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Lacan’s speeches theory

 

For Lacan, the speech defines itself as a way of social bond that articulates the subject field to the Other’s. It’s relevant to emphasize, however, that in each speech there is an unique subject, and that the other from the speech isn’t the other from reality, but the way that the subject in the matter notices, “imagines” the other, since the other is in the reality field. Even though the speech doesn’t occur between the subjects, but in the same subject, it’s important not to forget that his importance resides into implying the reference to the other: “the speeches structure the social bonds.” (MELMAN, 2000:42).

Lacan states that the  speech is a necessary structure that, even supported by language, transcends the word. On his aproach, he stablished four elements (terms) in a speech’s constitution: S1, Significant-master; S2, knowledge; a, “mais-de-gozar”(rest); and $, divided subject. Therefore, “all and any speech presents a truth that moves it, its propelling spring, over which  is based an agent; the one who runs to another, productor, trying to obtain from him a production.” (JORGE, 1988:158).

The order in which the elements are presented and the way they take place by the dislocation of a quarter of  turn in the places of agent, other, production and truth define each of the four speeches named by Lacan: master, hysterical, analyst and university student. And important to remind that, yet the  elements take different places, the relation between them always keeps the same. From this logic, we’ll comment the relation between the obsessive and the master, or, more specifically, the relation of this one with a father as a master. For a better understanding of this point, we’ll make a remark about the university student speech, because of its similarity points with the obsessive neurosis.

The university student speech:

 

     S2

       a

     S1                     $

 

The university student speech is the one closest to the obsessive structure, for being made of ready answers and closed that aims at  the universality, or better saying, aims at finishing with the difference. The university student speech praises the teaching relation, because in it the dominant is the knowledge that takes the other as an object, trying to product an informed subject. What moves the university student is the eagerness of conquesting knowledge to simply repeat it, academicaly and rigorously, in a way not to allow arguments.

It’s about a knowledge that is known, but belongs to another and that’s why it’s directed by the master’s command, once the mastery of the univesity student is repressed. We can observe that, by the subject’s side, there’s only significant (pure phallus, although himself is blurred by the knowledge) and there’s nothing wrong, because the lack is all on the Other’s field.

From these statements, we can think of equivalence between the university student speech and the obsessive neurosis, like Roland Chemama  did in Algumas reflexões sobre a neurose obsessiva a partir dos “quatro discursos” (1976). Like the obsessive, the university student is a subject full of statements, but with no expression; he speaks over and over again but is clueless about where he is, because his speech’s intonation expells the afection. The obsessive’s matter is in the order of being: will I be my mother’s phallus? In his eternal doubt about the answer for this question, the obsessive puts himself as a servent, like the one who is capable of attending maternal demmands.

The option for the voluntary servitude

Lacan has defined the obsessive as the one that during childhood felt strongly loved by his mother or, in other words, had the place of a privileged object  of the maternal desire. That makes him feel nostalgic about being that object  with what the mother would find what was supposed to be expected from the father. Because of the ambiguity of the maternal speech, would appear in the child a substitution device to the satisfaction of the mother’s desire, on which the logic of the obsessive subject would be built, and such privilege would wake in the child a libidinal precocious investiment:

As the mother’s desire refers to the simbolic father’s investiment, summoning the child to assume the castration that results from it,  equally this maternal desire’s insuficient satisfaction constitutes a regressive appeal to the child’s phallic identification maintenance.  From that the “nostalgy” of a return to the being, vividly coveted, but never fullfilled in plenitude. (DOR,1991:64)

With this proper way of inscription of the paternal’s function comes the obsessive’s matter in relation to the desire and the law, even producing rivalry and competition with the paternal figure.

In História de uma neurose infantil (1918[14]-1974)Freud summons a classic episode about the obsessive’s attitude:

 […] also in the afternoon used to go around all the sacred images hanging in the living room , taking with him a chair on which he stepped to kiss each one of them. What was totally out of keeping in this devout cerimony – or, in the other hand perhaps very coherent – was that he remembered of some thoughts, some   blasphemies that came to his mind as an inspiration of the devil. He was obliged to think “Pig-God” or “Shit-God” (FREUD, 1918[14]-1974:31)

As states Leclaire in Desmascarar o real (1977), this group of pressions and limits beseiges the obsessive subject , making the “necessity imperative” rule and drawing him to the ”duty hell”. In the essence, he doesn’t will to take the risk of confronting his unconscious desire, resulting from there a masoquist passivity. The obsessive tends to built himself as everything to the other. For that, he must take control of everything, so that the other doesn’t escape from him. In fact, the obsessive stays stuck to the castration fright because, once there was a paternal inscription, he knows that the paternal position is impossible to acomplish. Then, he spends all his life summoning the father to ensure himself the place, trying to update it at every moment and every act, even if that implies a submissive position.

The obsessive neurosis presents a lack of paternal recognition. To make this recognition worth, the obsessive subject  obliges himself to pay a high price. His drama is precisily the fact that he has got the knowledge, but judges himself under the permanent risk of losing it. The recognition was given in advance, as an advancement: the father recognized him to make him his desire’s representative. The dificulty is, in the lack of the subsequent recognition the  original is threatened. Lacan stresses that the obsessive subject is kept together in the petrifying game stablished between the master and the slave, showing himself harshly  restricted to the law’s norms, rules, and dictates. He thinks necessary to assume this submissive position of not having voice (desire), devoting himself to serve voluntarily to this master, because he needs someone to idolize. Denise Lachaud in her book O inferno do dever (1995) states that this is why the obsessive subject makes himself a slave for the master, or yet, for a father-master and of his speech (LACHAUD, 1995:249).

In the obsessive neurosis the paternal function is represented by the other from the law: his part is to forbid and harshly punish the incestuous desire. The obsessive fears the law, and so he claims that it is reminded to him all the time, by orders, prohibitions, and even punishments.The obsessive claims for a master, “an ideal father who builds the law and sustains, in the exterior, the illusion of unity, the non-castration” (RINALDI, 2000:10).

By the four speeches theory, it’s clear that the obsessive neurosis tries to defend itself from the castration annulling the differences, in an endless search for uniformity. The obsessive subject’s objective is to annul subjectivity, which never happens, since, in all neurotic structure, the father is the law, and the law causes repression. If there’s a return of the repressed, it’s because the father is faulty, castrated, in other words, beneath his function. So, in his search for the end of the differences, the obsessive subject ends up preserving and even stressing it by his own private norms.

Finally, the psychoanalytic experience demonstrates that the obsessive’s speech ends with the the lack in the subject’s field. In other words: the obsessive believes that he should be loved by the other because of his whole, because of all that he is and devotes his life to show himself like that. His fantasy is that trying hard to attend the other’s demmand (in a servant position) he will obtain recognition and so will be loved.
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