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Chapter 1 I'rench Theory and the Outside of Philosophy:
Lacan’s Desiring Machines

Janell Watson

French philosophers remain divided over the status of Gilles Deleuze and Félix Gualtari’s
Anti-Oedipus. [s ita wark of philosophy, or the result of a true philosopher (Deleuze) being led astray
by 2 mad militant (Guattari)? Eric Alliez has argued that “Awi-Oedipus determines. .. the constitutive
relationship of contemporary philosophy to non-philosophy.... The Pensée-68, 1968-thought...
instigates the becoming non-philosopher of the philosopher.™ If Allicz is correct, then contemporary
French philosophy depends on its outside, an enabling outside which Guattari helped Deleuze
discover. The very title Capitalism and Schizophrenia evokes 1wo of French philosophy’s outsides:
political economy and psychiatry. Guattari came [rom these two domains, and was only marginally
involved in philosophy. Deleuze came from the domain of philasophy, and was only marginally
involved in political cconomics and psychiatry. Capitatism and Schizophrenia’s philosophical and
political roots have been more amply explored than its psychiatric foundations.” In this paper, I would
like to facus on this third angle, by tracing Guattari’s intellectual path [rom Lacan to Deleuze.* My
paper begins with Guattari's early carcer in Institulional Psychotherapy (also called Institutional
Analysis), which was simultancous with a training analysis under Lacan. These were the clinical
origins of his theorics of transversality and the desiring machine. In 1969 the appeal of these ideas led
Deleuze 1o invite Guattari to write with him, to the surprise and chagrin of the French philosophy

establishiment.



1. INSTITUTIONAL ANALYSIS

Throughout his adult life, Guattari worked as a professional p‘syclmllwrupisl at the La Borde
clinic. an experimental psychiatric institution located in France's Loire Valley. La Borde was founded
in 1953 by psychiatrist Jean Oury, and was ullicd'wilh the post-world-war-1l French psychiatric
reform movement’ which, as Guattari put it, pioncered “a new attitude, a new militant approach to
mental illness,™ resulting in a “revolution both practical and theoretical.” Guattari’s predecessors in
this reform movement first lcarned about the inner workings of institutions from their experiences in
the Scouts, youth hostels, Communist youth partics, and (as counter-model) Nazi concentration
camps.® Guattari himself was involved in the youth wing of the French Communist Party. the youth
hostel movement, and the student social sccurity movement.” “Institutional analysis™ was a term that
Guattari and his collcagucs in institutional psychotherapy used to identify an analytic framework
looscly shared by institutional psychotherapy. institutional pedagogy, and other emancipatory social
movements.”

The re-politicization of mental healthcare was from the beginning a fundamental aim of the
“Institutional psychotherapy” or “institutional analysis™ practiced at La Borde. Guattari's vicws on
institutional analysis were largely shared by his colleagues. He voiced a concern for psychiatric
workers, comparing the relationship between nurses and doctors to that between workers and bosses
in factorics.” He defined “the school of institutional psychotherapy™ in terms of'its “determination

never to isolate the study of mental illness from its social and institutional context.”"

Institutional
analysis thus implicated all social and political institutions, including left-wing political parties and
workers’ unions. Guattari adopted the broad definition of “institution™ advocated by the movement’s
foundér, Frangois Tosquelles, who observes that all of us, ill or healthy, move among several
institutions, from school to the family to the neighborhood and beyond." Guattari came to see the
psychiatric institution as much more than a space where individual doctors analyze patients. Rather,
and this constitutes the essence of institutional analysis, he and his collcagues believed that the
institution itself should be an object of analysis, as well as a collective analyzing agent comprised of
procedures, infrastructures, and multiple interpersonal encounters.”” As reflected in his writings

throughout the 1960s, Guattari participated actively in this project of eritical analysis, which was



simultancously theoretical, practical, and socio-pelitical. Fle described institutional analysis as “a
virtual enlargement of the institutional practice ol subjeclivity-production™ to include “urban arcas,
schools, hospitals, prisons, ete.™" Even as he insisted that analysis in and of institutions should
include social and political di‘mcnsions, he advised radical political movements 1o pay morc attention
to matters of the psyche, especially desire and subjectivity."” He envisioned a revolution of the
institution within the much broader “framework of a revolutionary transformation of socicty.™"*

A key aspect of the post-war psychiatric militants™ proposed reforms was the reintroduction of
psychoanalysis into the psychiatric sctting.'” Psychiatry and psychoanalysis had long before cvolved
into scparatc domains, to the point that it is too casy today to forget that Lacan was himsclf trained as
a psychiatrist, and that he always called himscl{ a psychiatrist, not a psychoanalyst.'” From its
beginnings, institutional psychotherapy had been Lacanian in orientation. Trecatment at La Borde
included Freudian and Lacanian methods, which at the time were rarely practiced in hospitals.' One
Labordian analyst recalls that “When 1 first arrived at La Borde onc didn’t have the right to speak if
one had not gone over Lacan with a finc tooth comb.™"® As Guattari put it, “we do not think it
impossible to use Freudian techniques inside a hospital.™™ La Borde founder Qury was in analysis
with Lacan from 1955 until 1980, and he convinced Guattari to join him in altending Lacan’s weekly
seminars in Paris. Guattari began a training analysis with Lacan in 1962, and was present in 1964 for
the founding of Lacan’s new school, of which he remained a lifc-long member.

Never having completed a university degree, Guattari received the bulk of his intellectual
formation in this mental health arena. From the outset, institutional psychotherapy attracted French
intellectuals—surrealists, doctors interested in Freud, militant Marxists, writers, and university
professors.”’ Gualtari also read a great deal on his own, including works of Sartre, Mcrleau-Ponty, and
literature.® In the carly 1950s Guattari did attend some philosophy classcs at the Sorbonne, but he
much preferred Lacan’s seminars, to the point that his fellow philosophy students nicknamed him
“Lacan” because of his new-found obscssion with the latler’s ideas.?® At the same time, Lacan was
introducing philosophy into psychoanalysis, as cvidenced, for example, in his use of Plato and Hegel
in his carly seminars, which were attended by the prominent philosopher Jean Hyppolite (the

translator into French of Hegel's Phienomenology).
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However, institutional psychotherapy was perhaps never Freudo-Lacanian in any orthodox
way. Gualtari and his collcagues set themselves the challenge of adapting psychoanalysis to the
psychiatric institution’s twin challenges of psychosis and collective life. While AntiQOedipus made it
clear that Guattari found mainstream psychoanalysis too orientated toward neurosis, during the 1960s
he was perhaps even more {ocused on rethinking Freud’s clinical legacy from the point of view of the
collective nature of carce in the institutional sctting, where numerous patients constantly interact with
various stalf members performing round-the-clock services, including dining and hygiene. The
collective naturc of life at the clinic was made into an object of reflection and critique at La Borde,
where Guattari was originally hircd to create a “club” which brought together patients and staff.!
From that point forward, he was constantly creating, dissolving, and re-creating clubs and committees
whose function was not only to promote social interaction, but also to help guard against institutional
dangers such as the rigidifying of hicrarchics among the personncl and the scgregation of paticnts
from staff or from cach other. As an additional safeguard against institutional sclerosis, Guattari was
also charged with maintaining a “grid™ of rotating dutics that changed at least weekly. The grid
enacted La Bordc’s policy that “required all service personnel work to be integrated with the medical
work, and that, rcciprocally, medical staff be drafted for material tasks such as cleaning, cooking,
dishwashing, maintcnance, cte.”® The constant struggle against hierarchics was both political and
therapeutic.™

Guattari found the collective nature of the institution therapeutically necessary to the
treatment of psychosis. He therefore became increasingly concerned by the tendency of
psychoanalysis to focus on the onc-on-onc therapy session, with the analyst-analysand duo enclosed
together in the private consulting room, barricaded behind the doors of a cozy office. Even though
Lacan had begun his carcer in a psychiatric hospital, in his seminars he promoted analytic techniques
which presumed onc-on-one treatment. Although Guattari’s critical writings prior to the very late
1960s did not directly target Lacan or even the Lacanians, Guattari was one of a number of
institutional psychotherapists who urged Lacan to include a psychiatric intcrnship as part of the
training of analysts at his Ecole Freudicnne.” Guattari was frustrated with the way analysts were

being trained, writing that “the training of therapists is at prescnt conceived of from a strictly



individual perspective, which hardly predisposes them toward a luture of tcam work.” He thought
that both their classical therapeutic methods and their conceptual framework would need to be
modificd, to the point that “A traditionally-trained psychoanalyst would not be able to undertake

ircatment in a hospital ward without radically modifying not only her technique, but also her
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theoretical aims in regard to psychopathological matters.™” He insisted that “access lo neurosis,

psychosis, and perversion requires other routes than this type of dual relation.” He adds that
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Psychosis can show its true face only in a collective life developed around it within appropriate
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institutions.”™" | will return to this point in the following scction.

