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pared, introduced, and co.nﬁrmed by Bmdung,“ by thle bang Y
post” (1987, 395). Mastery itself then, presumes postal techpg e
in its nondeterministic sense. Emgst‘ery detem_n.nes, Is d_c..t_@!minism »
reliance on postal technology makc.s it never entirely Mastery__~ y ; hlts
would have to hold for Freud’s basic question about the Mastery (¢ thlz
re principle. _ .
Pléiclgding%@"md' - ‘.With 'the diSCUSSIOI? of bllcnc.hng as the tengi,,
of pleasurepain, Freud again raises the question of time 4 Petiodicjy,,
“Again,” because at the beginning of Beyond -+ - Freud had Wondere
whether pleasure and unpleasure themselves fmgf’n not be due ¢q decreg,
or increase of energy “in a given period of t{me (1920, 8). Now he asks
whether feelings of tension, which can be either pleasurabe OF Unple,.
surable, permit a distinction between bound anc-l ux.lbo'und energic pro.
cesses. Or does the “pleasure and unpleasure series indicate 5 Change A
the magnitude of the cathexis within a given unit of time”? (63) Derrid,
comments: “Inseparable from the phenomena of binding (and therefore
of pleasure-unpleasure) as from the quantities (of cathexis), the s0-called
units of time cannot not also be metrical and rhythmical notions. Beyond
opposttion, différance and rthythm” (1987, 407-8). He then says that in
#Mg;hmﬂ Nietzsche had already understoog
pleasure as a thythm of small painful excitations (408).

Freud’s discussion of binding and periodicity has already been related
to Nietzsche on repetition and difference The paradox of the hungry
baby is that need satisfaction, tension reduction, repetitively produces a
tension-raising registration (the experience of satisfaction as Bahnung).
Nietzsche, of course, would reject any linkage of hunger and se/f preserva-
tion to will to power and eternal return. But Heidegger’s conception of
care and time, and Derrida’s conception of autoaffection as heteroaffec-
tion, both produce a thinking of the self as uncanny, temporal: ekstasis,
différance. mmer and Derrida

oth think temporality as a “prior intermediate,” Nietzsche’s rejection of
self preservation can be modified. It becomes a question of pleasurepain,
of repetition in or of the zone, and particularly of postal binding: nonde-
terministic self-sending, T

Derrida notes here that Nietzsche appears to essentialize pain: the will
to suffer as the will to power beyond self preservation. For Nietzsche,
the “beyond of the pleasure principle” would be the affirmation of life
as pain, the opposite of Freyd’s return to the inorganic. But postal bind-
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ndermines any opposition l?etwee“ pleasure and unpleasure. It is
18 cibly “intervallic” (thythmic), the “to be repeated” before of the
i ol principle. The essentialism of Nietzsche’s affirmation of life as” |

P an be modified once it intersects with a conception of the self as

al 1 1 ¥ - - . -
Puto_hetem_affection. In the time-space of demonic repetition, then, it is
2

_ question of pain against Pain.” Freud knows that 3 patient may defen-
sively repeat painful experience with the analyst as if it were objectively,
unintefPfetabl)f present, but he do.es not know that the patient does so in

| grder to repudiate the pleasurepain of interpretation as differantial rela-

jon.

t When the “degree of aloofness” necessary for interpretation has col-—,
lapsed, the patient not only clings to the objectively present, he or she also
insists on rigid determinism. Hence, analytic neutrality, the interpretive
stance itself, cannot presume mastery or determinism. When a patient’s
“because” is rigidly defensive, the analyst cannot intervene with a “coun-
terbecause.” Nietzsche’s active interpretation and Heidegger’s descriptive
interpretation are not causal; both are theories of interpretation as rela-
tion. Nﬁn_pausal interpretation as relation is “postal” in Derrida’s sense: a
scndiﬁgm assured arrival at a dest'ina?ti_gn. This aga_iﬁ_l:éT{e_s“ﬁs_b_ack

to “Structure, Sign, and Play,” to Nietzschean interpretation as play, as
affirmation of chance. Interpretation as the active-descriptive naming of

a process dispenses with causality in order to modify rigidly defensive
maintenance of it. But effective intervention into defensive maintenance

of objectivity and determinism unleashes Angst-like anxiety about chaotic
loss of control: there is an effect of chance in the neutral, interpretive _J
stance.

