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Abstract: Between 1905 and 1911 a perspective slowly appldarFreud’s works - a
perspective which he considered “historical” andathe eventually named “history of the
libido’s development” Entwicklungsgeschichte der Libidm 1911. By reading agaifhe Rat
Man, SchreberandThe Wolf Marwe can understand how Freud, thanks to the asabysiis
case histories, outlined the particularities o$ thiistory of the libido’s development” which lies
at the core of infantile prehistory. We will alsmdy how this “history of the libido’s
development” in providing a stereotyped interpilietabf psychic material, could lead to a

reduction of the very movement of the analysis.

The History of the Libido’s Development:Evidence from Freud’s Case Studies



Many attempts have been made to outline thes linkiting psychoanalysis and history. How
did Freud conceive history, and what role did ttasception play in his theory of neuroses?
This question calls for a preliminary remark. T&erman wordGeschichtemeans “history” in
the sense of science and knowledge of the pastit mitalso used to refer to all true or false
“story”.

If one simply spots the uses Freud made of the &@sthichteit becomes clear that all sorts of
histories (case histories, history of the developinef religion, of humanity) are superimposed
without cancelling each other out in the courstheftexts.

In Freud’s correspondence with Fliess we may disctivat “history” is synonymous with

theory: “I am rewriting history as a whole for ygufreud said to his friend, referring to a
common project about actual neuroggs Between 1892 and 1897, an evolution in Freud’s
vocabulary may be spotted. T@eschichten(as simple patients’ stories) became a Freudian
specific manner of considering the common medicabeschicht¢2] (meaning the patient’s
previous history) literally as¥orgeschichtéa prehistory.) The latter was calledreschichte”
(original history) and followed by allusions taepistory Prahistori@ and to the original time
(Urzeit) of neurosis and childhodd8] . It was at the same period, that Freud beganganise

the elements of the so called archaeological merapRsychoanalysis was an archaeology,
Freud dug into the case histories, extracted thieogan sexual memory and followed its traces,
thusrevealing the experience of childhood: the sedactitene. In order to be a pre-historian,
Freud became an archaeologist. This way of prongagle may undoubtedly also find in the
main five case histories. In time though, far frins prehistorian’s logic another perspective
slowly appeared. This perspective Freud himselswtared as “historical” and eventually named
“history of the libido’s developmentEntwicklungsgeschichte der Libidim 1911 GW 8, pp.

296-7). This history of the libido is not regardesia Freudian conceldf. It nonetheless forms



the basis of a great number of theoretical constms made by Freud since 1905. How did
Freud, however, manage to outline the particuitf this history of the libido from the

analysis of the case histories? How did he maikehiktory of the sexual drive appear at the core
of infantile prehistory? The elements of Freudiginking we will adress here, thus lead to the
provocative question — is the history of libidoarti-analysis ? Does it function in the Freudian
text as an obstacle to the pursuit of analysisi8 iEhwhat we will be trying to understand with

the help of the three case historieshef Rat ManSchreberandThe Wolf Man

1 Archaeological Metaphor Versus Impulsive Logic

In the preamble to hislotes upon a Case of obsessional Neurbsgsid (1909) tried to justify
the fragmented aspect of his communication. Whistory was he to write? Neither the case’s
complete history nor the treatment’s. If extewontingencies restrained the communication of
some elements, Freud emphasized that this analgsidimited because he could not penetrate
the “texture” or “structure” of the case historile was prevented from doing so by the patient’s
resistance and the way this resistance took shagh&vas expressed by the latt&\W 7, p. 382 ;
SE10, pp. 155-6).

Retained by this beautiful image of the superimgdsgers through which the treatment went,
Freud thought it would be easier to overcome aresdienal neurosis than a hysteria! If he
finally had to acknowledge that it was not the caSeeud did not in the slightest put his
conception of the analysis into question. Thettneat functioned as a progressive descent into
the “stratified” soul from which psychical mategatmerged in an opposite order to that of the

course of events.



