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This text is t;anslated ffom d transcript of the “Presentation of the Theme of the Ninth
Cmgressﬂ e 2% 1the WAP del:vgmd ip Spanish at the WAP Congress in Buenos Aires,

2. Jacques-Alain Miller is the founder of the World Association of
Psychoanalysis and an Analyst Member of the New Lacanian School.

L':‘?t:‘r:?t?u wait long to announce the theme of the next Congress. A new

R eﬂf?s has begun with The Symbolic Order in the 21* Century. It

wthe bringin pecifically dedicated to .the aggiornamento, as one says In ltalian,

U '?atlp to date of’our analytic practice, its context, its conditions, its

discontent es in the 21% Century, with the growth of what Freud called the
s, and what Lacan deciphered as the dead-ends, of civilization.

Itis - | .
a question of. leaving behind the 20" Century, leaving it behind us in order
' tured by two historical

prevalent discourses of modernity

1!::“ e
4D e pearance, have begun to destroy the traditional structure of human
lence. The combined domination of these two disCOUrses. each supporting
domination has managed to
have seen this in the course
the symbolic order, whose

heen fractured. The corner-
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stone which is, as Lacan says with extreme precision, the Name-of-the-Father
according to tradition. The Name-of-the-Father according to tradition has been
touched, has been devalued by the combination of the two discourses of science
and of capitalism.

The Name-of-the-Father, this famous key function of Lacan’s first teaching,
one could say now is a function recognised across the entire analytic field, whether
Lacanian or not. The Name-of-the-Father, this key function, Lacan himself
discounted, depreciated in the course of his teaching, ending up making of the
Name-of-the-Father no more than a sinthome, that is, the supplement of a hole.
One could say, before this assembly, making a short cut, that this hole filled by the
Name-of-the-Father symptom is the non-existence of the sexual proportion in the
human species, the species of living beings that speak. And the depreciation of the
Name-of-the-Father in the clinic introduces an unprecedented perspective, which
Lacan expresses by saying: Everyone is mad, i.e. delusional. This is not a witticism,
it translates the extension of the category of madness to all speaking beings who

suffer from the same lack of knowledge concerning sexuality. This aphorism
indicates that which the so-called clinical structures have in common:- neurosis,
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llung. as Freud says. The signifier is connected, is substitGted in a metaphorical
Entstellung, mic mode, and always returns in unexpected, surprising places. By
or a Bmﬁosﬁﬂm real, in this epoch where it was confused with nature, was
. ised by :.9 surprising. One could calmly await its appearance in the
S on the same date. Lacan’s examples to illustrate the return of the
oth gy n—M nm.mBm place indicate this. His examples are the annual return of the
i w:mm spectacle of the skies and the heavenly bodies. This is what served
mmmmmﬂwmm_ *ow example, throughout antiquity, in the Chinese rituals that used
3 :

| | itions of the heavenly bodies, etc.
matical calculations of the posi . ﬂ
Bmﬁomc could say that in this epoch the real as nature had the function of the =

Other of the Other, that is, that it was the very guarantee of the symbolic order.

-— e ct—————
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The rhetorical agitation of the signifier in :.cBm: speech .<<m.m ﬂ.:cw#m%wﬂ ww M
weft of signifiers fixed like the :mm<m:_.< bodies. ZmEB ...E_m s its very gefint m“:a
_ was defined by being ordered, that is, by the conjunction %Esﬂaag
the real. To such an extent that according to §.m 3om~ ancient tradition, a .oc e
oamﬁ, should imitate the natural order. And it is well known, for example,

the family as natural formation served as the model for putting human groupings

o |
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psychosis and perversion. And of course it shakes, undermines. the difference

between neurosis and psychosis, which has until now been the basis of
psychoanalytic diagnosis, an inexhaustible theme of the teachings.

For the next Congress | propose entering further into the consequences of
this perspective, studying the real in the 21 Century. Lacan makes a use of this

word real that is his own, that was not always the same, which we need to clarify.
But | believe there is a way of saying it that has a sort of intuitive evidence for

anyone who lives in the 21* Century, beyond us Lacanians. There is at least a
sort of evidence for those who have been formed in the 20"