Guattari found psychoanalysis to be limited not only therapeutically, but also politically. He
observed that his fellow psychoanalysts preferred 1o ignore politics, which they could casily do,
ensconced salely within the confines of their private offices. In contrast, the institutional
psychotherapist must confront on a daily basis political and social issucs brought incvitably into the
institution’s doors by the large staff, the state health-care system, and the psychotic paticnts who
“hallucinate History.”" Politics and the socius arc harder to ignore from within the institution, which
cannot provide the barricaded shelter of the private office. Guattari mocked the de-politicization of
psychoanalysis, and what he saw as the prevailing attitude among private clinicians that *Reality must
remain at the door of the consulting room.”™

To summarize my argument up 1o this point, the practitioners of institutional analysis found a
need to collectivize psychoanalytic treatment. to adapt it for use with psychotics, and to recognize its
social and politic:! stakes. Though he shared these goals with his colleaguces in institutional
psychotherapy, Guattari went the lurthest in developing a sophisticaled theorctical approach to these

problems.

2. SARTRE AND TRANSVERSALITY

As noted above, Guattari and his collecagues expanded the concept of “institution™ beyond the
mental health arena to include schools, rescarch groups, trade unions, political partics, and militant
organizations—to name but a few examples. This extension of unalysis into domains far beyond the

walls of the psychiatric hospital “implicd that the analysis of formations of the unconscious did not



only concern the two protagonists of classical psychoanalysis, but could encompass other, more ample

. 3
social scaments.”

Guattari finds that all institutions arc prone to the problems of rigid
hicrarchization, scgregation, and incrtia. These frustrations led him to seck a solution both therapeutic
and theoretical, which he found in a notion of his own invention. a stratcgy that he called
“transversality.” As Gary Genosko has shown, this term Lakes on many new dimensions and uscs in
Guattari’s subscquent writings, but here Twill Tocus on its carliest formulation, as originally
developed in relation to the classic psychoanalytic notion of transierence.™

With “transversality” Guattari tackled the twin pillars of psychoanalytic treatment,
transference and language.™ sceking an institutional alternative 1o Lacan’s “individual trcatment”™
which works through the **symbolic order” by transcendent routes of interpretation and
transference.™ To interpret is to put symptoms and desires into language. However, as Lacan himself
taught. mere verbalization, especially that offered by the analyst. will not necessarily advance the
trcatment. Transference at its most basic refers Lo the study of the analytical situation, examining the
complexitics ol the interpersonal relation between analyst and analysand. Lacan devoted his 1960-61
seminar to transference, which was also one ol the “fouwr fundamental coneepts™ of the 1963-64
seminar.”’

Guattari asks how transference works in the institutional sctting, then decides that a new
notion is nceded, presenting his conclusions in two 1964 papers, “Transference™ and “Transversality.”
both addressed to his peers in professional psychotherapy.™ These two essays include many
references to other types of collectivity. such as militant political groups. Since Gualtari conceived of
therapy within the institution as implicating multiple collectivitics, both cssays rely heavily on his
notion of the group. For example, in institulional psychotherapy there are groups of patients, nurses,
interns, administrators, doctors, cooks, other carctakers. and visitors. Guattari develops the typology
of groups (scc below) because, in his view, merely collectivizing care does not eliminate the problems
of identificatory transference, individualism, clitism, and the therapists® tendency to retreat from
politics because, unfortunately, the psychiatric institution’s therapeutic collective tends to be
hicrarchized, which causes its own clinical and political problems.™ Guattari therefore urges his

fellow militants in psychiatric reform to join him in the scarch for “new relationships between patients



and caregivers. nurses and doctors: doctors and patients” tamidies, ete.”™ He warns that existing caste-
like hicrarchics within the institution can nurror and even transmit class oppression i society i
large.™

I theorizing colicetive Tormatons, Guatting draws on Freud’s group psychology with its
anthropological 1otems and history ot civilization, and on Sartre’s grand universal history of collective
human existence as laid out in Ins Critique of Dialectical Reason (1960).*" As Guattari would write in
1972, defving the then-fashionable pronouncements about the end of the reign of existentialism,
“Sartre is a man of history and real engagement.™ 10is the dimensions of history and cngagement
that Guattari seeks to insert into— or rather, around and beyond - Lacan’s clegantly simple triangular
model ol analyst-analysand-signiticr. Whereas Lacan taught that onc-on-one analysis consists in the
management of transference, Guattari defined institutional analysis as the management of
transversality within and between groups.

Even for Lacan, transference is not always positive. Taking issue with the psychoanalytic
mainstream, Lacan describes what he considered to be the “crudest™ use of transference in practice,
namely the approach of making “transference into the succession or sum total of positive or negative
feelings the patient has for the analyst.”™ This happens when analysts bring everything back to
themiselves, as person or as cgo. As one recent conunentator suceinetly explains, glossing Lacan. that
this amounts to “collapsing the symbolic transference into the imaginary. Such analysts appeal to the
“healthy part of the cgo™... which Lacan sarcastically refers to as “the part that thinks like us.” They
try to get part of the paticnt’s cgo to model itself on their own cgo, a notion that Lacan critiques
extensively. Analysts engage here in a narcissistic project of seli=duplication.™ Lacan objects to this
sort of analytic dwelling in the imaginary beeause it blocks the analysis by shutting down the
analysand’s production of new significrs. To dwell on feelings or (o engage in identification is to
remain stuck in an imaginary relation. whercas for him it is essential that analysis foster the play of
the significr in the structural relations among subjects and their others.™ This is precisely what he
formulates with his famous L-schema (figure 2, below).™
Guattari too objects to this sort of imaginary transference in the form ol analysts sciting

themscelves up as models for their analysands, but his complaint is primarily socio-political. He



explains that in the private practitioner’s office, analysts holding one-on-one scssions can “take refuge
in their office and hide behind wransference so that the treatment unfolds in isolation, so that nothing
from the outside creeps in.™"” On the other hand, he finds that even as mainstrcam analysts bar politics
from the consulting room by hiding behind transference, this same mechanism produces an opening
through which politics can return. As he says in his own essay on transference,
Regardless of the particular psychoanalytic curriculum, a reference to a pre-determined mode)
of normality remains implicit within its framework. The analyst, of course. does not in
principle expect that this normalization is the product ol a pure and simple identif*cation of
the analysand with the analyst, but it works no less, and cven despite him.... as a process of
identification of the analysand with a human prolile that is compatible with the existing social
order.™
Whercas Lacan saw an improperly managed transference as working through imaginary identification
to stifle the production of new signifiers, Guattari sees in identificatory tunsference a conservative
reproduction of the status quo, given that the analyst, necessarily though olien unwittingly, transmits
the social norms of the existing dominant order.™ It could be said that for Guattari, an analyst-
analysand pair stuck in identification transfer to cach other not so much atfect toward the big other,
but, morc concretely, they transfer behaviors, expectations, and valucs which lead to real social and
political outcomes. The couch thus (re)produces bourgeois individual . ready to take their places as
cogs in the gargantuan machinery of contemporary consumer capitalism.™ Thus conceived the
couch’s reinforcement of the status quo through individualizing identification goes hand in hand with
psychoanalysts’ aristocratic snobbery and their class lovalties toward their self-selecling bourgeois
clients, private psychoanal: sis being in effeet limited to fairly well-off patients who can aftord to pay
for and who have time for multiple sessions per week, henee its mostly neurotic, inevitably docile
-ntioms. !
For Lacan, as well as tor the Guattary of 1964, speech s the key to trans ‘orming a bad
analysis into a good one. First Lacan. While acknowledging that transference certainly does inve’:
-he affects as well as imaginary cticets in the analytic relationship, Lacan insists that the analyst