Freud seemed well anchored in his archaeologisiés rHe talked about “crumbs of knowledge
(Brocken von Erkenntn)ig...] laboriously enough collected@W 7, pp. 382-3 SE10, p.157).
The recovery process itself depended on this clgasperation: as soon as the unconscious was
brought back up, it crumbled into dust like thensuexcavated at PompésW 7, p.400;SE 10,
pp.176-7) . The therapy was thus akin to a the# deprivation; Freud collected the pieces of
memories — the patient’s relics — as he collectatliss, taking them away from the Rat Man who
saw them vanish... ABhe Rat Mats first paragraph is entitledAus der Krankengeschichtehe
same formula is used in the title of the text detdid to the Wolf Man: Aus der Geschicht€...
Aus i.e. extracted from the case history — as if poent was to extract something from the
patient's story. However, if the concepts of “ldye'structure”, “crumbs” and the idea of
extraction itself cannot but lead us back to thehaeological metaphor, Freud was about to
modify some of its elements. What was supposdiktextracted? Memories, as in Bieidies

on Hysteri& According to Freud the nucleusefn) and the prototypeJorbild) of the Rat Man’s
neurosis were constituted by phenomena which, doapito the patient, had taken place when
he was six and seven years old. Then, what isttheture of this “elementary organism, [...] the
study of which could alone enable us to obtain asgrof the complicated organisation of his
subsequent iliness"? Here is Freud’'s answer: "G, as we have seen, was under the
domination of a component of the sexual instieat€r sexuellen Triebkomponeptihe desire to
look [scopophilia], as a result of which there veasonstant recurrence in him of a very intense
wish connected with persons of the female sex(GW7, p. 388;SE10, p. 162) .

If Freud mentioned discovering or reconstitutingere which had happened before the sixth
year, it was on the driverl(ieb), which, as we know, Stachey translated as “iostirthat the
story now seemed to focus on. Theeb thus became the core of the neurosis, the protstgoin

the infantile prehistory. Its articulation with mte of memory or a reminiscence then seemed to



be pushed into the backgrour@W 7, pp. 388-9; SE10, pp.162-4). Similarly , it is no longer
the memories that come back in a reverse ordertHsusymptomatic process of wishes and

remorse GW7, p. 410;SE10, pp.187-8).

2 A History of the Onanistic Activity

Of course Freud did not overlook the traces of nmsand the patient’s recent experiences.
Thanks to these he easily outlined the Rat Manisiiconflict, between the father’s will and the
lady’s love. However, the patient’s childhood vg&il problematic for Freud, as if, indeed,
something could not be brought up. Freud therdfdreduced a particular “history”. He
explained that to the undeniable preceding daikk¢mmen gesicherten Anhaltspunktsome —
contestable ? — others had to be added “if wettuthe history of the masturbatory side of our
patient’s sexual activitiesSeschichte der onanistischen Sexualbetatigung eadeatient
wenden) (GW 7, p. 423 SE10, p. 202).

According to Freud, the patients’ intuition abadlie role of masturbation was fully grounded.
Masturbation during puberty could be regarded athing but a repetition of the infantile
onanism. It was an infantile element, i.e. whichuldohave taken place during this childhood
prehistory defined in th&hree Essays 1905. But what is the cause of the child’s osar? It
is, said Freud, “the clearest expression of thiel ¢hisexual constitution in which the aetiology of
subsequent neuroses must be sougBW(7, p. 424 SE10, p. 202). And: "The fact that so
many people can tolerate masturbation — that isr&aic amount of it — without injury merely
shows that their sexual constitution and the coursedevelopment of their sexual life

(Entwicklungsvorgange im Sexuallebéave been such as to follow them to exerciseséxeal



function within the limits of what is culturally paissible [(1)] [5]; whereas other people,
because their sexual constitution has been lessufallle or their development has been
disturbed, fall ill as a result of their sexualitythey cannot, that is, achieve the necessary
suppression or sublimation of their sexual compt&ithout having recourse to inhibitions or
substitutes"GW 7, p. 424 SE10, p. 203).

The causality linked here to sexual experienceptaced by the idea of constitution and sexual
development. The affective and defensive confBcteiplaced by the idea of a conflict between
culture and sexual drive, a conflict which would &t the origin of neurosis. This idea was not
new and the quotation note “(1)”, omitted by Steacln the preceding quotation frohhe Rat
Man undoubtedly referred to this perspective whichuBrenad clearly expressed in Hikree
Essays It was indeed with the introduction of the cqgpicef drive {Trieb) in 1905 that these
dynamics - according to which culture was built the repression of sexuality - appeared in
Freudian theory6].

