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fo r any of that. Truth is firstly a seduction, intended to deceive you. If you 
are not to be taken in, you muse be strong. This is nor the case with you. 

"This is how I spoke to psychoanalysts, this ghost that I hail, even that I 
haul, against the joy of rushing at the invariable hour and day ever since the 
times when I upheld the wager for you that psychoanalyses understand me. 
It is therefore not you that I am informing; you do not run the risk of being 
bitten by truth; but-who knows?-sbould what I am fashioning ever come 
alive, should the psychoanalyst ever take over from me, at the limits of the 
hope that this is not encountered, it's them mat I am alerting; that one has 
everything to learn from truth, this common place destines each one to get 
lost in it. Ir will be enough that each knows something about it, and be 
would do well to leave it at mat. It would be 1.-ven bener were be to do noth­
ing. There is no more treacherous an instrument. 

'We know bow a-not the-psychoanalyst rypicaUy extracts himself; he 
leaves the thread of rhis rruth ro the one who already has his worries with 
it and who> in this capacity, really does become bis patient, as a result of 
which he worries about it like a curse. 

"Nevcrthdess, it is a fact that for some rime some people have been 
making it their business co feel chemselvcs more concerned abuut iL Th.is is 
perhaps due to my influence. I have perhaps played some part in this cor­
rection. And this is precisely what makes it my duty to warn them not to go 
too far, if l have obtained ic, it's through not giving the appearance 
of having laid a finger on ic. But this is precisely what is serious, besides, of 
course, one pretends to be somewhat terrified by it. It is a refusal. But a 
refusal doesn't exdude cullaboration.A refusal can itself be a collaboration." 

For those who listen to me on the radio and who do not, as I was saying 
hefore, have any impediment to hearing what 1 am saying, which is to 
understand me, I will go on . Ir is for this reason that I am reading it to you, 
since, if I can speak it at a particular level of the mass media, whJ not give 
it a trial run here? 

And then, these initial responses that have so bewildered you here, and 215 

that, it seems, went across over rl1e radio much better than people think_, 
have confirmed the principle that r have adopted, and thnt is in the line of 
things that today I would like to pass on co you. This is one of the methods 
by which it would be possible t<> take action upon culture. 

When one is caught by chance at the level of a large public, of one of 
thci;e masses thnt a type of medium pre11cnts you with, why not precisely 
raise the level, in proportion to the assumed ineptitude- which is a pure 
assumpcion-Qf this field? Why lower the tone? Who do you have to rope 
in? lt is precisely the game of culture co engage you in this system, namely, 
llnce the aim is reached, you can't tell head from rail. 

Here, then, and even though it is still altogether possible to say it in thii; 
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room, I am saying what is remarkable, for not having been remarked upon, 
in my formula of the subject supposed to know, as the mainspring of the 
transference. 

" l have not said that the psychoanalyst is moreover supposed to know 
the truth about the supposed! knowledge out of which, according co me, the 
psychoanalysand makes the rransference. Think about it, and you will 
understand how adding chis complement to it would be fatal for the trans­

ference. Bur equally, do not think about it if understanding thi$ would, pre­
cisely, prevent its effect from remaining true. 

"I suffer indignation over the fact that une person dresses up what I am 
denouncing in the little knowledge from which the transference draws its 
material. It's only up to bim to furnish that with something besides the 
chair he says he is ready to sell if I am right. He leaves no way ouc of the 
affair only because he doesn't restrict himself to his means. The psychoan­
alyst only insists upon not having a bone to pick in his being. 'The famous 
non-knowledge for which people mock us is only dear to his heart because, 
for him, he knows nothin,g. He repudiates the mode of unearthing a shadow 
and then pretending it is carrit.m, repudiates being valued as a hunting dog. 
His discipline l."teeps him in me fact that the real is not initially chere to be 
known- this is the only dam that can hold idealism back. 

"Knowledge gets added m the real; indeed, it is for this reason that it can 
bring the false into being, and even into being there a bit. 5 I dasein with all 
my force on this occasion, one needs help for this. 

"To be truthful, it is only from where knowledge is false that it is con­
cerned wich the Lrulh. All knQwledge that is not false couldn't give a damn 
about ic. In becoming known, only its form is a surprise, a surprise in dubi­
ous taste, moreover, when by the grace of Freud it speaks to us of language, 
since it is nothing but ils product. 

216 "This is where the political impact takes place. Ir concerns, b~ this 
question in act: Ouc of what knowledge is the law made? Once one bas 
uncovered this knowledge, it may happen that that changes. Knowledge 
falls to the rank of symptom, seen from another perspective. And this is 
where truth comes in. 

"For truth one fights, which is, however, only produced through its rela­
tions with the real. But that it is produced is much less important than what 
that produces. The effect of truth is only a collapse of knowledge. le is this 
collapse that creates a production, soon to be taken up again. 

"The real is neither better nor worse off as a result. In general it dusts 
itself off until the next crisis. Its momentary benefit is that it has rcfound 

5 ctre-la, "being there," is the French for Dasei11, picked up in the following 
sencencc. 
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it.'> gloss. This would even be the benefit that one might expect from any 
revolution, this gloss that would shine for a long time in this always muri-.")' 
locus of truth. But there's the rub. This shine never again throws light on 
anything." 

That is what I had casr into a corner the day after the last seminar-for 
you, apparentJy, since there is no longer any question of adding it to my Lit­
tle racliological raft. 

What has to be understood in this respect is the following- what is 
frightening about truth is what it puts in in; place. 

The locus of the Other, as I have always said, is made for truth to be 
inscribed there, chat is, everything of that order, the false, even lies-which 
only exist on the foundation of truth. This is in the free play speech {parole] 
and language. 

But what about truth in this quadrupedal structure, which presupposes 
language and rakes a discoun;c to be structw'ed, that is, which conclitions 
any speech able to be produced therein? What does the cruth in question, 
the truth of this discourse, chat is what it conditions, put in its place? How 
is ir that the master's cliscourse h olds firm? This is the other face of the 
fum .. "tion of truth, not the visible face, but the dimension io which it is 
oecessitat«i by something hidden. 

Our furrows in the alethosphere are traced out on the surface of the 
longtime deserted heavens. But at issue is whac one day I called-using this 
word which titillated some of you enough to the point of wondering what 
had come over me- the lathouse. 

It wasn't I who invented this dimension of truth which makes it the case 
thac iris hidden . It is Verbor1:enheic6 that constitutes it. Jn shore, things ar~ 217 
such that it makes one think. it has something in ics belly. 

Very early on there were some clever people who observed that if !his 
were to emerge, it would be dreadful. Probably winged as well, so as to 
improve lhe landscape. Nowadays, it is equally possible char this is the 
whole thing, that it would be terrible if it wen! to emerge. T f you spend your 
time waiting, then you are done for. In sum, one mustn't tease rhe lachou.se 
too much. What does undertaking this always assure? What I am forever 
explaining to you- it assures the impossible by virtue of the fact that this 
relationship is effectively real. The more your quest is located on the side of 
truth, the more you uphold the power of the impossibles which are those 
thnt I respectively enumerated for you last time- governing, educating, 
analyzing on occasion. For analysis, in any case, this is obvious. 

The subject supposed to know scandalizes, when I am simply approach­
ing the truth. 

6 "Concealment."The term is Heidegger's. 
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3 

M y little quadrupedal schemas-I am celling you this today to alert you to 
it- arc not the Ouija boards of history. It is not necessarily the case that 
things always happen this way, and that things rotate in the same direction . 
This is only an appeal for you to locate yourselves in relation to what one 
can caU raclical functions, in the mathematical sense of the term. 

Concerning functions, the decisive seep was taken somewhere around 
this epoch that I designated some time ago, around what there is in com­
mon between Galileo's initial step, tbe emergence of the integrals and dif­
ferentials in Leibniz, and then also the emergence of logarithms. 

A function is this something that entered the real, that had never entered 
it beforehand, and that does not correspond to discovering, e."perimeating, 
seizing, detaching, disclosing, no, but to writing--writing two orders of 
relations. 

Let me illusrrace where logarithms arose. In one case the first relation is 
addition. Addition is nevertheless intuitive. There are some things here, 

218 some things chcre, you put chem 10gecher, and you get a new c0Uect1on. 
Multiplying loaves is not the same as collecting loaves. It is a maner of 
applying one of these relations to the other. You invent the logarithm. It 
starts to run wild in the world, oa the basis of littJe rules that seem to be 
insignificant. But do not think that the fact that they exist leaves you, any 
of you who are bcre, ia the same stare as before chcy appeared. Their pres­
ence is all tbat matters. 

Well then, let me tell you that these more or less winged little terms-S1, 

S2, a, S-can be of use in a very large number of relations. One only needs 
to become accustomed to how to manipulate rhem. 

For example, starting with the unary trait, though one can rescrict one­
self to it, one can still try to investigate the functioning of the master signi­
fier. Well then, it is altogether usable, if you notice that, provided you make 
it structurally well founded, there is no need ro add a thing to it, none of 
this grand comedy of the struggle to death of pure prestige and its outcome. 
Contrary to what people have conduded from their questioning of things 
at the level of what is true by nature, there is no contingency in the slave's 
position. There is che necessity that something be produced that functions 
in knowledge as a master signifier. 

One cannot prevent oneself from dreaming, to be sure, or from trying to 
find out who was the first to d o it, and then, one discovers the beauty of 
this hall that goes back and forth between the master and the slave. Bue per­
haps it was simply someone who was ashamed, who puc himself fotward 
like that. 



The power of the impossibles 189 
. . 

Today I have brought you the dimension of shame. It is not a comfort-
able thing to put forward. It is not one of the easiest things to speak about. 
This is perhaps what it really is, the h.ole fr(lm wbich the master signifier 
arises. If it were, it might perhaps not be useless for measuring how close 
ooe has to get co it if one wants to have anything to do with the subversion, 
or even just the rotation, of the master's discourse. 

Be that as it may, one thing is certain, you have this introduction of S 1, 

tbe master signifier, within your grasp in the mere..-.t of discourses-it is 
what defines its readability. 

There is, in effect, language and speech and knowledge, and all that 
seems to have worked in Neolithic titnes, but we have no trace that any 
dimension called reading existed. Thete is not yet any need of any writings 
(ecntj, nor of any impression- not that writings haven't been there for a 
long time, bot, in some way, through a retroactive effect. What makes it tbe 219 
case that when we read any text we c~n alwa~ ask ourselves what charac-
temes it as readable? We have to search for che joint in the direction of what 
ir is that makes the master signifier. 

I will point out to you that, as literary work.-;, everything that one has ever 
read is off in cloud-cuckoo-land. Why does that hang togeth\:r? 

