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Division in Seminar 10
 

The becoming of the subject through the signifier in the Other.

The three terms : jouissance, anxiety and desire.

 

 

	Chapter
and page.
	Category.
	Division
	Main content
	Key words

	2/1
	Schema on Blackboard
	A  S
$   A
a  
	 
	 

	2/6
	Text
	 
	Unary trait, simplest signifier, brought into the real as initium. The presence of the Other.
	 

	2/10
	Text and Schema on Blackboard
	 A   S
  $   A
  a  
       
           my side     SHAPE  \* MERGEFORMAT 


            Other’s
side
	Pseudo infinity of desire represented by theory of signifier as limited by whole numbers. The repetitive One as described in Seminar 9. In neurotic, perverse and also psychotic, the succession of signifying elements does not exhaust the function of the Other. Subject S still not existing  situates itself, as shown in columns of division to be determined.
On objective side there is the Other, (a) as residue, and the desiring subject marked by unary trait of signifier in the Other. On my side is the unconscious, the Other in so far as not reached. 
Subject inscribed as quotient in other, marked by unary trait in Other. Cuts the Other into slices. Irrational that does not divide any more is otherness of Other = (a).
	Before:
 
Because of unconscious  Hegel’s fight is not to death and desire is finite, because it can appear in just numberable forms.
Following is about love, desiring without knowing it as extreme love.

	5/3
	Text
	 
	3 reference points for dominance of Other .   1 Jouissance, 2. Demand, 3.Desire.
	 

	9/1
	Text and Schema on Blackboard
	 A   S
  $  A
  a      >
 
	To maintain relationship of petit a to subject. Petit a is constituted as a remainder in the relationship of the subject to the Other. The (still) hypothetical subject S, at the origin of this dialectic, constitutes itself at the locus of the Other as marked by the signifier, and inversely suspending the whole existence of the Other on a guarantee which is lacking, the barred Other:    A
The remainder of his operation is (a), as exemplified in last chapter by female homosexual and Dora, but actually is a structural characteristic of relationship of subject to (a). universal at every level since linked to remainder. 
 
 
	Last chapter dealing with letting fall, and connecting to Freud’s acting out.

	9/3
	Text
	 
	Anxiety as what is common to subject and Other.
 
	 

	9/10
	Text and Schema on Blackboard
	A  S
$   A
a  
	Acting out is veiled (for subject) showing.
It speaks and in same time is invisible in certain register. E.g. pound of flesh in merchant of Venice and Kris’s case of fresh brains. Cries for interpretation.
 
	 

	13/4 -5
 
New text by Miller ch. 12
	Text and Schema on Blackboard
	A  S  X
a   A anxiety
$       desire
	Process of subjectification is at the locus of the Other under the primary species of the signifier. This process is just as important as any other natural Umwelt product. Treasury of signifiers constitutes the deviation, for subject, where to situate himself. First interrogation in A: how many times S ? 
Difference between response and Other is remainder petit a, the irreducible of the subject in his advent to the locus of the Other. 
Relationship of (a) to S completes the operation. A is outside the common denominator of S and (a) . To complete conventionally the division we put (a)/S.
Remainder to be dealt with as lost object both as desire and anxiety. Logically first in anxiety.
Connoting the 3 stages we call the second anxiety and the third desire.
 
	Anxiety signal of real.
Here row 2 and 3 are inversed.
 
Still gives no name to first stage, second before third only logically, not in time.
 
Next paragraph is about Oedipus and his eyes seeing from the ground.

	14/4
New text by Miller ch. 13
	Text and Schema on Blackboard
	S Jouissance
A  Anxiety
     Desire
 
	Real does not exhaust aim of anxiety which also shows by (a)/S in this table of signifying division of subject, how he has to realize himself along this path of the Other. In S the first term was not shown last time. 
 
	 

	14/5
	Text and Schema on Blackboard
	Jouissance would not know the Other without remainder (a) which shows the fantasized, barred subject
Constituting support of desire. $ being also in opposition to (a) as shows polyvalent sign <> that is                                         A    S  Jouissance  both conjunction  and
a    A   Anxiety           disjunction, also greater
$           Desire                and less than any  
 
possible mathematically symbolized subject. Further division can only be shown as a fraction $ = (a)/S. (a) has taken a sort of metaphor function of the subject of jouissance, but that would be correct only insofar as (a) is assimilable to a signifier, but because it is not it can only represent what is lost to signification. This fall constitutes the desiring subject, instead of jouissance there is a precipitation of desire, by anticipation the subject wants to make the jouissance enter the locus of the Other.
 
	 

	14/11
	Text and Schema on Blackboard
	S reemerged from access to Other, is himself the unconscious   A barred Other, makes of   A less of a metaphorical function than the dropping relationship to (a).
 A            S  Jouissance

 

 
 


 

 a            A  Anxiety

 $                          Desire

 
Moralists view: Love is sublimation of desire. But no love without culture. So, being culturally determined  love can not explain conjunction of man and woman, neither difference between jouissance to desire, love not being basic enough. 

 
	 

	18/8
New text by Miller ch. 17
	Separtition
	Division between desire and anxiety occurred at the level of Other (body of mother). Function of desire, phantasy where subject is both united and suspended from this always elided, hidden object a, underpins relation to all later objects
      O  
  Anxiety  
S             O                Here S at level of subject, in the 
a              Anxiety    schema of reflected vase, in the 
mirror of Other on hither side of mirror are found the relationships at level of oral drive. Cut is inside the field of subject, as in Freud’s autoerotism, though fragmented bears imaginary, virtual trace of egg as envelope. 
 