In TheRat Manit was only after he had specified the terms of tlonflict between sexuality and
culture that Freud proposed a “construction” abamatpatient’s childhood: “when he [the Rat
Man] was a child under 6 he had been guilty of s@®eual misdemeanour connected with
masturbation'(GW 7, p. 426 SE10, p. 205). To this the patient opposed an tewdch his
mother had told him many times. He had bitten smmeenvhen he was three years old and had
been beaten by his father. But in “her [the md#fjeaccount there was no suggestion of his
misdeed having been of a sexual nature”. So theMR&’s supposed infantile masturbatory
activity was therefore alleged from other casese(frequently come across occurrences of this
kind...”) (GW 7, p. 427 SE10, p. 206, foot note). There was no hint thaiild have been
taken from the mother’s recollection of the childdoevent, a recollection about which Freud

remained very sceptical. According to Freud sucimorées aim to hide auto-erotic activities by



raising them to the level of object stage. The wayients usually involved an adult in their
memory was similar both to the way a nation covtysoriginal history {Urgeschichtg with
legends, and to the way a historian judges thefpastthe present. QW 7, pp. 427-8 ;SE10,

pp. 206-8, foot note). This suspicion towards histgraphy and memory served another
historical perspective: the history of developm@antwicklungsgeschichte The sexual drive
and its auto-erotic beginnings were subsequentiybddo this history of the development. Thus,
the dynamics of the sexual development competehl tivét one triggered by the seduction scene,
i.e. the child experience and its traces in menamiy thoughts reorganised by the deferred logic.
Finally when it came to explaining the Rat Marége against his father and the separation of
opposites (love/hate) in the prehistoric periochisf infancy, Freud sent his reader back to “the
discussion on this point during one of the firstissens”, i.e. to the hypothetical “history of the
onanistic activity’"GW 7, p. 455; SE10, p. 239, foot note). Freud thus filled the gapsemory

and overcame the difficulty of discovering more attibe patient’s psychical structure.

3 Schreber: Detail Versus History of the Libido’s Delopment

The two approaches, the archaeological one basetigging into the patient’s history and the
other searching into the history of the libido’srdlepment, can be found again in thehreber
case (Freud 1911). In the first type of approacdufremphasized that the psychoanalyst, starting
from his knowledge of psychoneuroses, supposedtiasions proceeded from the most general
and comprehensible motions of the soul’s life, artdnded to discover “the motives of such a
transformation as well as the manner in which & baen accomplished. With this aim in view,

he will wish to go more deeply into the details tbé delusion and into the history of its



developmentif die Entwicklungsgeschichte wie in die Einzetreiles Wahngs(GW8, p. 250;
SE12, p. 18). The expression “history of the depaient” did nothing but shift the focus of
interest on to the succession of the stages ofsu#lu The details, or more literally the
particularities Einzelheitelp referred to the “motives” and made it possibbe eixplain the
dynamics of this “history of the delusion’s devetmgnt”. Freud therefore outlined the “primary
nature of the emasculation fantasy”. He showed tthee idea of being transformed into a
woman was a salient feature in the earlier gerrthisfdelusional system...GW 8 , pp. 252-3;
SE 12, pp. 20-1). This hypothesis alone could explaimoteworthy detail of the case history ”,
Schreber’s nervous collapse. Using Schreber’s agodphy and the elements extracted from his
medical file, Freud outlined the President’s loweFlechsig, a love which Schreber coveneth
delusions of persecution, then with delusions @indeurs GW 8, pp. 280-4SE 12, pp. 45-9).
Freud here undeniably worked as an archaeologtstréad to reconstruct a prehistory in which
the Other das Andergplayed the main role.

However, the third part of the text (“On the magcism of paranoia”) introduces a very different
historical perspective: “l shall now endeavourd@think the attempt is neither unnecessary nor
unjustifiable) to show that the knowledge of psyolgecal processes, which thanks to
psychoanalysis, we now possess, already enabtesumslerstand the part played by a
homosexual wish in the development of paranoiaceReinvestigations have directed our

attention to a stage in the development of theldifEntwicklungsgeschichte der Libipwhich it

passes through on the way from auto-eroticism jeotthove. This stage as been described as
Narzissismus; | prefer to give it the name of Newrais, which may not be so correct, but is
shorter and less cacophonous. What happens isTthere comes a time in the development of
the individual at which he unifies his sexual insts (which have hitherto been engaged in auto-

erotic activities) in order to obtain a love-objeahd only subsequently proceeds from this to the



choice of some person other than himself as hisafiGW 8, pp. 296- 7;.SE12, pp. 60-1, my
emphasis)

The expression Entwicklungsgeschichte der Libidthen appeared for the first time. Further
down in the text it may seem that Freud foresawes@amtagonism between the case history
through which he reconstructed the “history of dedusion’s development” on the one hand, and
the “history of the libido’'s development” on thehet. “The manner in which the process of

repression occurs is far more intimately conneetéd the developmental history of the libido