for a certain time belong to the 21+

This is the very formula that | pro
Disorder in the Real, in the 21¢

in order and the Name-of-the-Father was the key to the m<3co.:mmﬁ” qmwwmnca
There is no shortage of examples in the history of ideas R0 m%a P
They are so abundant and we have so little time that | will :ﬂ. Mx%mim e
today. These are points to elaborate. They need to be researc _m :Nm &oza 5
history of the idea of nature as order, as ._.mmr moﬂ mx.mBu. M.,m ik
Aristotelian physics was ordered in two invariable a_Bm:m_n:m.mmmxS W
separated from the sublunary world, as one says, m.mn... a.m..:mm i _.mm Sy,
proper place. It is in this way that this physics functions, Uis
IS , a set of well fixed places. S s
ﬁo%mw ﬁﬂm entrance of z_mn God of creation - let us say the Q:mcm.“ Wom.m MHM
order remains valid, in as much as the nature created by God Mﬁmﬁﬁ:m: ST
The divine order persists, even when the mwvm.aza: of the azci rod:y Garland
no longer exists; the divine order which is like a law nB@EM—mﬂw:«wmw One
incarnated in nature. It is on this basis that the concept of ﬂ.m phaher I B
has to view things from the side of Saint ?cnﬁﬂra:_ ”m. to say it in Latin, 3
law which gives place to a sort of imperative. A nolt :m“w could mess with
“don't touch nature”. Because there was the .Bﬂ.muéo: %.Mi: acts of bestiality
nature, that ﬂrmqm were human acts that 2«..2 mum.ﬁ.ﬂ :ﬂc:”&a was posed.
In particular, against which the imperative don't 8””,“ view of the majority here,
And | have to say, even though it is not perhaps the Church fights to protect
that | consider it admirable how even today the o%“.op_d.wancnzo? ality, the
the real, the natural order of the real. in matiers ® nts but they testify to the
family, etc. Of course they are anachronistic eleme | .

: that _nﬁ ik |
duration, the solidity, of this ancient discourse. Yo no..z rokenfree from nature

Century, and who now
Century. There is a great disorder in the real.

pose for the Paris Congress in 2014: A Great
Century.

_ WISH now to communicate to you the first thoughts that this title, whose

formulation | came up with a couple of days ago, has provoked in me. They are
thoughts that | am trying out, intended to launch our conversation in the School
One, which will last for two years, and not of course to settle that discussion.

The first thing that occurred to me in this respect, which | have taken as it
stands, is the following: previously the real was 8—

of the real when there was no disorder in the rea

the real you could say, as Lacan did, that the real a ways returns to the same place.

Only in this epoch, in which the real disguised itself as nature, the real appeared
as the most evident, the most elevated, manifestati

To the return of the real in the same place
signifier, in as much as what characterises

ed nature. Nature was the name
. When nature was the name of
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to mess with the real that it was protecting as nature, But it was not enough to /V
wnprison Galileo 10 halt the wres:stible fic dynamic. Just as t was not "
enough to halt the dynamuc of capitatism by qualifying as turpitudo the thurst for
profit, for gain. it is Sant Thomas who uses the Latin word turpitudo for profit.

Lost cause ? Lacan also sawd that the cause of the Church perhaps announces

3 trumph. And why? Because the real emancipated from nature is so much
worse that it becomes more and mare unbearable. There is something like a
nastalgia for the tost order which, even though it cannot be recuperated, remains
n force as illusion. Before the actual appearance of the discourse of science, the

emergence of a desire to touch the real was apparent under the form of acting
on nature, making 1t obey, mobilising and utilising its power. How? Before

soience, 3 century before the appearance of the scientific discourse, this desire

was manifested in what was called magic. Magic 1s something different from the |

conjuring tncks that we use to entertain chitdren. ‘
Lacan considered it so important that in the last text of his Ecorits, “Science

and Truth™', he inscribes magic as one of the four fundamental conditions of

g%iggiu%g-gggg

something of the famals four discourses. He defines magic as the direct

summons of the signifier that is in nature on the basis of the signifier of

incantation. The magician speaks in order to make nature speak, in order to

gfﬂ&.ﬁié??%éiz&i!i.i 3
5130903@. were persecuted to the extent that magic was a form of witchcraft.
gg:g.z‘lag; .ggg‘gﬂéaﬂmd_uﬂ g.- : {

mw§g~z~2§§~§~§oﬂ§.§

taking up the work of the economust John Maynard Keynes on Newton, indicated
gggggaggzgazﬁgﬁ%

