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ɢNothing can overcome the resistance to theory   

since theory  is itself  this  resistance.ɣ1 

 

Introduction  

 

The purpose of this  thesis is to demonstrate that  whereas the question of sexual 

difference remains one of the most urgent  areas of the subjectɠs interest,  the response 

to this  question mediated by means of genderqueer theory 2 reveals a number of 

inconsistencies that  are indistinguishable  from the position  of this  agenda itself . 

Firstly,  in  accordance with  its  foundational  theses, genderqueer framework  claims to 

provi de a better  understanding,  if  not  a definition,  of sexuality  and sexual desire 

which  is considered to be the major driving  force of subjectivity.  However, having 

shifted  towards the area of sociopolitical  struggle, liberal  feminism,  queer theory , and 

other  gender-oriented  movements sidelined theoretical  research aimed at studying  

sexuality  as such in  favor of the struggle for  recognition  and distributive  justice. At  

the same time,  instead of promised liberation  social activism  led to the pervasive 

growth  of anxiety  and confusion.  

The voices of those who share this  concern are also heard among the researchers 

who affiliate  with  genderqueer theory  directly.  A queer theorist  Tim Dean reflects on 

the way the focus of Gayle Rubinɠs proclamation  to start  thinking  about sex has by 

now ɢdiversified almost to the point  of forgetting  that  inaugural  provocation.  [ɨ] 

Queer theory,  institutionalized  in  universities  as the discipline  of queer studies, 

perversely has come to instantiate  the hatred of sex.ɣ3 Surprisingly,  ɢthe democratic 

 
1 Paul de Man, ɢThe Resistance to Theory,ɣ Theory and History of Literature, Vol. 33 (Minneapolis: 
University of Minnesota Press, 2002), 18.  
 
2 this umbrella term is used to refer to the wide range of gender-orientated movements.  
 
3 Tim Dean, Oliver Davis, Hatred of Sex (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 2022), xiii.  
 



 6 

ideal of inclusiveness, when conceived in  terms of identity  categories has had the 

paradoxical effect of excluding  sex.ɣ4  

There is a need, then,  to compensate for  th is lacuna by indicating  what precisely 

drives the sexually conditioned  desire and in  what way this  very desire intervenes in  

the process of theorization  leading to various contradictions.  The position  from  which  

gender theory  speaks is already marked by the effect of desire which  is the object of 

its  research, therefore,  psychoanalytic  optics offered in  this  thesis as a 

methodological  solution  can be an appropriate  instrument  for  locating  the effects of 

the desire in  question.   

Furthermore , this  thesis argues that  instead of proclaimed social versatility  the 

struggle for  universal justice led to an increase of overall  anxiety  and the widening  of 

the rift  between the two intensely  polarized attitudes  ɝ the so-called liberal  and the 

conservative one. Therefore, the political  trajectory  taken under the auspices of 

ɢprogressivismɣ should be given a different  reading. It  was already in  the eighties that  

Michel  Foucault, whose work is one of the pillars  of the genderqueer paradigm, 

emphasized the untrusty  potential  of liberation.  The latter  does not  unconditionality  

lead to ɢthe happy human being imbued with  a sexuality  to which  the subject could 

achieve a complete and satisfying  relationship ,ɣ because liberation  gives rise to the 

formation  of other  power relations  ɢwhich must be controlled  by the practices of 

freedom.ɣ5 The very nuanced differentiation  between ɢliberationɣ and ɢfreedomɣ has 

been discarded in  favor of the former  which puts a halt  to the very mechanisms of 

practicing  freedom. There is a difference between liberation  taken as a condition  that  

creates a possibility  for  practicing  freedom and liberation  as the ultimate  raison 

dɠêtre.  

 
4 Dean, Hatred of Sex, xiii.  
 
5 Michel Foucault, ɢThe Ethics of the Concern of the Self as a Practice of Freedomɣ, Michel Foucault. 
Ethics, Subjectivity and Truth. The Essential Works of Foucault 1954-1984 Vol 1, ed. Paul Rabinow, 
transl. Robert Hurley and others (New York: The New Press, 1994), 282-283. 



 7 

Therefore, an accurate understanding  of the subjectɠs condition  can hardly  be 

offered unless we question the established presumption  of heteronormative  

oppression which  is urged to be dismantled  by various procedures of resistance. In  

line  with  Lacanɠs elaborations of the concept of jouissance, it  is possible to shift  the 

accent from the incriminatory  tone of heteronormativity  criticism  to the exploration  

of the consequences of discursive transformation  characteristic  of modernity.   

Following  Lacanɠs insistence on the determinative  character of the subjectɠs 

relations  with  speech, this  thesis demonstrates that  the lack of functioning  

instruments  in  the domain of social theoretical  investigation  is caused by the specific 

enunciation  regime of modernity . This very speech mode prevents from providing  

adequate means for  the understanding  of sexual difference and its  socioeconomic 

outcomes due to its  inherent  inclusion  into  what Lacan calls the ɢdiscourse of the 

university .ɣ The latter  refers to the specific temporal  and logical  distortions  that  

condition  both the situation  itself  and the theory  that  struggles to explain  it.  Yet, as 

long as we keep resisting  the analysis of the relations  between jouissance, knowledge 

and anxiety they do not  cease shaping our current  situation . 

The argumentation  developed by the Russian researcher Alexander 

Smulyanskiy is aimed at elucidating  these salient  impasses. Primarily,  this  researcher 

points  out  that  the keys to understanding  modernity  can hardly  be found along the 

entrenched paths of what could be roughly  defined as critical  thinking ɝ a fate that  

befalls any undertaking  within  the humanities . The analysis should be directed to the 

linguistic  situation  registered since Descartesɠs famous formula  cogito ergo sum. In 

other  words, it  is the subjectɠs relation  to the new knowledge that  emerged as a result  

of the Cartesian split  and the change of speech mode that  provides the axis for  

propitious  theoretic  enquiry.  What is generally criticized  in philosophy  as the 

metaphysical vestiges of modernity  whose elimination  requests the lionɠs share of 

intellectual  efforts  is defined by Smulyanskiy as the era of modern publicity.   

Furthermore,  Smulyanskiy claims that  it  is possible to conceptualize sex 

beyond its  conventional  dichotomy  of biology and constructionism  by reformulating  
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the concept of ɢsexuation.ɣ Being introduced  by Lacan in  his later  work6 this  concept 

allows to define the subjectɠs sexual position  as a product  of their  relation  to the 

castration  produced by the process of signification.  Smulyanskiy demonstrates that  

ɢsexuationɣ does not  only  imply  the constitutive  dependence of the subject on the 

signifier,  but  it  opens the possibility  of considering other  aspects of subjectivity  on 

its  grounds. His recent research demonstrates certain  limitations  in  Lacanɠs own 

theory  and suggests that  sexuation can be conceptualized as a result  of a ɢthoughtɣ 

that  emerged as a response to the jouissance and as such it  also produces jouissance. 

On that  account, he introduces other  possible forms of sexuation, such as the analytic  

sexuation, the reading sexuation, etc. This reformulation  allows us to disengage the 

concept of sex from  the recurring  controversies and psychologizations , while  still  

maintaining  its  immutable  significance as a form  of the subjectɠs thinking  procedure 

connected with  sex but in  a heteronomous way. 

The last part  of the thesis examines the relations  between psychoanalysis and 

feminism  concerning the hystericɠs desire. The hysteric  is the exemplary subject 

whose structure  is conditioned  by the question addressed to the sexual difference as 

such. Therefore, the trajectory  of the hystericɠs desire is indicative  of the trajectory  

taken by genderqueer agenda, however, interdisciplinary  gender movements 

disregard the most significant  consequences stemming  from this.  In contrast  to their  

colleagues, the proponents  of radical feminism  succeed in  registering  the specific 

asymmetry of desire in  both the masculine and the feminine  position s, however, they 

fail  to place this  asymmetry in  a wider context.  The interest  directed at the phallic  

lack described by Lacan in  the X seminar ɢAnxietyɣ is the guiding  force of 

contemporary  gender-oriented  theory  and its  most pronounced manifestation  could 

be analyzed in  the example of the so-called ɢfanfiction ,ɣ specifically  its  subgenre 

ɢslashɣ fiction , which is devoted to the pairing  of male-sexed characters.

 
6 Jacques Lacan, On Feminine Sexuality, The Limits of Love and Knowledge, 1972-1973. Encore. The 
Seminar of Jacques Lacan, Book XX, ed. Jacques-Alain Miller, transl. Bruce Fink. (New York, London: 
W.W. Norton&Company, 1999).  
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Thesis Structure  

 

Chapter  1 demonstrates that  the current  understanding  of sex in  terms of 

gender being rooted in  the social constructioni st framework  leads to inevitable  and 

still  unresolved tensions. Todayɠs intellectual  scene, both  on the level of theory  and 

on the level of political  activism following  from it , is largely affected by the 

genderqueer agenda whose distinct  achievements in  the field  of human rights  and 

general emancipation  are not  called into  question here, nevertheless, a pronounced 

level of pending unease concerning this  agenda should not  remain unanalyzed. 

Regardless of the exhaustive and socially significant  account of the injustices  

motivated  by racial, gender, and class inequality,  genderqueer agenda still  has little  

to say about what it  means to be a sexual being or what consequences this  sort of 

being implies . In  this  way, genderqueer paradigm diverges from the task of its  own 

theoretical  inqui ry. An outline  of Michel  Foucaultɠs doubts concerning the trajectory  

taken by various liberation  movements demonstrates the discrepancies between 

Foucaultɠs own theoretical  vector and its  consequent appropriation.  Furthermore,  the 

concept of pleasure practices introduced  by Foucault in  his later  work is presented as 

a disregarded alternative  for  practicing  the sexual in  a more profound  way than it  is 

suggested by the gender- liberating  discourse.   

Chapter  2 provides a short  summary of the history  of psychoanalysis in  Russia. 

So far, the important  researchers who work in  this  field  have not  been introduced  to 

the Western intellectual  scene, specifically,  the theorist  and Lacanian psychoanalyst 

Alexander Smulyanskiy. His work is not  confined  to the study of Lacanian legacy but 

is aimed at providing  new theoretical  guidelines for  understanding  contemporaneity  

outside of both  philosophical  and conventional  psychoanalytic approaches. 

Therefore, Chapter 2 presents the historical  context  from  which  this  thinker  emerged 

and provides a brief  introductory  note to his oeuvre.   

Chapter  3 offers two examples of the way the Lacanian apparatus has been 

applied restrictively  leading to the widening  of the rift  between the possible 
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perspective of the psychoanalytic  theory  and its  immediate  implementation  in  the 

humanities  framework.  The ethical  project  of Yannis Stavrakakis based on the idea of 

lack appropriation  and Mark Bracherɠs discourse theory  compromise psychoanalysis 

in  a way that  results in  its  potential  consequences being distorted  and eventually  

suspended. 

In  Chapter  4 this  thesis argues that  being one among other  systems of thought  

generally referred to as ɢFrench theory,ɣ Lacanian psychoanalysis cannot be 

understood properly  without  considering its  roots in  structuralism  and its  evolvement 

within  the framework  of US academia. Chapter 4 provides an account of the historical  

transformation  of French theory  with  an accent on the roots of its  consequent 

misappropriation  and psychoanalysisɠs inherent  link  with  structuralism.   

Chapter  5 addresses the position  of knowledge and its  relation  to jouissance in  

the discourse of the university  proposed by Lacanɠs discourse formula.  Smulyanskiyɠs 

further  theoretic  elaborations of Lacanɠs thinking  confirm  that  the shift  from the 

master discourse to the university  discourse transformed  the status of knowledge in  

a way that  triggered the specifically  modern alienation  of the subject and its  deep 

confusion  concerning the newly gained status. Moreover, the research directed to the 

understanding  of the status of knowledge and jouissance distribution  sheds the light  

on the various paradoxes registered in  the socioeconomic field,  such as the growing  

polarization  and the pitfalls  of progressivism. 

Chapter  6 demonstrates that  the reliance of gender theory  on the speech act 

theory  is one of the reasons why its  proponents  leave unnoticed  a certain  delay in  

their  own conclusions and the consequences arising from this  delay. Instead, the 

Lacanian concept of enunciation  allows placing gender-oriented  thinking  in  a broader 

context . Whereas the accent on the latent  jouissance, elaborated by Smulyanskiy, 

provides a theoretical  framework  for  understanding  the post-Cartesian 

contemporaneity  and opens up the way for  extending Lacanɠs original  concept of 

sexuation by other  possible forms. The last section of the chapter presents the 

concept of sexuation introduced  by Alexander Smulyanskiy with  an emphasis on its  
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difference from  both the concept of ɢgenderɣ and of ɢsexɣ. He proposes a different  

categorical differentiation  for  the idea of ɢsexuating thoughtɣ which  can be logically  

derived from  Freudɠs and Lacanɠs theory  but has not  been articulated  so far. 

Chapter  7 gives an account of the discussion between psychoanalysis and 

feminism  concerning the hystericɠs desire. In  this  regard, this  thesis claims that  being 

equipped with  addition al theoretical  solutions , psychoanalytic  optics can locate the 

hystericɠs desire at the core of the contemporaneous situation.  Smulyanskiy 

demonstrates that  the consequences of the hystericɠs interest  in  the figure  of the 

genital  man far exceed the conventional  feminist  presentation  of the hysteric  as a 

feminine  revolt  resulting  from the heteronormative  oppression. In  this  way, gender-

oriented  optics reveals its  theoretical  fragility.  

Chapter  8 delineates a certain  concurrence between radical feminismɠs 

criticism  addressed to the practices of transgenderism and the conclusions drawn by 

Smulyanskiy, namely, that  the hystericized  desire, which  is in  principle  induced by 

the question of sexual difference, is preoccupied with  the question of deficient 

genitality.  Moreover, the reading sexuation introduced  by Smulyanskiy enables us to 

explain  the expansion of specifically  feminine  pleasure practices up to the scale of 

discursive significance. These practices are disclosed in  the analysis of fanfiction  

literature . This generally underestimated  and, for  the most part , academically 

disregarded genre, unveil s the vicissitudes of female desire in  its  most unexpected but  

eloquent  form.  

  Conclusion  sums up the insights  presented in  the thesis. To question the 

validity  of genderqueer assumptions, there was accomplished a critical  analysis of its  

basic theoretical  claims accompanied by an indication  of the alternative  theoretical  

trajectories.  The latt er demonstrate that  it  is possible to think  of the sexual difference 

in  completely  new terms whose outreach is not  exhausted either  by anatomy or by 

convention  but belongs to the higher  levels of subjectivityɠs structure .
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Chapter 1: Gender Theory 

 

A series of important  accomplishments in  the social, political , and economic 

conditions  of the subject has been successfully installed  in  many Western countries  

under the auspices of genderqueer theory . Teresa de Lauretis, who coined the term 

queer, explains that  it  ɢarrived in  effort  to avoid all  of these fine  distinctions  in  our 

discursive protocols,  not  to adhere to any of the given terms, not  to assume their  

ideological  liabilities,  but  instead to both  transgress and transcend them ɝ or at the 

very best to problematize  them.ɣ7 During  the last 30 years genderqueer theory  

managed to pave its  path from  the marginal  and loosely coordinated activist  programs 

to the frontline  of institutionalized  research both  in  terms of its  popularity  among the 

students and in  terms of its  often  invisible  but  undoubtedly  decisive influence  on the 

academia.  

Having no intention  of diminishing  the social achievements of genderqueer 

agenda, this  thesis aims at challenging  its  central  presumptions : firstly , that  the 

phallogocentrism  is responsible for  the regrettable  existential  condition  of the 

modern subject, and, secondly, that  social activism  armed with  critical  theory  is an 

eligible  instrument  for  its  profound  analysis. Within  this  agenda, both  terms ɝ sex 

and desire ɝ are understood in  the presentation  mode, i.e., by means of listing  gender 

identity  signs, and the resistance mode, i.e., by means of exposing the repressive 

measures of heterosexual normativity  and potential  resistance to it.   

Along with  that , the figure  of the ɢmasterɣ ɝ the genital  man ɝ is subjected to 

unanimous exclusion from the socioeconomic domain. What is at stake in  the fight  

for  social justice is the subversion of the corrupted  heteronormativ ity  and the 

installation  of a new egalitarian  social order based on the principles  of universal 

equality.  Wherein, the former  is considered a nearly unique source of the subjectɠs 

misfortunes , the latter  is recognized as the only  possible solution.

 
7 Teresa de Lauretis, ɢQueer Theory: Lesbian and Gay Sexualities. An Introduction ,ɣ Differences: A 
Journal of Feminist Cultural Studies, 3 (2) (Indiana  University Press, 1991), v.  
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1.1 Gender Theoryɠs Concern 

 

Genderqueer theorists  aim at making visible  the marginal  which  is expelled 

from  or assimilated in  the heteronormative  by analyzing the effects of power 

distribution  in  conjunction  with  sex difference.  In  the ɢGenealogy of Queer Theory,ɣ 

William  Turner  defines queer as ɢa failure  to fit  not  only  categories of sexual identity  

but also categories of gender identity .ɣ8 Even though  Turner  does accept that  

questioning  in  terms of identity  is ill -considered by claiming  that  identity  as such can 

be nothing  but queer since every identity  emerges from  difference,9 this  potential  

shift  of focus did not  manage to reconfigure  the mode of the theoretical  discussion. 

In  Chapters 1, 4, and 5 we pay attention  to the extent  to which  any problem raised in  

terms of ɢidentity ɣ is fraught  with  perfectly  predictable impasses and obscuration. 

The categories of sexuality  and desire remain the main areas of interest  

throughout  the entire  genderqueer paradigm. The founding  authors ɝ Annamarie 

Jagose, Gayle Rubin, Eve Kosofsky Sedgwick 10 emphasized the urgency of establishing  

sexuality  as a separate category whose subject- forming  property  should be put  forth  

as the foundation  for  the socially inviting  future.  Along with  that,  the most recent 

research is concentrated on the exploration  of the theories of hegemony, based on 

the further  reading of the works of Antonio  Gramsci, Ernesto Laclau and Chantalle:  

 

Postcolonial  interventions  are important  for  queer theoretical  perspectives as 

they unfold  how theories of hegemony explain  how relations  of domination  

emerge, develop and are stabilized.  Moreover, they introduce  dissent, 

 
8 William Turner, A Genealogy of Queer Theory (Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 2000), 11. 
 
9 Turner, A Genealogy of Queer Theory, 1-36. 
 
10 See Annamarie Jagose, Queer Theory: An Introduction (Carlton: Melbourne University Press, 1996); 
Gayle Rubin, ɢThinking Sex: Notes for a Radical Theory of the Politics of Sexuality,ɣ Pleasure and 
Danger: Exploring Female Sexuality, ed. Carole S. Vance (Boston: Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1984), 
267-319; Eve Kosofsky Sedgwick, Epistemology of the Closet (Berkeley: University of California Press,  
1990). 
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resistance and counter-hegemonic struggles as constitutive  moments of ɟthe 

political  [ɨ].11  

 

Genderqueer theory  is particularly  concerned about the specific vulnerability  of the 

subject whose potential  deviation  from  the norm is the cause of social and economic 

frustration.  Therefore, the problematization  of the norm and the following  claim for  

subverting  the norm by expanding its  boundaries remain the main strategy of 

genderqueer enquiry.  On the one hand, the problematic  vector of this  thinking  is 

being already pointed  out  by genderqueer proponents  themselves:  

 

One of the issues at stake in  valorizing  anti -normativity  in  queer theory,  is that  

it  risks queer theory  becoming synonymous with  the ɢanti-normative .ɣ In  

doing so, queer theory  might  lose its  critical  edge in  deconstructing  

identities/boundaries.  Indeed, anti -normativity  as a centralizing  force might  

involve  drawing sharper boundaries.12 

 

Yet, on the other  hand, a closer examination  of recent publications  and specifically  

the issue of Queer Interventions ɝ ɢHegemony and Heteronormativity.  Revisiting  the 

Political  in  Queer Politicsɣ demonstrates that  hesitations  cited above have not  

succeeded in  changing the axes of genderqueer agenda so far. 

Needless to say, the logic of this  questioning  inevitably  leads to the 

fundamental  questioning  about the source of power which  by interpellating the 

subject puts them in  the position  where in the act of subjugation  the subject has to 

produce their  own identity  as the one being already conditioned  by the intervention  

 
11 María do Mar Castro Varela, Nikita Dhawan and Antke Engel, ɢIntroduction: Hegemony and 
Heteronormativity: Revisiting ɟthe Politicalɠ in Queer Politics,ɣ Hegemony and Heteronormativity. 
Revisiting ɟthe Politicalɠ in Queer Politics, eds. María do Mar Castro Varela, Nikita Dhawan and Antke 
Engel (Farnham: Ashgate Publishing Limited, 2011), 9. 
 
12 Hannah McCann, Whitney Monaghan, Queer Theory Now. From Foundations to Futures (London: Red 
Globe Press, 2020), 14. 
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of some external  agency. Basing on the work of the French structuralist  authors ɝ 

Louis Althusser,  Michel  Foucault, Jacques Lacan ɝ the initiator  of gender theory  

Judith Butler  (ɢGender Troubleɣ (1990), ɢBodies That Matterɣ (1993), ɢThe Psychic 

Life of Powerɣ (1997), explores the reasons and the consequences of the subject 

formation  in  terms of gender. Wherein, the latter  is considered an operation  when, 

being urged by the ɢpassionate attachmentɣ to the power agency, the subject is 

voluntarily  forced to articulate  its  gender (and other)  identity  and proceed attesting  

to this  choice by the life - long performance of the signs associated with  the chosen 

gender. The concept of ɢpassionate attachmentɣ introduced  by Butler  allows her to 

demonstrate the conflictual , traumatic  kernel at the foundation  of the subjectivity . In  

Chapter 6 we provide critical  notes concerning this  concept.  

In  a famous polemic between Judith Butler,  Ernesto Laclau and Slavoj šiŢek 

presented in  the book ɢContingency, Hegemony, Universality.  Contemporary 

Dialogues on the Leftɣ (2000), šiŢek insistently  points  out  to Butler  that  sex cannot 

be easily reduced to the dimension  of the symbolic, i.e., even if  gender does remain a 

product  of the relations  with  the Other mediated by language, that  there is 

nonetheless something  else which  escapes this  symbolic construction  and which is 

referred to as ɢthe Realɣ in  Lacanian terminology.  So, the question is how exactly this  

sedimented leftover  could be conceptuali zed, since reducing it  to the physiological  

dimension  by claiming  that  the Real is precisely that  part  of the ɢrawɣ materiality  of 

the body which escaped symbolization , would be a serious theoretical  reduction.   

There is no lack of studies dedicated to this  theme,13 however apart from insisting  on 

the paradoxical nature of the Real as the residue which  is simultaneously  cut from  

and shaped by the Symbolic, none of the studies manage to bring  us closer to the 

understanding  what it  could possibly mean. Contrary  to that,  this  thesis suggests that  

the Real could be sought for,  in  the first  place, in the territory  of the discussion 

devoted to sex per se. There is something  which  shapes the trajectory  of gender-

oriented  thinking  but remains invisib le within  this  optics. In effect, if  the 

 
13 See Alenka Zupanċiċ, Ethics of the Real: Kant, Lacan (London: Verso, 2000). 
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understanding  of gender would be reduced to the vicissitudes of its  socially 

constructed character, the most ineradicable consequences of sexual division  which 

marks the subject would still  affect this  thinking,  but  it  wonɠt  be given proper 

consideration.  In  Chapter 6 we introduce  the concept of sexuation to demonstrate the 

position  of the subject in  relation  to sexual difference which  cannot be reduced either  

to anatomy, or to the symbolic. Moreover, the interest  inherent  to the hystericized  

desire presented in  Chapter 8 is meant to shed the light  on the desire underlying  the 

gender theory  project  per se as its  guiding  force. 

 

1.2 Michel  Foucaultɠs Pleasure Practices 

 

Another  thinker  whose investigation  of the questions of power is one of the 

foundations  of genderqueer theory  is Michel  Foucault. His contribution  was aimed at 

challenging  the existing  modes of thinking  about power, yet, still  being one of the 

most profoun d and far-reaching conceptualizations  of power, Foucaultɠs thought  

remained essentially misapplied  in  its most radical and most sought-after  positions.  

Power for  Foucault could no longer be considered as a clearly defined, contoured 

agency, personified  in  some malicious  figure  or institution:  his merit  was 

demonstrating  that  due to its  dispersive character disciplinary  power operates fluidly  

across the entire  social field,  constantly  producing  collateral  effects as the result  of 

its  depersonalized, kaleidoscopic mechanics. Therefore, when gender theory  

proponents  address some authority  with  numerous social and political  demands to 

transform  the present state of affairs,  the authority  addressed in  this  way can no 

longer maintain  its  micro-dispersed status. Its  status is bound for  the appeal 

addressed to it , therefore,  instead of Foucaultɠs depersonified and fluid  power 

relations,  what social activism  eventually  reconstructs is an autonomous, self-aware 

agency empowered in  terms of the symbolic and juridical  law. In  effect, this  misses 

the point  of entire  Foucauldian enterprise.   
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At the same time , there are other  consequences which  could be logically  

deduced and even applied in  practice from  Foucault if  we turn  to his theory  of ɢthe 

care of the self.ɣ14 Yet, paradoxically,  the activist  social theory  managed to discard 

and replace the theorization  of the self-cultivation  principle  and pleasure practices 

offered by Foucault with  the unsophisticated  invocation  of opportunistic  claims. 

Some queer thinkers  register this  sort of misapplication,  William  Turner  notes 

the way queer theorists  prefer to address ɢDiscipline  and Punishɣ with  its  elucidations  

of power mechanisms rather  than the last two volumes of ɢThe History  of Sexuality.ɣ15 

Turner  adds that  in  the USA Foucaultɠs analysis of sexuality  as a socially constructed 

phenomenon ɢbecame the original  exemplar of social constructionist  accounts more 

because of U.S. historiansɠ reading of it  than because of any effort  on Foucaultɠs 

part.ɣ16 

   In  the meantime , Foucault is extremely  clear in  his reluctance to the idea of 

concentrating  on the abuses of power:  

 

To analyze the political  investment  of the body and the microphysics of power 

presupposes, therefore,  that  one abandons ɝ where power is concerned ɝ the 

violence-ideology opposition,  the metaphor of property,  the model of the 

contract  or of conquest; that  ɝ where knowledge is concerned ɝ one abandons 

the opposition  between what is ɢinterestedɣ and what is ɢdisinterestedɣ, the 

model of knowledge and the primacy of the subject.17  

 

 
14 Michel Foucault, History of Sexuality, Vol. 3: the Care of the Self, transl. Robert Hurley (New York: 
Vintage Books, 1988).  
 
15 Turner,  A Genealogy of Queer Theory, 18. 
 
16 Turner, 55.  
 
17 Michel Foucault, Discipline and Punish. The Birth of the Prison, transl. Alan Sheridan (New York: 
Vintage Books, 1996), 28. 
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First and foremost,  it  is essential for  Foucault to abandon the idea of power as 

something  that  can be ɢappropriatedɣ as a sort of privilege. 18 Rather, it  should be 

understood as a strategy whose ɢeffects of domination  are attributed  [ɨ] to 

dispositions,  maneuvers, tactics, techniques, functionings;  that  one should decipher 

in  a network  of relations,  constantly  in  tension,  in  activity  [ɨ].ɣ19 This means that  the 

effects of power are revealed across all  sorts of relations  and basic institutions:  the 

family,  the hospital,  the prison,  the school, the partnership  etc. ɝ all  the sites where 

it  becomes apparent that  power relations  ɢgo right  down into  the depths of society, 

that  they are not  localized in  the relations  between the state and its  citizens  or on the 

frontier  between classes and that  they do not  merely reproduce [ɨ] the general form  

of the law or government .ɣ20 However, this  crucial  idea now seems to be to a large 

extent  abandoned for  the sake of straightforward  protesting  agenda. The latter  bases 

its  demands on simple and targeted messages: the messages voiced by the proponents  

of activism contain  demands addressed to the agent of power, supported by the 

announcement  of the cases of power abuse. Eventually,  the strategy of social revolt  

which  established its  uncontested precedence, reconstructs the figure  of the 

malicious  master who oversees the situation.  On the one hand, he is found 

responsible for  the unfortunate  situation  of the subject, yet, on the other  hand, he is 

authorized  to transform  both  his own malevolent  intentions  and the injustice  they 

triggered.   

Importantly,  already during  his lifetime,  Foucault registered that  his ideas 

went through  a significant  reduction , so that  certain  questionable opinions  

circulating  widely  among the activist  circles were improperly  attributed  to him . He 

tried  to publicly  disengage from such an inconsiderate  assignment, but,  apparently,  

these warnings were left  unheard: ɢ[ɨ] it  was not  difficult  to associate me with  a 

 
18 Foucault, Discipline and Punish, 26.  
 
19 Foucault, 26.  
 
20 Foucault, 27. 
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rather  ɢBoy Scoutɣ conception  of the struggle against all  forms of repression, 

whatever and wherever they may be. On this,  I think  there had been a kind  of small 

effect of ɢshiftingɣ [bouge´], if  you will,  with  regard to the positions  that  were 

attributed  to me [ɨ].ɣ21  

As regards the question of sexuality,  it  is the ɢproblematization ɣ of sexuality  

that  interests  Foucault and guides his research. However, it  is clear that  today what 

we face with  the advance of genderqueer ideology is the opposite of problematization , 

namely, a declaration.  Foucault was sensitive to this  as well:  

 

Recent liberation  movements suffer from  the fact that  they cannot find  any 

principle  on which  to base the elaboration  of a new ethics. They need an ethics, 

but they cannot find  any other  ethics than an ethics founded on so-called 

scientific  knowledge of what the self is, what desire is, what the unconscious 

is, and so on. I am struck by this  similarity  of problems. [ɨ] So my position  

leads not  to apathy but to a hyper- and pessimistic activism. 22 

 

What Foucaultɠs analysis of antique  practices of sexuality  reveals is not  its  

problematization  originating  from  prohibition.  He does follow  the transformation  of 

the first  Hellenic  guidelines into  what later  became internalized  as rigid  pastoral 

morality . However, the origins  that  he studies indicate  that  it  is precisely the idea of 

free sexuality  and its aspects that  are not  prohibited  either  by law, or by the moral,  

which leads the Greeks to their  reflection  about the subjectɠs relations  with  the 

sexual. These were socially accepted practices that  urged the Greeks to develop the 

strictest  guidelines and procedures, therefore,  first  and foremost , the idea of aesthetic 

 
21 Michel Foucault, Nicolae Morar, and Daniel W. Smith, ɢThe Gay Scienceɣ, transl. Nicolae Morar and 
Daniel W. Smith, Critical Inquiry, Vol. 37, No. 3 (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2011), 386. 
<https://www.uib.no/sites/w3.uib.no/files/attachments/foucaultgayscience.pdf > 
 
22 Michel Foucault, ɢOn the Genealogy of Ethics: An Overview of Work in Progress,ɣ Foucault Reader. 
An Introduction to Foucaultɠs Thought, with Major New Unpublished Material, ed. Paul Rabinow (New 
York: Pantheon Books, 1984), 343. 
 

https://www.uib.no/sites/w3.uib.no/files/attachments/foucaultgayscience.pdf
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(and ethical)  stylization  addressed the conduct of free citizens,  of free men. 