(Entwicklungsgeschichte der Libidand with the disposition to which it gives risanhis the

manner in which symptoms are forme@®W 8, p. 303; SE12, p. 66, my emphasis). But this
strange theoretical distinction did not resolve th#iculties though, and Freud then had to
acknowledge that: “...we may already begin to scisgigt it will not be possible to trace back all

of this multiplicity [of the mechanisms of repressiand of the mechanisms of irruption]_to the

developmental history of the libiddone.” GWS8, p. 305;SE12, p. 68, my emphasis).
However, still wanting to consider the repression paranoia as a consequence of the
regression/fixation to narcissism, Freud concludé@dwill be remembered that the majority of
cases of paranoia exhibit traces of megalomanitfzat megalomania can by itself constitute a
paranoia...” GW8, p. 309;SE12, p. 72), which stands in blatant oppositiothi hypotheses
of his first chapter. Moreover, considering thaddis future Freud inevitably came across the
guestion of symptoms which revealed the foreseatradiction: "An equally plausible objection
can be based upon Schreber’s case history, assvalbon many others. For it can be urged that
the delusions of persecution (which were directgdirest Flechsig) unquestionably made their
appearance at an earlier date than the fantasyedand of the world; so that what is supposed to
have been a return of the repressed actually pesctee repression itself — and this is patent

nonsense. In order to meet this objection [...] west@admit the possibility that a detachment of



the libido such as we are discussing might justassly be a partial one, a drawing back from
some single complex, as a general one [...]. Thesldétachment of the libido from the figure of
Flechsig may nevertheless have been what was primahe case of SchreberGWS8, p. 310;
SE12, pp. 72-3))

Which story should we trust? That of the “histofythe delusions’ development” reconstructed
from the patient’s history and which underlines ginenary character of the homosexual fantasy
and of the delusions of persecution? Or that ef thistory of the libido’s development”
according to which “megalomania can by itself cdost a paranoia” which corresponds to a
fixation about narcissism? On the theoretical lestud undoubtedly preferred to take into
account the history of the libido’s developmenty which narcissism was regarded as the first
stage:

“Lastly, | cannot conclude the present work whishonce again only a fragment of a larger
whole, without foreshadowing the two chief thesegards the establishment of which the libido
theory of the neuroses and psychoses is advancargely that the neuroses arise in the main
from of a conflict between the ego and the sexustinct, and that the forms which the neuroses
assume retain the imprint of the development foldvby the libido— and by the egoder
Entwicklungsgeschichte der Libido — und des ¢h& W8, p. 316 SE12, p. 79).

Strachey’s translation does not convey the redurydahthe expression “history of the libido’s
development” Entwicklungsgeschichte der Libidorhis expression remained unnoticed in the
French as well as in the English translation, bdbes work as a concept and play a subtle role in
a whole part of Freud’s works written after 190®m@when not clearly spelled out, and this role,
as may be ascertained, grows up to a blatant thearéeature after 1911. We can also notice
that although the expression “history of the delnsi development” reveals Freud’s attraction to

this Haeckelian perspective, it does actually r&fethe opposite way of conceiving the access to



the childhood sexual prehistory, the archaeological. We will see next how this double way of

reconstructing the child’s history emerged e Wolf Man.

4 The Wolf Man: Infantile Neurosis Versus Conformitio Development

Which history should be written? At the beginnofgrhe Wolf Mar(Freud 1918) Freud once
more asked himself the same question and once meméoned the numerous technical and
moral difficulties which he had already evokedrimeeRat Maris andSchrebe's first pages GW

12, p. 30SE17, pp. 8-9, an®GW12, p. 36 SE17, p. 13). However, this classical prologue
soon gives way to a specific argumentation on tethod and object of the psychoanalytic
treatment. Freud explained his preference fordiaalysis of childhood disorder through the
medium of recollection in an intellectually mata@ult” (GW12 , pp. 30-1SE17, pp. 8-9). He
now talked of “child’s neurosis’k(ndliche Neurosginstead of “infantile neurosisinfantile
Neurosé before evoking the polemic with Jur@\W12 , pp. 30-31SE17, pp. 8-9). Could this
“child’s neurosis” be what the Jungians can neitjrasp nor understand? "The study of
children’s neurosekindlichen Neurosé@nsaid Freud, exposes the complete inadequadyesét
shallow or high-handed attempts at re-interpretatith shows the predominant part that is played
in the formation of neuroses by those libidinal imeforces which are so eagerly disavowed, and
reveals the absence of any aspirations towardstesoodtural aims, of which the child still

knows nothing, and which cannot therefore be ofsaggificance for him” GW12, p. 32;SE17,

p. 9).