In my latest blunder-I adore these- I happened ro read Balzac's L'En­
t:crs de la vie com.emporaine. 7 It really is off in cloud-cuckoo-land. If you 
haven'l read it, you can still have read everything you might like co read on 
the history of the end of tbe eighteenth century and the beginning of tbe 
nineteenth-the French Revolution, to call it by ilS name. You can even 
have read Marx. You won't understand a thing, and mere will always be 
something that escapes you, whicb is only there, in this story that will bore 
YllU stiff, L'Errvers de la vie co11tempnraine. 

Please have a look at it. I am sure noc many of you will have read it. It is 
one of the least read of Balzac's. Read it, and do the following exercise. 

Do exactly the same as the one which, about one hundred years ago, I 
had tded to give to the people T was speaking to at Sainte-Anne concern­
ing the first scene of Act 1 of Athaliah. All they heard were the quilting 
points. I am not saying that it was an excellent metaphor. In the end, it was 
this S 1, the master signifier. 

Heaven knows what they made of thls quilting poinc, they even took it 
off to Les Temps modernes·-·all things considered, this is not La Minute. 8 

It was a master signifier. f t was a way of asking them to notice how some­
thing that spread!> throughout language like wildfire is readable, that is to 
say, how it hooks on, creates a d.ii>course. 

7 Available as The Wrong Side <if Paris (New York: Modern Library, 2004). 
8 Minute-La Frr.:mce, a righc-wing, aoci-Semitic weekly established in 1962. 
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I sLill maintain that there is no metalanguage. Anything that one might 
think is of the order of a search for the meta in language is simply, always, 
a question about reading. 

Let us suppose-pure supposition-that l am asked for my advice on 
something I have not been involved in except on the basis of my place in 
this location- a place that is, it has to be said, quite an unusual onc--and 
I would be asconisht:u if tuJay chat would make an open book of my place 
with respect to the university. But then, if there are others who, from where 

220 they are, and for reasons which arc not at all negligible but which appear 
all the more clearly when one refers to my little letters, find themselves in 
the position of wanting to subvert something in the order of the university, 
where should they look? 

They can look on the otbt:r silk, when: everything can be threaded onto a 
little stick, where one can place them, the little pile that they are, along with 
others who are, as is the nature of the progression of knowledge, dominated. 

On that side it is intimated to them that one might find a way to live with 
this. For ages this has been like a myth. I am not here to preach this to you. 
Myself, I have spoken of the shame of living. 

If they search on that :side, t hey may find that with my liLLk s<.:hemas 
they can find a way of justifying that the student is not displaced in feel­
ing a brother, as they say, not of the proletariac but of the lumpen­
proletariat. 

The proletariat are like the Roman plebs-these were very distinguished 
people. The class struggle perhaps contains this little source of error at the 
start) that i t absolutely doesn't take place at the level of the true dialectic of 
the master's discourse-it is located on the level of identification. Senarus 
Popuiusque Romanus. They are on the same side. And the entire Empire 
includes all the rest. 

The question is why students feel that they belong with all the rest. They 
don't at all seem to be able to see clearly how to resolve it. 

I would like to point out to them that production is one essential point of 
the system- the production of shame. This translates as-it's impudence. 

This is why it would perhaps not be a very bad means not to go in that 
direction. 

4 

In effect, and to designate something that is very easily recorded in these 
little letters, what docs one produce? One produces something culrural. 
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And when one thinks like the university, what one produces is a thesis. 
This order of production is always related to the master signifier-not 

simply because that discerns it for you, but q_uite simply because it forms a 221 
part of the presuppositions according to wllich everything in this order is 
related to the author's name. 

It is very refined. There is a sort of preliminary step, which lies at the 
threi;hold of the univcn;ity. You will have lhc right to speak rhere, subject to 

the altogether strict convention that you will forever have your thesis 
pinned onto you. This gives your name its Weight. Nevertheless, y(m are in 
no way subsequently bound by what is in yo~r thesis. Normally, in any case, 
you content yourself with that. But that doesn't mauer, you will always be 
able to say whatever you want if you have already become a name. This is 
what plays I.ht: rult: of a mascer signifier. 

May I say it? I would not like to give too much importance to what I have 
done. This is how the idea came to me of a thing which you haven't heard 
much about for a while, Sciticet. Some people have nevertheless been struck 
by the fact that I said it would be a place in which unsigned things should 
be written. 

You mustn't think that mine arc more Ut1signed. See what I have writ­
ten-a solo voice singing of a painful experience, the one I had with what 
is called a school, to which I had contribut~d propositions so that some­
thing would be inscribed there, somcthi11g that has not failed to be 
inscribed chere, moreover-some effect of catalepsy. 

The fact that it is signed by me would <>nly be of interest if I were an 
author. I am in no way an author. Nobody ev<.:n dreams of this when chey 
read my Ecrils. For a very long time this had remained carefully confined 
to an organ that had no other interest than t() be as close as possible to what 
I am trying to define as calling knowledge into question. What sort of a dii;­
aster docs analytic knowledge produce? That is what was in question, what 
has been in question for as long as it has not made chem all itching to 
become authors. It is very curious that the non signed should appear par­
adoxical, whereas of course over the centuri~s all the honest men there have 
been have always at least acted as if sometmc had torn their manuscript 
from their hands, as if someone had played a dirty trick on them. No one 
expected to be sent a note of congratulatioQ.s on publication. 

In short, if it were possible for somethin~ to come out of seriously call­
ing into question knowledge that is lavishe<i about and propagated within 
the established framework of the university, there is no reason why this 
couldn't be done under a bit of shelter, a type of place, that would adopt 
the same law for itself, that is to say, not to present something to make 222 
someone important, but in order to say sc.mething structurally rigoroui;, 
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whatever might become of it. · 1 bis could have a greater impact than one 
might initially expect from it. 

A character called Diderot published Rameau's Nephew, lee it fall from 
his pocket. 9 Someone else rook it to Schiller, who knew very well it was by 

Diderot. Diderot never worried about it. In 1804 Schiller passed it on to 
Goethe, who immediately translated it and, up until 1891- 1 can tell you 
chis, because here is the tome, which I brought from my own library- we 
only bad a French retranslation of the German translation by Goethe, who, 
moreover, had completely forgotten about it one year after it appeared, and 
who perhaps never saw it, for they were in the midst of that Franco­
Prussian brawl, and the people didn't take well to this revolutionary intru­
sion. In short, this translation went unnoticed, Goethe himself was no 
doubc unaware chat it had appeare<l, and yet this did not stop Hegel from 
making it one of the main threads of this booklet so full of humor to which 
I have been referring lately, The Phenomenology of Spirit. 

As you can see, there is not much reason for you to worry that what 
comes uuc of you carries the label of what concerns you . This is such an 
obstacle, lee me assure you, to the publication of anything decent -if only 
because of chc fact thac cvco within what you mjght be narurally incerested 
in you believe chat you are obliged, in the name of the laws of a thesis, to 
refer it co rhe author--he is talented, it's unconvincing, h e hasn 't got any 
ideas, what he says is not totally stupid. And if be bas contributed some­
thing important that may noc concern him in any way, you are absolutely 
obliged co think that this is a mind that thinks. And with I.bat, you've had it 
for a long time. 

As for psychology, ic is srriking chat there is noc even a shadow of it in 
the order of things that are enlightening, like VErwers de la vie ccnu:mporaine 
I was speaking to you about just before. It is a Little montage wbosc entire 
value comes through its master signifiers, it is valuable because it is read­
able. No need of the slightest psychology. 

To spell it out for you, to clear my own name, what saves Bcrits from che 
accident that befell it, namely that people immediately read it, is that it is a 
"worst-scUer" n everchekss. 

223 I am not going co prolong this discourse any further today in this heat. 
This is the lase I am going to give this year. 

There arc clearly many things missing, but it would not be pointless to 
add the following- if, to speak as Hegel would, there are some slightly less 
than ignoble reasons for your presence here in such numbers, which bas so 
often been an inconvenience for me-this is obviously a question of tact as 

9 Dern); Didcroc, Romeau's Nephew, in Rameau's N ephnJJ; arui, D 'A lembm's 
Dr<!am (Harmond~worth : Penguin, J 976). 
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Goethe would say, I make of it, it would seem, not too much but just 
enough-if this phenomenon takes place, which is frankly incomprehensi­
ble, given what it is that I put forward for the majority of you, it is because 
r happen to make you ashamed, not too much, but just enough. 

17 June 1970 
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Analytic on 

nil' IMP1\SSI' 01' PSYCHOANAl.YTI\. srn J:CTI01' 

CRlillff l'O!NTS 

N<7TlllNG JS l!\'l'.RYTHL'IG 

LOOK AT THF.M DOTNG IT 

lThis session took place at Vincennes, an experimental university, on 3 
December 1969. It was announced as the first of four under the title "Ana­
lyticon, four impromptus.") 

I will be talking about my Egeria, who is one of those la dog walks across 
the podium] . 

She is the only person I know who knows what she is speaking- I am 
not saying, "what she is saying." 

It's not that she doesn't say anything-she doesn't say it in words. She 
says something when she is anxious-which happens-she puts her head 
on my knee. She knows that I am going to die, which a number of people 
also know. She'i; called Jusrine, she's my dog, she is very beautiful, and you 
would have heard her speak ... 

The only thing she lacks by comparison with that person wandering 
around is that she hasn' t been to university. 

l 

Here I am then, an invited guest, at the experimental center of the said uni­
versity, an experiment which seems rather exemplary to me. 

Since it is a question of an experiment, you might wonder what your use 
is. If you ask me, I will do a diagram for you-I will try to-because after 
all the uniYersity is very strong, it has deep foundations. 

227 

I have kept for you the announcement of the title of one of the four dis- 228 
course positions I have announced elsewhere-where I started my seminar. 

"The master 's discourse," as I said, since you are accustomed to hearing 
about this. And it is not easy to give an example, as someone who is very 

197 
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intelligent observed last night. I shall rry all the sam e. This is where I have 
got to, having left the thing unfinished at my seminar. And, to be sure, there 
is no question of continuing it here. "An impromptu," I said. You can see 
that that thing with its lowered tail provided me with one a minute ago. I 
shall continue in the same tone. 

Secondly, hysteric's discourse. This one is very important because it is 
what the psychoanalyst 's discourse takes shape with. Except that there 
would need to be psychoanalysts. l ' m making this my business. 

INTERVENTION: There aren't a1~1 psycJwanalysts at Vincennes, at any rate. 

As you say, not at Vincennes. 

INTERVENTION: Why is it tlua Vincennes studerus, at che condusfrm of tl1e 
reaching they are supposed to hm1e received, can't become psyclu>arzalysts? 

Thjs is precisely what I am going to explain, Mademoiselle. This is precisely 
what is in question. Psychoanalysis is not something that can be transmit­
ted like other forms of knowledge. 