Importantl y, in  Antiquity  prohibition  did not  provoke questions, yet free activity  did 

indeed problematize.  And this  was the morality  conceptualized not  as law, but as a 

practice ɝ an art  of being, as a techné of life.   

 The ɢcare of the selfɣ assumes an attitude  towards the self which  exceeds the 

idea of mere self- identification  or self-awareness but requires an institution  of the 

self as a moral  subject achieved by means of and in  the process of specific practices. 

The latter  are not  the embodiment  of universal,  disciplinary  codex of behavior, but  a 

choice a free man makes if  he wishes to constitute  himself  in  a particular  sort of self-

fulfillment.  Foucault quotes Seneca according to whom the only  way to learn how to 

liv e is to turn  the existence into  a continuous  exercise.23 Stoicism  is taken up by 

Foucault as a possible trajectory  for  the cultivation  of a modern subject who, being 

guided by a principle  of ɢthe care of the self,ɣ can constitute  a transformati ve social 

practice. 

 Furthermore,  in contrast  to the contemporary  fixation  with  the object of desire 

which  serves the major determinant  in  the strategy of genders categorization,  

Foucault stressed that  the desire in  Antiquity  could not  be defined by the object of 

oneɠs individual  preference. Instead, it  was guided by the passion for  beauty, 

therefore,  the sex of the object had a secondary character. William  James Earl refers 

to it  as ɢgender- transcending appreciation  of beauty.ɣ24  

 When Foucault speaks of lesbian experience, he quotes Lillia n Fadermanɠs 

book Surpassing the Love of Men (1981) and emphasizes the role of social relations  

between the lesbians. So, it  is not  merely proclaiming  oneself someone who has the 

right  for  this  or that  identity  ɝ which  is the only  form  of genderqueer activism  and 

discussion today ɝ but  apart from mere identity  proclamation,  it  is a construction  of 

 
23 Michel Foucault, The Care of the Self. Volume 3 of the History of Sexuality, trans. Robert Hurley (New 
York: Vintage Books, 1988), 77.   
 
24 William James Earl, ɢFoucaultɠs ɢThe Use of Pleasureɣ as Philosophyɣ, Metaphilosophy Vol. 20, No. 2 
(April 1989), 173. 
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relations  in  the group that  matters: ɢWhat kind  of emotional  experience, what kind  

of relationships,  were possible in  a world  where women in  society had no social, no 

legal, and no political  power? And she argues that  women used that  isolation  and lack 

of power.ɣ25 In  his answer concerning sadomasochistic lesbian practices, Foucault 

stresses that  the old strategy used among the lesbian movement ɝ the strategy of 

talking  about the repression ɝ has already lost  its  validity:  ɢThis strategy has been 

based on their  oppression. But now, maybe, these tools,  these weapons are 

obsolete.ɣ26 

Instead, identity  has to be created as an effect of some practice. According to 

Foucault the task of relating  to oneɠs identity  requires relating  to the supposed ɢselfɣ 

which  is considered unique. However, these relationships  with  ourselves ɢare not  

ones of identity,  rather,  they must be relationships  of differentiation,  of creation,  of 

innovation.ɣ27 This does not  resonate with  the trajectory  taken by contemporary  

gender-oriented  movements, since the message sent by them can be paraphrased as 

follows:  ɢI have the right  to be whatever I wish to be and no one should judge me.ɣ 

This message de facto contains nothing  more than a mere declaration  of oneɠs rights  

and a demand for  some special treatment . Whilst  the sort of relationships  implied  in  

this  message does not  appeal to creation  or innovation,  but to the empowerment of 

declaration  and presentation.  This explains the subjectɠs confusion  when confronted  

with  various manifestations  of gender fluidity  today: the subject suspects the absence 

of any meaningful  content  behind the diverse constellation  of mostly  visual fluid  

gender marks, such as dyed hair,  unisex clothing,  various corporeal modifications,  

indefinite  manners etc. None of this  is endowed with  the potential  beyond mere 

identification  signs. Foucault implicitly  warns against this  perspective:  

 
25 Michel Foucault, ɢSex, Power, and the Politics of Identity,ɣ Michel Foucault. Ethics, Subjectivity and 
Truth. The Essential Works of Foucault 1954-1984 Vol 1, ed. Paul Rabinow, transl. Robert Hurley and 
others (New York: The New Press, 1994), 168-169. 
 
26 Foucault, ɢSex, Power, and the Politics of Identity,ɣ 169. 
 
27 Foucault, 168. 
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[ɨ] if  identity  becomes the problem of sexual existence, and if  people think  

that  they have to ɢuncoverɣ their  ɢown identity,ɣ and that  their  own identity  

has to become the law, the principle,  the code of their  existence; if  the 

perennial  question they ask is ɢDoes this  thing  conform  to my identity?ɣ then,  

I think,  they will  turn  back to a kind  of ethics very close to the old heterosexual 

virility. 28 

 

An assumption of some definite  meaning hidden underneath  the surface of the 

externally  imposed prescriptions  is a cross-cutting  thread that  runs across the 

gender-oriented  discourse regardless of its  proclaimed fight  against both  essentialist  

and transcendental  understanding  of gender. In  other  words, as soon as there emerges 

a political  demand to manage vacancies in  accordance with  fair  gender distribution,  

it  is a setback to the ɢheterosexual virilityɣ mentioned  above. Besides, it  eventually  

revives what Earl calls ɢthe myth  of spontaneityɣ, i.e., the underlying  belief  in  the 

primordial  nature of sexuality  that  must be liberated  from  social and other  

constraints.  Whereas Foucault has insistently  denounced this  myth  and 

demonstrated its  precarious ineptitu de: 

 

I have always been somewhat suspicious of the notion  of liberation,  because if  

it  is not  treated with  precautions and within  certain  limits,  one runs the risk of 

falling  back on the idea that  there exists a human nature or base that,  as a con-  

sequence of certain  historical,  economic, and social processes, has been 

concealed, alienated, or imprisoned  in  and by mechanisms of repression. 

According to this  hypothesis, all  that  is required is to break these repressive 

deadlocks and man will  be reconciled with  himself,  rediscover his nature or 

 
28 Foucault, ɢSex, Power, and the Politics of Identity,ɣ 166. 
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regain contact  with  his origin,  and reestablish a full  and positive  relationship  

with  himself.  I think  this  idea should not  be accepted without  scrutiny. 29 

 

In  this  way, there is a difference between the practices of liberation  and the practices 

of freedom: in  its  shortsightedness the former  do not  require a sufficient  

consideration  either  of its  fundamentals  or its  means, whereas the latter  stand for  the 

creation  of additional  solutions.  Therefore, it  does not  make much sense to insist  on 

liberating  sexuality,  rather  the constructive  way would be ɢto define what is sexual 

pleasure and erotic,  amorous and passionate relationships  with  others.ɣ30 

It  is the production  of ɢplaisirɣ in  the course of specific practice that  has the 

constitutive  potential  to form  ɢidentit yɣ; it  must be invented,  but  not  demanded in  

the form  of obligation . As, for  example, sadomasochistic practices in  San-Francisco 

homosexual communit y were first  and foremost  the creation  of pleasure and ɢthere 

is an identity  with  that  creation .ɣ What makes S&M a real subculture, according to 

Foucault, is that  it  rests on some pleasure practices in  a process of inventio n: ɢS&M 

is the use of a strategic relationship  as a source of pleasure (physical pleasure).ɣ31 

Furthermore,  Foucault speaks about ɢthe desexualization of pleasureɣ which  is 

achieved by producing pleasure that  is different  from what we commonly regard as 

the sole sources of satisfaction.  He accepts the definition  offered by his interviewer  ɝ 

ɢbreaking down the conflation  of sex and pleasure.ɣ32 The sexual here could be two-

fold:  on the one hand, ɢpleasureɣ is key as the source of creative operation  of 

subjectivity  constitution  which  is not  reduced to the satisfaction  of the sexual organs 

per se. On the other  hand, it  is precisely the disengagement of the ɢsexualɣ from the 

 
29 Foucault, ɢThe Ethics of the Concern of the Self as a Practice of Freedomɣ, Michel Foucault. Ethics, 
Subjectivity and Truth. The Essential Works of Foucault 1954-1984 Vol 1, ed. Paul Rabinow, transl. 
Robert Hurley and others (New York: The New Press, 1994), 282-283. 
 
30 Foucault, ɢThe Ethics of the Concern of the Self as a Practice of Freedomɣ, 283. 
 
31 Foucault, ɢSex, Power, and the Politics of Identityɣ, 169-170. 
 
32 Foucault, 165. 
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immediate  physical pleasures of the corporeity  which  could be accepted as the 

trajectory  of genderqueer agenda, but  this  unobvious solution  was eventually  passed 

over. 

Restricti ng understanding  of ɢpleasureɣ to the idea of bodily  pleasures ɝ 

Foucault talks here about ɢdrinking,  eating and fuckingɣ ɝ prevents from seeing the 

body as a site of eroticization  and meaning, or eroticization  of meaning. Meanwhile,  

S&M practices ɢinsisting that  we can produce pleasure with  very odd things,  very 

strange parts of our bodies, in  very unusual situations,ɣ33 demonstrate that  pleasure 

possibilities  are more creative and constructive  when disengaged from  its  object-

oriented  goals. In  his well -known antipathy  to both Gilles Deleuzeɠs and 

psychoanalytic  focus on desire, Foucault central izes pleasure as an essential part  of 

culture . Instead of liberating  desire, he says, ɢ[w]e have to create new pleasure. And 

then maybe desire will  follow.ɣ34 

Pleasure practice implies  experimentation  and a certain  degree of risk-taking  

to participate  in  a process that  effects culture  in  a number of unpredicted  ways. S&M 

ghetto  in  San Francisco managed to form  an identity  around pleasure as a procedure 

of exclusion which,  on the one hand, established some sort of different  culture,  but,  

on the other  hand, also produced countereffects . Foucault clearly does not  provide 

any practical  or theoretical  guidelines in  the matter  of creating pleasure-based 

community,  but  he marks its  potential  layout.  It  is, indeed, possible to ɢrealize culture  

creations,ɣ but the form  of these creations must be considered particularly  cautiously.  

For Foucault it  is not  at all  obvious that  ɢthe best form  of literary  creations by gay 

people is gay novels.ɣ35 There is a possibility  of creating something that  can be related 

to gayness implicitly , ɢ[b]ut it  must not  be a translation  of gayness in  the field  of 

 
33 Foucault, ɢSex, Power, and the Politics of Identityɣ, 165.  
 
34 Foucault, 166. 
 
35 Foucault, 164. 
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music or painting  [ɨ].ɣ36 In  this  way, being ɟgayɠ cannot be reduced to the simple 

presentation  of gayness, for  Foucault it  requires some additional  dimension .  

How to assess the efficacy of actions undertaken for  the ends of gender-

orientated  political  struggle? The answer promoted  by its proponents  is precisely a 

plain  ɢtranslationɣ of gender trouble  in  various spheres of social life,  hence the 

defensive inclusiveness strategy with  the growing list  of gay/LGBT+ radio stations,  

LGBT+ shops, LGBT+ books, etc. And yet, the stylistic  self-reinvention  offered by 

Foucault could not  be understood at its  face value as a set of symbolic 

rearrangements. Judith Butlerɠs concept of ɢperformativityɣ is an ambition  to avoid 

this  sort of rectification.  She announced a refusal of direct  resistance strategies: 

symbolic reinscription  is meant to produce implicit  subversive effects, however, as we 

demonstrate it  Chapter 6 performativity  did not  suffice to achieve these goals. 

Foucault says that  the search for  the universally  acceptable morality  ɢin a sense 

that  everyone should submit  to it  strikes [him]  as catastrophic.ɣ37 Yet in  the 

meantime,  regardless of its  laudable objectives, genderqueer paradigm turned  away 

from  the search for  the proclaimed individual  peculiarities  of sexuality  towards 

promoting  straightforward  ethical  regulations,  in  this  way sabotaging their  own 

founding  principles.  This thesis argues that  creating something  ɢrelatedɣ to gender 

trouble  requires a different  solution  precisely in  a form  of a collateral  implication . 

Paradoxically, a form  of sociality  based on pleasure practices that  could be defined in  

these terms is already being constituted  in  the Western society. Moreover, it  has been 

shaping the social scene for  more than three centuries up till  now, however, it  

remained practically  unnoticed  precisely due to the shift  of research focus away from  

analyzing towards the proclamatory  type of social protest . This would be discussed in  

detail  in  Chapter 8. 

 
36 Foucault, ɢSex, Power, and the Politics of Identityɣ, 164. 
 
37 Michel Foucault, Politics, Philosophy, Culture. Interviews and Other Writings 1977-1984, ed. 
L.Kritzman (London: Routledge, 1988), 253-254. 
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1.3 Queer Theory and Neoliberalism 

 

Another  step in  genderqueer studies was taken in  the direction  of 

acknowledging the paradoxical implications  of power and its  contingent  consensual 

character. Recent genderqueer research develops what is called ɢpoststructuralist,  

queer-theoretical  approach to state power beyond juridical  termsɣ38 which  is framed 

within  the criticism  of neoliberalism . Since 1980s the latter  served the platform  for  

social activism  of various identity  groups. Thereby, as it  was already mentioned  

above, a fight  motivated  by this  criticism  occupies the most part  of the intellectual  

struggle up disregarding its  obvious limitations.  Neoliberal  discourses are accused of 

adopting  the demands ɢin  a way so that  Fordist forms of social inequality,  

exploitation  and social injustice  have not  been overcome but transformed.  ɢWesternɣ 

societies still  rely on and produce inequality  and exploitation  but the hegemonic 

worldviews through  which they become possible have changed.ɣ39 

One of the solutions  in  the task of overcoming the oppression inherent  to 

neoliberalism  is found  in  the concept of heteronormative  hegemony, which  enables 

queer theorists  ɢto understand heteronormativity  as a non-juridical  formation  of 

power that  operates through  governing.ɣ40 The concept of heteronormativity  was 

proposed by Gundula Ludwig as an answer to what she considers as ahistorical  and 

static  in  Butlerɠs concept of ɢheterosexual matrix.ɣ It  allows thinking  about the 

processes of power distribution  and subjective subjugation  within  the hegemonic 

processes as open to dis- and mis-articulations  within  the contradictory  practices 

 
38 Gundula Ludwig, ɢFrom the ɟHeterosexual Matrixɠ to a ɟHeteronormative Hegemonyɠ: Initiating a 
Dialogue between Judith Butler and Antonio Gramcsi about Queer Theory and Politics,ɣ Hegemony 
and Heteronormativity. Revisiting ɟthe Politicalɠ in Queer Politics, eds. María do Mar Castro Varela, 
Nikita Dhawan and Antke Engel (Farnham: Ashgate Publishing Limited, 2011) , 57. 
 
39 Ludwig, ɢFrom the ɟHeterosexual Matrixɠ to a ɟHeteronormative Hegemonyɠ: Initiating a Dialogue 
between Judith Butler and Antonio Gramsci about Queer Theory and Politics,ɣ 51. 
 
40 Ludwig, 51. 
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inherent  to hegemony.41 Following  both  Antonio  Gramsci and the post-Gramscian 

approach of Ernesto Laclau and Chantal Mouffe,  hegemony is considered a site where 

ɢdominant forces depend on the (often  unintentional  or habitual)  cooperation  of 

those who lack the power to overtly  define  and design social and political  

institutions .ɣ42 Laclauɠs and Mouffeɠs theoretical  traditio n and their  concept of 

hegemony is followed  by other  members of the Essex School of discourse analysis.43 

A more detailed analysis of the two thinkers  whose work shares the main theoretical  

accents and offers theoretical  solutions  in  this  direction  is discussed in  Chapter 3.  

Since within  this  framework  the very process of politicization  is produced by 

and depends on the flexibility  of alliances formed between the antagonistic  forces 

always in  process of contestation  and transformation,  it  correlates with  queer 

theoryɠs key assumption of how ɢmeanings and practices of identity  circulate  in  our 

culture  such that  perceptions of entitlement  and abjection  along lines of race, gender, 

sexuality,  class, and so on become the very horizons of individ ual self-perception .ɣ44 

The ɢHegemony and Heteronormativityɣ edition  presents a prevailing  

reproach voiced by the opponents along with  the proponents  of genderqueer agenda 

itself,  that  this  agenda is actually  playing  into  the hands of neoliberalism  whilst  

claiming  to be its  targeted and determined critic.  Turner also points  out  the 

paradoxical  way in  which  queer theory  both  depends on and criticizes  liberalism. 45 As 

an economic theory  neoliberalism  proposes that  ɢhuman well -being can best be 

advanced by liberating  individual  entrepreneurial  freedoms and skills  within  an 

 
41 Ludwig, ɢFrom the ɟHeterosexual Matrixɠ to a ɟHeteronormative Hegemonyɣ, 43-63. 
 
42 Antke Engel, ɢTender Tensions ɝ Antagonistic Struggles ɝ Becoming Bird: Queer Political 
Interventions into Neoliberal Hegemony,ɣ Hegemony and Heteronormativity. Revisiting ɟthe Politicalɠ in 
Queer Politics, eds. María do Mar Castro Varela, Nikita Dhawan and Antke Engel (Farnham: Ashgate 
Publishing Li mited, 2011), 63. 
 
43 See <https://www.essex.ac.uk/centres -and-institutes/ideology -and-discourse-analysis>  
 
44 Turner, A Genealogy of Queer Theory, 30. 
 
45 Turner, 32. 
 

https://www.essex.ac.uk/centres-and-institutes/ideology-and-discourse-analysis


 28 

institutional  framework  characterized by strong private  rights,  free markets, and free 

trade.ɣ46 However, the critique  of its  dark side, namely, growing gentrification,  

privatization  of public  spheres, commodification  etc. still  remains the main target of 

various studies. Among other  actors, LGBT activists  have often  been accused of 

embracing the virt ues brought  by neoliberal  consumer citizenship  too willingly  ɢat 

the cost of more radical and marginalized  voices,ɣ47 which  eventually  does not  only  

enforce the overall  discrimination  and criminalization , but  also sabotages the initial  

tenets of any minority  orientated  fight  for  justice.   

To shore up ɢhomonationalismɣ and dominant  strategies of heteronormativity  

ɢthe queer utopian  imagination  peeks out  to dream of queer futures  beyond the bleak 

neoliberal  present.ɣ48 The latter  is generally understood in  paradoxical terms whose 

destructive  effects are to be surmounted  by genderqueer theory:  the initial  

valorizat ion of individual  liberty  accompanied with  the striving  for  non-violent  

communal  solidarity.  Given that,  queer critics  now struggle to identify  their  position  

as a new theory  of social change:  

 

The best new work in  queer studies has begun to address the place of the 

politics  of gender and sexuality  within  a world  riven  by a colonial  legacy and 

neocolonial  and imperial  reality  of deep inequalities  and continuing  injustices,  

violence and war, economic crisis and political  instability. 49 

 

 
46 David Harvey, A Brief History of Neoliberalism (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2005), 2. 
 
47 Margot Weiss, ɢQueer politics in Neoliberal Times (1970-2010s),ɣ The Routledge History of Queer 
America, ed. Don Romesburg (New York: Routledge, 2018), 112. 
 
48 Liga Duggan, ɢForward,ɣ Hegemony and Heteronormativity. Revisiting ɟthe Politicalɠ in Queer Politics, 
eds. María do Mar Castro Varela, Nikita Dhawan and Antke Engel (Farnham: Ashgate Publishing 
Limited, 2011) , xxv. 
 
49 Duggan, ɢForward,ɣ xxv. 
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The nice example is demonstrated by KateŅina KoláŅováɠs article  devoted to the 

analysis of the popular  US movie I Am Sam, starring  Sean Penn. 50 Here she argues that  

counter  to the initial  reception  of the movie which  seems to be offering  a comforting  

image of a mentally  disabled man who struggles for  and eventually  succeeds in  social 

integration , the hidden message is less optimistic.  It  is precisely this  insistent  

heralding  of his integration  into  the ɢnormalɣ society which  indicates the actual 

dismissal of the mentally  disabled Samɠs ɢqueernessɣ. Therefore, instead of 

anticipated  subversion heteronormative  hegemony is not  only  sustained, but  what is 

worse, it  is encouraged by the movie, since I Am Sam emphasizes the way Samɠs 

difference is basically jeopardizing  the pivotal  ɢneoliberalɣ values of family,  

individual  entrepreneurship,  or responsible parenthood.    

In  effect,  it  is obvious that  Queer Interventions issue on ɢHegemony and 

Heteronormativityɣ from  the Ashktar series demonstrates the way in  which  some 

theoretical  program can be accepted as a valid  paradigm for  providing  further  

theoretical  understanding  of the processes in  question, yet it  does not  necessarily 

lead to its  realization.  The introduction  claims that  the purpose of the selected works 

is to demonstrate that  neither  hegemony nor heteronormativity  cannot be accepted, 

since these are extreme positions , whereas the work of queer analysis is to ɢdetermine  

a logic which  would modify  both .ɣ51 However, given that  the focus of the articles in  

the collection  is centered around the necessity for  unpacking  ɢhow social categories 

are articulated  through  each other ,ɣ52  the logi c thus articulated  could be summed up 

as an exemplary claim for  further  resistance against neoliberal  heteronormative  

 
50 KateŅina KoláŅová, ɢHow Sam Became a Father, Became a Citizen: Scripts of Neoliberal Inclusion of 
Disability,ɣ I Hegemony and Heteronormativity. Revisiting ɟthe Politicalɠ in Queer Politics, eds. María do 
Mar Castro Varela, Nikita Dhawan and Antke Engel (Farnham: Ashgate Publishing Limit ed, 2011), 
121-143. 
 
51 María do Mar Castro Varela, Nikita Dhawan and Antke Engel, ɢSeries Editorɠs Preface,ɣ Hegemony 
and Heteronormativity. Revisiting ɟthe Politicalɠ in Queer Politics, eds. María do Mar Castro Varela, 
Nikita Dhawan and Antke Engel (Farnham: Ashgate Publishing Limited, 2011) , xviii.  
 
52 Do Varela, ɢSeries Editorɠs Prefaceɣ, xviii.  
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domination . Thereby, by reducing their  analysis to the demonstration  of the sites of 

misconduct  and regulatory  abuses, the entire  issue avoids addressing structural  

issues. 

Likewise, if  we look at the content  of gender-oriented  academic programs it  

becomes obvious that  the general approach adopted here is fully  covered by the 

sociological research. For example, the list  of topics for  the 2020 gender conference 

organized by the Center of Gender Studies at the Faculty of Arts,  Charles University  

in  Prague, offers a variety  of statistical  data and categorizations . The papersɠ titles  

range from ɢProblematizing Gender in  Museumɣ (concerns the prejudices of 

museumsɠ presentation  and selection policy),  or ɢGender and the Foreign Policyɣ 

(concerns the necessity of ɢfeminist foreign  policyɣ which  should be sufficient ly soft 

and toleran t), etc.53 The problem of sexuality  as such or the research that  could 

possibly enrich  the understanding  of what sexuality  implies  and how it  is constructed 

or practiced is left  out  of sight  here. Meanwhile,  the feminist  areas of research have 

shifted  towards the presentation  of sociological and psychological research, for  

example, Feminist Theory magazine Vol 23 Issue 1 is dedicated to conceptualizing  

loneliness as a feminist  issue.54 Feminist  conference in  Brno among other  

undemanding topics hosts a paper ɢLetɠs Talk About  Emotional  Health:  What Help 

Do We Want and Deserve.ɣ55 

This thesis argues that  it  can hardly  be possible to surmount  the difficulties  

outlined  above unless we analyze what underwrites  the gender quest for  the 

transformation  of the entire  social field.  Psychoanalysis can be a helpful  tool  for  these 

ends.

 
53 See < https://gender.ff.cun i.cz/doktorandska -konference-2020/> 
 
54 See < https://journals.sagepub.com/toc/ftya/23/1 > 
 
55 See < https://sdruzeny.org/feministick a-konference-2022/> 
 

https://gender.ff.cuni.cz/doktorandska-konference-2020/
https://journals.sagepub.com/toc/ftya/23/1
https://sdruzeny.org/feministicka-konference-2022/
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Chapter 2. Alexander Smulyanskiy and Psychoanalysis in  Russia 

 

As was mentioned  in  the Introduction,  today psychoanalytic  theory  itself  faces 

several difficulties.  Firstly,  its  own inner  dynamic reveals several problems that  have 

not  been hitherto  brought  up. Right now, the internal  inconsistencies, both , in  the 

corpus of Lacanian theory  itself  and its  further  appropriation  have been brought  to 

light  by two thinkers  ɝ Alexander Smulyanskiy from Russia and Gabriel Tupinambá 

from  Brasil.56 

 

2.1 Brief  Summary of Psychoanalysis in  Russia. 

 

Considering the great interest  psychoanalysis evokes in  the West among both  

the professional community  and general academia, there has been little  said about its  

fate in  the post-Soviet space. The history  of psychoanalysis during  the twentieth  and 

twenty -first  centuries in  Russia could be characterized as a protracted  inter mission 

superseded by a frantic  surge of nearly epidemic interest. 57 At  the beginning  of the 

twentieth -century  Russian intelligentsia  welcomed new scandalous European 

endeavor quite  heatedly, yet a detailed analysis reveals that  even prior  to the 

upcoming period of total  intellectual  isolation  and stagnation  during  the Soviet era, 

this  warm reception  still  failed  to produce a sufficient  level of either  theoretical  or 

clinical  research. The development of psychoanalysis was directed in  breadth, but not  

it  depth, i.e. rather  than a scientific  tool  psychoanalytic  theory  gained its  popularity  

as a source and inspiratio n for  cultural  and literary  exploration , which  resulted in  its  

 
56 Gabriel Tupinambá, The Desire of Psychoanalysis. Exercises in Lacanian Thinking (Evanston: 
Northwestern University Press, 2021). 
 
57 The summary presented here is based on two sources:  
Dmitriy  Rozhdestvenskiy, Istorija i Teorija Psychoanalyza: Psycohanalyz v Rossiiskoj Kulture. [The 
History and Theory of Psychoanalysis: Psychoanalysis in Russian Culture], 2nd ed. Textbook (Moscow: 
Jurajt, 2019); Mikhail  Reshetnikov, Psychodinamika I Psychoterapia Depressij. [Psychodynamics and 
Psychotherapy of Depressions.] (Saint-Petersburg: East-European Institute of Psychoanalysis, 2013). 
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limited  implementation  as a clinical  instrument.  Whereas for  Freud and his European 

followers  it  is precisely the clinical  dimension  that  has always been psychoanalysisɠ 

primary  end.  

Dmitriy  Rozhdestvenskiy is skeptical in  holding  responsible the work of 

repressive totalitarian  apparatus for  the stagnation  in  psychoanalytic  research. 

However, quite  surprisingly , he himself  proposes a quasi-psychoanalytic 

interpretation  of Russian culturological  peculiarities  which  presumably resulted in  

the lack of serious theoretical  appropriation.  Even without  consolidating  with  this  

particular  project  of cultural  and historical  psychologization  as the main source of 

intellectual  misfortunes  befallen on pre-, post- , and Soviet periods, it  is hard to 

neglect the fact that  psychoanalysis basically disappeared from  the Soviet intellectual  

scene and its  contemporary  form  is shaped under the weight  of nearly half  a century  

of isolation  and disdain. 

Having turned  int o a country  with  totalizing  state regulation,  Soviet Russia, in  

contrast  to the West with  its  regular practices of public  institutions,  destroyed public  

licensing,  which  led to the loss of autonomy for  the analysts. Thus, in  combination  

with  zero interest  on the part  of the state-regulated medicine, little  serious ambition  

of scientific  character, lack of clinical  basis, and consequent shift  to the tradition  of 

scholastic philosophizing  regarding psychoanalysis psychoanalytic theory  was 

radically  deformed and eventually  proved to be worthless.   

The shift  of the political  climate  in  the 80s contributed  to the emergence of a 

new gateway for  the hitherto  illicit  or undesirable disciplines  which  was welcomed 

with  even more rampant  enthusiasm than it  saw at the beginning  of the century.  Yet, 

this  restitution  in  the 90s and what followed  in  the beginning  of the twenty -first  

century  had to face a new challenge in  the form  of different  economic regime that  

formulated  a more straightforward  task of immediate  financial  profit  and, in  this  way, 

contoured the scene in  a more unfavorable way.  

Saying that,  early post-Soviet  era saw the increasing demand in  all  sorts of 

alternative  discourses, thus a significant  rise of interest  in  psychoanalysis was 
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accompanied by a massive outbreak of interest  in  a wide number of disciplines  and 

pseudo-disciplines,  resulti ng in  a major confusion  among various fields and a severe 

shortage of professional training.  Nevertheless, along with  that,  Freudɠs work started 

getting  published and distributed,  and various associations such as the Russian 

Psychoanalytic Association in  Moscow in  1989, Saint-Petersburg analytic  society in  

1990, Moscow Psychoanalytic society, the first  Institute  of Psychoanalysis in  Saint-

Petersburg in  1991 were established. There appear several periodicals which  are 

followed  by an explosion of public  associations, groups, and study programs included 

in  state university  programs devoted to psychoanalysis.  

Yet, in  the spirit  of pre-revolutionary  disinterest  in  serious research combined 

with  the pressing urge of prompt  formation  of clinical  practitioners,  the new 

dynamics led to dubious results. Eventually,  the Russian psychoanalytic  scene writ  

large is riddled  with  an enormous amount  of very often  poorly  trained  quasi-

professionals, whose practice is held under the guidance of loosely and, for  the most 

part,  randomly  coordinated concepts, derived from a variety  of disciplines.   

There are myriads of discussion boards, reading groups, social network  

societies propagating  self-made theoretical  principles,  professional training,  and 

supervising. Mikhail  Reshetnikov expresses serious concerns regarding the 

methodological  opportunism  of post-Soviet quasi-professional therapists,  whose 

emergence in  the professional arena was not  a result  of mutual  work with  the 

discourse, but a result  of inventing  psychotherapy based on fragmentary  information  

and sources. This, on the one hand, was the inevitable  consequence of the political  

regime installed,  yet, on the other  hand, it  has lasted for  too long, thus leading to a 

serious deformation  of the professional field.   

