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‘Intinnete ‘Kewelt

where he wrote: "1 Liave always dwelt only i the giound Hoor and base-
wient of the building. . . . In that you are the conservative, Fam the revo-
Mutionary. Had Lonly another life of work before me | should dare o offer
evet (Luse highly bomn people a hone in my lowdy dwelling”*" Would
the peson who gains aeess o the archaic aud W e inpossible tempo-
ralizing that is the timeless be both benevelent and “revolutionary™?

Lacary, alert to tie scandal of the thneless inbiusic lo the analytical
experience, was mistaken in wantiug to rlualize it as a technique of
scansion (short sessions). The bad timiug of (e timcless is an cffect of
inlerpretalion and silence, Pedaps in the end it is a guestion of our own
capacily, s avalysts and analysands, to be personally scisitive Lo the var-
ious configuiations of the Zeitlos and let it be known how el our
identity —~conscious, uncouscious, biological —is a metion of the Line-
less, this 1aajor modality of the unconscivus. [t is a question of vur own
capacily to show ourselves hreatened by repetition, stagnation, or hal-
tucinatory acceleration and by the infinileness of the dissolution of ties.

Bul il s untenable to live as a function at the crossing of slow, linear
tine ail (he timeless; it is even more untenable to find a fornmmlation
of il. Most are coutenl lo have psychotherapy, inall fumility, Pechaps,
aller all, Lumility (e lowly dwetling: this is the metaphor Freud chose
for the archaic aud (he timeless) s e only way lefl tor us Lo be neither
ded nor alive but serene, indulgent, and “revolutionary,” as Irend
wiites lo Bivswanger, in e ionic and very Proustin sense of a revolt
that Lias aotling else o seck or ind but lost time.

A possible translation of Zeitlos might in fact be “lost tine,” A time
that is lost like e, by 1econeiling us willi the expericnce of our own
Juss. Repetition, staguation, grace, inlimity, Language, which is en the
side of the conscious, always offers us bound, lemporal tenns, Perhaps
the experiviee of wiiting and ils crossed sigtals ol sensations aned drives
are necessary in order to manue s nabound time (Zeitlos) that Frend
made the pival of psychomualysis aud perhaps o new species of human-
ily, witlt some chance of allaining the lrath.

"To thiose who fear Lhat this detour through the Freudian limeless has
distanced us from re-volt, T will point cul that, without this unfath-
omable temporality and the psychical modulation that it implies, there
is no reason--thus no possibility—lo carry out the upheaval of the inti
sinate that is re-volt in the sense of continual rebirth or inlerrogation,
Similarly perhaps Uids way we will be better able to measure the depths
tiat wobilize revolt (with or withoul psycheanalytic experience) and
the psychical and existential fsks that it entails.
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THE INTIMATE: FROM SENSE TO TH
SENSIBLE (LOGICS, JOUISSANCE, STYLE)

\N -
liis phunge we have faken into the
patadoxes of psychoanalytic E:__.c_.;_m_E :w: _E_MHaﬁ._c._%_,”._:ﬂ_ﬂ::“
cleardy, Ehink, in this volune than the last) what 1 liave enn phasize ,_c__,o
my :E._cz_m::::m ol revoll: naniely, the intimate, P
‘Inlivnaey,” or “privacy,” is a word we often use, an everyday word
that aceuty in lilerature and is enconntered i _v..._,_s.__:,.::;iw e
I E:.::mﬁ. ou this lopic fora while, lor it is indeed the m_::.g.:.:a that
calls us in the political, social, or personul revoll that 1 am ._Jr_.,__ ; .H
o examine." e intimute is where we end upwhen we que _. .m v.cw
ent meaniugs and values. Heonapar
_ﬁ\:i is the intimale? :
To begiu with, we can say that this inde olsubjectivily lo which we
all F._.,m: su ollen iy nol a notion psyehoanalysis tkes into aceount, [ d
not think .:‘_a intimute corresponds o an inslinclual :_V_En_m_::. :.c:._n_ _h
zd,p. opposite ol un oulside ofexternal excitation or the abstraction oleor r
seiausness. The necessarily internal represenlalions of drives and mm:m\““
tions, aswellus the “thinking ego” thinking of itsell, seeni to me m:E_:M .
tooccupy ::,m scene pexfectly well, which, all inall, is rather broad __.,_H.,H
word comes irow the Latin intinus, (he superlative of interior _,_“E” _,?o
most tnterior” So, althougl: it includes the unconscions _._zw intin; F,.n
daes nat have to be reduced 1o it and nuy go well rﬁ_:_:m il . "
Thave nol yet taken measure of the Frendiai révolulion . although I
have contimed to develop both s theoretical and c::.mom_ Q.:mﬁm-
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quetices, Therelore, in the first pat of this chapler, T would like to
ctopliasize the rulicality of psychoatalysis, particularly in tegard lo the
intimate that constitutes Hie thenie of my retection here. To s e,
Fwill begin with a brief and schematic rewinder of the philosophical
traclition.

Once Mare, on the Soul (Organic, Animal, General)

First ol all, we canr posit that the intimate is what is oyt profound and
mostsingular iu e howan experience. We can then say that the inti-
miale s sioilar to e life of the mind, that is, the activily of the think
g egu--such as the ego wus defined by Kant atter Descurles and; far
sore negalively or dialectically, by Hegel - in apposilion tv social or
political action. We know moreover that this saue philosophical tradi-
liow envisages another intincy tal is generally held to be closer, it
seetns, to the word “Intimate” in ils fullest sense. [t way s interionly
that the Greeks called “soul” (psikhe), detined by its proxinuty with the
orgauic body as well as by preverbal seusations,

IFwe look tora moment at this interiority, we will see Mal this is whiat
pychoanalysis will scandalously relubilitate,

Sinee Plato and even more &E_‘q_w in Auistotle, “there is, apparently,
i action or being acted upon without the body; as i anger, desire,
confidence and schsation in genetal.” In fact, “the tellect (we) i
another surt ol soul, perhaps separate from the budy,” although under-
standing (noein) would seen especially pruper 1o e soul, lor it cannot
le excreised wilhout inagination {(phantusia), al this cannot oceur
independently of the Lody, A division is nevetltlieless established
Leliveen two souls, one sensitive, e olher intelligent, a division ltom
whicl all wetaphysics will draw benefits ane encounter obstacles while
bequeathing 1o us a few lenacious prineiples that are still ours,

Thus the life of the mind is repuled to be active; thal of the soul, Pas-
sive, The soul encroaches on the idernal body as ou Uie external world,
awd thereby itis fluid, formless, chaotic, *No Fsed and abiding selt can
present itsell in this fux of inner appearances,” writes Kamt, regrelling
thal sensatious and their reduublable succession prevent aceess to a
dudable form, so that even the term “appeatances,” supposedly identi-
fable, does not suit the constant instabilily of the soul: “Lor where,
wher and how has there ever been a vision of the fuside? "I'he Psy-
chisut’ is apague Lo fisel ™

THE INTIMATL: FROM SINSE TO THE SENSIBLE

Not only dues the soul seern “a wore ot less chaotic welter of hap-
penings which we do not euact but suffer {pathein) and which in cases
of great intensity may overwhelin us as pain and pleasure does,™ but it
also seetus to have “the same li te-sustainiig and preserving functions as
our inner organs” {p. 35), which gives it a certain aniniality, The soul,
a reflection of the organs thul cause appearances withoul appearing
themselves—and along with il, the intimate— ulways conceals some of
the troubling divinity altiibuted to the organs for “if the divine is what
cases appearances and dues not appear itself, then wan’s inner organs
could tum out lo be Iis teue divinities” (P 42} Since individual char-
acter is established tiough disconrse and 1ot thruugl physiology,
nternal states —which { any trylug lo explore here using the term “the
mfimate”—-such as we all Feel them before expressing them in speech,
are, like physiological expressions, of 1 grievous generality. This at least
is what Aristotle maintaing: unlike wij ltng ur speech, which are not the
same for all imen, “the alfections of the soul [ot which these primarily
are symbols] are tie sume for al),”s