The psychoanalyst has a position that sometimes manages co be chat of 
a discourse. H e doesn't thereby transmit: a body of knowledge, not chat 
there is oorhing for him to know, contrary to what is foolishly asserted. This 
is what is called into question- the function in society of a certain form of 
knowledge, the one that is conveyed to you. It exists. 

There is an algebr-aic sequence chat essentially consticures a cnain whose 
starting point is in this formula-

A signifier is defined as representing a subject fo r another signifier. This is 
an altogether fundamental notation. It can be taken as one at any rate. 

229 Through my offices, an attempt has been developed, which is the one I am 
coming to now, having put the necessary time into putting it into shape. 
This is an attempt to found what would be decently required to manipu­
late a notfon by encouraging subjects to trust it and to work wich it. This is 
what is called the psychoanaly:saml. 

I initially wondered what could come of it for the psychoanalyst, and 
where he, the analyst, was in all this. For on this point it is very tibvious that 
the notions arc not clear, since F reud, who knew what he was saying, said 
that it was an impossible function-and yet fulfilled every day. If you reread 
his text closely you will see that it is not the function that is in question but 
the being of the psychoanalyst. 
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How does it happen that ooe fine day a psychoanalysand commits him­
self co being a psychoanalyst?1bis is what I tried co articulate when I spoke 
of the psychoanalytic act. I stopped my seminar before the end that year, it 
was '68, like that, in order to ljhow my sympathy for what was astir and 
which continues-moderately. The agitating makes me think of something 
that was invented one day, if I recall correctly, by my good, late friend Mar­
cel Duchamp, "A bachelor prepares his own chocolate." Take care that the 
agitator is not preparing his own chocolate. 

To short, this psychoanalytic act was left for dead, as it were. And I have 
not had the time to return to it, especially as examples of what that leads to 
arc breaking out all around me. 

An issue of a journal called Etudes frcudiemies has appeared. I I cannot 
recommend reading it too highly, never having hesitated co suggest to you 
bad readings which themselves are in the nature of best-seUers. If I recom­
mend it to you, it is because they are vuy, very good text.II. This is not like 
that grotesque little teKt on the remarks about my style that came naturally 
to find its place in the site vacated by the ai>inine [Paulhancrie].2 This is dif­
ferent. You will draw the greatest benefit from it. 

Apart from an arricle by its editor, of whom I could never speak too 
highly, you have statements that are indispucably and universally agitating 
against psychoanalytic institutions. There is a charming, solid, and very lilt­
able Canadian who, good heavens, makes some highly pertinent remarks. 
There is someone from the lnstitut psychanalytique de Paris, occupying a 
very imponant position there on tbe education committee, who giveg a cri- 230 
tiquc of the psychoanalytic institution as such, as being io stricr com:radic-
tion with everything that the very existence of the psychoanalyst calls 
for- it's really marvelous. I cannot say that I would sign it myself, for I 
already have signed it- the remarks are my own. 

In any case, for me, this hcu; a sequel, namely a certain proposition that 
draws conclusions from this impasse that is so masterly demonstrated. It 
would have been possible to say, in a tiny little: nore somewhere, that in a 
certain place there is an extremist who has tried to work this into a propo­
sition that radicaUy renews the meaning of the entire psychoana1ytic selec­
tion process. It is clear that this hasn' t been done.3 

I am not really complaining about it, since according to the very people 
concerned, this agitation is in a state of complete disarray, gratuitous. There 

1 Etudes freudienne:s nos. 1-2 appeared in N ovember 1969, with articles by 
Andre Lussier, Jean-Luc Donnct, and Robert Barande on the organization of psy­
choanalytic wcieties. 

2 A pun on the name of th.c French writer Jean Paulhan. 
3 See ;'Proposition of 9 October 1967 on the Pi;ycboanalysc of the School," 

·111aly~is 6 (1995). 



200 Appendixes 

is absolutely no question of this modifying anything at all concerning the 
present functioning of the Institute that the authors belong to. 

2 

INTERVENTION: I haven't understood a word yet. So, one could start by say­
i"ng what a psychoanalyst is. For me he is a kind of cop. The people who go into 
psychoanalysis don't talk a11d are only concerned about themselves. 

INTERVENTION:~ already have priests, but since that was no wnger work­
ing, we now have psychoanalysts. 

INTERVENTION: Lacan, we have been waiting for over an hour now for what 
you have been stating obliquely, a critique of psychoanalysis. That's why we are 

silent, because this would also be your own self-c1·ii£cism. 

But I am not criticizing psychoanalysis in the slightest. There is no question 
of criticizing it. He's hard of hearing. I am not at all an agitator. 

INTERVEN110'N: li1u said chat psychoanalysts were not trained at Vincennes, 
and that this was a f?OOd thing. In fact a body of knowledge is dispensed, but you 
ha'L•en 't said what it is. It, in any case, is apparently not a body of knowledge. And 
so whai? 

231 Be a bit patient. I will explain it to you. I am your guest, kt me remind 
you. This is beautiful, it's big, it's generous, but I am your guest. 

INTERVENTION: Lacan, is p!>:ychoanalysi~ revolutionary? 

Now, there's a good question! 

INTERVENTION: Is it a body of knowledf?e or isn't it a body of knowled1te? 
l&u 're not the only paranoid around here. 

I will :sptak about a certain aspect of things where I won't be today, namely 
the Department of Psychoanalysis. There is the d ifficult question of credit 
poims.4 

·I unites de vakur, units or courses that are credited toward a degree. 
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JNTERVENTION: The question of credit points is settled, and this is not the 
place to throw it into the ring. There was all this schemi·ng on the part of the aca­
demics in the Department of Psychoanalysis, so as to drag them out over the year. 
t% couldn't care less about credit points. It is psychoanalysis that is at stake. Do 

you understand? Wil couldn't care less. 

Personally, I do not get the sense that no one could care less about credit 
points. On the contrary people care a lot about credit points. It's custom­
ary to. I have put the schema for the fourth discourse on the board, the one 
I didn't name Jast time, and which is called the university discourse. Here 
it is. And here, in the master position, as we say, is S2, knowledge. 

INTERVENTION: Who are you kidding here? The university discourse is in the 
credit points. That up there is a myth and what you are asking is that we believe 
in a myth. The people who invoke the rules of the game that you are imposing are 
stymied by thai. So, don't have us think that the university discourse is up on the 
boar-d. Because that is just not true. 

The university discouri;e is on the board, and knowledge occupies, on the 
board, the top left-hand corner, already designated in a previous discourse . 
.for what is important in what is written up are the relations, where this 
works and where it doesn't work. If you begin by putting in its place what 232 
essentially constitutes the master's discourse, namely, that he commands, 
that he intervenes in the system of knowledge, you can ask yourselves what 
it means when the discourse of knowledge, through thi:s ninety-degree dis­
placement, does not need to be on the board because it is in the real. In this 
displacement, when knowledge takes the helm, at this moment in which 
you are located, it is here that the result, the fruit, the fallout of the rela-
tions between master and slave has been defined-namely, what in my alge-
bra is designated by a letter, the object a. Last year, when I made the effort 
to announce something called D'un Autre a l'autrc, I said that the object a 
was the place Marx revealed, uncovered, as surplus value. 

You are the pmduct of the university, and you prove that you arc the sur­
plus value, even if only in this respect-which you not only consent to, but 
which you also applaud-and I see no reason co object-which is that you 
leave here, yourselves equivalent to more or fewer credit points. You come here 
to gain credit points for yourselves. You leave here stamped, "credit points." 

INTERVENTION: Moral-it would be better ro leave here stamped "Lacan." 

I am not stamping anyone. Why do you presume that I want to stamp you? 
What rot! 
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INTERVENTION: No, you won't stamp us, rest assured. if/hat I mean is that the 
people hete are stamped with the fact that, wanting to maintain the discourse that 
you maintain for them, they are unable to maintain it in a way that is compatible 
with their presence here. Some pe&ple want to speak in the name of an agitation 
that you desc.,ribe as vain. There are others who go "Tiddl.y tiddly bom born" in their 
corner, and that is what forms public opinion. No one says this, pretending that it's 
for you to say it. W'hat I would like is that you have the desire to keep quiet. 

Ah, they're wonderful! They think that I would say it much better than they. 
As for me, I am going back home-that's what they reproach me for. 

233 INTERVENTION: Oh, Lacan, don't make fun of people, okay? 

You contribute a discourse which makes such demands thar .... 

INTERVENTION: W'hat I pmpose is that people not be made fim of when they 
ask a question, that you don't speak in a high voice as you've already done three 
rimes now. Thu give a reply, and that's it. Nm1J, what was the question you asked? 
And then ihere is something dse, since there are people here who think ihat psy­
choanalysis ts all about problems of arse, all we have lO do is have a love-in. Are 
there any people here who would like to tran~form this into a wild love-in? 

[He takes off his shirt. l 

Listen, my friend, I've seen this before. I was at the Open Theatre last night, 
there was a bloke who did that, but he had more cheek than you do, he took 
everything off. Away you g<l, coine on. Shit! 

INTERVENTION: Thu shouldn't poke fan at him all the same. W7iy does Lacan 
confr.'ne himself to such a limited criticism of the comrade's practice~ To s~y of the 
cumrade that he cannot urulres:s, while you bang un the table, is perhaps very 
fanny, but it's also very simplistic. 

But I am simplistic! 

INTERVENTION: And that makes them laugh, which is interesting. 

But I don't see why they should stop laughing all of a sudden. 

INTERVENTION: '1%11, I would real(y like t't if they didn't laugh at that point. 

That's sad. 
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INTERVENTION: Just as it is sad to see people leaving here as if to catch the 
six-o'clock Metro. 

So, where are we? It seems that people cannot speak about psychoanalysis 234 
because they expect me to. Well then, they are right. I will do it much bet-
ter than they would. 

INTERVENTION: Thac's noc quite right, since r.hey feel the need io speak among 
themselves. 

That's been proved. 

INTERVENTION: There are a number of people, the same ones v.:ho are taking 
notes and who are laughing, who, when Lacan takes the audience £n hand, say a 
number of things to one another, wit.houc so much as rising from their seats, for 
this is the order of a certain wpowgy. 'Well then, ii is these people that I would like 
to hear. 

INTERVENTION: Come on, let Lacan speak! 

In the meantime you say nothing. 

INTERVENTION: Lacan with us! 

I am with you. 
Time is gening on. Let me try, nevertheless, to give you some idea of 

what my project is. 
It is a matter of articulating a logic which, no matter how feeble it may 

seem to be- my four link letters that are almost nothing except that you 
have to know the rules according to which they function-is s till strong 
enough to comprise what is the sign of this logical force, namely incom­
pleteness. 

