identities

KatepunHa KonosoBa

3AMUWUCNYBAJKW FO IMLLETO
HA ,PEA/ITHOTO": HEKOW PA3MWCIJIN
3ABOJHATA VW HACWNNCTBOTO

1. BojHaTa ” Hej3HUTE MOKM Ha KoHconupauumja
(BO mornen Ha MOEHTUTETOT)

a yMm - U Teso - poAeHun W mM3pacHaTu BO ,MOCT
3M0,qepHaTa cocToj6a"“, n BOCNUTaHU cnopej He-
4o6puTe Tpaguuum Ha nocTtMmogepHata Muena, UCKyCcTBOTO
Ha BOjHa - U HACUNCTBOTO WTO (cneunduyHo) I nNpunafa Ha
oBaa - NOTTMKHyBa (WM, coceM efHOCTaBHO, Npou3senysa)
oApefieHn BO3HEMUPYBaykuM NpecTpykTynpara Ha HaBUKUTE
Ha mucnarta. Cnopej MOETO COMCTBEHO WCKYCTBO, HajBrne-
4aT/IMBMOT eqeKT - BO OoBaa cmuena - npeamsBuKaH of BOj-
HaTa WTo ja Hanafa MakefoHuja BeKe peyncn nofoBUHa rogu-
Ha, MOXe [a Cce CBefle Ha LUOKOT Npeau3BuKaH of MOKUTE Ha
HY>XHOCT WTO PeanHoTo (Ha Hacu/icTBOTO) M nocegysa BO
OofHOC Ha ,06nactute Ha VimarnHepHoTo". (Mog MeHyBaeTo
»,00nacTnte Ha MmarmHapHoTo M cBegyBam, UCTO Taka, U
nouMmuTe Ha ,,CMMBOJIHOTO", ,,3HAKOT", ,,CEMaHTU4YKOTO", ,(hu-
Kuunjata“ - BO TEpMWHM Ha ncuxoaHanmsarta, ce OHa LWTo e
npunagHo Ha ,,03Ha4YnTesICKMOT CUHLINP®.)

Mpepn concTBeHMTe oun rnegamMe, HU3 HawuTte Tena
N YMOBW [0XXMBYBaMe Kako ,MMarnmHapHATe" KaTteropmm - Kako
wTo e ,Haumuja“ n Hekon ApPYrn KONEKTUBHU WAEHTUTETU -
60MHO ce npecBUTKYBaar 3a fa npemMuHat BO ,peasHu‘, npe-
obpa3yBajknm ce BO KOHKpeTHa CUTYMPaHOCT HanoeHa of,
CTpaHa Ha - ce ywTe HectaT/IMBOTO MaKo He cocema Hemu-
C/IMBO - MPUCYCTBO Ha PeasHoTo/peasHoTO.
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Katerina Kolozova

IMAGINING THE FACE OF THE “REAL”:
SOME CONSIDERATIONS ABOUT
WAR AND VIOLENCE

1 The War and her powers of consolidation
(with respect to identity)

0 a mind - and body - born and grown up in the

“postmodern condition”, and brought up according
to the best traditions of the postmodern thought, the experience
of war - and the violence pertaining (specifically) to it - calls for
(or simply generates) some disturbing restructurings of the ways
of thought. In my personal experience, what has been - in this
sense - the most striking effect of the war that has been ailling
Macedonia for almost half a year already, can be reduced to
the shock by the necessitating powers of the Real (of violence)
over the “realms of the Imaginary”. (Under the designation of
“the realms of the Imaginary” | subscribe also the notions of the
“symbolic”, “sign”, “semantic”, “fiction” - in psychoanalytic terms,
all pertaining to the “signifying chain”.)

Before our eyes we see, with our bodies and in our
minds we experience the “imaginary” categories, such as “Na-
tion” and some other collective identities, fold painfully into “real”
ones, transforming themselves into concrete situatedness in-
fused by the - still ungraspable yet not quite unthinkable - pres-
ence of the Real/real.
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HenonmnaMBoTO camMoO-MOTXpaHyBaHbe Ha HaCWICTBO-
TO, MUCTEPUO3HOTO CaMO-pPOAEHO pacnocTu/iawe Ha cunara,
MaHHaTa nocTojaHa Tpayma BO 06/vK Ha 60nka, cTpaByBahe
N THEeB - Ce yLITe, NOBeKe BO efHa cocTojb6a Ha McYeKyBahe
0[0LUTO M3BECHOCT HAa BOjHA - € HeLTO LUTO eMHCTBEHO MOXe
[a ce J0XMBEe Kako cenpucyTeH ynaj Ha PeasHOTO BO u-
BOTOT. Baka e cera Bo MakefoHuja, 6apem 3a HeKou of Hac...

OBOj TeXoK n ceondareH NpobmB Ha PeanHoTo (Ha
Hacu/CTBOTO) IO BAAaxHyBa MojaByBake€TO Ha HerosaTta CoM-
CTBeHa, abjekTHal AMMeH3uja BO BHaTpellHMHaTa Ha ojpe-
OeHn MmMmarvHapHu“ u ,ancTpakTHK® KaTteropmm Kako Hauuo-
Ha/IHOCT, eTHUUUTEeT, WUTH. Wnn, noefHOCTABHO KaXaHo,
PeanHoto (Ha BojHarta), Ha npecyneH HauuH, npuaoHecyBa
oBMe KaTeropuu ga bugaTt AOXMBEaHUW Kako ,peasiHu”, BO HMB-
HaTa ,peanHoCcT* U Kako ,camara peasiHOCT".

CuTe Hue - BO ogpefiHa Mepa, HeEU3BEeXHO - cTaHyBa-
Me [ef1 Of - 3a HEKOW 0f, Hac, 3rHacyBayku (abjeKTHO) - KOH-
KpeTHOTO ,HMe“. N He camo Toa, amu U KakKo CMpOTUCTaBEHU
Ha ,Tme“. A 4YoBeK e npuknewTeH ga ro npudaTtn 0BOj orpa-
HMYYyBa4YKN M360P KakKo HYXHOCT, OTU HENPUKOCHOBEHOTO
BNajeewe Ha HacW/ICTBOTO Ha BojHaTa onpepgenyBa Taka
(3a Hac). HajronemunoT gen of obuaute 3a TpaHCUeHAMpahe
Ha OoBaa M BakBaTa HaMeTHATOCT Ha M360p ce MnoKaxyBsaaT
Kako 3a/lyJHWN, MaKo YOBEK He MOXe, He CMee Ja Ce OTKaxe
of, obuaysareTo. Kako u ga e, hpycTtpauujata e pogeHa.

CTaHyBa jacHO fAeka 3aj Taa umarmHapHa KOHCTPYK-
umja (koja, NpeTnocTaBeHo, i1 Npunara UCKIy4YMBO Ha obnacra
Ha 3HaKoT) Ha MAEHTUTeTOT noumMBa BP3 HacnefeH ocTaTok
HEeNoA/I0XEH Ha TpaHCLeHAeHLUMja, OAHECYBajKN Ce Kako HyX-
HOCT CMecTeHa BO HeHaAMWHANBOTO PeanHo Ha (getuHu-
padkaTa) onosuuuja Ha ApyrnoT. lNMpukasHaTa 3a naeHTuTe-
TOT BO KOja 4YoBeK (Hve, Bue, TW, Jac, TMe...) € CMecTeH cTa-
HyBa CamM0-3aTBOPEHOCT (CBPTyBake KOH U NPOTWB ,,CammoT
cebe”“, KOH 1 NPOTMB coMcTBeHarta Xxesnba)2, HameTHaTa of
CTpaHa Ha OorpaHM4yBaykuoT umnepatuB Ha PeanHoTo (Ha
BojHata) ga ce npuchatm onosuvuumjata Ha Jpyruot Kako Hero-
Ba/Hej3nHa eAuMHCTBEHO MOXHa no3uuunja. (Ce mMucinm Ha He-

The unconceivable self-nurturing of violence, the mys-
teriously auto-generated deployment of force, the grave con-
tinuous trauma in the shape of pain, anxiety and anger - still in
a sate of suspense, rather than certainty, of war - is something
that can be experienced but as an omnipresent thrust of the
Real into life. This is how it feels like now in Macedonia, at least
for some of us...

This grave all-encompassing intrusion of the Real (of
violence) inspires the emergence of its own abject dimension
within certain “imaginary” and “abstract” categories such as
nationhood, ethnicity, etc... Or to put it more simply, it (the “Real
of War”) contributes critically that these categories are experi-
enced as “real”, in their “reality” and as the “reality itself".

We all - to a certain extent, inescapably - become a
part of - to some of us abjectly - the concrete “we”. And, more-
over, as opposed to “them”. And one is cornered to embrace
this restrictive choice as a necessity, since it is the sovereign
rule of the violence of War which decides so (for us). Most of
the attempts for transcendence of this and such an imposition
of choice turn out to be futile, although one cannot, must not
abandon attempting. Nevertheless, frustration is created.