Arendt thinks much the same thing, [n spite of her asterly work on
lhe rehabilitation oflife and the senses, she considers sy seience of the
psyehe to be general and s without inlerest, F:ci.:m idealist phi-
lsophy ad the conceplion of the soul as separaie from the intellect;
psychoanalysis, pasticularly, is only interested in e profound psychi-
al foundation of individual Appearanees. Now, this profound psychi-
el aspect, decording to Arendt, cun otly be u general, nonindividual-
ized interiorily because it iy organic aud deprived of the specifying clar-
:.u, of the intellect: “Psychology, depth psycliology or t&_o_z.:_:n_ﬁmw.
diseovers no more tiun the ever-clangig mouds, the ups and downs of
our psycliic lite, and its vesulls and discovesics are neitlier particularly
appealing nor very meaningful in Menselyes 7 |

Lets leave aside the argiment (specions for e contermporary
reader) that the orgavic is general and la uothing specific about it: it
Isa todern commaonplace (which our philosopliers were unawars of—
but didn’t intimate introspection know it already?) that our organs Pos-
sess very indlividualized maps. There renmaing e argument according
to whicl psychoanalysis Dypasses what is interesting, what is singularly
inlimate, operating witl vulgar categories like those of the nalural sei-
ences, This i Lo ignare thal psychomalysis works precisely with dis-
course insofar as it is--and | constantly relurn to this— the singular rep-
resentative of drives and sensotialized pereeptions.

No psychoanalyst would recoguize himsclf in {hese vernarks; they
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| . anhing thinkers, claiming
are, however, conunon aieng the most ,_r.:_,::::m:::”&_! “._:_.__m
| ‘ iti in the history of philosuphy and episle-
fi it legitimacy in the history of philosophy
and oblaiuing their legitinuey ! 4 by an] cpiote
icali ian breuk is underscored all th
, The radicality of the Freudian breuk is e

mology. “Uhe radicality _. sconed al, the

is break was prepare ‘ ery bradilion

e, ; break was prepared by the v on
more, although this break ! e ve frou
which il distances itself. This is wlty, withont losing sight of Lhe :_:_ e
. is passi psotialt il re L O
of the soul insokar as il is passion and sensorialily, [will _“c:_z_..ﬁ v::.:
. 141 T By . -

iree positions thal, each very differently, prepartd the Freudian

1 puink,

"

Tinges, LOQUELA, fauissance (Auguntine, Layold, Sule)
St. Augustine introduced a third register _u.iﬁ,mn: m,_um_w_”. _ua:n“__“_f",““, :M_M._.
the iutellect, that of images: "..n“am _un_.na_w_:“m __.,_. a_m_“ M.WM““”“”__V ”.<Ec: 8
& says 11 suh, using the exampe the sion, :
“”,,m_____“w____ﬂ_asmwwm the sense E_W formed by a .v.h...:m:u_c body, is .mw_cwqwnﬁ_mm ”vm
o similar vision within” This infernal vision (an n&a_,_:.ﬂ uw r_ﬁ:”:_ o
our “intimate™) is warehoused in z“c :_.r_:.._c,.w, ..::._ _E.c.cﬂ.s :“ ,_L..,:E_:.
thought” only when recollection seizes it: "W __m_ﬁ._um____mj.__.w .:.__:.,..nu, o
oty [the sumc:.ﬂ..,:._ is one thing, md L . . something else o
’ o
W r.,u_,. ”____H””u”w__nw_ vision,” then, finds a place _E_H.qnn: .*E_.r”nu_wp._.,é_. ,_:H:_”m
deliberale recollection of the judging, n_mmn.:_v_,ﬁ :___:__. ._‘ .._v__rm__u_.m“_t__ :
iterionity, which certaindy must be n.ﬂ_.:ﬁ_ linagiuiary, very .:_,n._”.ma..:.w_v..
desciibes for all Christianily the inkiacy :.:;. we are ::.S. w,:_w
locdy. Neither pereeplion nor thoughl, it s tuage, ,_..ﬁ_, .:_:..f__ ..m_W“
Between the sensory world and the univeisé ol ,_.n.,a:m_,.:__.,_. :.Mm .___.___Mwmnw
tought, increasingly likened to a separalion _.d.:_:._‘cs ity .(:: _‘__,_ nL e
L exlrancousness, if not o death, the dowain ::_:m_m& G ! _Lr . :._m
inary) represents this m::._:..r_&._. .:__,:., ‘.,.,:_ m._,....v,:_m __,_n...___ﬁm .m__ _:Fc“,__,, UEH
strictly speaking, by despinitualizing it i turn, sensorializing 1t, cor
.___m,ﬁ_ﬂmw going lhrough the ?.:m _:_.w:‘.w:ﬁ af :.__.;_._ﬁ_m_.___:n__;_w»_ ___:___M_Mw_
tugether, T would like Lo stop biiefy-at S1. Ignalius o _‘.cv. c_ ,_._ ! mwz._._.é
been sutficiently underseored —except mum Roland Bart .ﬂnvm_. .:__..c.::_ﬁ_a_. y
very marked by semiological v...:‘_c::m__z:Ww:s\__,:nrh:_ H i
the Jesuit order was a “creator of _.._:m:.mmn. ”.__:E_ mz,. i Shi
val stveillance of the slales most _.a:n:,:.:m to reason. ._._E_". .H:_.._.: it
Ivercises and especially his m__s:.r:._m b:_.a.w u.:ﬁ,m you we.ﬂ vrw _H :_..am.:u.
construets the space of psychical life (of intimacy) by muking

:
THE INTI Qi FROM SENSE PO THE SENSIBLE
tho o each of the five senses an exercise, Aud he carries out his exer-
cise in a4 conerele, everyday, batial or paroxysmal way. A bruly obsessive
itual aceomnpanies (he revitalization of lhe seuses ~sight, smeli, hegr-
ing, taste, touch—iuduced by the reading of the sacred teal or by daily
expeticnice, so that the sensible, insofar as il iy pul into lnguage, is
iminediutely constructed as space-time or as wught. AH this was to the
greal delight of Roland Barthes, who hailed Loyola as a “logo-teclmi-
cian” und the founder of “paychotherapy desigued to awaken, to make
fesonute, through the production of a fitasuatic langnage, -the dull-
hess of this body which has nothing to say.”® Loyola was aware of this
himself when he stated that the goal of his Bxercises was to make “one’s
sensual nature ohedient o reason” s subission ol sensuality to rea-
son is ore commonly called “mustering oneself” while remaining
dllentive to the unfolding of thought, IF this excreise forces the “Iinferior
Parts t subiit o the superior parts,” however, this coaleseence of the-
sensorial and the spiritual —which is exercised (quile Literally, here) in
verbal formulations —is already unknowingly ol work iu the exercitant
and calls for the exercise itsel£, In fact, 4 contimus copresence befween
the sensible and the intelligible—a true continnity, beyond division —
characterizes the soul of the exereitunt. We see (his even more elearly in
the journal. As you know, this joumal contaivs i a staggering list of
tears, whose uppearance, absence, abundance, o1 conlinnation [gnatiug
delights n recording, as well as the hinous loguelu: e infraverbal bul
nevertheless discursive sign of the alfects of the soul,

St Iguativs ol Loyola's byiela, su intimate word if there ever was
one, is 4 speeeliless voice, at the borders of atteel and hatlucination,
thal initiales represeatation (the inages of Augustine) and, later, the
signs of language, Wil this mysterious louela (which will tot surprise
the analyst attuned to Grundsprache and the semiotic tonality of poetic
language), we encounler te register ofa prerepresentation, an embuoc-
ied speech, that nevertheless is alteady approprialed by a subject i the
Process of coming about. Loyola descrilyes “taking excessive pleasure in
the lone of the loguela, that is in the nere sound, without paying atten-
tion to lhe meaning of words,” that the tears relay in order to peruse

otice ugain the aflfeeled soul, depriving it of even this zero degree of

speech that s “the wonderful interng] logtiela” (p. 108). Keep in mind
this intimacy of Loyola’s, made of foquela and tears, subjacent o the
thought of prayer and which seems to judicate the ultinule register of
what he calls thie “unfolding of thought” targeled by the spiritual exer-
cise, closest o the unthinkable pathos of the soul, .




