very different of Freud: the introduction of the variety time sections is a Lacanian creation, born with his experience with the unconscious. Lacan made a clinical-teorical advance abandoning a strict chronology, emphasizing a subjective analogy marked by the time. Paying attention to the real dimension of repetition, Lacan subverts the length time, normally represented by a continued line and introduces different marks that are manifested on the punctuation and also in the cut that provokes new rhythms in the discourse: unfold the sense of data, building new possibilities of sense.

Lacan postulates in the praxis the time management in the section, setting the practice of variant time. Stopping with the chronological, the time pass the classical logic, incompatible with the analytical proposal, in the logical time of an analysis its counting the transformations, the passage of a subjective position to another. If the personal and singular rhythm can pass throughout variations, from one fellow to the other, the number of changing passes, and its logical nature, is the same to all. Fellow and time insert themselves in a relation that covers ant agonic themes, having, in a tension paradox components that allowed to exceed to differential movement. The three logical moments talks about phases that allowed the fellow to build his personality beginning with the relations to the others: 

1 - The instant (moment) to see: the word instant demands that, there is no before, not after, by that moment. The implication of perception data in the conclusive logic is noticed immediately, once that the path already exists in the Other. The perception plane happen as immediately form, where the previous knowledge and the formal logic are mechanically conjugated automatically with the perception data.

2 - The time to comprehend: the time will be integrated starting from the behave of the other one. Even tough they cannot speak the language is manifested in the speculation, allow ding the “prisoners” to communicate for their actions. The action, or not, of the other becomes a sign: if he doesn't act and why does not know if he needs to think. From the knowledge turns to the unknowledgeable, showing a point of ignorance. Starts the elaboration time where the reason concentrates to turn positive the missing of a perception data. 

The comprehension for this time to comprehend- is nothing but the attribution of a judgment to the other. On this time the fellow stays in the limits of the other, defining by the reciprocity with the other fellow, which need an identity also. There is pretentious objective created by fellows that think in the same way and also believe in a community of “fellows”. This time brings the plane of objects that are defined in the dialectic: “the mans desire and the Others desire”.

3 - The moment to conclude: Moment of the action, made up by the hurry. The fellows decision and his conclusion are essentials in the community movement, when walking towards the door, show to the others that his hesitations are gone: he is already sure and can conclude in the conclusion time, if the fellow attributes a new meaning to the non-action of the other, he to act and find out where are the other and the Other manifest ting ignorance. His freedom depends on the step done separately, in a exactly moment where everyone would step on, stopping with the collective dynamic of mechanical speculation. This way the moment to conclude is a moment where the fellow is separated, seen the differences. An moment that emerges not from the others action, but from his non-action.

The fellow lives the time to comprehend and to defines his own identity as a late: feels a retard that has no “data” that the others already have. The fellow gets depressed thinking about that if he is “a black”, he would be the last one to find out. Suffers cause need time, cause is not sufficient the instant to look to motivates an immediately action. And this feeling of being late that makes the fellow to conclude in such hurry.

The function of the hurry is urgency effects that the logical movement has, expressing the pulsion pressure that goes with. There's an urge to becomes a fellow, and to get high lighted and separated to the Other, its necessary to act while the Other doesn't know. Hurried is the one that, motivated by the urgency, doesn't think anymore: the sadness push him towards the action. The precipitating expressed on the conclusion of the sophism, illustrates the paradox in the relation as the Other. Without the others, with the ones that establishes the other´s field, the fellow doesn´t get done, but he does not to have to reduce to this “objective” of the Other, this way is necessary the left over, a point of sadness, not passive to objetivation to push towards more.

This way we can notice the function of the hurry in the process of subjectivity but we insist that will be always necessary that the analyst “technically” push the fellow? In a analytical process, the one been analyzed, wont be pushed by sadness any longer, especially on the questions that makes him talk? The sadness and the pulse force that makes someone to search for an analysis, aren’t they already excessive? We think that the hurry’s function cant be theoricaly justified to a management reduction.