One realizes that behind that imaginary (presumably
pertaining exclusively to the territory of Sign...) construction of
identity resides a residual unsusceptible to transcendence, act-
ing as necessity breathing upon the insurmountable Real of the
(defining) opposition of the Other. The identity narrative within
which one (we, you, |, they...) is situated becomes a self-enclo-
sure (a turn upon and against “oneself’, upon and against one’s
desire)l, imposed by the confining imperative of the Real (of
War) to embrace the opposition of the Other as his/her only
possible position. (Meaning his/her only possible positioning with
respect to “me” and “us”.) And it is a confinement not only by,
but also within the domain of the Real, namely the “material”2 -
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rOBOTO/HEj3MHO €MHCTBEHO MOXHO NO3ULMOHUPaHke BO OAHOC
Ha ,MeHe" n ,Hac“.) W/ oBa e orpaHuyyBame He camMo 0f CTpaHa
Ha, TYKy M BHaTpe BO ob6fnacta Ha PeasHOTO, MMeEHO ,maTe-
puanHoTo“ 3 - orpaHnYyBare Ha, U 0f CTpaHa Ha, TepuTopuja,
reorpadpmja wnm tonorpadguja. ,Tue" ce BO 0OBa WM OHa Ceslo,
a ,Hue* He cme. Ke ce npuénuxar nm ,Tue* 40 MEeCTOTO Ha
KOe LTO CMe ,HME", ,OHME OHAE" Ke HM ce pobnwkart /m ,Ham
TyKa“?

OHa uKj cBefoK CyMm - BO jaBHMOT AUCKYPC Ha BOeHa
MakefoHunja - BO nornep Ha KOHKpeTusaumjata U KOHCOMU-
pauymata (co nocpeAcTBo Ha PeanHoto Ha BojHata) Ha ,Hue"
n ,TUe" 3a4 MVMUHbATa, € AeKa eTHUYKUTE ,Hue“ n ,Tne* He ce
€[IMHCTBEHNTE BK/IyYEeHW BO OBOj npouec. Tyka ce, UCTO Taka,
n ,Hue* n ,Tne" WTo ja npetcrtaByBaaT Hauuwjata-ApxaBa, of
efnHa cTtpaHa, u rpynute Ha OHA, op pgpyra; notoa, ,Hue*
LUTO M MpeTcTaByBa cuTe oHue of MakefoHuja (u BaskaHoT),
6e3 orfeq Ha eTHU4YKaTa npunagHocT, u ,Tme of T.H. ,Mefy-
HapogHa 3aefHuua“. lNMotoa, n Apyrn copmu Ha ,Hue" un ,Tmne”
ce BO XWB npouec Ha koHconupauwmjal... Cenak, Hawa 3ajaya
OBfle He e fJa cocTaBuMMe KaTasiolr Ha oBaa pa3HoobpasHoCT
Ha MAEHTUTETW LITO Ke ro npoyynme, TYKY [a ro UCTpakume
OHa WTO VUM € 3aefHNYKO Ha OBWE MPOLIECH, UMEHO YUMHOKOT
wTto PeanHoto Ha BojHaTa ro npean3BuKyBa Bp3 HUB.

BneuatnnBoTo BO OBME MPOLECU € NOCTOoeHEeTo Ha
onpegesieHa MOK Ha npucunba HacoyeHa KOH Toa ,A06po-
BOJIHO" - KOJIKY M Aa 3ByuM MapagoKcasHO oBa - Aa ce npu-
datn egeH of ABaTa CNPOTUCTABEHU WAEHTUTETU BO pamMKu
Ha efHa GuHapHa cTpykTypa (Ha npumep, MakepoHeu/Anba-
Hey, wnn AnbaHeu/Hean6aHeu; lMNposanageH/AHTu3anageH,
utH.) OBaa MOK M HaMeTHyBa OBME W BaKBUTE PECTPUKTUBHU
M360pn Ha TAKOB HA4uUH LUTO Y MpoM3BeayBa Kako HeHaf-
MUWH/IMBA HY)XXHOCT 06BMTKaHa BO ryctata aypa Ha HeymonuBa
peanHocT. OBa € MOKTa Ha 3akaHaTa Ha HacuicTBOTO.

OBaa ,,MVCTEPUO3HA" cuia Ha MNpuHyAa e U3BOPOT Ha
BMNevyaToKoT 3a onunameaTta MPUCYTHOCT Ha peanHoTo (Pe-
a/IHOTO) BO OHa LUTO [0 BYepa npeTcTaByBalle camo CeHULUTE,
naeja, KOHUENT - NOSINTUYKO-KYNTYPHUOT M HaLMOHaNEH WAEH-
TuteT. Ke ce 3anoxam 3a Toa Aeka TOKMYy MpUCYCTBOTO,
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confinement within and by territory, geography or topography.
“They” are in this and that village, and “we” are not. Are “they”
going to come closer to where “we” are, “those there” will “they”
approach “us”, who are here?

What | am witnessing - in the public discourse of
Macedonia at war - with respect to the concretization and con-
solidation (by means of the Real of War) of the “we” and “they”
behind the names, is that the ethnic “we” and “they” are not the
only ones involved in this process. There are also the “we” and
“they” representing the Nation-State on the one hand and the
groups of NLA on the other; then, the “us” representing all those
from Macedonia (and the Balkans) regardless of the ethnic be-
longing and the “they” of the so-called “International Commu-
nity”. Also other forms of “we" and “they” are in fermenting
processes of consolidation... However, our task here is not to
set up and study a catalogue of this diversity of identities, but to
explore the commonality they undergo in these processes,
namely the impact of the Real of War upon them.

What is fascinating as a part of these processes, is a
certain compelling power to “voluntarily"- however paradoxical
this may sound - embrace one of the two opposing identities
within a binary structure (for instance, Macedonian/Albanian or
Albanian/Non-Albanian; Pro-Western/Anti-Western, and so on).
This power imposes these and such restrictive choices in a way
that it renders them as some insurmountable necessity wrapped
into a thick aura of an implacable reality. And it is the power of
the threat of violence.

This “mysterious” compelling force is the source of the
impression of the tangible presence of the real (Real) within
what only until yesterday was but a specter, an idea, a concept
- the politico-cultural and national identity. | shall argue that it is
precisely the presence, the thrust and the insertion of the Real
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ynagoT » BMeTHyBaweTO Ha PeanHoTo (peasiHOTO) BO KOHC-
TpyKUuMjaTa Ha MAEHTUTETOT € M3BOPOT Ha OBaa cuna Ha npu-
Hyaa, npousBefyBajky M npouecuTe Ha UCKNy4vMBa WAEHTU-
hvkauuja Kako HEYMONIMBO HYXHW. WCTO Taka, 6u cakana ga
M UCTpaam 0BME HEeOoAO0NMBU W 6e3Masiky HEOAMWHINBU MPO-
Llecu, MMeHO HeOofO0/IMBOTO U HAaen3bexHo CoefuHyBawe Ha
VimarmHapHOTO cO TeMHUTe cunn Ha PeanHOTO/peasnHoTo.

CTaHyBaweTO M/IOT M KPB Ha OBME ,ancTpakuun’, u
o6paTHO, NOTTMKHATO Of CTpaHa Ha HanoxeHarta (cekomy
BO 3emjara) U3/10)XeHOCT Ha TpaymaTa Ha BojHaTta W Hacun-
CTBOTO, € OHa WTOo 6U cakana fa ro pasrnegam osge. Victo
Taka, Ke ce obupgam fa M uUsnoxam KacTpaTuBHWTE MOKM Ha
PeanHoTo (Ha BojHaTa M HacuMnCTBOTO) M 3agyllyBayvykuTe
efhekTn Ha ABjeKTHOTO - KOe e caMO OHaa cTpaHa Ha Pean-
HOTO - BO OHOC Ha MoAUTUYKMOT Cyb6jekT, MHCIMpupaHa of
nocnegHUTe MOAIUTUYKU WM BOEHWM HacTaHM BO MojaTa 3eMmja.

2. HaunHuTe Ha kou PeanHoTto (Ha HacuicTteoTo)
[JejcTByBa BO paMKW Ha KOHCTpyKuujaTa
Ha ngeHTneToT

[2. 1. MpBarta NOMNTMUYKO-OHTOJIOWKA (hpycTpaymja
npegus3BMKaHa of cTpaHa
Ha PeanHoTo Ha BojHata]

Bo ronema mepa, 0BOj ecej npeTcTaByBa Mnpukas Ha
NOSINTUYKNTE - WU OHTO/IOWKUTE, BUAEjKN i Ce MMaHEHTHU Ha
KOHCTpyKumjata Ha Cy6jeKToT - dopycTpaumm npeausBrKaHn
o[, peasiHOCTa Ha GUHapHWTEe, UCKy4YMBU U CMPOTUCTaBYBaUKM
n36opu Ha naeHTudmKaumja, HamMeTHaTU of cTpaHa Ha npu-
TeCHyBauyknute MOKM Ha HacunCTBOTO.