I will say a bit inore aboul this in chupter 7 when [ discuss Barthes,
e Tinsl of the wodems, who thought it worthwlhile Lo raise this revolt
that conslructs language.

Chistian mysticism unknowingly allowed the possibility of a dra-
mtic Formulation of inlimacy in spile of the ellorls of rativnalist spiri-
tuality to disswantle the symbolisn of e body and condenn it. L will
leave aside Descartes’s “pineal gland” [ur now, the intimate “deplhs
through which passions and judgiments Lransit, which prehgures the
ttendan unconscious, Kauthimsell, distinguishing between intuition
destinied to the sensory, on tie one hund, and the spirit (Geist) as
cimuaterial inluition,” on the other, deseribes the soul us a duality: “It
is, therclore, indeed always the same subject that is both a member of
the visible and the invisible world, bul not the same person. ..., |there
is] u certain double persunalily which belougs 1o the soul even in this

fifee."M

‘Ihe landseaps was neveitheless prepared in our philasophical tra-

dition for a series of representations that would take into accounl nota
“passive” and “Huid” ov “Tormless” soul, as untiquity Liad it, buta differ-
enliated intiinacy, always already-inforued by thought and, because of
tais Tnformation, i possessiots of ity own logie, distinet frow that of
judginent, askiug only lo be specilfied. A logic of the intimate whose
: “alfccts” and “infraspeceh” will

Antimate ‘Reeolt

“insges” we have with Angusline,
Layola, “dualily” with Kant. _

Missing frow this Jugie was ils dynamit., Lwas Sude who woulkd briug
it to the fore, illustiating how the intimacy of the passionate and sensi-
live soul, because il found itself in the gip of judgiig Reason and ils
desensodalizing and unifying power, was an intirnacy coudenned lo
luke pleasure from (his constraint. I other words, the exqgnisite sensa-
tHonfthought, affect/reason cohubitution produced not ouly another
logic (“another scene,” lreud would say), proper to the psychie, Above
all, it produced a jouissance, the pleasure of sensoty meaning or of the
semsory in meaning and, beyond that, pain (since it scetns the cycle of
pain is longer and can be produced by stimulation where pleasure
stops, with no other limitation Lut the subject’s swoouing). Lacan was
e firsl o reveal Sade’s contribution to Kant by so paradoxically sub-
tlizing the intimate through reasonable and moral law but always,
along with law, in jouissance. Vel in this cohabitation of law, reason,

i affected sensation, Lacan saw only a simple ligure of dissociation

between the subject of the uttered (of the Law) and the subject of the

ublerance (of desire).!! Whereas [mainlain, asyou know, (hat the entire

I
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yanoply b i . i, vi
H::_ “ v_._mc.w .:E _ch.::n lo the symlolic, via tears, images loguela
and duality, is huplicated tn this inli ! noW on.
nlimacy, littnnacy that fi
e nplicated uacy, acy that from now on
s _;._?.__&,.‘,..rﬁ:v a sadomasuchistic intimacy. By that T mean a
IS0 G _Ewr unconscious. Aud is the unconscious aything but
sudotnasochistic? g b
Ay you can see, fr i ) i
?:E_,v_::_ rm: Mwn. JM.E >mﬁo:c to Sade, via Loyola and Kant, the
abion lor Irend’s waotk was well Luid. St ]
! i atd. SHill, he had to build t
enlire edifice, [ wanted to remi : o the
_ d o remiel you ol these precur.
. JICCUISOLS, however,
only to make you appreciate Ireudiani h o 2 Hadtion
: reciale Ireudiamsin us o Jent iti
b you app us dependent on a tradition
s ail Lo overturn but also t . i
. ] w fo warn you against cerlain ¢
i sl ertun : against cerlain doc-
,_mu.% ”__ __m ,san_ﬁa:;:n; to universalize or organicize the intimate. And
againsl Wher doctines still that d i s
. would like, on the conty iri
alize il, lior the Tivelies . contrary, to spiritu-
. test aspect of the nthuate —jts ithi
e o live wate -its advent within the
netaphysics and, additionally, in 1 i
additionally, in Fread —resides precisely i
oy o elaphysics R lly, residles precisely in
- ~afcwr=n:¢< af the lwo seusatialfsymbolic, atect/thoualit regis
5, I a R B LI . ’ . o .
ot :,.a_.ﬂp _:mc:_~ lively” in reference to the seminal work by André
steent enlitled Le discours vivant ) 1§ ‘ iy i
L= 1 psycloanalysis is ol g we i
as Hanuah Arendt fe i " . o e
: eared, but indeed un experi e inti ,
a5 Hamy i experience of 1he intimate, i
I8 sotar as we appeal to psyeliical i | daltt,
- 5 we o psyehical life as both discourse « fec
ol th discourse and alfect,

AR I ' 3
Fsychical Life o lowissance

Lam totielli : i
E:._d Hﬁu__ru___:m you M__,,._ the unconscious is whal is most intimate in the
SSoul. What Tam telling you iy Hwl, in taking i ,
aul. V inn taking inlo ace the
Py . ) ung mile account the iwo
pics, the psychical appatatus aceord .
cu appLL; carding o I'reud nol onl
reinleguitles the notion of 1 il s . o the think
e ol the soul, until e i :
: 5 L veacluded, inlo the think
ug ego thiuking of itsell tiuki . e Ui
el thiuking but also F
. . also wholly reformwlates thi
o o tinking of ilsc atse wholly refornwlates this
i ma_ :._L:L._:m il the permanence of judging thought in the
: akiug being, in the form of anotlher seene (auother logic) hat is
ound Lo be a jouissance, el Tt
A.—.\CE i g v ol ckarls 1
- :2.: Fﬁr.,_: thal, _u_E_::_m wilh the Project (1895), Freud is inter
1 sensations, and ajthough he -
: : € places thew on the side of G
scioustiess iu the Perceptual/Conscio s of e
eptual/Conscionsuess systs
: systeny, the passage of il
energelic charge between b, U menmnal t
; en the perceptual organs
| s and the neuroual tis
sue where lhey leave ; " .
nemory-traces constitutes a nelwork of
aicns they nor s & nelwork of represen-
3 these representations are deperd
deperndent ou language, which wi
nane and conmunics o e
licale them, but they are il
. ! » but they are ditferent from it "
i and con il . b m it 'The
u wcious of The Interpretation of Dreams (1901) is in effect “under
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the dutsination” of the conscious —which also means under the domi-
nation of ils linguistic fornmlation —and without really being “strue-
tuted like a language,” it has ils own gramiar and thetorie, 'The organ-
izing role uf comscivus thought vis-a-vis the logie of the unconscivus is
Jowninant, although the inetinclual Lelerogencity of this other logic
el ils privaey provesses becotnes increasingly more pronounced, in
Freud, with the second lopic.

Iyou now recall ihe altitude of phitosuphy regarding the utuale,
tre listory of which | mentiviied at the beginuing ot this chapter, we
could say that Freud introduced language (reserved for the mind) into
{lie soul, so that with the inlervention of the Freudian unconscious,
diives and seasations becanie not reducible Lo language but tributaries
of language, accessible to and Hiwough kanguage. Far from being equiv-
alent lo language, uncunscious drives are nevertheless psyehosoratic
atd inkraverhal -1 would say transverbal —beiugs that the analyst way
think of by listening Lo language in « certain way and particulurly by
deciphering there the othier logic of the primary processes or of other
processes il Freud's successors coutinue to refine.