Questions that are added to others: wont be some analysts, in our time, using a abusive form of suspensive cut? Who is the one in charge for the separation: to the analyst to the one been analyzed or the unconscious fellow? It seems to be that the indiscriminate use of the short sections practice, shows the presence of the analyst while been a fellow, where he should be the object? And, in the place of the analyst’s desire, there is a desire to the analyst: desire to be recognized as a Lacanian analyst? And more: this phenomenon wouldn’t be a sign that the analyst wouldn’t be sustained in this place where operates, instead, that would be absolutely captured by an imaginary identification for a image of being? And, this way, how to check his statute act from the analytical act, that wouldn’t be an acting out?

To evoke the function of the hurry to justify the use short sections, common to “analyst in the hurry”, recently l have heard from a “Lacanian analyst”, it causes me strangeness. What to think about of practices, where the analyst loses his sustentations functions  from the fellow supposed to know  and gain the statute of being: the hurried one…? maybe the only option to the analyst of those “type of analyst” something dual in the slaves position, where the supposed knowledge, comes in the master position. Perverse perspective that keeps the Slavism, where the fellow is in front of his origin.

I believe that the style is not dissociated of the practice and also in what is related to Lacan, and his mark, his symptoms
[3], became a distinctive trace of the Lacanians. A trace as Guyomard and as we intend to sustain on this communication, if has passed  “for the better or for the worst” for the better
[4], to show with his own practice, that the repetition, cannot get confused with the production. To the worse, because the potency and the subjective viruses, which forced its significant to the world, makes, in some of his follows, cause of symptomatic questions, a replicate afanise.

We recognize that the values of the rupture, the cut, the break up with the established, something particular of Lacan. But well make more questions: is it possible that this subversive potency get transferred by the established knowledge? The valorization of the established doesn’t imply in a practice that is expressed by the repetition ritualized? Is there something in Lacanian theorization, or maybe, in the way that some institutions process this transmission, that provokes an afanisis?

Maybe is happening in the Lacanian movement, something like that happened in the religious field, when just after the Luther reform, the “protestants” became more reactionaries and closed on their own, even more that those criticized by them?

Differently of many of their followers, Freud an Lacan, on their singularity of creation, didn’t keep a platonic relation with the truth. They didn’t appear in the scene in a platonic way, why don’t they try to subvert Their interventions in the real has value in the act: promotes the rupture with the established, unbuilding the continuation and the eternity when trying to put in the world new meanings. Their practice is next to the truth, but what can we say about this knowledge that emerged and later repeated over great truth? It cannot be denied that the recognizing of this emerging of the truth while born in Freuds and Lacan scripts, but do you think that, this potency is perpetuated when this knowledge, in its origin attached to the truth, is reduced on those that are receiving, as some kind of technical teaching, crystallized, which some analysts get a refuge, facing any emergency differently subjective? 

If some time ago, the analysts that liked the duration defended themselves in a patterned schedule, nowadays we perceive in some practices, the management, also inside a pattern, sadistically marked by what we call hard-action. Trying to defend himself of the sadness present in the transference, those analysts, informed by the knowledge to the sadness of losing.

The logical time has been used with frequency in a argumentation favoring the short length sections. After some time of studies we did not found in Lacan nothing that allowed us to sustain.

The conclusion repeats, obvious, on each section: that is the scansion of dialectic time. Os course that imposes a variation in length of the section, but in sective and singular moments, which the cut comes as a surprise. Those are reasons that makes the unconscious to be ethic, and not the opposite and, also for this reason, that the psychoanalysis is not a natural science, but a praxes: a practice of something ethical only possible cause of the permanent effectuation of the go-down.

Freud and Lacan recognize that the active fixation of something, first way of active intervention, established by Freud, always leave the fellow in the alienation of his own truth, effect of alienation made by a fixation a priori: the truth is already there. Laying over the priories, the fellow gets excluded and establishes his original mirages, putting his mirage over the analyst that deal with that with his authority. Transferencial management that is the same to the suggestive practices and hypnoses. It seems to be, that in the place of the analyst, what moves those established practices, is the pleasure: a very mean pleasure, a sadic pleasure, that looks for domination.

