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Introduction 
This is the third of four issues in which the LC Express presents works from the 7th 
Annual Clinical Study Days. We present an essay entitled “Paradoxes of the 
Transference” by Dr. Ellie Ragland. She is the Editor of (Re)-Turn: A Journal of 
Lacanian Studies and is the Frederick A. Middlebush Chair in the Department of 
English at the University of Missouri. Seven paradoxes related to our understanding 
of transference are identified. The essay is challenging, fast paced and introduces 
Jacques-Alain Miller’s latest thinking on the topic. It is followed by my brief analysis 
of the paper.	
!
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Paradoxes of the Transference 
In “The Other without Other,” Jacques-Alain Miller says that 

“paradoxes can arise when one tries to produce a catalogue of all 

catalogues that do not contain themselves .  I shall list a series of 1

paradoxes in the transferences that make of it an example of the “no 

sexual relation” and the feminine logic of the “not all.” Transference 

relations cannot be included within themselves for these various 

reasons. First, there is no counter-transference that can be opposed 

to a neutrality. Although Lacan talked in Le transfert  about the 2

analyst’s having sentiments such as wanting to throw a patient out the 

window, he makes it clear that the analyst’s position must be that of 

playing the dead one, as in bridge (p. 223). Nor is there a whole 

relationship of parental correctness or object-relation harmony to be 

found. Secondly, the analysand claims to tell the truth when what he 

offers is a lie, a deception . He or she lies because the unconscious is 3

outside the game of discourse making various kinds of interruption in the narrative offered as 

true and objective. Thirdly, Lacan claimed that transference is usually represented as an 

affect  when it is actually a knowledge or a supposition about knowledge (S2) which shows 4

up under the analyst’s position as dummy in bridge (a) in the place of truth, containing both 

the analyst’s own knowledge and that of the patient that the analyst takes in from the of 

spoken desire . 5
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 Fourthly, the analysand represents his life in orders of the conscious realm while the 

“truth” of that life appears as a surprise from the unconscious real which, Miller says, is 

without law (“The Other without Other,” p. 19). Fifth, the unconscious of each person is a 

linkage of their lalangue to the sinthome which is radically unique and disordered while it 

represents itself in consciousness as being ordered and obedient to some law of language 

or discourse (cf. Miller, “The Other…,” p. 19). Miller says that the fundamental fantasy 

governs the psychoanalysis of an analysand, not the fantasies of everyday life as one might 

think. And fundamental fantasies are not to be interpreted by the analyst. Thus, one cannot 

end one’s analysis by the analyst’sor analysand ‘s saying “there’s your fundamental 

fantasy”—“pass” (“The Other…,” p. 26). Rather, the analysand must work with its residual 

effects in lalangue and the sinthome.  Moreover, the translation of the relation of lalangue to 

the sinthome makes a paradoxical statement to the object-relations clinic of the idea of 

repairing a damaged ego. Lalangue resonates with a sense outside meaning that was put 

there at the beginning of life and ties itself not only to maternal murmurings, but also to some 

primordial conception of the father’s name as one of many imaginary possibilities, Miller tells 

us, rather than to some overarching signifier which would be a commandment of law. Rather, 

Miller says in “The Other without Other” that the father as the pre-version which concerns 

the neuroses is different from the signifier for a father’s name which would be foreclosed 

from a pseudo-symbolic conception of it in the psychoses. Moreover, this father’s name 

would not be tied to law, but to the jouissance that moves it in one path of desire or another.  

 Thus, analytic interpretation bears on a forbidden jouissance, not some correct 

knotting to a legitimate father’s name. While metaphor may reside on the side of the father’s 

name in relation to the mother’s unconscious desire concerning her own castration as Lacan 

claimed in his early rewriting of the Oedipal complex , Le sminaire VI: Le dsir et son 6

interprtation (1958-1959)  makes it clear, as Miller shows, that metonymy is on the side of 7

desire. Moreover, the father’s name is on the side of desire rather than law, unless we speak 

of a father who really thinks he is the law like D. P. Schreiber’s father. Miller, working with 
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Lacan’s interpretation of fantasy, certain 

dreams and cases, and the Hamlet story, 

shows that Hamlet could not carry out his 

father’s desire of avenging him, rather than 

rectifying his name as worthy of honor as has 

been thought until now. This has paradoxical 

consequences for analysis. One will not reach 

an understanding of one’s desire in analysis by way of metaphor, but, rather, by way of 

metonymical associations. Thus, the analysand’s fantasies will bear on a sixth paradox: One 

deceives the analyst by hiding his or her fundamental fantasy which exists in the singular. 

One thread holds the patient’s life together and the patient’s life consists of the lies that veil it

—a paradox of no small order. What is at stake here? The seventh paradox is the one that 

connects transference itself to the “no sexual relation.” Fantasy—like language—is a 

defense against the real and this goes to the degree of hiding the meaning of one’s life from 

oneself and others. Thus, Miller maintains, the fundamental fantasy plus desire are either 

perverse or sublimated. Does one want to be the wife of god as Schreber, a sublimation that 

hides his most precious secret, wanting to be a woman?  What does one really want? The 

hysteric may well want to be a man, but cherishes her femininity in certain ways. What is her 

fundamental fantasy? Miller teaches in “The Other without Other” that the cut is the way in 

which the analyst leads the analysand to work with her or his lalangue plus his or her 

sinthome. I think of a three-year old girl who upon seeing her baby brother’s penis was more 

interested in the small red birthmark on his buttocks. Her interpretation of this memory from 

age three is that the penis itself was nothing. But, indeed, it was more than something, 

repressed in fantasy, something represented by a special mark of distinction for the bearer 

of the penis. There is no sexual relation, no fundamental harmony or comprehension of this 

profound difference. There is, rather, the “not all” of interpretation which the analyst christens 

by his or her use of the cut at the point where the real of fundamental fantasy shows its face. 