Muoreover, bear in mind that, by emphasizing the desting of drives,
Papers o Metupsycholugy (1915) does nolhing other than artticulate
hese drives —according Lo achive/passive, ego/world, and pleasiredlis-
pleastine axes —in sadisim and masochisto: tal is, not only o teons of
Ingic butulso of jouissance. C

Lo sum, Whe intimacy that Freudian Uieory proposes is a recusting of
e soulimind dicholotuy, a recasting that encroaches on the somutic.,
And this, in paticolar, hrough The drive, whose linguistic and inlralio-
guistic ideatiomd representatives are certainly all the avalyst hears but
which indicale to liny the diive's psychosonatic beiug. Psychianalysis
introduces e body and svul into understanding or, il you prefer, lis-
tening, Listening metamorphosed inlo psychoanalytical understanding
thers sestores anuther, imore intimale vision ol the life of the mind. You
cun sucasure this exorbitant, monstrous intingacy beller yet if you add
that entogeniesis opens to pliylogenesis and thal, by this means, it is not
anly the biolugical but being itselt that is heard in the intimale,

We know now that a revolution in the iulimale oceurred in the list
Clidstian cenlies, when will was introduced, notably by St Augustine,
as a major characteristic of inner life. Although proper to the mind, will
encrouches on e soul through images and reveals a new force of sub-

jectivity, between contingency and freedow. But the Freudian revolu-.
ton wiarks 4 second and new decisive stage in the coneeption of the inti-
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miate, Througltthe two Frendiau topics, e body and soul becong inle-
gral pails of the intinate, which frow then on p.:u_#.u._:., in bwo ways: on
Ea one biand, as a malliplicity of systetns of hanslinguistic E_:nv,mrg-
tions il on the other, as jouissance. [ would 3 y, then, that psycho-
analysis restored to men and women the heterogeneous continuity
F?_ﬁc: body-soul-mind, and the esperience uf this heterageneous con-
biily now appears to us as the essence of the wlinate,

We Lave not yel considered the cousequences of this intimacy —this
Lielerogeneons continuily—cither i tenns of the vatous clinical
uspecls itallows one loapproach or (even Jess) i relation (o e destiny
uf the freedon that Follows fra i, .

Dwvill simply ald that the intimate alstaing a depths far beyond that of
the thinkiug ego thinkiug of itselt. Yel it psychuanalysis has gained in
depth, hasu'l it lost by relaining general in nalure, lo use the reproach
of philosuphers and arlists? The danger does exist, if we are content to
Ewrn psychoaualysis simply or solely a seience of the psychical appa-
ratus.

: Science and Eaperience: Counteriransforence

[tis here that the theme of lhe fitimate whicl we are considering raises
4 patticululy crucial question: whal type of science is psychoanalysis if
___.n htimate like that itaddiesses ad retashions is vol suly an inlimaey
of general and generalizable depths (hom the mind to the soul L:WH
body) but alsa an intimacy of 1he siugular? .

. .\:\ tespanse will be twofolds in order o preserve psyeliical life as
tlimacy, we have no olher meins than countertransterence, on the
c.:c__E:__ anied ot distinet listening, on the athe, similar to g _.,.,c_:cm tiat
gives whal we mighl call a style to the discourse in freatmenl, .

. ._Z_q_c is the subtle manifestation ol the intinte, how does it work
m mlerpretadion?

- Gouutertransference is the economy that achualizes he heterogene.

ily of the pasychical apparatus as life: neither mind nor oiganjcity but the

helerogeneity of this “unlolding of thought,” of which Layola spoke

m==._ which, for Freudians, includes excitabilily as well as its possible or

impossible cognilive congruence, via alfeel and endegenous and

exogenous sensariality. As 1 have said: this hetarogeneous logic of the

w:__:_..__n is an experience of sadomasochistic jouissance, ‘1o interpret it

i counterlransterence means in realjty to install — aud exligust—sado-

Elodvaineibiag
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masuchisin at the very heatl of breatment, From then on, il is ywot ouly
a tnatter of science bul of experience. Logic and jouissance: this is he

Dlitnle ‘Rewoll

prive ub access Lo Hie singular intinate,
The connlertransference ol the analyst differs from transterence in-
Uial the analyst listeus to hirmself, [ mean hal he knows low v name
his excesses of allect and sensibilily within e confines of whal cannot
be reprasented, while al the same tine confronting the sadomasochism
that is the condition for whal cannot be represented — e bedock of
the intinmate ~(u accede to symbolization. Freud thought that the aua-
lyst succeeded where the paranviae failed. He was right, for indeed the
analysl suceeeds i thinking the other, which the paranoiac can onoly
do ina projectiun that is not yet thought. But one nust go even lurther
regarding the infimale, I would say thal the walysh must suceeed where
the wulistic fails: in naing/thinking the umepresentable sensations of
the soul (the series of psyclical representations of the unrepresenlable,
passing Hieough halluctnation, e pinnay processes, ete.). 'To this end,
we should rermain altentive to our iuner states in ansference with our
anulysands and to the sucvesses that certain great writers have achieved
by vauning liese lnils.
[or, as you kuow, o be ulive for the speaking subject meaus lo be

Ssingalacly alive, Eyven Hie most homogeneous groups stivive only by
contriving e siugulnity of certuin of their members, wha live their
farnan lives puly in the specilicly af theirbodies, needs, and desires.
Moseover, py chuoaalysis is based on e notion that to have o psyeli-
cal fife oran intiwacy mcans to lave asingular psychical life, which is
precisely whl is restored or made pussible in teatiment,

The Taste for the Singular Life (Style)

Ty conclude, [ offer two passages frou Proust as an example of what |
am advaneing, [ could have chosen the funous passages that place taste
i fanguuge: the taste of the madeleing, the orangeade, the ice cream,
or the scent, close 1o taste, of the hawthioms or lilacs. As you nay recall,
Kant cliose taste—the most inlimate, private, individualized of the
sehises —as a elaphor for judgment, insolur as the latker was an activ-
ity of the mind susceplible to consensus and yel Uhe most singular.'® Far
from being Kanlian, Proust neverlheless went straight o this most hid-
den sense to show that it is less judgment than siyle (a “vision,” he
wrote) Uiat is capable of revealing and conununicating Lhe secret inti-
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macy of tasle, offered as the prolotype of the ober senses in Re
brance of "Things Pust. ) -
_liaste becoiing vision through style: here isa purable of the intimate
toryou to contemplate, :

‘_:V_EQ I c_d.c.ﬁ two olher passages that liuk style to the umamable
and to the pain of the inlimale-we wight say to antism and sado-
masochism. 'Uiese passages show how, when (e tnemory lries to repeat
the most intimale inner slates i discourse ~a paradoxical %am_r a
pavoxysinal jouissance—thought is condronted with e autistic ,,.wu.m_
w_:n_ sadomasochistic pain and seeks o modiky language in order to
mzc.__ic ine it this singulavity. For the ualytical qu.vn_fma:ca to preserve the
Htiate as singularity, psychoaualysis nust be vapable of this same cre-
ativily of thought—and language—whicl appeass fo be a sivaple stylis-
tic feat but whiclt in reality is the intimale itself as singular _Ed_w_.os_ wz.m._

Flate's Cawe Hides 1 Sensorial v

Dwill leave aside the debate on whether sensation is thought. This is a
__mm:.n;,h_a_k:n in enreent philosopliy, particulwrly among cc.m:m:.,_a_m
F:. I et it goes back Lo e origins ol philosopliy. A primordial debate
_m‘ there ever was, for we fiud ils trace {orrather its sear) in Plato’s :&LB.
lie, when The Greuk philosophur evakes Ui cave. What is move inti-
mate than the cave, jis prisouers, aud the shadows ?:_.cn_am.cs the
wall? These shadows e the symbol of sensible experience, which
means tal, how il moment on, they ave intelligible _.%__:.m.a The
cave of Phatonic shadows retains from sensation unly a E,:_:_..»..:S
stage :._. tepresenltalion: subjected to the reign of illusion Irapped ._an
ﬂ_mcn_.:c:. sensation for Plate is necessarily false, for il is n.ms.m 5 m:row
dinate and Bowed in relation to the intelligible, ’ ,

. As you can see, it is dJitheult, if not impossible, to think of sensation
&En_:_. [his difficully prompts me o take a detour throngh :E_”._ DeL-
~_c1_u._.~_c5_a before relurning to iy reacting of Pronst., ; "

7 he _‘:E.r.u:_ psychiahic, nenrological, and psychoanalytical clinic is
n__m.cc_._v_ contronted with the enigmatic allliction of _._::m:__ which bars
g mz_,._nn; aceess W language while an often comples u“n:_ud_.mks_ life
remains subjacent fo this silence, as (he works of Wranees Tustin
among others, linve demonstrated. | .