The analysis, sustained on the subversion of the fellow, just like the one done by Lacan takes to an ethic that is not really an ethic of truly knowledge, from a knowledge that makes sense, just like a philosophical knowledge, but a centered ethic in the fellow’s desire and to the discourse and the language , in the real pulsion that is sustained.

Lacan point a light over the dimension of a related analytical practice. Shows the evidence that the distance between act and words not always is that long, show to us that a word with a subjective enunciation has the value of an act, and an analytic act can work even beyond the word provoking a new “say”, but relating with the interventions of the analyst: how to guarantee that will be an analytical act and not only a passage to the act? 

Over many scripts of the analytic act, Lacan highlighted that this one can only operates in the condition that the analyst be his own desire. Its necessary that the analyst in function pay with his own “person”: that’s the price of his desire. And talking about payment, we cannot forget who pays. Instead, as Guyomard says, “the ones been analyzed will only feed the pleasure of the analyst, this way appearing with the eternal theory of mendicants, penitents and serves”
[5].

We cannot forget the Freud´s proposal that introduces the psychoanalysis in the real while a method of research. This way, the one been analyzed nothing else will expect if the analyst doesn’t want to get anything from him, besides the guarantee of his own living (surviving). The experience with psychoanalysis, since Freud, sustain a ethic, so rigorous that denies any models, especially the ones that take the one been analyzed as a material. But there’s creation in Freud an Lacan, creation and recreation of psychoanalysis, actualization and re actualization of our experience in the time that requires it’s renew. 

“Renew or will disappear”, slow, veracity, cronus. Freud and Lacan listen to this appeal, not only in the demand, but the desired caused. This way the experience with the psychoanalysis, in Freud and Lacan its not subversive and has nothing to do with cloning and generalization, doesn’t want to be a model experience, instead, inserts itself in a cultural scene as a subversive praxes based in a differential ethic.

I think that, based in Alain Didier-Weill, “the three times of the law” (1995)
[6], related with something that happened impracticable as the cut, the fellow can turn to be spooked or in a stupor. If the astonishment is defined as a transitory and ephemera, the stupor is the subjective position, where will be impossibilitated to leave the sideration, the fellow gets over the others pleasure.

What allows to the fellow to pass from one time to the other leaving the sideration and finding a light? What makes the language to abort the sense, substituting for a non-sense that opens a way to new senses? The astonishing is the way that allows an access to the desideration. When calling the advent of  “jouie-sens”
[7] the sidereal message makes it big, stopping the pleasure of the other and waiting for the advent of a new way to speak, taking us to the grave of what we already know and allow the emergency of what we don’t know yet.

Throughout of the siderant interruption, that stops the authority of the knowledge, transmitted by the fellow the paradox injunction that authorizes his symptoms. The paradox of the significant of Verbluffung consists in the requirement of the work and the symbolization of the fellow.

The astonishment is the one carrying the commandments of Freud: “There where was it becomes” where is required from the analyst as the tutor of this commandments, to be ready to the spook function. As Lacan would say on tv, the good habits of a glad knowledge is the relation that the analyst has to keep with the knowledge: not to comprehend, bit in the sense, but scratch as much as possible”.
[8]
The permanent interrogation about our act is the responsibility of get the job done, by the symbolic way is an ethical compromise which we cannot steal, while analysts. Won’t be the analysis that dies when the analyst comes upon the scene? Aren’t those interventions the result of some great mystification from the theory and the lacanian practice? 

Seems that Freud, in 1920, lived something like what Lacan experienced, later on in the 50’s, while his criticism to the neo Freudians and what nowadays we experience, when we watch a rictualization of the practice.

By his time, Freud named something beyond the beginning of the pleasure, which had to obey the mandatory of restauration of the transmition of something that was fading way with the time: the potency virulent of the psychoanalysis. He needed to get his followers, needed to wake them up, to spooke them, and the strangeness of the insistent repetition accomplished his paper. Later on a necessity just like Lacan had Lacan, and and this one also, on his way, and with his style, woke up the analysts that were asleeping. And, were we in the same level of our mission? Or we will be sleeping, meanwhile a body gets on fire, just like a father in the funeral service of his dead son, which Freud tell us on the “Dream´s interpretations”.
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