So, right  now there are two major trends in  the development of psychotherapy 

in  Russia: one trend  still  confirms  the worst fears expressed above, however, during  

the last 30 years another trend  emerged and managed to introduce  Lacanian 

psychoanalysis not  only  as a new clinical  dimension  but as an arena for  diverse 

intellectual  research. What should be emphasized is the notable passage that  has 
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been achieved during  the last 30 years from the initial  attempts  to put  together  the 

scattered scraps of information  and construct  some basic understanding  in  order to 

compensate for  the traumatic  methodological  rupture,  to the discussion of the most 

relevant  and pressing psychoanalytic  problems.  

 

2.2 Smulyanskiy and Lacanian Scene in  Russia  

  

Russian Lacanian scene today is a noticeably  growing community  whose effort  

is directed at studying  Lacanian theory  and establishing  and consolidating  

connections with  various international  organizations  and individual  authors. 

Developing in  what could be roughly  sketched as two parallel  centers in  Saint-

Petersburg and in  Moscow, the areas of interest  range from translating  the work of 

Lacan and other  important  Lacanian researchers, elaborating  the most demanding 

Lacanian interventions  such as topological  formulations;  organizing  international  

conferences, seminars, and readings devoted to the presentation  and discussion of 

key psychoanalytic  topics.58  

Moreover, apart from  Lacan Russian intellectual  arena today is overpopulated 

with  other  grand names of French theory  echoing in  some way their  reception  in  the 

US. François Cusset says that  in  the US these names ɢtook on an aura that  up to then 

had been reserved only  for  the heroes of American mythology.ɣ Not only  university  

campuses, but the entire  American culture  assimilated popular  French thinkers  up to 

the point  when ɢthey became no less intensely  overcoded than American screen 

idols.ɣ59 The situation  in  twenty -first  century  Russia, of course, falling  short  of 

American level of refined  inventiveness, is nevertheless similar  in  the scale of 

 
58 The key centers: ɢThe School of Freudian-Lacanian Psychoanalysisɣ and their periodical Lacanalia 
https://freud -lacan.spb.ru/ ; ɢLacan in Moscowɣ under the guidance of New Lacanian school and their 
International Psychoanalytic Journal https://lacan.moscow/   
 
59 François Cusset, French Theory. How Foucault, Derrida, Deleuze & Co. Transformed the Intellectual 
Life of the United States, transl. Jeff Fort (Minneapolis, MN: University of Minnesota Press, 2008) , 2. 
 

https://freud-lacan.spb.ru/
https://lacan.moscow/
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intellectual  popularization.  Not  only  academic writing,  public  talks, but also 

journalism,  all  spheres of art  ɝ ranging from  fine  arts to the most avantgarde music 

performances, are currently  deeply influenced  by the French thought  integrating  its  

provocative terminology  and names quite  frequently  as export  commodities.   

Moreover, this  rapid expansion of Lacanian psychoanalysis in  Russia is not  

without  internal  difficulties  caused by ideological  disagreements or inconsistencies 

in  the questions of interpretation  and formal  organization.  Despite this,  one of the 

authors whose work is particularly  noteworthy  is Alexander Smulyanskiy. Distancing 

from  all  the movements mentioned  above, Smulyanskiy positions  himself  as an 

independent  thinker  and psychoanalyst of what he himself  names ɢstructural  

psychoanalysis,ɣ referring  to the theoretical  grounds that  Lacanian psychoanalysis 

owes to structura lism 60 which  would be discussed Chapter 4. For more than a decade 

Smulyanskiy was running  a monthly  seminar ɢLakan-likbez.ɣ61 Whereas the name of 

the course ɝ ɢlikbezɣ ɝ ironically  refers to the Soviet ɢilliteracy  elimination  programɣ, 

the course, eventually,  established its status as an autonomous event in  the process 

of exploration  and advancement of Lacanian theory  reaching far beyond a mere 

educative or recapitulation  level.  

Due to his radical rereading of Freudian apparatus and its  consequent 

reformulation  derived from  the conjunction  of psychoanalysis and linguistics,  Lacan 

managed to produce an independent  theoretical  contribution  still  rooted in  Freudɠs 

text,  but nevertheless both theoretically  and clinically  groundbreaking.  Likewise, 

Smulyanskiyɠs course and his four  books ɢK Ponjati yu Akta Vyskazyvaniyaɣ [ɢAbout  

the Concept of Enunciationɣ] (2014), ɢZhelaniye Oderzhimogo. Obsessivniy Nevroz v 

Lakanovskoy Teoriiɣ [ɢThe Desire of the Obsessed. Obsessional Neurosis in  Lacanian 

Theoryɣ] (2016), ɢMetafora Otca I Zhelaniye Analitika.  Sexuaciya i Jeje 

 
60 His recently published book Ischezayushchaya Teoriya. Kniga o Kluchevych Figurach Kontinentalnoy 
Filosofii: Foucault, Derrida, Lacan, šiŢek [Vanishing Theory. A Book About the Key Figures of Continental 
Philosophy. Foucault, Derrida, Lacan, šiŢek] (2021) provides a thorough and unorthodox account of the 
fate of structuralism in the second half of the XX century.  
 
61 See <https://lacan -likbez.com/ > 

https://lacan-likbez.com/
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Preobrazovaniye v Analyzeɣ [ɢPaternal Metaphor and Desire of the Analyst.  

Sexuation and Its  Transformation  in  Analysisɣ] (2019), ɢIschezajushchaya Teoriya. 

Kniga o Kluchevych Figurach Kontinen taln oy Filosofii:  Foucault, Derrida, Lacan, 

šiŢekɣ [ɢVanishing Theory. Book About  the Key Figures of Continental  Philosophy. 

Foucault, Derrida, Lacan, šiŢekɣ] (2021) ɝ is an effort  to surmount  what has become 

the traditional  commentary level of dealing wit h Lacanian psychoanalysis and make 

a series of separate theoretical  steps. He demonstrates how the most promising  

elaborations of Lacan and other  thinkers  of the so-called ɢFrench theoryɣ once 

assimilated among the humanities  result  in  theoretical  distortions  causing an 

impasse reflected in  the social field.  

Upon readdressing the major thinking  strategies of Foucault, Lacan, Derrida, 

and šiŢek in  his last volume ɢVanishing Theoryɣ, which  is the result  of his nearly 

decade-long seminar work held in  Saint Petersburg, Smulyanskiy outlines  several 

trajectories  of research that  could be more pertinent  in  understanding  the condition  

of modern subjectivity.  In  particular,  the paradoxical situation  around the 

emancipatory  agenda presented by gender-oriented  movements and activism 

inspired  by them failed  to produce adequate means for  conceptualizing  sex or desire 

regardless of their  insistence on their  profound  importance  for  the subject.  

In  what concerns the topic  of this  thesis, there are several trajectories  

especially pertinent  for  us. Firstly,  analyzing modernity  as a lateral  effect of 

Descartesɠs famous saying ɢcogito ergo sum,ɣ Smulyanskiy introduces the regime of 

publicity  as an integral  part  of speech typical  to modernity.  Referring to the 

paradoxical overdetermination  of contemporaneity  as twisted  into  itself,  ɢpublicity ɣ 

remains responsible for  the subjectɠs incapacity  of locating  the source of its  own 

speech which  is, nevertheless, imminently  imposed on the subject. Therefore, the 

intersection  between the subject and the social formulated  by Lacan as an impossible 

figure  of the double entry  without  an exit  is given further  consideration  here. 

Secondly, Smulyanskiy reinvents  femininity  on new grounds. The hystericɠs 

desire whose interest  is directed at the manɠs genital  lack conceptualized in  detail  by 
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Lacan in  his X seminar, ɢThe Anxietyɣ (2014), produces discursively operative 

consequences that  condition  the specific curvature of contemporaneity.  Probing 

further  into  Foucaultɠs research of kinship  structures based on pleasure practices, 

Smulyanskiy insists on the existence of original  relations  within  the female 

community  based on their  interest  in  specific literary  practices. This phenomenon 

lacks serious analysis from both general cultural  and feminist  criticism.  

Thirdly,  providing  several points  of entry  for  an alternative  understanding  of 

sexual difference, Lacanian theory  is the backdrop of Smulyanskiyɠs contribution , 

hence the special attention  to the concept of the signifier  and of jouissance. Yet, it  is 

not  possible to refer to any of these terms by setting  aside other  key Lacanian 

elaborations such as the relations  between knowledge, anxiety,  and desire. Remaining 

an overarching framework  for  Smulyanskiyɠs research Lacanian psychoanalysis is 

reformulated  by him  and pushed further  in  several directions.  His recent publication  

indicates the limitations  inherent  in  Lacanɠs theory  of sexuation which could be 

surmounted  by addressing the untapped Freudɠs comments and putting  them in  a 

different  context.   Supported by Alain  Badiouɠs reflections  on sexual difference as a 

love procedure, this  new approach helps to overcome the current  conceptual impasse 

in  the field  of sexuality  theorization,  and it  is discussed in  detail  in  Chapter 8.  
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Chapter 3: Academic Adaptations  of Lacan 

 

When Roger Alan Deacon speaks of Michel  Foucaultɠs relations  with  

philosophy,  he points  out  that  it  is important  ɢnot to be awed by the venerability  of 

its  ancient  traditions,  the splendor of its  accomplishments or the genius of its  

practitioners;  instead, one must develop ɢa sharpened sense of reality .ɣ62 In  a sense, 

the awe in  question is relevant  for  the relations  between Lacanɠs theory  and its heirs. 

To follow  the letter  of Lacanɠs teaching and to express an undisputed  commitment  to 

what was initially  an unfolding  theory  but gradually  crystallized  into  a full - fledged 

doctrine  became de riguer  for  many Lacanɠs followers,  especially under the 

meticulous  guidance of Jacques-Alain  Miller .63 The second trajectory  was the 

absorption,  which  goes hand in  hand with  taming,  into  the body of academia 

mediated by US university  strategies. The third  and the most fruitful  trajectory  so far 

was taken by Slavoj šiŢek and the so-called Ljublja na school, yet it  is not  without  

controversies either.  A fourth  trajectory  presents adaptation s by individual  thinkers  

with  some of them resisting  any group or school engagement, others forming  

alliances, such as ALI64 and others. Apart  from  šiŢek and few other  thinkers , the 

established reception  of Lacanɠs theory  does not  seek to contest established 

theoretical  paradigms but is focused on supplying  even greater commentary  archive 

and monitoring  the general level of compliance with  Lacanɠs word. Therefore, due to 

the absence of that  specific ɢdisrespectɣ, the determination  ɢto thr ow off  familiar  

ways of thoughtɣ or what Foucault calls the ɢirreverenceɣ for  the established 

hierarchies and accepted modes of thinking 65 Lacanian legacy suffers the loss of 

 
62 Roger Alan Deacon, Fabricating Foucault: Rationalizing the Management of Individuals (Milwaukee: 
Marquette University Press, 2003), 264-265. 
 
63 For a detailed account of Lacanɠs impasses in handling the concept of the signifier and its further 
ideologization promoted by Jacques Allain Miller see Gabriel Tupinamb á ɢThe Desire of 
Psychoanalysisɣ (2021). 
 
64 LɠAssociation lacanienne internationale, https://www.freud -lacan.com/l -ali   
 
65 Deacon, Fabricating Foucault, 264-265. 

https://www.freud-lacan.com/l-ali
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validity  in  terms of theoretic  investigation,  as well  as the place of the theory  as such 

in  the discourse.  

For the purposes of this  research, we will  not  dwell  on the first  point  (internal  

problems deserve a separate analysis), but  rather  cover the second one, namely, how 

psychoanalysis is deployed as one of the tools of critical  thinking  and in  what way this  

sort of unilateral  appropriation  is jeopardizing  both  the psychoanalysis as such and 

the original  claims of critical  thinking.  It  is the dimension  of the political  which  serves 

the background for  any intell ectual enquiry  and calls for  fresh conceptual subsidies. 

In  this  respect, Lacanian psychoanalysis is indeed a rich  theoretical  deposit capable 

of offering  practically  endless inspiration  for  the politically  engaged research. In  the 

second half  of the thesis, we would return  to the way feminist  theory  employs 

psychoanalysis for  its  own political  ends. At  this  point  we would like  to demonstrate 

the most recent advances in  this  direction  ɝ the project  of radical democracy by 

Yannis Stavrakakis and the theory  of discourses by Mark Bracher.  

 

3.1 Yannis Stavrakakis and the Project of Radical Democracy. 

 

Stavrakakisɠs project  of radical democracy is an attempt  to embrace the most 

radical elaborations of Lacanɠs thinking,  namely the concept of the lack with  its  

inherent  link  with  the Real, to provide a different  model of the political  which  would 

be more apt for  overcoming current  social deadlocks. According to Stavrakakis 

democracy has failed  to account for  numerous perturbations  which  emerged as its  

direct  or indirect  consequence, nevertheless it  remains the only  acceptable solution,  

therefore  it  is democracy as such that  has to be reconsidered. Having discovered the 

concept of the lack, Stavrakakis hopes to incorporat e it  in  such a way that  it  would 

allow democracy to embrace its  own negativity  thus producing  a more promising  and 

less compromising  political : ɢAs far as political  praxis is concerned our ethical  duty  

can only  be to attempt  the institutionalization  of this  lack within  political  reality .ɣ66   

 
66 Yannis Stavrakakis, Lacan &  The Political (London: Routledge, 1999), 135. 
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Stavrakakis acknowledges the utopian  character of any strategy aiming  at 

overcoming the radical failure  of communication:  ɢSince, however, Lacanian political  

theory  aims at brining  to the fore, again and again, the lack in  the Other, the same 

lack that  utopian  fantasy attempts  to mask, it  would be self-defeating, if  not  absurd, 

to engage itself  in  utopian  or quasi-utopian  fantasy construction.ɣ67 Yet, in  his 

attempt  to attrib ute and to defend Lacanian critique  as the one being ɢcritical  of 

traditional  politics ,ɣ he makes a decisive slip.  If  Lacan is political,  this  dimension  is 

located somewhere else. Anyone familiar  with  Lacanian discourse would feel 

compelled at beast to doubt if  not  to discard right  from  the start  an attempt  to 

ɢinstitutionalize  the lackɣ which  Stavrakakis proclaims as the only  ethical  duty  within  

the political  reality:  ɢ[t]his  duty  is a truly  and radically  democratic one. It  is also an 

ethical  duty  that  marks the philosophical  dimension  of democracy.ɣ68 

For Stavrakakis, the ɢvirtue of democracyɣ is its  inherent  capacity for  

embracing its negativity,  recognizing  that  the lack is ɢthe only  possibility  of 

mediating  between universalism  and peculiarism  in  achieving a non-totalitarian  

sense of social unity .ɣ Likewise, he is aware that  this  can cause frustration  since ɢin  

the field  of ethics (and ontology)  the ideal of harmony is still  hegemonic; an ideal 

which  is incompatible  with  democracy.ɣ69 Thus, Stavrakakis offers to summon 

Lacanian psychoanalysis as an ally  which would form  the wall  of resistance against 

the reactionary  character of the traditional  politics  of resentment  by ɢpromoting  an 

ethical  hegemony which is essential for  its  politic al survival  and effectiveness.ɣ70 

Even these few lines demonstrate an eye-catching discrepancy with  basic 

Lacanian tenets:  nowhere did Lacan encourage such an understanding  of the lack, let  

alone of the psychoanalytic  ethics. After  the transferal  of the symptom to the sinthone 
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in  the course of analysis, analysant does not  only  remain unaware of the processes 

leading to the termination  of analysis but  is hardly  any closer to the proclaimed ideal 

of ɢsocial unity.ɣ Moreover, what stands out  in  Stavrakakis presentation  is that  across 

the book he remains blind  to the reactionary  character of his own project:  what other  

than a new ɢideal of harmonyɣ does he actually  offer  by the very fact of the existence 

of this  theory? With  a theoretical  gesture unaware of its  inaccuracy and 

shortsightedness he indues democracy with  some positive  content  which  consists in  

the acceptance of antagonism and the constitutive  lack. Whereas the status of the 

lack understood as an encounter with  the real, has an ethical  dimension .71  

He continues  to assign a new place to the ideal of radical democracy which 

could be found in  the antagonistic  nature of society already conceptualized in  detail  

by Laclau and Mouffe ,72 in  the virtuous  unpredictability  of the vote where the entire  

society is considered barré by the impossible real. In  his criticism  of Connolly  and 

Critchleyɠs ethics of disharmony grounded in  the recognition  of Otherness and 

difference, Stavrakakis is led to a conclusion that  the positive  point  of identification  

with  the Other does not  surpass the limitations  of traditional  ethics: ɢIn  order to have 

a non-totalisable  relation  to the Other we must relate ɝ identify  ɝ with  the lack in  the 

Other and not  with  the Other per se. This is the radical innovation  of Lacanian 

ethics.ɣ73 

In  this  respect it  would be useful to demonstrate in  what way Stavrakakis offers 

an abridged record of Lacanɠs Real that  omits  its  most radical consequences as it  was 

already pointed  out  by Slavoj šiŢek.74 Furthermore,  the lack or ɢmanqueɣ 

conceptualized in  Lacanian theory  has many avatars, but, primarily , it  is meant to 

 
71 Stavrakakis, Lacan & The Political,138. 
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demonstrate the dimension  of desire. The subject is urged to demonstrate his own 

way of desiring when confronted  with  the lack of the Other. And it  is within  the 

framework  of desire and demand dialectics that  the lack plays its  crucial  part,  not  as 

a point  for  identification  with  the Other or with  something  in  the Other, but  as a 

signal to face the inevitability  of the subjectɠs own fate as marked by the function  of 

desire. This can hardly  pave the way for  the installment  of ɢethical  hegemonyɣ so 

cherished by this  democratic project.   

Molly  Anne Rothenberg replies to those thinkers  who adhere to the Lacanian 

concept of the lack saying that , rather  than the subject of the lack, it  should be 

understood as a ɢsubject of excess, that  is, as a subject to which an excess ineradicably  

adheres.ɣ75 She insists that  it  is not  the lack but the excess that  could be more fit  for  

this  discussion, though  it  can hardly  produce the effect desired by Stavrakakis. 

Rothenberg is suspicious of any urgency in  the question of practical  solutions  at the 

expense of theoretical  investigation.  She notes how poorly  the subject handles the 

grand task of changing the world  for  the better  when they shift  their  efforts  from  

theory  to practice. Eventually,  regardless of a permanent  fight  against the ɢfamiliar 

litany  of woeɣ ɝ violence, injustice,  poverty  etc. ɝ the subject ɢfailed to cross a single 

item  off  the list .ɣ76 None of the misfortunes  not  only  disappeared from everyday 

reality,  but  they sustain and by the fact of this  very resilience produce additional  

disturbance. The subject is confronted  with  the situation  when the results of their  

enormous toil  in  promoting  human rights,  common values and overall  progress not  

only  diverge from  the original  expectations but produce additional  confusion  by the 

fact of this  diversion.  Something is much more radically  out  of joint  if  instead of 

anticip ated happiness, the very quest for  happiness turns  into  a disaster. 
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Relying on her reading of Lacan, Rothenberg claims this  lack to be actually  an 

excess which  emerges as the result  of losing immediacy in  the process of 

symbolization.  There are no ɢgoodɣ options  here: the lack is sedimented when the 

subject is confronted  with  the choice either  to enter the symbolic and disavow a part  

of being which  would subsist unsymbolized,  or to choose non-subjectivity : 

 

[ɨ] the problem for  the subject in  its  social relation  to other  subjects is that  an 

excess of meaning sticks to every subject. The excessive dimension  of a subject, 

which  is a function  of her minimal  self-differen ce from herself, means that  her 

very meaning for  herself is routed through  the defiles of signification,  a 

function  of the vicissitudes of excess.77 

 

Meanwhile the other  subject in  the social field,  the addressee, has their  own excess 

which subsists in  it s indetermination and cannot gain any meaning by means of 

another subject. According to Rothenberg, each subject being stuck to their  own 

excess cannot easily fit  with  any other  subject in  the given set, since this  excess always 

gets in  the way. The math here works paradoxically:  combining  ɢmore-than-one-but-

not -quite  twoɣ can never result  in  unity.  She reminds the reader about Lacanɠs 

reference to the Mobius subject: ɢThe history  of political  thought,  seen from this  

perspective, reads as a long series of efforts  to deny or dismiss the Mobius subject as 

a politically  relevant  figure.ɣ78 Whereas the only  possible outcome of this  ɢfailure  to 

conceptualize the ɢrelation  of nonrelation ɣ generated by these dynamics of excessɣ79 

is the renunciation  of the very conflictual  nature of the social.  

Without  solidarizing  with  the claim that  the lack should be thought  of as an 

excess, what remains indisputable  in  these considerations is the indication  that  the 
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subjectɠs structure  cannot be conceptualized as a one-dimensional  figure  whose two 

autonomous sides are in  complementary  relations.  Lacan insist s on the radically  

ɢextimateɣ character of subjectivity , wherein the relation  with  the Other even prior  to 

the Symbolic castration  is the only  level where the subject has access to its  own proto -

subjectivity .  Hence, the Mobius band is an appropriate  topological  model for  

illustrat ing the way the subjectɠs causality cannot be modeled in  familiar  Euclidian 

space. ɢExtimacyɣ designates that  the cause comes from  outside the subject, that  is, 

the structural  impossibility  of self-causality as Lacan says: ɢThe fact that  the Other 

is, for  the subject, the locus of his signifying  cause merely explains why no subject 

can be his own cause.ɣ80 

Meanwhile,  in  his call to embrace democracy as an ethics of disharmony and to 

view the irreducible  gap he registers in  the modern societies as an ɢopening and the 

optimistic  possibility  for  democracy as opposed to totalitarianism  or radical 

fragmentation ɣ81 Stavrakakis reveals his undisguised determination  to impose yet 

another ɢidealɣ of ɢnot - idealɣ and make the ɢlackɣ serve the purposes that  violate  the 

very idea of this  concept. In  this  way, he confirms  that  there is a specific incapacity  of 

any adaptation  to accept this  impossibility  without  a compulsion  to convert  it,  to 

make it  useable. It  is logically  impossible to fabricate any positive  entity  which  would 

be based on the category of lack, since this  lack does not  coincide with  the dimension  

of the minority  at the core of each of us, as Stavrakakis sees it,  but  instead 

demonstrates a structural  impossibility,  a scum on the side of the Other, which  cannot 

neither  be assimilated nor bridged. It  cannot be conceptualized as a site of potential  

consolidation,  since it  has to remain on the side of the Other as long as the subject 

struggles to maintain  his subjectivity.   
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3.1 The Theory of Discourses by Mark Bracher 

 

Another  author  worth  mentioning  at this  point  is Mark Bracher and his work 

on the theory  of discourses. The initial  impulse appears to be quite  promising,  but  

soon enough it  reveals a conspicuous derivation  from  the declared objectives. Bracher 

expresses serious concerns about the condition  of the humanities  which  is very often  

turned  into  the site of ɢindoctrinating students into  a monolithic  system of ideals, 

values, knowledge, and belief .ɣ82 We are quite  inclined  to share his concern, especially 

when he offers ɢa shift  in  the type of knowledge that  critics  pursue and disseminate,ɣ83 

since the question of knowledge and its  displacement plays a central  role in  

psychoanalytic  theory,  allowing  to reformulate  the well -established paradigms of the 

social. It  is particularly  striking  how close he comes to formulating  the urgent  task of 

redirecting  the accent from the ɢproduction and distribution  of knowledge about texts 

and their  contextsɣ to ɢpursuing knowledge of how various texts and discourses affect 

those who use them.ɣ84  

This echoes with  the common interpretation  of Lacanɠs formula  of the 

University  discourse. The place of the agent is occupied by S2 ɝ a system of 

knowledge, referred to as ɢthe battery  of signifiers.ɣ In  the formula  of the University  

discourse it  stands for  the acephalous, unrestrained  ɢknowledgeɣ dictating  its  all -

pervasive ascendence, yet eventually  being driven the master signifier  S1 under the 

disguise of universal  emancipation and enlightenment . Therefore, it  is the inordinate  

dissemination  of this  sort of knowledge per se which  has to be examined in  the first  

place, since this  seemingly democratic quality  of university  knowledge has a well -

defined institutive  character.  As is seen in  the formula  the product  of this  idling  is 

the barred subject, the split  subject, who eventually  has to submit  to the dictate  of 
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anonymous knowledge. Being an effect of an endless number of monotonous,  self-

proliferating  texts whir ling  in  the university  vortex,  the subject is doomed to 

alienation.  

In  this  way, Bracherɠs unease in  what he finds as a rigid  imposing  of external  

values onto the students is fully  justified  and prompted.  Moreover, the displacement 

of the vector of research that  he contours correlates with  our own line  of thinking,  

namely, a task to demonstrate that  certain  things  have to be analyzed from a different  

angle, that  a different  perspective would enable to reveal the underlying  principles  

structuring  contemporary subjectivity.  And the relation  with  text  is on no account 

accidental here. It  is precisely the role of reading and the status of text  that  would 

allow us to distance ourselves from  the worn-out  attempts  of adopting  Lacanian 

discourse and present new paths for  the theoretical  research. 

However, soon enough the trajectory  taken by Bracherɠs initial  impetus  

demonstrates the very distortion  it  attempted  to surmount.  His next step is to declare 

that,  on the one hand, the study and teaching of literature  should strive for  becoming 

ɢmore valuable in  human termsɣ which  eventually  leads him  ɢto construct  the model 

of response-oriented  Lacanian psychoanalytic  cultural  criticismɣ85 presented in  two 

volumes discussed here: ɢLacan, Discourse, and Social Change. A Psychoanalytic 

Cultural  Criticismɣ and ɢLacanian Theory of Discourse. Subject, Structure and 

Societyɣ.  

On the one hand, the reorientation  of the focus offered by Bracher from the 

mere interpretation  of cultural  artifacts  to the analysis of the ɢaudience responseɣ 

could, indeed, provide a sufficient  program for  surmounting  certain  impasses of the 

humanities,  yet on the other  hand, the objective pursued here is strikingly  

unambiguous. Starting  with  the first  proposition  which  identifies  Lacanian 

perspective as one of the ɢmodes of cultural  criticismɣ whose aim is ɢto help foster a 

better  society, in  which  suffering  and injustice  are reduced and enjoyment  and 
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fulfillment  are increased,ɣ86 this  project  exposes its  susceptibility  to the pivotal  lures 

of the discourse of the university,  where the production  of knowledge is subordinated 

to the project  of universal  moral  good. This would be discussed in  detail  in  Chapter 5. 

Michael Ryan who is quoted in  the book looks at the psychoanalytic  approach as a 

ɢscience [that]  would seek to increase knowledge not  for  the sake of expanding the 

academic inventory,  but  instead for  the sake of having the direct  practical  effect of 

helping  to bring  about [ɨ] a ɢcure,ɣ and by that  I mean the construction  of a good 

society.ɣ87  

This trajectory  very soon demonstrates a palpable departure from  Freudo-

Lacanian theoretical  paradigm. Even a snapshot of Freudɠs ɢCivilization and Its 

Discontents,ɣ which  remains one of his most readable articles, would sober up any 

attempt  of yet another general humanitarian  project  of salvation.  In  his analysis of 

drives and culture  as a site of drivesɠ taming  and regulation,  Freudɠs prognosis is quite  

clearly bleak, if  not  purely  discouraging. The paradoxical power of super-ego which is 

the more severe the more compliant  with  its  demands the subject struggles to be, thus 

producing  a civilization  that  ɢobtains mastery over the individualɠs dangerous desire 

for  aggression by weakening and disarming  it  and by setting  up an agency within  him  

to watch over it,  like  a garrison in  a conquered city.ɣ88 In  the process of thinking  about 

the paradoxes of culture,  Freud is forced to recognize the impotence of any definite  

conclusions. If  it  is aggressiveness along with  sexual instinct,  that  has to be tamed in  

order to assure collective  existence of several individuals,  then ɢ[w]hat a potent  

obstacle to civilization  aggressiveness must be, if  the defense against it  can cause as 
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much unhappiness as aggressiveness itself!ɣ89 Eventually,  neurosis as a symptom of 

culture  par excellence rather  than demonstrating  subjectɠs inherent  psychic 

deviations,  reveals culture  itself  as its source. Both sexuality  and aggressivity has to 

be sacrificed for  the portion  of security which  could result  from  this  restriction,  yet 

security alone has no access whatsoever to the longed-for  happiness. Instead, the 

restriction  causes further  restriction  and the all -embracing sense of guilt . In this  way 

ɢthere are difficulties  attaching  to the natur e of civilization  which will  not  yield  to 

any attempt  at reform.ɣ90  

What was later  reformulated  by Lacan, involving  his revolutionary  turn  to 

linguistics  and structuralism  leaves even less optimism  for  any direct  social 

improvement.  This would be addressed below in  more detail.   In  this  way the task of 

promoting  ɢbenign social change through  cultural  criticismɣ91 armored with  

psychoanalytic  theory  does not  inspire  confidence, even less confidence it  inspires 

when the formulation  goes as far as ɢpromoting  benign psychological change on a 

collective  scale.ɣ92 Therefore, the project  aimed at the search for  ɢalternative  subject 

positionsɣ93 has a rightful  place among other  disciplines  under the human right s and 

justice agenda but employing  psychoanalysis as a ɢscience committed  to the 

emancipation  of human beings from  what frustrates  their  fulfilment  and well -beingɣ 

is an assumption that  undermines the project  altogether.  Bracher goes on citing  

several authors whose work he chooses in  support  of his argument,  thus 

demonstrating  that  the number of those who misinterpreted  the main tenets of 

psychoanalytic  theory  is alarmingly  high.  
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Chapter 4: French Theory in  the USA 

 

There are several reasons behind the specific decrease of theoretical  tension  

observed in  the examples from Chapters 1 and 3. Firstly , as was mentioned  in  the 

Introduction,  the popularity  of Lacanɠs teaching was mediated by the US academic 

circles. Secondly, this  mediation  itself  is conditioned  by the functioning  of the 

discourse of the university  if  we resort to Lacanɠs terminology.  This Chapter 

demonstrates the way the so-called French theory  is being shaped via its  American 

reception.    

