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Dear Colleagues, 
 
Given the difficulties we are all experiencing, I'm delighted that the Organizing 
Committee has proposed holding this meeting. The International Colloquium is an 
important moment, for the chance it gives all its members to take part in 
Convergencia. 
 To work on the Colloquium’s proposed theme, I thought I'd focus on the 
question of the border, particularly on its role in analytical praxis through the input  
of the logic that analytical discourse is committed to, which it the logic of the 
phantasm: the logic Lacan says we're obliged to base on the facts of the unconscious. 
 I also thought about the border in its function as edge, structuring the inflow 
of the effects of discourse through the function of writing.  
 As a consequence of the operations of the logic of the phantasm, the border's 
function is not to limit the movement of thoughts or discourses. Because if it be 
something that's structured as a border what it does limit, through its function as 
writing, is appears in the position of entering into the bordering function. Is it at this 
point that we can say the distinction begins between the littoral and the literal, as 
Seminar 18 would have it? (Lacan, 1971/2009). 
 In his 19th seminar, "Ou pire," [five] years afterthe 1966-'67 Seminar on the 
phantasm (Lacan, 1966-67/2017), Lacan is working out the discourses in their 
confrontation with bodies, with the body as their medium., their support. And one of 
his questions is: "What is in analytical discourse, between the functions of discourse 
and its corporeal support ? (Lacan, 1971-72/2012, p. 221) -- here, where everything 
is semblant and truth, where everything that is said makes for jouissance. 
 For this reason, Lacan presents us with the saying: ""What[ever] one says as 
fact [Que se diga , como fato] is forgotten behind what is said." 
 

Speech, then, is what is said, and it's in what is heard; and saying is 
something else, it's on another plane: it's discourse.  
 Saying is made up of relations, which require a certain order in a signifying 
articulation. Or, for something to be said, something else is needed than what one 
imagines of what goes by the name of reality. 
 While working out these differences, Lacan introduces something 
remarkable, which I want to point out here: I returned to questions of the border in 
the logic of the phantasm for this situation of object small-a and of the subject as 
effects of speech, which is emphasized in the logic of the phantasm. 
 As Lacan shows us: 
 
 "Saying has its effects, out of which is constituted what we call fantasy, the 
relation between object a, which is what is concentrated through the effect of 



discourse to cause desire, and this something which, in turn, condenses like a crack, 
a fissure, and which is called the subject (LACAN, 1971-72/2012, p. 222). 
 

That is, object a designates what is always between each of the signifiers, and 
the subject is always not between, but gaping [in 'hiatus'].  
 What struck me especially in all this is that the years from Seminar 14 to 
Seminar 19 were a period marked by Lacan's working a great deal on the theme of 
how "to make the objet a" and how "to make the fantasy.” 
 Which brings me to the fact that to articulate jouissance, either by the subject 
petrified by the master signfier, or by the edge offset through the function of writing, 
the subject, as a logical subject, is required to work. 
 Present in this task are also those points that need the input of new 
operators. Starting from S with (A) [barred A], the Signifier of lack in the [big] Other, 
the phallus in its signifying function, and the phallus as Lacan presents it in Sem. 18, 
as semblant, we have paths that bring structuring effects to discourses. The first 
effect [de entrada], in its radical point, has the letter excluded, lacking.  
 If in Sem 19 Lacan works to establish the distinction between jouissance and 
body, in Sem 14, he introduces us to mathematical rigor, again to dig up necessary 
operators in the difficulty, for instance, for S to enter into the apparatus of discourse. 
 Consequently the question has to do with Freud's radical discovery, through 
the importance of truth for him.  
 
Why does Lacan turn to math? The question comes up. At the beginning of “. . . Ou 
Pire...” he tells us that it was from the moment that logic came up against something 
that sustains a reference to truth that it produced the apparent variable x, which 
marks an empty place in what one's dealing with. 
 We know how important truth was for Freud. And repetition is fundamental 
to Freud’s path; it's a point of return for all his work and discovery. Repetition of the 
unary trait places the signifier in the circuit of truth. 
 If a signifier doesn't signify itself, does it signify either that relation with the S 
and (A) [barrred Other] or the One-Too-Much signifier, a missing signifer? [what is 
this relationship with S (A), the signifier ‘One-too-much,’ a signifier of what is 
missing or absent? Using the rigor of mathematical formulas, and what one tries to 
forget in mathematics, the signifier is what's manifested as the possibility of a direct 
intervention in the function of the subject.  
 

If the signifier is what a subject represents for another signifier, this effect of 
meaning has a sense of its own as an effect of truth. 
 What analytic experience draws on from the most modern logical process is 
the signfier's relation with truth by short-circuiting all the thought that sustains it.  
 When Freud works with the Wolf Man and his recurrent dream, when he 
wants to know the truth, this truth is not reduced to a ‘yes or a no’ or to the question 
‘at what age' The Wolf Man lived something reconstructed with the help of the 
dream. For Freud the essential thing is to know how the subject can verify this scene 
through his entire being and his symptom. That is, how, in proper terms, he can 
articulate it signifying.  
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