Superegotisticality DA: The affirmative’s outlook on life and law is manifested in the superego, which ruins quality of life as it fuels the death drive and eats them from the inside out
McGowan 13—Todd McGowan, Professor of English at the University of Vermont, Enjoying what we don’t have, EBSCO PUBLISHING, 2013, pp. 143-147) // skohli
In his account of the superego, Lacan picks up on Freud’s claim that the superego draws its energy from the reservoir of the id. The proximity of these two psychic registers in Freud’s schema leads Lacan to dissociate the superego from prohibition and to align it with an imperative to enjoy. In his Seminar XVIII Lacan claims: “The order of the superego . . . originates precisely . . . in this call for pure enjoyment, that is also to say for non-castration.”29 Even when the superego bombards the subject with imperatives that appear in the guise of prohibitions, Lacan insists that these imperatives actually command enjoyment.
The superego, as Lacan understands it, constantly reminds the subject of its failure to enjoy, and it promulgates an ideal of the ultimate enjoyment as a measuring stick against which the subject can contrast its own failures.30 No subject can obey the demands of the superego because the ideal it provides remains ever out of reach. The closer that the subject approaches to it through obedience, the faster it recedes. The superego enjoins an enjoyment that it never allows the subject to find.
In a sense, one might say that the superego only emerges as such with the rise of expert authority and the decline of the traditional master. No one theorized such an agency before Freud, and though this doesn’t necessarily mean that the superego didn’t exist before it was recognized, it does suggest that the superego didn’t really makes its presence felt as a distinct and powerful agency. Under the regime of the master, the idiotic and purely despotic dimension of the law manifests itself in the figure of the master. The master lays down the law that must be obeyed not because it is justified or practical but simply because the master says so, and the master’s authority derives from the nonsensical and completely random fact of birth or wealth.
This idiotic dimension of the law seems to disappear with the rise of expert authority. In every way, the expert’s status and dictates have a justifi- cation that the master’s don’t. Education and training qualify the expert for the status of authority, and the expert’s pronouncements never command obedience for its own sake. There is always a rational reason to obey: one should heed the expert’s rules concerning diet for the sake of one’s health; one should follow the expert’s advice on dating because it will enhance one’s romantic prospects; one should listen to the expert’s counsel on the environment in order to save the planet; and so on. The irrationality of the law — its ultimate basis in the command “Obey because I said so” — is the foundation of every law, and yet expert authority leaves no space for it.
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