In  his analysis of French theory  adventures on American soil  François Cusset 

mentions  the specifically  American manner of converting  theory  to practice in  a way 

that  always leads to controversy. The tension  which  is being addressed by theories 

themselves is not  addressed by their  further  adaptations, but it  remains the most 

challenging  and interesting  point  since it  results from ɢan inability,  characteristic  of 

theoretical  texts, to oppose reason with  anything  other  than reason itself,  to criticize  

metaphysics without  using metaphysical tools,  to deconstruct  historical  continuity  

without  rebuilding,  on its  ruins,  a new form  of historical  continuity.ɣ94 But,  Cusset 

claims, Americans ɢdo not  take kindly  to things  being impossible,ɣ95 they tend to 

make things  work literally  by putting  the words into  action.  He speaks about the 

American approach to the impossible inherent  in  French theory  as an attempt  ɢto 

aestheticize the tension  in  order to reveal its  traces in  all  the ɢtextsɣ of contemporary 

culture,  or to solemnly  dramatize it,  so as to produce the impression of a historical  

moment  and an imminent  future .ɣ As Judith Butler  also reminds us that  we should 

not  forget  that  ɢthe face of theory  has changed precisely through  its  cultural  

appropriations .ɣ96  
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In  her answer to her critics  who consider French theory  too formalistic,  ɢaloof 

from  questions of social context  and political  aim,ɣ she stresses that  its  recent 

American reception  has a radically  different  character. On the one hand, Butler  is 

reluctant  to qualifying  these theories as subversive since, as she rightfully  observes, 

the subversive as such has shifted  to the category with  a ɢmarket value,ɣ thus it  would  

be erroneous to take her own elaborations as ɢthe paradigm of subversive action,  or, 

indeed, as a model for  political  agency.ɣ97 What she proposes, instead, is not  to apply 

the discourses of difference and the impossible, but  to subject those theories to 

alternative  reformulations.   

 

4.1 French Theory as a ɢFlying Textual  American Objectɣ 

 

Lacan is one among other  French thinkers  whose theories traveled across the 

Atlantic  in  order to gain global acclaim only  after  being considerably affected by their  

passage through  American history  of intellectual  pastiche. The fate of ɢFrench 

theoryɣ ɝ a term roughly  assembling together  the major French intellectuals  of the 

twentieth  century  ɝ Louis Althusser,  Jacques Derrida, Jacques Lacan, Michel  Foucault, 

Gilles Deleuze, Jean Baudrillard,  Pierre Bourdieu, and others ɝ is an ɢexemplary 

adventure in  intellectual  disseminationɣ98 which  should be considered as long as we 

wish to understand todayɠs antinomies  at their  fullest.   

This thesis argues that  it  is precisely an insufficient  understanding  of its  

indebtedness to the very modes of thinking  offered by French theory  which led to the 

impasses evident in  todayɠs results of the emancipatory  agenda. Viewing  French 

theory  as a ɢflying  textual  American objectɣ François Cusset wonders whether its  

intellectual  contribution  can still  be applicable today in  the world  which  he sees as an 
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unsettling  ɢmix  of collective  panic and historical  changes.ɣ99 When Slavoj šiŢek 

speaks about ɢexternal  misperceptionɣ which  could be the most efficient  in  the least 

expected ways, he mentions  Derrida whose mode of thinking  cannot be isolated from  

the ɢretroactive  product ive influenceɣ of the American mis/reception.  For better  or 

for  worse, the American appropriation  did manage to readdress the focus of his 

thinking  thus functioning  as a sort of pharmakon for  Derrida himself. 100  In  his 

historical  account Cusset notes that  the ventures of French thinkers  in  the US still  

determine  the global intellectual  debate. In  order to give sense to our current  

situation  today, there is a need to explore ɢthe political  and intellectual  genealogy, 

and the effects [ɨ] of a creative misunderstanding  between French texts and 

American readers.ɣ101 

The transfer  of major French texts to the American context,  according to 

Cusset, was channeled in  three lines:  French writing  became American reading, the 

question of late capitalism  transforme d into  the question of cultural  identity  and, 

finally,  the question of micropolitics  turned  into  the question of symbolic conflicts  

(the last two he later  labels as ɢthe denial of market forcesɣ). This outline  briefly  but  

thoroughly  sums up the major lines of our own enquiry,  since this  thesis argues that  

todayɠs displacements of genderqueer activism  are the result  of a specific, selective 

reappropriation  of the key French theoretical  achievements. Whereas a several 

decades-long history of international  intel lectual  exchanges and confrontations  

produced fruitful  discussions, the shift  of interest  to identity  politics  and from  

ɢwriting  to readingɣ eventually  led to the downgrade of theoretical  tension,  complete 

with  the shift  to ɢpraxisɣ which  has been successfully  avoided earlier  by the original  

French authors. 
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While  summing  up the complex but in  this  ambiguity  undoubtedly  productive  

intellectual  reciprocation  between French theory  and its American reception,  two 

general repeating tendencies could be emphasized: the initial  enthusiasm of 

discovering something  capable of subverting  the existing  intellectual  trends and the 

backlash attacking  ɢpostmodern charlatanism and nihilism .ɣ Strictly  speaking, 

throughout  the twentieth  century  French theory  has gone through  a series of peaks 

and valleys. From the unprecedented success of Derrida in  the late 1960s, followed  by 

the backlash of neoconservatism with  the Reagan era, through  its  ambiguous 

assimilation  by the so-called culture  industry  to the consequent backlash of 

intellectual  patriotism  and nationalistic  zeal of such figures as Camile Paglia. ɢFrench 

theory  ɝ plague or gadfly? An indecipherable  virus or simply  a misappropriation?ɣ102 

the debates about theory  and its  ɢre-enchantment  of the art  scene and the academic 

worldɣ demonstrate that  it  ɢbrought  about a long-term change in  Americansɠ 

relationship  to knowledge.ɣ103 

By and large, the adventures of French theory  on American soil  were mediated 

by the university , wherein their  starting  field  of conjunction  was literature  and 

literary  studies. There is something  paradoxical about the role of the university  in  the 

US: campus life  has always been considered isolated from  the rest of the country , yet, 

according to Cusset, it  has always remained in  the center of national  concern.104 

Meaning, that  the construction  of American identity  was always an overriding  factor,  

regardless the seeming discordance between the secluded campus life  ridden with  

both intellectual  and political  internal  conflicts,  and the miscellaneous reality  of 

American society.  Furthermore,  much of the theoriesɠ popularization  owes to the 

economic reasons wherein universities  had to take part  in  general competition  and 

struggle for  their  studentsɠ clientele.    
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Significantly,  the theory  paved its  path in  American campus via li terary  

studies. So, it  was American literature  mediated by literary  studies in  the university  

which  shaped American culture  as literary  and formulated  the idea of national  

identity  by literary  means. The influence  of linguistics  and the specific practices of 

dealing with  the narrative  and rhetoric  techniques eventually  contributed  to the 

current  format  of genderqueer studies. Since French theory  was introduced  via 

academia it  emerged as a distillate  in  the distinct  form  of university  language. 

Therefore, very often  in  the hands of minority  theorists  it  was used as a set of ɢisoble 

arguments, separable from their  textual  source and perfectly  designed for  the format  

of articles in  academic journals  that  will  be discussed and restated during  some 

roundtable  or conference.ɣ105 In  other  words, the excessive inspiration  by the rhetoric  

value of French thinkers  along with  the deceitful  openness towards vague and 

unexpected solutions  lent  itself  to the restricted  and eventually  misleading 

application  of the theory.    

Later in  1975-1980 French theory  basically transformed  into  a key ideology and 

powerful  institutional  force accompanied by the ɢextension of this  narrative  

paradigm to other  subfieldsɣ106 which  eventually  gave birth  to various fields such as 

postcolonial  studies, identity  studies, cinema studies, gender studies, queer studies 

etc. Replacing the accent from identity  politics  to minority  identities  could be 

considered an indispensable theoretical  contribution  to the new culture  wars which  

result  today, on the one hand, in  the intense polarization  of public  field,  but , on the 

other  hand, in  its  specific inertness. Whenever any new twist  or new exposure is being 

added, the field  manages to maintain  its  homogeneity  keeping it s boundaries intact.  

Initiated  by minority  studies, the engagement into  the overwhelming  wave of 

resistance against the threatening  neoconservatism reactionism  had spread 

throughout  all  levels of American society. According to Cusset, few historical  factors 
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were in  play: ɢcultural repercussions of the struggle for  civil  rights,  the decline of the 

democratic Left,  identity -based withdrawal  from an increasingly  competitive  

economic climate,  and a new segmentation of American consumers into  like-minded 

identit y groups.ɣ107 

Another  problem lies with  the typical  American sense for  commercialization.  

The new trends had to be turned  into  profit  in  order to construct  new market niches, 

ɢthey loudly  embraced diversity  as a sales boosterɣ, therefore  by the end of the 1980s 

the minority  issue inspired  a new wave of marketing  campaigns promoting  ɢthe 

industry  of rebellion  [and] the commercial  hijacking  of the bellicose mythologies  of 

rap and reggaeɨɣ108 All  these changes outside and inside campus walls ɢha[ve] as 

much bearing on French theory  as [they do] on the significance  of these new 

proclamations  of identity .ɣ109 

In  the 80s the battle  launched between radical multiculturalists  and the 

conservatists was concentrated on the question of the Westɠs global role in  world  

domination,  wherein  America was assigned the role of its  iron  sword. The minority  

groups were demanding more diversity  in  the canon, but  Cusset finds both sides to be 

ɢguilty  of serious overreactionɣ: ɢthe identity -based groups continued  to proliferate  

and reinforce  each other  in  turning  criticism  of the canon into  a compulsory 

exercise,ɣ110 which  basically led to the declaration  of war on white  culture . 

Furthermore,  after  the debates over the canon with  the emphasis on de-

Westernization  and de-masculinization,  the advocates of minority  theories engaged 

in  the wars of ɢcodifying  the social interaction  on campus between sexes and racism 

by regulating  behavior and introducing  a strict  euphemistic  lexicon.ɣ111 This 
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redirected the attention  from  the analytical  work to the immediate  and shortsighted  

goals with  the effects still  resonating today.  Once the main interest  was focused on 

signs, the codification  of language became the main battlefield  and led to the 

ɟperverseɠ effects of political  correctness. For Cusset the very idea of extreme political  

correctness which  was the reason behind the taxonomic  violence and its  

disconnection  from  culture  was ɢemptying  the language question of all  its  

extralinguistic  implications,  of all  its  real referents, or even of its  instrumental  role 

in  the debate over ideas.ɣ112  

Eventually,  this  has not  ended smoothly,  albeit  Cusset welcomes the 

emergence of cultural  studies as a new turn  in  US history  because with  this  

transformation  he was hoping  to see the end of the regulative  ideal culture.  On the 

contrary,  this thesis argues that  so far this  perspective remains questionable. Right 

now, there is an upsurge of social dissatisfaction  primarily  targeting  the notion  of 

regulation  in  question.  Paradoxically, the movement anticipated  as a liberation  from 

universal  ideal of some totalizing  uniformity  by its  very insistence on this  urgency 

ended up voicing  its  tenets in  highly  prescriptive  and regulative  tone. Moreover, the 

battles conducted on behalf of social justice and other  activist  groups have been 

recently  targeting  the so-called canons, what we know today as cancel-culture.  

Social struggle did manage to occupy its  key role in  the work of these groups, 

yet its  foundations  remained at the same level of proclamatory  regime and affiliation  

zeal. Regardless the fact that  social reality  is now being strenuously adapted in  order 

to comply with  the demands of the minority  groups, the underlying  conceptual 

framework  is still  rooted in  the regime of declaration.  In  this  way, the situation  which  

this  thesis addresses ɝ the shortfall  of genderqueer studies and activism  in  

understanding  their  own theoretical  grounds ɝ echoes this  long-term debate, yet with  

replaced accents. 
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Cussetɠs main concern is the inevitable  loss of political  dimension  behind the 

rhetorically  overloaded fascination  with  transgression typical  to cultural  studies: ɢthe 

increasingly radical perspectives of minority  groups who seize on the key texts of 

French theory  were [ɨ] first  and foremost  a rhetorical  techniqueɣ113 which  resulted in  

ɢcompletely emptying  the theoretical  reference of its  contents ɝ was well  as its  

philosophical  implications .ɣ114 On the one hand, Cusset expresses rightful  concerns 

that  culture  studies reduced the potential  for  the political  intervention  due to their  

overinvestment  in  the analysis of representation.  In  the absence of the division  

between ɢthe regimes of control  and the imperialism  of representationɣ they lost  the 

sight  of social struggle.  

 

The tendency to resort to elliptical  quotation ism, and in  particular  to 

metaphors, to not  only  describe but also to explain  these social phenomena 

(reducing them to little  more than acts of metaphorizat ion),  contributed  to this  

groupsɠ artistic  vagueness and argumentative  weakness.115 

 

The decline comes in  the 90s when French theory  is gradually  institutionalized  and 

integrated  into  the body of standard texts of different  humanities  programs. Their  

connection  with  identity -orientated  movements is loosening along with  the initial  

radicality  and controversy. On the other  hand, from  todayɠs perspective, the 

redundancy of the concern about the shortage of political  engagement of leftist  

orientation  is more than obvious. The political  activism  of various sorts has reached 

such an unprecedented level of pressure that  it  managed to besiege the entire  social 

life  up to the point  that  the subject of activism  itself  is now pathologized.  Following  

several scandals from eco-activists  and gender activists  the activities  of some groups 
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are now being banned in  the UK and are more often  met with  hostility  by general 

public .116 In  this  way, apart from  providing  one of the most scrupulous analysis of the 

vicissitudes of different  movement in  the US and in  France, Cusset remained dazzled 

by the alluring  perspectives of emancipatory  program thus omitting  its  potential  

deadlocks. His further  publication  ɢThe Inverted  Gaze. Queering the French Literary  

Classics in  Americaɣ117 is essentially an uncritical  reception  of the major 

accomplishments of queer theory,  namely, generating a suspicion in  the hitherto  

unrevealed, implicit  queerness of the canonic literary  oeuvres which  is hardly  helpful  

in  understanding  either  the problem of sexuality  or the situation  of todayɠs tensions.  

Back to the controversy between French theory  and its  American reception  

which  could be held responsible for  the impasses we register today: it  results from  the 

logical  impossibility  of these theoretical  texts to be used in  the way American 

audience wished to use them, as Cusset claims. Theirs was the idea of ɢputting  the 

texts to work,ɣ118 that  is, adjusting  the texts so that  they start  serving specific social 

missions. This thesis argues that  among other  reasons, it  is an attempt  to tailor  the 

theory  to meet the immediate  needs of social realm which  results in  the inevitable  

contortion  on both ends: theoretical  provisions  and the social results of their  

maladaptation.   

Cussetɠs Marxist  assumption that  by disregarding the genealogy of capitalism  

or the hazards of market control  the American reappropriation  of French theory  was 

dangerously close to mistaking  the complex deconstructive  strategies by the 

 
116 See https://www.manchestereveningnews.co.uk/news/greater -manchester-news/climate -change-
protesters-admit -using-16848139; https://www.nytimes.com/2018/08/13/nyregion/sexual -
harassment-nyu-female-professor.html ; 
https://www.theatlantic.com/education/archive/2018/08/why -do-academics-defend-colleagues-
accused-of-harassment/567553/  
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ɢpromotion  of relativism,  of fluctuating  and nonreferential  valuesɣ119 is only  partially  

correct. What could bring  these consideration s onto the next  theoretical  level cannot 

be exhausted by reverent criticism  of capitalist  vices which,  in  Cussetɠs account, have 

already been discredited by Marcuse and Foucault.   

We would pursue this  assumption further  and suggest that  there is a need to 

change the axis of theory  application.  This enquiry  should be taken to the sidelines, 

namely, beyond the framework  of abridged Marxist  criticism  among other  reasons 

because this  sort of criticism  itself  should be subjected to further  deconstruction.   

 
119 Cusset, French Theory, xvi.  
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4.2 Psychoanalysis and Structuralism   

 

Whereas todayɠs burning  question concerning the ideas of gender identity  and 

distributive  justice  owes the greatest deal of its  existence to the elaborations of 

structuralist  theory,  this  connection  has been deliberately  overshadowed by the 

immediate  claims of activism  and the seeming progress in  social matters.  In  this  

respect, this  thesis insists on relocating  the sources of the popular  genderqueer 

agenda by reactivating  structuralism  as the underlying  framework  of current  

intellectual  and political  debates. When speaking about the contribution  of key 

figures of formalism , such as Saussure, Jacobson, Barthes, Althusser, and others, Paul 

de Man stresses their  ability  to extend the questioning  beyond the object of the 

research to questioning  the status of theory  as such: ɢThe possibility  of doing literary  

theory,  which  is by no means to be taken for  granted, has itself  become a consciously 

reflected-upon question and those who have progressed furthest  in  this  question are 

the most controversial  but  also the best sources of information.ɣ120 

This could be stretched to structuralism , given that  we stop dwelling  on its  

differentiation  from the so-called post-structuralism  which  could be considered just  

another offshoot  of an attempt  typical  to the discourse of the university:  to generate 

more labeling  in  an effort  to classify and to organize. This is a symptomatic  

development as such which  de Man describes as a ɢcompulsive way of forcing  itself  

upon us in  the guise of a system of historical  periodization  [which]  is certainly  part  of 

its  problematic  nature.ɣ121 When Slavoj šiŢek demonstrates the limitations  of 

preconceptual historicism  he notes that  poststructuralism  as a category just  does not  

exist. Having been invented  in  the USA for  the American academic gaze which  finally  

gave it  its  ɢpostɣ shape, it  does not  speak so much about the transformation  of 

original  French thinking  but  rather  refers to the gaze of the receiver. Therefore, 
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according to šiŢek, whereas ɢɟstructuralismɠ  tout  court  designates French theory  ɟin 

itself , before it  was noted by the foreign  gaze. ɟPoststructuralismɠ is structuralism  

from  the moment  it  was noted by the foreign  gaze.ɣ122 

So, instead of replenishing  already numerous lists  detailing  the substantive 

points  of divergence and/or elaboration  between the two movements in  question,  an 

approach offered by Smulyankiy focuses on the effects produced by the theory  itself.  

In  his rendition , the shabby story of structuralism  vs. poststructuralis m juxtaposition  

is suspended towards a more refined  solution.   

It  is important  to demonstrate how the structurally  determined  juxtaposition  

affects the very field  where the problematic  issue is raised. Speaking about Foucaultɠs 

sensibility  to the very logic of problematization  inherent  in  the intellectualɠs effort,  

Smulyanskiy stresses Foucaultɠs strategy in  identifying  the ɢdesynchronization in  the 

process of problem creation .ɣ Paradoxically, at the very point  when the intellectual  

presumes that  he or she poses or solves a problem, he or she actually  creates a 

problem with  this  very enunciation  or, deprives this  questioning  of its  problematic  

character at all. 123  

For example, genderqueer agenda reveals a legitimate  interest  in  the question 

of sexual dif ference but its  excessive, or to be more precise, nearly exclusive interest  

in  the possibilities  of subverting  the present socioeconomic order is both  conditioned  

by the detachment of its  proponents  from  their  enunciation  and leads to further  

detachment from the position  as the agents of the discourse. In  the meantime,  the 

structureɠs ability  to reveal itself  in  its effects which  are inscribed in  it  on the second 

level is not  considered by genderqueer theorists  as the underlying  principle  of their  

own enquiry:  both the theory  itself  and its  main objects are in  the relation  of 

contiguousness.  
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In  Chapters 7 and 8 we examine the way female desire manages to escape its  

most rampant  advocates precisely at the point  where it  is already built  into  the 

situation  and its  effects remain impenetrable  for  those directly  involved.  When Gilles 

Deleuze speaks about the concept of metonymic  causality developed by Jacques-Alain  

Miller  or Althusserɠs concept of properly  structural  causality, he emphasizes ɢthe very 

particular  presence of a structure  in  its  effects, and for  the way in  which it  

differentiates  these effects, at the same time  as these latter  assimilate and integrate  

it.ɣ124  

In  his analysis of Jacques Derridaɠs contribution 125 Smulyanskiy, among other  

thin gs, introduces  what he names ɢanxiety  ratification ɣ. Referring to the post-war era 

marked by the proclaimed denouncement of the familiar  set of values that  provided 

some sort of appeasement and grounding,  the end of the Second World  War is marked 

by resistance. In  line  with  other  structuralist  authors cited above, this resistance 

should not  be understood restrictively  as an exclusively psychic phenomenon, but as 

effecting  on a structurally  different  level which  could be illustrated  precisely by the 

fate of structuralist  texts per se. As was demonstrated in  Chapter 3, regardless of the 

efforts  of the authors in  question to anticipate  this  miserection  it  never ceased 

happening. In  this  way Derridaɠs texts have been subjected to nearly literal  logical  

overturns  which  at the same time  did not  escape Derridaɠs attention.  In  effect, 

according to Smulyanskiy, Derridaɠs ɢSpecters of Marxɣ reception led to a theoretica l 

muddle among Marxist  critics  who were inspired  by what they read as a claim for  

reviving  Marxism, thus Derridaɠs ɢMarx&Sonsɣ was intended  to comment on this  

misappropriation  and perhaps to make necessary adjustments. 126  
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This demonstrates that  ɢin structuralist  texts themselves anxiety  has reached 

a new level of certainty  since its  effect anticipated  its  understanding .ɣ127 Therefore 

anxiety  conceptualized by Lacan as the only  affect that  does not  deceive is addressed 

in  the first  place to the situati on developed around the theory  itself.  Thereby from  

now on, resistance caused by this  anxiety  cannot be assigned to the subject or to the 

habitat,  but  to the structure  per se. This structure  is traced in  its  imposition  on all  the 

subjectɠs actions and proclamations  revealing itself  simultaneously  in  subjectɠs 

intention  to intervene  in  the situation  and in  the conditions  of this  interventions.  

Therefore, the redoubled anxiety  in  question refers to a specific anxiety  ɢconcerning 

the insoluble  situation  created by the very enunciation  as such.ɣ128 

When speaking about structuralism  Smulyanskiy emphasizes irreversibleness 

as its  fundamental  feature and the division  line  from existential  philosophy  and 

hermeneutics.129 In  more general terms, irreversibleness could be defined as a situation  

where certain  logical  consequences are produced in  such a way that  they cannot be 

evaded, albeit  they sustain their  opacity  for  the subject as is evident  in  the function  

of desire conceptualized by Lacan.  Each of the key figures of Smulyanskiyɠs analysis 

managed to produce a series of signifiers  aimed at creating primary  theoretical  

irreversibleness. This means that  having been released, the elements of their  

theoretical  apparatus contribute  to the emergence of structural  tension  which  cannot 

be explained in  full  detail,  yet it  cannot be discarded either.  Instead, it  keeps 

producing  effects. 

This is true for  both  ɝ the level of theory  as such and the level of what is 

theorized.  In  what concerns psychoanalysis, its  distinguished  position  is conditioned  

by the fact that  it  is initially  involved  in  the effects it  produces in  the public  field.  

Smulyanskiy insists on the impossibility  of making any statements grounded in  
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psychoanalytic  theory unless this  peculiar  situation  is given proper consideration . In  

this  way, one of Smulyanskiyɠs theoretic  priorities  is localizing  the effects of 

psychoanalysis as a discourse in  the domain of publicity .  

It  was already Freud whose theories were in  permanent  interaction  not  only  

with  the discourse but with  his immediate  audience. The reaction  of ɢthe dearest 

ladies and gentlemenɣ not  only  from  the educated public  but from the broad audience 

attending  Freudɠs numerous appearances, was the initial  source of Freudɠs theoretical  

innovations.  The so-called ɢunconsciousɣ was already manifested in  the desire of the 

public  to listen  to those ɢobscenities,ɣ as Deleuze says: ɢFor the unconscious is always 

a problem,  though  not  in  the sense that  would call its  existence into  question.  Rather, 

the unconscious by itself  forms the problems and questions that  are resolved only  to 

the extent  that  the corresponding structure  is instantiated  [s'effectué] and always 

according to the way that  it  is instantiated.ɣ130 

In  it s turn , Lacanɠs theory  is also subtly  attuned  to its  audience and the broader 

public.  What gains specific importance  for  Smulyanskiy is that  as scholars Freud and 

Lacan were aware that  the public  assimilates everything  in  quite  a particular  manner. 

He insists that  leaving aside the dimension  of publicity,  which  means leaving aside 

the very site of theory  constitution  in  this  case, results in  gross mistreatment  of its  

most radical tenets. The notorious  perplexity  and obscurity  of Lacanian 

psychoanalysis cannot be resolved outside the scope of the site where this  theory  

originates  as an effect of its  own implementation :  

 

The site where the production  of the doctrine  originates  from  the same 

problematic  point  which  this  doctrine  as such struggles to approach and which 

is constantly  misplaced under the effect of the forces that  produced Lacanɠs 

enunciation .131 
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It  is important  to start  dealing with  Lacanian theory  without  reducing it  to 

instrumental  utilization  along with  other  applied disciplines.  According to 

Smulyanskiy, where Lacanɠs text  is generally considered to be impenetrably  dense, 

nearly scandalously pretentious,  this  tortuousness should in  fact be credited to 

Lacanɠs sensitivity  regarding the reception  of his own work among his followers  and 

the wider public. 132 He was perfectly  aware that  his audience does not  only  perceive 

things  in  a specific way, but in  the course of this  perception , it  eventually  becomes 

the outpacing,  anticipating  illustration  of what is being said. Smulyanskiy claims that 

this  forces Lacan to make real- time  adjustments in  his theory . Therefore, the 

notorious  ambiguities  of his teaching should be considered an attempt  to hinder  the 

proliferation  of simplified  interpretations  rather  than being immanent  logical swirls.  

Given that  Lacanɠs teaching is being produced precisely at a very conflicting  

point  which it  struggles to explain,  and which is constantly  shifting  under the 

influence  of both  ɝ the forces which  triggered  the emergence of Lacanian speech and 

the forces which  were created as a result  of this  speech, any possible advancement in  

proper allocation  of Lacanian thinking  is hampered unless we take into  consideration  

this  operation  of overdetermination.  In  other  words, his own speech manages to 

reproduce the very tension  it  aimed to explain,  Smulyanskiy, therefore,  insists on the 

necessity to analyze Lacanɠs theoretical  contribution  on the very scene where it  was 

produced, namely, on the scene of the public  circulation  of knowledge and its  effects. 
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Chapter 5: Knowledge in  the Discourse of the University  

 

The instance of knowledge unrestricted  to its  perspective of the individual  

psychic organization  is one of the central  psychoanalytic  theoretic  trajectories . 

Therefore, psychoanalysisɠs radicality  lies in  this  theoretical  possibility  to deal with  

the next level marked by the circulation  of knowledge, including  the knowledge 

delivered by psychoanalysis itself.  This should not  redirect  the focus onto the 

historical  and political  context  as is often  offered by Neo-Freudian philosophers, but  

it  should point  out  that  the condition  of knowledge in  modernity  is radically  curved 

in  a different  way.  

Smulyanskiy claims that  once knowledge is revealed on the level of 

enunciation,  its  content  is immediately  called into  question. 133 For this  reason he 

insists on the need of addressing the speech which  functions  on this  level of publicity,  

whereas publicity  refers precisely to the intricate  curvature of knowledge. 

Structurally , he defines public  speech as speech marked by denial which  emerges each 

time  the subject is confronted  with  the desire revealed at the level of enunciation.  

Public speech is speech that  does not  want to know that  it  has been induced by desire 

in  the Lacanian sense, meaning that  there is always something  reaching beyond the 

mere level of intentional it y, but  it  is nonetheless inevitable  and fraught  with  

consequences.  

Public  speech is characterized by the dismissal of the level of enunciation,  what 

Smulyanskiy defines as the ɢoperation  of deduction ,ɣ134 and in  this  way, what Lacan 

calls the discourse of the university  could be understood as the discourse where 

speech does not  present its  act as desire ɝ the level of desire remains repressed. 

Therefore, public  speech, typically  produced in  the manner of declaration  or 

announcement , demonstrates the status of knowledge which  emerged and 
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proliferated  further  in  the Enlightenm ent epoque. In  line  with  Lacan, Smulyanskiy 

demonstrates that  what distinguishes  the discourse of the university  is knowledge as 

a means of assistance in  the subjectɠs quest for  this  precious good demonstrating  the 

reversal of jouissance position:  whereas in  pre-Platonic  times of Ancient  Greece it  was 

pleasure which  was the object of good, it  was sought for  as a source of good, the 

transition  mediated by Plato led to the rearrangement, so that  from  now on it  is good 

which  is sought for  as the highest pleasure. 

 

5.1 Knowledge as the Lifebuoy  

 

Smulyanskiy insists that  modernity  deals with  knowledge restrictively  as an 

instrument  for  reaching the good in  Platonic  terms, namely, the good rooted in  the 

idea of God as the universal  form  for  any creation.  Platonic  definition  of good as God 

leads to the conclusion about its  universality  for  every thing  and every human in  the 

sensible life  and in  this  way it  has to be obeyed both  on the level of natural  creation  

and on the level of the communal  life  of citizens  in  the polis.  Therefore, there emerges 

a principal  idea of the greater significance of the common good and, accordingly,  the 

lesser importance  of individual  interest,  whereas the common good must be 

established by law. 

According to Lacanɠs formula  the agent position  in  the discourse of the 

university  is occupied by knowledge, that  is, the relations  with  knowledge could be 

held responsible for  the paradoxical perturbations  of modernity.  Lacan refers to S2 as 

ɢall -knowing  [tout -savoir]ɠ knowledge, once it  occupies the place of the master in  the 

modern discourse it  ɢmakes even more obscure what is at issue, namely, the truth .ɣ135 

In  other  words, during  the historical  development what he calls ɢthe new tyranny  of 

knowledgeɣ inhibits  the appearance of truth.  

 
135 Jacques Lacan, The Other Side of Psychoanalysis. The seminar of Jacques Lacan Book XVII, transl. 
Russell Grigg, ed. Jacques-Alain Miller (New York: W. W. Norton and Company, 2007), 32. 
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In  line  with  Lacanɠs thinking  elaborated in  his later  work, šiŢek calls the 

discourse of the university  the hegemonic discourse of modernity  which  exists in  two 

forms whose inner  tension  is externalized,  namely, capitalism  and bureaucracy. 

Whereas ɢthe truth  of this  social link  is S2, scientific -expert knowledge in  its  different  

guises, and the goal is to generate S1, the self-mastery of the subject, that  is, to enable 

the subject to cope with  the stress of the call to enjoyment  (through  self-help 

manuals, etc.).ɣ136 Smulyanskiy reads this  formula  from  a different  angle. His aim is 

to provide a pertinent  explanation  for  the paradoxical situation  outlined  in  the 

introduction  of this  thesis, namely:  how is it  possible that  in  the perspective of 

universal  good made accessible to every subject by means of public  education and 

totalizing  human rights  agenda there simultaneously  emerges a specific spoilage, an 

incessant space of corruption  of both  intention  and realization . 

