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I will start, with regard to the title of my paper, from some questions that appears as I try to locate some target-points that allows the advance toward the analyst’s speech. What could establish a limit for something that remains as the subject’s obstinate will for finding himself comfortable in the heat of matern womb again, for the compulsion of the destiny? What would have to be presented to the subject, through the analysis job, that could make it possible to maintain a difference between the One of the whole and the countable one, since there is a confusion, an abuse in the origin?
Lacan initiates the Seminar XIV, “The Logic of the Phantom”, with a formulation tha works as  the key that allows the opening for the revolving point questioned by the analyst. This formulation - to repeat is not the same thing 
as to refind the same thing - brings a radical question related to the practice sustained by us: are the effects produced by the analytical experience events that touches the real of the experience?
Freud inaugurates a disagreement from the term “repetition”. Term of a nostalgy that connects the subject to the object, as a lost object, and through which is exerted all the effort of the search, leaving as a mark the sign of an impossible repetition. This focused dimension, this scope for the analytical experience that interests us, involves coordinates, not those of bigger or smaller tension, but those that have a signifier identity as a sign of what should be repeated,

Who supposes that an analyst exist, since this dimension can only be situated at the level of language consequences, in other words, articulated at a logical level that is about the resumption of the elaboration work that happens through na ulterior effort of the subject in order to articulate a significant sequency, because at that point he could not articulate this first thing without the analysis. 
The repetition requires the new, but it’s through Lacan’s return to Freud that this reading is maintained. It’s from the concept of repetition as a forcement, as Freud introduces in “Beyond the pleasure principle”, that breaks the model of the psychic function maintained by the homeostasis via,concernig the echo of the smaller tension law, that Lacan situates the step to be franchised in this irreducible point that is the radical origin of the path regarding the object, lively point of the subject.
How to move forward in this point through a speech that is worth, through a practice that lead us to the practice of structure,  there where it’s real and repels any promotion of an infallibility, since we can stay, as Lacan says, asleep by the noise of a rattle?       
This new statute of the subject that involves the Freudian characteristic is leading us to where?

To break this point of homeostasis, to cross the mais-valia point where the subject sustains himself through the obstinate will for finding himself comfortable again in the matern womb, puts us in confront with a logical problem. Point of negative therapeutic reaction, situated by Freud through the clinical experience way. 
How to situate the function of the Other’s demand over the barred Other?
This pression of the repetition that spreads its law beyond the living length, formulated by Freud as a death instinct, where there is something that acts imperatively over the subject as a thought in which life is nothing but a colection of strenghts resistants to death, colection in which the death would be, to life, its rail, it has to be driven to the analyst  as a governig principle of a subjective field. Precise point where the whole usurps the place of sex.

At this point, a misunderstanding with regard to sex is presented and the analyst must interfere. But we know that a analyst can only exist if an analysing question is presented during the time in analysis. Who supposes that an analyst exisist bets in the game based in logical operations produced by the language effects during the time in analysis, since the neurotic can maintain the object a untouched by the Surplus-Value via.
The fact that Lacan enunciates that there is no speech universe, that there is no point of closure, doesn’t take away the question about the closure that some try to make where there isn’t one, the abuse of what remains in the origin through the repetition as a governing principle of a subjective field and that puts together, at the copula way, the identical and the different.
Through this unique characteristic in which we recognize the elective function on the purpose of identification and over which the repetition is sustained, it’s constituted what Lacan names topology of return situated by a retroative effect. If, at this point, exists a logical problem, how to move forward from the unconscious thought to the logical statute of a subject that has the scopophilic science of the masochist, which is the statute of the analysed subject, for the ones who sees a meaning in the castration funtion? Through a repetition that doesn’t make the letter a destiny.
The subjective structure of the subject that depends on the mother’s imaginary needs to be articulated in logical terms by the radical enter of the signifier function concerning the perfuration of the surface. It’s from the barred Other that is presented the possibility for the subject to question the second person’s statute, the ‘you are’.
It’s in a certain point of the way, due to the appearence of some conditions during the time in analysis, that the subject can locate, through the effect of the re-taken of the repetition, the origin of this fugitive mark, away from the lived. To connect the Bedeutung to the structure, this glimpse signification that finds its last statute under the form of a constituent law, constituent as the subject itself, the repetition.
This lost thing that is presented due to the repetition, in this origin situation, needs to be articulated as a lost in the point of a situation that is repeated for the subject as a failure situation. But for that, the subject must extract  this signifier element of perversion that puts together, at the copula way, the identical and the different.
To make it possible to franchise  this primordial logical frontier of the structure in which fantasy is distinct from phantom and reality is distinct from wish, it is necessary to cross that logical order perverted by the entrance in the game of the signifiers that would engender what is not in the origin: the subject. 
To cross, through logical operations in analysis, this thought of repetition that stands in the way of the barred Other and of the new logical statute of the subject through phrases that incorporates the gramatical structure of the subject, where the scopophilic and sadomasochist instincts that gives their own law to the wish can be taken by a montage at the structure level, would make it possible for us to resituate that, at the Bedeutung level, as the language structures the subject matematicaly, makes damage.
To replace the question of the search statute through the practice of the structure, in the place where she is real, allows us to open the revolving point that the analyst questions. To unwrap the letters in this control of the capture fields that makes us return to the fundamental ilusions of the psychological experience. To cross these capture points in which the subject maintain a concept of body that goes through the via of a confuse direction that is stablished in the origin. To unhook the being that is hooked by the imaginary via in the object a, because the object a has another statute. 
We will need to go back to this point passing through articulations that are outside of our habbits colection, through the entrance of the logical value of the object a, concernig its consistence in determine the statute of the phantom in a logical relation.    
That the letters begin to be written, unwraped, would, then, open to this real enjoyment where it is possible to cut the destiny, inercia point in which the subject is kept  hitched to the pact with the Other sustaining the signifier’s convenience?
We can think, then, that through the function of the written with relation to the step to be franchised, it is possible for the subject, through the entrance of the logical value of the object a, to begin to search grounds in another place, where it is necessary to approach what the topology can stand without the image? 