That makes them laugh. Except that it has a very important conse­
quence, especially for the revolutionaries, which is that nothing is every­
thing [rim n 'est toutJ. 

Whatever way you come at things, whatever way you turn them, each of 
these little four-legged schemas has the property of leaving irs own gap. 

At the level of the master's discourse, the gap is precisely that of the 
recuperation of surplus value. 

At the level of the university discourse, it's a different gap. And that's the 235 
one that torments you. Not that the knowledge that you arc given is not 
structured and solid. On the contrary, you have only one thing to do, which 
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is to weave yourselves into it along with those who work, that is with those 
who teach you, under the banner of the means of production and, conse­
quently, of surplus value. 

As to the hysteric's discourse, it is what made the decisive shift possible 
by giving its meaning to what was historically elaborated by Marx. That is, 
that there are historical events that can only be judged in terms of symp­
toms. No one saw where that was heading, not till the day when one had 
the bysteTic's discourse to bring about the shift to something else, which 
wa'i the psychoanalyst's discoun;e. 

At first, the psychoanalyst only had to listen to what the hysteric was say­
ing. "I want a man who mows how to make love." 

Ah, yes, that's where man stops. He stops at the fact that be acrually is 
someone who knows. As tu making love, we'll get back to you oo that later. 
Nothing is everything and you can always make your little jokes, there is 
one that is not funny, and it's casccation. 

3 

INTERVEN110N: While rhis little dass is purrfog aumg peacefully there are 
150 romrades ar Beaux-Arts tvho are being arrested by rJre cops and who have 
been at Beaujo11 since yesterday, because rhey are rzoi giving dasses 011 the object 
a like this Mandan'11 here i11 our presence, and who no one could care less about. 
They went to hold a sponumeous semi,iar at rl1e Ministry of Equipment on the 
slums and on Lite politics of Monsieur Chalandon. So 1 think that r.he smooth run­
ning of rhis magisterial lcccure is a fairly~ tram/a.Lion of the cummr scaie of 

decay in rhe university. 

INTERVENTION: If people don't wane me to speak it's obvi<Jusly because no 
011e knows how loud I can slwui. l.Acan, l would like to tell you a few rhin!(S. 

f l strikes me ihat z1.>e have reached the point where it is obvious chat some form 
of ag£tation is more or less a possibili~y in this audiwrium. It is clear that one can 
utur a few shrill Wt)rds, make a few good jokes, but it is also clear, and perhaps in 

236 an obvious way today, chai we will never manage io make a critique of the uni­
versiry tf we remain within it, in its classes and wt'ihin the rules that it established 
befo1-e we inte1"Ul.!rted in it. 

I think that what rhe comrade has just said concerning the Beaux-Arts stu­
dents who went outside the university to hold a spontaneous class cm the slums and 
on the politics of Chalandon is a very important example. It makes it possible for 
us to find an om/et for our wt1J to change sociery and, among other things, to 

destroy rhe university. And I would like Lacan to give us his poinr of view on chis 
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in a moment. For the uTliversity will tlOt be destroyed by a majority of scudents 
... uho are on the inside, bur £t is m1tch more likely with an alliance over revolution­
ary positioris that we students must make wich the laborers, with the peasants and 
•with die workm. I am well aware that this has no relan(mship wich what Lacan 
u·as saying before, buc . ... 

But nor at au, one does exist. 

INTERVENTION: Pt.>rhaps il does exist, bur it is not obvious. The. relationship 
between the acticms that~ mUSl. have toward~ exurior and Lacan's discourse, 
if that's what. it is, is obviously implicit. A nd it would he good if l.acan now said 
wltar he thinks of the necessity co leaw the univeniry and stopped 1iit-picking ~ 
u;ords, challenging academics crver this or thac quocm:icn from Marx. B~use 
'it>e 're fed up to here with ~ acadmuc Marx. m 've bee11 hearing drivel. on chis in 
chis uniu.,'7)-ity for a year now.~ know it 's shit. Going on about 1Jre academic 
Man serves the bourgoois unit.iemcy. If the umverrity is to be overthrown, ic will 
be from che 01aside, with ochm who a~ on the out.side. 

I.l'iTERVEl'-TION: So why arc you 011 che iriside~ 

ll\1TERVENTJON: 1 am inside, comrade, beca14se I wane people U> leave, I have 
to come in and tell them. 

You see! It's all there, my friend. To get them 10 leave, you enter. 

INTERVENTION: La can, let me fi11i.sh. No, it 's noc all there, because some stu­
dents still think that by listening to M onsieur La can's disanmc dzey will find ele­
ments in it that will enable chem to challengr: his discourse. I claim tliar this is co 
let yourselves get caught in a trap. 

Quite true. 

INTERVENTION: Tf we think that ~Y listening to Lacan 's discourse, or Fou­
cault's, or someon.e else's we will obtain the mea11s to criticize the ideology that 
they are makfr1g us swallow, we 're makinK a big mistake. I claim that we have to 

look outside to find the means to overthrow the university. 

But outside what? Because when you leave here you become aphasic? When 
you leave here you continue to speak, consequently you continue to be 
inside. 

INTERVENTION: I don't know what aphasic is. 

237 
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You don't know what aphasic is? That's extremely revolting. You don' t know 
what an aphasic is? There is a minimum one has to know, nevertheless. 

INTERVENTION: I am not at the university twenty-four hours a day. 

Still, you don't know what an apba.c;ic is? 

INTERVENTION: When some people leave ihe tttu·versicy ii is so a.s w carry out 
thei'r own personal buggerizing around. Others leave w militate outside. That 's 
tohac le®ing the uniuersity means. Nm.:J, Lacan, briefly give its your own point 
of view. 

Create a critical university in sh ort? That is what is happening here? Is that 
it? You don't know what a critical university is either. Nobody has ever spo­
ken to you . 

Okay. I would like to make a small remark.. The configuration of work­
ers-peasants bas nevertheless led to a form of sociecy in which it is precisely 
the university that occupies the driving seat. F or what reigns in what is com­
monly called the Soviet Union of Socialist Republics is the univenny. 

23R !NTERVENTION: Who gives a damnJ ~'re not talking about TfN1.SUmism but 
Marxism-1.Alinism. 

That's enough. You ask me to speak, so I will speak. I am n ot saying things 
that are up in cbc: stratosphen:, I am saying something precise. 

ll\TTERVENTION: You are not saying arrything. 

Haven't I just said how l construe the organization of the USSR? 

INTERVENTION: Absolutely 11ot. 

I didn' t say that knowledge was king? I didn't say that? Did I? 

INTERVENTION: So? 

So, that has o number of consequences. You, my friend, would nm be very 
comfortable there. 

INTERVENTION: WJu have been asked a question concen1ing a certain society 
and you anmer by speaking about another society. W'hat you have to say is why 
you think it it itieviiable. 
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I agree totally. The fact is that there are unsurpassable limits w a certain 
logic, which I have called a weak logic, but still strong enough to leave you 
a bit of incompleteness, whic:b you effl!ctively bear out perfectly. 

INTERVENTION: I wonder why this amphitheater is packed full with 800 peo­
ple. It is true that you are a good clown, famous, and that you have come here r.o 
speak. A ccmrade also spoke for ten mimaes co say that groups were wzabk to get 
themselves out of the rmiwrsil;}i And everyone, recognizing that there is nothing 
w be said, is speaking bur saying nothing. So, if there is nothing to say, nothi~ng to 239 

u11dersumd, nothing to know, nothing f,(} do, wiry are so maPZy peopl.e lure? And 
Lacan, why do you stay? 

JNTERVE}..TTJON: we have srraycd into a bit of a false problem. AR because the 
comrade said tluu he was comi11g to the 1miwn-ity in order to leav.t again with 
other comrades. 

INTERVENTION: People speak aboui a New Socie~. WiU psychoanalysis have 
a ftuicmm in that socwty and what win ic be? 

A society is not something chat can be defined jusr like that. What I am try­

ing co spell out, because psychoanalysis gives me the evidence for it, is what 
dominates it, namely, the practice of language::. Aphasia means that there is 
something that bas broken down in this respect. Just think that there are 
people who happen co have things in their brain and who no longer have any 
idea bow to manage with language. Thac makes chem sumcwhar crippled. 

INTERVEJ\lTION: One could say that Lenin almost became aphasic. 

lf you had a bit of patience, and if you really wanred our impromptus ro 
continue, I would tell you chat, always, rhe revolutionary aspiration has only 
a single possible outcomt!--of ending up as che master's discourse. This is 
what experience has proved. 

What you aspire to as revolutionaries is a master. You will get one. 

INTERVEN TION: Wfi'w already goi one, we have Pompidou. 

Du you bdit:ve 1.hal you have got a master in Pompidou? \Vh:n's all that 
about? 

I, too, would like to ask you somt: questions. For whom, here, does the 
word "liberal" have a meaning? 

INTERVENTION: Pompidou is a liberal, so is lacan. 
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240 I am, like everybody is, liberal only to the extent that I am antiprogressive. 
With the caveat that I am caught up in a movement that deserves to be 
called progressive, since it is progressive to see the psycboanaJytic discourse 
founded) insofar as th~ latter completes the circle thar could perhaps enable 
you ro locate wbat it is exactly that you are rebelling against- which doesn't 
Stop that thing from continuing incredibly well. 

And the firsr to collaborace with this, right here at Vincennes, are you, 
for you fulfi.U the role of helots of this regime.. You don ' t know what rbat 
means either? The regime is purring you on display. It says, "Look at chem 
enjoying!" 

Good-bye for roday. Bye. It's over. 

3 December J 969 



B 
Monsieur Caquot's presentation 

In suggesting that Moses may have been puc to death by bis own people, S. 
Freud appeals to the authority of Ernst Sellin. This biblical scholar, born in 
1867, was one of the most productive representatives of the German 
exegeticaJ school. In 1922, the date of publication of his book lvfose und 
seine B ede.aw1g for dk israditisch-judische Religiongeschich~ [Moses and his 
Meanitzgjor Israelite and Jewish History of Religion], he was Ordinary Profes­
sor of the Old Testament at the University of Berlin. As with many of bis 
contemporaries, one can detect, in his work as a historian and exegete, a 
certain ideology and a methodological option that it is worth discussing if 
we are to understand the explanations be gives of tbe Bible. 

The ideology is that of liberal Protestantism which sees the high point of 
biblical revelation in a form of moral preaching that is summed up in the 
Ten Commandmeots and developed by the prophets of the eighth century 
BC, the proto-lsaiah, H osea, Amos, M.icah. Less skeptical than some of his 
friends, E . Sellin held Moses to be the founder of the religion oflsrael, the 
author of the Ten Commandments and the initiator of che moral preaching 
that the great prophets were merely furtl1eriog. The prophets not only 
adopted Moses' teaching, they also preserved, within their tradition, a 
record of his life. This is why, according to E. Sellin, H osea makes, in a pas­
sage l \\ill refer you to, allusions co M oses' violent death, which the "histor­
ical" literature of the Bible docs not mention {Dcut 34:5-6 mentions 
Moses• death and burial; but it adds thar no one knows the location of his 
tomb, and this somewhat mysterious indication has given birth to the leg­
end of .Moses' ascension co heaven). Sellin thinks that the tradition of 
Moses' violent death was censored by historians from the cir:cle of priests. 