The humanitarian  knowledge is summoned to improve the subjectɠs condition  

on the way of the so-called progress. Disarming the most radical and scandalous 

thoughts  is the typical  strategy appropriated  within  academia in  general which  takes 

place each time  a relentless figure,  such as Nietzsche, for  example, enters the public  

field.  This is noted by šiŢek as well,  when he comments on the upper level of Lacanɠs 

formula  of the university  discourse he mentions  the way such intransigent  

ɢantiuniversitarians ɣ like  Kierkegaard, Nietzsche, or Benjamin are hazardously easily 

absorbed by the ɢuniversity  interpretive  machineryɣ and become ɢideal feeding stuff  

for  the academic machine.ɣ137 The S2 addressing object a refers to ɢthe university  

knowledge endeavoring to integrate,  domesticate, and appropriate  the excess that  

resists and rejects it.ɣ138  

Thereby, the function  of knowledge is reduced to the level of adaptation  

strategy enabling the subject to adjust  to the conditions  of the external  world  in,  

 
136 Slavoj šiŢek, Jacques Lacanɠs Four Discourses, <https://www.lacan.com/zizfour.htm > 
 
137 šiŢek, Jacques Lacanɠs Four Discourses. 
 
138 šiŢek, Jacques Lacanɠs Four Discourses. 
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presumably, the most effective way, disregarding the major psychoanalytic  discovery 

which  entitles  knowledge with  a totally  different  status. In  contrast  to the applied 

function  of knowledge so cherished by the Enlightenment  imagination,  Freud and 

later  Lacan confidently  demonstrated that  what we call knowledge is first  and 

foremost  disconnected from the dimension  of externality.  In  line  with  previous 

reasoning Smulyanskiy points  out  that  understanding  knowledge as a reflection  in  

subjectɠs consciousness of the external  reality  is misleading,  since knowledge is what 

happens in  the subject as such. Knowledge is not  provided to the subject as a tool  for  

performing  this  or that  action,  but as something  which  corresponds to the subjectɠs 

conflictual  relations  with  his own unconsciousness.  

Referring to šiŢekɠs famous anecdote about the jealous husband whose 

jealousy remains pathological  even on the assumption that  his wife is really  cheating 

on him,  Smulyanskiy demonstrates that  this  escalation between the reality  (wifeɠs 

promiscuous behavior) and truth  (husbandɠs pathological  narcissism as the real 

reason behind his jealousy) becomes the typical  sign of humanitiesɠ handling  of 

knowledge. For example, no matter  how well  informed  the subject is about the level 

of corruption  in  his country  (the reality),  the parti cular knowledge of this  misconduct  

can hardly  aptly  explain  the economic crisis in  the country  (the truth). 139 Hence, 

knowledge could not  be considered a means of bridging  the split,  instead, its  

acquisition  creates a new splitting.  When the subject resorts to demonstrating  the 

reality  by means of knowledge, this  inevitably  results in  the production  of a different  

truth  which  implies  that  what is really  discovered does not  correspond to the initial  

intention.  As Lacan says: ɢ[ɨ] there is nothing  in  common between the subject of 

knowledge [connaissancel  and the subject of the signifier.ɣ140 Therefore, it  is the 

dimension  of desire which  is denied here as the real truth  of this  situation.  The 

dimension  of desire, i.e., the level of enunciation,  is systematically  obstructed when 

 
139 Smulyanskiy, Ischezajushchaya Teoriya [Vanishing Theory], 140-141. 
 
140 Lacan, Seminar XVII, 48. 
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knowledge is reduced to its  familiar  pedagogical function  of revelation  and 

enlightenment.    

Since Freud we are well  aware that  the desire is not  guided by the perspective 

of the good. Psychoanalytic experience as such places knowledge in  the dock, itɠs 

credibility  is being questioned during  the ɢtreatment,ɣ therefore , the analystɠs 

discourse demonstrates how knowledge is structurally  disengaged from any adaptive 

function.  The unconscious as the knowledge that  ɢspeaks all  by itselfɣ141 remains 

inaccessible to the Enlightenment  subject, but  this  is just  the beginning.  Smulyanskiy 

demonstrates that  the problem with  the university  discourse is not  its  stifling  of the 

subjectɠs desire, but  the fact that  it  secondarily involves the subject in  the work of 

another desire. For Lacan, the function  of the university  is ɢclogged upɣ in  order to 

maintain  the masterɠs discourse whose appearance has been long disguised but is 

eventually  denudated, since the shift  on the level of knowledge was never pure. Even 

though  the master demonstrates that  the knowledge is on the slaveɠs side, what is 

being withheld  here is the fact that  it  can be revealed only  insofar  as the slave is being 

asked the right  questions. Thus, it  is the sort of knowledge that  was ɢfiddled  with ,ɣ 

because it  gets its  decisive status in  the discourse by means of the masterɠs 

intervention.  Up to the point  that,  according to Lacan, the famous Cartesian cogito 

ergo sum is sustained precisely by calling  into  question,  by the suspicion addressed to 

the slaveɠs knowledge processed by the masterɠs intervention. 142  

Therefore, Lacan speaks about the displacement of the discourses ɢthat  makes 

it  the case that  our scientific  discourse is currently  on the side of the master. It's  

precisely this  that  cannot be mastered.ɣ143  Building  on this  vision  of the university  as 

the vortex  where the effects of the master discourse clash with  the new needs created 

by the passion for  knowledge, Smulyanskiy calls this  ɢthe convoluted  mutation  of 
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powerɣ and suggests that  it  is the university  discourse as such that  produces the 

redoubling  ɝ it  creates both  the situation  and the disturbance caused by this  situation.   

This explains the perturbations  accompanying quite  a surprising  situation  

which  remains otherwise unanalyzed, namely, the situation  when the critical  voice 

appears within  the same premises that  it  criticizes.  While  remaining  an integral  part  

of any university  activity  these voices, nevertheless, persist in  producing  condemning 

speeches pointed  at discrediting  the practices in  question.  Smulyanskiy refers to the 

work of Fritz  Ringer ɢThe Decline of the German Mandarins,ɣ144 who, according to 

Smulyanskiy, describes in  detail  the paradoxical situation  when something  in  the 

university  pushes it  to attack itself.   This confirm s Lacanɠs words that  ɢin  seeking to 

escape from the university  discourse one implacably  reenters it.ɣ145  

 

5.2 Jouissance Distribution  and the Polarization  of the Public Field 

 

Furthermore,  Smulyanskiy offers to proceed in  Lacanɠs elaborations with  

topology  and claims that  knowledge curvature is indispensable in  thinking  about the 

social. As was stated in  the introduction,  surprisingly,  the accelerating tempo of 

overall  emancipation  did not  hasten the utopian  future  of harmonious  community  

but managed to increase the level of anxiety  in  society, as is demonstrated below. 

Smulyanskiy sums this  up: ɢIt turned  out  that  the public  field  can contain  any number 

of different  practices based on heterotopy  or a direct  violation  of the symbolic order, 

yet, it  does not  lead either  to the expected softening  of established boundaries or to 

the increase of the overall  tolerance.ɣ146 In  other  words, the plasticity  of the field  

provides the opportunity  to embrace the growing multiplication  without  effecting  the 

 
144 Fritz Ringer , The Decline of the German Mandarins: The German Academic Community, 1890-1933 
(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1969). 
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very presence of the outer  boundaries. The absence of inner  boundaries imputed  by 

the university  discourse is erroneously registered as the achieved ideal of freedom, 

which  obscures the presence of specific curvature effecting  the situation  much more 

dramatically  than any potential  barriers.  

Due to the specifics of the given discourse the scene is topologically  curved 

right  from  the outset, that  is why the ɢdemocraticɣ accessibility  of knowledge only  

conceals the fundamental  inaccessibility  marking  the situation  as such ɝ the 

consequences of the accessible knowledge differ  radically  from what this  knowledge 

was supposed to discover.147  

Moreover, the curvature of knowledge goes hand in  hand with  the peculiarities  

of jouissance distribution.  Therefore, this  chapter analyses the trajectories  of 

jouissance flows characteristic  of the university  discourse. The prevailing  tone of 

social criticism  targets the malicious  figure  of the master who is found guilty  of his 

insatiable  appetite  for  unlimited  power and inescapable corruption . However, this  

thinking  could be misleading in  its  most unexpected places. The field  of political  

tensions today could be roughly  described as consisting  of two conflicting  positions:  

the conservative (the right)  and the liberal  (the left).  It  can hardly  escape our 

attention  that  left -wing activism  is almost exclusively engulfed in  the struggle 

against all  forms of enslavement and oppression. Not only  does this effort  aim at 

liberating  the groups generally considered eroded in  their  rights,  but  this  liberation  

goes hand in  hand with  relentless pedagogical effort.  Any activity  organized under 

the auspices of human rights  or social activism  is based before everything  on the 

awareness-raising campaigns. 

This typical  differentiation  is registered by the participants,  yet, it  has not  

received any proper explanation  so far. According to Smulyanskiy, any minority  

representative, regardless of their  individual  specificity  in  the social filed,  is taken as 

an ɟignoramuceɠ, i.e., as someone who has to be educated in  the questions of their  
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oppression and guided on the way of overcoming the oppressive mechanisms. Hence, 

it  is precisely the ɟignoramuceɠ who is the real object of the leftistɠs desire.  

Once this  political  polarization  is given sufficient  consideration  in  the light  of 

jouissance distribution  it  becomes apparent why the righ t-wing subject is increasingly  

annoyed by the activity  of the left -wing proponents,  or more precisely this  very 

irritation  is the unmistakable sign of jouissance in  the spotlight  here, as Smulyanskiy 

suggests. It  appears that  the right  is especially sensitive to the particular  jouissance 

the left ist  produces in  his constant  exhortations  for  inclusion  addressed to the 

minority.  Nevertheless, what escapes the meticulous  attention  of the former  is the 

fact that  the subject engaged in  the left -wing activities  produces another sort of 

jouissance which  does not  coincide with  the jouissance of his or her ɢmentees.ɣ Having 

devoted several lectures to the analysis of this  situation  Smulyanskiy sums it  up by 

claiming  that  it  is precisely the mismatch between these two jouissances which  could 

provide the key to the ambiguities  time  and again demonstrated by todayɠs 

progressivism which is almost exhaustively covered by the left -wing liberal  

activism.148  

This explains the specific homogeneity  in  the social field , wherein  the absence 

of heterogeneity  is frequently  disguised as its  direct  opposite:  what is invasively  

promoted  is the urge for  even more diversified  opinions.  However, these two 

statements are quite  evidently  in  contradiction  since diversity  can hardly  be achieved 

by means of intentional  or implicit  coercion. For this  reason, the results of US 

presidential  elections of the years 2016 and 2020 should not  have been a surprise, yet, 

both  times they sparked a wave of social disarray. If  we turn  to statistics,  we can see 

how the uniformity  inside each of the competing  parties was quite  rapidly  evolving, 

thus leading to unexpected numbers indicating  that  regardless the proclaimed course 

for  universal  emancipation  and liberation,  American society is highly  antagonistic . 

Pew Research Center analysis for  the year 2022 demonstrates that  the dynamics of 
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congressional polarization  during  the recent decades was rapidly  increasing, 

therefore  leading to the vanishing  of the middle  zone where moderate-to- liberal  

Republicans and moderate-to-conservative Democrats could have possibly met 

ɢmaking it  ever less lik ely that  thereɠs any common ground to find .ɣ149  

The statistics  demonstrate that  ɢboth parties have grown more ideologically  

cohesiveɣ and ɢboth parties have moved further  away from the ideological  center 

since the early 1970s.ɣ150 The ɢshrinking  of the zone of ideological  overlapɣ151 

reflected in  these numbers indicates the shrinking  of the possibility  for  the subject to  

accept a different  opinion  or even to recognize the right  to have a different  opinion.  

Another  research indicates that  the antipathies  grow more and more pronounced 

reaching the level of disapproval to the extent  of the concern that  the opponentɠs 

policies could jeopardize national  interests:  ɢPartisan animosity  has increased 

substantially  over the same period. In  each party,  the share wit h a highly  negative 

view of the opposing party  has more than doubled since 1994. Most of these intense 

partisans believe the opposing partyɠs policies ɢare so misguided that  they threaten  

the nationɠs well -being.ɣ152  

This clearly demonstrates that  the focus of our attention  should be redirected 

from  the rhetoric  of exultation  over the questions of diversity  and freedom of speech, 

which  is typical  to all  forms of activism  including  the gender one, to understanding  

the reasons underlying  the accelerating rate of ideological  rifting,  growing dissent 

and unfavorable sentiments.  Therefore, Smulyanskiyɠs research in  the field  of 

 
149 For statistics see https://www.pewresearch.org/fact -tank/2022/03/10/the -polarization -in-todays-
congress-has-roots-that -go-back-decades/  
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jouissance distribution  elucidates the processes underwriting  these social 

phenomena.  

Moreover, a plethora  of cases of progressivist attempts  turn ing into  the good 

example of the very faults  they were initially  designed to condemn overfill  the media 

space. What became recently  known as ɢcanceling cultureɣ does not  cease surprising  

the general public  with  the eye-catching inconsistency  of its  allegations.  The Harry 

Potter  series author  J. K. Rowling's case demonstrates how easily the alleged 

progressivism turns  into  a punitive  measure subverting  its  own foundati ons in  the 

most vexing way.153 Rowlingɠs objections against the transpositive  term ɢpeople who 

menstruateɣ which  she regards as the denouncement of womanhood, were eventually  

condemned as transphobic , thus leading to a series of scandals affecting  her 

authorship of the Harry Potter  saga. This echoes a broader dispute between trans-

inclusive  and trans-exclusionary feminism  (TERF) discussed below in  Chapter 8, 

wherein the liberal  wing of feminism  shares the overarching emancipatory  frame 

which is confronted  with  the radical wingɠs resistance to the dissolvement of 

particularly  female identity  as one avatar among other  equally autonomous but at the 

same time  undifferentiated  identities.   

Therefore, resulting  in  the recurring  backlashes and the increasing level of 

irritation  from  the so-called conservative camp, progressivism reveals its  own 

untenable position  whose jouissance is different  from  the jouissance produced by the 

minority  subject per se. The former,  according to Smulyanskiy, could be in  fact 

addressed to the figure  of the master, albeit  its  first  appearance is disguised in  the 

form  of the fight  against the alleged masterɠs corruption.  Having produced this new 

form  of jouissance, the leftist  anticipates  the figure  of the master who could be granted 

with  this  newly obtained jouissance, thus resurrecting  the hope in  the emergence of 

the non-split,  non-alienated subjective position.   

 
153 See https://www.independent.co.uk/arts -entertainment/books/news/harry -potter - jk-rowling -
transphobic -terf -b1974984.html , https://www.vox.com/culture/21285396/jk -rowling -transphobic -
backlash-harry-potter   
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Rather than being considered in  Marxist  terms as the alienation  resulting  from  

market relations , the notorious  alienation  is the constitutive  feature of Cartesian 

subjectivity  whose shape is the result  of the split  between the two egos. Whereas the 

master, according to Lacan, is someone whose position  is marked by the relations  of 

equivalence (nothing  prevents the master from  self-asserting himself  as the one who 

speaks), the neuroticɠs position  is nothing  but the split  which  cannot be bridged. 

Hence the neuroticɠs dream of a figure  untouched by the pathogenic Spaltung.  

This leads us to the conclusion that  within  this  dialectics the leftistɠs quest for  

masterɠs disclosure reveals the underlying  paradigm of the university  discourse, 

namely, the belief  that  the knowledge of the masterɠs misconducts could lead to 

global social transformations.  Therefore, this  sort of knowledge accumulation  can be 

applied only  as a means the Other could use.  

What is presented as the putative  accessibility  of knowledge in  fact conceals 

the confusion  which  is created by its  omnipresence in  the reduced status of a lifesaver. 

That is, the knowledge in  the university  is aimed at bridging  the split  both  individual  

and social, which  is supposed to cure the deficiency inherent  to the subject in  his 

ascent to the ultimate  stage of satisfaction  and progress. The latter , being embodied 

the idea of the universal  good, is shared by every Enlightenment  subject. Whereas the 

knowledge sought by the master prio r to the shift  described by means of Lacanɠs 

discourse formula  was not  meant to be employed ideologically,  i.e., to shepherd (and 

to control)  the masses, but to guide the master in  his way of fulfilling  his own destiny.  

Its implementation  was restricted  to the individual  good of someone who was already 

inscribed in  the situation  allowing  him  to count  on it.  In  this  way, Platoɠs insistence 

on the universal  quality  of the good which is equally available to everyone puts 

knowledge in  the instrumental  position  which makes Plato the precursor of the 

university  discourse.   

The standardized view of the universal  good subjugates knowledge so that  it  

can no longer lead the subject on the way of the realization  of his desire but imputes 

the subject with  the necessity to treat  the knowledge as a sort of pacifier.  Whereas the 
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specific spoilage traced in  connection  with  the universal  good cannot be overcome by 

ubiquitously  assimilated Marxist  thought  insisting  on the equal distribution  of the 

consumer goods as the only  solution  to social injustice.  Critical  thinking  grounded in  

the ideas of distributive  justice and human rights  stumble in  its  persistent  withdrawal  

from  analyzing the connection  between the knowledge in  its  specific, historically  

conditioned  status, and jouissance.  

The master signifier  S1 in  the position  of truth  is emphasized by most of the 

interpreters  commenting  on the link  between the university  and the masterɠs 

discourse. For quite  some time  the humanitarian  knowledge was mostly  concentrated 

on the categories of identity;  whenever the question of identity  is at stake university  

produces some ɢextra effortsɣ according to Smulyanskiy.  He registers this  not  only  

in  the struggle for  social privileges,  but  mostly  in  the disguised form  of righteous 

wrath  brought  upon any attempts  to speak about identity.  In  essence, the idea which  

permeates the entire  field  of humanities,  including  various studies such as gender 

studies, minority  studies, colonial  studies etc., and which  remains the key principle  

of any leftist  agenda, rests on the assumption that  it  is the specific signifier  which  

defines the level of the subjectɠs ɢprivileges.ɣ In  fact, the emancipatory  crusade 

devouring any other  theoretical  research is led on behalf of the master signifier,  S1 in  

Lacanian terminology,  therefore,  demonstrating  that  this  master signifier  in  the 

position  of truth  in  Lacanian formula  is de facto the subjectɠs only  anchoring  point.  

Thereby, this  allows us to conclude that  the humanitarian  knowledge is flattering  

itself  with  the illusion  of freedom, which is in  fact underpinned  by the subjection  to 

some random signifier.   

Yet, the inherent  connection  with  the masterɠs discourse contoured by Lacan 

which  is scrupulously  suppressed by the university  could be traced somewhere else. 

For Smulyanskiy the point  where the subject dreams of resurrecting  the master could 

be registered in  the figure  of the intellectual.  Reconstructing the character of the 

public  split  in  the process of the Dreyfus affair  he concludes that  the split  led to the 

emergence of the two groups of subjects with  different  relation  to knowledge. The 
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first  group of subjects adopted a position  which  later  became interiorized  as our 

common belief  in  the anthropological  basis of power aspirations.  In  other  words, the 

subject shares a common belief  that  the fight  for  domination  is already programed on 

the biological  level and that  this  anthropological  fact can hardly  be modified.   

The second group adopted a position  which  implied  a direct  appeal addressed 

to the subject of power. Namely, the latter  is considered to be somehow responsible 

for  his actions due to his particular  biographical,  emotional  or other  individual  

predispositions  and beyond the merely anthropological  level. In  other  words, the 

intellectualɠs desire is to endue the subject of power with  the lack (object a) in  order 

to be able to refer to his desire and to locate where this  desire ɢgives slack.ɣ The 

intellectual  is sure that  he is the one who possesses the knowledge about this  desireɠs 

malfunction , so he can navigate, direct  the subject of power on the way to its  

correction.  What the intellectual  does not  understand though  is that  the subject of 

power does not  occupy the master position  anymore. This agency in  its  pure form  has 

been lost , which  is reflected in  Lacanɠs formula,  yet the figure  of the master does not  

cease to loom on the horizon.   

Smulyanskiy reads the barred $ at the position  of the truth  in  Lacanɠs 

universityɠs discourse as the splitting  in  the masterɠs position  which  eventually  led to 

the rotation  from  the masterɠs to the universityɠs discourse. Knowledge on the side of 

the slave produced a number of questions ɝ the aristocracy was confused with  the 

unexpected access of the slave to knowledge. It  did not  change anything  in  the social 

position  of the slave, but  it  caused discursive disruption  result ing in  the 

transformation  induced by Plato:  the diminution  of knowledge in  the masterɠs 

discourse is switched off  in  favor of the university  discourse. The newly acquired 

status of knowledge, disengaged from its former  status, explains why knowledge 

today does not  surpass its  administrative,  regulatory  character. 
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Chapter 6: Speech Act vs. Enunciation  

 

In  order to proceed in  this  enquiry,  it  is necessary to return  to what underpins  

Lacanɠs teaching:  it  is the fundamental  constitutive  function  of speech and subjectɠs 

peculiar relations  with  it.  

 

To all  those forms of unconscious, ever more or less linked  to some obscure 

will  regarded as primordial  [ɨ], what Freud opposes is the revelation  that  at 

the level of the unconscious there is something  at all  points  homologous with  

what occurs at the level of the subject ɝ this  thing  speaks [ɨ].154 

 

6.1 The Subject of Enunciation  

 

Lacanɠs famous refashioning  of Cartesian enunciation  ɢI think  where I am not,  

therefore  I am where I think  notɣ155 relates to the subjectɠs insurmountable  fissure 

which  marks the acquisition  of the unconscious by the subject as something  that  

resists unification . Eventually,  the subject manages to manifest  some meaning even 

if  it  is not  articulated  verbally  or identif ied as such by the subject in  the utterance, 

since language transmits  the presence of some desire independently  of the subjectɠs 

will.  In  this  way it  is the act of speaking itself  rather  than the meaning of the utterance 

which reveals the subject of the unconscious.  

 

[ɨ] the question we are pursuing  is: ɢWho is speaking?ɣ, when it  is the subject 

of the unconscious that  is at issue. The unconscious itself  cannot answer if  the 

 
154 Jacques Lacan, The Four Fundamental Concepts of Psychoanalysis. The Seminar of Jacques Lacan Book 
XI, transl. Alan Sheridan, ed. Jacques-Alain Miller (New York: W. W. Norton and Company, 19 98), 24. 
 
155 Jacques Lacan, ɢThe Instance of the Letter in the Unconscious, or Reason Since Freud,ɣ Écrits, 
transl. Bruce Fink (New York, London: W.W. Norton and Company, 2006), 518. 
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subject of the unconscious ɢdoes not  know what [it]  is saying, or even if  [it]  is 

speaking, [which]  the entire  experience of analysis has taught  us.ɣ156  

 

One of the well -established axioms concerning Lacanɠs acclaimed ɢreturn  to Freudɣ 

is his undisguised hostility  towards the so-called ego-psychology and object-relations  

theory .157 Having partially  served as a driving  force of his own theoretical  involvement  

this  criticism  was addressed to the derailing  of psychoanalysis following  Freudɠs 

death which prompted  a serious decline precisely due to the shift  towards ego 

therapy.  

 

Where have we got to today? To a theoretical  cacophony, to a conspicuous 

revolution  in  positions.  And why? In  the first  place because the 

metapsychological work of Freud after  1920 has been misread. Interpreted  in  a 

crazy way by the first  and second generations fol lowing  Freud ɝ those inept  

people.158  

 

Whereas the pivotal  Freudian discovery revealed the irreducible  gap between the 

conscious and unconscious motivations,  ego-orientated  practices obscured the 

dimension  of the unconscious by their  groundless reliance on the unambiguous 

understanding  of Cartesian ego which  is responsible for  observation and action . Yet, 

Lacan demonstrates that  being the subject of enunciation  the Cartesian subject is 

trapped between doubt and Gewissheit, certainty .159 

 
156 Jacques Lacan, ɢThe Subversion of the Subject and the Dialectic od Desire in the Freudian 
Unconsious,ɣ Écrits, transl. Bruce Fink (New York, London: W.W. Norton and Company, 2006), 299. 
 
157 See Jacques Lacan ɢThe Subversion of the Subject and the Dialectic od Desire in the Freudian 
Unconsious,ɣ Écrits, transl. Bruce Fink (New York, London: W.W. Norton and Company, 2006); 
Jacques Lacan, The Seminar of Jacques Lacan. Book II. The Ego in Freudɠs Theory and in the Technique of 
Psychoanalysis 1954-1955, transl. Sylvanna Tomaselli (New York: W. W. Norton and Company, 1991). 
 
158 Lacan, Seminar II, 10. 
 
159 Lacan, Seminar XI, 35-38. 
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In  XI Seminar Lacan introduces Freud as the follower  of Descartesɠs 

rationalism  with  specific revisions. Typical understanding of Descartesɠs subject 

formulated  in  cogito ergo sum presents the subject born out  of his certainty  in  being 

the very one subject who produces enunciation,  however, according to Lacan, its  

ontological  status belongs to the regime of the Imaginary  since the self-reflexive  

unity  this  subject proclaims is of illusionary  character. By his revolutionary  discovery 

of the unconscious whose effect is the decentralization  of the ego and its  inherent  

externality  Freud subverted the self-deceptive totality  of Cartesian cogito: 

 

The unconscious completely  eludes that  circle of certainties  by which  man 

recognizes himself  as ego. There is something  outside this  field  which  has 

every right  to speak as I and which makes this  right  manifest  by coming into  

the world  speaking as an I. It  is precisely what is most misconstrued by the 

domain of the ego which in  analysis comes to be formulated  as properly  

speaking being the I.160  

 

However, the inconsisten cy of the Cartesian equation regarding autonomous ego 

discovered by Freud and eventually  discarded by various psychological schools is 

revised further  by Lacan when he states that  Freudɠs method converges with  the path 

of certainty  found  by Descartes  ɢto the point  of the vel of alienation,  to which  there 

is only  one exit  ɝ the way of desire.ɣ161  In  its  effort  to reach certitude  Cartesian ɟI 

thinkɠ is doomed to failure,  because instead of being a hidden homunculus  inside the 

man according to the simplified,  psychologized notions,  Freudian cogito is found at 

the level of enunciation  which  in  principle  corresponds to the level of desire resisting 

any closure of self-reflexive  Cartesian subject of certitude.  Nevertheless, it  is still  the 

category of reasoning which characterizes the unconscious where the very process of 

 
160 Lacan, Seminar II , 8. 
 
161 Lacan, Seminar XI, 224. 
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doubt regarding oneɠs certitude  is possible. Thus, doubt as an act of thinking  inherent  

to the principles  of the unconscious allows Lacan to extend the understanding  of 

Cartesian cogito as Freudian desidero. The latter  now stands for  the subject of the 

unconscious whereas the subject of Enlightenment  struggles to disregard its  highly  

problematic  status. Any enunciation  is animated by desire as the function  which  

confronts  the subject with  its  paradoxical and unavoidable effects.162 This is going to 

be finally  formalized  in  Lacanɠs graph of desire which  topographically  illustrates  the 

two chains representing, correspondingly , the conscious signifying  chain at the level 

of the statement  and the unconscious chain at the level of enunciation .163  

When Jacques-Alain  Miller  says that  ɢ[t]he plane of the statement  must reveal 

the discourse of the subject as the discourse of the miscognition pertaining  to the place 

where, as an element, or support,  he [il ] is situated in  the structuring  structureɣ164 th is 

refers to the subject who cannot cease functioning  regardless of his immanent  

mesconnaisance concerning his place. Considering this,  speech cannot be analyzed 

outside subjectɠs relation  with  knowledge. Therefore, speech for  Lacan is not  an 

instrument  for communication,  it  is not  a means for  knowledge transfer,  instead, 

speech itself  produces excessive effects which  constitute  psychic apparatus as an 

attempt  to deal with  the set of logical  paradoxes following  from  the constitutive  

subjection  to language. Lacanɠs insistence on the impossibility  of assigning the 

subject the role of the subject of the statement  logically  implies  the subversion of the 

dimension  of intentionality . 

One of the paradoxes of modernity  already noted by different  thinkers  consists 

in  the specific insolvency inherent  in  any project  claiming  to inflict  a change, to 

revolutionize . Regardless of consistent  interventi ons the situation  in  general does not  

 
162  Lacan, Seminar XI, 138-142; 224-230. 
 
163 Lacan, Seminar V;  ɢThe Subversion of the Subjectɣ. 
 
164 Jacques-Alain Miller , ɢAction de la Structure,ɣ transl. by Christian Kerslake, revised by Peter  
Hallward , Cahiers pour lɠAnalyse Vol 9 (1968), 
http://cahiers.kingston.ac.uk/pdf/cpa9.6.miller.translation.pdf  

http://cahiers.kingston.ac.uk/pdf/cpa9.6.miller.translation.pdf
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demonstrate any substantial  change. Consider the fate of the gender theory  

achievements: no matter  how far the tolerance to various gender manifestations  

eventually  led, the overall  sensation of hostility  and unease concerning the question 

of sexual difference as such has not  disappeared. Instead, it  is even intensified , so that  

the matter  itself  sustains not  only  its  urgency, but its  initial  structural  irreversibility.  

Smulyanskiy explains this  by the specific rigidity  of enunciation  per se. He 

describes the latter  as a dimension  which  is not  directly  found in  speech, but which at 

the same time  ɢsignificantly  affects its  fate.ɣ165 This concept has already received 

considerable theoretical  attention  in  other  disciplines,  namely, linguistics  and the 

philosophy  of language, yet as was already noted by various researchers it  does not  

actually  intersect  with  Lacanɠs conceptualiz ation . 

Importantly , the concept of enunciation  should not  be confused with  the 

concept of the speech act. When the linguistic  approach was appropriated  for  the 

purposes of gender constructi onism in  the face of Judith Butlerɠs performativity  

theory,  this  peculiar  theoretic  twist  led to the inconsistencies echoing in  the social 

activist  movements following  from it.    

 
165 Alexander Smulyanskiy, K Ponjatiyu Akta Vyskazyvanyja. O Kommunikativnoy Neudache [About the 
Enunciation, on the Failure of Communication], https://theoryandpractice.ru/posts/9929-act-of-speech  
 

https://theoryandpractice.ru/posts/9929-act-of-speech
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6.2 Theory of Performativity  and the Subjectless Agency 

 

Butlerɠs gender theory  is: 

 

[ɨ] an effort  to think  through  the possibility  of subverting  and 

displacing those naturalized  and reified  notions  of gender that  support  

masculine hegemony and heterosexist power [ɨ] through  mobilization,  

subversive confusion,  and proliferation  of precisely those constitutive  

categories that  seek to keep gender in  its  place by posturing  as the 

foundations ; illusions  of identity. 166  

 

She claims that  gender is an act whose action  ɢrequires a performance that  is 

repeatedɣ, whereas, being at once the ɢreenactment  and reexperiencingɣ of a 

previously  established meanings it  provides them with  legitimation. 167 In  this  way not 

only  gender reality  as such is performatively  constituted,  but the very notions  of ɢan 

essential sex and a true or abiding masculinity  or femininity ɣ168 have a performative  

and contractual  character.  