Freud was willing to think chance only to a certain extent. Neutrality
potentiates free association, but association is “free,” nondetermined, only
from the point of view of consciousness. The aim is to reveal unconscious
determinism, the secret mastery of the pleasure principle. Thus, Freud can
speak of the role of chance in the fom}at.ion 0.f symptoms, for example in
the “Rat Man” case, without contradicting his conviction about uncon-
scious determinism. ' .

Rat Man suffered from ?n.ol?563510na1 neurosis understood by Freud
as defense against anal sadistic impulses d.lrected against his father. Rat
Man’s conflict was cxa.cerba:ted I?y an :}mbifralent reaction to the father’s
death, Producing an 1d.ent1ﬁcat10n with l:um. The father had not paid

g debt while in the army. On his own reserve maneuvers, the
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patient encountered a “cruel captain,” whose stories of anal-sadigg;.
tortures by chance intersected with his statement that the Patien¢ i
a small amount of money to Lieutenant A (1909, 210~11), The Pati:rc:j
major presenting symptom was an obsession about repaying this nonnts
istent debt. One could say that by chance the crue] Captain ha( “in X
preted” Rat Man’s unconscious dynamics: that he was guilty aboy,, rﬁ.r_

anal sadistic wishes and had identified with his father’s failure ¢, is

gambler’s (Spielratte) debt. There is both determinism and b !l?;a}’ a

Defense against anal sadistic impulses and identification with the d:re.

father determined the patient’s neurosis; by chance the same word. p. z:d
has both anal and gambling resonances. By chance too, the Ciuel Captaje’
mistakenly identified the person to whom the money was owed. (Thin
mistake will turn out to have major consequences.) The patient’s inadf
vertent encounter with his unconscious dynamics could only intensify,

his defenses against them, as when “the return of the repressed” produces
t€mpts to pay Lieutenan, A

ujnphat fo Interpretation, not only because postal binding precedes the
pleasure principle, but becayse interpretation s 2 linguistic act. In an es-
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en randomness and code disrupts the very systematicity of the
hile it also» however, regulates the restless, unstable interplay of the

i Scerplay of determinism and chance, of systematicity and dis-
i . fsystﬁmati(;ity, is another way of thinking the relation of the
wptiC of the pleasure principle (tension reduction) to binding (tension
M ease) 2 itS prior condition. To return to the hungry baby: need si-
mirltarlﬂouSlY leads to the tension reduction of assuaging hunger and the
ension iNCrease of tbe different.ia?ing, spectral, hetero-auto-affective trace
f the mother of primary narcissism. Just as binding is the before of the
Jeasure principle, the trace of the mother of primary narcissism is the
or condition of the wish. If one focuses only on wishes, as Freud tends
1o do, tension reduction can seem to be the exclusive principle of “control
and self-regulation.” It then determines unconscious processes. However,
because the tension increase of differential registration is irreducible, there
is always potential disruption of “control and self—regulation,” M-
M@ threat to mastery. Different@gigg@g_@f is not

e ——

redictable: it is an occurrence that depends on an always mobile inter-

s
e

lay of forces. As Bahnung it is an cffect of chance, the unpredictable.
It is an “event” as Derrida describes it: “The attempt to submit chance
to thought implies in the first place an interest in the expersence . . . of
that which happens unexpectedly . .. unexpectability conditions the very
structure of an event . . . an event worthy of this name cannot be fore-
told” (1984, 5—6)

This model describes the entire analytic situation. According to Freud,
tll?ﬁzﬁent maintains his or her compromise formations in obedience to
the pleasure principle. In his earliest writings Freud emphasized that the
pleasure principlc works by replacing a painful experience with a pleasant
one (wish fulfillment) and/or by repressing, defending against the painful
experience. In his later writings, for example Beyond . . ., he rethinks this
f anxiety: because a pleasurable wish or fantasy is linked

idea in terms O
to anxiety, the pleasure principle insists upon elimination of the anxiety

through defense- But Freud does not pursue the idea that reversal of de-
fense can take place only because the mastery of the pleasure principle is
ot absolute. &oewald understood this idea quite well. He maintained

s

i

dsat if Thiets Welc. BOtab unconscious force of tension increase, no in-

e B R T =
rerpretation of defense could ever be effective. This is why Loewald was
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so attentive to Freud's concept of Eros as both a sui generis drive ¢ -

crease tension and as an expression of primary narcissism (I980, e In.-
However, Loewald did not attend to Freud’s description of Eros 5, 712).
“mischief maker” which opposes the regulation of tension decrease. Tth,e
“mischief maker” is also responsible for chance differentiation, A a dy; is
as an unconscious force, Eros expresses irreducible randompeg; “iy ’t::

" unconscious. Like language itself for Derrida, “the unconscioys” Sy
e Nt ———
e the property of “increasing the reserves of random, indeie,

have to hav =k
T Y T for control and self-regylari >
mination 4s well as the 539% ulation,” -
“use age to intervene in defensive control, zo _IRLerpret, is to rely on
Tinguistic and unconscious openness to chance. Determinism Canna"b?