The methodological option consists of not crusting the traditional 
Hebrew text, called "the masorctic." One usually prefers the doyen oftrans­
Jations, the Greek version called the "Septuagint," in which manuscript tes­
timonies are most often earlier than the Hebrew text. But even without the 

209 
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slightest support from the versions of Antiquity (Greek, Syriac, or Latin), 
recourse is readily made to corrections in the received Hebrew text, with the 
aim of giving it a sense that is judged to be more satisfactory. It is supposed 
that over the course of time the received text, or the Hebrew underlying such 
a version, has undergone "corruptions" in the oral or written transmission. 
Exegesis thus understood has sometimes been an exercise in arbitrary virtu­
osity. E. Sellin's work on Hosea offers a number of examples of this. 

le was probably while composing the first edition of his commencary on 
Hosea, also published in 1922 in the series entidcd Kommmrar :::um Alten 
Testament, that Emst Sellin thought be had found allusion.~ to the murder 
of Moses in the prophet's teXL The passages he picks out with the help of 
lus hypothesis will be treated briefly as they were understood before or after 
Sellin and as he mterpretcd them and what argumenrs he used. 

1. H os. 5:2a. The bemisticb appears in an invective by the prophet 
against the prit:sts and against the "house of Israel." It consists of three 
words, not very clear, which would literally translate as "And the massacre, 
the strayed deepened rit] ." The name translated by "srrayed" has been 
underscood best, it would seem, by the Jewish tradition which uses " the 
idolaters .. there. But in t:be first half of the nineteenth century, 
F. W. Umbreic proposed that this word be replaced by the toponymous 
"Shittim," which is the same but for the initial hushing~ aspirate consonant, 
which is different, as is the vocalization of the fuse syllable. This correction 
led to others: by substituting a simple t for the emphatic i in writing !he first 
word, and by delaching the final h, to form the article belonging to the 
roponym, one obtained a sentence judged to be more satisfactory as an 
accusation: "They deepened the pit at Sbittim." 

243 E. Sellin welcomes this conjecture enthusiastically, for the toponym 
"Snittim" presents bim with a refe:rcnce point in the historical literature 
that plays an esRt:ntial role in his reasoning in favor of the assassination of 
Moses. This is the famous passage of Numbers 25 where the straying of the 
Israelites into I.he sanctuary of Baal of Peor, which occurred while they 
were staying at Shittim, is recounted. The Israelites were led into tempta­
tion by the Moabite women. GQd became irritated and sent down a plague. 
The priest Phinehas put an end to it when he transfo:ed an braelite caught 
in adulterous flagraotc delicto with a Moabite woman. A bit further on it is 
said that the man's name was Zimri and the Moabite's was Cozbi. 

Sellin would no doubt not have been led lo wH.h:rslamt the passage in 
Numbers as he did if his interpretation of Hosea had not conveyed to him 
his intuition about the assassination of Moses. What he says concerning the 
episode of Shitrim and Baal of Peor indicates an excessive imagination. He 
reconstitutes an entire scenario in which the Israelite put to death was none 
other than Moses, who as we know had a Moabite wife (Exod. 2: 15- 22), 
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and the violent death of the guide of Israel originally has the value of an 
expiatory sacrifice that brought the plague to an end. Later, the sacerdotal 
tradition supposedly recomposes the episode entirely to the glory of the 
clergy (represented by Phinehas whose zeal is remunerated by the 
" alliance" granted him by God) and effaces the name of Moses. He is, 
according to Sellin, the primitive hero of the srory the authentic record of 
whom the prophetic tradition has maintained; they have substituted the 
name of the insignificant Zimri for his and replaced 1he name of the Mid­
ianice Zipporah by that of Cozbi, constructed on the basis of the root, sig­
nifying "to lie." 

2. H os. 9:9. Again, a prophe1ic indicrment against "Ephraim." As in 5:2 
this name "the house of Israel" alludes to the kingdom of the North, sepa­
rared from Judah in 922 and the constant object of H osea's polemic. 9:8 
concerns a " prophet" for whom Ephraim secs a trap. Sellin supposes that it 
was Moses. The hemistich Sb ending by " he [finds] an adversary in the 
house of bis god" enables Sellin to rediscover the toponym Shinim with 
which the H ebrew name for the advtrsary (masremah) has some resem­
blance. He restitutes, as the primitive tex't, "At Sbinim, in the house of his 
god." At verse 9 one rediscovers words close to those of 5:2, and just as dif-
ficult co undersrand, for the translation would literally be «They have deep- 244 
ened, they have corrupted as in the days of Gibeab." le is likely that the 
word commonly translated as "deepen" bas a modal value and serves to 
indicate chat the corruption "Ephraim" is accused of has been continuous 
and i.-yscematic. The aUusioo co the "days of Gibeah " concerns a memorable 
crime commicted in this place, according to the Book of Judges 19. Sellin 
once again corrects the text to bring it into line with 5:2 as he reads it; by 
changing the vowels of the verb " they have corrupted," he obtains the sub­
stantive "his grave" and translates " ... Shhtim, in the bouse of his god, 
they have deeply dug his pit." 

3. Hos. 12: 13-13: I. The end of chapter 12 (verse 14) is the sole passage 
of Hosea in which "tht.: prophet" undeniably refers co Moses: ult was by t.he 
imermedfary of a prophet thatYHWH brought Israel up from Egypt and it 
was by a prophet that [lsraell was tended fgarde1." The cexc of Hosea 14 can 
be paraphrased as follows, to bring out the value of the pronominal suffixes 
that are often equivocaJ in Hebrew: "Ephraim (= 1srael] irritated [YHWH] 
bitterly, but his blood [= the blood that Ephraim has spilled] will come 
back up~m him [Ephraiml and the Lord will bring the opprobrium that he 
has committed back upon him." 1 Israel is here accused of crimes of blood, 
and her punishment by God is announced without any equivocation. The 

I The Revised English Bible gives "Ephraim gave b itter provocation; he will be 
left to suffer for the blood he has shed; his Lord will punish him for all his blas­
phemy." (Hos. 12: 14). 
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difficulty lies in 13:1, which could be literally translated as "While Ephraim 
was speaking Lthere was] a tremor; it arose in Israel. But he became guilty 
because of Baal, and he is dead." In all probability this is a satire on the 
grandeur and decadence of the tribe which, according to Hosea, most 
directly represents the schismatic royalty, since it is the Ephraimite Jer­
oboam who in 922 brought ab()ut the separation of Israel (in the restricted 
sense, designating the kingdom of the North) from the kingdom of Judah. 

Sellin's conjecture consists of substituting the name "my law" (whose 
consonants would be trt) for the name "tremor" (whose consonants are rtt); 
reading the substantive nasi ("prince") in place of the verb nasa ("to rise"); 
giving the verb "make oneself guilty" the acceptation "expiate" which he 
believes possible because the name of the same root designates an expia­
tory sacrifice; and, finally, displacing the hemistich 12: 15b after the verse 
13:1. This would give (12:1 4) "It was by a prophet [Mosesl thatYH\VH 

245 brought I~racJ up from Egypt and it was by a prophet that [Israelj was 
tended." (12: I Sa) "But Ephraim irritated [YHWH] bjnerly." (13: l) "While 
Ephraim was speaking my law, he was prince in Israel. He fthe prophet] 
expiated because of Baal (the sin of Baal of Peor] and he is dead." (12:15b) 
"But hi~ bluu<l [the blood of the prophet] will come back upon him 
[Ephraimj and the Lord will bring back upon him the opprobrium that he 
has committed.'' Sellin finds here the clearest expression of the meaning he 
wants to give to the alleged murder of the prophet: Moses was put to death 
by his own pc<>ple as an expiatory victim following the collective sin of Baal 
of Pcor. He justifies this strange hypothesis by a declaration by Moses in 
Exod. 32;32 where the h~rn pk:a<l-:; fur a divim: pardon for the people for 
their sin of the Golden Calf, even if it should be he who is to be effaced 
from the book of God. But it is not possible to ignore the Christian roots 
of Sellin's ideas, which in this way found in Moses the prototype of the 
mysterious suffering characters of whom the prophetic literature speaks: 
the "servant of YHWH" of Deutero-lsaiah (see in particular Isa. 
52: l '.3-53:12 and the "transfixing" of Zech. 12: 10). 

Sellin was aware of the fragility of his hypotheses of 1922. In 1928, in an 
article in the Zeitschrzfi fur die a!ttestamentliche Wissenschaft ( 46:261-3) enti­
tled "Hosea und das Martyrium des Mose," he returns to the study of Hos. 
12:14-13:1, proposing some new corrections to the text of 13:1a: "While 
Ephraim was uttering these rebellious words [reading rbt in place of ru], he 
fnamely the prophet, that is, Moses] took (it] upon him~elf and he expi­
ated." It is in the second edition of his commentary on Hosea, published in 
1929, that he shows himself to be the most skeptical with respect to his ini­
tial intuition. He still believes that Hosea contains the record of an expia­
tory death of Moses, but he no longer reads 13:1 as he had interpreted it 
in 1928. In H os. 5:2 he rejects F. W. Umbreit's correction, even mntests the 
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relevance of the alleged reference to Shittim for evoking the affair of Baal 
of Peor, and translates 5:2 as "Deeply have they dug the tomb of the 
strayed." In 9:8- 9 he no longer corrects mastemah as "Shittim," and while 
he does retain his translation of 9:9a, " Deeply have they dug his pit," he no 
longer thinks that the "prophet" that the possessive refers to is Moses. This 
would be a personification of the prophetic function as Sellin conceives it; 
the vehicle of the divine word is destined to be a martyr. 

As K. Budde points out in 1932 ("Goethe zu Moses Tod,'' Zei.tschrift fi~r 246 
d£e aittestamentliclw Wissenschaft 50:300-03), Goethe had imagined the vio-
lent death of Moses a century and a half before E. Sellin. In one of his 
Noterz und Abhandlungen zu besseren Vfirstand11is des west-iistliches Diwans (in 
the Hempel IV edition, p. 320 ff.), he supposes that Joshua and Caleb, tired 
of Moses' indecision over crossing Jordan to get to the prnmised land, 
assassinated the elderly guide in order to take control of Israel. This is a 
more simple conjecture than Scllin's, but no less gratuitous, for che laconic 
information of Deut. 34:5- 6 on Moses' unknown tomb can certainly stir 
one's imaginati<.m, but it juscifies no hypothesis about Moses' death. One 
might wonder whether S. Freud might not Gwe this idea of Moses' viole.nt 
death to a distant recollection of his reading of Goethe and whether he 
might not have wanted to give it a justification judged to be more scholarly 
by evoking the sole auth<.lrity of E. Sellin. 



l 



Bibliography 

Aragon, Louis. Paris Pea.tam. Translated with notes by Simon Watson Taylor. Lon­
don: Jonathan C upe, l 971. 

