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To acvveionTo, ®S YAOGGA TOV GALOV

Hopaokev) @oppdkn

Ap. ©1voroyiog [Tavemotpiov loavviveov

Hepidnyn

H mapovca sionynon edpaletan otig £ykpireg Oempieg g YuxovaALGNS TV 10PLTOV
TOV OVTICTOY OV YOXOVOALTIK®OV oYoA®v: Sigmund Freud (1856-1939), Alfred Adler
(1870-1937), Carl Jung (1875-1961) wa1 Jacques Lacan (1901-1981). O S. Freud,
WPLTAG TG YVYAVAALGONG, BEUEAMMDVEL TNV 0Py WTNG LES® TNG daipeESN G TG YOYNS
og ovveldNTd katl acvveidnTo. H ev Aoy pedétn 0étel, oG KEVIPIKN TPOTEPOLOTNTA
depevvnong, 1o acvveidnto. ['a va katavoncovpe v yoyikn {on, ypdoeet o S. Freud,
npénel vo Oleledvoovpe péca oto acvveidnto, to Pdbog g yoywkng {ong. To
acLVedNTO €ival 0 1010¢ 0 WYLYIOHOG MO KOl 1 KOplo Tpoypotikdtntéd tov. To
TPOTOTLTO, 1| TPOAYUOTIKY HOPON TOV OCLVENTOV, elvar kdBe amwOnuévo, T
AavOdavovto youykd yeyovota, G ol kabapn HOPEN TOL OCGLVEINTOV, OTOV Ol
AGLVEIONTES KATOOTAGELS EVEPYOVV KOTA TPOTO AUEGO Kot Kuplapyko. H petddiiaén
TOV EKONAOVUEVOV YOXIKOV O100IKOCIOV EMLTVUYYAVETOL HEG® TOV GLVOEGHOL, TOV
dBEToLV aVTEG, PUGEL TPOG TIG AVTIOTOLYES AEKTIKEG TOPACTACELS, ToV Adyo —
I'\dooa. Av o S. Freud cuvdéel ) yAd®ooa pe 10 Wyoyxormaboroyikd copmtopa, o J.
Lacan avokaAvmtet 6Tt 0OAOKANPN M acvveidnt meployn dopeitor og yAdooso. H
npooevY™ Tov J. Lacan otn yYA®GGH, mopanéunel o€ £va ATOUIKO VITOKEIEVO Kol Eval
OVTIKEIILEVO, VOOUUEVO G TOV «AAAOV», MG TNV €TePOTNTO, TOV EKTPOCOMTO TNG

KOWMVIKTNG TPOYLATIKOTNTOGS.

AgEerc-KAEO1A: GLVELONTO, AGVVEIONTO
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The unconscious as the discourse of the other
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Abstract

This presentation is rooted in the highly respected theories of psychoanalysis of the
founders of the relevant schools of psychoanalysis: Sigmund Freud (1856-1939),
Alfred Adler (1870-1937), Carl Jung (1875-1961) and Jacques Lacan (1901-1981). S.
Freud, the founder of psychoanalysis, establishes its principle through the division of
soul into conscious and unconscious. The present study establishes as a key research
priority the term unconscious. S. Freud writes that in order to understand mental (or
psychic) life, we must make a deep incursion into the unconscious, the depth of psychic
life. The unconscious is our psychism itself and its basic reality. The prototype, the
actual form of the unconscious, is every repressed occurrence, the latent mental
happenings, being a clear form of unconscious when unconscious situations emerge
and function in a direct and absolute manner. The transformation of the psychic
energies manifested in the area of consciousness is achieved through their connection
by nature to the corresponding verbal representations, namely Speech — Language. If
S. Freud links language with the psychopathological symptom, J. Lacan discovers that
the entire unconscious area is constructed as language. J. Lacan’s recourse to language
refers to an individual subject and an object considered as the “other”, as the otherness,

the agent of the social reality.

Key-words: conscious, unconscious
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Emyepeitar, kot apydg kot Katd 1o avayKaiov, 0 Tposdlopioog TV Opv: GUVELINTO
Kol 0oLVEIdNTO, ™G TN dOaipeon TG Yuyns, BepeMdoovg apyng g Yuyovaivong,
ocvpewva pe tov S. Freud.