.::“ drama of autism leads us beyond philusophical lrial avd ervor to
posit the hypothesis of whet we might call another cave. Because itis not




ialdly, others try

ditinicde Weeoll

subjected fo Lungoage, it is even wore profoundly and untrauslatubly a
semorial cave withont symbols—williout shadows, in Plalo’s sense.
Withiu these cunfines, a sensonial expericnce (Frlebris) —not infomied
Ly cognitive experience (Erfalirung) and olien definitively resistant to
il —can neverlheless find thing-presentations in whicli it manages to
for itself. Ihis sensoriul esperienue, borie by iing-presentations, is an
exsential part of the psychical experivnce of every speaking subject, aud
wordepresentations do not nevessarly convey il 1Fit is tue (hiat we all
lave o setsorial cave, some of us live it as a psychical calastrophe: autis-
lics are at the extrenne limits of this drama, Others lahe jouissance from
it thos lysteries complain of the gap between feeling and saying
(o include it in uormative discourse by producing the
coalescence of sensations and liuguistic signs thut is called style.

is 1o uffer u ypothesis of the omnipresence ol lhe sensorial cave
its Fairly elear irreducibilily to language lo subseribe to the iesis of 3
universal autisur—wlich wonld be eudogenous according to Fances
ustin —before Hie “depressive pusition” postulated by Melanie Nein
avthe edge of psychical life? Uhat is not exactly what Tam dojug, From
a perspective Ut is more economical than evolalionary or a matter of
slages, [ will situate the sensorial cave as a conslilnent part al the psy-
chical appatalus insofar as it is heterogencily. The psychical apparatus
iy 4 stratified signifiance, and you know that linguistic and coguilivis
imperialisis have a teudency W obscure Wis i order (o reslicl il Lo the
sole dimension of a kinguage traced ol an idea,

ad

“THe Seceptd Pweelling” (Froust's ‘Drean)
F\

“I have always said—and have proved by experfence —that the most
powerful soporific is sleep itself)” the warralor asserts in Gilies of the
Plain.’® Moving [rom conscious wakefulness lo “a sleep that does not
dwell under e tulelage of foresight, in the company, albeil latent, of
rellexion” (2:1014, e arrives at profound shuber. When he iudsa Tan-
giage for this opaque, nonverbal, sensory experience that is deep sleep,
a he didd for e sensalions of perverse pleasure, Prousl suceeeds where
the aulistic fuils,"

"Perhaps every night we accept D risk of experiencing, while we are
asleep, sullerings which we regard as null and void because they will be
felt in Hie course of a steep which we suppose Lo be miconscions” (2:1013)
“Suppose,” here, seems closer to “believe” lan to “assume,” and this

{
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sleep Uit we Delieve o be unconscious strarggely reserbles Plato’s cave
c_.,”._:.%_cs L Yel il i Dieavier and yore inaceesible, an m:-ﬁ_nm:u,% MEM
uit. Prousl’s sleep, at frst ilhuoinated wad s wum_.n_._a:_Q_ _:,r_.__H M.:
(also present in Plato’s Republic), ueeuns only when the light of _.rmh m:w
(lhe fire uFall intelligibility?) has faded. Withou light, only te m:_”, Hm
a.an_:_q_zcz Bsthes and perturhs Qe sleeper. More ___u,:‘_ an “other %,.._ _v” g
this sleeps contilules u closed and sceneless space, an “other ,?d_m”m”.
Sc:& writes: “L enlered the reatin of sleep, which s like a sec w.n_
p?_cz_:m. into which we wove for that one Purpase” (21013 b
.r_ E; closed and isolated space, a locked z__.,:__:n:mh i which we
E.__:»____.,..__ and imwerse ourselves, there are universes of sound, sou Lm
wilhoul people: “It has noises of its own and we are somelimes ,”miﬁ_ M_ y
mvakenud by the sound of bells, perteetly heard by our ears, altho gn_w
nehody hay nung” (2a013). Hallaciuation witl weillier c_wmn.“._ nor :w H
son, twthing but e seusation in our ears, Altlongh ab time _HM.T
m_nc_ua.ﬁ. thinks he sees servanls or visitors passing, ﬁ__w:ﬁ m:v_mu_.”m..__m
Toonis emply, .., nobody has called.” Note e excessive ax_.qu_on.ﬁ_m-
mary penuanence of this eclioing solitude, Who lives in u:_n m,.._: ty’
apartinent? Hleve Proust Lakes a Freudian tun the subjectof e dr .m .
s wnbivalent, ambiguous, and reversilibe *The race thal u.:r.__uwm.ﬁ_
like that of var fisst Lo aneestors, is androgynous, A ::n: m”_ _mm
appeats a moment later i the form of & woman. 'hin “u in :,m:cs_ i
tendency to (i inlo men, men into Giends and c:&:rw: (zae13), I ;
q__n“ .,”.._nc_F._.. tine elapses differently. o
Timeless wid withowt Pttty Proust’s “secand dwelling” is ruled only
by the logic ol e moment and the simullaueity :m:_m:z:ﬁ :_np__H :
apactinent of steep, “we deseend fnto depibs in whicl _:c_._::; an o
_H_u.u_ﬁ_mc_.__ﬁc: uy E:.: il, atud ou the biink of which the wind _”m_w,__uc“w_m
“_“m_m_,“_ ._: reliage .m?. u.“rq._a.,w_ (z:rot3), , @ e loucldng, 1 think, on the
¢ poinl of thue recuplured, willt no memory-liaces wd where
nometory dares leadd, L ask yous where can _5.__\,&_,,..,:_.,__&_4 read ag pre
cise d m_nmc___v_mw___ of payehie regression and the aulist “__u_.._:._m _:w_a_..wrl
>._E later, Proust relwas o the description of this _z:_E_c‘ﬁn_,__ stat
that _m.n_cnt sleep. We can easily deciplier the chissic S_uc:.n_.an of m_ X
sensonial cave thal we situaled prioe o that of Plalanic ithesions: _S_M
.,_,_._m_nm. in mfﬁ_m:.._: not knewing who we are, being nobody th J 7 r
empticd of that past which was Jife until then, . .. Then .m..__.:. _.rw _MH_.“_M__H
storm Hhirough whicl we seem to have passed (bul we M_c not even ,”...1__%
”Mw_,‘.,ﬁ_w__._%mc prostrale, without a thought, « we that is void of con-
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Motice lhe stangeuess (and, 1 would say, indilference) of 1his per-
soual prosoun. [s o “we” without conlent; it s also deseribed as u thing
tratnuatized by sume unknown pleasure or pain, With neither lraces nor
metnury, willoul psychic unity, it is neither ego, vor self, tor subjecl. It
is nothing buat ax e’ or an Stukaown,” transfored, retnade, and

cven invented by the narrative of the dre: “Wiat haruner-dlow lias

e persou or thing thal is byivg here received to ke it uneonscious of

everylhing, stupelied until the moment when memory, Houding back,
Lestores Lo it cotscioustiess or personality?” {2ua1), Uhis absence of self .
witlvias the sensorial cave is even wore clenly imagined later in the texk:
“Moreover, when sleep bore him so far away from the world inlbited
by weniory and thought, tirough an ethet in which he was aloue, more
thate alone, without even e companionship of selt-perception, he was
ulside the range of lime and ils sreasurctients” (200153,

Mu replica of the self, no double, no aller ego. Wilthout the degree
Jero uf otherness, 1" does nol exist, and it is lineless: “Perhaps indeed
o than another tine: anolher life” (211015).