Barande, Robert. "Applicatiun de la theorie psychanalytiquc a !'institution destinee 
a s'en porter g:irant (cssni sur la crise de la psychanalyse conccmporainc)." Rmdc.~ 
.freudiermes 1- 2 (1969): 151-86. 

Bichat, Marie Frun9ois Xavier. Physiological Researches on Life and Death. Translated 
by F. Gold. 1827. Reprint. New York: Arno Press, 1977. 

Boons, Marie~Clairc . "Le mc:utre du pere chez Freud.n Ilfoconscieni 5 (1968):101-3L 
Castoriadis, Cornelius. "Epilcgomena to a Theory of the Soul Which Has Been Pre­

sented as a Science.'' Pp. 3··45 in Cro5Sroads in rl1e Labyrimh. Translated by Kate 
Soper and Martin H . Ryle. Cambridge, Masi,.: MIT Press, 1984. 

17te Ccmplere Parallel Bible: Cvmami11g the Old alld /\-cw Tesramenn r:ith the A po.;­
rypllal' De11woca11onical Books: New Rl!f...'ised SUPUl.ard Version, Revised E11.eluh 
Bible, New Am.Ticatr R1blt!, Xnc :ferusa/a>r Bible. ~cw York: Oxford Gniversiry 
Press, 1993. 

Diderol, Denis. Ramcau's Ncphcir. In Rameau 's Nephtrv; and, T>'Alemhen's Dream . 
Translated with introductions by LeonardTancock. Harmondo;wurth: Penguin, 
1976. 

Dieguez, Manuel de. Science et ncsa.mce. Paris: Gallimard, 1970. 
Dennet, Jean-Luc. "Cun;u" et bjerarchie dans la societe d 'nnalyse (csquisse d'une 

critique structuralc)." Rr:udes freudiermes l ·2 (1969): 111- 50. 
rregc, Gottlieb. BeKriffschrift. Tn Jean Van Heijenoort, ed., Pregc and Godel: Two rtm­

damerual Texts in M athematical Logic. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University 
Press, 1970. 

Freud, SigrnW1d. ( l 900a) The l11terpretation c1f Dreams. SE 4 and 5. 
- - -. ( 1905e) "Fragment of an Analysis ofa Case of H ysteria." SH 7:1-122. 
- - -. ( L 92 1 c) Group J>sycho!ngy a11d the Analysts of the Ego. SE L 8:65-141. 

·-- -. (1925£) "Preface to Aichhom's Wayward1&urli." SE 19:273-5. 
--- . ( 1937c) " Analysil'Tenrunable and Inrerminablc.'' SH 23:201)-53. 

217 



218 Bibliography 

- --. (1939a) Moses and Monotheism. S.E 23:1-137. 
- --. 'lne Standard Edition of r.he Complete Psychological Wbrks of Sigmund Freud. 24 

volumes. Trans.lated and edited by James Strachey in collaboration with Anna 
Freud, assi$ted by Alix Strachey and Alan Tyson. London: Hogarth Prc:ss, 
1953-1974. 

Gillespie, William. "Concepts of Vaginal Orgasm." lmerna1ional Juurna/ of Psycho­
Ar1ai_vsis 50 (1969):4 95-7. 

Gracian, Baltasar. El Crilicun. Translated by Paul Rycault under the title The Cri1-

ick. London: 168 1. 
H egel, G . W. F. Phenomeiwlogy of Spirit. Translated by A. V. Miller. Oxford: Oxford 

Univc:rsity Press, 1977. 

Jones, Ernest. "Mother-Right and the Sexual Ignorance of Savages." lnternac:Umal 
Jcn.cnral uf Psydio-A11alyris 6 ( 1925):109-30. 

- --. Sigmund Freud: Life and Wbrks. 3 vols. London; Hogarth Press, 1957. 
- -. "The Birth and Death of Moses." blcemarional Journal of PsycM-Analysis 39 

(1958): I -4. 
Kierkegaard, Soren. Repetition. In F<ear and Trembling; Repetilion. Edited and rrans­

lac.ed with introduction and notes by Howard V. Hong and Edna H . Hong. 
Pnnccton, N.j.: Princeton University Pres~ 1983. 

Kmeber, Alfred Louis. "Totem and Taboo in Retrospect." 1939. Pp. 306-9 in The 
Nature of Cu/run:. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1952. 

--. "Totem and Tab<>o: An Ethnolog:ic Psychoanalysis." 1920. Pp. 30 1- 5 in The 
Nature of Culture. Chicago: University of Chicago Pre5b, 1952. 

l..acan, Jacques. Le Scminaire. Livre ITS La rdmWn d'objei, 1956-1957. Text estab­
lislled by Jacquc::s-Alain Miller. Paris: Editions du Seuil, 1994. 

·--. "Pmpusition of 9 October J 967 on the Psychoanalyst of the School.''Tcans­
lated by Russell Grigg. Analysis 6 (1995):1-·13. 

---. IA! ~eminaira. Livre V, Les formalions de l'incmucimzc, 1957-1958. Text estab­
lished by Jacques-AJain Miller. Paris: Editions du Scuil, 1998. 

- - . "R.adiophonie." Pp. 403 -47 in Autres ecriJs. Paris: Editions du Seuil, 200 1. 
--. Ecrils: The First Complete Edition in English. Translated by Bruce Fink in col-

hlboration with Helo:ise Fink and Russell Grigg. New York: W.W. Norton, 2006. 
---. "The Freudian Thing." Pp. 334-63 in Ecrits: The Firsr. Complete Editio11 in 

H11g/ish. New York.: W.W. Norton .• 2006. 
--· .... "Presentati<m on Psychical Causality." Pp. 123-58 in Ecrits: 171e Pim Com­

plete Edition in f..'nglish. New York: W.W. Norton, 2006. 
---. "The Situation of Psychoanalysis and the Training of Psychoanalysts in 

l 9 56." pp. 3 84·-4 l l in Ecn'ts: The first Complete Edition in English. New York: 
W.W. Norton, 2006. 

- --. Le Seminairc. Livre X, l/Angoisse. 1962-1963. Text established by Jacques­
Alain Miller. Paris: Editions du Seuil, 2004. 

- --.Le Stiminaire. Livre XV, L'Acte psychana(ytique, 1967-1968. Unpublished. 
---... Le Seminaire. Livre XVI, D'un Autre a l'autre, 1968-1969. Text established 

by Jacques-Alain Miller. Paris: Editions du Seuil, 2006. 
Laplanche, Jean, and Serge Leclaire. "The Unconscious; A Psychoanalytic Study." 

~Le Fm11:h Studies 48 (1972): 118-75. 



Bibliography 219 

Lemaire, Anika. Jacques Lae<.m. "Thmslotcd by David Macey. Preface by Jacques 
La can. London: Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1977. 

Levi-Strauss, Claude. "The Structural Study uf Myth." Pp. 206-31 in Struccurul 
Anthropology. Translated by Claire Jacobson and Brooke Grundfeit Schoepf. 
New York: Basic Books, I 963. 

---. The Raw and rl1e Cooked. Translated by John Weightman and Doreen 
Wemhtman. NewYork: Octagon Books, 1969. 

Lussier, Andre. "Evaluation des candidats :i la promotion psychanafytique (compte 
rcndu d' un colloque)." Etudes frmuiimncs 1-2 ( 1969):95-109. 

Picron, Henri. The Sensations: Their Fu11crums, Prousses, and Mechanisms. Translated 
by M . H. Pirenne and B. <.:. Abbott. New Haven, Conn.: Yale University Press, 

1952. 
Pofuzer, GC<lrgcs. CriW:,1u of rl~ Fou11do.1ions of Psychdogy: Tr&L Psychology of Psych-0-

analyru. Tnm:.lau:<l b y Maurice Apprcy. Foreword by Amedeo Giorgi. I'ins­
burgh, Penn.: Duquesne University Press, 1994. 

- -. Ecrus. 2 vols. Edited by Jacques Debouzy. Paris: Editions sociales, 1969. 
Rieoeur, Paul. Freud a11d f'hi/osoplry: An E..uay on lmuprerotiun. Translated by Denis 

Savage. New Haven, Conn.: Yale University Prc:ss, 1970. 
--. The Conflict of l111trprcwrio11s: Essays in Hmncneurics. Translated by Don 

Ihde. Evanston, ID.: Northwestern University Press, 1974. 
Sellin, Ernst. Das RiiL~el dts dc11100JesajaniscJ1en Buel/CS. Leipzig, 1908. 
-- -. Muse mu/ sane &dwtung fiir <.he isradirisch-jiidische Religumgeschidue. 

Leipzig: A. Deichert, 1922. 
--. Gesc/richte des i.mulitisch-1iiducht11 UXlus. Leipzig: QoeJJe & Meyer, 1935. 
Stein, Conrad. ' 'Le pere mortel et le pere immonel:" L'btconsdent 5 ( 1968):59-100. 
Tort, M.ichcl. "A propos du concept freudien de 'Represemant' (Rcprascntanz) ." 

Calum pqur /'a1w/yse 5 ( I 966):41-67. 

Wingenscein, Ludwig. 1'ractatu.s l ..ogiw-Philos'1[>liicus. Translated by D. F. Pears and 
B. F. McGuinness. Introduction by Bertrand Russell London: Routledge & 
Kegan Paul, 1974. 