Towovtotpoénmg, tifetar To TPOPAN A TG AVTIOETIKOTNTOC, WG ASIMUA CLVVPACUEVO
He v avOpomvn euon.

H ev Moyo sonynon 0étel, og kevipikny mpoTepotdTnTO d1EPELVNONG, TOV OPOV:
acLVEIONTO.

H epunvevtikn yoyovoAvtikn) Bedpnorn mepl ToL ACLVEWONTOL EMOEYETAL TNV
avaykodtTnTa GUVOESNG TOL OPOV AVTOV, APEVAS LE TNV EVVOLAY TNG AELITOVPYIOG TOV
AQPETEPOL LLE TNV EVVOLOV TNG AVATOMIKNG AVAAVGNG TOV GUVEIONTOV, MG L0 TOIOTNTOG
TOV YUYIKOL KOGLOV, O)L OU®G, MG TNV KO’ EAVTAV 0LGIV TOL YLYIKOD KOGLOV.

O S. Freud Bgpehmver v apyn: OTL OL YOIKEG EVEPYEIEG OMOTEAOVY OPYAVIGUO
ovykpotnuévo Kot gviaio. H eviaio kot cuykpotnuévn avt opydvmon amotelel 0
TPocmOTIKO Eyo.

Me avt6 10 Eyd cvvdéetar n ovveidnon. To cuveldntd kot to acvveidnto gival ot
HOVES W10TNTEG TTOL UTOPOVV VAL OMOTEAEGOLV HEGOV EPEVVIG TOL GKOTEWVOL Pdbovg
™¢ avOpOTIVIG YOGS,

H cvuveidnon amoterel v emQaveo TOL YuyIKoy Unyovicpov.

O S. Freud vmootpiler 611 OAeg Ol YVAOGES HOG OCLUVOEOVTOL TAVTIOTE UE TN
ovveidnon. Katainyet dg, emeEnynuatikd, 6t n SidpBpwon tng cvveidonong amoteAet
oLOTNO TANGCLESTEPO TPOS TOV eEMTEPIKO KOO0, Kot TOUTO 10Y0eL KaBOTL OAeC Ol
AVTUMYELS HOG, TOV TTpocAapPdvovpe amd ta £ (aotnmplokés avithMyelg) aAld
Kot o omd €00 (aucnoelg kot asOfpata) ivar cuvEOINTEG.

AxoAo0Bmg TiBeTon Kot To EpMOTNUAL

[To10 T0 oNUAVOLEVO TV EGOTEPMV JEPYUTIDV TNG OKEYNG, TIG OTTOiEG OVOUALoVE
dvoNTIKEG;

Avtéc elvan PETOBECELG TG WLYIKNG eVEPYELNG, ONANOT Ol dlepyacies ekeiveg, ot
omoieg OMOVPYOVVTOL GTO ECMOTEPIKO TOL WYLYIKOD HNYOVIGHOD, KOl Ol OTOieg
KIVNTOTOLOVVTOL TTPOG TNV EMPAVELN TG GLUVEIONONG;

Mnnwg, mhA, M ocvveidnon Asrtovpyel €161 ®OTE Vo TPAyHOTOoEL pall Tovg
GLVOLAGLO KOl GUVELPO;

Acpaidg, vroompilet o S. Freud, kot eneényel tovto K0BOTL 01 depyacieg avTég
AVTUTPOCHOTEVOVV LETOKIVIOELS TNG YVYIKNG EVEPYELOS, CLUPAIVOVY GTO EGMTEPIKO TNG

YOG, Kat, kabmg avt 1 evépyswn Paivel mpog T dpdomn, ot Yyuykég dlepyaocieg
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odMyovvTol TPOG TNV EMPAVEN-GLVEIONOT, Oladikacio, 1 omoio Kivnrtomolel
ouvewdnTodTTA.