E%a/b;mteﬁinism—-only by chance, by interpretatiop, 2

. [ »n 22
what Derrida calls “event.
ree association had always assumed an interplay between determjp,.

ism and chance. In this respect Derrida notes the frequent way ip which
chance is related to the idea of “fall.” In German, he says, Zufallsghess
means “chance”; hence Einfall, the word usually rendered as “HSSOCiati()n,”
is “an idea that suddenly comes to mind in an apparently unforeseeab|e
manner” (1984, 5). Freud's discussion of chance in symptom formatiop in
the Rat Man case implies exactly this idea: it is as if the “cruel captain”
uttered the Einfallen which the patient would have to let “befal]” him in

. an analytic setting. However, one can find, as Derrida says, “a thousand
declarations by Freud attesting a completely determinist conviction of

type prevalent in his day. . . . Tfh@ﬂq_g_gh&nce in the
24). Derrida argues that even if Freud “suspends all episte-
cal elations to the sciences or to the modern problems concerning
chance”—for example, in physics and biology—he nonetheless wanders
into this area with his conception of the drive, which is situated on the
frontier of the mental and the physical (25). Frontier concepts maintain
an intermediacy that is not completely deterministic. From this point of
~ view; it is not by charice that Freud’s paper on the destinies of the drives
(“Instincts and Their Vicissitudes”) should produce a self-sending that is
itself intermediate, indeterminately active or passive, subjective or objec-
tive. Given that the self-sending of the primary, intermediate phase of
scopophilia describes the relation of baby and mother in primary narcis-
sism, it also describes the registration of difference not regulated by the

pleasure principle—the possibility of effective interpretation.
This binding tension marks the unconscious. As Freud said in his brief
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Jisc ussion of originally unconscious thought, it is Fhe tension-raising in-
ession of 2 relation. Importantly, Freud had specified that such impres-
“jons are N0t linked to ver.b:q lang}lage. Therefore, they cannot be spoken,
ill not emerge as assgc.iatlve Einfallen, unfo'reseen words, in analysis.
put they ace ‘language in the sense that Dertida speaks here of “marks
" hose randomness works with determinism. Because Freud in many ways
ks unconscious processes in terms of nonverbal, differentiating traces,
Derrida can say that psychoanalysis is “a discourse that remains gpen [em-
phasis added] and that attempts at each instant to regulate itself—yet
ofirming 1ts originality—according to the scientific and artistic treatment
of randomness” (1984, 28).
For Heidegger such “opening” is the task of thinking, a task not pos-
sible for metaphysics or science. Such thinking is not causal, although

it holds ground and cause together as perdurance. Psychoanalysis as a
gl}c_i%l]wmﬁﬂ “open,” because it depends upon an “open”—differ-
entiable, “chance”—unconscious. But psychoanalysis has to account for
the way in which its openness to nondeterministic processes can appear
to be closed determinism. On both the theoretical and clinical levels this
is the result of disavowal of difference. And on both levels this amounts
to privileging verbal expression and determinism over the chance effects
of “mark” or “trace.” As a linguistic act, interpretation must be thought as
mark, especially if it is to modify defensive determinism. -

The modification of tinconscious process as chance mark is another way
to understand interpretation which modifies what it interprets—"“spectral
interpretation.” Spectrality itself implies Freud’s “psychic reality,” the vir-
tuality which Derrida called the “différance of the technical apparatus.”
Psychic reality itself is suspended between the fictive and the real. Clini-
cally, defensive determinism is often accompanied by rejection of the “fic-
titious” or “as if” quality of psychic reality, particularly as expressed in the
transference. Interpretation of defensive determinism involves interpreta-
tion of defenses against fictiveness, against the uncanniness of psychic re-

ality. This means that there is a link between “fictive reality” and chance,

the conditions of possibility of £;';;sf0rmative interpretation.
When Freud speaks of psychic reality, and ar the end of his life of the

registration and repudiation of reals

) 2, he in general does not see that both
. T_b_ 1 €y~ -
imply the reality of difference. Difference” in general is an effect of dif-

e £ %00 15 Tink wo Sk, Derrida bee oy cidably “fictive-real.” But