For Butler  it  is precisely the discursive variability  which  enables the act to 

undergo its  own subversion. In  other  words, she relies on the understanding  of the 

Symbolic as imposing  the restraining  frame, one the one hand, but on the other  hand, 

this  very artificial  imposture  makes possible its  reconfiguration.  Since it  is the 

acquired attribute  of the signifier  which  constitutes  and shapes the subjectɠs gender, 

it  can be easily discarded, misplaced and changed for  another  signifier.  Therefore, as 

long as this  transformation  is sustained by the practice of repetition,  it  eventually  

 
166 Judith Butler, Gender Trouble, 46. 
 
167 Butler , 191. 
 
168 Butler,  192. 
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enables the displacement of gender identity,  its  multiplication  or even total  

renouncement.   

At  the beginning  of ɢGender Troubleɣ Butler  expresses serious suspicion 

regarding the preservation of metaphysical categories she registers in  the identity  

politics  of feminist  thinkers . She stresses that  what is frequently  overlooked in  this  

account is that  ɢgender is always a doing, though  not  a doing by a subject who might  

be said to preexist the deed.ɣ169 In  this  way she calls for  challenging  the idea that  there 

is a ɢdoerɣ behind the deed as ɢthe metaphysical locus of agency.ɣ170  

Through the practices of parody she believes in  a possibility  to offer  ɢa 

repetition  that  is not  fully  constrained by the injunction  to reconsolidate naturalized  

identitiesɣ171 which  would demonstrate that  the surfaces (of the body) ɢcan become 

the site of a dissonant and denaturalized  performance that  reveals the performative  

status of the natural  self.ɣ172 With  this  proposition  Butler  wishes to surmount  the 

difficulties  of ident ity  politics,  since once identity  is understood as ɢproduced or 

generatedɣ it  ɢopens up possibilities  of ɢagencyɣ that  are insidiously  foreclosed by 

positions  that  take identity  categories as foundational  and fixed.ɣ173 For Butler , the 

feminist  idea of the culturally  constructed gender identity  ɢremains trapped within  

the unnecessary binarism  of free will  and determinism ,ɣ whereas what she suggests 

as a critical  task for  the feminist  discourse is not  to renounce the identity  but to 

inter vene precisely in  the already existing  repetitive  patterns and ɢpresent the 

immanent  possibility  of contesting  them.ɣ174 By saying that , she attests to the fact 

 
169 Butler , Gender Trouble, 33. 
 
170 Butler , 35. 
 
171 Butler , 200. 
 
172 Butler , 200. 
 
173 Butler , 201. 
 
174 Butler , 201. 
 



 85 

that  being the field  of signification  par excellence, the social reality,  including  the 

gender one, cannot presuppose any doer behind it.  The subject does not  have a choice 

whether to enter the Symbolic or not  since there is nothin g outside the discursive 

practices: ɢThere is no gender identity  behind the expressions of gender; that  identity  

is performatively  constituted  by the very ɢexpressionsɣ that  are said to be its  

results.ɣ175 

In  the preface to ɢBodies that  Matterɣ Butler  insists on rejecting  the idea of 

ɢwillful  and instrumental  subjectɣ stressing the imperative  character of gender. The 

latter  is not  ɢan effect of choice,ɣ instead, ɢsubjectɠs existence is already decided by 

gender.ɣ176 Therefore she asks herself:  ɢhow might  one formulate  a project  that  

preserves gender practices as sites of critical  agency?ɣ177 

Following  the genealogical method of Michel  Foucault, Butler  confirms  that  

subjectivity  is discursively constructed as versatile, decentralized, and fragmentary.  

The discourse inflicts  its  power over the subject, therefore , the existence of any pre-

discursive subjectivity  is neglected and it  is no longer possible to speak about 

subjectivity  as anything  but  the performative  process: ɢto understand identity  as a 

practice, and as a signifying  practice, is to understand culturally  intelligible  subjects 

as the resulting  effects of a rule-bound discourse that  insert s itself  in  the pervasive 

and mundane signifying  acts of linguistic  life .ɣ178 This allows Butler  to conclude that  

this  process can be undermined  or distorted  by its  very means, namely, 

performativity.   

What the subject still  can do even in  the already inscribed situation  of forced 

repetition  is change the very way of repetition  in  order to displace the very gender 

 
175 Butler , Gender Trouble, 34. 
 
176 Judith Butler, Bodies That Matter. On the Discursive Limits of Sex (New York and London: Routledge, 
1993), ix.  
 
177 Butler , Bodies That Matter, ix.  
 
178 Butler, Gender Trouble, 198. 
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norms that  enable the repetition  itself . Therefore, the theory  of performativity  is 

designed to redescribe and reformulate  the set of rules that  already exists by the very 

fact of exposing its  inherent  artificiality.  

What I find  problematic  in  this  account is that  regardless of its  criti que of the 

metaphysical foundations  which  presupposes some free agency behind the 

reformative  action,  Butlerɠs own theory  of performativity  cannot entirely  avoid this  

legacy, which has far-reaching consequences for  the gender theory  as such. When 

Butler  suggests the strategy of resignification  by saying that  it  is no longer a question 

of whether to repeat or not  (since repetition  is the foundational  principle  of power 

scripts), but  rather  it  is the question of ɢhow to repeat and, through  a radical 

proliferation  of gender, to displace the very norms that  enable repetition  itselfɣ179 ɝ 

is it  not  an indication  that  there has to be some agency, or doer, in  other  words, 

precisely, the one who decides ɢhowɣ to repeat? In  effect, the operation  of 

performative  reinterpretation  would require the subject to somehow identify  at what 

moment  and what exactly can be disrupted  in  the ongoing process of normative  

iterability  in  order to make the intervention  operative. Therefore, as Molly  Ann 

Rothenberg also notes, Butlerɠs ɢexposition of her theory  belies both  her 

nonintentionalist  claim and her claims for  political  agency.ɣ180 

This inconsistency  would later  be reinforced  in  Butlerɠs more recent concept of 

ɢpassionate attachmentsɣ presented in  ɢThe Psychic Life of Powerɣ. Relying on 

Lacanɠs ɢmirror  stageɣ and Louis Althusserɠs interpellation  theory  (and criticizing  

them at the same time)  she postulates that  the subject is engaged in  his own 

subjugation  by means of specific attachment,  the primordial  desire to be subjugated 

or, in  other  words, to love the law, which precedes the formation  of subjectivity  and 

conditions  its  emergence in  the first  place. The impossibility  to answer th is question  

 
179 Butler,  Gender Trouble, 202-203. 
 
180 Molly Anne Rothenberg, ɢArticulating  Social Agency in ɢOur Mutual Friendɣ: Problems with 
Performances, Practices, and Political Efficacyɣ, ELH Vol. 71, No 3 (The Johns Hopkins University 
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further:  why this  attachment  even exists and Butlerɠs obvious unease produced by the 

very necessity to bring  this  question up, does not  allow her to postulate  a flawless 

theory  of subjectless agency.181 As Geoff Boucher claims the idea of passionate 

attachment  cannot be considered a solution  to the problem of fluid  agentless 

subjectivity,  since it  ɢmerely displaces it  from  categories of knowledge (the problem 

of how I can know myself before the mirror  image) to the register of affect (the 

problem of how I can love my existence sufficiently  to want to be called into  being by 

a guilty  conscience.ɣ182 

Slavoj šiŢek provides a detailed analysis of Butlerɠs ɢpassionate attachmentsɣ 

via Lacan which  confirms  that  the state of non-existence prior  to the enforced 

submission to ɢpassionate attachmentɣ ɢis not  directly  the absence of existence, but  

a certain  gap or void in  the order of being which  ɢisɣ the subject itself.ɣ183 He 

continues:   

 

The need for  ɢpassionate attachmentɣ to provide a minimum  of being implies  

that  the subject qua ɢabstract negativityɣ, qua the primordial  gesture of 

disattachment  from  its  environs, is already here. Fantasy is thus a defense-

formation  against the primordial  abyss of disattachment  that  ɢisɣ the subject 

itself.  At  this  precise point,  then,  Butler  should be supplemented ɝ the 

emergence of the subject and subjection  in  the sense of the ɢpassionate 

attachmentɣ, i.e., submission to some figure  of the Other,  are not  strictly  

 
181 See Lois McNay, "Subject, Psyche and Agency: The Work of Judith Butler," Theory, Culture & 
Society 16, no. 2 (1999), 175-93; Nancy Fraser, ɢHeterosexism, Misrecognition and Capitalism: A 
Response to Judith Butler,ɣ New Left Review, no. 228 (1998), 140-49; Nancy Fraser, ɢRethinking 
Recognition: Overcoming Displacement and Reification in C ultural Politics ,ɣ New Left Review, no. 3 
(2000), 107-20. 
 
182 Geoff Boucher, ɢThe Politics of Performativity: A Critique of Judith Butlerɣ, Parrhesia No 1 (2006), 
121. 
 
183 See Slavoj šiŢek commentary on Butlerɠs subjectivity as a result of what Lacan calls ɢforced 
choiceɣ: ɢFrom "Passionate Attachmentsɣ to Dis-Identificationɣ, Identity/Identification  eds. Joan 
Copjec, Slavoj šiŢek, Joël Dor (Buffalo, NY: Umbr(a) N1, 1998), 3-19. 
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equivalent,  since, for  the ɢpassionate attachmentɣ to take place, the gap which 

ɢisɣ the subject must already be here. Only if  this  gap is already here, can we 

account for  how it  is possible for  the subject to escape the hold  of the 

fundamental  fantasy.184 

 

In  this  quote the idea of agency inherent  to subjectivity  is not  really  justified,  but  

what becomes clear is that  Butlerɠs establishment  of ɢpassionate attachmentɣ as the 

foreclosure has not  reached its  point.  šiŢek demonstrates that  in  order to offer  a 

functioning  strategy for  subversion Butler  would still  need to make a few logical  steps 

back thus admitting  that  her understanding  of the ɢforced choiceɣ is not  complete. In  

order to see where precisely Butlerɠs theory  betrays its  ideal of agentless subjectivity,  

we have to turn  to one of its  fundamentals,  namely, the speech act theory,  developed 

by the philosopher  of language John Langshaw Austin.   

In  his famous work ɢHow to Do Things with  Wordsɣ (1962) Austin  

demonstrates that  certain  utterances rather  than being a mere description  of reality,  

are actually  acts which perform  actions by the very fact of utterance. However, these 

performative  statements can only  be successful under certain  conditions  and must be 

validated by an institution  constituted  by constant  repetition  of actions. In  effect,  

Butler  claims that  gender, as well  as the category of the body and the categories of 

masculinity  and femininity,  is the product  of ɢthe citational  accumulation  and 

dissimulation  of the law that  produces material  effects.ɣ185 In  line  with  Austinɠs 

definition  of illocutionary  speech acts as ɢdoing things  with  words,ɣ Butler  claims 

that  the norm authorized  by the law is enforced by means of authoritative  statements 

which  perform  a certain  action  by being uttered  repeatedly. 

 

 
184 šiŢek, ɢFrom Passionate Attachmentsɣ, 8. 
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Butler  wishes to contrive  a political ɝperformative  ɝ agency that  would sustain 

a nonintentional  character, therefore  she resorts to Derrida and his concepts of 

iteration  and citation . Derridaɠs deconstructive  method is concerned with  analyzing 

the structural  loopholes inherent  in  the situation  mediated by speech. According to 

Derrida, the speakerɠs possible intention  is suspended by the very impossibi li ty  of 

language functioning  as an instrument  of communication.  Therefore, he criticizes  

Austin  for  not  being quite  accurate in  his analysis:  

 

One of those essential elements and not  one among other  remains, classically, 

consciousness, the conscious presence of the intention  of the speaking subject 

in  the totality  of his speech act. As a result,  performative  communication  

becomes once more the communication  of an intentional  meaning, even if that  

meaning has no referent  in  the form  of a thing  or of a prior  or exterior  state of 

things. 186   

 

Derrida registers a number of inconsistencies in  Austinɠs elucidations  which  allows 

him  to conclude that  not  only  the initial  assumption ɝ for  example, the distinction  

between illocutionary  and perlocutionary  acts ɝ cannot be maintained,  but  a more 

fundamental  framework  of linguistic  reliance of the ɢcommunicativeɣ force of 

language is the initial  dereliction.  Regardless of Austinɠs effort  to single out  an 

illocutionary  speech act as an independent  linguistic  unit  of linguistic  reality,  

deconstruction  unfolded  by Derrida educes its  dependence from the idea of 

intentionality. 187  

 
186 Jacques Derrida, ɢSignature Event Contextɣ, Margins of Philosophy, transl. Alan Bass (Chicago: The 
University of Chicago Press, 1985), 14. 
 
187 For a more detailed account of the famous ɟdebateɠ between deconstruction and the philosophy of 
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University Press, 1977), 172-197; John Searle, ɢReiterating the Differences: A Reply to 
Derrida,ɣ Glyph 1  (Johns Hopkins University Press, 1977), 198-208; Jacques Derrida, ɢLimited Inc a b 
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My point  is that , unlike  Derrida, Butler  was unable to avoid the dimension  of 

intentionality  in  her theory . Her ill -considered flirting  with  Austinɠs speech theory  

whose specifically  loaded emphasis on the idea of action  and actness eventually  

results in  those discrepancies of activist  social theory which  we mentioned  in  the 

preceding chapters. Rothenbergɠs conclusion attests to this . She finds that  both 

Austin  and Butler  are heavily  indebted to the Anglo-American tradition  of the 

philosophy  of action  whose idea of agency requires an agent who is able to make a 

choice and then has the minimum  capacity for  freedom in  order to realize the chosen 

action: ɢHaunted by a Cartesian volitionalism,  in  which  a mentally -situated will  

animates an otherwise inert  body to act out  its  purposes, this  account takes the agent 

as its  reference point,  limiting  considerations of agency to the effects on the agent.ɣ188 

The impossibility  to disengage from  the idea of actness with  its  default  

presence of intentionality  leads Butlerɠs theory  to the trap where, according to 

Rothenberg, ɢ[b]oth performer  and audience alike thus misrecognize the nature,  

location,  and efficacy in  intentionality  [ɨ].ɣ189 Activist  movements inspired  by 

Butlerɠs theory  of performativity  inherit  the same assumptions and distortions  

attending  initial  linguistic  speech act theory , which  could explain  why today 

genderqueer paradigm has difficulties  producing  serious statements or analysis apart 

from the demands for  recognition  and the sociological reports reflecting  the level of 

achieved or failed  recognition  in  corresponding areas.

 
For a detailed account on this ɟdebateɠ see Raoul Moati,  Derrida/Searle: Deconstruction and Ordinary 
Language, transl. Timothy Attanucci and Maureen Chun (Columbia University Press, 2014). 
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6.3 Enunciation  and Latent  Jouissance  

 

For its  part,  the concept of enunciation from  Lacanɠs terminology  allows to 

discard the problem of intentionality,  since it  relates precisely to the inherent  

subjugation  of the subject to the impossible but insistent  dictate  of speech. While  

Lacanian psychoanalysis as such is a tool  for  capturing  the discontinuities  in  the 

subjectɠs discourse which  betray his immanent  Spaltung in  the analystɠs office  as well  

as in  the discursive formations , enunciation  is presented by Smulyanskiy, firstly,  as 

something  inseparable from  the regime od synchrony, secondly, as a topological  

figure.  Smulyanskiy conceptualizes enunciation  as the form  which  was acquired by 

speech following  the split  of the signifier  initiated  by Descartesɠs aphorism. 

It  could be understood as a certain  locus where our speech is located, and which 

is responsible for  its  appearance in  a sense that  it  provides any given speech with  a 

dimension  different  from both its  contents  and its message but  pointing  out  its  

inherent  disengagement from its  origin . Speech is not  an instrument  that  the subject 

can use voluntarily  for  its  self-realization,  for  the expression of inner  troubles ɝ as it  

is often  implied  in  activist  social theories and various mid- level psy-practices ɝ but,  

with  the epoque of modernity , it  rather  acquires something  which  marks the 

condition  of the modern subject as alienated, whereas this  sort of alienation  is 

historically  conditioned . In  effect,  contemporaneity  is a specific regime of speech par 

excellence where the subject finds itself  marked by the split  between the two 

signifiers  (Descartesɠs two ɢIɣs).  

Returning  to the assumption that  the unconscious per se, and in  this  way the 

subject of enunciation , is the effect of the Cartesian formula  cogito ergo sum, the split  

introduced  by Lacan lies between the newly emerged Enlightenment  subject (the 

ego), or the subject of the public  speech, and the Cartesian subject (the unconscious). 

This split  marks two distinct  regimes of relation  with  speech, wherein it  is the regime 

of immanent  publicity  that  shapes the paradoxical situation  of modern subjectivity.   
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Another  dimension  that  is inscribed in  the notion  of enunciation  and the 

subjectɠs relation  to speech is the role of jouissance conceptualized by Lacan as a 

discursive operator.  Jouissance is key here since in  what concerns the question of 

modern subjectivity  there is resolutely  nothing  to be said about its  condition  unless 

we disengage the idea of pleasure from  its  conventional  understanding  rooted in  

object relations.  What interests  Lacan is not  the pleasure the subject is able to achieve 

by means of relations  with  the world  of objects, but  the specific notion  of pleasure 

derived from speech. Smulyanskiy demonstrates the way Lacanɠs XVII  seminar 

analyzes the modes of jouissanceɠs canalization  on a discursive level, which offers an 

effective instrument  for  theoretical  enquiry  about the condition  of modern 

subjectivity.  

Analyzing  the effect of the transition  from the discourse of the master to the 

discourse of the university , Smulyanskiy claims that  it  is specifically  female jouissance 

which ɢunderlies the reshaping of the world  and is the forceful  geopolitical  power.ɣ190 

This could come as a surprise to the feminist  critics  who insist  on the insufficient  

attention  to the question of the feminine  which  requires continuous  struggle against 

the established practices of oppression. The shift  between the epistemes in  

Foucauldian sense or the transition  between the discourses in  Lacanian sense is 

accompanied by the redistribution  of jouissance inscribed in  the enunciation  which  

means that  the only  way to provide coherence to any enunciation  is to analyze it  in  

terms of jouissance.   

With  that,  Smulyanskiy reint roduces the notion  of latent  jouissance. Freudian 

notion  of diphasic sexuation is constituted  of the infantile  sexuation of partial  objects 

and its  revival  in  the form  of genital  sexuation after  the latency period:  

 

 
190 Alexander Smulyanskiy, ɢEdip I Zhenskaja Sexualnostɣ [ɢOedipus and Female Sexualityɣ], Lacan-
likbez Season 7, Lecture 3, https://lacan -likbez.com/7season 
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It  may be regarded as typical  of the choice of an object that  the process is 

diphasic, that  is, that  it  occurs in  two waves. The first  of these begins between 

the ages of two and five and is brought  to a halt  or to a retreat  by the latency 

period;  it  is characterized by the infantile  nature of the sexual aims. The second 

wave sets in  with  puberty  and determines the final  outcome of sexual life. 191 

 

As soon as the libidinal  tension  of infantile  sexuality  fades away it  is followed  by what 

is commonly  believed to be a relatively  tranquil  and somewhat benign period of 

latency. Freud mentions  that  ɢthe libidinal  trends belonging to the Oedipus complex 

are in  part  desexualized and sublimated  [ɨ] and in  part  inhibited  in  their  aim [ɨ]. 

This process ushers in  the latency period,  which  now interrupts  the childɠs sexual 

development.ɣ192 The educative aptitude  of the child  following  the dissolution  of the 

Oedipus complex roughly  starting  from 5-6 years of age was noted by Freud. Later, 

the notion  of latency as the suspension of libidinal  tension  and its  transformation  

into  the ɢimpulses of affectionɣ is analyzed by Anna Freud193 and Erik Erikson194 who 

emphasized the social productivity  and the pedagogical value of this  stage.  

Yet, counter  to this  well -established understanding  of latency, Smulyanskiy 

distinguishes  this  phase as no less libidinally  intense than the preceding period of 

infantile  sexuality.  Lacan formulates  the passage from  the infantile  to the genital  

phase in  the spirit  of the Marxist  spoliation.  The knowledge as the means of absolute 

jouissance is being alienated from  the subject, i.e., the subject loses its capacity to 

 
191 Freud, ɢInfantile Sexualityɣ, SE 200. http://dravni.co.il/wp -content/uploads/2016/10/Freud -S.-
1905.- Infantile -Sexuality.pdf p. 24. 
 
192 Sigmund Freud, ɢThe Dissolution of the Oedipus Complex,ɣ Standard Edition of the Complete 
Psychologic al Works of Sigmund Freud, transl. James Strachey (London: Hogarth Press; New York: 
Macmillan) , 176-177. https://www.sas.upenn.edu/~cavitch/pdf - library/Freud_Dissolution.pdf  
 
193 See Anna Freud, Indications for Child Analysis and Other Papers, 1945-1956. The Writings of Anna 
Freud Vol IV (New York: International Universities Press,  1968). 
 
194 See Erik H. Erikson, Childhood and Society (London: Paladin Grafton Books, 1987). 
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enjoy the original  objects, yet there emerges an access to the dimension  of speech 

introduced  by the mother  as a sort of another jouissance:195 

 

Woman [ɨ] teaches her little  one to parade. She tends towards surplus 

jouissance [ɨ] The means of jouissance are open on the principle  that  he has 

renounced this  closed, foreign  jouissance; renounced the mother. 196  

 

In  other  words, during  the latency period the subject is dispossessed of the knowledge 

which  served as a guideline  in  its  relations  with  the desire of the Other which  forces 

the subject to resort to other , indirect  means of jouissance. Smulyanskiy dismantles 

the Enlightenment  myth  that  education is a source of socio-political  refinement.  On 

the contrary,  he claims that  education and the mode of reading inherent  to the 

Enlightenmentɠs reading practices, conducted predominant ly by women in  terms of 

specific ɢsocial connivanceɣ, plays a major role in  providing  the subject with  

alternative  jouissance. Whereas the rigor ous demand of the real father  is to renounce 

any sort of pleasure apart from  the genital  one, the subject insists and finally  gains 

access to the non-genital  supply of jouissance. Being articulated  by means of reading 

as the main educative instrument , it  flour ishes precisely during  the latency period. In  

this  way, sublimation  could no longer be understood as the libidinally  reduced 

investment  of libidinal  tension  into  the substitutes  in  the form  of cultur al artefacts. 

As was already noted by Lacan, the subject enjoys the symbolic as well  as it  enjoys the 

sublimated  partial  object, since jouissance cannot be derived without  its  ad hoc 

instrument  which  is the signifier  par excellence. Following  this  Lacanian thesis, 

Smulyanskiy adds that  in  the period of modernity  the role of the overarching 

education consists in  offering  a specific object a which  generates sexuation.197 

 
195 Lacan, Seminar XVII , chapters III ɝ V. 
 
196 Lacan, Seminar XVII , 78. 
 
197 Alexander Smulyanskiy, Paternal Metaphor and Analystɠs Desire. Sexuation and Its Transformation in 
Analysis (Moscow: Higher School of Economics, 2019), 227. 
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6.4 Sexuation and Sexuating Thought -Gedanke. 
  

In  Smulyaskiyɠs rendition  modernity  as such is marked by the latent  jouissance 

as the underlying  force which  shapes the contemporary  enunciation  regime. The end 

of the discourse of the master is accompanied by the crisis of genitality , whereas 

feminine  jouissance occupies the transformed  scene in  the underlying  form  of 

enunciation.   According to Lacanian logic of differentiation  between the phallic  

jouissance and the one that  is not  altogether  circumcised by the primacy of the phallus 

-  la jouissance quɠil ne faudrait  pas ɝ female jouissance cannot be conceptualized as 

something  beyond the phallic  logic, since it  is rooted in  speech and in  this  way, it  is 

no less discursive than the phallic  one.  

The two possible jouissanceɠs distribution  modes in  relation  to the lack are 

formulated  by Lacan as follo ws: ɢ[a]nalytic  experience attests precisely to the fact 

that  everything  revolves around phallic  jouissance, in  that  woman is defined by a 

position  that  I have indicated  as ɟnot-wholeɠ (pas-tout)  with  respect to phallic  

jouissance,ɣ198 whereas ɢit  is throug h the phallic  function  that  man as whole acquires 

his inscription .ɣ199 In  other  words, the man is fully  subjected to the phallic  function  

and the woman is ɢnot -allɣ subjected to it.  The differentiation  on the sexual basis is 

grounded in  the effects of castration  introduced  by language and for  Lacan ɢ[t]hose 

are the only  possible definitions  of the so-called man or woman portion  for  that  which 

finds itself  in  the position  of inhabitin g language.ɣ200 

Importantly,  when Lacan describes a womanɠs position  as not-whole he means 

that  ɢthere is always something  in  her that  escapes discourseɣ201 and he introduces  

 
198 Jacques Lacan, On Feminine Sexuality, The Limits of Love and Knowledge, 1972-1973. Encore. The 
Seminar of Jacques Lacan, Book XX, transl. Bruce Fink, ed. Jacques-Alain Miller (New York, London: 
W.W. Norton  &  Company, 1999), 7.  
 
199 Lacan, Seminar XX, 79. 
 
200 Lacan, 80. 
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the term ɢsupplementary  jouissanceɣ as something  excessive which  resists 

articulation . Yet, by a sequence of logical  operations, Lacan insistently  demonstrates 

that  this  jouissance is still  subject to the logic of the phallus.  As Colette Soler puts it:  

women ɢare no less in  the grip  of the primacy of the phallus.  To say that  they are not  

completely  within  the phallic  function  and to recognize another jouissance than the 

one that  is organized by castration  is not  to credit  them with  some ɟanti-phallic  

nature.ɣ202 Even Julia Kristeva, who was facing charges for  reducing women to the 

beings outside the Symbolic, does in  fact attest  to the same: ɢ[a]nd yet, since woman 

speaks, she is subject to the same sacrifice: her excitability  falls under the prohibition;  

the jouissance of her reproductive  body is expressed in  the representation  of a word, 

an image, or a statue.ɣ203  

In  this  way, the female or latent  jouissance is rooted in  the level of the subjectɠs 

relation  to speech. What distinguishes  the latent  jouissance is its  unrestricted  

distribution  which  is illustrated  in  the way ɢtextɣ dominates our entire  educational  

experience, echoing Derridaɠs words that  there is nothing  beyond the text . This sort 

of jouissance from  speech can never be properly  assimilated, it  remains an alien 

formation  that , nonetheless, persists in  its  pervasive effects. The perspective of this  

asymmetrical,  disexualized jouissance is inherent  to the enunciation  of modernity  as 

its  default  setup, as an undetachable charge. In  contrast  to knowledge, it  cannot be 

repressed but  is manifested overtly , thus disabling  any transgression which  is so often  

solicited  as a philosophical  or social solution .  

The subject cannot escape the situation  of jouissance and the effects it  

produces. Therefore, an attempt  to analyze any enunciation  of the contemporary  

subject without  considering the dimension  of jouissance inherent  is unable to produce 

a desirable effect, and is itself  trapped in  the jouissanceɠs snare. Primarily , a more 

 
202 Colette Soler, What Lacan Said About Women. A Psychoanalytic Study, transl. John Holland (New 
York: Other Press, 2006), 27. 
 
203 Julia Kristeva and Catherine Clément, The Feminine and The Sacred, transl. Jane Marie Todd (New 
York: Columbia University Press, 2001), 15. 
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convincing  analysis should be detached from the assumption of intentionality  which  

haunts any discussion about the speech act demonstrated above. What is being 

systematically  sidelined in  genderqueer agenda is precisely the dimension of 

irredeemability  and inaccessibility  of the level of intention  inherent  to the subject of 

enunciation.   

 Butlerɠs reliance on the idea of ɢpassionate attachmentɣ does not only fail to 

answer the needs of her theory of performativity, but due to the in heritance of its 

inconsistency by gender activists, it sabotages the project of genderqueer theory as 

such. Having directed her theoretical enquiry towards the need to formulate a 

subjectless agency, she falls into a trap of self-contradictory assumptions:  on the one 

hand, it presumes that gender is conceivable only as a result of a forced choice, on the 

other hand, it presumes the presence of some free will that is capable of choosing the 

way of subversion afterwards. This contradictions could be logically  extended further 

as is observed by Smulyanskiy in his recently published article ɢReacquisition of Sex: 

from Gender Theory to the Theory of Sexuation.ɣ204 The conception of passionate 

attachment eventually reconstruct s the need for some agency, furthermore,  it also 

reconstructs the presence of some pre-gendered sexual identification: ɢ[ɨ] within her 

theory there is latently reconstructed the ɢpsychologyɣ of the hypothetical subject of 

primal repression who is forced to performatively confirm and implement the gender 

assignment.ɣ205  

 In other words, when Butler offers two solutions to the necessity to provide 

self- identification (the melancholic and the interpell ation response), Butler actually 

assumes the existence of some interim position which ɢslips between the never 

existed neutral selfhood and Berufung, the vocation, experienced by the subject and 

 
204 Alexander Smulyanskiy, ɢReacquiring Sex: From Gender Studies to Theories of Sexuationɣ, Stasis, 
Vol 12 No 2: Psychoanalysis and Feminism Today (2022), 122-159. 
 
205 Smulyanskiy, ɢReacquiring Sex: From Gender Studies to Theories of Sexuationɣ, transl. mine EK, 
128. 
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represented at the level of gender.ɣ206 Therefore, this assumed sexually neutral, 

however irredeemable, selfhood is not lost in favor of some specific gender, but in 

favor of the forced choice to provide gender identification as such. In effect, this 

omission leads to the confusion picked up by plentiful enthusiasts of gender mobility 

who believe that flexible gender choice annuls the initial necessity of forced sexual 

identification in the first place. However, the subject does not choose any specific 

gender attributes, rather, the dimension of choice refers to the c hoice of sexuated 

being par excellence. 

What we register today as the ɢgender turmoilɣ ɝ so often ridiculed 

uncontrollable mushrooming of gender identities,  ɝ Smulyanskiy, proceeds, is 

conditioned by the fact that ɢnothing can cover the initial gap registered by Butler. 