The Hich suffix of “kindliché’ signals that the neurosis is taken from the c¢hipobint of view,

the child in whom it lives. The wordinhdliché’ also implies that the neurosis is still small,



appropriate to the child’s world, and that it isubd to grow with him. Finding thidndliche
Neuroseand reconstituting its prehistory prevent the gstdrom introducing in his
interpretation any element which would not be pathe child’s world. Freud used this
adjective again at the end Die Wolf Man"...I cannot see any reason for obstinately disgu
the importance of infantile prehistorkifdheitlichen Vorzejtwhile at the same time freely
acknowledging the importance of ancestral prehystdhnenvorzejt (GW12 , p. 131 SE17,

p. 97).This sentence parallels another sentence iiftihee Essaysn which Freud deplored the
lack of interest for infantile prehistoriindheit Vorzeif whereas a lot of interest seemed to be
taken in the prehistory consisting in the ancestides(jener Vorzeit, welche durch die
Lebendauer der Ahnen gegebeh (&W5 , p. 73;SE7, p. 173).

In The Wolf Manas in this sentence written in 1905 Freud tooksilde of the child’s sexual
experience against that of what is innate and ostttional, which he theorised elsewhere as a
history of the libido’s development. In both cakegustified the ideology of a psychoanalysis as
an archaeology or prehistory. In these sententéleoThree Essaysnd of The Wolf Man
psychoanalysis distinguishes itself from any stangl history putting forward a causality — a
psycho-logy — which does not correspond to thed&hdexual experience.

However, the archaeological metaphor was constigiior Freud’s theory because it was linked
to a spatial and temporal representation of thetpsymaterial. Consequently ithe Wolf Man,
as before inThe Rat Manthe deepest layers were supposed to be the nféistidito reach.
Moreover the depth record seemed to be sufficierguarantee a successful analysis, for the
more archaic had to correspond to what had to blysed, the core of the neurosis: “And we feel
afterwards that, strictly speaking, only an anayshich has penetrated so far deserves the
name” GW 12, p. 32SE17, p. 10). Freud stigmatized those who, like Jang Adler, “content

themselves with scratching the mental surface &ndl of replacing what is left undone by



speculation — the latter being put under the paiyenof some school or other of philosophy.”
(GW12, p. 140;SE17, pp. 105-6).

If | emphasize the constraints linked to the aedhagical metaphor, my point is not to argue
about the more or less satisfactory result of thelfWlan’s analysis, but to underline the
elements and stakes of the method. Freud lookelihiar — “associative bridges”, “details” as in
Schreber which would explain the passage from one piéecaeomory to another. He wanted to
establish a chronology - to which the patient sekmdifferent : "At this point some connection
is missing, some associative bridge to lead froenctimtent of the primal scendr@eschichtgto

that of the wolf story. This connection is prowidence again by the postures and only by them.
In the grandfather’s story the tailless wolf askieel others to climb upon him. It was this detalil
that called up the recollection of the picture lodé primal scene..."GW 12, pp. 37-40, 69;SE

17, pp. 13-8, 42).

It was thus thanks to “the wolf historyiMolfgeschichteand implicitly to his taking into account

a chronology based on the patient’s sexual expegiémt Freud refuted Jung’s allegations:

"All this would be very nice, if only the unluckyretch had not had a dream when he was no
more than four years old, which signalised the tie@igig of his neurosis, which was instigated by
his grandfather’s story of the tailor and the walfid the interpretation of which necessitates the
assumption of this primal scene. All the allewsa which the theories of Jung and Adler seek to
afford uscome to grief, alas, upon such paltry but unimpehblehfacts at these. As things stand,
it seems to me more probable that the fantasy-birtke was a derivative of the primal scene than
that, conversely, the primal scene was a refleatibthe fantasy of re-birth"GwW 12, p. 137 ;
SE17, pp. 102-3).

After reading this excerpt may be tempted to regnat Freud did not conceive Schreber’s

delusions about the end of the world as the cof/eome primal scene. Had he not been in too



much of a hurry to consider this symptom solelyresproof of the withdrawal of the libido and
of a return to narcissism, he might have doneldoivever the logic of the libido’s development

was soon to intervene ithe Wolf Mantself.