21t Baomn g Bepelddovg apyng, kKatd to S. Freud, mepi g onpuacioAoytkng veng
Kot Agrtovpyiag tov «Eymy», to yoykd otoryeio, mov ackel tov EAeyyo o€ OAEC TIG
LEPIKES EVEPYELES, amOTEAEL Kol TO onuelo ekkivnong TV anmdncemVy, GTIG Omoieg
opeidetal, GALOTE LEV O OMOKAEIGUOC OPICUEVAOV YOYIKOV TACEOV 0t TN cuveidnon,
eVa GALOTE O mpokaAeital N TaVTEANG advuvapio EKONADONG 1] EKEPACTG AVTAOV.

2V mepintwon avtn 1 yuxavaivon mapepfaivel yio va damotodel to e&ng: ott,
0V OPIGUEVES KATAOTAGELG OEV LITOPOVV VAL YIVOUV GUVEIONTES, AVTO TPOEPYETOL ATTO TO
yeyovog 0Tt voiototon poe dSHvoun oavootoAtikry. Emopéveog oto 1010 10 Eyd
AVEVPIGKETOL KATL, TO 0010 £lval Kl 0T AGLVEIINTO, WOEl amwOnuévo.

Amd ootV TV eumepio yuoo TV YOXoVOALTIKY TPdEn, mpokvmrel 6t Oa
AVTETOTILOVTOL ACAPELES KOl OVOKOAIEG KATA TNV EKAGTOTE EPUNVEIN TOV GUVETEIDV
G TPOG TNV AVTIANYT LOG Y10l TO AGLVEIdNTO!

O S. Freud yw ™V 0amotpom] TV SVCYEPEIOV OVTMV, TOV OQEEIAoOvVIOL GTN
oVYKPOLGT OVALECH GTO GLVEWNTO Kot To acvveidnto, Bempel 6T N avtiBeon av
TPENEL VO avTIKOTAoTAOEl, HECH TNG YVAOONG HOG TEPL TOV SOUIKMDY GLUGYETIGUMV TOV
YUYIOHOV: €KEIVOV OVALESH OTO OLVEKTIKO Eyd kor 10 omwbnuévo, mov £xet
amoonacHel amd ovtd.

To TpmTOTLTO, M TPAYUOTIKY] LOPEN TOV AGVVEIdNTOL gival KABe armOnuévo, Ta
AavBdavovto yoykd yeyovota, ¢ kol pie Kabopn Hoper| «acuveidntovy, 0tV ot
ACLVEIONTES KATOOTACELS TPOPAALOLY Kol €VEPYOUV KaATO TPOMOV GUECO KoL
Kuplopykd. Tovto emrvyydvetol péocm piog cHVOEONG UE TIS AVTIOTOUXES AEKTIKEG
TOPACTACELS. AVTEG ATOTEAOVV TV TNG LVIUNG, OOV KATOTE OVTIANWELG KOl LTTOPOLV,
OGS TO KOTAAOUTOL TNG UVALUNG, VO YIVOUV TTAAL GUVEIOINTEG.

Yuvenmg, katoAnyet o S. Freud, 0Aec ot yvdoelg pag cuvdéovtal pe T cuveionon,
K0aOOTL TO AGVVEIONTO YIVETOL AVTIKEIIEVO YVAOOTG, TOTE LOVOV, OTAV TO KATOGTICOVLE
ouvednTo.

Emopévac, ek véov tifetar 1o epdnua: [dg ta ototyeia: acvveionta, oanwdnuéva
N W omodnuéva, HETOAAACOOVTOL GE AETOLPYIKEG GLVEIOINTEG YVMOOELS, KOOMG
AVOYAOVOVTUL GTNV ETLPAVELL TOL YUYIKOV UNXAVIGLOD TOV OTOLOV;

Avaykaiog kpivetal, €0, 0 S0Y®PIoUOG HETAED TOV EVIOVOV YUXIKMOV EVEPYELDYV,
OV UTOPovV Vo, ekONA®BOVY GTOV YMPO TNG CLVEIONONG Kol EKEIVOV, Ol OmOieg

adLVATOVV VA, YIVOUV GUVELONTEG.
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H xatdotoon tov 0e0TepOv anT®OV AmOVTATIL LE TOV YOXOVOALTIKO OpO ammOnon
EVO 1 duvaun, 1 omoia dnpovpyel Kot dttnpel v anmOnon, speaviletal, g Hopen
avTIoTacews. (Amd epyastnplaxd telpdpota tov S. Freud).