The gap is between identification and pre -gender being that is  irrevocably lost , or, 

resorting to Lacanɠs terminology, this gap lies between ɢknowledgeɣ and 

ɢjouissance.ɣ207 

 In order to overcome this and other difficulties , Smulyanskiy suggests 

questioning the very category of sex, which, as we already know from Foucault and 

Lacan, acquired its form as a discursive category only with the rise of modernity and 

modern scientific discourse. Today, the implicitly prevailing general opinion  

regarding gender is still operating between the two poles, namely, between 

essentialism, i.e., naturalized conception of sexual difference rooted in biological, 

anatomical constitution, and the social constructi onism theory. Following Lacan, 

Smulyanskiy points out that sexuation could be presented as a third theoretical 

option that  allows thinking  about the choice of sex beyond this dualistic reduction, 

i.e., to think it as something beyond both the biological and the social origin. 

Furthermore, it allows to avoid the dimension of negativity inherent in  Butlerɠs 

conception, wherein by accepting the forced choice of gender the subject forcedly 

 
206 Smulyanskiy, ɢReacquiring Sex: From Gender Studies to Theories of Sexuationɣ, 128. 
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consents to determinacy which would later enable him to ɢcreate a tiny enclave of 

negativity in regard to powerɣ: 

 

Contrary to gender, sexuation does not indicate that the subject sexuated in a 

particular way (of some sex) is different from the subject sexuated differently; 

it indicates that something sexuated on the basis of sex is diff erent from the 

nonsexuated region of the latter. 208 

 

By adopting these categories, ɢgenderɣ could be defined as something that represents 

the nonsexuated nonbiological part of sex; ɢsexɣ could be defined as biologically 

nonsexuated, yet partially libidinize d (effected by the drive) part in certain cases, 

whereas ɢsexuationɣ refers to the sexuated nonbiological part. 209 The concept of 

ɢgenderɣ is accountable for the non-essentialist, discursive understanding of sexual 

identity emerged as a cumulative response to power interpellation and codependent 

from it, nonetheless, it does not cover the entire range the nonbiological zone. The 

latter , according to Smulyanskiy, is marked by a different, nongender sexuating 

procedure.210 

In his third volume ɢMetafora Otca I Zhelaniye Analitika. Sexuaciya i Jeje 

Preobrazovaniye v Analyzeɣ [ɢPaternal Metaphor and Desire of the Analyst. 

Sexuation and Its Transformation in Analysisɣ] (2019) Smulyanskiy provides a new 

reading of sexuation procedures. It entails the rehabilitation of the paternal figure 

which was generally misinterpreted in post -colonial cultural studies as a unique 

source of heteronormative oppression.  

Returning to Lacanɠs insistence on the inevitable and foundational function of 

the paternal principle, Smulyanski y emphasizes that the function of the paternal 

 
208 Smulyanskiy, ɢReacquiring Sex: From Gender Studies to Theories of Sexuationɣ, 133. 
 
209 Smulyanskiy, 133. 
 
210 Smulyanskiy, 140. 
 



 100 

metaphor in the constitution of subjectivity is to formulate and to certify the presence 

of desire per se. Having confronted with an absent element in the metaphor, the 

subject has to propose its own response to the existence of the otherɠs desire. 

Therefore, Lacan says that the Oedipus complex, whose resolution is conditioned by 

the intrusion and the interruption of the paternal principle, has a normative function 

not only in terms of the subjectɠs relations with the external reality, but first and 

foremost, in terms of normalizing the subjectɠs acquisition of sex.211  

 Lacan points out that the encounter with the law mediated by the paternal 

metaphor leads to the constitution of the subjectɠs own desiring procedure: ɢThrough 

this symbolization, the child detaches its effective dependence on the mother's desire 

from the pure and simple lived experience of this dependence, and something that is 

subjectivized at an initial or primitive level is instituted.ɣ212 Meanwhile, the gender 

orientated studies were unable to distinguish and sustain dialectical relations 

between the two functions ɝ the father function and the desire, which resulted in a 

reductionist vision and further theoretical omissions. In addition, Lacanɠs effort was 

to demonstrate that there is only one sex which is the effect of the subjectɠs condition 

effected by the signifying function. This initial barring followed by two different 

modes of relations with the fact of this splitting  as such has to be considered as the 

function that marks the subject as sexual being. 213 Therefore, it is conceptually 

impossible to  speak about the division between the feminine and the masculine, since 

the division in question refers to the division introduced by the signifier and as such 

it is countable as one.  

Smulyanskiy stresses how the paternal metaphor confronts the subject of  each 

sex with the necessity to separate, in this way the line of sexual separation does not 

run along the ɢfemale-maleɣ dichotomy, but along the pre-subjective 
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undifferentiated state of not -yet-being and already sexuated being. So, the subject is 

forced to articulate its subjectivity as a result of the confrontation with the paternal 

metaphor, but not with the metaphor of two opposite sexes. Something in the  

paternal  metaphor is constitutively missing, one of its elements, namely, the record 

of the fatherɠs desire, is absent, which forces the subject ɢto indulge in a lifelong quest 

of this problemɠs comprehension.ɣ214 Thereby, the sexual difference, according to 

Smulyanskiy, is ɢthe consequence of something which did not find its place in the 

instance of the lawɣ and which would not cease baffling the subject ad infinitum.215  

Sexuation is a manner of solving the problem of sex difference taken not as an 

isolated phenomenon of puzzling over the anatomic enigma , but in its strict relation 

to the function of desi re. This entails that the operation of interruption, introduced 

by the paternal metaphor, compels the subject to demonstrate his position in relation 

to jouissance, in other words exposes how the subject desires. Moving from this, the 

alleged dissymmetry in sexuation is first of all caused by the mode of desire that can 

never be symmetrical by definition, since desire per se is a way of subjectɠs self-

identification when confronted with the demonstration of the desire of the other. The 

paternal metaphor art iculates the demand to produce and to manifest a unique way 

of desiring, or in other words , to occupy a certain position in relation to the function 

of the sexuated desire. 

 The demand is key here. Smulyanskiy draws a distinction between genderɠs 

theory reliance on the category of ɢrequirementɣ in the process of gender acquisition 

and the category of ɢdemandɣ inherent to the Lacanian psychoanalytic framework. As 

soon as the demand originating from the paternal instance is registered, the subject 

finds itself in the position of an ɢopen and indeterminate compulsion.ɣ216 The demand 

confronts the subject with the necessity to provide something which would be 

 
214 Smulyanskiy, ɢReacquiring Sex: From Gender Studies to Theories of Sexuationɣ, transl. mine EK, 
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conformable with its force and focus, yet it does not provide the subject with any 

guidelines, i.e. the means of its possible realization. Therefore, being inescapably 

compelling the demand  leaves the subject completely unaware of how to demonstrate 

their response. Whereas the response mediated by the presentation of the psychic 

attributes of specific (anatomical)  sex could be understood as the closest and the most 

affordable one.217  

 In this way, the ɢrequirementɣ enacted in the idea of the performative gender 

inscription and re - inscription proposes a substantially different solution that consists 

in requiring quite specific and recognizable signs, albeit with a wide range of 

optionality. This confirms that the possibilities of gender flexib ility are eventually 

restricted to the narrow prospect of identity  choice which is not supported by  a 

structural change. The latter could only be achieved as a sabotage of the paternal 

metaphor principle which is precisely what the hystericɠs desire is aimed at, as is 

demonstrated in the following  chapter. In this sense, the Lacanian sexuation can be 

defined as the choice of sex which is conditioned by the register of the ɢdemand,ɣ but 

is located beyond the register of ɢrequirement.ɣ218  

 Furthermore, the demand is key here for other reasons. In the differential 

model for categorizing the sexual newly introduced by Smulyanskiy, he defines 

sexuation as something that corresponds to the sexuated nonbiological zone 

(whereas gender is the nonsexuated nonbiological one). In order to make this claim , 

he addresses Freudɠs considerations regarding the definition of ɢaffectɣ which was 

partially handled by Lacan but was not completed by him to the full extent. 

Smulyaskiy demonstrates that Freud was not entirely clear in  what concerns his initial 

scheme of primal repression which, as it is generally considered, illustrates the 

divergence of the drive into the presentation and its affect, whilst the affect occupies 

a somewhat inferior position of  a mere accompanying presentation. In ɢRepressionɣ 
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(1915) Freud says: ɢIt follows that the vicissitude of the quota of affect belonging to 

the representative is far more important than the vicissitude of the representation, 

and this fact is decisive for our assessment of the process of repression.ɣ219  

Smulyanskiy emphasizes that early Freud used the term ɢthoughtɣ (Gedanke) 

in order to clarify the unconscious processes. This is supported by Lacanɠs claim that 

ɢ[t]hought is not a category. I would almost say it is an affect.ɣ220 Therefore, 

Smulyanskiy suggests completing  the process of position inversion in the system 

ɢaffect-presentationɣ and disengage thought from its connection with 

ɢpresentation.ɣ This allows him to conclude that as an affect thought is not amenable 

to repression and it ɢcan justifiably occupy the space among affects considered as an 

apparatus of thought which ensures its existence and transposition in the zone of 

other acts.ɣ221 

 Thereby, a new solution to the presentation of thought in the psychoanalytic 

conception  of sex has to be postulated. Contrary to the cliché, whose vulgarity fuels 

its malign proliferation, that every subjectɠs thought is produced and stimulated by 

some ɢsexualɣ implication, Smulyanskiy postulates the reversal of this formula: it is 

sex which is determined by ɢthoughtɣ in its sexuated zone.222  

 At this point , the conjunction of thought with the demand comes to the fore. 

According to Smulyanskiy, the origin of thought  that  emerges as an affect can be 

traced back to the subjectɠs relation with the unacceptable female jouissance coming 

from the mother figure. In accordance with Lacanɠs lower part of the graph of desire, 

being haunted by the excessive presence of the maternal care whose scale can be 
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neither evaded nor regulated, the subject conveys this perseverance into the category 

of demand. Smulyanskiy claims that in an effort to generate some response to what 

has converted into the demand stemming from the maternal figure, there emerges 

what would later, on a different level become the thought. This thought is precisely the 

thought about unbearable, unacceptabl e maternal jouissance and it is precisely this 

thought that would ensure the separation of the child on the way of its further 

subjectification: ɢ[t]he process of sexuation is, thereby, the work which is produced 

in the subject by some thought.ɣ223 

 The paternal metaphor confronts the subject with the necessity to respond to 

the riddle of the maternal jouissance, in this way introducing the  principal  

dissymmetry of desire realization inherent to the condition of the sexuated being. 

Therefore, the sexuation resulting from the thought about something fundamentally 

inconceivable ensures that the subject occupies a specific position in terms of sexual 

difference. At the same time, the choice thus made is not directly related either to the 

inborn anatomical sex or to the acquired gender identity but  derives its existence from 

the thought whose relation to sex has an exclusively collateral character.  

 It is only as a consequence of this thought that the subject eventually accepts 

the attribute of this or other sex, therefore, there is no direct, fixed link between 

sexuation and the resulting sex , but an opportunity to become a being of particular 

sex not reduced to its defining signifier. The sexuating thought is directed on the 

things of a different order, but event ually it initiates the difference that we consider 

sexual.  

Therefore, Smulyanskiy suggests that the acquisition of sexual attributes is a 

consequence of a unavoidable, but not primarily sexual  commitment . The subject is 

committed to the thought which is sexuated, but not by means of its association with 

sex either anatomical or symbolic: ɢ[the subjectɠs affiliation to thought precedes its 

 
223 Smulyanskiy, ɢReacquiring Sex: From Gender Studies to Theories of Sexuationɣ, 137. 
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affiliation to sex and defines the practice of this affiliation as sec ondary.ɣ224 Hence, 

the concept of sexuation opens up the possibility to overcome the limitations 

inherent to the category of sex in both ways: to think about sex beyond its traumatic 

coupler with anatomy (essentialism) and beyond its idle coupler with the r equirement 

imposed by power (social constructionism).  

Smulyanskiy turns  to Alain Badiou and the question he asks in his 

considerations about love:  

 

[ɨ]it is philosophically admissible to transpose onto the sexes what Jean Genet 

said of races. He asked what a Negro was, adding: ɟAnd first of all, what color 

is he (or she)?ɠ When asked what a man or a woman is, it would be a matter of 

legitimate philosophical prudence to ask: ɟAnd first of all, what sex is he or 

she?ɠ225  

 

According to Smulyanskiy, Badiou, while relying on Lacan , follows Freudian logic and 

makes the first step in disengaging the question of sex from the sexual difference as 

such, i.e., from its connection with physiology and the idea of procreation. In his 

rendition , sex is essentially a logical  disagreement on a number of standpoints with 

which the subject is confronted under the guidance of the paternal metaphor. The 

latter induces the subject to determine its own position regarding the desire of the 

other. 226 In this way , Smulyanskiy claims that  Badiou reconstructs Freudɠs idea of 

ɢthinking with sexɣ not taken in its vulgarized version of stereotypical sex 

psychology, but as a series of reproducible truth procedures whose meaning is shaped 

in accordance with the specific kn owledge which results from it.  

 
224 Smulyanskiy, ɢReacquiring Sex: From Gender Studies to Theories of Sexuationɣ, transl. mine EK, 
129. 
 
225 Alain Badiou, Conditions, transl. Steven Corcoran (London: Continuum, 2008),  179. 
 
226 Smulyanskiy, Metafora Otca [Paternal Metaphor], 192. 
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Sexual difference for Badiou is reflected in the following positions: the female 

position ɢtargets being as such. That is her destination in love, and it is 

ontological.ɣ227 She insists on maintaining the unity of the One and does not wish to 

accept the idea of the Two as a possibility. Inasmuch as her position guards the 

hypothetical ideal of this unity, she is also the one who doubts the legitimacy  of 

sexual difference as such. For her, the latter constitutes a nuisance, or a mistake, 

whose unfortunate consequences should be eliminated by the return to the 

presumable unity.   

Whereas the male position is the one of refusal: he does not agree with the idea 

of unity  and ɢtargets the changing of the number, the painful fracture (effraction) of 

the One by the supposition of the Two  [...].ɣ228 For him, the idea of sexual difference 

is not a problem. He consents to the necessity of the division and  wishes to maintain 

the Two as two separate units. 

This, in effect, results in their mutual disagreement , hence, it is the primary  

presence of desire ɝ the desire to sustain the unity or to sustain the separation ɝ 

which gives shape to further differentiation  in the form of sexuation . In other words, 

the function of desire is to prov ide a subject with certain knowledge regarding the 

questions raised by sex difference: Who are you in your desire? What is the sex of your 

judgement, your thought? What is at stake here is not just a question of anatomical 

difference, social construction o r procreation, but the very mode of thinking whose 

sexuated character refers to the principal  dissymmetry of desire.229 Moreover, 

Smulyanskiy emphasizes that the notorious masculine chauvinism is not the denial 

of womenɠs rights but the masculine denial of her attempt to call into question the 

very sexuating logic. It is her resilience in keeping the unity intact that provokes the 

masculine anxiety in the first place.  

 
227 Alain Badiou,  Conditions, 194. 
 
228 Alain Badiou,  194. 
 
229 Smulyanskiy, Metafora Otca [Paternal Metaphor], 192-197. 
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The logic of th e sexuating thought contoured above expands the category of 

sex in several steps. Without the necessary adjustments, Lacanɠs formula of sexuation 

would stil l remains homologous to the sexual difference conceptualized within the 

framework of the scientific d iscourse. He disengages the sexual from the individual 

psychology and categorizes it on the second level as two different positions (occupied 

vis-à-vis the castration by language). However, Lacanɠs insistence on the idea of 

difference rooted in the Real st ill implies the presence of the actual men and women 

as some psychological types.  

Then Badiou, according to Smulyanskiy, moves even further from 

psychologization and defines both sexes by means of epistemological procedure: both 

the masculine and the femi nine depend on the specific thought practiced in relation 

to the sexuating procedure. This thought does not imply the idea of sex, since it is a 

thought which expresses some attitude to the idea, namely, to the idea of the Two.  

In his turn, Smulyanskiy de monstrates that the third step is to suggest that the 

sexuating thought is not singular, and that there could be different sexuating 

thoughts. Thereby, sex is produced by means of the thought which is in principle 

heteronomous to it,  and which can display different orientations. To illustrate a newly 

introduced understanding of sexuation, Smulyanskiy turns to Virginia Woolf and her 

text ɢThree Guineas.ɣ  

The reading he proposes radically differs from the academic and the feminist 

interpretations: instead of concentrating on external political aspects of Woolfɠs plea 

directed to the figure of some respectable gentleman, such as the indication of gender 

inequality in social and political matters, or Woolfɠs undue servility to this masculine 

figure, Smulyanskiy demonstrates the way Woolfɠs thought about the war articulates 

her sexuation position  as feminine unrelated to her sex or gender. 

 In ɢThree Guineasɣ Woolf talks to a composite male character whom she tries 

to persuade in the necessity to allow womenɠs participation in decision making 

concerning the war. She argues that in order to stop the war it is crucial that women 

are allowed to talk, because men who are involved in peace negotiations are actually 
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the very same men who are responsible for the warɠs outbreak in the first place. 

Therefore, there is no chance to stop this, unless we interrupt the very pattern of male 

unfortunate maliciousness. Curiously, she does convey this idea in a direct message 

addressed to the male figure in a polite and nearly ingratiating tone.  

What Smulyanskiy registers in Woolfɠs peculiar appeal to the gentleman is 

precisely her attention to the specific damage inherent to the male characters who, 

ɢwhen confronted with the dilemma of the war reveal their impotence due to the 

initial contradictions in their assumptions.ɣ230 Regardless of their efforts to stop the 

war they keep stirring it up, since they cannot opt out the initial prohibition of both 

gendersɠ participation in public discussion. Therefore, according to Smul yanskiyɠs 

reading, Woolfɠs position is based on her thought committed to the ambiguity of the 

male subject who finds himself in a zugzwang situation: he is desperately trying to 

avert the disaster simultaneously producing it.  

The following chapters ɝ 7 and 8 ɝ present a detailed analysis of the feminine 

sexuation position which implies a specific attention to the paradoxical and flimsy 

position of the man. In this light , it is precisely the feminine  sexuation which 

conditions Woolfɠs peculiar attention to her male interlocutor: ɢPerceiving maleɠs 

impotence as a demand addressed to herself allows Woolf to discover a position from 

which the choice of a specifically formulated sexuation de facto turns into her 

commitment to her ɢactual sex.ɣ231 This acquisition is achieved via the figure of the 

gentleman in question who functions as Woolfɠs object of the drive and in whom she 

invests her jouissance. Her sensitivity towards the specific anxiety circulating among 

the male community gives her access to the source of jouissance and allows her to 

acquire her own sexuated position. 

 

 
230 Smulyanskiy, ɢReacquiring Sex: From Gender Studies to Theories of Sexuationɣ, 145. 
 
231 Smulyanskiy, transl. mine EK, 146. 
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Smulyanskiy interprets Woolfɠs sexuating thought as the one dedicated to the 

situation of war and menɠs unfortunate entrapment. In a derivative manner this 

thought enables her sexuation as the feminine one, regardless of her supposed 

inclination to transgender self - identification.  

One of the most far-reaching consequences of the sexuating procedure evident 

also in Woolfɠs case is that, as opposed to gender, sexuated position acquired by its 

means cannot be considered just a ɢsum of prescribed repressive affectsɣ, but is rather 

ɢa productive contingency.ɣ232 Smulyanskiy regards the thought about the war 

practiced by Woolf which ensures the reacquisition of her sexuation as the one that 

maintains the contact with the circumstances which induced it and allows to 

intervene further on the territory of this thought. He claims that Woolfɠs engagement 

with the war was generative both socially and politically, in other words it was fraught 

with additional social consequences, whereas the fluid -gender strategy is restricted 

to the multiplication of gender identities an d the repetition of the transition which is 

rather ɢa transposition, i.e., the relocation of the difficulty with identity to another 

level.ɣ233

 
232 Smulyanskiy, ɢReacquiring Sex: From Gender Studies to Theories of Sexuationɣ, 152. 
 
233 Smulyanskiy, 153. 
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Chapter 7: Psychoanalysis and Feminism  ɝ the Hystericɠs Desire 

 

The logic contoured in  Chapters 5 and 6 allows to avoid the impasses typical  to 

gender-orientated  thinking  and reveal unexpected solutions  in  what concerns the 

question of sexually conditioned , or sexuated, desire. Since the hystericɠs desire is 

prompted  by the question of sexual difference per se, its  psychoanalytic 

interpretation  can offer  quite  unorthodox  solutions  which  could be constructive  in  a 

way different  from  academic and traditionally  protesting  genderqueer agenda. 

Psychoanalysis and feminism  have several significant  areas of intersection  that  

are marked by multiple  tensions, yet recent advances in  psychoanalytic  theory  

outlined  here encourage us to believe that  the psychoanalytic  perspective offers 

several unexpected turns  relevant  to the discussion about the feminine  and female 

desire in  particular.  According to Juliet Mitchell , when the feminist  movement 

enacted its  breakthrough  as a social struggle and defined political  movement in  the 

60s, ɢthe bizarreness of the conjuncture  of psychoanalysis [ɨ] and feminism  [ɨ] was 

both  welcomed and abhorred. Both reactions were equally important .ɣ234  

Indeed, on the one hand, by the very character of its  undertaking  

psychoanalysis was viewed as a site of exposure and basically an attestation  of 

integral  patriarchal  structures.  For the most part , feminism  was suspicious of how the 

psychoanalytic  conceptualization  of women was prejudiced and restrictive,  

prescribing women a secondary, derivative  role as Sigmund Freudɠs penisneid 

presumably implies . On the other  hand, early feminist  interventions  in  

psychoanalytic  theory  were interested  in  the close reading of psychoanalytic  texts and 

did not  eschew its notorious  perplexity;  in  continuously  challenging  its  thorny  issues, 

they adjusted the psychoanalytic  apparatus for  feminist  ends.  

 

 
234 Juliet Mitchell, interview. ɢPsychoanalysis and Feminism: Then and Now,ɣ Psychoanalysis Culture 
& Society (2015); 
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/278332693_Interview_with_Juliet_Mitchell_ -
_Psychoanalysis_and_Feminism_Then_and_now 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/278332693_Interview_with_Juliet_Mitchell_-_Psychoanalysis_and_Feminism_Then_and_now
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/278332693_Interview_with_Juliet_Mitchell_-_Psychoanalysis_and_Feminism_Then_and_now
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7.1 Feminist  Thinking  About  the Hystericɠs Desire 

 

What is most important  for  the psychoanalytic  perspective is the historical  

scene where the hystericɠs desire was born and sustained. As Patricia Gherovici puts 

it  ɢ[h]ysteria  and psychoanalysis bring  forth  the same issues: desire, jouissance, the 

drive, and the contingency  of the sexual object. Not in  vain did the one incite  the 

invention  of the other.ɣ235 Therefore, challenging  once again the problem of hysteria 

attends to the intersections  as well  as the divergences that  could be helpful  for  the 

understanding  of female desire.  

It  was the texts of famous French writers  that  made a decisive step forward  in  

differentiating  and politicizing  the position  of women. Starting  with  Simone de 

Beauvoirɠs critical  dismissal of Freud, formulated  in  her famous pensée that  one is not  

born, but  rather  becomes, a woman, and so-called ɟpost-structuralistɠ female writers  

ɝ Hélène Cixous, Catherine Clément, Luce Irigaray,  Julia Kristeva ɝ followed  with  

their  intensive  interaction  with  Lacanian psychoanalysis. 

The passage of new feminist  thought  from France to the English-speaking 

world  was put  forward  by such authors as Juliet Mitchell,  Elizabeth Grosz, Jaqueline 

Rose, Jessica Benjamin, and others, who took over from  French feminists  in  the 

particular  interest  of French feminists  in  hysteria as a scene where womenɠs exclusion 

from  the patriarchal  order was exposed and radically  contested. For Diane Hunter , 

ɢboth psychoanalysis and hysteria subvert the reigning  cultural  order by exploding  its 

linguistic  conventions  and decomposing its  façade of orderly conduct.ɣ236 The 

paradigmatic  stories of Anna O., Emmy Von N., and Dora were read against the 

conjuncture  that  arose when the psychoanalytic  method and modern feminism  were 

 
235 Patricia Gherovici, ɢWhere Have the Hysterics Gone? Lacanɠs Reinvention of Hysteria ɢ, English 
Studies in Canada, Vol. 40, No 1 ( March 2014), 49; 
https://ojs.lib.uwo. ca/index.php/esc/article/download/9594/7694  
 
236 Diane Hunter, ɢHysteria, Psychoanalysis, and Feminism: The Case of Anna O.,ɣ Feminist Studies 
Vol. 9. No 3 (1983), 486. 
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invented . In  contrast , according to Claire Kahane, the case of Dora stood ɢat the 

intersection  of psychoanalysis and feminism  [to  push] psychoanalysis from the 

consulting  room into  an ideological  arena where it  must engage in  a dialogue with  

feminism  and thus recover its  radical promise.ɣ237  

Needless to say, the feminist  history  of politicizing  hysteria is the history  of 

politicizing  femininity  in  the first  place. It  is an effort  to mobilize , to endow an 

otherwise mute hysteric  with  the voice that  she was deprived of while  being trapped 

in  the alienated female body imposed on her by the patriarchal  society. L'écriture 

feminine promoted  by Hélène Cixous was supposed to ɢsurpass the discourse that  

regulates the phallocentric  system; [and to]  be conceived of only  the subjects who are 

breakers of automatisms,  by peripheral  figures that  no authority  can ever 

subjugate.ɣ238 For Cixous Dora is ɢthe one who resists the system, the one who cannot 

stand that  the family  and society are founded on the body of women, on bodies 

despised, rejected, bodies that  are humiliating  once they have been used. [ɨ] It  is the 

nuclear example of womenɠs power to protest.ɣ239 

An exchange of opinions  between Hélène Cixous and Catherine Clément 

presented in  ɢThe Newly Born Womanɣ (1986) demonstrates certain  unity  in  certain  

questions and disagreement in  others. An obvious common point  for  any feminist  

writing  regarding hysteria is Doraɠs revolting  potential  in  the face of ɢepistemological  

phallocentrismɣ240 and patriarchy , yet, this  potentia l can serve contradictory  ends. 

 
237 Claire Kahane, ɢIntroduction: Part Twoɣ. In Doraɠs Case. Freud ɝ Hysteria - Feminism, 2nd ed. (New 
York: Columbia University Press, 1990), 31. 
 
238 Hélène Cixous, ɢThe Laugh of the Medusaɣ, trans. Keith Cohen and Paula Cohen, Signs: Journal of 
Women in Culture and Society, Vol. 1, No. 4 (Summer, 1976), 875-893; available online 
https://www.mun.ca/philosophy/Cixous_The_Laugh_of_the_Medusa.pdf 
 
239 Hélène Cixous and Catherine Clément, ɢThe Newly Born Womanɣ, transl. Betty Wing, Theory and 
History of Literature, Vol. 24 (Minneapolis, London: University of Minnesota Press, 1996) , 154.  
 
240 Toril Moi, ɢRepresentation of Patriarchy: Sexuality and Epistemology in Freudɠs Doraɣ, Feminist 
Review No 8 (1981), 73. 
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In  her 1975 play Portrait  of Dora,241 Cixous presents a portrait  of Freudɠs famous 

patient  that  is radically  different  from  Freudɠs own presentation  of this  heroine. In  

his narrative , Freud sounds openly annoyed and bewildered, eventually  declaring 

what he initially  considers merely a case of ɢpetit e hystérieɣ as a failure,  since the 

patient  abandoned the treatment  uncompleted.  Whereas for  Cixous, Dora is a heroine 

who opens the gate of the feminine  writing  that  ɢcan never be theorized,  enclosed, 

coded-which  doesn't mean that  it  doesn't exist. But it  will  always surpass the 

discourse that  regulates the phallocentric  system.ɣ242 Cixous experiments with  

chronological  sequence, linearity  and includes the quotes from Freudɠs text  itself,  yet 

without  a clear introduction,  thus her own narrative  mode is symptomatic,  

ɢhysterical,ɣ presumably allowing  the hystericɠs body to be spelled out  and staged in  

flesh in  both  its  corporeal and discursive elusiveness. 

But Clément who wishes to shift  the focus to the political,  to a discussion of 

class struggle and what is possible for  social bodies in  the first  place, so she is 

noticeably  more suspicious of Doraɠs rebellious  potent ial.  She objects to Cixous 

saying that  Dora ɢdoes not  explode anything  at allɣ and she refuses to regard Doraɠs 

role in  her family  drama as a symbolic act, as ɢthe political  act, the passage to 

inscription  in  the Symbolic.ɣ243 However, she praises another famous hysterical  

patient  Anna O. (Bertha Pappenheim) who finally  managed to make something  of her 

hysteria. So, it  is not  enough to challenge or to destroy the oppressive 

heteronormative  order, but there is a need to overcome it  by producing  oneɠs own 

symbolic entry.  Dora did revolt  against the humiliation  of womenɠs exchange, but 

there is no real value in  praising hystericɠs rhetorical  artistry  in  the urgent  class 

struggle for  womenɠs liberation.   

 
241 Hélène Cixous and Sarah Burd, ɢPortrait of Doraɣ. Diacritics, Vol. 13, No 1 (1983), 2-32. 
 
242 Hélène Cixous and Catherine Clément, ɢThe Newly Born Womanɣ, 92. 
 
243 Catherine Clément, ɢThe Newly Born Womanɣ, 156. 
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This reading is further  revised by Jane Gallop, who jet tisons the debate of 

whether Dora is a rebel or a failure  and criticizes  the ɢapolitical  psychoanalytic 

thinking  that  has traditionally  reduced economic questions to ɟfamily members.ɣ244 

For Gallop, psychoanalysis erroneously ɢreduces everything  to family  paradigm. [ɨ] 

Class conflict  and evolution  are understood as a repetition  of parent-child  relations.  

This has always been the pernicious  apoliticism  of psychoanalysis.ɣ245 Her reading 

concentrates on the threshold  figure  of the maid/governess/nurse who is claimed to 

be the intrusion  into  the family  circle and the embodiment  of economic alterity  which 

is haunting  both  Freud as much as Dora. However, one of the psychoanalysis 

theoretical  goals should be to acknowledge the inferior  economic status of all  women, 

since neither  Dora nor Freud were ready to admit  that  it  is not  only  the maid who was 

a threat  to the tradition  but literally  any woman in  the patriarchal  system of 

exchange. 

