PRE-TEXT 4
A DVENTS

OF THE REAL

Diego Mautino,
«Anxiety is, after all, the symptom-type of all advent of the real.»1
In the epigraph above, “all” is to be understood in the sense of “each” advent of the real, advents
then, in the plural. The real, therefore, is not universal, is not one, each one of its elements is
identical to itself, but without the possibility of expressing them as “all”– there are only sets to be
determined in each case. This expression raises various issues and I commence with two: which
are those advents of the real in today’s discourses? And, with what symptoms do subjects
respond? One of the first definitions of the real written by Lacan in 1954 is: “what subsists outside
symbolisation”,2 that is to say, outside language. What is it that subsists outside language?
Following an indication from Colette Soler3 we could say it is matter, in its two manifestations: the
inanimate and the living, each one constituting the object of two great sciences, physics and
biology.
There is not the least hope of reaching the real by representation – since it remains outside the
symbolic and the imaginary-, eppur [and yet it moves (Galileo)]…there are ways to gain access to
it. Which are the access lines? Freud gives testimony of one: confronted by the discovery of the
first jouissance outside language, trauma, he passes the event to the signifier and that constitutes
a first element of the Ucs-language to which others are added, and this is a condition for the
invention of the unconscious. Colette Soler indicates that the use of the word advent to refer to
the access to the real by means of the trauma is debatable and she would rather say that the
event of a real does not constitute an advent until the signifier is added to it. Then the advent
itself would be the Freudian invention of the Ucs and the advent of psychoanalysis as a new
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discourse.4 The first example that proves “the efficacy of the subject”,5 that is not only the effect
of language or discourse – negativities the structure – but also the fertility of invention, of the
One-saying.
Lacan uses the expression “advents of the real”6 in relation to the effects of science; he writes that
it is necessary to take the real into account because “the facts of the unconscious”7 become
located in the body and indicate that “the analyst lodges another knowledge, in another place”,8
while the facts of science take the matter as “knowledge in the real […] and it is the scientist who
has to lodge it there”.9 What real is he talking about? He says it right away: “Namely, that which is
the mainspring of our experience of knowledge: There is knowledge in the real, although it is not
the analyst but the scientist, who lodges it there. The analyst lodges another knowledge, in
another place, one that has to take into account the knowledge in the real.”10 The indication that
it is the scientist who has to lodge it, evokes the place… and the place refers to the four places in
which the discourses are constituted by the permutation of the four terms implicated by the
structure of language. The affirmation: “There is knowledge in the real”, makes it necessary to
interrogate that knowledge: what is it that characterises it? It is necessary to say something more,
and he continues: “the analyst lodges another knowledge” – not the same then. Lacan talks
frequently about the knowledge of science, as a knowledge that rests entirely on the One. “The
one and the number, with the idea that the formulas of science are inscribed in the real […] from
which it can be deduced that by means of mathematical formulas, techniques may be constructed,
which enable the control of the physical real. At any rate, the knowledge of science is a knowledge
that forecloses the subject.”11
Number, the most real of language?
Lacan talks about advents of the real – in Television and in “The Third” – starting from
considerations of the effects of science: on one side the moon landing and on the other, the
production of new forms of surplus jouissance. With respect to the first, the real that subsists
outside symbolisation, matter reveals itself attached to number, as if nature was written in
mathematical language. He says: “This is expressed through the fact that scientific discourse was
able to bring about the moon landing, where thought becomes witness to an irruption of the real.
[…] political discourse – this is to be noted – once it enters the picture, you have the advent of the
real, that is, the moon landing […].12 This entails effects of jouissance for the power of domination
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and expansion, and introduces considerations about jouissance, which remains “one”; it doesn't
form a couple. Lacan returns to this One introducing the letter – identical to itself – necessary
because “only from there we have access to the real”.13 With respect to the use of the term
advent for the access to the real through the coalescence of number and matter, maybe we could
apply to science what we said for psychoanalysis, that is, to consider it an “advent of the real”, and
it will be necessary to also add the coalescence of number and the enjoying substance [substancia
gozante]. Then, the advent itself would be: the coalescence number-matter plus the coalescence
of the number and the enjoying substance.
The symptom and the real
From this division between two reals, from the perspective of two different forms of access, and
considering that science is not without effects in the field of jouissance, our International
Rendezvous will allow us to open questions such us: with what symptoms do the subjects
respond? The knowledge of science is in the service of power – political and economic – and,
although far from achieving its goal, it finances the production of new forms of surplus jouissance.