H petddhoén ovt Tov ekONAOLUEVOV YOYIKAOV EVEPYELOV GTOV YMOPO NG
OLVEIONONG, EMTLYYAVETOL LECH TOV GUVOEGHOV, TTOL JABETOVY OVTEG PVGEL TPOG TIC
avTioToryeg AEKTIKEC TapaoTdoels, tov Adyo — ) [MAwcaca.

OAOKANPN M ovotnpn 7wepAdoon Tov  JVTIKOV  opBoAoyiopov,  GppnKTe
TPOCOESEUEVT] OTO OKEMTOUEVO €Y® TNG ovveidnong (cogito), onpatodotel v
avagopd oto épyo tov ['dAlov yoyldtpov kKo yoyoavoivtn, Jacques Lacan (1901-
1981).

O J. Lacan oavePalel ommv em@dvelo TG GLVEIONONG ONUAVTIKA TOCOGTH TNG
AavBdavovcag okéyng kotd tov S. Freud kot €icdyet T yomon mAevpd g Vmapéng
OVTIGTIKTIKG TTPOG T GLVEIONON NG, TOV TOVTOYVMOGTI E0VTO TG,

Apevoc  aviutapobétel ot AOyiKny Soun TG TEAELTOHOG TNV EQOATIKY
TEAQYOJPOUNGT TOL OGVVEIONTOV, TO. VONUOTO LE TO OTTOi0 TO TVPOSOTOLV Ol dANOL,
ONAadN 10 KOW@VIKO TEPPAAAOV, OPETEPOV EMXEIPEL TN SLEPEVVNOT TOV YAWGGIKOV
KOMOTOC, 7OV €Yeipel TOV TMPOTUPYIKO aVTOV OYOCUO, TNV TOPAYVAOPLON TOV
«GLVELNTOD» KOl TOLG TOPAAOYIKOVG KPASAGLOVS TOV TPOKAAEL 0 AOYOS TV GAAMV.

Av o S. Freud ovvdéel ) YA®ooa pe 10 yoyomaboroyikd coumtopa, o J. Lacan
AVOKOAVTTEL OTL OAOKAN PN M aoLVEIdN T TEPLOYT dopeital, ®G YA®ooa, kabOTL Lovov
®¢ YAOooO givol Suvathy 1 TPOSTEANGTN G QLTI THG SVVOUNG TNG OKEYNG TOV «EYD»
TOV atOpoL £Em amd T YADOGsGo avinyel 1 for] Tov Kevod dniadr| To Timorte.

Katd tov J. Lacan, ot yYA®ooa gpeaviCoviot Tpia eninedo T0v VTOKEWEVOD — EYQD,
eVOo® S10vOEL TNV EPYMOTN TOPEID TOL TPOS TOVG AAAOVG — TOV GALOV (TO POVTACTIKO-
TO GUUPOMKO-TO TPOYHOTIKO).

Qg peifov Toun 6to cLVEWNGLOKO TPoc®TEO TNG VTTapENG Kpivetal 1 Bedpnon Tov
GUUPBOAIKOV EMTEIOV.

Ed®, t0 olokAnpopévo mAéov €y®, amoevopévo amd TO QOVINCTIKO GTAd0,
EIGEPYETAL OTOV KOGUO — OTNV OAOTNTO. TOV OCLVEIONTOL, ®C TOV YDOPO TNG
SWTOKELEVIKOTNTOS. ZVVUTAPYEL LE TOVS AAAOVS KO VPICTATOL T GLUPOAIKY| O
TOVG, OV EKTPOCAOTEL TOV KOGLO.

Ot AovBAvovses OmOyOPEVLGES TOV OGLVEIONTOV, TAEOV, HEC® TNG ECMTEPIKNG
dvvaung (to YuyoedEc), To 0moio opyavmVveL, 6TOYALETOL Kol ETEL TO PAIVOLEVA TOV

YuyKov Piov, amokToHV TOPO T AEAOYIGUEVT] LOPPT) TOV GLALOYIKOD AdYOV (TO £YM),
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™V OpAMa, ®¢ HEPOG TNG OAOTNTAG-CLUVIGTAOGNS TOV GAAOD KOl TOV €Y®, Be@povevNS
OTL GLVVLTLAPYEL LE TOVG AAAOVG OTMG OG AV OVaPEPONKE.

