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An overview about family ties coming from History and Anthropology allows us to consider the paternal function just the way Freud teaches it  to us: like a subversion  of the discourse of the  time.

The Freudian discovery of the uncounscious allows a new reading as regards the grouping of the bodies.

Other discourses like the one given by Sociology, Anthropology, etc emphasize that there would be no society without the family.

What is it that sustains it throughout the years, what is it that makes the family go on being a family? It is  the family laws and filiation.

The interchanges produced around the family are given  in their presentation and not in  their logic. That means that the logic present in the family  ties is impermutable and what is always there supporting this tie is an interdiction: the incest prohibition, which takes different agents, but it is the basis for a society not to die.

The real content of the ties has to do with the family, which, as we know it, arises from the Industrial Revolution and it is just when the family acquires the nature  of institution that the question of the father is put forward. This moment coincides with the one in which the son starts having greater importance, because for the bourgeois family as well as for the worker’s, he becomes an instrument of social advance, which gave way to the Freudian equation:  son = money.

Both the groupings and the alliances exit from the language, as it is the law of  language substitution  that forms the alliances, the groups and the different family manners.

Going back  to the question of the father, it is from the foundational myth of Totem and Taboo  that we know the father is  founded regarding  the murder, that is why the father is the dead father, operation that gives way to the foundation of the symbolic,  fertile moment of the constitution of himself as a subject with desires.

Lacan develops this question when he comments “…the need for his reflection has led him to connect the appearance  of the significant of the father, as author of the law, with death, that is,  the father’s death , showing in this way  that if that death is the fertile moment of the debt through which the subject gets tied, throughout his whole life, to the law, the symbolic father, as he signifies this law,  is, in fact, the dead father, and it is the prohibition that enthrones the desire.

It is with  Lacan that  the “name of the father” becomes a function, in its logical sense,  which weakens the concept of father in relation to the rights and obligations, articulating in this way  the question of the father and the cause of the desire.

Considering the father like a function permits the affirmation that father does not necessarily mean engenderer, so much so that, in some societies, the role of the father in the fecundation is ignored or unknown, or in other cases, like  for the Romans, the father is the one who wants to be so, that is to say, it is always the adoptive father, operation that implies the breakup of the blood bond. 

The fact that the function works indicates the Oedipus normativization, which is given by a limit that prohibits first the mother and then the child to mix  sexuality and tenderness.

The paternal function is related with what Lacan names “perversion” of the father, which, in the Seminar “The symptom”, he is going to place as: “…version towards  the father, and that , all in all, the father is a  symptom or a saint male”.

The mechanism that has to do with perversion founds a symbolic function, so  subjectivity is being exposed.

Speaking about the paternal function is to speak about  the connection between the subject with the word, his aprehending the word, this takes place provided that the father plays a role in the mother’s desire, that his word should be supported by hers.

The father’s name exposes the castration transmission. Therefore, we consider that for a neurosis to be constituted,  the father’s  “pere-version”  is necessary.
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