KnyyHuTe MOAUTUYKM OMNO3MUMM LITO Ce BO urpa BO
OBaa BOjHA - M KOM Ce CeKOorall WMHXEPEHTHO MNpunagHu Ha
oApeneHo MOBMKYyBawe Ha MAEHTUTET - aKTMBMpaHW of cTpa-
Ha Ha MOKMTE Ha Hacu/IHOCTa, BOCTaHOBYBaaT LUBPCTU rpa-
HALM Ha OAWCKYPCOT M ja NOHULWITYBaaT OYKBa/IHO CEKOoja MOX-
HOCT 0 HMBHO TpaHCueHaupahe, a ywTe noBeke of npea-
naraiTte Ha cocema NOWHAKBX WM HOBW AucKypcu. AuckypcoT
WTo 6ewe WHyrypvpaH BO pamMKu Ha OBME LBPCTM rpaHuLmM e,

(real) into the identity construction, that is the source of this
force of compellation, rendering the processes of exclusive iden-
tification inexorably necessary. And | would also like to explore
these irresistible and virtually unavoidable processes, namely
the irresistible and inescapable mating of the Imaginary with the
dim forces of the Real/real.

The becoming of flesh and blood of these “abstractions”,
and vice versa, incited by the imposed (to everyone in the coun-
try) exposition to the Trauma of war and violence, is what | would
like to engage in considering here. | shall also attempt to expose
the castrating powers of the Real (of War and violence) and the
suffocating effects of the Abject - as merely the obverse of the
Real - over the political Subject, inspired by the latest political
and military events in my country.

2. The ways in which the Real (of Violence)
operates within the construction
of identity

[2. 1. The principal politico-ontological
frustration provoked by the
Real of War]

In its greatest part this essay shall be an account of the
political - and ontological, as immanently pertaining to the con-
struction of the Subject - frustrations caused by the reality of
the binary, exclusive and oppositonary choices of identification
imposed by the cornering powers of violence.

The key political oppositions at play in this war - which
always inherently pertain to a certain claim of identity - en-
forced by the powers of violent force, establish the firm limits of
discourse and annihilate virtually any possibility of their tran-
scendence, let alone proposing completely different and new
discourses. The discourse that has been inaugurated within these
firm limits is, of course, that of war. The first political (and onto-
logical) frustration occurs when one attempts to realize his/her
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CeKako, OHOj Ha BoOjHaTa. [pBaTa noAuTMYKa (M OHTOJIOLIKA)
gpycTpaymja HacTaHyBa BO MWUIOT Kora 4YOBEK Ke ce obuae
Aa ja peanusupa xenbarta ga ce ,cnpaBu“ co BojHaTa/Ha-
CW/ICTBOTO KaKO TakKBO W_HEeroBute AWCKypcu, fa My ce crnpo-
TcTaBu, ga ro nobeaun WM yKuHe, HaMUHE [TpaHCLEH-
awnpal...

LiBpcTMHaTa M HeyMonuBOCTa Ha OBa HaMeTHyBahe
npousnerysa of, (pakTMyKoTO HEMNPUKOCHOBEHO Brafieere Ha
PeanHoTto (Ha HacuncTBOTO W/Ha BOjHaTa) W Herosara ,nep-
dopmaTuBHa“ nosuumja BO ja3uKOT U AUCKYPCOT.

JlepdopmaTtmBHocTt Ha PeanHoTto“... OBa MoXe fa
3BYyu4M Kako contradictio in adjecto, HO caMo 3a OHOj KOj 61 ro
6paHen cTaBOT 3a anco/lyTHOTO M HeHapylleHO OTCYCTBO Ha
PeasnHOTO 0ff 03HAYMTENCKUOT CUHLIMP, KOJLITO jac He ro 6pa-
Ham. OHa 3a LWTO Ce 3a1araMm OBfAe € TOKMY CNpPOTMBHOTO -
neka PeanHoTo ce ,onpucyTHyBa“ cebecs BO NPUHLMMOT Ha
3a/10BOJICTBO M Ha TepuTopujata Ha 3HaKOT, U Taka M 3a3ema
cBouTe ,nepdopMatvBHU® No3uUMU. TTOMHaAKY KaxaHo, Heus-
6eXHoCTa Ha HameTHaTuTe K36opu, He3aobMKONMBOCTa Ha
OVCKYpPCUTE CTaBEeHW BO CWIa, CO HUBHWUTE CUIHW acnektu
Ha Hacu/CTBO W cuna, Of, CeTO OBa Mnpou3serysa feka 0Bue
HamMeTHaToCTU (Ha cuUTymparbe Ha WAEeHTUTETOT, Ha AMCKYPCH,
WTH.) ce nepdopmMaHcu Ha camoTo PeasHo, 3aefHO CO yuu-
HOKOT cneuudmyeH 3a Hero - oHoj Ha Tpaymara.

Taka, jac oBAe Hema fga pacnpasam 3a nocpefgysa-
Hara Ha PeanHoTo npeky v of cTpaHa Ha 03HauYnTes/ICKMOT
CYHLIMP, aMu 3a HenocpegHocta Ha Hepodatimeoto u Hey-
MOJIMBOTO KaKO TakKBO W HeroBata HenocpegysaHa cpenba
co (haHTa3MaTCcKoTo, MMarnHapHoTO, WX COCEM €OHOCTaBHO
- CO KOHCTPYKTUTE Ha uaeHTuteT. Hacuncteoto no cebe, u
HerosuTe cofejctea CO U BO MOJINTUYKOTO, € npegMeT Ha
Hallarta AMCKycuja OBAE, Kako W HeroBaTa akTUBHAa, OO/MKY-
Bauyka ynora BO Mnpouecute Ha uaeHTudukauuja.

Ja ce ocBpHeMe cera, HakKpaTkKo, U Ha efleMeHTUTe
Ha Toa Kako (U 30WT0) npegnaram ga ce MUCIU ,HEMWUC/IU-
BOTO" (MCMXO@Ha/IMTUYKO W, COFMITAcHO CO Toa, NOCTMOLEPHO)
PeanHo BO KOHTEKCT Ha OBaa pacnpasa:

desire to deal (away) with the war/violence as such and its dis-
course, to oppose it, win over and banish it, transcend it...

The firmness and implacability of this imposition origi-
nates from the actual sovereign rule of the Real (of violence
and/of war) and its “performative” position in language and dis-
course.

“The performative of the Real”... This may sound as
contradictio in adjecto, but only if one claims the absolute and
undisturbed absence of the Real from the signifying chain, which
I am not (claiming). What | will argue here is precisely the con-
trary - that the Real “presentifies” itself into the pleasure prin-
ciple and on the territory of the sign, and thus can assume its
“performative” positions. In different words, the inescapability
of the imposed choices, the unavoidability of the enforced dis-
courses, with their strong aspects of violence and force, all of
this renders these impositions (of identity situating, discourses,
etc.) as the performances of the Real itself, together with its own
specific impact - that of Trauma.

Thus, what | am discussing here are not the mediations
of the Real through and by the signifying chain, but the imme-
diacy of the Ungraspable and Implacable itself and its unmedi-
ated encounter with the fantasmatic, the imaginary, or quite sim-
ply - with the identity constructs. Violence in itself, and its inter-
actions with and within the political, is the subject of our discus-
sion here, as well as its active, shaping role within the processes
of identification.

Let us now consider a brief account of the elements of
how (and why) | am proposing to think the “unthinkable” (psy-
choanalytic and, concurrently, postmodern) Real in the context
of this debate:
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[2.2. EKCKypC: MeTOAO0MOWKN MOjAO0BHN TOUKM]

Co Toa WTO ja nputhakam pajmkanHata KpuUTMKa Ha
®paHcoa Jlapyen Ha gyanuctuuykarta, 6uHapHa 1 ono3uuucka
Muena, jac ja oTchpram gmxotomujata u onosuumjata nomery
peanHoTo u hukumjata. BecylwHocT, BO caMMOT KopeH Ha Jla-
pyenoBaTta paguKanHa KpUTuka nexun AeKOHCTpyKuujaTa Ha
Auxotomujata peasniHo:(brkumnja, a TOKMY NOMMOT Ha ,peasHo-
TO", ocnoboAeH o HeroBuoT oAHOC (He caMo Ha onosuuuja,
TYKy of camarta ,/lofMKa Ha OofHecyBake" Kako TaksBa) KOH
domkymjata, My OBO3MOXYBa Aa ro cosgage KoHuenToT Ha Mue-
na of oHaa cTpaHa Ha gyanutetoT. Bo HeroBata Philosophie
et non-philosophie Toj TBpAM Aeka ,Mucnarta-o-[Bse”, Kako u
camarta OfHOCHa Muena - npousnesena of oBaa - ja npeTcTa-
ByBa BEKOBHATa CyLITMHa Ha 3anagHarta mvena v dunocoduija,
Kako AMXOTOMMUCKa W onosuuucka. AntepHaTuBaTa LWITO ja
npegnara flapyen e Busunjata-Bo-EgHo {la Vision-en-un), ccha-
TeHa Kako Mvena BO TEPMUHU (TOKMY) Ha peasiHOTO W CUHrY-
NapuTeToT, Kako eJMHCTBEH HayvH Ha ofberHyBawe Ha ,pe-
NaumoHM3MOoT" N Ha BOCMNOCTaByBakeTO ,,onN0cohcKkn Kocmoc"
(nnn, co Herosu 360poBH, ,,PNNOCOGCKO peLleHne”), Koj, ou-
[JejKn reHepasim3npadku, UCTO Taka € 1 YHUBep3a/M3vpayKu.