should always deal with transference in the Symbolic register. He takes as his example Freud's



famous casc study of Dora, who, he says, identifics with her mother's impotent lover (Herr K.) and
with her analyst (Freud), manifesting aggressive feclings toward both men, and without being able
articulate in speech her true lesbian desire for Frau K. Noting Freud’s admitted failures in the Dora
analysis, Lacan warns that if transference is allowed to remain in the imaginary realm, getting stuck in
identification and affect, then the “direction of the treatment” will be impeded.™ Of course, with Dora
and many other hysterics, this type of imaginary transference does involve speech, but it is “empty
speech,” or “the call of emptiness itself, in the ambiguous gap of an attempted seduction of the other
by means in which the subject manifests indulgence, and on which he stakes the monument of his
narcissism.” The analyst must not fall into such scductive traps, and must always resist filling in the
gaps, remaining silent if necessary.™ Lacan suggests that this interpersonal dialectic is implicated in
cvery speech act, even outside the consulting room. “In its essence, the efficacious transference which
we’re considering is quite simply the speech act. Each time a man speaks to another in an authentic
and full manner, there is, in the true sense, transference, symbolic transference—something takes
place which changes the nature of the two beings present.”* The difference between full and cmpty
speech is not so much that one expresses the truth and the other not, for the whole point of analysis is
to pinpoint the latent truth manifested in empty speech. Thercfore for Lacan, “full speech” is not
necessarily speech which utters the truth, but rather “specch which performs.™® The truth of the
interpretation proves to be much less important than its role in advancing (or not advancing) the
analysis, by transforming imaginary transference into Symbolic transfcrence.

In adapting Lacan’s teachings for usc in the institutional setting, Guattari borrows the
distinction between full and empty speech in order to differentiate between two kinds of groups:
subject groups and subjugated groups.™ What follows is a paraphrased summary of Guattari’s theory
of social collectivitics, He suggests that, unfortunately, most institutions are dominated by subjugated
groups, resulling in bad wransferences which cause all sorts of problems. The subjugated group
belongs to Sartre’s “practico-inert,” which is to say that it incarnates the sedimentation of previous
praxis, because such a group is “conccived according to rigid schemas, according to a ritualization of
the quotidian, a regular and terminal hicrarchization of responsibility.™ These rituals and hicrarchies

allow the group’s members to avoid nothingness, to evade the ullimate meaning of their engagements,



and to defend against solitude or anything bearing the mark of the transcendental. To put it in
psychoanalytic terms, onc belongs to the subjugated group in order to hide from desire and death,
cngaging in collective neurotic obsession. The subjugated group cultivales its symptoms with rituals.
Combining Sartre with Lacan by way of the dialectic, Guattari finds that such groups are at once
subjects and objects of their own statements. The group’s non-mcaning, or in other words its dcath,
comes from the outside, since such a group reccives its law from the exterior, and its group fantasics
function as false windows onto the cxterior. Alicnated from other groups, it endures its hicrarchization
as it adjusts itsclf to the other groups. The subjugated group is incapable of articulating its desires.
Alienated from discoursce, it will not risk facing non-meaning, and takes comfort by putting on a show
of rationality, hiding bchind slogans. In Lacanian terms, the subjugated group remains stuck in empty
speech.

In “Transversality,” Guattari describes a typical subjugated group, of the sort which tends to
dominatce psychiatric institutions. This passage is perhaps as interesting for its vocabulary (sce
italicized phrases) as for what it actually says:

As expression of a death drive, the unconscious desire of a group (for instance, that of a

dominant group in a traditional hospital) will probably nor be such as can be stated in speech,

and will instcad produce a whole range of symptoms. Though these symptoms may be

‘articulated like a language’ and describable in a structural context, to the extent that they

tend to obscurc the institution as subject they will never succeed in expressing themselves

otherwise than in incohcrent terms {rom which one will still be left to decipher the object

(totem and taboo) crected at the very point at which the emergence of true speech in the

group becomes an impossibility.”

There is something of Sartre’s practico-incrt in Freud’s “death drive,” as well as in the Lacanian
impossibility of “truc speech,” as the incffable unspeakability of unconscious desire. The subjugated
group constructs a totemic object to block any articulation of its desire, thus circumventing true (or
full) speech. There is nothing more Frcudian than unexpressed desires—which are often repressed
desires—cmerging as symptoms. As unconscious emanations, symptoms could be conccived as

“articulated like a language,” as in Lacan. Gualtari has not yct developed his own language for

10



analyzing social formations, such as “machines™ or the “asscimblage.™ His basic problematic, though,
is alrcady cvident: how to free up blockages that prevent the unleashing of transformative productive
creativity leading to positive social engagement.

The subject group, iﬁ contrast. is brave, efficacious, and sell-directed, boldly taking the {loor
to speak (prend la parole), because it lucidly aceept the finality of dealing with other groups, as well
as its own finitude, dispersal, and death. To continue my paraphrasing of Guattari, this lucidity comes
with a price, however, since opening onto other groups creates vulnerabilitics. Subject groups
therefore offer their members less reassurance, less protection. This is a very Sartrcan vision, recalling
the existentialist account of the heavy responsibility that comes with freedom, as compared to the casy
route of manvaise foi, or sclf-deception. Subject-groups arc produced by “bringing forward the sort of
activities that favor an assumption of collective responsibility and yel are founded on a re-
singularization of the relation to work... and personal existence.™ The subject group therefore
bravely assumes its own nonscnsc, but in so doing, opens up the possibility of expressing its
unconscious desire, of taking the risk of making its objcct of desire clear. In other words, the subject-
group acknowledges the above-mentioned indecipherable totemic object which was erccted at the
very spot where full, or true, specch becomes impossible. The gap occupied by the incffable object is
precisely where the group’s creativity could spring up, and therefore the nonsense of empty speech
must be assumed by the group in order for it to producc cffective statements. The very formation of
such a group is singular becausc onc belongs (o it owing Lo a particular, transitory problem (and not
out of an cternal anxicty or death drive). The subject group—articulate, communicative, responsible,
cffcctive—is onc which has managed to organize itself according to the structure of transversality.
Guattari invented transversality as a tool to foster the development of subject groups, which means
warding off of the subjugation of the group. A subject group cén always cmerge out of a subjugated
group, thinks Guattari, just as a subject group can always relapse into relations of subjugation.