Index 

o,=Ob1cct o 
.-\braham. 117 
.-\cqua1or.mu:, "kl 
: kia,1'11, 125 
Arti..,,,.<1rrr, I :?5 
Acrir<ru, 12'5 
.-\dam, 13? 
1\g~nt. 125, 169 
Akthcu, l b l-62 
;\J~,,bm:, 1112 
.\Jl-.knowmg, 31 32, H J 
AR<Jl.)"S"~, 166, 172 
".'\n3l~Tamm-.bk and Intenmmhlc,• 165 
Anal)'-s1, 38, #>, 52 53, l 09, 152 

disoowi:c of, 21, 33, 35,43, 54, 69, 91. 1(!2, 
U 6-47, 164, 171, 176 

Analrtk experience. I}, 18, 33, 45 
FNudoa, 172 

Anruyuc knowledge, 19 l 
Anwysic n;-.;hniquc, 134 
1\ntii:c.me {char.), 67, 121 
Amuccy, 1-13, 1-17 
Archun~dC1<, I ~~. 17:1 
Ari~sutlc, 2 1, 23. 4~ 
AruntuS tnl>es, 1Z7 28 
:\~1udted, 105-6 
,ftfudiuh, ll:19 
,1,.p.a...'11:, 69 

&al, Uc., MO 
IlaJ23c, H ., l tl9 
HarrCi;, Maurice. 19 
l!ntho,>ry, E., 167. 
Bdng [fou) , 1-52, 151, 15i 
bcin$~ (J1aml, 152 
B<0r03y~, Minna, 68 
R,:ym1d the l'ltMure l'ri11ciplc (Freud), ·1~ , 50 
"Hihlt:, l l ti, 11(1 
lfa:hat, Marie frnni;oi~ Xavier, 18 
Bi\>Rrnphk~ .• }() 
Binn, Maine de. 171 
Boon~, .\laric-Ciairc, 118 19 
Bnllvum, M.., 82 
Bmth«boocl, I M-l '5 
Bullshit, 71-72, 111, 161 

Cul\~n, J .• 177 

22 1 

\.ap1QJ1mt,c:apu:!llm:s,.Jl, I07, 168 
ClUIUUt,Andr•, 133-l~. 117, l)S 
C.:arnot-Claumu principle, llO 
C:aunnadis, Comdius, I 41 
C:llllr.u i<on, 19, ~2. 12·1, I :?5. 123-29, 130, 15-1 
Cavnlkri, R., I 53 
Clumua,36 
C:Ja.q ~1.t~e. 31 
Cun:i.dvuvn•"¥'<, b9 
C.:oosumtt socmy. 8 1 
Cnlin:IH, El, 83 
Cnt1-~~ of Prru:rual R==t., Tk {K3n1), 169 

~72 
T>:uwtn, c-_, 112 
Dnth, 122-2l, 152, fi>-'11 , 172, 180-81 
Death drive, 16, 18, 45 
O<-cnln11rurinn, 34 
l >cmunm111icm, I i 6 
• Ue 005 an1i:cid«n~.· 12 
D escartes, Ren e, 23, 151. 153. I W, 171 
l'X.-Airc, 11. 9'} 

fun.iiun <1f. 19 
of the Other, 38, 61 

D id erot, D crus, 192 
Ol!Tt"rt·1111J1ls, I SS 
''f>rr•"<.tMm of t.he Treaonent and die Prin•-iplo. of 

u,, l'v ... ..,,..~ (T .<>cln), 74 
Discourse, .3, 14 15, 18, 44, Ho, 187 

un.Uyu·~. 2 1, 33, 35, 43, 54, 69, 91, I 02, 
14{>-47, IM, 17'.l, 176 

of c<1nsci.•uSil<.~~. 69 
Frcud1a11, 70 i I, 73, 74- 75,, ill:! .• 9~ 
llrcud'~. on repetition, 15, 16 
hyputhctlcnl , 42 
hystcri.~ of the, '35 
ofb}-;teric6, 21, 23, 33, 34., '16 .• 4'l-44, 67, 7·1, 

9:l, 175- 76 
vfl..acun, 63 
muster\, 20, 21, 29, :ll, 35, 43, 4+, 54, 78- i9, 

87, 92, 102-·3, IOI!, 110, 116, 121, 127, 143, 
1~1~ 1~1~1~1~1~1~1~ 
177 

phdosophic:al, 34 
of 11•y.:borui3lysis, 33, 3 7, 1 I , SS, 151, 152, 151 
"1r~lutt of, 42 
wllic<.'1 and, 152 



222 

Discow~ (comin11•tl) 
of syntheais, 69 
university, '<~. 54, 147 48, 174 
wilhoul SJ>Cl'Ch, 12· 13, 24 

D~e~cd, )2 
"Domirwit," Q 
Dora, H 
Dora (Freud), 94-99 

Ecnu {l.aein), l2, 19 1 
nr;u, 30, 73, I SS 
J;lwud, P .• 57 
Empcdod~, 38 
Energetics, 41!, 90 
linigmll, 'l6-3 7 
F.ottopy, 48, 50-51 
t;pinal, 36 
f!pit:OM, 22, 23, 149 
Eputtmologial drM:, I(){! 7 
Ed~,15} 

r-lid, 155, 1 ss 
8.ul.-'nua11 Ellri<s, 175 
Ey, llMrJ, 40 

l'abnacmn, 1 i 
Falstntt, 134 
17anto.~y, 49, 121 
1:-'atb.-r o( !be h<>rdc:, 112 14 
Fatbu of 1hc l\ople, l }.7 
l•al°l'K."T~dclllll, Iii, I l l\, 119 20, 122, 121 
l'cll.inl, F., 111 
Flhon=:i ~ 156 
P1hct$, 47 
l'bcss, W., I 6b 
"Foundmum of COACtt~ Psychology: 63-64 
"Four lmprompn.s," 11 
l-rau K., 74 
F~, G,56 
F~"Ocb l<.c~uuoo, 18'1 
l'reud, Sigmund, 25, 37, 45, 50, 52, 5ts, 63, 64-, 

o5, M:I, 72, 76, 81. 9 1, 9'1-'19, 100 10 1, 
111 12, 11 7, I IR, 119, 122 2.\, 126, 127, 
128, IJl , l '\2, 133 34, 136-37, 1 1~. 144, 
1'11, 165 

<ln MD~lytic rc:lau0<1$hi111 172 
un death drive, 16, 18 
dJSCOursc 1100111 repcaaou by, I ~. 16. 19 
di11<:uurn of, 70-71, 71, 74-75, 88, 93 
Hd>ntlc humry llnJ. 115 36 
ODJUlfinan«. 72, 77, 120 
m a$tcr $iicnifien produud hy, 130 
PT~ratics liked hy. 13 
on t.hrtt pl'nf=iun~, 166 
otl wittkivms, 57 
ire als'1 IP.'<'iJic workr a11d cnn~f(lll 

Fr'1m a11 Otllar ;,1 rhc Otlt~~. 14, 156 
Function, maRt~r·~, 30 

Golll~u G •llilci, 188 
Gwu~a, C. F., 104, 106 
Georgln, M ., 131 
Gillespie, 71 
(.)aJ, 67, 100, 159 
G<><:thc, J. W., 192- 93 
Gulden Calf, 57, 11 6 
Gulden numbe::, I '!I) 
Got11iu, 150 
Graciia, &ltn.<V', 183 

Index 

Grammatical structure, 59 
Greeks, 1J2 
Gres.'!nUn, 13 3 
C'T1'0flP ~and 1/te A11oly1u f1f rJre El(O 

(Freud), 88 

Half-sa~, 51, 103, 11 0 
Hsppiness, 73 
Hebraii; history, 13 ~36 
Hcgvl, G . F. W., 20, 23, ' I , 79, 89, 107, 141, 145, 

HS. 152, 169-71, l73-74, 1<n 
Heidegger, M ., 18711 
Henziao waves, I fi I 
HOC'3Ct, 711 
HORb, 137 
Hosea, 11$-16. IJ6, 139, 140, 151 
Husacri, E., 56 
H~l1.48 
Hysteria of the dncounc, 35 
H}'Sl'Cria, H-.M, 130, 170 

discounc ar, 21, 23. 33, 34, 36,·41- 14,67, 74, 
93. 175-76 

H;-staic's desire. 120 

I. 62-6~, f>4, 80 
Imperialism, 92 
lnlU1tttld:, 50 
Integrals, 188 
~.dJotm.al uf P.ycho-Anal)'su, 71, n 
~of I>na"'1 (f.ttUd), 45, '!2, 95, 

122-24 
buc, 137 

J3COb, 137 
Jews Christ, U9 
Jocasta (char.), 117 
Jones. F.mut, D I , 138 
~34, 46,~'lt,65,67, 10, 11 , 11 .... ;s, 

SJ. 89. 92. 100. 115, 116, 12J, 126. 160. 
170, 174, 176 77 

al)lciety and, 147 
Oomand,96 
Freud oo, 72, 77, 120 
knowledge and, 18- 19, 1'5-\ 6 
male, 71 
master'• diK'l.•une and , 124 
muter Sgnilier a.od, 130 
of moth:r, ll3. 117 
ofOchtt, M , SI 
prohibitiun of, 137 
n:petitioo and, 4'!, 'I ll, 'SO 
signifier 3S app<.U".lt U S uf, 49 
slave's (IOkiriun and, 22 
~IX>liatim of, 81 
surplus, 19-20, ~ ~. fifl .• t!O, 'l8, 107· 8, 147, 

151, 175, 171! 
of wom<-n, I 54 

Julwtt~ (S•de) 66 

Kant, I., 16, 182 
"Kant with Siitlc" (Lac1m), 14 
Kaufmann, Pi~rre, 166 
Ki<.:rkegaard, Soren, 46, 144- 4 5 
Knowledge, I J-1'1, I ~. 47-48, Cl l , 92, 135, 119, 

159-M, l llb 
absolute, 1'5-16 
ambiguity of, 14 
anceltr.il, 18 



Index 223 

armvlaced aspect of, 21- 22 
cenmility of, .'!0-31 
of everythlng, 31 
Uq,'t'I on, 171 
~ndpuWanc.. 18-19, 3>-36 
k;rlow-how, 2 1-22, 153 
llll1-~1tt's, 22, 23, 32, 31, 90, 148 
mythical, 153 
sima1cd on ba.\is of life, 18 
sllivt'a, 22, 23, 24, 32, 34, 80, 149 
lOU\IJ~'-, 33 
Ctlllb and, ~ti, 109, 130, 184-85 
umu-y rrai1 1nd, 46 
uncl.'f14inty of knowing of, 30, 33, 3 '1, ~I> 
unconwcioU! and, 70 

Roic~,AI~ 143, lb9 
J(rocbcr, Alfred Le~ 11 I 

Laius (d!ar.), 120 
I .i M1>tt1U. 181. 189 
l.aJ!l!UiJl:C, 1). 155. 178, 187 
~ oonduion ofl.Ulcamcinus, 4 1 
.rngins of. 15 5 

lapl.nch.c, Jean, I 66 
ursus, 22 
l..:utnt conrenr, llJ 
l ..alho~. l b2, IX7 
uibni>, 158, 1as 
u.'.det~, 168 
L'Enwnd.l.>.h4~(llab=), 189, 192 
1.n r..,,,,. ,,.""1t:ntu, 181, 1s9 
1.:"';.smni.s, Cbudc, 110, 111, 120 
ulOOo, 98 
Lift, Bidw'< Jo.iimticn of, 18 
l:l~r. l 3'i, 147 
"1.'lnronscico1, rtudc ~liqut,~ 39-40, C.2 
Log2ni:mn., 188 
Losfcld, T!nc, 169 
Los,, 93 
Luther, !\>\ L., 177 