O «bArhog», &V TPOKEWEV®, TOPIOTOTOL EVOVTL TOL €YM, OC EKTPOCHONOC TNG
KOW®VIKNG  TPAYLOTIKOTNTOS Kot Ol Tov Adyov tov (to &y®m) Opaver tnv
aLTOOVOYVAPICT] TOL o€ otopkdtTrTa, Kobwotdvtag Cwviavy T oxéon TV
OLUAOVVT®V.

[Tpdkertan yio 10 mEPLEXOUEVO TOV TPOGIOPILEL TOV EKAGTOTE AOYOV TOL TPy LLOTOC,
™V €0MTEPIKT Lopdn. TovTo pag 0dnyel kot otV £vvola NG APLOTOTEAIKNG UNONG,
KoODG OV TPOKELTAL Y10 AVOTOPACTOCT) OAAL SNUOVPYNUEVO TEPLEXOUEVO AOYOV.

O éALoG Kot TO €YD, Ol OUALEG OV, OTOTEAOVV pio 0OAOTNTO, KoTd Tov J. Lacan.

H npooeuyn tov J. Lacan ot YA®GGA, G TOTO TOPAGTACENDS TOV «OGVVELDTOLY,
neplopilel TNV aTopKOTNTO TOV £YM, HUE OEGOUEVO OTL 1 £vvola TOL GAAOL TAEOV ExEl
OWTOKEEVIKO YOPOKTNPOL.

TowovtoTpdT®MG, N YAWGGIKT TOPOVGIo TOV GALOL TOPATEUTEL GE 10, GLALOYIKY
vIEPOOUN, TNV omoiay 0 Aakdv Bewpel peTABANTY EVTOG TOL 1GTOPIKOV ¥POVOVL, ETIOTG,
EVTOG TOV OO0V YPOVOL YEVVATOL, GUVTNPEITAL KO OVOTTAPAYETOL GE L0 GUYKEKPIUEVT
KOWMVIKT] OpYAv®OT).

Enopévarg, o xowvwvikdg avBpwmog mapovstdleTtor ©¢ eKQPACTNG NG oXEoNS
aVAUESH G €vOL OTOUIKO LTOKEILEVO KOl VOl OVTIKEILEVO, GLYKPOTOVUEVO OO TOV
KOW®VIKO Kol QUGIKO KOGUO Tov TNV mepikAeiel, pe tov omoio dnuovpyel oyéon
aAAnAenidopaonc.

To aitio Tpaypdtwong e oxEons anTg vt 1 YAOGGO — LOAGTO 0 EKOOVOVLEVOG
AdyoG.

¥m dg @uoikn Aertovpyion TOL ATOHOL-UEAOVS NG apy€yovng avBpdmIvNg
KOWOTNTOG, 1 VONON OMOTEAEL TNV ovOTEPT LOPPN dPAONGS, TO EPYOAEID TNG EVVOLOKNG
oKEYNG.

Avaykaio dg kpiveton 1 devkpivion, og &ng:

Ortav, to vrokeipevo (Eyo) aviyetonilel duokoAio Katd v opydvmon e okEYNg
10V, dNAdY, G TPOG TNV 0pH1N d1dTaEN TOV EVVOLDV Kot TOV GHVIEGLO TOV £YOVV TPOG
TIG AVTIOTOLYEG AEKTIKEG TOPACTACELS, OVTO GUVETAYETOL TNV OVETOPKY KATAVONGT €K
pépovg tov AALov.

YuyKkekpyéva, 1 OKEYN, &V TPOKEWEVM, Oewpeitar, ©C TPAYLATIKOTNTO
ovykeyvuévn Kot aoapnc. Emopévmg, oto medio g Aettovpyiac-opidiog dotapdoceTot

TPOTICTMG OAOKANPN M AGVVEIDNTN TEPLOYN, 1] SOUNUEVT] LECH TNG YADOGGOS, COLPOVOL
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ne Tov Bewpntikd Adyov tov J. Lacan. ZuvakorloH0mg, akvup®dveTaL Ko 1) «aAnBeion tng
EMKOWVOVING, 1 TPOYUAT®ON OAL0G.