Whereas Lacan wholcheartedly advocates the use of a properly handled transference in
psychoanalysis, Guattari rejects all use of transference in the institution. Guattari found out through
experience that “Psychotic transference can really lead to disaster sometimes.”™ In the typical mental

facility staff and staff-patient hicrarchics constitute “an obligatory, predetermined, ‘territorialized”



transference onto a particular role or stercotype,” with the doctors at the top and patients near the
bottom. Guattari finds this social transference more nefarious to treatiment “than a resistance to
analysis.”™* As he describes the situation metaphorically, hicrarchics “blinder™ (like horses) the
institution’s stafl and paticnts, blocking interaction and communication among them. becausce the
blinders prevent their awarencess of cach other. The blinders stifle the voices and creativity of those at
the bottom of the hicrarchy.*’ Guattari finds that as a result, the psychiatric institution often misses out
on therapeutic opportunities by overlooking the ongoing, close intcractions between patients and
nurses, and cven more 5o ignores relations between patients and hospital attendants or cleaning staff
or fellow patients.” Transversality cxplains why institutional psychotherapy is defined as a collective
undertaking, actively involving every person in the institution, including the other paticnts.”®

In describing the fostering of transversalized interpersonal relations in the psychiatric
institution, Guattari raiscs two kinds of issucs rclated to speech: the nature of psychotic disturbances
and the importance of communication among statf. As for the first type of specceh problem, psychosis
is marked by extreme difficulty with social intercourse, making any interpersonal interaction with a
psychotic patient significant, lending added importance to any speech they produced, even if it is
merely an cxchange of banalitics or nonscnse with the person making the bed. Guattari obscrves that
in the institation, which is by definition “a network of verbal exchange,” nothing is ever in fact
exchanged. However, even though the clinie is in the end a “machine of empty words,” such arbitrary
non-exchanges of non-sensc help the patients escape from themselves, and to make themscelves
recognized and understood.®® This is another example of empty speech whose efficaciousness
transforms it into performative or full specch. With in-patients this kind of collectively-administered
therapy can happen 24 hours a day, and not just during the occasional patient-doctor sessions.” As
Guattari points out, the idiot of the ward can supply the cfficacious interpretation.*® As for the second
aspect of speech in the institution, communication among all staff members takes on an added
importance preciscly because absolutely any interaction with severely impaired patients matters, It is
therefore crucial that those engaged in all patient-care functions and on all shifts meet to discuss the
patients in their care. Transversality aims to foster maximum communication among different levels

of the hospital hicrarchy, and can be defined as a “principle of questioning and re-defining roles.”®



3. LACAN AND DESIRING MACHINES

Guattari will continue thinking about social collectivitics throughout his life, even though he
will abandon the idea of subject- and subjugated groups.” His first reformulation of the notion of the
group is the “desiring machine.™ As carly as 1957, he had characterized a patient-statf organizing
commitice at La Borde as an “enormous socio-therapeutic verbal machine.™' Near the end of his life,
he remarks in passing that Lacan had originally “initiated” (@ amorcé—started up, fired up, primed)
the theory of desiring machines.”” This comment is to say the least striking, given that the desiring
machine is an anchoring concept of Anti-Oedipus. My aim in this scction is (o show how Guattari
teased the desiring machine out of Lacan while writing two essays, “D’un signe a I'autre™ (1961,
1966) and in “Machine and Structure” (1969), both of which were initially addressed to Lacan. Even
while he was developing the notions of institutional analysis and transversality as alternative versions
to standard Lacanian practice, Guattari was simultancously hard at work raising difficult questions
about Lacanian theory, starting with the core ideas of the sign and of structure. Neither of these two
texts specifically wrilten for Lacan cver truly reached its intended destination, since Lacan showed no
particular interest in them, and did not give Guattari the encouragement he seems to have expected.

“D’un signe a 'autre” (From One Sign to the Other) began as an actual letler sent to Lacan in
December 1961, 1t was published in the journal Recherches in 1966, and is only partially reproduced
in Psychanalyse et transversalité.” It has not 1o my knowledge been translated into English, perhaps
because of its poctic density. Guattari explains that he wrote this letter/article in response to Lacan’s
April 26, 1955 “Seminar on the *Purloined Letter.™™ Interestingly, he discusses not Lacan’s famous
reading of the Edgar Allen Poe short story, but rather an introduction which presents a series of
mathematical combinatory scquences inspired by the children’s game of even and odds, as well as by
Freud's fort-da game. Oury recalls that he and Guattari happened to love inventing and playing Lhese
types of combinatory gaimnces, and that together they made their own cven-odd game based on this
Lacan lecture.” T suspect that Guattari also draws on §cvcral other sessions of Lacan’s 1954-55
seminar devoted to Freud's Bevond the Pleasure Principle. Lacan ends this year-long seminar with a

lecture on cybernetics, the science of modern machines. Whercas Lacan’s other commentators have
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been more interested in Poe’s misplaced letter, Guattari much preferred the mathematical game and
the cybernetic machine.

Lacan first turned to cybernetics carlicr in the seminar year, while constructing a “little
model”—an “image™—in order to help explain his ideas about the nature of repetition awtomatism, the
compulsion to repeat that nspired Freud’s hypothesis ol the death drive as the beyond of the sceking
of pleasure. The model that he chooses is the adding machine, which he claims is “an cssentially

".ll(l

symbolic creation.”™ He notes that Freud had already conceived of the organism as a machine, and
discovered that “the brain is a dream machine.”™” The machine model. for Lacan, shows “the meaning
of man's need for repetition. 1t's all to with the intrusion of the symbolic register.™™ The Subsequent
lecture on The Pundoined Lener was part ol his demonstration, which is based on the idea that “the
machine embodics the most radical symbolic activity of man.”™ At issue in this demonstration of the
machinic nature of the Symbolic order is man’s freedom to choose, versus his being caught up in an
cxternal determinism, It would be very casy 1o prove 1o you that the machine is much freer than the
animal. The animal is a jammed machine.™ Psychoanalytic treatment is premised upon and made possible
by the external determinism to which man is subjet. “*What is the nature of the determinism that lics at
the root of the analytic technique?,” Lacan asks. He replics that analysts “try o get the subject to
make available to us, without any intention, his thouglis. as we say, his comments, his discourse, in
other words that he should intentionally get as close as possible to chance.™ And ol course. as we now
know very well in the age of pervasive computerization, even a simple adding machine has a memory.™
Memory allows machines—not only those of the 1930s but also Blaise Pascal’s 17"-century algebraic
machines—to play games of chance. *To understand what cybernetics is about, one must look for its origin
in the theme, so crucial for us, of the signification of chance.”™

These principles are demonstrated not only in the determining displacements of Edgar Allen
Poe’s stolen letter, but also in the game of even and odds that his fictitious detective Dupin explains to
the tale’s narrator. Dupin tells the story of a schoolboy who always wins at guessing the number of

marbles (two or three) in his opponent’s hand through a technique of identification, a psychic

mechanism which belongs to the imaginary order. The winning boy adopts the facial expression of his
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opponent. and then notes the corresponding thoughts and sentiments. and tinds that he is thus able to

correctly imitate the other bov's even/odd choice. Lacan notes that this identilicitory technique
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Figure 1. From Lacan’s “Seminar on the ‘Purloined Letter

would not be available to a machine capable of playing even and odids, and that thus the machine
plays the game entirely on the level of the Symbolic.™ Evenfodd, presencesabsence, fort/da, the onfoff
of an clectronic circuit, the 0/1 of computcrized messages, Pascal’s gambling calculus—cybemetics is
the science of machines which play this schoolboy’s guessing game strictly by manipulating serialized
symbols. “Everything, in the symbolic order. can be represented with the aid of such a serics.”™
Lacan drafts two members of his seminar audience to play cven and odds, then records, transcribes,
and transcodes the results, according to a set of combinatory rules of his own devising (Figure 1). He
first notes the even/odd guesses as pluses and minuses, which he groups into threes. He then
transcodes these patterns twice more, first into s, 2s, and 3s, then into Greek letters, all according to a
sct of strict transformational rules. He points out that the resulting patterns are determined by a
mathematically limited number ol combinational possibilitics. He connccets the dots to show the
restricted trajectory of the symbols which have been subjected to the rules ol his game. The short but
complicated demonstration is meant to illustrate the mechanistic way that the signifier determines
interpersonal relations among subjects. He notes the “similarity™ between this demonstration and his

famous *L-Schema™ which shows the relations between a subject and its O/others (Figure 2).%¢
) g
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Figure 2. Lacan’s L-schema.

