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To, ze Freud w centrum swojej doktryny umieszcza mit ojca, wynika, rzecz
jasna, z nieuchronnosci tej kwestii. A jesli cata teoria i praxis psychoanalizy
zdajg sie obecnie tkwi¢ w martwym punkcie, to dlatego, iz nie odwazono
sie pojs¢ dalej niz Freud w drazeniu owej kwestii.’

Prébowatem wyartykutowac to, jak szukam i ujmuje praxis, jaka jest analiza.
Prawda o niej jest ruchoma, zwodnicza, pokretna. Czy nie jesteScie w stanie
pojac, ze jest tak dlatego, bo praktyka analityczna musi kroczy¢ ku prawdzie
drogg utudy??

J. Lacan, Imiona-Ojca, przet. R. Carrabino, T. Gajda, ). Kotara, B. Kowaldw, A. Kurek,
Warszawa 2013, s. 77.
2 |bidem, s. 93—94, przektad zmodyfikowany.
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Summary

Essay is the author’s original methodological proposal derived from the psycho-
analytical discourse, herein first of all represented by the writings of Sigmund
Freud, Jacques Lacan, and Slavoj ZiZek. Putting forward a theoretical proposi-
tion to encapsulate the theory of reading in psychoanalytical notions, the au-
thor takes into consideration various conceptualizations of the act of reading.

Assuming as his departure point the traditional understanding of theory as
a systemic praxis which is both ordered and order-inducing, he concurrently
indicates its discursive shortcomings and limitations. Furthermore, the author
claims that the paradoxical (by virtue of being entangled in methodology)
condition of psychoanalytical reading in fact facilitates the confrontation
with one’s own, real “lining” that shatters methodological as well as systemic
pursuits of a theoretician.

The pivot of the theory advanced by the author is the figure of forgetting,
and therefore, the act of reading itself should involve forgetting, for instance
about institutional knowledge, being oblivious to téchne, but also forget-
ting one’s duties towards manifold interpretive communities. This attempt
at describing the “motoric” of reading as a process of continuous forgetting,
of constant relinquishing memory (and rereading of the past), may be, on the
one hand, perceived as a revolutionary transgression of the fossilized academic
discourse, but on the other, as a risk-encumbered endeavour by which one
can maintain the very discourse intact. What seems to be at stake here, is the
proper status of the psychoanalytical theory.

In the , literary” part of the book, the author attempts to capture the “es-
sence” of Tadeusz Rézewicz's poetry through a prism of Lacanian gaze the-
ory and to build a theory of subject (“creature”) which emerges from Marcin
Swietlicki’s writing. He also proposes a psychoanalytical reading of the Polish
political subject emerging from the writings of Jarostaw Marek Rymkiewicz.
Additionally, the author takes the liberty to reread the figure of the father
central to Bruno Schultz’s oeuvre, to conclude with reading “illegally” a novella

by Henry Sienkiewicz Janko Muzykant.
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