 Thus, totalizing models of the transference do not work, not even those of classical 

Lacanianism. There is no parenting model which would remake the reparented “child” into a 

whole person, no breast good enough to produce a realistic adult, no fundamental fantasy 

that can finally be interpreted outside the fundamental fantasy. Rather, the pass out of the 
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transference contains no truth of fantasy, but that of the sinthome, as Jacques-Alain Miller 

said in his last seminar, “L’tre et l’Un.”  There is, rather, an outside the pass (outré-passe) 8

which, beyond the fundamental fantasy, confronts the subjectOne with his or her opaque 

jouissance—outside meaning (hors-sens)--by a perpetual reiteration of the traumatic 

incidence of language on the body . Here we are confronted with the “not all,” the “no sexual 9

relation,” the “hors-sens,” that marks Miller’s clarification of Jacques Lacan on the 

transference. 

!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
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Comments on Paradoxes of the Transference 
Gary Marshall, Lacanian Compass, Co-Editor, Omaha, Nebraska, USA 

Introduction 
Transference no matter how many interpretations we offer of it remains an enigma. Perhaps, 
it is rightfully so. It is easy enough to work past the pop culture understanding of 
transference in which the analysand displaces some representation of his/her “pathology” 
onto the analyst. From the perspective of ego psychology, the analyst uses the material the 
analysand produces as the basis for beginning to “repair” the analysand’s ego function. As 
Gueguen notes: “In ego psychology, the handling of the transference is no more than a 
strategy by the analyst to manipulate the patient to the point where the patient’s transference 
reactions are amplified enough to become analyzable” (1995, p. 87). !
Lacan suggests a much more nuanced approached to the transference wherein deception is 
a necessary condition and eliding supposed knowledge is imperative.  !
Discussion 
So, how might we group the arguments presented by Dr. Ragland? First, false connections, 
deception, and illusion are common to at least five of the seven paradoxes that she 
illuminates. The insights of later Lacan—namely lalangue, sinthome and the hors-sens (a 
jouissance emptied of meaning)—serve as the second driving force of Dr. Ragland’s paper. !
Deception in Transference 

Let us begin with the issue of deception in transference. Ragland writes of the analysand: 
“He or she lies because the unconscious is outside the game of discourse making various 
kinds of interruption in the narrative offered as true and objective” (p. 1). She builds on this 
basic point throughout her essay. She points out that we represent our lives in the conscious 
realm and carry on seemingly in the registers of the imaginary and the symbolic but that the 
“’truth’ of that life appears as a surprise from the unconscious real”(p. 1). !
I would like to add a few comments pertaining first to the analysand and then to the analyst. 
First, a rather obvious point: The analysand enters into the transferential relationship 
because he/she knows that something is “not quite right.” He or she, by definition, is a 
divided subject. As a professor I see this with my students. The university discourse--
operating on the student as object--precisely yields such a division. !
Indeed, the analysand seeks out the analyst as an address. Someone who knows 
something --supposed knowledge as Dr. Ragland reminds us.  The analyst however, does 
not know anything about the knowledge that the analysand seeks because it is singular and 
unconscious. Thus as Ragland notes, the analyst must operate from the position of the 
dummy (a) in a game of bridge. In point of fact it is a double blind condition of ignorance 
(Felman, 1982). The analysand does not know what he/she wants regarding this hole in 
knowledge. The analyst knows not what for the analysand is searching and for the analyst to 
assert otherwise is counter productive.  
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!
So, why indeed should the analyst work with the deception asserted by the analysand, 
rather than “correcting” it? Because, the transferential relationship is inherently inter-
subjective. As a result, the analyst must sustain a discourse of ambiguity. Doing so allows 
the proverbial letter to arrive at its intended address. As Gueguen suggests: “The divided 
subject tries to instate deceit in the place of truth, putting false words in the Other’s mouth 
because it is only when uttered by the Other that a message can be welcomed as truth 
(1995, p. 82).  !
The Later Lacan  !
Dr. Ragland reminds us that “totalizing models of transference do not work, not even those 
of classical Lacanianism” (p. 4). She makes this claim to moves us to Lacan’s later 
formulations and the argument the end game of analysis is a “subjectOne” who is confronted 
with “his or her opaque jouissance—outside meaning (hors-sens)—by a perpetual reiteration 
of the traumatic incidence of language on the body” (p. 4). !
One line of argument to develop is the ways in which the earlier formulations of transference 
by Lacan can continue to inform the so-called third phase of Lacan. In other words, what do 
we make of the transference having moved from working with the truth of the symptom 
manifested through signification and an intact Other; to a distilled jouissance of the sinthome 
though Lalangue (Svolos, 2011). !
Another point to develop is the degree to which our current social experience represents a 
shift away from the “subject supposed to know” in the form of the analyst. These days there 
are unlimited fora through which we can address our search for knowledge. Will that weaken 
the exigency for transferential bonds? !
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