Both humans and machines can play games of chance, because both can remember and
repbat, reasons Lacan. Remembering and repeating are not thinking, however, as Freud had already
amply demonstrated. “We are very well aware that this machine doesn’t think,” adds Lacan. “But if
the machine doesn’t think, it is obvious that we don’t think cither when we are performing an
operation. We follow the very same procedures as the machine. The important thing here is to realisc
that the chain of possible combinations of the encounter can be studied as such, as an order which
subsists in its rigour, independently of all subjectivity.™” This rigorous “order™ which subsists
independcntly of subjectivity is the Symbolic order itself. “The passage of man from the order of
nature to the order of culture follows the same mathematical combinations which will be used to
classify and explain.” He adds that Clande Lévi-Strauss calls these “mathematical combinations™ the
clementary structures of kinship. “*Man is engaged with all his being in the procession of numbers, in
a primitive symbolism which is distinct from imaginary representations.”™ Humans—even
“primitive” humans-—can function like cybernctic machines.

In 1954-55, Lacan’s sign is much more playful, open, and interesting than it will later scem,
once his structuralism subjects it to the matheme and algebraie topology. Guattari’s letler-turned-
essay was inspired by this carlier sign, about which Lacan writes in regard the symbol-transmitting,
game-playing cybernetic machine:

Freud is the first to notice that a number drawn from the hat will quickly bring out things

which will lead the subject to that moment when he slept with his little sister, even to the year

he failed his baccalaurcat because that moming he had masturbated. If we acknowledge such
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cxperiences, we will be obliged to postulate that chance does not exist. While the subject

docsn’t think about it. the symbols continue to mount onc another, to copulate. 1o proliferate,

to fertilisc cach other, 10 jump on cach other, to tear cach other apart.™
Guattari recognized that even though these ciphers and symbols have the power to pull along picces
of repressed affect and memorics, they arce not yet significrs. The machinic combinatory which
governs these copulating, combative, enumerated signs doces not preclude the involvement of libidinal
desire. These polymorphously perverse proto-signs are not at all sterilized by their being caught up in
a strict logic.

In “D’un signe a "autre,” Guattari develops a related hypothesis of sexually reproducing
signs, which he then models with a playful serics of dots, letters, pluses and minuses. His game
becomes an ambitious gcnclic search for “a prototype sign which, all by itself, can account for all of
creation.”" His aspirations, then, far exceed those of the Lacanian project: whercas Lacan merely
seeks to demonstrate the constitution of a subject grounded in language, Guattari is looking for the
origins of the universe. Guattari begins his essay by breaking down the sign down into constitucnt

parts, and in so doing borrows from Lacan’s June 1961 lccture on Freud's einen einzigen Zug, or the

-

trait unaire, translated into English variously as “unbroken line,™ “single-stroke,” or “unary trait.””"
This lecture was part of Lacan’s 1960-1961 seminar on transference. during which he painstakingly
schematized the intersubjective relations involved in onc-on-one analytic treatment. Lacan redefines
Freud's trait unaire as a “minimal sign” which is not yet a significr. Freud had introduced the trait
unaire (einen einzigen Zug) in his discussion of the partial identifications of love and rivalry. He
hypothesized that a subject caught up in a relation of love or rivalry may identify with a “single trait”
of somconc clse, as for example when someonc adopts another's symptom. Since Lacan reclassifies
love and rivalry as imaginary identifications, and since for him Symbolic identification consists in an
identification with a signifier, he concludes that imaginary identification consists in the introjection of
only a partial significr, the trait inaire.”

The value of this trait unaire for Gualtari lics in its “‘primordial™ status in rclation to the full-

. 3 . . . . . . .
Nedged sign.” However, the frait unaire is not primordial cnough for him. He wonders at what

moment the minimal sign is actually born, noting that a splotch (or blob), a bar, a mark, or a point do
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not become “signilying material™ until “they are used in another system.™ Between the almost
accidental creation of a splotch and yet prior to the development of Lacan’s minimal sign, or rrair-
unaire, Guattari defines a “sign-point” or “point-sign™ (point-signe) as unique. undividable, and
“engendered by two mother splotches processed by the vaid.” Splotehes do not yet signify, but they
do mate and produce offspring. Guattari then decomposes the newborn sign-point by hypothesizing
that is has a falsc interior and several false parts, a cavity and anti-cavitics. This strange sign-point is
the “raw material of the sign, and not a significr in itself.™ Sign-points can, however, form chains.
When, in turn, two sign-points mate, they engender the frait-unaire, Lacan™s “primordial symbolic
term.” This genesis of the sign is what Guattari models in his essay. Three sign-points inake up a
“basic sign” (signe de base). and an enchaining ol basic signs according to strict rules yiclds a variety
of patterns which can be transcribed with pluses and minuses (Figure 3). Guautari is thus borrowing
some clements from Lacan’s evensodd game, but he does not scem interested in questions of
identification or of chance. His manipulations of patierns, which he also winds up linking with
gcometric lines, eventually lead him back (o the sign-point, which he breaks down again, this time

into clementary particles charged negatively or positively.
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Figure 3. From Guattari’'s “From One Sign to the Other”

After several pages of tedious combinatories, Guattari turns to concrete applications. He finds
binary cnchainment at work in poctry. phonetics, and musical notation. Onc segment of his game-
playing involves a binary encoding based on phonetics, in order to show that a “mechanism™ of
transcription into pluses and minuscs can “articulate” into binary chains “any typc of ambiguity
regarding rhythms, accentuations, intonations, letters, phonemes, morphemes, semantemes, cte.”™ He

gives a musical example, suggesting that a good musician would be able to recognize the title and
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composcr of a symphony. solely by studying an amateur listener’s careful notation of the sounds

producced by the bass drum. cymbals. and triangle during the performance—contingent of coursc on
the listener vanscribing enough information. Guattari then connects this semiotic problem of
“ranscription” and “codification™ to the far-reaching consequences of “machinic™ processes in
contemporary technological socicty. Lacan was most interested in cybernetics as a model for the
Symbolic order, although he does mention in passing that technological progress is radically changing
the very idea of the machine and its relationship to humans.™ Guattari. in contrast, devotes significant
passages of his essay o the historical transformations being brought about by growing
interconnections between machines and signification. He speaks ol the insertion of machinic
processes into capitalist production and mass consumption, and the potential effects on hwman
subjectivity. finding that “signifying rationality™ has taken hold especially in the commodificd
domains of mass consumption. In regard to production, he suggests that machines arc rapidly
replacing the human gesturality of assembly-line work with signifying articulation. Summing up the
wocs of contemporary historical conditions, he argues that the problem lics not with technical
progress in itself, but with the social order’s incapacity to cltectively deal with subjects and
subjectivity.”

Guattari thus breaké down Lacan’s trait unaire only to enlarge its sphere of relevance far
beyond the interpersonal relationship between analyst and analysand. Guattari wants to build a bigger,
better model than Lacan’s cybernetic version of the L-schema. Thus the disciple is taking apart his
master’s model, and scattering the parts all over the place. The tiniest picees intrigue him the most. In
order to better understand them, the disciple looks beyond his master’s cybernetics, citing the latest
discoverics in theorctical physics. Guatlari observes that physicists machinically manipulate Symbolic
material in order to produce and reproduce not just symbols, but physical elementary particles. This
observation leads him to proposc a semiotic theory of the atomic and cosmic universe:

The collective enunciation of theoretical physics... continuously composes and recomposes a

gigantic signifying machine in which machines themselves and the significr are indissolubly

intertwined. This signifving machine is capable of intercepting and interpreting all

theorctically aberrant manifestations of clementary panticles. These particles not only reveal
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an inability to plausibly explain their behavior, but, in the most recent cases. it scems that

their coming into existence depends on the technical-theoretic enterprise itself™
In short, with the physicist’s clementary particles, theoretical enunciation precedes material existence,
an idea that will resurlace in Guattari’s writings of the 1970s,

Within the much more limited scope of Lacanian theory, the sign is important only for its
subjugating effcets on the subject. although the Jatter’s deviousness is nonetheless well-known to
psychoanalysts. However, Guattari insists up front that the subject 1s never completcly imprisoned by
signifying chains, thereby deviating [rom at least some interpretations of Lacan.” Guattari finds that
the subject is “fundamentally perverse™ and that “signs hold a grudge against the subject because the
later does not conform to them unreservedly.” The dialectic itself *plays on the futilities, accidents,
and pustules of nonscnse” which emerge from “a big body of signilying determinations of all
sorts.”'™ Lacan’s subject is likewise perversely disobedient, but Guattari seems much more drawn to
its nonconformist side. While he docs not dispute the “signifying determinations™ that Lacan
discovercd by playing cven and odds, Guattari shows much more interest in contingencies, nonsensc,
and the geopolitics of technology.