»[1po6nemoT co chunocodujata BOONWTO MNpousne-
rysa of, akToT [eKa 3a TepMUHUTE HUKOrall He ce MUCM
BO HMBHATa crneuuuyHOCT, amm Kako 3a CNpOTMBHU efeH Ha
Apyr, BO paMKuM Ha HVWBHWTE penauuu, W, BO Hajaobap cnydvaj
Ha HWBHWUTE rpaHMUM U BO HUBHOTO HEMOCPeAHO COCeACTBO.
Kako pesynrtaTr Ha 0OBa, KOHUEeNTOT Ha dimkumjata, Kako u
cekoj gpyr [koncept], o3HadyBa amdumbonorucka [amphibolo-
gique] peanHocT, nMMmuTpodumja Ha peasiHOTo, 6e3 ornep Ha
Toa fJann e CMecTeH of OHaa cTpaHa [au-dela] Ha oBa (pean-
HOTO), npefg Hero [en dega], nanm Ha rpaHuuaTa Mefy ABeTe.

Moarajkn of KNaCUYHMOT penaunmoHusam na ce Ao
COBpeMeHNTe AEKOHCTPYKUMKM, uKumnjata octaHa 3apobeHa
BO pamMKM Ha MewaHuoT ogHoc [le rapport de mixte], T.e., Ha
YHUTApHOTO [unitaire]. VicknyyeHa of peasiHOTO, WHTEPUOPU-
3MpaHa ofi Hero, Aojeka camaTta Taa ro MHTepuopusnpa Hero
N npeTeHgmpa ga ro co-onpegenysa, Taa [la fiction] Hukoraw
He usbera HaaBOpP Of WUrpuTe Ha B3aeMHa MHxmbuuuja [e,.tre-

[2.2 Ex-course: methodological points of departure]

By accepting Francois Laruelle’s radical critique of the
dualistic, binaristic and oppositionary ways of thinking, | am
also rejecting the dichotomy and the exclusive opposition be-
tween the real and the fiction. In fact, at the very core of Laruelle’s
radical critique lies the deconstruction of the realifiction di-
chotomy and it is precisely the notion of the “real” liberated from
its relation (not only of opposition but of the “logic of relating” as
such) to the fiction which enables him to conceive of a Thought
which would be beyond duality. In his Philosophie et non-
philosophie he claims that the “Thought-in-Two”, and the
relationary thought itself, deriving from the latter, represent the
perennial essence of the Western thought and philosophy as
dichotomic and oppositionary. The alternative proposed by
Laruelle is the Vision-in-One (la Vision-en-un) conceived as a
thought precisely in terms of the real and singularity, as the sole
way of evading “relationism” and establishment of a “philosophi-
cal cosmos” (or in his own words, “decision philosophique”),
which, being generalizing, is also universalizing.

“The problem of philosophy in general originates from
the fact that it never thinks of the terms in their specificity, but as
contrary to each other, within their relations, and, in the best
case, at their borders and in their proximity. As a result of this,
the concept of the fiction, like any other [concept], designates
an amphibologic [amphibologique] reality, a limitrophy of the
real, regardless of the fact whether it is placed beyond [au-dela]
the latter, or before it [en deca], or at the border between the
two.

From classical rationalism to contemporary deconstruc-
tions, fiction has remained captivated within that relation of the
mixed [le rapport de mixte], i.e., of the unitary [unitaire]. Exclu-
ded by the real, internalized by it, while internalizing it herself
and pretending to co-determine it, [la fiction] has never es-
caped the games of inter-inhibition [entre-inhibition], which are
those that philosophy plays with herself, where it is but one of
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inhibition], oHne wTO domnocodumjata M urpa co camata cebe,
M BO KOW OBa € caMO efHa Of uUrpadykuTe Ha ucropujara Koja
npeteHanpa ga.ja HagmuHe.” (Laruelle, 1989: 232)

Taka, jac npegnaram oBfge fa ro mvenuve PeasiHOTO
(nnn peanHoTo) BO TepMUHW Ha JlapyenoBaTa CUHrynapwuc-
TMYKa Myena Ha peanHoTo, ocnobogeHa of, concTBeHara ono-
3uumnja, of ,04HOCHOCTA", KOH (PUKLUCKOTO, paHTasmart-
CKOTO, MMAarMHapHOTO, 3HAKOBHOTO...

lTo ce opgHecyBa, nak, Ao PeasniHOTO Ha ncuxoaHa-
nuTnykKaTta ¥ NOCTCTPyKTypanucTuuka Ttpaguuuja, Toa, pe-
yncn 6e3 HUMKaKoB MOTpec, ycnea Aa ja o4pXu cBojata no-
3uymja au-dela, Ha HenpuctanHoTo 1 HemucnueoTto. Ha Toj
Ha4yuH, Toa ce ogHecyBa Kako (BepojaTHO, Noc/iegHOTO U eQunH-
CTBEHO) HefonpeHo TpaHCLeHAeHTanHo. HecomMHeHo, akcuom
e geka PeanHoTto, n HerosBuTe AejCcTBUja, € HEWTO LWTO He
MOXe fa ce cdpatn HW3 ja3uK U BoBede BO (MOSIMTUYKUOT)
ANCKypC, 6uaejkn e HEMUCIMBO M HEBOOO/TMUMBO BO Mpallakse.
3a MeHe, OBa e HewWTo BO CBOjaTa OCHOBa MpPo6nemMaTuyHoO:
HEe MOXEjKN fa My 0f0/ieaM Ha BNe4yaTokoT Aeka TOKMYy OBaa
LIMPOKO npugateHa “BuctmHa” e camo HEBMA/IMB OCTaTOK
Ha MeTadm3mykaTa Bepba BO TpaHCUEHLEHTA/THOTO.

MoHaTamy, camarta /flakaHOBCKa ncuxoaHanmsa - win,
NoTo4YHO, d)pojaoBcKata, HM3 yYMTaweTo Ha JlakaH (Bo Les
quatres concepts fondamentaux...) - 0BO3MOXyBa MUC/EHE
Ha “HemwucnmeoTto", ogHocHo PeanHoTto. Ce pab6otu 3a Pean-
HOTO BO HEroBMOT acrnekTt Ha Tpayma, wiv, NoTo4HO, 3a Peas-
HOTO Kako Tpayma, Kako oHa (3a) Koe MOXe fa MUC/M, pac-
npasa wnn, e4HOCTaBHO, [ia Cce ONPUCYTHU BO ja3nkoT. Cnopep,
NakaH, PeanHoTto/Tpaymarta Kako tuché - ogHOCHO Cny4ajHOCT
M cny4yaj WTO ro MNpekuHyBa, My ce HaMeTHyBa CO CBOETO
NPUCYCTBO M 0 Tpaymatusmpa 03HAUYUTESICKMOT CUHLIMD - €
BO MHTepakuuja co CUHLIMPOT Ha O3HauuTenu {automaton).*
Cnopef oBa, /IeCHO MOXe fa Cce M3B/leve 3ak/yyoKoT Aeka
tuché - npeky cBouTe edekTn - NpoussenyBa MNPeCBpPTU U
HOBM 3HaUM BO 3HAKOBMOT Mopefok (automaton).

WcTo Taka, oBaa pacrnpaBa BO 3HauuTenHa mepa I
OO/HKM Ha nocTtojaHaTa 3anoxba Ha Cnasoj XXuxek, Koja,

the toys of a history which pretends to surpass it." (Laruelle,
1989: 232)

So, what | am proposing here is to think the Real (or the
real) in terms of Laruelle’s singularistic thought of the real, thus
liberated from its opposition, or “relationism”, to the fictional,
phantasmatic, imaginary, signifying...

As for the Real in both the psychoanalytical and the
post-structuralist tradition, it has maintained - almost unshakably
- its position au-dela, as the Unpenetrable and the Unthinkable.
Thus, it acts as (perhaps the last and only) unsullied Transcen-
dental. It is a virtual axiom that the Real, and its workings, is
something that cannot be conceived in language and introduced
into (political) discourse, being unthinkable and thus unques-
tionable. | find this fundamentally problematic; not being able to
resist the impression that this particular widely accepted “Truth”
is but an invisible remainder of the metaphysical belief in the
Transcendental.

On the other hand, Lacanian psychoanalysis itself - or
rather Freudian, through Lacan’s reading (in Les quatres con-
cepts fondamentaux...) - renders the thinking of the “Unthink-
able”, namely the Real, possible. It is the Real in its aspect of
Trauma, or rather the Real as Trauma, that can be thought
(about), discussed (about) or, simply, made present into lan-
guage. According to Lacan, the Real/Trauma interacts with the
signifying chain (the automaton) in as much as the tuché, i.e.,
the hazard and incident that is interrupting, intruding into and
traumatizing the signifying chain.3 Thus, one can easily infer
that tuché produces (through its effects) reversals, and thus
new signs, in the order of signs {the automaton).

This discussion is also deeply indebted to Slavoj zteek’s
consistent engagement in, what can be arguably called, the “theo-
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nomasiky uMnm noBeke, MOXe Aa Ce Hapeye W “TeopuUcKM Mpo-
eKT”, 3a BoBeAyBawe Ha PeanHoTo BO (MOAUTUYKMOT) AUC-
Kypc. Cenak, mojaTa AUCKYyCMja ce pasnukyBa of XUXeKo-
BUTE NpoOMUC/yBakwa Ha PeanHOTO BO CMMena Ha Toa LWTO
PeanHOTO Koe e mpeAMeT Ha MoOjaTa pacnpaBa CeKakKo He
npetcTtaByBa WAEHTUTET HUTY uUMma CTabunHoO ume, goaeka
BO XXWXXEeKOBUOT AUCKYpC PeanHOTO MOHeKoraw MoXxe fa
6uge camo ywTe egHO MMe, MMEHO AWNCKYP3MBHA KOHCTPYK-
yvja. (Ha npumep, KOHCTpyKuujaTa "TpujaronHuMkKoT Ha Egun
N HyK/leapHOTO ceMejcTBO"; Bugu: ZiZek 1989: 50.)

Fonema 6aMckocT Haofam co AneHka XXynaHuud u
Hej3SMHOTO WCKNyuuTenHo pgeno ETuka Ha PeanHoTo, npet-
CTaBHMYKa Ha “KmKXeKoBcKaTa WKona” (ako BOOMLWTO MOXe
Ja ce 36opyBa 3a TakBa...). [loarajku og KaHT u JlakaH, Xy-
naHyny ce 3adaka co Temarnsvpare Ha “HeBO3MOXHOTO",
6e3MMeH0 PeanHo Kako TakBO, BOCMOCTaBYBajKM ja, Ha OBOj
HauyMH, napajgokcasHata MOXHOCT 3a Teopuja Ha HEBO3MOX-
Hoja. Kako ckpomHa wnycTpauumja Ha T0a 3a CO LWTO Cce 3a-
HMMaBa ETuka Ha PeanHOTO, Ke ro noHygam cnegHuoB uutaT
0fiL OBaa MHCnupaTtMBHa KHUra:

“CpueBuMHaTa Ha cekoja eTuKa e HewTo Koe Mo ce-
6e He e ‘eTUYHO’ (HUTY, Nnak, e ‘HeeTUYHo') - O4HOCHO, HeLTo
LITO HEMA HMKaKBa Bpeka CO perucrepoTr Ha eTukarta. OBa
‘HELTO’ MOXe [a Ce Hapeye CO HEKOJIKY pas/IyHu MMuHa -
MakKo HVe Ke ce orpaHn4Mme Ha camo fAge: 3a JlakaH, Toa e
‘PeanHoTo’; 3a bapgjy, ‘HacTaHoT'.

OBve TEPMUHM Ce OfHecyBaaT Ha HewTo LTo ce
nojapyBa camo BO 06/MK Ha cpefba, Kako HewTo LTO ‘Hu
ce cnyuyyBa', He uU3HeHajyBa, He ucdpna ‘HagBop of
BXnebeHocTa’, Guaejkn BO AadeH KOHTUHyuTeT cebecu ce-
Korall ce BMVLIyBa Kako npouen, nay3a v NpekuH.

Cnopef /lakaH, PeanHoTo e HEBO3MOXHO, a hak-
TOT feka ‘(HvM) ce cnydyyBa' He ja nobusa Herosata 6a3nyHa
‘HEBO3MOXHOCT': PeanHoTo HU ce cnydvyBa (ro cpekaBame)
Kako HEeBO3MOXHO, Kako ‘HelTo HEeBO3MOXXHO' LITO HU o
CBPTyBa CUMGOMHMOT YHUBEP3YM HaoNaKy 1 BOAYM KOH Herosa
pekoHdurypaumja.” (235)

Ha ennueH HauwH, jac oBfe ce obuayBam Ja pacrnpa-
BaM 3a, UCTO Taka, HenocpegHute cpenbu Ha CUMOOSTHUOT

retical project” of an introduction of the Real into (the political)
discourse.4 However, my discussion differs from 2ifek’s con-
siderations of the Real in the sense that the Real which is sub-
ject to my discussion cannot be an identity and does not bear a
stable name, whereas in 2ifekian discourse, the Real can also
be yet another name, namely a discursive construct. (For ex-
ample, the construct of the "Oedipus and the nuclear family
triangle™: See Zilek 1989: 50.)

| find a very close affinity with Alenka ZupanCiC and

her remarkable work The Ethics of the Real, representative of
the “Zizekian school” (if one can put it so...). Departing from
Kant and Lacan, ZupanCiC engages into thematizations of the
“impossible”, nameless Real as such, thus establishing the para-
doxical possibility for a theory of the impossible. Just as a mea-
ger, but encapsulating, illustration of what The Ethics of the
Real is about | am offering the following quotation from this
inspiring book:

‘The heart of all ethics is something which is not in
itself ‘ethical’ (nor is it ‘non-ethical’) - that is to say, it has noth-
ing to do with the register of ethics. This ‘something’ goes by
several different names - although we will limit ourselves to
two: for Lacan, it is ‘the Real’; for Badiou, ‘the event'.

These terms concern something which appears only
in the guise of the encounter, as something that ‘happens to
us’, surprises us, throws us ‘out of joint’, because it always
inscribes itself in a given continuity as a rupture, a break or an
interruption.

According to Lacan, the Real is impossible, and the
fact ‘it happens (to us)’ does not refute its basic ‘impossibility’:
the Real happens to us (we encounter it) as impossible, as
‘the impossible thing’ that turns our symbolic universe upside
down and leads to the reconfiguration of this universe'.”(235)

Similarly, what | am attempting here is also to discuss
the immediate encounters of the symbolic or imaginary - or
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AN MMarMHapHWOT - WK Ha OHOj LWITO My e npunajeH Ha 3Ha-
KOT - YHUBEP3YM CO ,HEBO3MOXHOTO" PeasiHoO BO /IMKOT Ha
HacuACTBOTO W BOjHaTa - MOXebu, HEeroBoTo eAUMHCTBEHO
(MOXHO) 1 ,BUCTUHCKO" (,peanHo”) nuue, NULETO Ha camuoT
Yxac.

[2.3 BmeTHyBarwe U ucnpennetyBawe
Ha ,MaTepuanHoTo* nnn ,,TepuTOpPUanHOTO", Kako
»,PeasnHoTo", BO npouecute Ha mpeHTudmkauuja]

MpukasHata 3a NOJIMTUYKO-OHTONOLWKNUTE dipycTpa-
UMM npeam3BMKaHU of BojHaTa Mpojosnkysa... PakToT Ha 3a-
3eMare KOHKPETEH, 3a0KPYXXeH W 3a0KPpYXyBauku, (OU3NYKK
(,maTepujaneH”5) NpocTop, Kako onpegeneHn cena v rpagosu,
06/1aCTN 1 pervoHn, MMa Ky4yHa ysiora BO akTyesiHuTe npo-
uecu Ha npeobnukyBawe U 3rycHyBakwe Ha UAEHTUTEeTUTE.
OrpaHnMyeHnoT oM3nyKM npocTop (Co onpegeneHa ronemMuHa
LWITO ce Mepu BO KBagpaTHW MeTpu) e orpaHudyBayvyku u on-
pefenysaykM BO CMMesia Ha MOXHOTO CUTyupare Ha WaeH-
TUTETOT - caMO TakoB W TakoB onpegenieH ,anbaHcku" uam
~MaKe[OHCKN" NAEHTUTET, eJMHCTBEHO BO TOj WX OBOj rpaj,
Wy ceno, MOXe fa ce Mojasu U U3jacHU.

JeHec, TepuTopmjata ja nponuwlysa - MOLUHE CTPOro
- MOXHOCTa 3a WAEHTUTET U Heroso cutyupamne. LWTo noor-
paHvyeHa e TepuTopujata, Toa MOOrPaHWYeH U1 NoorpaHudy-
Bayku e NponucoT 3a uAeHTuTeT. Ha npumep, B Ceno wmm
nomasn rpaj He e AOBOJSIHO camo fda ce 6uge ,MakepoHey”
unn ,,AnbaHeL" Ha BUCTMHCKOTO MeECTO, TYKy, UCTO Taka, mopa
Aa ce 6uae n NaTpuoT, HaUMOHANWCT, Aa ce Mpasar gpyrure...
Bo noronemute rpagosun, nav BO rnaBHuoT rpag Ckonje, yc-
N0BUTE LWITO MOpa fAa ce UChofsHaT 3a fja ce MNoBMKal Ha
onpefeneH eTHUYKO-NOMUTUYKN UAEHTUTET ce Nomasnky, Ho
HamMeTHyBareTO M360p Ha naeHTUdumKaumja co oBaa Winm oHaa
rpyna - Kojwto e ce noyecto mefy ,HeanbaHey" u ,Anba-
Hel", ogowTo mefy ,MakegoHel" n ,AnbaHeL" - € HeM36exHo.

Taka, NpOCTOPOT, Moarajkn Kako of, HeroeaTta rosiemMu-
Ha Taka 1 opf, opraHusaupjata (ypbaH wiv pypasieH), ma pella-
Bayka 1 onpegenysayka MOK BO Nornej Ha npouecute Ha 06-
NVKyBake Ha nonutuykoTo. lMpupopata Ha oBaa MOK € Cyll-
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pertaining to the sign - universe with the “impossible” Real in the
face of violence and war - perhaps its only (possible) and “true”
(“real”) face, that of Horror itself.

[2.3 Insertion and intertwining of the “material”
or “territorial” inasmuch as “the Real” into the
processes of identification]

The account of the politico-ontological frustrations
caused by the war continues... The fact of occupying a con-
crete circumscribed and circumscribing physical (“material’5)
space, such as specific villages and towns, areas and regions,
plays a key role in the current processes of re-shaping and
condensation of identities. The limited physical space (of a cer-
tain size measured in square meters) is limiting and determining
in terms of the possible situation of identity - only such and
such specific “Albanian” or “Macedonian” identity in this and
that village and town can emerge and be claimed.

Nowadays, territory is prescribing - very strictly - the
possibility of identity and its situation. The more limited the terri-
tory, the more limited and constraining in detail the prescription
of identity is. For example, in a village or a smaller town it does
not suffice to be a “Macedonian” or “Albanian” at the right place,
one also has to be a patriot, nationalist, hate the other... In the
bigger towns, or in the capital Skopje, the exigencies for claim-
ing a certain ethnico-political identity are lesser, but the imposi-
tion of identification choice with this or that group - which is
ever more often the one between “Non-Albanian” and “Alba-
nian”, rather than that between “Macedonian” and “Albanian” -
is inevasible.

Space in terms of its size, and of its organization (ur-
ban or rural), has thus had determining and defining powers
over the processes of shaping of the political. And the nature of
these powers is such that they are essentially restrictive - and
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TECTBEHO PEeCTpUKTMBHA - pasnukaTta mery ypbaHo e pypasiHO
€ noBeKe BO CTEMEHOT Ha pecTpuKuMja OAOLITO BO CyLITUHA - U
pedyKTMBHA, a He eKcnaH3vBHa W pa3MHOXyBauyka. Wnv now-
HaKy KaXaHo, Taa e ,MCK/yyyBayka“ a He ,BKydyyBauka“.

MpocTopoT M reorpadmjata ro nponuwlysaaT u no-
NUTUYKNOT AUCKYPC W HEroBUTe rpaHuuu. Ha ,nopecTpuk-
TMBHWUTE" MecTa - BO Hajaobap crny4vaj - MOXe fa o4yekyBame
efHa Kamnaka 3a Mvp, LUTO MpoKIamupa TonepaHumja u pas-
Gupaiite 3a gpyrute, ga 6uge npudaTteHa, BO cMmuesia Ha Toa
fa 6buge npumeHa ga fojae, Ho 6e3 dhyHAameHTanHo ga no-
BMMjae - a ywTte nomasky ja ja noTkona - Bp3 cTporaTa 3ab-
paHa Ha CeKakoB ,,JOMOPOAEYKM KOCMOMOAUTM3aM".

ABjeKTHOTO NpucycTBO Ha PeanHoTo - Taa rpyba, Tpa-
yMaTusnpaudka usnmyka pecTpukumja Ha [OBMKEHETO HU3
NpocTOpoT - € BfeaHa, WK ce BfieBa camaTa, BO ,eTepuu-
HaTa“, AenMkaTtHa npupoja Ha WOEeHTUTETOT U HeroBuTe 4yB-
CcTBMTeNHOCTU. W oBAe, MOBTOPHO, F0 cpeKkaBame (yCnoBy-
BaYykMOT) ynaj Ha OHa LUTO € HEMOXHO Aa Ce MUCAW, Ha Nu-
LWEeHOTO Of KOHLENT, Ha MPOCTO TepMTOPUANHOTO, BO cne-
UM(PUYHOTO Ha MAEHTUTeTUTEe, BO HapaTWBUTE BO UYMW pamMKu
Xuseeme (MOEHTUTETUTE), BO HalUTE CBETOBMW.

OnauynHata Ha oBaa CuTyaumja ce cOCTOM BO Toa LUTO
WAEHTUTETOT F0 OrpaHuyyBa ABWXEHeTO BO NPOCTOPOT - Ofn-
pefenysa Kaje YOBEK MOXe fa Bne3e Win MoOMUHe U Kafje
He Moxe. [ownpoKo, AUCKYPCOT Ha BojHaTa, M CUMOOSHUOT
nopefok LITO r0 uma co3fafieHo oBaa - npasuniara U Hayu-
HWUTE Crnopef Kou XueBeeme feHec, 3aKOHOT Ha OBOj CBET Ha
BOjHaTa - KpajHO PecTPUKTMBHO M BOCMOCTaByBa YC/IOBUTE
3a cnobogara Ha Te/I0TO M HEroBOTO ABWXEHE HW3 NpocTo-
pot. AKo cakaw of Ckonje ga cracawl o Oxpua, He MOXeLl
Ja nojoew npeky TeToBO - 61 MOXen Aa 3arvHell, Moxe aa
nykaat Ha Tebe. Moxew pfa TprHew no no6es6egHUOT - HO
Janeky oA BUCTUMHCKM 6e36egeH - npeky butona. Ha oBoj
HauuH, YOBEK Ce NuLYyBa 0Of nejcaxute - NnaaHuHUTe W ce-
nata, 6oute U Mupus3buUTe - WTO M hopmmpane Herosute
CEHTUMEHTAa/IHOCTN, HEeroBOTO WHTWMHO, CO-YYBCTBUTE/HO
,Jac‘... Hacnncreoto u TepntopuasiHATE PecTpukuin, n ase-
Te He npeTcTaByBajKM HULITO NOBeKe of camarta Tpayma Ha
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the difference between urban and rural is in the degree of re-
striction, not in substantia - and reductive, not expansive nor
proliferating. Or in different words, they are “exclusive” and quite
certainly not “inclusive”.

Space, and geography, also conditions the political dis-
course and prescribes its boundaries. In the more “restrictive”
places, one can - in the best case - expect a peace campaign
proclaiming tolerance and understanding for the other to be ac-
cepted in the sense of hosted, but without it fundamentally af-
fecting - let alone undermining - the strong prohibition of any
“indigenous cosmopolitanism”.

I

The abject presence of the Real - that brute, traumatiz-
ing physical restriction of movement in space - is being infused,
or infuses itself, into the “etherical”’, delicate nature of identity
and its sensitivities. Here again we encounter the (conditioning)
thrust of that which cannot be thought, of the “conceptless”,
merely territorial, into the ways of identities, into the narratives
within which we live (the identities), into our universes.

The obverse of this situation is that identity restricts one’s
movement in space - where one can enter or pass through and
where one cannot. More generally, the discourse of war and the
symbolic universe it has created - the rules and ways according
which one lives now, the Law of this universe of war - conditions
highly restrictively the freedom of body and its movement in
space. You cannot take the route through Tetovo if you want to
get-from Skopje to Ohrid - you can get killed, be shot at. You
can take the safer one - but far from being actually safe -
through Bitola. Thus one is deprived from the landscapes - moun-
tains and villages, colors and fragrances - that has shaped one’s
sentimentalities, one’s intimate, affectionate “I"... Here violence
and territorial restrictions, both but the Trauma of the Real in
itself, have joined their “creative” forces to influence upon the
feelings and - consequently - processes of re-structuring of
identities.
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PeanHoto no cebe, r 3gpyxuae ceoute ,,TBOPEUYKM' MOKU
3a fa UM BAujaaT Ha 4yyBcTBaTta W - CAIeACTBEHO - Ha npoue-
CUTe Ha MPecTPyKTynpawe Ha WAeHTUTeTuUTe.

Hepodhatnmeoto Hewrto, nog 6e3nmeHoto Vive Ha Boj-
HaTa, co3jaBa paHAVBM W UcnialeHn Ccy6jeKTUBMTEeTU cBe-
OeHn (ocyfeHn) Ha Toa ga ce noTnupaar Ha UCKyYuMBWM - yec-
TO HecakaHun - WOEHTUTETU, ETHUYKUTE N HauuoHasHuTe. Hapg-
MWHYBah-€TO Ha OBaa M BakBaTa pegykuuwja nogpasbupa Hag-
MVHYBak€ Ha peasiHoCTa Ha BOjHaTa - UMEHO, Ha PeanHoTo
Ha (hm3mukaTa pecTpukuMmja, OOHOCHO Ha BrnageeweTo Ha
pn3nykata 3akaHa MMaHeHTHa Ha rosioTo, pasy/iaBeHo Ha-
CUNCTBO W TepUTOpUjasiHO orpaHmyyBawe. Bo muroe, oBa 6u
npeTcraByBasi0 He3aMWCNMBO Tellka 3ajayva fa Ce WUCMOJHW.

[2.4 Ono3uymjata N ncknyymeocTta
My CE€ UMAHEHTHU Ha HacW/CTBOTO
a oBa NoTekHyBa of o6nacta Ha PeanHoTO]

-KpeatmBHaTta (M HeonxogHa) urpa“ Ha GUHapHUTE
ono3vuMn of LapCcTBOTO Ha 3HauuTe, KakBa LUTO ja 3aMuc-
Nvja CTPyKTUpanucTute, He Tpeba fJa ce mella - Mako, Teo-
pvcku, MOXe ga 6uge HaBUCTMHA Npeau3BUKYBaYkM U pene-
BaHTHO Aa ce Mopse - CO onosuuujata cBOjcTBeHa Ha Pean-
HoTo. lMpupogaTa Ha cpefbata co PeanHOTO e cekorall oHaa
Ha ono3uyujata, 6MAEjKn - ga ce NOTCEeTMME Ha MNorope Lu-
TMpaHnoT nacyc of JlakaH - chopmata BO KOja ce jaByBa e
cekoraw oHaa Ha tuché. A oBa, nak, cekoraw npeTcTaByBa
Tpayma, ogHocHO - Bonka. HacunctBoTo e onosuuuja Ha m
npoTve PeanHoTo, Npou3BefeHa of, CTpaHa Ha, W HacoyeHa
npotue, (Heuwja) ,,pusnyHoCT". MapoKCM3MOT Ha ono3uuujaTta
N UCKAy4YmBoCcTa KyIMWHMpaA BO (kenbaTta 3a) (PpM3MYKOTO
noHuwTyBawe Ha [pyrmot. Wnnu, co apyru 360poBu, Hacu-
CTBOTO € MMaHeHTHO Oono3uuumja, W Toa of, BUAOT KOj cneuu-
¢myHO My npunara Ha PeanHoTo.

Mo mat Ha (pu3mnyka 3akaHa, nNpugpyxeHa co Te-
pUTOpPMaIHN 1 TENEecHW orpaHuyyBarba, HacuiCTBOTO WHa BOj-
HaTa HameTHyBa LMCKYP3VBHU FpaHuuM Kou ja ofpasysaaT, 1
ce npousBOf Ha, HerosaTa ,,COMCTBEHa JI0rMKa“, UMeHo OHaa
Ha ono3uuujata. Taka, PeanHoto Ha BojHata unm CyBepeHOoTo

The ungraspable Thipg, by the nameless Name of War,
has created vulnerable and fearful subjectivities reduced
(doomed) to the clinging to exclusive - often resented - identi-
ties, the ethnic and national ones. Overcoming of this and such
a reduction implies but the overcoming of the reality of war -
namely the Real of the physical restriction, that is to say the rule
of the physical threat immanent to the reign of the bare, out-of-
joint violence and territorial confinement. At the moment, this
should be an unimaginably difficult task to accomplish.

[2.4 Opposition and exclusiveness are immanent
to violence and violence is from the realm
of the Real]

The “creative (and necessary) play” of binary opposi-
tions within the kingdom of signs, as envisioned by the structur-
alists, should not be confused - although may be theoretically
quite intriguing and relevant to relate - with the opposition of or
by the Real. And the nature of the encounter with the Real is
always that of opposition, since - let us recall the above quoted
paragraph by Lacan - it becomes present but in the form of
tuché. The latter is always Trauma, thus - Pain. Violence is the
opposition of and against the Real, produced by and directed
against (one’s) “physicality”. It is the paroxysm of opposition
and exclusiveness culminating into (the desire for) physical an-
nihilation of the Other. Or in different words, violence is imma-
nently opposition, and of the kind pertaining specifically to the
Real.

By means of physical threat, accompanied by territo-
rial, and thus bodily restrictions, violence and/of war imposes
discursive limits which reflect and are product of its own “logic”,
namely that of opposition. Therefore, the Real of War or the
Sovereign Rule of Violence can produce but opposing and (mu-
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Bnafieewe Ha HacuncTBoTo Moxe Aa npousBede eauHCTBEHO
CNpoTUCTABEHM U (B3a€MHO) WUCKNYYuBUM naeHTuTetTn. U ro
HanoXxyBa - HacuUMNHO 3abpaHyBajkm ja cekoja apyra MOXHOCT
- TOKMY MOMIMTUYKMOT AUCKYPC Ha 3aUBPCTEHWOT, CTPOro Ae-
(hMHMPaH, OMO3MLUCKN U UCKYYUB WOEHTUTET.

Co HeroBaTta Cé-npensjaByBayka npupoga Ha onosu-
Umja Toa My ce CrnpoTUCTaByBa - U ja YKMHYBa MOXHOCTa 0Of
- HEONno3uLMUCKNOT ANCKYPC U MO3ULMOHUPaHke Ha ngeHTuTe-
TOT. Heros npuHUMn e Hesanupsvearta ekcnaH3uvja, Taka LTo
TOoa He ocTaBa MNPOCTOP 3a KPUTUYKO MUC/NEeHe, Koe, 3a Aa
HUKHE W npouBeTa, uma notpeba of NpasHWOT NPOCTOP Ha
npouenoT Mefy 3HauuTe BO CUMOOSHMOT WWAN MMarnHapHMoT
yHUBEP3yM, of 6e3aHaTta Ha Kpu3a BO 03HA4YUTEsSICKUOT CUH-
ump. inn, Ha pyKOOBCKM ja3MK KaxkaHO, MOXe Aa ce peuye
Jeka OBMe TOMOCKM Ha KpUTUKa MOXe fda ce nouctoseTar co
KPUTUYHUTE - UCTO, M BO cMuena Ha nokycu (loci) Ha Kpusa -
jasnu Ha otnop Bo Mpexarta Ha Mok. Kpuzata - ywTe of
XengepnuH un Hnue, na ce go Jacnepc v Jenes - npetcraByBa
MOMEeHT 1 locus Ha 3janHaTocT, hiatus n npouen.6

OHa WTOo ™' oanvMkKyBa BaksuTe- cuTyauum - B0 Make-
[OHKa, ,CuTyaumjata“ ctaHa HajnonynapHuoT eydemusam 3a
»BOjHA"... - e geka aBTOpUTETOT Ha PeasnHOTO BO OAHOC Ha
KOHCTpyKUumnjaTa Ha Cyb6jekTOT M MOEHTUTEeTOT CTaHyBa Ha-
nagHo MpenosHaTnuMe, GpyTasHO MNPUCYTEH, U TOJIKY NIeCHO
3abenexnms. Toj 6e306/1MUYEH, YUCTO WCKYCTBEH (haKT Ha
Tpayma, CTpas U 60/1Ka - KOj € HEMOXHO Ja ce naHeTudukysa
CO KOHLEeNT, npuuBpeTn 3a 3Hayewe - ro ycnosysa co3fja-
BakeTO Ha onpegeneHoTo 3Havyewe Ha ,Jac”, Ha Toa LWWTo
3Hayam u npeTcrtaByBam ,Jac" - MOjoT ngeHTutetr. A oBaa
ycnoByBauka MOK e OyKBasiHO Haj mojata uHAMBUAya Ha MOK
Ha u3bop. OBOj Tyl (paKTOp € OHa WTO oA/slydyBa 3a MeHe
Koja cym ,Jac” nam koja Tpeba ga ctaHam. HakpaTko, oBaa
TyfOCT cTaHyBa HeOTYyfVB Aen 0 mojaTa BHATPELUHOCT.

Taka, PeanHoTo cTaHyBa HepacnieTnuBO ucnpensne-
TEHO co o6nacTta Ha 3HaKoT - MMarMHapHoTOo, CMMOOJTHOTO -
no nart Ha HeroeaTa HeusbexxHa ancopbuumja BO Cy6jeKTUBU-
TETOT M naeHTUTeToT. AbBjekTHOTO e aen of Cyb6jekToT. A
BOjHaTa M HACW/ICTBOTO NpaBaT ylWTe NoBeKe Aa e Taka.

tually) exclusive identities. And it dictates - and violently pro-
scribes any other possibility - precisely the political discourse
of solidified, strictly defined, opposing and exclusive identities.

With its all-flooding nature of opposition it opposes and
bans every non-oppositionary discourse and positioning of iden-
tity. Its principle is the unrestrained expansion and thus leaves
no space for critical thinking which, in order to come forth and
flourish, has need of the empty space of rupture between the
signs in the symbolic and/or imaginary universe, an abyss of
crisis within the signifying chain. Or in Foucauldian language, it
can be said that these topoi of critique can be identified with the
critical - aiso in the sense of loci of crisis - knots of resistance
in the Web of Power. Crisis - since Hoelderlin and Nietzsche
until Jaspers and Deleuze - has been but the moment and locus
of hiatus and rupture.6

What is distinctive about situations like this - in
Macedonia “the situation” has become the most popular euphe-
mism for “war”... - is that the authority of the Real over the
construction of the Subject and identity is becoming poignantly
recognizable, brutally present, and so easily detectable. That
amorphous, purely experiential fact of trauma, fear and pain -
impossible to identify with a concept, fix it to a meaning - condi-
tions the creation of a certain meaning of the “I”, of what “I”
mean and represent - of my identity. And this conditioning power
is virtually above my individual authority of choice. This alien
factor is that which makes the decision for me of who T am or
of who “I” ought to become. Briefly, this outlandishness has to
become an inalienable part of my innerness.

The Real is thus inextricably intertwined with the realm
of the sign - the imaginary, symbolic - by way of its inescap-
able absorption into subjectivity and identity. The Abject is part
of the Subject. And the war and violence make it even more so.
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Tepopn3MoT 1 TepUTOpPMjasIn3MOT Ha BOjHaTa ro Ha-
nojyBaat Cy6jeKTOT CO HEMOAHOC/MBO TELIKOTO MPUCYCTBO
Ha AGjeKTHOTO W, CIeACTBEHO - KaKO LUTO BEKe UMMNANLUTHO
3ak/ly4yuBMe Morope - Npeky NpucycTBoTo Ha PeasHoTO, 1O
3auBpcHyBaaT MCK/y4YMBUOT, CTabUNEH U OMO3MLUCKN WAEH-
TnTeT.

3. 3akny4yHunoT naparpac

BakBu ce 3ajyllyBauykuTe W KacTpmpaykuM MOKM Ha
~-He3ay3gaHoTo" PeaslHo. Ho Toa MoOXe, UCTO Taka, gAa 6uge
n ,3ay3gaHo”, ,NpunuToMeHo” 1 ,faundusmpaHo”. Ma cenak,
TOa e cekoraw BeKe BO OCHOBaTa Ha - U BO HenpekuHata
urpa co - npukasHarta 3a ,Jac‘. Ce HageBam feka, Mpeky
HeBecenuMoT npumep Ha PeanHOTO BO AIMKOT Ha BojHaTta,
ycneas pa fgagam Mas, NO3UTUBEH TEOPUCKW MPUAOHEC.
VimeHo, geka nokaxaB Kako (opMaTUBHUTE MOKU Ha
PeanHoTo # ce ce MHXEPEHTHW Ha KOHCTpyKuujaTa Ha
Cy06jeKTMBUTETOT M UAEHTUTETOT, W NpeTcTaByBaaT HeEOTyfuB
Len of LapcTBOTO Ha 3HaKOT.

[peBoAoT e Ha aBTOpKarta

BENELWKW

1 “Abject”’, Kako TepMMH BO MCUXOaHanu3arta, Koj ce ogHe-
CyBa Ha OHa LITO e rpaHW4yHO W npefu3BuKyBa rajewe n ofderHy-
Bahe.

2 Any3unja Ha HuyeoBarta KoHuenTyasnv3auuja Ha chopmaum-
jata Ha Cy6jeKToT, U Ha Toa Kako Gelle pa3BueHa of cTpaHa Ha Lly-
onT Batnep Bo The Psychic Life of Poweropg 1997.

33a ob6jacHyBawe Ha ynoTpebaTa Ha HaBOAHULWTE OBAE - U
Ha TOa Kako MOMMOT Ha "MaTepujasHOCT" MOXe Aa ce ofHecyBa Ha
OHOj Ha "PeanHoTo"/'peanHoTo" - nornegHu ja 6en. 5, gony.

4 "N'est il remarquable que, a l'origine de I'expérience
analytique, le reel se soit présenté sous la forme de ce quil y a en lui
dinassimilable - sous la forme du trauma, déterminant toute sa sulite,
et lui imposant une origine en apparence accidentelle? Nous nous
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The terrorism and territorialism of war infuses the Sub-
ject with an unbearably heavy presence of the Abject and, con-
sequently - as we have already implicitly inferred above - through
the presence of the Real, solidifies the exclusive, stable and
opposing identity.

3. The closing paragraph

Such are the suffocating and castrating powers of the
“unbridled” Real. But it can also be “bridled”, “domesticated”
and “pacified”. Nevertheless, it is always already at the base of
- and in a constant play with - the narrative of the “I". | hope that,
through this saddening example of the Real in the face of War, |
have managed to make some small positive theoretical contribu-
tion. Namely, to have shown that the formative powers of the
Real are inherent to the construction of both subjectivity and
identity, and are an inalienable part of the realm of the Sign.

NOTES

1An allusion to the Nietzschean conceptualization of the
Subject’s formation, and to the developments of the latter by Judith But-
ler in The Psychic Life of Power from 1997.

2For an explanation of the use of the quotation marks here -
and how the notion of “materiality” can be related to that of the “Real”/
"real” - see note 4 below.

3 "N'est il remarquable que, a l'origine de l'expérience
analytique, le réel se soit présenté sous la forme de ce qu'l y a en lui
d'inassimilable - sous la forme du trauma, déterminant toute sa suite, et
lui imposant une origine en apparence accidentelle? Nous nous trouvons
la au coeur de ce qui peut nous permettre de comprendre le caractére
radical de la notion conflictuelle introduce par I'opposition du principe de
plaisir au principe de réalité¢ - ce pourquoi on ne saurait concevoir le
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trouvons la au coeur de ce qui peut nous permettre de comprendre le
caractére radical de la notion conflictuelle introduite par (‘opposition du
principe de plaisir au principe de réalité - ce pourquoi on ne saurait
concevoir le principe de réalité comme ayant, par son ascendant, le
dernier mot." (Lacan, 1973: 65)

5 "MaTepujanHoTO", 04HOCHO "TenecHoTo" u "thnamukoTto",
ce, UCTO Taka, cekoraw BeKe KOHUenTu unu loci/tonocn Hacenexu
0f, UMarMHapHoTO M HWMKorall AeBCTBEHO TakBW. [Ma u camata ugeja
3a "AeBCTBEHO TakBW" e camo - ugeja. NMonmoT Ha TeNOTO Kako Ma-
TepuanHo, WM Ha Herosara MaTepujasiHOCT, Gelle [eKOHCTpyumpaH
o4 cTpaHa Ha Llyaut Batnep BO Hej3MHOTO 3Ha4yajHO feno Bodies
That Matter (1993). Cenak, ce unHM fdeka cekoraw kKora ogpefeHa
ncuxu4yka onepauunja/gejcteme e HacoyeHa KOH PeanHOTO, WM KOH
Toa ga fejcTteyBa Bp3 PeasiHOTO Ha onpejesieHo HeWTo uau onpe-
[JefleH Hekoj, Taa uva 3a uen ga AejcTsyBa Bp3 TenoTo, U3nYKoTO.
Ha npumep, xen6aTa 3a LeNOCHO, NOTNOMHO, "peasHo" MOHWULWWTYBa-
e Ha HeKOro ce ocTBapyBa HW3 AecTpyKuujaTa Ha HEroBOTO/Hej3U-
HOTO TeNo - peann3npajkn ce nam Kako yorucTBo Wan Kako HaHecyBa-
e KpajHa u3anuka 6onka. Bo coBpemeHata mMuena (M Toa He camo
unocodckarta), npeTonysakeTo Ha PeanHoTo co dhu3nykoTo/mMa-
TepujaslHOTO € enUCEMOSIOWKN (PakT, OBO3MOXEH 0f, camuoT hakT
LUTO OBUE Ce eguHCTBEHUTE ("KOHCEH3yasiHO") "npu3HaeHn npeTcTas-
HUUM" Ha ONWMIMBO NOCTOEYKOTO (Kako CTBApHU) - e4UHCTBEHO "He-
COMHEHO peasiHoTO".

6 MoWMPOKO M UCTpaxyBaB MeTadhopuTe U KOHLEeNnTuTe Ha
npouen, Kpusa, 6e3gHa u Kajcypa kaj oBue aBTOpU BO cTyaujata “Les
troubles et matamorphoses de Mnemosyne: Sur les concepts tragiques
du temps”, pp. 35-39
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principe de réalitt comme ayant, par son ascendant, le dernier mot."
(Lacan, 1973: 65)

4 See, for example, The Ticklish Subject, pp. 369-377 or 359-
364, and elsewhere; also in Hegemony, Contingency, Universality (writ-
ten together with Judith Butler and Ernesto Laclau), passim.

5 “Material”, thus “bodily” and “physical”, are also always al-
ready concepts or a locus/topos populated by the imaginary and never
virginally such. Even the idea of “virginally such” is but - an idea. The
notion of body as material, or its materiality, has been deconstructed by
Judith Butler in her seminal work Bodies That Matter from 1993. How-
ever, it seems that whenever a certain psychic operation/activity is di-
rected towards the Real, or at affecting the very Real of a certain some-
thing or somebody, it aims at producing an effect over the body, over the
physical. For example, the desire for a total, complete, “real” annihilation
of somebody realizes itself through the destruction of his/her body -
going as far as either a murder or an infliction with the ultimate physical
pain. In contemporary thinking (and not only philosophical), the merging
of the Real with the physical/material, is an epistemological fact, pro-
vided by the sole fact that the both notions stand for the only (“consen-
sually”) “recognized representatives” of the "tangibly existing" (in as much
as real ones) - therefore "undoubtedly real".

6 | have explored more extensively the metaphors and con-
cepts of rupture, crisis, abyss and caesura in these authors in the article
“Les troubles et matamorphoses de Mnemosyne: Sur les concepts
tragiques du temps”, pp. 35-39.
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