Health Professions Council Call for Ideas 

Response from Richard Klein 

"On his tombstone is written: 'I'd rather work for the HPC' "

A call for ideas has gone out from within the HPC. It produces an enigma 
similar to that of Kafka's Trial. The HPC's task is to implement HPO2001, 
and it is therefore bound to a rigid, legal framework. Why then raise a 
call for ideas? Any idea that arises outside its framework is already 
illegal. I can provide at least one reason. It is an attempt to get more 
precise information on the position of the audience it thinks it is 
addressing. Such information can only be for political use. The power of 
the law which is creating an ever expanding New Labour Gulag is not enough 
for it. 

We can no longer reply from a point in our practice and theory of 
psychoanalysis in the Lacanian orientation. It is excluded from Government 
knowledge. No doubt Government knowledge accumulates through its advisers. 
Advisers and politicians collaborate with each other. Government knowledge 
is totalising and universal, to be applied across the board. We use 
knowledge as a means of jouissance. This knowledge is more on the side of 
non-sense and jouissance. It is always particular. Therefore, knowledge for 
us always goes case by case. Knowledge as a means of jouissance is 
foreclosed from Government knowledge. On this basis alone we have already 
been excluded. 

Moreover, the HPC will have to close down the New Lacanian School of 
Psychoanalysis as it acts in London. That goes well beyond redress for 
patients and patient safety, doesn't it? Our contact with our roots is 
foreclosed. We won't even be able to host our international conferences in 
the UK. W.C. Fields, a well known song and dance man in the USA had written 
on his tombstone: "I'd rather be in Philadelphia". One of his naughty shows 
was closed down in Philadelphia. So, the HPC is going to close down our 
international conferences in 2011. Nevertheless, I'd rather be in London. 
This School has a long time ago acknowledged that a patient must have 
redress. It is in the statutes of the World Association of Psychoanalysis 
to which we affiliate. 

Our reply to a call for ideas must be from our relation to the ideological 
structure of New Labour. A few years ago I managed to understand my 
relation to New Labour's politics as "no demonisation without 
democratisation. It was a more than usual demonising Party but within the 
context of democracy. However, This context soon become so mixed up with 
Neo-Conservativism that I was witnessing a British Government that did not 
like the British. All Government advisers have been washed in this new 
ideology hidden in the guise of modernisation. It forced me to reverse my 
slogan and therefore my relation to the dominant Party: "No democratisation 
without demonisation". For instance, they even demonise each other. You can 
have one part of the Government, a hidden one, supporting Neo-Conservative 
waterboarding, whilst another part of the Government condemns it, usually 
the juridical side. We owe more to the judiciary for upholding democracy 
than Neo-Labour. It is a Neo-Labour technique to keep the public on their 
side. There is the half that will support it in its waterboarding and the 
half that won't. They announce two opposing policy statements which is 
called elsewhere throwing sand in your eyes. On "Question Time" we saw a 
Labour Minister supporting Clinton and not Obama because, he said, she had 
more experience. That isn't the reason why? She voted for the Iraq war and 
on that account Obama who did not could be a little embarrassing for New 
Labour. Mr Bradshaw, minister of state in the Dept of Health replies to my 
letter about my concerns that I should not prejudge the situation. The 
HPO2001 already prejudges the situation. So, once again, why the call for 
ideas? 

Richard Klein 