The relationship between subjectivity and the machine would not be explored again until

-

Guattari’s 1969 text destined for Lacan, “Machine and Structure,” in which Guattari {irst introduced
the idea of “desiring machines.” It has been reported that Lacan himself solicited “Machine and
Struclure™ for his journal Seificer, having wanted Guattari to write a response to Deleuze’s most
recent books. Lacan never published it, so Guattari took it to Deleuze."”" According to a mutual fiiend
of theirs, these are the circumstances under which the philosopher and the militant analyst first met.'"
Guattari docs not deny the existence and functioning ol structure, but rather argues for supplementing
the notion of structure with its reverse-side, the machine.'™ He insists that machine and structure are
inscparable because dependent on onc another. The human being is canght where machine and
structure mect.'™ This essay, which was written for Lacan and not against him, demonstrates that
Lacan was not only an cxpert on structure, but that he also knew something about machines. This
familiarity with machines had alrcady been demonstrated in Lacan’s discussions of cybernetics (cited

above), but Guattari reveals a machinic side of Lacan’s major théorics of the uncoscious. He declares
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object perit " “breaks into the structural equilibrium of the individual like some infernal

machine.” ™ Guattari equates “desiring machines™ with “objets petit "o’ returning to the surface of the

phantasy body.”™"

The ohjer “a"is itself a desiring machine. Hencee the statement that Lacan
“initiated™ the desiring machine, as cited at the beginning of this section.'”

In this same essay, Guattari also finds machines in Deleuze, whom he had not yet met, and
who had just published Logic of Sense (1968) and Difference aned Repetition (1969). In a footnote of
“Machine and Structure,” Guattari ofters a bold reworking of Deleuze’s thinking, mapping his two
new books onto his own machine/structure distinetion."™ Interestingly enough, Guattari does not
comment on Deleuze’s lcnglhy discussion of the psychoanalytic theory of psychic repetition,'™ but
goes straight to the heart of Deleuze’s theory of repetition. Guattari recognizes his own machine in
Deleuze’s “repetition” of singrdarities for which there can be no exchange or substitution. Likewisc,
Guattari sces his own category of structure as equivalent 1o Deleuze’s “senerality.” dcﬁncd as the
domain of the exchange or substitution of particulars.'® Having thus swallowed up an cssential thesis
of Difference and Repetition in one sentence, in the same footnote, Guattari goes on to take issue with
the characterization of “structure™ in Logic of Sense, in cffect correcting Deleuze. He agrees with
Dcleuze that the *minimum conditions determining structure in general™ include the presence of two
heterogeneous serics (condition one of structure) whose terms exist only in relation to cach other
(condition two).""" However, the militant psychoanalyst reclassifics the philosopher’s third condition

e

of structure. writing that the **two heterogencous series converging upon a paradoxical clement that
acts so as to differentiate them,” relates, on the contrary, exclusively to the order of the machine.™"
Like Lacan, Deleuze understood quite a lot about machines, in Guattari™s view. Unlike Lacan,
Deleuze was fascinated by Guattari’s notion of the machine, did not mind it being uscd to revisc his
own major theorics, and was willing to incorporate these revisions into his own thinking. Delcuze was
thus open to an “outside™ of philosophy. Lacan was not open (o an “outside™ of the analytic relation—
and even less open to an “outside™ ol his own teachings.

Dcleuze was attracted not only to Guattari’s desiring machines, but also to his critique of
psychoanalysis. He latter explained to an interviewer that “Oddly enough. it wasn’t me who rescued

Félix from psychoanalysis; he rescued me.™'"* Deleuze had commented cxtensively on various aspects



of Freud and Lacan in Difference and Repetition. Logic of Sense, and his study of masochism, but he
did not necessarily follow the 20"-century intellectual mainstream in his approach to the unconscious.
which was arguably as indebted to Leibniz. Janet, Bergson, and Jung as 1o Freud " Although Deleuze
credits Guattari with the departure Irom Lacanian orthodoxy. the tormer’s pre-1969 wrilings are not
particularly Freudian or Lacanian, or even psychoanalytic. Still, neither did he show any motivation to
dismantle Freudian or Lacanian theory, until he met Guattari.'"

Mcanwhile, cven as Guattari was slowly moving away from Lacan’s teachings by following
the path of the machine which led him o Deleuze, Lacan was moving away Irom psychiatry and from
the treatment of psychosis. It should not be forgotten that Lacan’s own leaching, practice, and
theorizing were still evolving at the time, becoming increasingly distant from his carliest work on
criminal paranofa, and moving toward impossible jowissunce and the topographical demonstirations
which came to dominate his final seminars. Although he had written and published a doctoral thesis
on paranoia (1932) and had devoted a ycar of his seminar to the psychosces (1955-56), Lacan on the
whole provided very little guidance on the psychoanalytic treatiment of psychotics.'™ Between 1964
and 1969 Lacan’s shill in interests paralleled the changing composition of his seminar audience,
Having lost access to the lecture room at the Saint-Annc psychiatric hospital, he began lecturing at the
prestigious Ecole Normale Supéricure, at the invitation of Louis Althusser. There, Lacan was drawn
to Althusscr’s philosophically trained students. 1t has been said that these young, well-lunded students
seduced Lacan and led him astray, because they had time to read books, unlike the busy professional
clinicians who had made up the audicnce of Lacan’s carly seminars.'"” In 1969 Lacan was obliged to
move his seminar again, this time to the law school lecture hall across from the Panthéon in the heart
of the Latin Quarter, where his audicncee further grew in size and diversity. He was now a star on the
lively Paris intellectual scene. His lectures became markedly more formulaic and mathematical afier
1969-70. the year his seminar focused on the “four discourses,™ which arc based on algebraic
combinatorics and which he insists exhaust the possibilitics for mapping intersubjective relations

. . 1%
among speaking subjects.’

Mathematical concepts were already present in Lacan’s work from the
carlicst pre-war period, but it was not until 1971 that he introduced the notion of the “matheme,” a

. . . Il -
conception of the unconscious which troubled Guattari.'"” Lacan lirst presented the Borromean knot



in 1972 and grew increasingly Tascinated with this and other topological figures. to the dismay of
ol TP 120 . rrecd e e s N . ¥
many of his Tollowers.™ Lacan thus chose structure, although his little machines do reappear from

time to time, which make him still worth reading.

Psychoanalysis, then, was an inflluential “outside™ to philosophy lor those caught up in *1968-
thought.” Lacan brought this form ol non-phitosophy first to Hyppolite, then to Althusser and his
students. Guattari likewise brought non-philosophy to Deleuze, but his contribution was a politicized,
institutional (orm of psychoanalysis. These “political” and “institutional™ outsides wcré those that

Lacan chose to ignove.
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One of the charactenistics of Guattari's writing, especially from the 1970s onward, is the
proliferation of drawings. tables, schemas. and diagrams, Deleuze once said of Guattari that “His
idcas are drawings, or even diagrams.”™ Deleuze with his concept-oriented thought was strangely
attracted to Guattari’s constant production of new diagram-like ideas. “Between Félix with his
diagrams and me with my articulated concepts, we wanted 1o work together.” (Gilles Deleuze,
Two Regimes of Madness: Text and Interviews 1973-1995 (New York: Semiotext(c), 2006). 238).

What docs it mean 1o have ideas which are drawings—to think in diagrams? And why docs
Guattari include so many drawings in his most theorctical single-authored writing? What draws
Deleuze to this thinking”? And what debt does Guattari owe to his teacher Lacun, the great
inventor ol numerous psychoanalytic graphs, mathemes, and topologics?
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Littéraire 250, 1977): 21 cited by Gary Genosko in GR 9.