 
 
 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 


Here are my thoughts to this division business:
The division Lacan shows in some other chapters is of the short version like    17| 3                  You divide 17 by 3 the result is 5.
 Now 17 – 3*5 = 2 that is written   
  2| 5  under the 17. 
Here the division should go on with decimal places,     
  $|        but in Lacan’s analogy to signifiers there of course can’t be parts of them, they must be integers and so the operation ends. The number 2 is a residue of the operation and the result of the whole mathematical operation in this example would be 17: 3 = 5 + 2 divided by 3 (two thirds). This 2 of number 17 is also called modul 3, that means the remainder of number 17 when you divide it by the number 3.
 
Let us consider a child that has only 3 signifiers at her disposition, e.g. mother, good and bad. Mother of course has several thousand in her repertoire, and when the child appeals to her, tries to aboard her it divides the feedback of that repertoire into three, every signifier of the Other signifies either good, bad or the (m)Other. This, if the division is without remainder, is in the domain of jouissance (accepted or rejected) as the inscription in the other is perfect, (Lacan: there is a common denominator).
Now, the usual case is when the 2 integers divide with a modulo, that means there is a remainder, and when the child tries to crack this hard not yet understood nut, here, to divide 2 by 3, the result is not of the order of jouissance. What starts with the Unheimlich of the mothers’ not-interpretable vocabulary is anxiety, an affect that has his object still in nascendi because this object is by definition not yet known. How does real anxiety change into imaginary desire when this operation continues ? What forces come into play here in continuation? I am open to solutions and comments. 
 
Two articles relevant to this situation of the S.
 

Szasz : Entropy, organization and the problem of the economy of human relationships.

I.J.P.A. 1958

Jorge Wagenberg: Complexity versus Uncertainty: The Question of Staying Alive.

Biology and Philosophy vol.15 , 2000.

 

The problem with Lacan’s description of the (first mythically supposed) subject S, carving its way from jouissance to desire by the median anxiety, although a strong topological picture, is, that there is little reference to dynamicity. The Kynematics are clear, but where are the forces that impinge on the subject or the Other to follow this division that results in three terms? Surely Lacan postulates a very active subject S, one that goes to the roots of the Other, first dividing him omnivorously (cuts slices off), until a piece remains of him that starts to be his most important part, one that is impossible to divide anymore, but also not to be left aside. This dynamic of the subject, his continuous attack on the Other, cannot just be seen as “some”, indifferent, inter alia preoccupation, or at this very early, formative level as a sort of compulsion. It has the appearance of compulsiveness, but surely the ananke that can be found in later intercourse with the Other, in both general, social and specific psychoanalytic transference situations, is not a possible factor and explanation at this “mythical” stage. In his exposition Lacan posits the signifier as the main mover in this basic situation, the signifier that is in search for a proper division of the Other into bits of jouissance, a search that after some success (it may go on as any division for some time) finds its Master and cause of mental indigestion in petit a, true a mythical object, but one that founds all other less mythical ones. 

 

How can the signifier be so potent ? Is he in a slave reaction to the Master Other and receives from this position the power to fight back action/reaction wise? This proto – subject’s fight against the Other is a pure culturally determined one, at least his object being the Other is a pure production of culture, we don’t hear Lacan talk about instincts or drives when he describes the subject of jouissance making his way to being the subject of desire through all that suffering of anxiety. If he fights, as fight he does, it must be for some reason to achieve something, in this specific signifying way. When s/he cries and calls (M)other it is by affect that things get straightened out, are moved .. or not. But Lacan talks about signifiers, not about affects, that might propel the mythical subject S. into this activity of division. But a signifier generally represents, it can, in Lacanian jargon even represent the subject to another signifier, and that is the way this first row, or term, should be understood: both as a grounding of his conception of signifier representing the subject, and his search for the dynamics of the situation. At the beginning there was the word – at the beginning of the subject stands the signifier – but of course only immediately after the body. The body comes first, both temporarily and logically. No body, no speaker, but we know that for human beings even before speech there is language, and the body is invited to participate in it from the beginning. 

 

The question arises about this alternative the body took. Why should a body bother to speak at all ? A body is constantly losing energy, if it speaks it consumes still more energy (its entropy rises), therefore it should automatically in accord with the second principle of thermodynamics abstain from speaking, unless, of course this investiture in talking is able to procure more energy in a roundabout way. Speech was positively selected for survival, it was a good deal for men, and even women have not had any grounds to complain about it. 

 

The subject of jouissance, S of the first row in Lacan’s schema of division, is thrown into a world of language. Its basic problem is: “How do I increase my independency from the world around, in this specific uncertain surroundings with which I exchange matter, energy and information “? At this early stage of life matter is provided by (m)others, energy is regulated by the autonomous system, and information, in counter distinction to other species, is not realized so much through instincts, but through acquisition of language. 

 

The signifier is the main carrier of information. Information not limited to survival policy, but for independence of uncertainty of the environment, Identity can best be assumed to perpetrate a certain structure, composition, form, size and intelligibility – all these should not go beyond a certain tolerance. In order to preserve these tolerances there is a continuous drive to overcome uncertainty. This drive is also at the basis of the S dividing the A.

 

Enters anxiety !

 

How should we understand the appearance (selection for anxiety) at this stage between S and $ ? Is anxiety a byproduct of the conscious / unconscious division ?  Or is it the cause of it ? Why is it a necessary step for the development of jouissance into desire? 

To answer that, Lacan introduces the petit (a), the proto object, the hard real that is never to be symbolized, divided by the signifier, not to be interpreted even in a very basic way. It is not to be even situated into the net of the signifiers. While other objects - at this stage or later, might draw all sorts of affects, (a) can only provoke anxiety – the only affect that does not lie, i.e. can not substitute an object for another.    
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