Otav onuiovpyodue okéyn, OmOSWOOUEV] O COPN AEKTIKN £KPPOOCT, TOTE O
ekdNAoVEVOC AGYOG TNG OKEYNG OTOKTA GOPNVELY, aKpifela, TAnpoTnTa.

Emiong, o Adyog avtdg voeital wg HEGOV NG okEYNG, OU®S, ¢ apBpwpévog Adyoc
WGOVTOG O€, O TEGIOV TNG VIEPATOUIKTG TPALYLATIKOTNTOS TOV VITOKEWEVOL — Eyd. O
OYETIKOG YOYOVOALTIKOG OPOG OVOPEPETOL OG STOKEWEVIKOTNTA, KOl OPOPE GTNV
YOYOVOAVTIKY TPOKTIKT, Topd G€ po véa Teyvikny epunveioag, katd to S. Freud, ot
LoONTéG TOL 0010V HAMGTO OTESWGOV O TOTO TOV GVAALTH TO EYM KOl OG TEYVIKN
TOV SLoY®PIoUO TOV VTOKEWEVOL amtd Tov AALrO.

‘Etot, o J. Lacan Ba anelevBepwbel amd v déa g dtbmokepevikotntos. Kotd
TOVTO GNUEIDOVETOL 1] SLPOPA GTH VONLOTIKY add0GT TOL OpOv SWTOKEEVIKOTNTO
peta&d tov S. Freud ko J. Lacan.

¥t 6éom avt) eotialetan 1 véa TEXVIKN, 1 OIDTOKEUEVIKT] — GUUPOAIKY Epunveia,
katd J. Lacan, evd koatadewvoetor 1 Oepeldong onpacio 1ov Aakavikov épyov, 1
omoia. dtovolyel TV 000 TNG TPOOTTIKNG AVATTUENG VEOV YOYXOVOAVTIKOV Bempidv
axoun kot tov iov Tov J. Lacan (.. o avtiotpopo g yuyavdivong).

2V TEPIMTOON OVTH 1) TOAMTIKY 1| KOW®OVIKT Opdon TPOCAUUPAVEL GUVEKTIKY
popon, dvvarn ocvveidnon g kowdmrag. Kot ta d0o amotedodv mpobmobécelg
vyiomg onuaciog Onpovpyikng avlpomvng Opdong (Mot Téyvn, OA0GOGIa,
avafaduon taSikng opydvmong). Avth kafeantn) 1 GLVEKTIKOTNTO TG KOWOTNTOG
VOEITOL MG 0VGIDONG GLALOYIKT OPACT) TOV KOGHOL KOl TOV EMTEIMV QLTOV, OVOYKOIEG
vrepPacelg evog AALOL KOGLOV, ekEiVOL TG AALOTPIOOTG.

Q¢  KotokAeldo KOW®OVIKOD  TPOPANUOTIGHOV, OTOVG YOAETOVS  KOPOLG,
VITOYOPEVETOL 1) OVOYKOLOTNTO VO LEAETHCOVUE TAL GLVAPT {NTHNATO ATd TV Aoy
0V AMov (Adyog mepl etepotToC). TovTo givar éva dakdevpa mov Ba vrovouedoet
N Bo eumlovtioel TIG OPYIKEG HOC OVTIANYELS, €VIOS TOV TPOKAOOPIoUEVOV

TVEVUOTIKOV TOMTIGHK®OV 0pimv;
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First, in so far as necessary, an attempt is made to define the terms: conscious and
unconscious as the division of the soul, a fundamental principle of psychoanalysis
according to S. Freud.

Thus, the problem of oppositeness arises as an axiom connected with human nature.

This presentation establishes as a key research priority the term unconscious.

The psychoanalytic interpretative approach to unconscious is susceptible to the need
for linking this term on one hand with the meaning of its function and on the other with
the notion of a dissecting analysis of the conscious as a quality of the psychic world,
not being identified however as the essence in itself of the psychic world.