PT §7.
PT 39.

Onc of Guattari’s colleagues describes him as a “libertarian autodidact” (Jean-Claude Polack,
"Félix Ante Félix," in Gillex Deleuze, Félix Guantari et le politique, cd. Manola Antonioli, Pierrc-
Antoine Chardel, and Hervé Regnauld (Paris: Sandre. 2007), 131).

Jean Oury in Oury, Babin, and Lebrun, /7, done, 27; Oury and Depussé, A guetle hewre passe le
rrain, 198.

Guattari during an interviesy, in Charles ). Stivale, The Two-Fold Thought of Deleuze and
Guattari: fntersections and Animations (New York: Guilford Press, 1998)., 203; Frangois Dossc,
Gilles Delenze et Félix Guanari: Biographie croisée (Paris: Découverte, 2007), 51.

Oury, Babin. and Lebrun, //, done, 13; Oury and Depussé, A quelle heure passe le train, 205,

CY 190.

In his work of the carly 1990s, Guattari is still citing these methods of constant institutional
readjustment as an instance ol socio-therapeutic “metamodceling”™ (Félix Guattari, Chaosmosis: An
Ethico-Aesthetic Paradigm, trans, Paul Bains and Julian Pefanis (Bloomington: Indiana
University Press, 1995), 69-71/Chaosniose (Paris: Galilée, 1992), 99-101).

The grid at La Borde was subject to a great deal of discussion and rencgotiation, as problems
continually cropped up. *“This constant activity of calling things into question seems pointless and
confusing... and yet it is through this activity alone that individual and collective assumptions of
responsibility can be instituted, the only remedy to burcaucratic routine and passivity generated
by traditional hicrarchical systems™ (CY 191),

Oury and Depussé. A quelle hewre passe le rain, 252-253.

PT 62.

PT 87; scc also PT 60, 89.

CY 204, 188-189 This remark primarily targets the then-typical psychiatric hospital which the
psychiatry reformers saw as organized like a prison, with patients dressed in uniform pajamas and
isolated in their own rooms. discouraging circulation and social interaction.
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PT 155.

CY 217/F¢élix Guattari, La revolution moléculaire, 1st ed. (Fontenay-sous-Bois: Recherches.
1977). 23; hercafier abbreviated RM. Sce also MR 257,

Guattari further accused mainstream analysts of limiting their practice to “a certain category of
neurotics,”™ almost to the point of wishing to treat not the mentally ill, but only burcaucrats-—or
better yet, to psychoanalyze only their lellow psychoanalysts. He found this sort of analyst
woefully out of place in the psychiatric institution. “Grabbing a psychoanalyst by the collar and
putting him in an asylum would be like taking a mediceval priest and putting him in a lactory, or in
a swimming pool!™ (PT 49), In the end, he would find that the Freudian and Lacanian model of
the psyche served as its primary purposc the protection of privale practice, writing that “All this
sordid paraphernalia”—such as splitting of the cgo, lack. castration. name ol the (ather, accession
to the Symbolic order—"is there only to safeguard the comfort of the couch”™ (CY 216/ RM 22;
sce also MR 237).

CY 195; CY 27-29/F¢lix Guattari, Les anndes d'hiver, 1980-1983 (Paris: Barrault, 1986), 80-81.
Genesko, Félix Guattari, 66-121,

Joi&l Dor, Introduction to the Reading of Lacan: The Unconscious Structured Like a Language.
ed. Judith Feher Gurewich and Susan Fairfield (New York: Other Press, 1998), 2.

CY 204.

Jacques Lacan. Le séminaire de Jacques Lacan, vol. 8. Le transfert, 1960-1961, ed. Jacques-Alain
Miller (Paris: Scuil, 1991), 123-200, hercafter abbreviated S8: Jacques Lacan, The Four
Fundamental Concepis of Psycho-cdnalysis, cd. Jacques-Alain Miller, trans. Alan Sheridan (New
York: W.W. Norton, 1977).

These cssays can be read as a formal theoretical presentation of principles of therapeutic practice
at La Borde, a view held by La Borde founder Jean Oury who, even while fully recognizing
Guattari as the author of the transversality essay, says that at the same time he feels as if they co-
wrote it, because it so reflects their clinical work together. (Oury and Depussé, A quelle heure
passe le train, 230).

PT 40-41, 47, 61-64; Félix Guattari, The Anti-Oedipus Papers, ed. Stéphane Nadaud, trans.
Kélina Gotman (New York: Scmiotext(c), 2006), 90/ crits pour I'Anti-Oedipe. ed. Stéphane
Naudaud (Paris: Lignes et Manifeste, 2004), 135.

PT 40, 64-65.

Sigmund Freud, Group Psychology and the Analysis of the Ego, trans. James Strachey (New
York: Bantam Books, 1971); Sigmund Freud, Civifization and its discontems, ed. Peter Gay.
trans. James Strachey (New York: W.W. Norton, 1989); Sigmund Freud, Totem and Taboo: Some
Points of Agreement Between the Mental Lives of Savages and Newrotics, trans. James Strachey
(London: Routledge, 2001); Jean-Paul Sartre, Critique of Dialectical Reason, wans. Jonathan Rée
(London: Verso, 1982).

GR 40; sec also CY 168.

Jacques Lacan, Eerits: The First Complete Edition in English, trans. Bruce Fink (New York:
W.W. Norton & Co., 2006, 2002), 503.

Bruce Fink, Lacan to the Leter: Reading Ecrits Closely (Minneapolis: University of Minncsota
Press, 2004). 8 citing Lacan, Ecrits: The First Complete Edition in English, 494.

Lacan, Ecrits: The First Complete Edition in English, 184.
Jacques-Alain Miller in Ibid., 859.
GR 78/RM 285.



in

hl}

b

"
»

S

38

0

(Y]

6!

02

(8]

b3

60

GR 65-66/PT 56-57.

In both “Transference™ and “Transversality,” Guattari references Belgian psychiatrist and
psychoanalyst Jacques Schotte, whose essay on transference was published in the same journal
issuc as Guattart’s. Schotte situates Freud's notion of transference within the context of the
scientific thought of his time, and notes two threads of meaning which eventually meld into one.
The second. larger meaning is that of the affecrive relation, especially between analyst and
analysand. Guattan here draws primartly on its first, more literal meaning, that of rransport,
transtocation, or displacement.’I'he wranster of values was onc meaning ol the term during
Freud’s time. Freud finally settles on the term Uebertragung (o deseribe the phenomenon he was
grappling with. Schotte notes a number of meanings and associations [or the German
Uebertragung: transport, transmission, transposition, gill. tradition. translation. metaphor,
contract, pact, agreement. (Jacques Schotte, "Le Transfert dit fondamental de Freud pour poser le
probléme: psychanalyse el institution,” Revae de psychothérapic institudionelle 1 (1965),
hups/iwww balat fi/article.php3hd_article=356, accessed 22 September 2007.)

MR 85/RM 245-246.

PT 60, 83.

Lacan. Ecrits: The First Complete Edition in English, 181, 183-184.
Ibid.

Ibid., 200, 207.

Jacques Lacan, 7he Seminar of Jacques Lacan, vol. |, Freud's papers on technique, 1933-1954,
cd. Jacques-Alain Miller, trans. John Forrester (New York: W.W. Norton, 1988), 109.

The concept of the performative in full speech is taken from J. L. Austin, How To Do Things With
Words (Qxtord: Clarendon Press, 1962). Cited in Lacan, Seminar £, 107 n. 1.

Guattari's typology of groups is in fact developed over time in several different essays, which 1
will summarize in the following paragraphs at the risk of giving the group typology a coherence
that Guattari never quite supplicd (PT 42-45; GR 61-68/PT 52-58: MR 14-17/PT 76-79; CY 191-
193).

CY 191-3.