5 A Sister Without a History

After putting into doubt the domestic traditiomdaestablishing a chronology which proved the
English governess’s innocence, Freud used a sehiel a cousin told SergeiV12, pp. 43-
44; SE17, pp. 20-21). Sergei’s sister was indeed hdsicer. The fact that this story was a late
second-hand one could have made Freud think tlsaséduction “story” was a fantasy, be it that
of the cousin or that of the Wolf Man himself. Tingothesis of seduction was nonetheless
retained, and Freud did not pretend, as he dithloRat Man, that Sergei unduly drove a mere
masturbation story to an object stage. Howevecthese of the analysis was also interrupted
with the Wolf Man: Freud did not ask himself whalseed the sister, what she could have
experienced. He did not take into account, as tevith the English governess, what was behind
the story. Moreover, Freud never used the w@dsthichté (history/story) when talking about
Sergei’s sister. He merely contented himself wathelling some of the girl’s life-episodes with
another word , that of “development”: “I shoulddilat this point to break off the story of my
patient’s childhoodKindergeschichteand say something of her sister, of her develayprierer
Entwicklung and later fortunes, and of the influence shedratdim”(GW 12, p. 44;SE17, p.
21).

Children’ history (Kndergeschichtefor him, development for her. Freud also alluteter

“prilliant intellectual development'glazende intellektuell Entwicklupdout what the girl said



was hardly even sketched and quickly put asidethd\i disregarding the crucial fact that
Sergei’s sister was not Freud’s patient, that Fdiddhot supposed she could have been seduced
and considered that she merely presented the sympiba “conspicuously neuropathic
heredity” might seem surprising! And Freud endedaying: “I now return to the brother’s story
(zur Geschichte des Brudgrs’, as if he wanted to underline again the dédfece between the

two after his incursion into the sister's developméGW12, pp. 45-7;SE17, pp. 21-3).
However, it would be wrong to think that Serged lieeen spared by the head roller represented
by the developmental logic and the hereditary ¢tuigin. If Freud did give a scrupulous
account of th&indliche Neuross chronology, he simultaneously followed the stagkanother
chronology, a pre-established chronology of thellio which the patient had to be “in
conformity”: “He [Sergei] was no doubt led to tltisoice by a number of convergent factors,
including such fortuitous ones as the recollectbthe snake being cut to pieces; but above all
he was in this way able to renew his first and nposhitive object-choice, which, in conformity

(entsprechendyith a small child’s narcissisnhad taken place along the path of identification.

(GW12, p.51;SE17, p. 27) (my emphasis).

Whatever the experience and the memories may Idatlalboys seem to have to go through the
same stages of development, including those ofsssm and of identification to the father.
Similarly, little Sergei’s reactions were also meeted according to the sense of guilt which

spares no one: “In accordanemisprechenx moreover, with the motives which underlie

masochism, this beating would also have satishedidense of guilt.”"GW 12, p. 52;SE17, p.
28, my emphasis).
We may now wonder how this chronology of the libal development interferes with the

chronology established after the analysis of tise ¢astory. It first of all seems that seduction



could disturb the sexual development and leadréfuan to a bygone stage (libidinal
regression): “Under the persisting influence o thxperience he [...] had, nevertheless, [...]

found a link with his earlier and spontaneous pledsievelopment His father was now his

object once more; in conformity with his higherggaf developmenidentification was

replaced by object-choice.GW12, p.52;SE17, p. 27, my emphasis).

Freud (1916-17) will theorize this under the nash&complementary series” ifihe paths to the
formation of symptoms$iowever, the two chronologies - the constitutlamse and the one
determined by the sexual infantile experience erretl to two histories, to the ancestors’ history
(phylogenetic history) on the one hand, and tchibtory of seduction on the other, whose effects
can turn out to be contradictory. Which solutionstithe individual adopt? We may now

appreciate Freud’s answer and the resulting corsags on the practice of analysis itself.

6 Primal Fantasies As Nothing But Scenes of the Sigst Sexual History

That the patient’s experience did not concord Withsupposed stages of the sexual development
was precisely what Freud had to face with the ttwéaastration. Did Freud choose the child’s
point of view or that of the history of libido?:

“Although the threats or hints of castration whitd come his [ the Wolf Man’s] way had
emanated from women, this could not hold up thalfiasult for long. In spite of everything it

was his father from whom in the end he came todaatration. In this respect heredity

triumphed over accidental experience, in man’sigtety it was unquestionably the father who
practised castration as a punishment and whodaférned it down into circumcisiorW12, p.

119; SE17, p. 86).