S. Freud establishes the principle that all psychic energies form a structured and
coherent organization. This uniform and cohesive entity is the individual Ego.

Consciousness is connected with this Ego. The conscious and the unconscious are
the only qualities that could be a means for the exploration of the dark depths of the
human soul.

Consciousness is the surface of the psychic mechanism.

S. Freud maintains that all our knowledge is always connected with consciousness.
And, he concludes, by clarifying, that the makeup of consciousness is a system closest
to the outside world. This is true since all our perceptions, which are formed either from
the external world (i.e. sensory perceptions) or from our inner world (i.e. sensations and
feelings), are conscious.

Subsequently, it may be asked:

What is the signifier of the innermost thinking processes that we call mental?

Are these processes displacements of the psychic energy, namely processes, which
are created within the psychic mechanism, and which are mobilized to reach the surface
of consciousness?

What if, again, consciousness functions so as to realize with them a combination and
an association?

Definitely, S. Freud asserts, and illustrates this by claiming that these processes
represent displacements of the psychic energy occurring inside the soul and, as this
energy progresses to action, the psychic energies emerge to the surface — consciousness,
a process that mobilizes awareness.

According to S. Freud, based on the fundamental principle of the semantic texture

and function of “Ego”, the latter is the psychic element that exerts control over all partial

11
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psychic energies and the starting point of repressions. These are sometimes responsible
for the exclusion of some psychic tendencies from the consciousness and sometimes
for the complete absence of their manifestation or expression.

In this case psychoanalysis intervenes for establishing the following: if certain
situations cannot become conscious, this is attributed to the fact that there exists an
inhibitory power. Consequently, something that is also unconscious, as if “repressed”,
is found in Ego itself.

From this experience, obtained from psychoanalytic practice, it results that
ambiguities and difficulties shall be encountered in each interpretation of the
consequences as regards our view on the unconscious!

S. Freud in order to prevent these difficulties, which are attributed to the conflict
between the conscious and the unconscious, considers that this contradiction must be
replaced through our knowledge on the structural correlations of psychism, specifically
those between the coherent Ego and the repressed that has been detached from it.

The prototype, the precise nature of the unconscious, is every repressed occurrence,
the latent mental happenings, being a pure form of unconscious, when unconscious
situations emerge and function in a direct and absolute manner. This is achieved
through a connection with the corresponding verbal representations. The latter
constitute traces of the memory; they were once perceptions and may, as the leftovers
of memory, become conscious again.

It therefore follows, S. Freud concludes, all our knowledge is connected with
consciousness since the unconscious becomes the subject matter of knowledge only
when we make it conscious.

Hence, the question once again raised is: How the unconscious, repressed or non-
repressed, elements-occurrences are transformed into functional knowledge as they
emerge to the surface of the psychic mechanism of the individual?

Here, it is deemed necessary the division between intense psychic energies, which
are either these manifested in the area of consciousness or those which fail to become
conscious.

The condition of the second is known by way of the psychoanalytic term called
repression while the force, which creates and maintains repression, appears as a form

of resistance. (From laboratory tests conducted by S. Freud).
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This transformation of the psychic energies manifested in the area of consciousness
is achieved through their connection by nature to the corresponding verbal
representations, namely Speech — Language.

The entire austere tradition of Western rationalism, indissolubly linked to the
thinking ego of consciousness (cogito), signifies the reference to the work of the French
psychiatrist and psychoanalyst, Jacques Lacan (1901-1981).

According to S. Freud, J. Lacan brings to the surface of the conscience significant
percentages of the latent thought, introducing the chaotic side of human existence as a
counterpoint to its conscience, its all-knowing self.

On one hand he sets the logical structure of the latter against the nightmarish
diffuseness and confusion of the unconscious, the concepts by which it is provoked by
the others, that is the social environment, while on the other he attempts to explore the
linguistic wave that triggers this principal division, the denigration of the conscious and
the irrational impact caused by the discourse of the others.