MR [5-16/PT 77; translation modificd, my cmphasis.

CY 191-193.

MR 17/PT 79.

In the end Guattari finds the term transference too “ambiguous.™ (Guattari in Guattari ct al., "La
Borde: Un lieu psychiatrique pas comme les autres,” 21.)

MR 17/PT 79.

Notc that Guattari is already using the idea of territorialization, five years before he meets
Deleuze.

MR 16-17/PT 78-79.

Polack, "Félix Ante Féhx,” 133 Jean Oury, "La psychothérapic institutionnelle de Saint-Alban a
Laborde,” La Borde Clinic,

htip:/iperso.orange. frécliniquedelaborde/1a%a20clinique/Presentation/texte2. humn. accessed
Scptember 25, 2007, 2007,

PT 89.
PT 37.
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The S.C.AJ. (The Sub-C'ommission for Daily Activitics) included many of the most socially and
verbally challenged patients at the clinic. Its meetings sometimes accomplished very little in terms
of tasks, but they were attendued by about hall ol the patients, and were very good at generating
interaction and social contact.(PT 35-38).

What’s more, severcly mentally ill in-patients do nol recognize social distinctions among those
around them. Schizophrenies pay absolutely no attention to fancy diplomas. observes Qury (Oury
and Depussé, A guelle heure passe le irain, 172).

In Lacanian terms, for psychotics the paternal structure his been foreclosed. Whereas neurotics
can often be overly attuned to matters ol authority and hicrarchy (hence the efficacy of
transference for Lacanian analysts), psychotics are not, since by Lacanian delinition, they know
no big Other. By the 1970s, Guattart has abandoned this theory of psychosis, referring 1o it
disparagingly with the shorthand phrase “name of the father.”

MR 1 7/PT 79.
MR 18/PT 80; MR 21/PT §3.

“Deleuze, carcfully. with a light touch. broke down a kind of myth about groups that | had had,”
Guatlari wrote in 1985 (CY 30/Guattari, Les années 'hiver, 1980-1983, 8.

PT 35.
Guatiani, Chaosmosis, 95/Chaosmose, 132,

Félix Guauari, "D'un signe a l'autre.” Recherches 2 (1966); hercalier abbreviated DS, See also PT
131-150.

DS 33 n. 1.

The lecture on 7he Purloined Letter has been published several times. For the first published
French version, see Jacques Lacan, "Le séminaire sur "La lettre volée™.)" Psyohanalyse 2, 1957).
In English, sec Lacan, Ferits: The First Complete Edition in English, 6-48; Jacques Lacan, The
Seminar of Jacques Lacan, vol. 2, The Ego in Freud's Theory und in the Technique of
Psychoanalvsis, 1954-1955, ed. Jacques Alain Miller and John Forrester, trans. Sylvana Tomaselli
{New York: Norton, 1988), 191-205, herealter abbreviated as §2. See also the reproduction of the
text along with many commentaries on it, including an essay by Jacques Derrida, in John P.
Muller and William J. Richardson, eds., The Purioined Poe: Lacan, Derrida & psychoanalvtic
reading (Ballimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1988).

My assumption is that Guattari and Oury attended the original lectures in which Lacan spoke of
the game then of the Poc tale. They would have had notes from the lectures, then probably lad a
copy of the journal where the seminar was published in 1957,

Oury and Depussé, A guelle henre passe le train. 199, 203,
S2 88.

S2 79, 76.

S2 88.

S2 74,

S231.

S2 296.

S2 88.

S2 296.

S2 180, 181.
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S2 18s5.

Lacan, Ecrits: The First Complete Edition in English. 31, 39-41.
S2 304.

$2 307.

S2 184-185.

DS 38.

Guattari docs not explicitly cite this lecture, but he does refer to Lacan’s trait unaire, and this
chapter provides the most extended discussion of it that 1 have found (SR 405-422),

On the translation ol the term into English, see Dylan Evans, An hiroductory Dictionary of
Lacanian Psychoanalysis (London, New York: Routledge, 1996), 81.

S8 417-418.

S8 418.

DS 33, 35.43.

DS 50.

S231-32.

DS 50-53.

DS 53.

DS 38.

DS 54, 61, 51-52.

“Félix had talked to me about what he was already calling *desiring machines’: he had a whole
theoretical and practical conception of the unconscious as a machine, of the schizophrenic
unconscious.” Gilles Deleuze, Negoriations, 1972-1990, trans. Martin Joughin (New York:
Columbia University Press, 1995), 13-14.

“Machine and Structure™ was given as a paper at Lacan’s Ecole Freudienne de Paris in 1969 (PT
240 n. 1). Deleuze and Guattari’s mutual fricnd Jean-Picrre Faye recounts that Lacan asked
Guattari to write the paper for his journal Scificer. Faye eventually published the text in his own
journal. Change. Jean-Picrre Faye, "Philosophe le plus ironique.” in Tombeau de Gilles Deleuze.
cd. Yannick Beaubatic (Tulle, France: Mille sources, 2000), 92, 97. Historian Frangois Dosse tells
a slightly different story. involving a first promise of the article to Roland Barthes for his journal
Communications, followed by Lacan demanding the article for Scificer, but then never publishing
it. In both Dossc’s and Faye’s versions, the text winds up being sent to Deleuze, and serving as a
point of departure for their first conversations. Dossc, Biographice croisée, 92, 268-269.

MR T11-119, PT 240-248.

MR 114/PT 243.

MR 115/PT 244,

MR 116/PT 245,

In 1969 Guattari’s vocabulary and theoretical support remained Lacanian, as when he writes that
“this unconscious subjectivity as a split which is overcome in a signitying chain, is being
transferred away from individuals and human groups toward the world of machines,” or when he
transforms Lacan’s formula of a significr representing the subject for another signifier: “ltis a
signifier detached from the unconscious structural chain that will act as a represenmative o

represent the machine.” This, he says, is the essence of the machine. (MR 113, 14/PT 242, 243;
MR 114/PT 243).
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MR 111 n PT 2400, 1.

Gilles Deleuze, Difference and Repetition (New York: Columbia University Press, 1994), 96-115.
Ibid., 1.

Gilles Deleuze. The Logic of Sense, cd. Constantin V. Boundas, trans, Mark Lester with Charles
Stivale (New York: Columbia Universily Press, 1990), 48,

MR LT 0, 1PT 240 00 1.

Deleuze, Negotiations, 144, Sce also Guattari, in Deleuze, Negotiations, 15, Deleure,
Negotiations, 13.

Kerslake, Deleuze and the Unconscions.
Alain Roger, "Gilles Deleuze et lamitic.™ in Tombeau de Gilles Deleuze, ed. Yannick Beaubatie
(Tulle. France: Mille sources, 2000), 44 Kerslake, Deleuze and the Unconscious.

Dany Nobus, Jucques Lacan and the Freudian Practice of Psvchoanalvsis (London: Routledge.
2000), 140-143.

Oury and Depusse, A quelle hewre passe le wrain, 250, 253.

Jacques Lacan, Le séminaire de Jacques Lacan, vol. 17, L'envers de la psychanalyse, ed. Jacques
Alain Miller (Paris: Scuil. 1991).

For a contextualized overview ol the development of these concepts over time. see Marcelle
Marini, Jacques Lacan: The French Context (New Brunswick, NJ: Rutgers University Press,
1992), 62-70.

Bernard Burgoync, "From the Letter to the Matheme: Lacan's Scientific Methods,” in The
Cambridge Companion 1o Lacan, ed. Jean-Michel Rabaié (Cambridge, UK: Cambridge
University Press, 2003), 81, 82: Alain Cochet, Lacan géomeénre (Paris: Anthropos, 1998).

Catherine Clément, The Lives and Legends of Jacques Lacan (New York: Columbia University
Press, 1983), 33: Stuart Schneiderman, Jacques Lacan: The Death of an Intellectual Hero
(Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press. 1983); Aluin Vanier, Lacan (New York: Other
Press, 2000), 73.
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