Yel this enmply solitinle is nal void of sensation and emotion, which-
Proust tubes delight in pointing out and keenly cadls “pleasures.” But
(ise pleasures e commensurable, meotnpalible with erotic pleas
wres, for {lie pleasures of sheep involve another “budgel”; “We du nal
itclude the pleasures we enjoy insleep in the inventory of the pleasures
¢ ol our existenee, .. We luve had
[mdget the

we luve espetiencad in the cotu
pleasure in anoller lile whicltis nol ours, IFwe enler up ng
patis and pleasures ol dreans (wliiel generally vanish soon enough aller
oty waking), il is nolin tie currentuccount of our everyday lite” (2a015)

Criven fhe dichotomy between deep sleep-pleasure and ambiguous
dremmn-desire, one might wonder whelher the finst “dwelling” of deep
sleep, e sensorial vuve, conslitutes a deferise againsl incestious ad
deadly desives, a regression i orler Lo flee the confrontation with
licos and his Tomosesual extensions (nule it a valet replaces the
grandmother when the dreaner leaves the “seeond dwelling” 1o
relurn to a more banal dreant in Hhe “Tint dwelling™), o, ou lhe con-
trary, whetlier in this remole roont of ineapressible sensation, in this
camera ohscura, one found, not a defeuse against the ibido but the-
arclmic traces of ity nondifferentiation, its fusion with the coalainerof
his nolyel other that the autislic pason, in Lis wwn way, probably
eapelicces as well. _ ,

We are faced with two distinel Heoretical uptions. Nothing wuuld
allow us Lo lavor one over the olher, were iLnol lur Proust’s empliasis on

}
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m:"...F tine aud language, Lost timie niust be relieved wtall costs i _
wiiling. Why this aesthetic, metaplysical, aml apparent] _. ther; _zw:mu
nrgetiey? No doubt hecause Diere was another e _,_:::_.”u. ex u,ﬂ_.,.rb: F
where tme-thoughi-danguage did not tke place, __.Wc W reca u,m:,_.:w.dra
worhd nat sinply niean to reconcile vwmselves witls _z._u__ cwa.wpﬁwﬂ_mﬁ_pwm muzm
we have wepressed (a desire, an objeud, @ signh 1 i were only hat, L
....;.,:_ﬁ_ be within the clussic Mreudian probleunlic of wepression u.. , sw
thing else entirely is at stake here, a radical experience, E.._,c q._.m ﬂ”m:cu
“.‘..c:r_ not nterely be to unearth il or reveat it bt ,Ezn.vm:_ ;w\.ﬂﬂ_r_u:m
it ihoul, {0 extract leeling Fronits dark apartent. to wie __:.u_.._.“_:_.m_m_
inexpressible, 1o give sign, seuse, and object to what bad none __H.m
recaplure menwry would be fo create il by creating :r..._,r. words .. nw
m._:.:_m__.? That s why I say thal by eonlrouting an :m..cm.._,_ sensalion .A_E\_
Eﬁ._A__::m,: inetory, Proust succeeds where Lhe ._::m_wn u,.zrr "
What if we reread liese provoeative pages o this pers _.M.c_.m.,. e? lar
e Proustian varrative will in i seize Wis enelusire :‘_.. W_H.E:::r_“ M
cable pleastue i deep sleep and become a murative of the (i _G.w:.:_:__”
Wma:_:zu:c_;u_:; inligues inherentin crolicism: hom jealousy o y.w U:v
_n.i cruelty. “The nanalive genius of Cities of the Plain gv : .w__ ,__V.v-
with a vare elnity of conposition and style, v T
[reconmaend you read sutne biogaphics of Proust —several ofthe
telale Prowst’s perverse experiences, nulably his frequenting ol tl C_:
bondello run by liis youug liiend Le Cuziat 1 There :_::ﬁ_u_r ._,__a __:,;.r
awall, e _..,,_:c_. ohserves scenes of lagellation. 1o ﬂ,.,..,,_,__ _cﬂ,__.,.:__‘,.r_ :_
EUVELIIRss, _szm:::_ ab these extravaganees, Prousl ...:.:_.”_::._... .._w_ _:w
_.“: .:.:_.,.. wrile things as ey are, and 1o do Usal 1 have fo _,.E,ﬁ._.r.:,”_:;
Zo___,"_ “__MM._ES:H” :w_ ___.cdmﬁ._mcM._ﬁ_ﬂ pennanence af lhe visible in E_.c.&,.
» did nol hide the fact that this was o sadomasochistic acl:

'

?_v. dear Céleste, what 1 have wilnessed this evening is wiimag-
_E_.Za. Le Crziat lold me Usere was a uan who m:nm :._Sd H“”“w,
_._q_.___,_u..;_.u aned Lsing the whale Uing Frow auother rown :_A_k:: ;”
at it winJow in e wall, Wis ineredible. [didi’l _..,.._:.,_‘”a it wl m

_._a fold e — 1 wanted Lo see for mysell Well, | :..A it Ity a “E“
industiialist who cotes down frons the noith ,:_‘ _‘_::__...n § F.f._:umuh
for _._E_.. huoagine —there he is ina oo, fstened loa é__-__ f.,...__v
_o_z__:u and padlocks, while some wreleh, Ec_,.n;. up ,_E..:._s“
nows where, who gets paid for it, wliips him tll the blood spurts
out all over everything, And it is only Uwen that the unfurtunate
creature experiences the Leights of pleasure, (pp. 5?”:,
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Biographers have poinled out lhe perverse pleasures that Proust
sl soughts thal he was aroused by young buteliers, who gave lim
& sermativn of camage; that he liked to push hul pins into rals until they
lisat he allowed the Family fumiture and - pholo-

squealed and bled;
sy, the

giaphs of his mother (o be profaned ut the brothel. That is to
voyewrisin of the Aagellation scene is deeply rooted i his sado-
wasochism, and the inespressible sensory experience of a painful jouis-

s indispensable, necessary, and vital

That especially violenl, deadly -
[ Lsins Lo his bed and

SUILCE CTICTHES &

Recall e wiifer’s Farous astlur
symplom lacerated lis longs and heat and chaine
bis imotlier, 1t made him engage in a battle of the flesh that cannot sin-
ply b described as erolic, fur it.was eminently thauatolic. It bears (he
unvonscious, audilory, and spasmodic ewmory of the pimal scene,
e somatic, cortainly, but il is also, as we lend Lo forgel, & paroxys-
mal, solitary sensation. More archaivally, the astinua may have been
he uemory of an impossible indi iduation, a sensorial cave where
wnollier and child, stabbornly in love, fay coiled.

1 will say first of all that the munator could unly
| ustnosis at the price of e violent, sensory wresling away that
ath of his mother

erierge fonn this

naterig
is astluuatic seléfagellation. IUwas only afler the de
that Proust managed 1o establish @ lepumey distauce from his own
body. [ow? Flirough the blasplenons unveiling of s homosesualily,
oyeurisi, this fitne tabing plewswre i ihe Hugella-
tion of another, and finally trough te palting into words aud the pat-
ative of this intimacy. Poetry and thieowy Jean Suntetif and

ling int ety
Agahirst Suinte-Beuve) were transformned into a novel. Kndless thevapy,
agellalion.

for Lt as well, always against a backgronnd of usthnr and [

flirough recourse Loy

Whiting, ‘Therapy, "Bedauly

Beyond this kinship belween the sensory violence of the mother-child
linsk, (lieasthimatic symptoin, voyeuisim, and saddomasochisi, it should
be noted that the striclly Proustian effeet resides in the pussige rom
whil is felt o whal is formulated, Céleste Albarel provides a precise
accountl of fiis for us. Consider e moment, unique in the history of
literature, in which Céleste veconstruets lhe alchemy of the inlimate
Lignsition from whiat is Felt to whal is wrillen,

