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Lacanian alternatives of the cure-type?  
Apparently, saying Lacanian alternatives is a redundancy.  
“Alternatives of the cure-type” is the title of a writing of Lacan. The alternatives so, could only be Lacanian. I understand Lacan calls this way to what is beyond the typology, even of a 'psychopathology' that doesn't listen to the subject but to an universal one.  

Lacanian alternatives of a cure-type it is the listening, to read, not the universal but the singular , case by case. In the setting in act of the transfer.
In each case the structure is read, it is the subject’s structure, from a history that is built in the transfer from the future to the past, as Lacan outlines it from his Seminar I: "Freud's technical writings". Hardly it could be 'type' if it is built in the transfer which is singular.  

Now, however, after the teaching of Lacan, what can we, with him, read in the alternatives of each case.  
The analytic experience has a fundamental moment of pass with the teaching of the seminar "RSI."  

It is in the passage from the real as one of the registers or categories, to the real as one of the dimensions of the saying that, what interests us for the practice of the psychoanalysis with respect to the new that contributes this knot is. The new thing in the analytic experience is the real of the knotting of the dimensions of saying, and the real as one of these dimensions, with those that the weft is set.  
The psychoanalysis contributes to a new reading, to a new speech that doesn't reject the dimension of the real.  
To read the real?  
There is not formation of symptoms without the father's intervention, without the father's function as father of the name and the symptom as what names a subject. It is around this that R S I is the father's names, it is the function what allows the weft, the knitting, the knotting. If there is not conjunction R S I there is not knotting.  

The love to the father, the castration in the mother, the castration by the father, they form a crossroads which stops the subject or permits him to have a symptomatic exit.  
The work on the symptom takes us to that, that is in function of the paternal function as well as to that which is not, what is out: ex - ists to the paternal function. What exists out of the word, of the body of the signifier. The real not as a concept but the real as rest.  
It takes us to distinguish between  what we refer as symptom or sinthome, psychic reality, complex of Oedipus and to what it is not, to what is out of the phallus enjoyment (jouissance) and it belongs to another field than the Symbolic or the Imaginary. Field of existence of the living.  
Which is the field of what is out of the symptom?  
Why do we interest in this?  
There are some questions that I would like to bring into question so as to discuss with others.  
Is all pain capable of being symbolized? Is there a real pain out of the relationship with the symbolization? (To call it pain is already to mean a quantity of excitement.)  
Is there pain in the nature?  
Is all blow of the signifier? No, if it doesn’t come with the word.  
What does it happen to the dysfunctions of the Imaginary, when the identifications fall down and leave the subject without words?  
How what of the organic illnesses symptom is not to try?  
These are some of the questions that I have formulated myself when thinking of matters that are not field of the paternal function, that are not intersections of the dimensions of saying. They are matters of different order but  they imply the real as rest that ex - ists to the Symbolic and the Imaginary.  
I was thinking about the biology, about the living, about the organic and about the reading that the speech of the psychoanalysis can make of that condition. The dimension of the word digs the furrow of the truth in the Real. The Real is holed.  
The biology, the organic or the living is the real not holed by the symbolic, not represented by the imaginary.  

The living is opposed to the speaking.  
By chance, don't we know 'people' whose life is almost nonexistent. Of who do we say this?  
Of those whose life is the nonexistence ,who do not wish but elapse, to pass the life, lives without words, ex – ist  to the desire, out of the desire.  
The capitalism threatens with this all the time.  
The capitalism is mutation of the master's speech, those mutants would be the subjects converted  only into  living, 'nobodies', biological lives.  
Some organic illnesses also threaten the speaking subjects. They convert them into living instead of subjects who desire, speaking subjects.   
It concerns with the interpretation to read and to write that real for the subject and it concerns the subject's decision if to surrender and not to suffer the pain in his organism or to support a little more the pain of existing.  
So I find two roads for the nonexistence that is to say for the ex  istance out .
A road is the biology or the organic - nature has horror to the knot - and the other one is the capitalism.  
A threat to the organism and the other one to the speaker's  sexualed body.  
So, the threat comes, as Freud taught, from one’s body, from the relationships with the other ones that is to say of the social bond, from outside. That exterior that is not only nature but the nature of the drive (pulsion) of death symbolized by  the capitalism that offers that life with the 'happiness of the absolute rest' for the speaker's life that exists beyond biology.  
The constitution of the world is overturned.  

The world for the speaker is constituted as a result of the relationships between the imaginary, the relationships with the others and the real regarding the subject's situation in a place in relation to the symbolic, in a world of words and of speech.  
I tried to follow the thread to some questions. Questions of different order. Questions that I still have. I find myself with the possibility of a conclusion:   
On one hand it is the dysfunction of the paternal function the threat that arises from the capitalism for an non - existence that is to say an ex -istence almost biological, out of the speaker's world.  
On the other hand it is the ex-istence of the death as real, as law that threatens  the organism,  the living of the real, the imaginary of the body and it can only be interpreted by means of the word.  
The psychoanalysis makes metaphor of the living and of the order of the body and its holes, it reads the body as reflect of the imaginary and voice of the unconscious, partially being able to substitute the organic by the sexualed body. It puts in speech death and sexuality. It reads the real, holing it with the dimensions of saying, making of the Real name, mitigating the pain with the signifier. It makes succession. of the death .A Real always remains as rest.  

It is more difficult – I would say impossible - to revert the mutation that produces the Capitalism.   