Lacan makes the diagnosis that it is far from achieving its goal, for the impossible suture of the
speaking-body, which places itself crosswise14 to the program of “the apathy of the universal
good”15 of science – at the same time makes room for the analytic discourse. Science makes us
dream and Lacan evokes science fiction in order to show its other side, meaning that when the
biologists themselves are taken by anxiety when confronted by an achievement like that of
producing bacteria so strong that they could “sweep away all sexed experience, sweep away the
parlêtre.”16 Paradoxically, biology would achieve its goal on the condition of destroying life itself.
The scientific advances in times of war give evidence of a problematic route for human fecundity
that, when faced with such atrocities, does not give any assurance that science is synonymous
with progress. With respect to impossibility – in the face of the power of a certain real, to be
specified in each case – Lacan predicts the failure of science, while, he advances by considering the
achievements and failures of psychoanalysis, emerging as the symptom, which means as a
resource to treat what is not working in the life of… each one.
“The anxiety, symptom” in the epigraph could then be understood as the sign of the “advent of
the real”. The moon landing, the missiles or the gadgets, find the limit of what can be calculated
when it is a matter of sex; there is no equation for the couple, “[…] in the field of desire […] there
is no object with more value than any other”,17 nor of the opaque jouissance proper to the
symptom of each one. The symptom of jouissance – for a parlêtre that is already in language –
comes from the real,18 in a double sense: 1) from the real of the non-relation caused by taking
speech over the body and 2) from the real of the Ones of opaque jouissance of the symptom,
which supply it.
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The One and the field of bipartition
The advent of the real with respect to the symptom defined as “the way in which each one enjoys
its unconscious”19 – is a One of jouissance or a One enjoyed [Uno gozado], not any one, which
sense doesn't count. From a first advent of the real Freud launched psychoanalysis, in itself an
advent, a new knowing-how-to-do with the irruption of jouissance. What does psychoanalysis do
when confronted by the real of the symptom? It appeals to sense, that means to the signifier; but
each signifier, besides having sense, is also a one of pure difference, cipher 1 [cifra 1], outside
sense. The two dimensions: sense and the cipher, are present in each signifier, linked and
heterogeneous. Then, when we talk about the enjoyed signifier [significante gozado] through this
coalescence, which jouissance are we talking about? Two jouissances are linked: that of sense –
because words have a sense – and that of the One, of the cipher that each signifier is, which Lacan
calls phallic jouissance. Each signifier doesn't have the same sense, but they have the same real as
a one of pure difference. Then the enjoyed signifier implies a double jouissance, a bipartition of
jouissance between enjoyed sense and jouissance of the cipher that supports the signifiers,
outside sense, real. Lacan locates the two distinct jouissances in the flattening of the Borromean
knot, but they are linked in each signifier, because each one carries, at the same, time jouis-sense
and the jouissance of the One outside sense. From this perspective, the jouissance of the phallic
One is the vehicle of the jouissance of sense.
The advent would suppose then the conjunction of a real outside the symbolic with language and
its Ones. For psychoanalysis, the real outside the symbolic that concerns it, is the part of life
affected by the jouissance of the living being as sexed. At the level of the species spoken of as
superior, the enjoyed substance is bipartite, distributed according to the sex ratio, which is a
datum of life linked to reproduction by way of sex and leads to the impossibility of establishing the
relation of “them two”;20 when the One is articulated there are not two. “There is something of
the One ” [“Hay del Uno”] insists Lacan and thus, besides evoking the “there is no” of the sexual
relation, he notes that the question of existence turns around the One. Colette Soler21 indicated
the One-saying [Un-decir] as the One “superior to the subject”, that constitutes each subject as a
set, each one unique in its genre. One-saying of the One that, only in an analysis, has the chance to
demonstrate that “there is no” jouissance of the two. What could be expected from an analysis?
The satisfaction that marks the end with a change of taste? A singular satisfaction, a change of
weight on the scale of satisfactions between the truth and the real? Doesn’t the perspective of an
advent of the real from an analysis, introduce the necessity of the procedure of the Pass and the
School that, by this means, brings together what Lacan calls “scattered, ill-assorted individuals”?
Rome, 08 September, 2017.
Translated by Ofelia Brozky
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