Proust gives a fuctual account of the flagellation scene an
ments ot it to Céleste inn a tone of the greatest detachment, Thanks to

d com-

|

o

" nmarator is
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the presence of a hi
a C 2 w - o H
:E_W_.c_.n:? _w_n _ﬁ__:z_ Parly, that iy, thruugls the nlermediaty of the
¢ unlo the serene and culni i
; aming, undesicable but satisfi
governess-moliier, the wri _ , he el o s
\ writer detachies hisell i ! ¢
| . _ usel ¢ fell
unother universe, the “vocation” of which h ___::“,_ ___F. oL ol
g erse, the o ¢ luts lelt sinee childhoo
e .__ _:.w wiitings pitor to Remembrance of | hings Past have nﬁo:ﬁ _
E_z.ﬁ.,n:”,. _‘.% c:”n_” Aol necessarily cold wniverse bl one wade up of
o rc_,__, _S”m. itis m ::hs..nan ol spectacle. Words become niore :_H n
: convenlions, Felishes erystalli: ~
. | ize a dramatie sensibili i
Al o ‘ & S VE ]
::h___w caplired here, arrunged, appeased . ity that i
1e strange thing is that i .
et :_::_.m_r_. :___,_:m is thut every line he e baek o e de A
el a Lalk o mie about the visit just as if be'd come back fron
' roalb (Y . v . , Ak
i o __h,_u al Tc:_: de Beawmont's or Counless Gretulhe's Wi _“_
e rﬂ i is the spectacle he'd seen, nothing ele” (p EE. !
este iy 5 i is | .
cprasn o ”:::_:m:. ___n:_:r.z ous; Lhis is nol simply (he pruclish
i governess blindi wselt
Loptes c_uv.r._.,__m_.c: c_..u_v_ u._._m_w_w__m __M.E._Ic her eraployer's pleasure
. ; § “lableay,” confisurati .
o, - conkiguration, and representa-
Fwould submit that writi i
o :nﬂ_..v:_::__ that writing, this herapy of the sengovial cave
s u R U Topl qe s H : -
" : _wr:r:;m o__:n_ﬁ,_ m_,,. a pseudo-ubjecl in order (o :..:,dzm
stic enclosure (which deep slee : con
st enclosur . P sleep evokes) aud attain the con-
,:m:v. F(E___WM,S_..F_.:: that is the canstaction of 4 senyorial mﬁ.zc_“
e 5 ..nm_m.__u by describing the perverse scene: he :_::Q::m_.
[T iy . LI _ e
EE‘.::;;F”;JM: F_.,::r: surge toulh, tepeals them, reifies :_r_:v
ales them, Hagellutes 1 ‘.
A ___, agelites thens, and then calehes his ?(c.:_..
e .W\. we lalked about the horible Tagel) s
acughl. | sl horeor-sic .
.___V.z:,_r_ L1 ._u“___ __:M::Tv_:_cr and he going over it as i nol to forget
¢ LA i r. &
g und na doubt thinki e n
) . ng aloud, as usual, of
oo (e oo g oud, as usual, of whal he was
Note that Céleste is
orer ,___Tr_r...F is “Lorcorstruck,” while Prous| breathes, depict
uls, shapes, survives, "The wiiler 1 st drrre,
5. wiiler repeals his waords g
ot shuaps, s . peals his words and arr
u, liarissing Gélesle, wing her, forselting her, sacrifi e e s
frecing hiwselMrom the pleastre that ol B (o awriiving lier, thus
o gl __u ﬁ_z__:.. that chained him 1o the bordello and
: ss. Lle counts on the good wonan! i ,
s be con Bod wanan’s participation/indi
. . o * ‘ L ~:._~..-
to laugh ati to refashion the scene frama diskiee, us 4 quasi o oy
4 m:_m_a_:_.. lo detach himself Goally from ils seq _~. » ,H._ﬁ_uzﬁﬁ_.s
el o deta ly. sensation, and enly 1l
s__mn_m ;,.“.rc:__z:._c: hat was missing in s diean ”:;._:w o
Which stabilizes our identily insolar as it . s s L o
o o oo i solur asitis deslined to olhers, is the yar
donble ol the one who inlabils deep sleep. 1] '
one who frequents (le brothel, 1 | oront o e ulhe
. Us the brothel. I'he double of Proust or the author: (]
i pussiont Lt can be expressed .

ition seene For hours




: Intineate Keialt
Sinuliancously depicted in lis sublimatory reshaping is a pseudo-
other: the charaeter, The character tahes on the escesses ol the sensi-
tive author, eahibits then, and dissinilates them, No doubt the cliar-
acler is u real ather (ve recoguize, for example, featues ol the decadent
Montesguiou or those of an aianymos, thrill-seeking industialist) bul
also an wssential pait of the author Linwell, "1'lis charaeter, who stus
up an indecent facel of the sensitive man mastered by the slylist, is in
Lis case e burem de Gharlus, whoiy we (el i Timte Regutined v the
fnpous Hagellation sceue. |

5 the patli o incarnalion nee
suggests thal passion, though necessary,
o it is that M. de Charlus is not a novelist or puel! Not merely so
the pusilion in which

ausing scandals to

essarily that of torture? The naralor
is not enough: “How unlortu-

nal
thut he could deseribe what he sees, bl because
o Charlus finds himself with regard to desire by
spring up round him conpels him to take lile setiously, lu load pleas-
ure with a weight of emotion. He cannot get stuck in an ironical and

superficial view of things because a curent of pain s perpetually
.Lf.m:_.ﬂ:::_ém:.

awalened williin him” (3:860; emphasis mine)
“this consenling Promethens had had hisselE miled by Toee W the
rock of Pure Matter” (3:868). Bul there is no guamtee that Cliarlus
will accede to "embodied time,” (o1 hie "was no more Uran adilettante,
whio 1ever iought of wriling and lud wo gill oy 117 (3:810). Besides

Jo embodicd time and lnsibstantiation require an end
icw o things”? The nanslor says
Ips 1o wlucate not only ¢hil-
Bt oudy’ i one stans still,
the experience of
thresh-

e

s lyrdons,
poind, “un irovical und superficial v
“A slap in the tace ora bos on the ear he
diens bt poets” (3:866). Vhul tay be,

s it und writes uboul il Froms this perspective,

e
ading: “Reading is on the

sudonsochisin would be a sorf ol re
old of the spivitual lile; itean introduce us o it: it does nol constilute
it .. |Mor] a bezy mind .. bouhs phy a ole .. . analugous to that of
psychotherapists for certain cas of neurasthenia” While il prefig
nsory Hime, reading does not conslitule it The sensoriality of

ures s¢
liure is that of wiiling. — ~

Between Waord-Signs and "Ward-Felishies: frlerpielalion

The dynamies of writiug as
of analytical istening and interprelation.

