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”

“I am traumatized by misunderstanding.

Jacques Lacan

In the 21st century, sexuality is exposed. With everything out in the open, what misunderstanding about
sexuality still remains? This question will guide our work for the 18th Clinical Study Days.

Sigmund Freud, in Three Essays on the Theory of Sexuality, demonstrated that sexuality in human beings
is traumatic because, unlike animals, the subject, by virtue of being able to speak, lacks instinctive
programming. Therefore, each individual, in their particularities, will have to invent a relationship with
Sex.

The Freudian scandal opened two doors: children are sexual beings, and there is an infinite variety of
sexuality as a response to this absence of natural programming.

Towards the end of his teaching, Lacan affirmed that “the sexual rapport does not exist,” an aphorism
that stems from the idea that, because we are beings marked by language, we lose our natural
relationship with the body and with others. Freud guided us to grasp that we cannot conceive of an
instinctive sexuality in the speaking being.

As parlétres—beings touched and captured by language—we are faced with an impossibility. There is no
way to say everything about sex, enjoyment, being a man, and being a woman. Thus, a complementary
and harmonious encounter between the sexes is an impossibility. Speech remains incomplete, failed, not
because it lacks precision, but because jouissance is inscribed outside of meaning.

Lacan states: “We know nothing real about these men and women as such (...) men and women are real
(...) this is what | am stating when | say that there is no sexual relations for beings who speak.”*

This statement condenses the central impasse of his teaching: the real of sexual difference cannot be
captured by knowledge. The speaking being can say a lot about sex, but not everything. From there, the
sexual rapport—as proportion, complementarity, or full encounter—vanishes. What remains is failed
speech, misunderstanding, singular invention.

The unconscious is riddled with sexuality; there is nothing in the unconscious that can represent what it
means to be a man or a woman. Therefore, sexual difference is not written in the unconscious. Jacques-
Alain Miller emphasizes: “The ‘no sexual relationship’ says that, in any case, there is a traumatic point

and that, in the dimension of sexuality, the subject advances by stumbling.”?
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“l am one traumatized by misunderstanding,”® Lacan stated in his last public speech in Paris. The
“parlétre” is sick from words. Lacan's position at that moment in his teaching is that man is born
misunderstood. It is a structural condition. It is a trauma; we are irremediably perforated. Miller
emphasizes that misunderstanding is not accidental or contingent but structural. It is intrinsic to
communication. “The unconscious in Freud's sense, as Lacan takes it up and demonstrates, is interwoven
with misunderstandings that have been deposited, inscribed in the subject and, in a singular way,
determined what can be called—from the perspective of psychoanalysis—his destiny.”*

We all monologue; we are all misunderstood! And how could it be otherwise, “as much as since before
this beautiful legacy, you are a part of, or rather, you share in the babbling of your ancestors (...) two
speakers who do not speak the same language. Two who do not hear each other speak, two who do not
understand one another. Two who conspire together to reproduce, but will disseminate an achieved
misunderstanding, with the said reproduction.”®

The encounter of bodies reveals the impossible, since it involves two modes of jouissance that do not
coincide. Jouissance is not suited to the sexual relationship because, as such, it is One and does not
establish any relationship with the Other, revealing the exile of each of the partners.

There is no sexual rapport. There is misunderstanding! This opens endless possibilities which Lacan
called Varité®, a neologism that condenses truth and variety, exploding the notion of sexuality, such that
bodies and words are linked in a singular way in each speaking being.

Here, clinical practice shows us the ways that speaking beings cope with the hole of the absence of the
sexual rapport. They construct montage, tie, and arrange to unite what does not naturally make union.
Semblants, love, the symptom, the symptom-partner. The clinic of contingency and of the possible. In an
interview about love, Miller puts it beautifully: “Lovers are condemned to learn each other's language
indefinitely, groping, searching for clues, always reversible. Love is a maze of misunderstandings with no
way out.”’”

Lacan gives us a precious indication: “As for psychoanalysis, its exploit is to exploit misunderstanding.”®
Lodging misunderstanding gives rise to the new. It opens space for equivocation. It introduces the
singular.

We are faced with the explosion of sexuality. What are the consequences for the subject of the
unconscious? What are the consequences for the clinic? What are the consequences for the work of the
psychoanalyst? How to respond to the impossibility of the sexual non-rapport? These are the questions
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we will try to trace through clinical cases and the interventions of the psychoanalysts at our meeting in
February 2026 in a city where the littoral will be our host, to make Encore un effort, psychoanalysts!
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