According to Freud the history of the libidinal @éepment (the inherited history) finally won
over the hazards of life and theirelaboration. To explain that finally the Wolf Mésared
castration from his father , although being threateby Nanya, Freud questioned neither the
child’s thinking, nor his relation to his fathehd father can only be the one who threatened, and
as a consequence of this, the one who was fe&kny? It may be noticed that, in Freud’s case
histories, the schema of the paternal castrakiorat was first justified by a supposed “history of
the onanist activity” as related The Rat Manthe father would have threatened the child
experiencing auto-eroticism. Ififthe Wolf ManFreud did not even need to introduce any scene
of Sergei’s childhood, to justify the emergencehaf threatening father. He only stated:
“Wherever experiences fail to fit in with the heitady schema, they become remodelled in the
imagination — a process which might be very profitdollowed in detail. It is precisely such
cases that are calculated to convince us of thepieidident existence of the schema. We are often
able to see the schema triumphing over the expeief the individual... The contradictions
between experience and the schema seem to supptptiflicts of childhood with an abundance
of material” GW12, p. 155;SE17, pp. 119-20).

Here fantasies did not derive from the individhiskorical truth, which could have been
discovered by the archaeological method. On thé&raon primal fantasies are said to be faithful
to an “independent” hereditary schema. These fagasmply testify to the efficiency of
humanity’s history over the individual. In otheosdls a primal fantasy simply supplies or covers
the individual experience , and it does it “in aommhity” to the species’ original history! What
may then be said about Freud’s interest in intextiog the links between individual experience
and the history of libido? If we took for grantdtst phylogenetic causality, should then the
“schema” be introduced in the course of our anaR3ihis hereditary Freudian “process” is

nothing other than the dogma’s shadow invadingatiedysis. It is blatant that the introduction of



this phylogenetic logic disqualifies the psychoghalwork. Why did Freud satisfy himself with
making up a sexual history of the species to erpla particularities of the individual’s

psychical life? Why did he finally rally those p$yatrists he was making fun of in 1905 because
they preferred the ancestors’ prehistory to théviddal's childhood forgotten past? We do not
intend to give exhaustive answers to these questma conclusion, we merely want to
underline that the existence of this dogmatic ppglhetic schema is a consequence of the history

of the libido’s development.

In the 19189ntroductory Lecturesreud emphasized “something surprising and peiqéx‘By
means of analysis, as you know, starting from yimpgoms, we arrive at the knowledge of the
infantile experiences to which the libido is fixdteWell, the surprise lies in the fact that these
scenes from infancy are not always true. Inddegl; are not true in the majority of cases, in a
few of them they are the direct opposite of theédnisal truth...”"GW 11, p. 382 SE16, p.367).
These infantile experiences are no more tharehied stories” which hid something “just as
every nation disguises the history of its forgogpeahistory by constructing legends.” (GW 11,
p. 383; SE16, p. 368)7]. So, how may we explain such primal fantasies wemted stories?

We will especially focus here on Freud’s explanaiabout castration. The threat of castration,
said Freud, could have been really made by thengmavehen the child was playing with his
penis. But the child can also put “a threat of #ind together in his imagination on the basis of
hints, helped out by the knowledge that auto-emsditsfaction is forbidden and under the
impression of his discovery of the female genit§6GW 11, p. 384 SE16, p. 369). In all the
cases, the threat covered masturbation (auto-erodic

According to Freud, primal fantasies constituaehylogenetic patrimony” and so he says: “It

seems to me quite possible that all the thingsdtetold to us today in analysis as fantasy — the



seduction of children, the inflaming of sexual égmient by observing parental intercourse, the
threat of castration (or rather castration itselfyere once real occurrences in the primeval times
of the human family, that children in their fantsare simply filling in the gaps in individual

truth with prehistoric truth.”"GW11, p. 386;SE16, p. 371).

Thus, if Freud reduced the part of individual exgece in the neuroses’ aetiology it was finally

to make room for another experience, another pielyisthe species history which legitimized

the stages of the history of the libido’s developtmeDuring that same year (1985 [1915]) Freud
tried to reconstruct scenes of this sexual prefyisibmankind in which he explained, amongst
other developments, the historical origin of autotieism (narcissism) and of the fear of
castration . These phylogenetic origins constitateliversion to leave some details and scenes of

infantile prehistory unexplored.

A History edition in usum delphini[8]....

How should we finally consider this developmemagic, which unobtrusively functions in
Freud’s texts and does constitute a historicalpgeatsve — “the history of the libido’s
development”?