Because itis required, the analyst's identification with the aalysand—

just exained in Proust are not unlike that §

3

L
1

PuE INTIMATREIPROM SENSI TG (L SENSIBEE
identificuly Adth the ang i
‘. __.__r _::___ with the analysauds biography, memory and even tans
generaltonal menwry and hnagine i ! Jsts
. agined seusation —mobilizes the !
enfire psychical appuaratus i i o e st
: appanatus. While this cao sl i
el atnterlianslerence is thus
loagimy provess, i is . “Whether
' \ nevertheless wal, a ansubstantiati
: ansubstantiations, Whetl
Y. seeonda. Broteciv o o et
.__: __ r:_u __u_ﬂ ol __%:. T_wcﬁn live, or of any other vasiety, 1t is desivable for the
analyst [0 mderstand this idevfification wi .
cation wilh the unalysand i i
nalpt fo nnlerd | Aificat ¢ unmlysand in all its
Wr :du”:_,,__ _w____:_u_aﬁ. Wseens insubliciently cinpliasized in classical psy
vanalytical theoty, preoceupied us it las ; -
: i diss it s abways been with 1l i
i el preoc ; avy been wilh the neurotic
._ ¢ r_m_:.ma:w:, psychosis, and of cousse autisi solicit it with new force,
ﬂv . R . . . . ~ .yt . )
o _,“ ain this paroxysinal fnlensity of identitication, which is ungues
nably ecessary i certd d
E:F:_W “_wﬂrvwzc __.: rm,_r:: heatments, the psychoanalyst nst
cinetnber Merleao-Ponty's reflections iruplicati 0
. wson he woplications ’
by il plications of one’s own
alion to the extenal workd as ’
. xleni das well as the bodies of others, T’
philosuplier describes this inplivati i e
s implication ay wevesible wd cliasmie, §
ot daswiibes his iurplic esible aind eluasmie, for
‘ :_ is ,;wm_vf_ _._:m_JEa. sight is visible, waller i (e body, and the ,.M::a
3 olher, Merleau-Ponly's objective i lhe 1 .
) av ¥s objective is to combal the metaphysi
dichotomies in the domuins of phi s e
e domains of philosopliy as
. I aliy as well ay psyehology, Bol
naive wid seieulific experier . o
o : xpetience fud thal an a perceives a p [ro i
1 ot L A pereeives a v [rom which
already separaled. Noy i i
list \ araled. Now, the evidence ol this separ
tion is precisely what is . e ot i sepia-
i _.__:_ : _?_ _M what is questioned by (e phetomenological _U_cnhmm of
. e F__‘_ ilusopher who pursued and wdicatized Husser]
otng a bil lather, it seems legpi . ose |
?,w_:..__. ___r a bil _”_:_F: __~ seems legitinmule W e Lo lanspose Whis inter
lridton and reversibilily ol (he pereci . -
. . he pereciver il the pereed [
peration ad 1 e perceived, of the
i :_.____;_: _F ”L__. :m_~______v, onto psyelwanalysis bul alse onto the read
ey leats. Merleau-Ponty uses the sl
g o) ety (e . y uses the vety loaded term “flesh”;
p-1lesh is an anadytical provess iy i .
wilhout valuing il n.xc_ﬁ_gmwn_v\ cmk__ ;.S_v ___._” et o bome R
. xelusively. What does it wean to “hecome Hesh”
(chair s volwerely eherl) it crome sk
_:E. ol ””._._“_r_v .:.E__.v ,_:M_ :c_ﬁ. lorely onit?
¢ arig imphies abandoni s iletre sk
it g i : abandoniinyg the: plewsure wnd pain of car-
o , wlcaral lexlure, 1 order to dissociale :::m%_.nua_:.ﬂ
st =13 el 3 o -
o “ _=.*= ord-presentations, Tulerpretation fixes word-presentations in
elr arbitrary aulonowy as signs distine (v
) ] ¥ distited trom perceplions-sensali
even tms hert il Lol : ey plionssensalions, It
; y felishes, Jeads (e i
ven fun itient o play with tes ’
sigus-letishes, md gives ther " i o
5, mul gives therm back to him, like o .
clishes, an ike amother to her child, as
playlhings, first of all, Frow his § y ith o
st of all, Mo his flesh, which we b i
_ howe have shared with our
own, we ke word-presentali Ui d pune
presentalions, But in placing, repeati
o e ent: placiug, repeating, and punc-
se words, we give them the 5 [ reill
; e consisteney of reilied symbol
bring e closer 1o thing pr . : s epel, love,
e ning-presenlations, like wiilers
| : alfon witlers who repeal, 1
and artange their lests (think of Lan carting il
exts (think of Proust am] Ceé T
g amd Cdleste). s, starting wi
sensorial Mixations, aualys “ s o v é_!_:
1 1515 Work GO T -4, a
, , dutadysis works oul sensorial gamies aud then words




Urilhndte “Revalt

bt word-pleasures, word-things, word-etishies. ‘1o describe this waning
s which the therapist cugages, we could say thal it 1s the art of produc-
inig fransitional oljects, sarting with the Heals of signs.

‘IMierapisls who have tieated aulistic patients Lave underscored Uie
aesthielic pleasure tese patients found fir using their first words, more
chiarged with seusation Hian wilh ideus. 2 Beauty, then, is necessary W
psychical developnient and the blussoming of ideas, bub il cannol exisl
wnless the analyst who carries out tis process i capuble of creating 4
sitnilar beauty and jouissance, for hisfhier own sk us well as the other’s.
[f 1 bavee presented these Prousttan pleasures, it is uol sinply lo share
sy (pbvicusly suspect) interest in Use excilation tiat subtends the art of
oo we contine o call “iile Marcel” well aller Liis deally und iu
spite ut lis celebrity. Starting willy hirn, i would be impodant to reflect
ot fhie sadutmasochistic element of aesthelic peforniance tyat is haid-
den in analytical interpretativn in genetal and more paanticulaly in the
Face uf psychosis oraulisin. Finally, und wote genetally, 1 would like o
convay the sadotiasoclistic elerrrent Lidden in wlhal we call, ot with-

out telish, our intinate life.
For heyond the artistic symptow of (he cave, this intimacy — which
Las experieney, as well as the palient’s dis-

the work of arl and the te
course, restore o us - is a howler region of var psychic where psyche
analytical interpretation ilsells acquited, withoul being reduced Lo it
(1 1 call on psyclioanalysis to conbiibule Lo te interpetation of the i
eraty experience, | do fhe revense just as g §eall on lileratare
reline wualytical interpretation, Tlis, at leasl, is iy cwin expericnee,
il §seek to convey il Lo you

Plais will prepare us for e lexts of the tliree great rebels [ bega lo
discuss in valuie 1—Argon, Satlic, Baitlies—who revived Uie privi
leged place of the inaginary, frow the intimate o e political, in order
to muke tieir revolt heard, We will find Hiews agaiv, as proiuised, stark
i with Roland Barthes and Mythologies, wheic 1 left off at the endh of
Sense aid Non-Seise, But belore this, invile you'le relleet on a com-
ponenl of imaginary intimacy —fantasy - and its reification i cineni

w

CAapler 5
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FANTASY AND CINEM

At this poiul in wy inguir inli
. c:M:_:__ in iy :z_:_.:.l_,:a Lttmate as 1epresentation of the sub
o r% ity _,“ E;__v.:::_c: and revoll-- L i cunfronted with 1
aghary. Gousider Uis lor s 1
3 nowent: suppuse e hoaypi (t
g i : [pose the huaginary offered
st inmediale, mostsubile, | csstoh
i e u, DLl iy { a4 y
mlivale, We cannol avoid e u__ :”_ _ .w_.{: o v opacoa o
o syense Lacin gives it 't hnagi
= v . . . g s “hat Lhe imagi-
y ssupported by the relleetion of the sanie W lhe sume it
v Welave ahways insgined thal bei s
el nsigined that being should contain
" e of its own, Being is a body”!
Sl Il aar, e i
e be cleir, The imaginny, ne
R _:i,...; o .._:.r_n_.:._.:_, .:E_.__e_ real nor symibolic,
s i ll __. togie—and risk— when intraduced through fantasy
H H HIN TN . x gy ] "
b ¢ lantasies, whelher seductive or lenifying; this is inevitable)
dlso appens Hrongh cinena: we are  socicly __. ! . 1 o
_rr.n_: saidd oflen enougli, ety ol fue e, thas

is verlain,
asorl of plen-

: Wty af “Mived Ryce (Oidier, the Collage Man)
What is lantlast? The ¢r o o
c__‘_mm_:.v“___uﬂ_.___&w “__E M._ac_,, root—fue, fuos, fos— expresses the nolion

and thus e facl of combiw 1o light, shin . .

e . g Lo light, shiniug, appearing, pre
mm__/m,_\_mm, Presenting onesell, representing oneselr. & TIPS, pre-

Ve he uses e ;

- .r.: __.r Uses the word Phantasie, Ivend understands it as the inti
e creation ol representations, nol {he eulty of h

philosophi magining in the

al sense of 1 [
al sense of the word, Gemman has another tenn Tor this:




