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14:00 Prof. Prochéazka, as the chair of the committee, welcomed

everyone present, introduced the committee members and
summarised the proceedings.
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14:02 doc. Roraback, the supervisor, introduced the candidate. He
mentioned the following:

-The candidate’s Freudian and Lacanian psychoanalytic training in
St. Petersburg, Paris, and in the Czech Republic

-A course on Lacanian psychoanalysis taught by Ms. Konoreva at
Charles University

-Publications in psychoanalytic journals

-Her research on Alexander Smulyanskiy

-Ms. Konoreva has practiced teenage and child psychoanalysis in
Prague since 2018

-Activity on the web, YouTube channel and website

-Ms. Konoreva’s work in translation

14:07 Jevgenija Konoreva started the presentation of her dissertation
and mentioned the following points:

-The purpose of the work: to investigate the possible sources of the
paradoxical situation of today’s subject whose condition is
ambiguous, simultaneously rigid and unstable. The dissertation is
topical because of the general increase in the level of anxiety;

-Ms. Konoreva hopes to question one of the most persistent
presumptions, namely the heteronormative oppression that is
responsible for the miserable condition of the subject.

-She uses Lacan’s concept of jouissance in order to shift the accent
from the incriminatory tone of heteronormativity criticism to the
exploration of the consequences of discursive transformation
characteristic of modernity;

-She sees the understanding of the Lacanian apparatus from the
perspective of “French theory” as restrictive, as it generates a series
of theoretical distortions;

-Psychoanalytic theory goes through a period of stagnation. There is
a need to challenge the traditional trajectories of its adaptation and
application;

-Hence, the candidate’s interest in the work of Alexander
Smulyanskiy, who has not been yet presented to the Western
theoretical world;

-Smulyanskiy — Russian psychoanalyst, philosopher, and researcher
— reformulates the conventional theoretical optics, challenges major
trajectories of psychoanalytic theory adaptation and application;
-Evolution of the project: changing the focus of the dissertation from
Lars von Trier’s films and disagreement with feminist interpretations
to sexuation in Lacanian psychoanalysis.

-Problems with feminist argumentation when applied to von Trier’s
films;

-Ms. Konoreva views von Trier’s characters as the expansion on
queerness and sees in them the destabilisation of gender identity
categories just as it is the case with queer theory;

-However, the candidate is aware that these films do not offer a
resolution to the problems of identification and self-identification,
instead, von Trier’s films represent the failure of psychoanalysis and
gender paradigm, rationality and science;

-The second part of Ms. Konoreva’s research includes preoccupation
with the question why gender-oriented movements sidelined
theoretical research aimed at studying sexuality as such and what
precisely drives the sexually conditioned desire;

-She mentions the “discourse of the university”” — the position from
which gender theory speaks is already marked as the effect of the
desire conditioned by this discourse’s functioning;

-Ms. Konoreva explains her interest in fanfiction and slash fiction
and how these genres are usually chosen by young women,;
-Alexander Smulyanskiy deconstructs this female literary phantasm
and proves that this specific female interest in male protagonists and
her desire to grant them access to the restricted areas of pleasure or
jouissance is the underlying principle of modernity;

-Jouissance distribution, and how the subject is involved in the idea
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of economy, jouissance economy;

-The hysteric is asking, where has the jouissance gone? Smulyansky
helps to detect this interest and localise its historical significance;

-It is important to reformulate the desire’s significance in view of the
latest psychoanalytic argumentation;

14:24 Dr. Gabriel Tupinamba, the external opponent, expressed his
gratitude for the invitation to act as an opponent and presented his
report:

-Ms. Konoreva’s is a well-researched project, it is ambitious, and
achieves more than is expected from a dissertation;

-The significant paradox: some issues that figure in feminist and
gender theory are the same issues that pertain the theories
themselves;

-Dr Tupinamb4 sees a problem: homogenisation of feminist and
queer movements;

-Therefore, he poses questions that concern contradictions in feminist
movements and anxiety about the feminist movement itself;

-He mentions French theory and its controversial relationship with
the US academia;

-Dr Tupinambd stresses the detachment from the political
movements the theorists attempt to discuss;

-He advises to be careful with the lack of concreteness, in other
words, ‘when something too broad is taken for too particular’, e.g.,
the issue of ‘modernity’ and the problematics of the scale (modernity
is a much longer period than that discussed in Ms. Konoreva’s
dissertation)

-Dr Tupinamba states that anxiety sometimes produced by left-wing
politics, should not be slighted, but the only efficient way of
proceeding is to persist in attempting to reach the goals that are set;
-He thinks that mentioning the ‘expansion of” and not the ‘alternative
to’ queerness in Lars von Trier’s work is a particularly good point;
-Although the argument in the introduction is hard to follow, Ms.
Konoreva’s dissertation is a strong work

14:37 Prof. Prochdzka thanked Dr. Gabriel Tupinamba.

14:38 doc. Mgr. Josef Fulka, Ph.D., the internal opponent,
summarized his report, including the following points:

-The topic of Ms. Konoreva’s work is complicated, but her language
is easy to follow;

-Seeing Lacan through the lease of less known authors, such as
Alexander Smulyanskiy, is a solid contribution to Lacanian studies;
-Doc. Fulka notes Ms. Konoreva’s perspective on Michel Foucault,
especially her examination of Foucault’s later work;

-He stresses a particularly good criticism of Judith Butler performed
by the candidate in her dissertation;

-Doc. Fulka mentions the question of the subject and notes that its
discussion is a positive aspect of the candidate’s work;

-Critical remarks: despite the clarity, some of the sentences are
difficult to understand; gender paradigm should have been defined
and names should have been provided;

-But the work is original, innovative, and highly inspiring;

-The thesis is recommended for defense and a pass suggested.

14:43 Prof. Prochazka thanked doc. Fulka, and agreed with Dr.
Tupinamba that modernity shouldn’t be homogenised, and pointed
out that the problems discussed in the thesis can be dealt with from
the perspective of diverse disciplines, e.g., cultural history or
Calvinist theology.

14:44 Jevgenija Konoreva thanked the examiners and explained her
interest in Alexander Smulyanskiy’s work. She deems it inventive
and a contrast to how Lacanian psychoanalysis is usually treated. She
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expressed her hopes that the current political situation will not lead to
the loss of contact of European researchers with those in Russia.

14:46 Jevgenija Konoreva responded to the examiners’ reports:

-She attempted to speak from the psychoanalytic position in her
thesis. Her position resided in its eligibility of registering and
announcing the facts about jouissance understood in the Lacanian
sense;

-In her work psychoanalysis is not used in order to transform a way
of thinking or a political movement. Instead, it enables her to
intervene in the situation subsequently producing effects in the public
space;

-Her main effort is to endow the feminine jouissance with political
meaning precisely at the time when it is being neutralised. Her idea is
to put an emphasis on this jouissance and bring it to the foreground
as a historical factor;

-Ms. Konoreva mentions predictable and unavoidable distortions of
psychoanalytical theory and even its stagnation;

-She provides the famous Dora case as an example of how hysteric
patients were treated before Freud (lack of jouissance) and after
(abundance of jouissance);

-She notes that there is a specific dissymmetry in the distribution of
jouissance mediated by the gender-oriented movements and it
indicates a special interest in masculine form of jouissance
realization;

-As for Descartes, Ms. Konoreva thinks his contribution to the
thought of subjectivity is fundamental and different from later
philosophical approaches;

-Following Lacan’s logic, Alexander Smulyanskiy demonstrates that
Descartes does not invent a new regulatory regime or a pattern of
existence for the so-called subject, the operation does not give birth
to the subject, but gives the human the dimension of subjectivity in a
form of obsessive symptom;

-Lacan’s turn to Descartes is understood by Smulyanskiy as a
demonstration of the grammar of Cartesian enunciation, the
emergence of two signifiers, which created a new zone of anxiety for
the subject;

14:59 doc. Fulka asked about the meaning of the two signifiers
mentioned by the candidate. Ms. Konoreva responded: “I and I” (the
neurotic split), and proceeded with her response:

-She mentioned that Descartes can be said to have created the
unconscious subject while thinking that he had defined the conscious
subject. That is why modernity can be seen as the wake of anxiety
related to the emergence of consciousness, whose consequence
would be the creation of the unconsciousness;

15:04 Prof. Prochazka asked the opponents to respond to Ms.
Konoreva’s statements.

15:05 Dr Tupinambd provided further comments on his report,
mentioning:
-The importance of the grammar of Lacanian psychoanalysis;
-Political and practical aspects of the dissertation (beyond academic
discussions);
-How do we write theory if we are interested in political
consequences?
-Further concern — what is the situation Ms. Konoreva finds herself
in? Is it academic interest in further discussion, or is she seeking
political consequences?
-Dr Tupinamb4 asked further question: how does one intervene
theoretically when one sees a problem, a political issue?
-He further problematised the terms ‘modernity’ and ‘modern
subject’;
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-And he asked the candidate to explain the role of Alain Badiou’s
thought in Smulanskiy’s work and in her own research;

15:16 Jevgenia Konoreva agreed with Dr Tupinambé’s comments,
but declined to elaborate on the Badiou-Smulansky question, then
provided further comments on Descartes and Rousseau and the topic
of publicity.

15:19 Prof. Prochdzka opened the general discussion.
15:19 Doc. Roraback asked why the candidate did not want to refer
her project to macropolitics.

15:20 Ms. Konoreva replied that she was explicitly interested in
general and universal problems.

15:20 Doc. Roraback suggested to outline the goals of her project, if
she aimed at publishing it.

15:21 Prof. Prochdzka stressed the importance of the multiplicity of
different theoretical questions and perspectives. He noted that there
are other projects of subjectivity than Cartesian at his time, especially
that of Leibniz. He stressed that reduction is no longer useful for
political intervention, as the latter has to be specific. The project is
topical, but it seem that there is a possible risk for it to become
utopian.

15:24 Dr Tupinambé added that the objectives of the dissertation are
clear and there is an intention to intervene. Dr Tupinamba thanked
Prof. Prochazka.

15:26 Prof. Prochdzka thanked in return.

15:27 Prof. Pilny provided further comments in case of publication:
there should be specific gender and feminism theory examples
provided, he agreed with Dr Tupinamba.

15:27 Doc. Roraback, referring to p.7 paragraph 2 of the dissertation,
asked about multiple ways of thinking about consciousness, e.g.,
Bernard Stiegler’s spirit.

15:28 Jevgenija Konoreva replied that the idea was to explore how
critical theory affects our thinking.

15:28 Prof. Prochédzka advised thorough editing if the thesis had to
be published.

15:29 Prof. Prochazka summarised and closed the general discussion
and opened the closed part of the session.

15:31 Prof. Prochazka announced the result of the committee vote:
unanimously “Pass” — Ms. Jevgenia Konoreva has been awarded a
Ph.D. degree.

Minutes: Mgr. Darya Kulbashna
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