-
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al - whether it was not a sort of magic. He said it
g.gza!oasagnugiszﬁgoég

zigaég.igzrssung;i?
30.:.,;..»3:1;?8:1235%5%,
?ggizaggzg,ggwsggaé
to know, a subject supposed of knowledge in the real. The metaphysics
of the 17" Century describes a God of knowledge who calculates, according to
Leibniz or rather who is mistaken for this catculus, according to Spinoza. In any
gz‘m.nﬁn@?io:‘%@&..gszsi?
reference to this God, veiling the old illusion of God. that permitted the passage
from the finite cosmos to the infinite universe. With the infinite universe of
ical physics, nature disappears: it becomes, with the philosophers of
the 18® Century, solely a moral instance. With the infinite universe nature

contrary, the
veil that needs to be lifted. lfthere 15 2
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this was not his symptom, if this was not the cornerstone that allowed him
o maintan the coherence of tus teaching. The real without law appears
unthunkable. It s a Lmit idea that in the first instance implies that the reat s
without natural law. Everythung. for exampie, that had belonged to the immutable
order of reproduction is in motion, in transformation. Whether at the level of
sexuality or of the constitution of the lnvang human beng with atl the perspectives
that are appeanng now. i the 21* Century, to improve the tiology of the species.
The 21* Century announces tset! as the great century of tsoengineering, which
"-ill?;ni}l?xgﬁl’l‘
e SXPENHNCING CREarty now._ remams the one that Kart Mars gave o hes Communes?
Mandesto of the revolutionary eflects of the descourse of capitalesm on canlzaton |
would ke 10 read some phrases of Mary that assis! 3 reflecton on the reat

The bourgeomss cannot exrsl wthiou! the condion of Corstan
evolAon of the metrumends of grotuctor and Thereby of e
RS OF DrUkacthion 30 weth Ther o woc retatorn, | | Theve o
AN MOSSESN Pt tanoe of #ll SOOB! CONGONE, COSINN LUNCITSEINGY

VR e @ DU e TEItE T e s WP
Qil&génuglail.

-
’ 3
u..a.q. ,v.&o b | .,...,.,” < g

And the Cleares! eaxpression of the bress with tradton ARl thatis solid
varsshes Mo the gur everytheng wacred « protened *

of , when one SUPENMPoses on thes real the function of the subject
sed 10 know, whech ancther vng bewng consents to mcarnate This s the
%n‘gcozsﬂt.lg,:nlafi
ence | would say that the translerentiai etucubrabon consmsts i guing
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Thes SUPPOSES 3 PrEVIOUSs Mterpretation, hat « 1 say. hat the unconscous tsel!
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answer 10 thes question one has to Niraduce 3 term. 3 ward Thas word 5 the real
in the transierence one niroduces the subwect supposed o know M order
aterpret the real On thes bases one COnSIMAes 3 snowtedge not < the real bt
sbout the real Mere we locate the aphorsm  The real has no mesnng”* Net
hawing Mearnng S 3 Critenon of the real. @ a8 Much 35 4 & when one has armved
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afterwards. with the elucubration, the fantasy, the subject supposed to know,
and with psychoanalysis

Until now, under the inspiration of the 20" Century, our clinical cases as we
recount them have been logical constructions, clinics under transference. But
the cause-effect relation is a scientific prejudice supported by the subject
supposed to know. The cause-effect relation is not valid at the level of the real
without law, it is not valid except as a rupture between cause and effect. Lacan
said as a joke that if one understands how an interpretation works, it is not an
analytic interpretation. In psychoanalysis as Lacan invites us to practice it, we
experience the rupture of the cause-effect link, the opacity of the link, and this
s why we speak of the unconscious. | am going to say it in another way:
psychoanalysis takes place at the level of the repressed and of the interpretation
of the repressed thanks to the subject supposed to know.

But in the 21* Century it is a question of psychoanalysis exploring another
dimension, that of the defence against the real without law and without meaning.
Lacan indicates this direction with his notion of the real, as Freud does with his
mythical concept of the drive. The Lacanian unconscious, that of the latest Lacan,
15 at the level of the real, let us say for convenience, below” the Freudian
unconscious. In order to enter into the 21* Century, our clinic will therefore have
to be centred on dismantling the defence, disordering the defence against the
real. The transferential unconscious in an analysis is a defence against the real.
Because in the transferential unconscious there is still an intention, a wanting to
say, a wanting you to tell me something. Whereas the real unconscious is not
intentional, but is rather encountered under the modality of “that’s it”, which you
could say 1s like our "Amen”,

Various questions will be opened up for us at the next Congress: the
redefinition of the desire of the analyst, which is not a pure desire, as Lacan says,
not a pure infinity of metonymy but appears to us as the desire to reach the real,
to reduce the Other to its real, and to liberate it of meaning. | would add that
Lacan tried to represent the real with the Borromean knot. We will ask ourselves
how valid this repremtahon 1S, of what use it is to us now. Lacan made use of

Buenos Aires, 26 April 2012

Transcription: Paula Danziger ; Revision: Leonardo Gorostiza
Translated from the Spanish by Roger Litten
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