If S. Freud links language with the psychopathological symptom, J. Lacan discovers
that the entire unconscious area is constructed as language because only as language is
possible that the power of thought of the individual’s ego can have access to it; outside
language echoes the uproar of emptiness, which is nothingness.

According to J. Lacan, three orders of the subject-ego (i.e. imaginary-symbolic-real)
are apparent in language whilst the subject — ego experiences his painstaking moving
towards the others — the other.

The vision of the symbolic order is considered as a major breakthrough with regard
to the conscientious guise of the existence.

Here, the already integrated ego, alienated from the imaginary phase, enters the
world, into the wholeness of the unconscious, seen as the area of intersubjectivity. Ego
coexists with others and suffers their symbolic discourse that represents the world.

Now, the latent prohibitions of the unconscious, through the internal strength (the
psychoid), which organizes, reflects on and governs the phenomena of the
psychological life, adopt the rational from of the collective speech (the ego), or
discourse, as a part of the entirety-component of the other and the ego, perceived as
coexisting with others, as previously mentioned.

In this connection, the “other” enters an appearance before ego as an agent of the
social reality and via its speech (the ego) fragments its self-identification in

individuality, thereby making the speakers’ relationship alive.
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It relates to the content that determines every time the speech of the object, the
internal configuration. This leads us to the notion of the Aristotelian mimesis since it is
not about an enactment but the created content of speech.

According to J. Lacan, the other and the ego, my discourse, constitute a whole.

J. Lacan’s recourse to language as the venue of appearance for the unconscious,
restrains the individuality of the ego, given that the concept of the other has already
assumed an intersubjective character.

Thus, the linguistic presence of the other refers to a collective superstructure, which
J. Lacan considers a variable within the historical period where a particular social
organization is also born, maintained and reproduced.

Hence, the social human being is presented as the mouthpiece of the relationship
between an individual subject and an object, composed of the social and natural world
that surrounds it, with which it establishes an interactive relationship.

The reason of making this relationship happen is language and indeed the discourse
pronounced.

Cognition, as regards the natural function of an individual-member of the primeval
human societies, is the superior form of action, the tool of conceptual thought.

The following elucidation appears to be necessary:

When the subject (Ego) faces difficulties in organizing his thoughts, namely with
regard to the proper pattern of concepts and their connection to the corresponding verbal
representations, this entails an inadequate understanding on behalf of the Other.

In particular, thought, in the present case, is considered as a confused and unclear
reality. Thereby, in the field of function — speech, the entire unconscious area, which,
according to J. Lacan’s theory, is structured through language, is first and foremost
disturbed. Consequently, the “truth” of communication, the realization of speech is
annulled.

When we create thought, brought about by clear verbal expression, then the
manifested speech of thought becomes clear, accurate and complete. Moreover, this
speech is considered as a vehicle of thought, this time however as articulated speech. It
is also considered as the venue of the hyperindividual reality of the subject — Ego. The
relevant psychoanalytic term is referred to as intersubjectivity and concerns the
psychoanalytical practice rather than a new interpretation technique, according to S.
Freud, the students of who, in fact, ascribed, as the field of the analyst, the ego and as

a technique the separation of the subject from the Other.
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Thus, J. Lacan freed himself from the idea of “intersubjectivity”. In this respect, it
is noted the difference between S. Freud xou J. Lacan as it regards the conceptual
rendition of the term “intersubjectivity”.

This new technique, the intersubjective — symbolic interpretation, according to J.
Lacan, is focused on this position while it is demonstrated the fundamental importance
of the Lacanian work, which paves the way for the perspective development of new
psychoanalytic theories even for J. Lacan himself (for instance, the opposite of
psychoanalysis).

In this case, political or social action assumes a coherent form, a strong feeling of
the community. Both comprise the preconditions for creative human action of the
highest importance (i.e. art, philosophy, upgrade of class-determined organization). The
coherence of the community in itself is considered as an essential collective action of
the world and its levels, a necessary transcendence of another world, that of alienation.

As a conclusion of social concern at the precarious times, it is necessary to study the
relevant issues from the viewpoint of the Other (discourse for the otherness). Is this a
key issue (and a challenge) that will either undermine or enrich our initial perceptions

within the predefined mental cultural limits?
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