M, 30, 1 1 
Manifet;i content, 11:3 
i\far'<. Ka.rt, 20, 22, 'I I , 37 .• 44, 71, 79, 80-81, 82, 

'>2, 107, 174. 177, 189 
Mastettp.ycllblo/(ie (Frnid), 50 
."-l assis, H enri, 127 
.\.lasitr, 21, 22, 24, 30, 38, J07, 143, 153, 170 

dJJ'couru nr, 20, 21, 29, 3 1, 35.1'.l, 44. '14, 
78-79, 87, 92, 10 2-J, I08, I 10, I lo, l l'l, 
127, 143, 1 4~. 1'12, 154, 160, 164, 168, 173, 
174, 176, 177 

sla\i.:'s rclatiuruhip with, 175 
truth of, 51 
"'''man und, l 29 

Ma~iecs J<nd John>\ln, 7 J 
Master signifi~r, 32, 89, 92 -93, 129, 130, 174, 

Jf\3, 1811 .• 191, 192 
.\fastcr's infuruntian, 1 59 
mnrJ1cmntit.:ti, I 55, 158 
:vtuxwell , 81 
May~r, l:\O 
Mthrltm, 50, 157 
Men. 

a. creation of di'>l'.oursc, 5 5 
wo1ne11'~ rel3tlo~ with, 33-34, 154 M.,,., (l'l.:1to), 22 

M1:t:ilanguagc, 61, 190 

Meyer, Eoouard, 133 
Middle Ages, 61 
M tdrash, 134 
MMCll, I l b, 117, IJ l , 133, !37, 1311 
M osa and Mmwihmm {Fttud), I J I, 11 5 
M om u11d Jeilte Berku11mg fiir di;; imuEriscJ1-jiidisclu 

Relipmsgw:iticlru (Sdtin), 11 5, 137 
Muther'• "~'' 112 
Myth, 91, 109-11, 113, 121-22, 125, 190 

sed als11 Otdlpus 

N~rur.d principle, 160 
Nazi •8Cf!L~, 127 
Nl'urods, 25 
N<'fll /nnudiH.rory f..ttr117n on Aye}wtmaJy1u 

rFr.::ud), 100 
)';cwion, I., liO 
N-adtMn ElJUc:s (Aristodl'), 175 
Noospbtte, lbl 
"'Not·•,rho1x.• 'i8 

Ohi~,, "• 18, 20, 29, 35, 39, 12, u , 4!1, 54, 94.. 
99, 104, 101, 1011., no, 147, 148, 15-t, 
156-~8. 167, 169,17576, 178 

Olxw:b, 160 
0<.kham, 62, 145 
<Xdipus (dw-.). 11'>-37, 92, IOI, l JO, I 12, 

111-1'1, 117, 120 21.123 
<k.tqius. c:uniplex, 36, 74, 99, 112, l ll, 117, ! JS, 

IJ7, 153 
One, 154 
Orgas.nu., V11"'1aJ, 7 I 
Otf.er, 13, 33, 66, 93, 121 , 119 

ronfronwion ol, 14H6 
<irfirc or, l'!, 61 
JC"A.'SOJfCt of, J 4, 51 

Otha, the. u 
Other \lgllifit<, 3' 
Ou.ria. 411, I 6? 

l>urapmm, SS 
/Uris l'ltastDtt, ~;; 
PQl't)U~IO, 162 
Pu~o..wl, R., JOO, 1061 182 
l'enis, 72 
l't.111mnJ, 99 
PIU1lhc t"l<cltAioo, 76 
J>hall1n, 73 74, 11 2 
PflUIOtllt'flO/ogy of Spiril. 77ae {Hfgcl), 1S-J6, I 43, 

109-11, 1n. 182-l1J. 1-n 
PhtlllROphy, :!O, 21 1 22, 24, 31, l-l6, l ~S.-49, 

15) 
/'lt1111J, 76 
Plato, 2 1, 22 
Plea~urc prindple, 18, 46, 77 
Politics (Ari~totle}, 2 1 
Politz.er, Ueorges, 63-64 
Prague Circle, 02 
l'rcsocrolk~, ; 11 
Prince, 40 
Prim:ipia Matl111naiict1 (Russell), 63 
Prudu<.:tion, 169 
Prule1aria11, 32, 148, 119 
1'1ycho1U1alysis, 17-1 R, 2..1, W, 32, 43, 45, 46-17, 

,2, 7J, 71'1, 112, 117, 92, 103, 110, 112, 127, 
116. 151-54, 178, 18:?. 185-86 

dk.:outM: of, 33, 37, 4 1, 88, l51, 152 
C'ui.''~"<~, 'H 



22 4 Index 

Quin<,W.,60 

Ramuu's N.plm;.1 (l.>idcrot), 192 
Rtalit!it, 165-66 
Rcpctitlnn , I 5, 16, 19, 45-46. 48, 50 . 77_, 15-0 
R~pr11>1rnt.1UU, I H 
Repn:scnumon, 30 
~olution, 87 
Rlc-.irdu, 112 
RJCoe11r, r1ul , J 7 
Rl\:lntnn, 104 
Rome. 190 
Ru.ndl, B .• 61 

S, 29, 34, 39, 5'i, 69, 87, 94, 99, 103, 104, 107, 
IOll, I 13, I 10, MR, 11> 7, 169, 175, 188 

S I, IJ, IS, 21, 23, 20, 30, 39, 51, 54, 69, 80, 87, 
89, 9J, 94, 99, 104, 107, 108, 113, 130, 167, 
toe>, 170, 17S, 176, 11!3, 188 

S:?, 13, 2 1, 23, 2'1, 30, 31, 33, 35 36, 39, 51, 54, 
69, 87, 89, 93, 94, 99, 1().4, 101. 108., 130, 
lM, 170, 174, 175, 188 

Sadr, M. , 66 68 
Samt-Foud (char.), 66 
Satint.011, Ml, 82 
Saus)"u.re, I:' de, 132 
Scbnna Z, 14 
Scluller. I 92 
Scentt. 104 6. 149, 151, 153, 160 61, 162 

buth of. 23 
Sqttptinn, I 11-1'1 
Sdbu6.vussta11, 35, 89 
Sellin, lirmt, 115, 131, 133--34, 136, 137, 138-39, 

1~3 
Sen.aqqn, 47 
Sense.5~57 
.IOUV .. I 'ltl-'19 
Sex, 75, 152, 153 54 
Sexual relauons, 33 
Stumm, llR 
81117', 1111 
Siiuillier, 13, IS, 19, 2 1, 29, 35, 45, 46, 47 48, 56, 

89,92, 128, 177, 180 
u •Pl'-lflll~ or r1uraua, 40 
m i ner, x~ M11'Ster rignitia 
111'rcn, 152-53 
od~.31 
0 1•1.-r \n fl',-J•Un: tf\)V~ of, J 45 

Suptic:s,3 1 
Slovc,2\- 221 29, .:><>,J I, SI , 79, 89, 107, 14.3, 

14R, 149, 170 
m11n ..r'• rdatiunship with, 175 

Snuth, A., 82 
S<111g <f Song:t, The, 140 
S<iphoclcs. 11 ' · I I 4 
Sorl{U(, 127 
Speech, disco urse without, I 2-· J 3 
Spern:atozoon, 127 
Sphinx,, I 17,, I 21)-2 J 
Stein, C11nrad, 11 ti, 122 
Stoics, 60, 61, 175 
Swry of Half a Cllickm, The, 55 
Strua aral Ar11hrrtf't1lt1gy (Uvi-Strauss), 110 
"Struceun: ,,r Myths. The," 11 0 
SttuiWtl !lb!!' 1-f.ymri~ (Freud ),, 95 
Subject, 13, 92 

discour1c and, 152 

S11r~rcg.:i, 13, I 00 
Surplus enjoyment, 100 
Surpluspuwa 11u, 19-20, '3, 66, 80, 911, 107- R, 

147, 1'51, 17'i , 17 R 
SurplU$ pleasure, 154 
Surplus •itlue, 20, 44, 81, 147, 178 
•sycban3JllOSC,~ 56 
Synth,-s;,, 69 

Tablets of tbt ~ ..... 117 
T;l!mud, 13CI 
-fautology, 59, 60 
"Theori:i,• 21 
Togo, 91 
~ and TaboD (Freud), 111, 113 , 115, I :n 
Tr.ldatm l.oric..-1"ri/m(r~ l'iO 
T r.msgresaion, 1 Q 20, 23, 50 
T~lll (Freud). s« llClir'fWWMn Pf Dramu 

(F~ud) 
''Tricbt 15 16 
Trimlllcluo (chsL), 82 
Truth,)2, 55,61~2,9), 12 1, 1'4, 169, 113, 174 

analytic rdaoomhip and, 172 
bullslut :is, 1 1 I 
God and, 159 
~i~ m d, 36, 109, 130, 184 85 
in labor , 18J 
love of, '12 
of master, 51, 177 
slave's, J 75 
mWl a. 175 

Vrrtt:tll, 50 
Unary tni.t., 46, IR. '10. 77. l~'l'l, 177 
Unwi»Q11~ 30, 40, '11, 4~ -46, 70, 77, 9 1, !n, 

114 
"Uncnnsciou.•, ~; A Pn'\:hNnalyuc Study," 

"}Q~,62 

UHgf4i.bm, 63 
UniVH' .• u y diocowse, tl, S 11 14 7-48, 17-t 
Uroorlrimxr, 90 
Uttcnnc:cs, 13 

Vatd, 11'.2 
~. l t!7 
vm :eim1J1$, 144 

W.tv<.':1, l'i9 
H ertzian, 16 1 

IJ.Wlth u.f Nutivn> (Swllh), 82 
Wirklicflkeit, 165-66 
Wittgcn~tcin, Ludv..lir, 59-~"\ 
Witticisms, 57 58 
Women: 

and cycle o f discour~eR, S' 
desires of, I 29 
as hyst~ri~, 3 3 
jo11iss<11ice of, 154 
men's relations with, 33-34, 154 

Word. ·10-n 
Work, 167- 68, 169 

Y-ah"'"Ch• 13 6, 139, 153 
Yin nod Yang, 111 

7.rvolf Pmphtte", nic, 1 I ') 



- - ------ - --·· 


	Copyright Page
	Contents
	Translator's Note
	Production of the four discourses
	The master and the hysteric
	Knowledge, a means of jouissance
	Untitled
	Untitled
	Untitled
	Untitled
	Untitled
	Untitled
	Untitled
	Untitled
	Untitled
	Untitled
	Appendix A - Analyticon
	Appendix B - Monsieur Caquot's presentation
	Bibliography
	Index