Before 1905 the point was to reconstruct the scehagersonal prehistory/¢rzeit,
Vorgeschichte Freud dug out the case histolrédnkengeschichjen order to find childhood
sexual experience. The archaeological metaphtfigasboth the analytical method and the
Freudian theory on neuroses. From 1905 onwardsatitsy was understood according to a drive

model. Whatever Freud’s changes to the sexuat anay have been (variation of the object and



of the aim), the point was also to reconstructstiages, considered as universal, of a history of
the sexual drive: the history of the libido’s deymhent. The case histories were then useful to
specify and illustrate the stages of this pecudiatory. Might we even say to discover them? It
was the Haeckelian model which eventually won.

The Freudian conception of the history of the litéddevelopment (the development of the
sexual drive) turns out to be adequate to thetyjsif the cultural development as psychologists
and psychiatrists had already described it. Fritzuze, Krafft-Ebing, Baldwin, Fére, Forel and
others all refer to this impulsive or instinctivaglc which leads from the savage’s egoism and
insatiable greed to civilised man’s modesty antles. At the turn of the nineteenth century this
Haeckelian perspective allowed the registratiopsyichoanalysis on the list of the natural
sciences and Freud was soon invited to take up#its

“I still have to find the link between the new disery and the phylogenetic teleology”, Bleuler
wrote to Freud on June 9, 19[% after having received thEhree Essayd-or a while, Freud
resisted this politically correct vision of sextlithen he rallied himself to the law of
recapitulation which states that the individualtdrig of the libido’s development recapitulates
the species sexual history (Freud 1913).

Thus, the *history of the libido’s development” cswauch to evolutionist anthropology. Many
works (Sulloway 1979; Ritvo1990; Wallace 1983) hawephasized Freud’s debt towards
Haeckel but few have insisted on the importanael-feud, of the historical perspective he
vulgarized. If one neglects the expression “histafrthe development” as did Strachey and most
French translators, one cannot understand predissWyFreud took up Haeckel's doctrine, when
he did and for what purpose.

I have emphasized how the history of libido’s depehent limits our analytical comprehension

of the threat of castration and is opposed to higt@ric seduction, especially to the hypothesis of



a seductive father. But, beyond these ideas whoaldanot be developed he0] , | hope this
article has showed that the logic of developmemd its doctrinal perspective - i.e. the libidinal
history - provides a stereotyped interpretatiop®fchical materials (scenes, memories,
fantasies) and runs the risk of reducing the veoyement of the analysis, an archaeological

movement in itself.



Notes

. See Masson (1986), p. 27 (letter n°22, 8-2-18%d):8chreibe die ganze Geschichte flr
dich, lieber Freund.*
. According to the medical dictionary (Schober 19@Bg, term Yorgeschichtéwas used
by Germans at the beginning of thé"2@ntury to designate the patient’s anamnesis.
. See Masson (1986) , and especially p. 237 (lettet8 17-1-1897) for the first Freudian
use of the termUrgeschichté

The expressionEntwicklungsgeschichte der Libitlgrhe history of the libido’s
development) does not appear in the index (Hauistexy of the Gesammelte Werke
where we nonetheless find the terremtwicklungsgeschichtand “Libidoentwicklung.
The historical perspective is thus neglected. BnEe where numerous dictionaries or
‘indexes’ of psychoanalysis have been publishezherreferring to the history of the
libido’s development or explaining its origin mag found.
. Here Strachey omitted a quotation note which iaigis “Vgl. Drei Abhandlungen zur
Sexualtheorie. 1905 (,,Sekhree Essays on the Theory of Sexudl#95“) GW 7, p.
424).
. According to Freud the mental forces (e.g. eduoatmt like dams restricting the sexual
flow (GWS5, pp. 8-9SE7, pp. 177-8).
. The same formula has been used already in the M&ifand the Rat Man . Bertrand
Vichyn (1988) noticed the occurrences of this ggeawision of history in Freud’s works
and found its origin.
. “... she [Mrs.Emmy v.M.] had, in all likelihood , gt me to hear a history of her life in

usum delphini” (* ...es war wahrscheinlich eine edition ad usum delpihirgr



Lebensgeschichte , die ich zu héren bek@w 1, p. 160; SE 2, p. 103). Freud repeated
these same words in his lectures when he explaireégpsychoanalysis is not doctrinal
knowledge! GW11, p. 99SE15, p. 101).

9. Letter quoted by Marinelli and Mayer (2002, p. 146)

10.0n this subject, see J. Laplanche (1980), whashaw/n the difficulties Freud
encountered in his understanding of both narcissisdhcastration with Little Hans and

the Rat Man.
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