Meanwhile, some feminist  critics  remain wary of this  particular  conjunction  of 

hysteria and feminism.  When placed in  a larger sociohistorical  context  hysteria is 

indeed accepted as a gender-based condition  that  is distributed  among both  genders 

if  not  equally , then at least steadily.246 In  her essay Elaine Showalter objects to 

assigning hysterical  symptoms based on gender and insists on disarticulating  hysteria 

from  any definitive  gender attribution.  She is highly  skeptical of the idea of what she 

calls ɢthe modern marriage of hysteria and feminismɣ247 since this  sort of emotional  

romanticizing  jeopardizes the feminist  initiative  at its  core. She agrees with  Clément 

 
244 Jane Gallop, ɢKeys to Dora,ɣ In Doraɠs Case. Freud ɝ Hysteria - Feminism, 2nd ed. (New York: 
Columbia University Press, 1990), 215. 
 
245 Gallop, ɢKeys to Doraɣ, 213. 
 
246 For a detailed account see Hysteria Beyond Freud, eds. Sander L. Gilman, Helen King, Roy Porter, 
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in  that  the feminist  adoption  of hysteria extols ɢunsuccessful hystericsɣ such as Dora, 

whose fate, according to Showalter, only  reinforced  the already marginal  position  of 

women. As a feminist  she remains openly hostile  to the extreme valorization  of 

hysterical  narratives praised by Cixous, which  she calls ɢa waste-basket term of 

literary  criticism,  applied to a wide and diffuse range of textual  techniques, and, most 

alarmingly,  taken as a synonym for  womenɠs writing  and the womanɠs novel.ɣ248 

So, according to Showalter, using Freudian vocabulary and attempt ing to 

rehabilitate  this terminology  fails to fit  the ends of the real feminist  critical  context.  

Showalter is particularly  wary of this  sort of labelling  in  literary  theory  since ɢcalling  

women writers  hysterics can hardly  be a complimentɣ and she calls for  a wider 

understanding  of hysteria ɢthrough  the work of medical historians  and 

psychiatrists ,ɣ249 a project  eventually  completed in  the edited volume ɢHysteria 

Before Freudɣ (1993). 

In  a sense, both the ɢhysterically  engagedɣ writing , praising hysteria as a 

liberating  force, along with  historiographic  research, aimed at revealing the 

underlying  social and economic conditions  of a gender-based disorder, bypass a much 

more complicated  question of the structure  of the womanɠs desire. Fueled by its  

undeniable success in  the political  and public  domain, the feminist  agenda remains 

incongruous with  the level of its  own desire. This is experienced as a sort of backlash 

in  the form  of ongoing strife  within  its  own proponents  and its  opponents outside of 

the field  as was indicated  above. Similar  to the situation  with  queer theory,  the voices 

of those who express certain  skepticism concerning the true desire of this  movement,  

are heard more and more often  today, even from  those who remain theoretically  or 

politically  sympathetic  to the feminist  activism . 
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7.2 Expanding  the Psychoanalytic Perspective of the Hystericɠs Desire 

 

In  order to pursue in  the venture of untangling  the structure  of the female 

desire it  is essential to differentiate  between the desire and the demand in  the first  

place. Regardless of the undisputable  changes achieved in  the course of the struggle 

for  gender justice the pursuit  of these changes can hardly  be considered its actual 

driving  force. If  we make a cut in  the otherwise vernacular aggregate of feminist  

criticism,  what comes to the fore is that  the ardent public  debate promoted  by 

feminist  proponents  remains on the level of demand, whereas the level of its  desire is 

insistently  discarded. In  her article  ɢWhat Does Feminism Want?ɣ Alison Horbury  

claims: ɢIn Lacanian terms, one must relinquish  feminismɠs discourse of protest  and 

complete the circuit  through  the analystɠs discourse to ask: what does a woman want 

in  feminism?ɣ250 Surprisingly,  the dimension  of female desire has been severely 

overshadowed by social activism.  Commenting  on Jacqueline Roseɠs remarks Horbury  

attests to the fate of sanitization  and inhibition  which  befell  feminism  once it  became 

institutionalized  as a discourse of knowledge. Feminism ɢhas come to form  a super-

ego injunction  that  inhibits ɞ increasingly  evident  in  the conflicted  impasses around 

sexuality  and sexuation in  the Westɠs ɢpost-feministɣ times.ɣ251 

Among others, Colette Soler is concerned with  the demands of what she calls 

ɢegalitarian  ideology,ɣ which  aims at erasing the Otherɠs alterity , taming  it  in  order 

to satisfy the demands of new contractual  and human rights  agendas. What she calls 

ɢnew cynicismɣ ɝ the idea that  sexual jouissance can (or rather  should be) claimed as 

a right 252 is alarming  because it  can lead to the annulation  of the Other jouissance: 
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intellectual freedom, Vol 1, Issue 3 (May 2017), 566; 
https://ir.canterbury.ac.nz/bitstream/handle/ 10092/13477/Horbury-CTT-v1-3-
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ɢthe values of equality,  combined with  the growing homogenization  of lifestyles  for  

both  sexes, work to reduce, as much as to fail  to understand, the dimension  of 

heterogeneity.  [The women] are the ones who introduced  contractual  ideology into  

sexuality  itself  [ɨ]ɣ253 

Soler talks about her analytic  experience with  female analysands for  whom 

progressivism increases the burden of their  struggle. Not  only  do they have to 

combine their  traditionally  female duties such as childcare and household activities,  

with  the new demand to contribute  financially  to the family  budget, but  what is even 

more stressing is locating  oneɠs femininity  within  this  context  of expanded rights.  

Clearly, these psychoanalytic  accounts echo what has already become a traditional  

criticism  of neoliberalism  and its  ideological  bluffing ,254 therefore , I consider it  

important  to make a step aside from  this  trajectory  and to follow  the way initiated  by 

Freud and taken up by Lacan. In  other  words, to investigate  the specific jouissance 

that  underlies these processes.  

For Smulyanskiy, the worries expressed by Soler miss the point . Not because 

the homogenizationɠs underestimated  danger, but  because, first,  we are already 

confronted  by the effects of these processes, and second, they do not  stop revealing 

desireɠs further  inconsistencies and asymmetry. 

Whereas hysteria in  the feminist  perspective is regarded as ɢa specifically 

feminine protolanguage,ɣ255 Smulyanskiy raises the stakes and advances the hystericɠs 

desire to the next level, to the category of ɢprotoanalytic project.ɣ256 Returning  once 

again to Doraɠs case, Smulyanskiy draws missing theoretical  links,  namely the 
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relation  between the desire of the analyst ɝ a highly  problematic  question within  the 

psychoanalytic  field  ɝ and Doraɠs quest for  the mystery of Freudian desire. He 

suggests that  the hystericɠs vested interest  in  the function  of desire anticipates  

Freudɠs own initial  desire which  eventually  results in  the birth  of psychoanalytic 

theory.  Considered in  this  light,  Doraɠs venture takes on a much more fraught  and 

scandalous appearance than the one offered by the familiar  feminist  approach. Her 

revolutionary  role is thus radicalized, since viewed in  this  way Doraɠs contribution  

cannot be reduced to the revolt  against social injustice,  rather  it  is a revolt  against 

any order whatsoever.  

One of the key problems raised by Doraɠs case is the question of 

transference/countertransference , which,  as was already acknowledged by Freud in  

his commentary  on the case, he failed  to resolve which  led to the failure  of the 

treatment.  In  fact, he could have saved himself  the numerous reproaches, since he 

was the firs t  one to address this  problem:   

 

I have been obliged to speak of transference, for  it  is only  by means of this  

factor  that  I can elucidate the peculiarities  of Dora's analysis. Its great merit,  

namely, the unusual clarity  which  makes it  seem so suitable as a first  

introductory  publication,  is closely bound up with  its  great defect, which  led to 

its  being broken off  prematurely.  I did not  succeed in  mastering the 

transference in  good time. 257 

 

According to an already established interpretation , it  was Freudɠs ill - fated and 

mistaken position  as the master that  led to the caseɠs failure . Toril  Moi  criticizes  

Freud for  being unable to register that  he was overwhelmed by countertransference  

and, therefore,  rather  than providing  a neutral  scientific  observation, he acted as an 
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ɢarcheologistɣ who ɢmust be suspected of having mutilated  the relics he finds.ɣ258 Moi  

decisively objects to glorifying  Dora as a rebellion  against the patriarchal  order, 

because in  the end, it  was not  Dora but Freud who became successful. However, she 

insists that  Freudɠs success as the liberator  is actually  just  disguised oppression since 

Freud ɢis a male in  a patriarchal  society, and moreover, not  just  any male but an 

educated bourgeois male, incarnating  malgré lui  patriarchal  values. His own 

emancipatory  project  profoundly  conflicts  with  his political  and social role as an 

oppressor of women.ɣ259 Lisa Appignanesi and John Forrester echo these assumptions 

and claim that  Freudɠs publication  of the case was yet another sign of his 

countertransference  and of his opinions  about the role of women in  society.260 

Psychoanalysts do not  shy away from these reproaches, as Verhaeghe puts it:  ɢFreud 

appeared on the scene as a master. [ɨ] Freud explained, taught,  proved... He was the 

one who knew, he just  had to convince his patients  of the truth.  The accent was put  

on the combat against resistances and the motives for  illness. All  means were jus-

tified.ɣ261  

In his turn,  Smulyanskiy steps aside and reconstructs the relations  between the 

founder  of psychanalysis and his famous patient  from  a different  angle by pursuing 

the research from  the standpoint  of jouissance as the key operator of the subjectɠs 

structure.  

For over a century,  the hysteric  has been an object of medical discourse, 

whereas doctors, obviously  men, struggled to guide her to restore her presumably lost  

jouissance. Dora ɢrefused this  identification  with  the master in  the only  way that  was 
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left  to her: she refused almost everything  coming from  Freud,ɣ262as Paul Verhaeghe 

puts it.  Meanwhile , Smulyanskiy stresses that  it  was the genius of Freud who 

discovered that  in  this  refusal, Dora never renounced her jouissance263. What Freud 

registered and what made him  so uncomfortable , subsequently creating the material  

for  psychoanalysisɠs further  unfolding  as a discipline , is the fact that  Dora aimed at 

transforming  the very mode of the male desiring strategy.  

The structure  of the subject, according to Lacan, is a certain  question the 

subject is asking when confronted  with  a logical  impasse caused by the signifying  

effect. Whereas the obsessional neuroticɠs question could be formulated  as ɢam I dead 

or am I alive,ɣ the hystericɠs question is directed to sexual difference,  thus, Lacan says 

that  it  can be formulated  as follows  ɢam I a man or a womanɣ: ɢ[w]hat is Dora saying 

through  her neurosis? What is the woman-hysteric  saying? Her question is this  -  What 

is it  to be a woman?ɣ264 The lack of the corresponding signifier  ɢresults in  the 

abandonment of normal  genital  relationship  [ɨ] Dora had to fall  back on a pregenital  

relationship.ɣ265 In  this  regard it  is important  to note that  in  the face of the widespread 

accusations of reactionism  and chauvinism,  it  was Freudian psychoanalysis which 

registered the typical  ɢgender troubleɣ inherent  to the hysteric  long before it  became 

the most fashionable thing  far and wide. What constitutes  the foundation  of the 

hystericɠs conditio n is the denial of his or her affiliation  to specific sex.  

Thus, being stuck with  the impossibility  of answering this  question,  but  still  

refusing ɢto renounce her faith  in  the knowledge of the absolute jouissance of the 

woman as such,ɣ266 as Roberto Cavasola puts it,  the hysteric  resorts to the figure  of 
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the master whom she erroneously equips with  the capacity to provide the missing 

answer. Here, her interest  in  the male figure  originates . The hysteric,  according to 

Lacan, has to address the Other in  order to obtain  an access to her own desire. Doraɠs 

quest addressed to the mystery of femininity  was designed to provide her with  a space 

in  the symbolic universe as a sexed being. In  this  way, Doraɠs object is not  Frau K., but  

is ɢa mystery, the mystery of Doraɠs own femininity ɣ267 and her only  access to this  

object could be mediated by means of her identification  with  the male partner,  in  

Doraɠs case it  is Herr K. and Freud himself.  

Thus, according to Verhaeghe, the hystericɠs difficulty  in  symboliz ing some of 

the Real, results in  the development of fantasies ɢdirected to the other,  and especially  

to the fatherɣ and that  ɢthe end point  of the defensive elaboration  by the Imaginary  

is an identification  with  a man. For the hysteric,  the ultimate  answer to the lack of a 

signifier  for  the woman lies in  an identification  with  the man-father.ɣ268  

Here the question arises of Doraɠs intricate  identification  strategies, as Sergio 

Benvenuto claims ɢ[a]n hysteric's identification  is perfectly  capable of subsisting, in  

a correlative  manner, in  several directions .ɣ269 By this,  Benvenuto means that  we can 

hardly  capture Doraɠs ɢtrueɣ identification  and thus hysteria resists any resolute 

closure: ɢthis  hesitation  between identifications  and their  correlative objects, [that]  

seems to me really  crucial  in  hysteria.  The ultimate  truth  of hysteria is its  lack of an 

ultimate  truth  [ɨ], is its  oscillation  between several fundamental  truths  without  ever 

making a decision.ɣ270  
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However, for  Smulyanskiy the focus has to shift  from  hystericɠs identification  

strategies to the question of jouissanceɠs perturbations.  He agrees with  Benvenuto 

that  the hysteric  ɢdoes not  want to fulfil  her adult  sexual ministerium,ɣ271 that  is, to 

realize her genital  sexuality , she does not  want to serve these goals. But  for  

Smulyanskiy Doraɠs refusal of genitality  is not  the only  truth  about hysteria. Rather 

than an endpoint,  the hysteric  is motivated  by a special interest  in  the figure  of the 

genital  man.  

The question of the masterɠs genital  and intelle ctual  impotence is vitally  

important  for  the hysteric.  Benvenuto stresses how Dora appears as ɢa knowledge-

teaserɣ whose ɢwish is to demonstrate those who wish to penetrate her that  they know 

nothing  about her, her wish is to confront  them with  their  own impotence.ɣ272 In  both  

cases of what Benvenuto considers a nearly open confrontation  ɝ with  Herr K. and 

with  Freud ɝ Dora triumphed  in  ɢher passion to humiliate  men.ɣ He concludes that  

ɢ[f]or  the hysteric  woman, the male is above all  he who disposes of strength  and 

power, thus her act of force against him  to make him,  or reveal him  as, impotent  (one 

reason why many feminists,  with  their  critique  of male power, find  a good resonance 

in  hysteria).ɣ273 

Smulyanskiy calls this  opinion  into  question . Behind this  presumable 

confrontation  he detects Doraɠs intimate  interest  in  the figure  of the genital  man as a 

creature who is catastrophically  deficient  in  his jouissance. In  this  sense, Benvenuto 

is right  when he says that  Freud realized that  her real, deepest wish was ɢto make 

manifest  to the male his own impotenceɣ274, but  according to Smulyanskiy she does 

that  with  quite  a wide-scale project  in  mind.  
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Chapter 8: The Hystericɠs Desire and the Deficient  Genitality  

 

Building  on Lacanɠs elaborations concerning male lack from the XX seminar 

ɢAnxietyɣ, Smulyanskiy demonstrates that  the hystericɠs attention  is directed at the 

figure  of the genital  man, the father,  whose mode of jouissance is fully  castrated by 

the symbolic law:  

 

detecting  these limitations  ɝ for  example, as a typical  male stiffness, his 

characteristic  and nearly insurmountable  dependence on the judgement  of the 

closest male community,  inevitability  of panic reaction  to the possibility  of 

homosexual satisfaction  etc. ɝ the hysteric  analysand tends to make an 

offering  that  is supposed to cover somehow the deficiency of jouissance that  

the man holds on to as the constant  of his position. 275 

 

8.1 Jouissance Distribution  and Genitality  

 

Against all  odds, what is embodied in  the hystericɠs struggle is the specific 

attention  she addresses to the masculine deficiency or the principle  of male 

castration.  The man who emerges as a result  of the sexuating operation  is the creature 

whose being ɢis made up of numerous inhibitions  and compulsive prohibitions  

[ɨand] is accompanied by specific complications  in  practically  any sphere where he 

intervenes or contributes  to.ɣ276 The subjectɠs indignation  by the typical  masculine 

manifestations  of aggression or excessive restrictiveness corresponds to the subjectɠs 

initial  question addressed to this  particularly  masculine lack. For some reason, it  is 
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the man whose manifestations  are radically  confined  ɢby a series of conditionalities  

and restrictions  incessantly  bestowed by the substantial  man upon himself  and upon 

the others.ɣ277 Thus, it  does not  pass unnoticed  for  the subject that  it  is specifically  

the man who is more radically  marked by the lack, therefore, this  vulnerability  

provokes anxiety  as was demonstrated by Freudɠs little  Hans case. The lack registered 

here attracts  the subjects by producing  disturbing  effects ɝ such as fear, anxiety,  or 

the desire to compensate for  it.  Smulyanskiy goes as far as to claim that  

ɢpsychoanalysis after  Lacan could be considered as a steadily ɝ perhaps, slower than 

we would imagine ɝ developing practice of the question,  what the man is and why his 

existence produces such an amount  of excessive and irremediable  disturbance.ɣ278 

In  this  way, the hysteric  regards the genital  man as a creature whose being is 

fundamentally  deprived of enjoyment  apart from those pathetic  scraps doled out  to 

him  within  the limits  of matrimonial  satisfaction.  This echoes with  what Verhaeghe 

says: ɢClinical  practice of hysteria provides massive confirmation  of this  phallic  

redundancy.ɣ279 Dora is anxious about the situation  of the man whose possibilities  

from the perspective of desire realization  are extremely  limited . In  other  words, the 

phallic  jouissance that  frames him  deprives him  of an access to something  that  is 

available only  to the feminine  side of sexuation articulated  in  famous Lacanɠs 

formula.  

In  Chapter 6 we defined sexuation  as the procedure of assigning one of the two 

possible positions  in  relation  to the lack caused the signifie rɠs work and operated 

under the guidance of the paternal  metaphor.  It  is the paternal  instance in  the form  

of the ego ideal that  obliges the subject to submit  to one of the forms of jouissance 

distribution  in  order to take oneɠs own place in  the chain of the signifiers  as a sexed 

being.  
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In  this  way, the gift  of loving  skills  that  Dora offers to her father  in  the form  of 

her intimate  relations  with  Frau K. is not  so much a tool  of referring  to the question 

of femininity,  but it  is rather  meant to compensate for  what she registers as her 

fatherɠs inevitable  structural  lack. Whenever the hysteric  is confronted  with  the 

miserable shortage of the genital  position,  she is urged to desire a more attra ctive,  

enjoyable fate for  him : the one that  is available to herself as not-all  circumcised by 

the phallic  law.  

Therefore, it  is not  the female, but  the male condition  and his fate as the one 

who is doomed to be confined  by the rigid  frame of genitality  that is the crux of Doraɠs 

anxiety  and the target  of her therapeutic  efforts.  Her attempt  to modify  the 

imperative  desiring regime installed  by the paternal  metaphor reveals the vast and 

outrageous amplitude  of her project.  She wishes the man to be able to disrupt  the 

symbolic law of the signifier  and partake in  jouissance which  is not  commanded upon 

him.  Thereby, as Smulyanskiy points  out,  she does not  only  encroach upon male 

privileges no matter  how socially attractive  and historically  important  the outcome 

could be, but rather  infringes  on adjusting  the very category of male desire so that  it  

could reach beyond its  genital  limitations. 280  

This allows us to suggest that  the hystericɠs desire is essentially an inquir y into  

the imminent  necessity of desire as a function  that  shapes contemporary  subjectivity  

and the modes of its  functioning  inasmuch as it  is both  conditioned  and constrained 

by the signifier.  To ask about the options  for  desire modification  de facto equals 

asking about the foundations  of subjectivity,  which  immediately  relocates the 

significance of the hystericɠs desire to a more refined  level of reasoning than the one 

promoted  by the protesting  feminist  agenda. Thus, circling  around the perspective of 

the male genital  deficiency Doraɠs intention  reaches far beyond the question of 

gender discrimination  to the territory  of structure  functioning  per se, where the so-
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called ɢsexual identity ɣ loses its  immediate  relevance, yet still  maintains  its  inherent  

attachment  to sex.  

Smulyanskiy continues with  the following  step, suggesting, that  Doraɠs passion 

for  knowledge concerning the peripetia  of desire surpasses her interrogation  on the 

subject of femininity,  therefore,  her contribution  in  the birth  of psychoanalysis as a 

discipline  is far more piquant  than is commonly  believed. As was mentioned  above, 

Freud was the first  one to provide the hysteric  with  a platform  where her otherwise 

neglected messianic speech could have been heard. Returning  once again to the 

interpre tation  of Doraɠs dreams, Smulyanskiy suggests that  Dora was mainly  puzzled 

by an unexpected willingness  of a male doctor to listen  to the speeches which  were 

for  a long time  commonly  perceived as ridiculous  whining  of capricious girls.  Saying 

this,  Dora became increasingly  concerned about Freudɠs non-analytic  desire to solve 

the riddle  of her protesting  speech, which he did not  dare to articulate.   

Freud was not  altogether  oblivious  to Doraɠs widescale interest  but  he was not  

able to handle it  in  a more delicate manner, since he repressed his non-analytical  

desire and, by and large, the emergence of psychoanalysis could be viewed as an 

acting out  in  regard to this  initial  impulse.281 Smulyanskiy claims that  having not  

betrayed any of his analytic  principles,  Freud, nevertheless, used analysis in service 

of his own unanalyzed desire, namely, his quest for  the source of hystericɠs 

jouissance.282  

The founder  of psychoanalysis was astonished by the hystericɠs persistence in  

her attempt  to block the demand stemming  from the paternal  metaphor.  As we 

already said, the paternal  metaphor is a requirement  to provide a self-differentiation  

on a sexual basis, to form  oneɠs own way of desiring,  but  demonstrating  her desire to 

surpass the boundaries of genitality  the hysteric  defies this  demand at its  core. 
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Thereby, if  Freud did fail  in  something,  it  was caused by his blindness in  regard 

to Doraɠs meta-analyti cal desire to understand what Freud wanted apart from  

analysis. Responding to Freudɠs desire in  a proto -analytical  way Dora basically 

anticipated  analytic  enterprise as the one dealing with  the question of desire. Not  

only  did she succeed in  identifying  the presence of a non-analytical  element in  

Freudɠs initial  desire, but,  according to Smulyanskiy, she had her own alternative  

terminological  apparatus.283 This echoes Forresterɠs and Appignanesiɠs assumption 

that  Freud overlooked the way Dora managed to appropriate  his own medical 

discourse ɢwith  its  dry scientific  signifiers  for  the demonstration  of her erotic  

pleasure, thus psychoanalysis can easily become a warmhouse for  the eroticization  of 

language, for  getting  pleasure from  knowledge, as well  as an enclave protecting  from 

it.ɣ284  

 

8.2 Radical Feminism  vs. Transgenderism 

 

Along with  this , Smulyanskiy suggests that  the hystericɠs pursuit  of modifying  

male desire can be also be traced in  the feministsɠ attempts  to modify  the existing  

state of affairs. 285 The claim for  changing austere, violent  male manifestations  for  the 

sake of universal  humanization  and progress reveals the female desire to transform  

the male subject and his way of desiring. 286 It  is precisely the masculine position  as 

the one that  bears the testimony  of manɠs renouncing  a certain  part  of jouissance that  

makes the man more attractive  to both  sexes ɝ women as well  as men. In  other  words, 

the changes that  are sought by gender-based activists  should not  be viewed as an 
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attempt  to subvert the heteronormative  disciplinary  boundaries, but rather  as an 

indication  of an alternative  outcome that  is possible for  the male desire. This, in  turn , 

demonstrates a significant  dissymmetry  in  the question of sex difference registered 

by means of the psychoanalytic  optics. As Joan Copjec puts it:  ɢ[e]ach side of the table 

describes a different  impasse by means of which  this  question of the outside of 

language is raised, a different  manner of revealing the essential powerlessness of 

speech. But while  the phallic  function  produces on each side a failure,  it  does not  

produce a symmetry between the sides.ɣ287 Meaning that  both  sexes are produced by 

a certain  relation  to the fact of being divided by the signifier,  yet the outcomes of this  

operation  are not  symmetrical.   

Furthermore,  according to Smulyanskiy, a special interest  in  the organization  

of particularly  masculine desire is also registered in  the practices of transgenderism 

whose criticism  is presented by the proponents  of radical feminism. 288 Among other  

issues raised by radical feminism,  one of its  underlying  assumptions that  interests  us 

at this  point  is that  both  transmen and transwomen find  themselves supporting  

particularly  male desire. Following  the work of Janice G. Raymondɠs ɢThe Transsexual 

Empireɣ Sheila Jeffreys regards queer theoryɠs development as an aftermath  of the 

particularly  male fantasy of transgressing and violating  the femin ine. Feminine and 

masculine are conceptualized as separate and biologically  ordained casts, whose 

limits  cannot  be surmounted  by gender equality.  For radical feminist  critics  genderɠs 

ɢtransgressiveɣ flexibility  enrooted by queer theoryɠs advocates is an erroneous 

vector, since gender is not  a ɢmoveable feast,ɣ289 but  a hierarchy inscribed by the order 

of biological  constitution.  In  this  way ɢmasculinity  is the behavior of the male ruling  

class and femininity  is the behavior of the subordinate class of women.ɣ290 
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Jeffreys is particularly  concerned about a palpable dissymmetry  in  valorizing  

the masculine typical  not  only  for  the patriarchal  society, but,  most notably,  

registered across the transgender practices that  are the patriarchyɠs logical  heir.  She 

defines two types of transsexual men: those who love men and are basically 

homosexual and those who are sexually attracted  to the idea of themselves as 

women.291 From the positions  of radical feminism  male-to-female transition  in  an 

abusive practice precisely because men parody the stereotypical images of women for  

their  amusement: 

 

Men who promote  their  rights  to ɟgender identityɠ frequently  imagine 

womanhood from  an unimpeachably masculine position  [ɨ] The desire of men 

to transgender [ɨ] can be understood as an aspect of deeply conservative and 

hypermasculine behavior, rather  than demonstrating  any commonality  with  

women.292 

 

Meanwhile,  female-to-male transition  renounces femininity  for  the sake of 

reconstructing  masculinity,  thereby, Jeffreys insists that  in  transgenderism both  

male-born and female-born subjects support  a particularly  male fantasy. When 

referring  to the lesbian experience, Jeffreys demonstrates that  women find  it  difficult  

to think  of themselves as women since in  queer community  ɢonly  manhood has 

value,ɣ293 whereas female-born women ɢwished to enact a male role towards those 

they loved.ɣ294 

 
 
291 Jeffreys, Gender Hurts, 28-29. 
 
292 Jeffreys, 145. 
 
293 Jeffreys, 46. 
 
294 Jeffreys, 32. 
 



 130 

Gender critical  femini sts observe the way transgender fight  for  social justice is 

in  fact based on yet another subordination  of female bodies. For Heather Brunskell -

Evans claiming  that  transwomen should be equaled to female-born women ɢpromotes 

menɠs self-assumed authority  to insist  that  they are women, to speak on behalf of 

women, and to have a free pass into  every area of [womenɠs] life  [ɨ].ɣ295 Therefore, 

the abolishment  of gender difference,  as it  is promoted  by gender theory,  instead of 

violating  gender hierarchy only  ɢshores up the very patriarchal  foundations ; [ɨ] it  is 

the imposition  of masculine dominance in  a newly-minted  form.ɣ296 

Likewise, in  Jeffreysɠs view the valorization  of men best explains female-to-

male transition .297 In  the butch/femme  practices, the butch acquires access to her 

sexuality  by means of masculinity,  whereas the femme is supposed to be attracted  to 

her partner  in  this  way, supporting  butchɠs masculinity.  For Jeffreys female-to-male 

transition  takes ɢthe form  of emulating  masculinity.ɣ298 Smulyanskiyɠs observation 

correlates with  this:   

 

[ɨ] the results of gender transgression which  is practiced equally by the 

subjects of both  biological  sexes demonstrate a frequently  observed 

dissymmetry,  resulting  in  that  eventually  both  sides ɝ for  diffe rent  reasons 

though  ɝ are more susceptible to the sings of masculinity. 299 

 

Yet, Smulyanskiyɠs thesis that  female-born subjects are urged to share and to lighten  

ɢthe increasingly  burdensome legacy of the ongoing Western European dominance of 

 
295 Heather Brunskell -Evans, Transgender Body Politics (North Geelong: Spinifex, 2020), 39. 
 
296 Brunskell -Evans, Transgender Body Politics, 40. 
 
297 Jeffreys, Gender Hurts, 103. 
 
298 Jeffreys, 109. 
 
299 Smulyanskiy, Ischezajushchaya Teoriya [Vanishing Theory], trans. mine  EK, 121. 
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male genitality ɣ in  the form  of an offering 300 does not  rely on the idea that  this  is a 

result  of emancipation,  or some inexplicable  impulse shared by radical feminism.  His 

approach is rooted in  the structural  understanding  of the subjectivityɠs fundamentals  

shaped by the historically  conditioned  desire whose explanation  cannot be exhausted 

by the references to the alleged results of emancipation.  

Recently, there was an attempt  at a public  dispute between the representative 

of transgenderism ɝ Paul B. Preciado ɝ and the Lacanian psychoanalytic  

community .301 Preciado tried  to convict  the psychoanalysts in  the latent  compliance 

with  gender chauvinism,  basically, repeating the theses of the long-established 

tradition  mentioned  at the beginning  of Chapter 7. Whereas Jacques-Alain  Millerɠs 

answer to Preciado was hardly  more inventive :  apart  from florid  and sardonic 

insinuations , he did not  provide any meaningful  analysis of the sexual difference 

controversy. 302  Therefore, neither  of the opponents was able to present theoretically  

coherent arguments beyond the rhetoric  of accusation and sarcasm, hence this  failure  

to initiate  an actual debate is symptomatic  by itself.   In  order to understand the reason 

behind the failure  of this  debate, it  is necessary to take some additional  steps, thus, 

Smulyanskiy offers an absent answer in  the following  formulation.   

With  respect to the heteronormative  lack experienced by the genital  man, the 

desire of the subject of gender transition  could be formulated  as follows:  the 

transmale subject wishes to uncover the dimension  of the forbidden  enjoyment  to the 

male subject and alleviate  the burdensome fate by this  initiation,  whereas the 

transfemale subject wishes to help the man by acknowledging his dramatic  deficiency 

and enjoying  in  his place, instead of him.  Thereby, the question of gender transition  

does not  really  constitu te a problem because even supposing that  it  can be eventually  

 
300 Smulyanskiy, Queer Movement and Psychoanalysis. 
 
301 Paul B. Preciado, Can the Monster Speak? A Report to an Academy of Psychoanalysts, transl. Frank 
Wynne (London: Fitzcarraldo Editions, 2021).  
 
302 Jacques-Alain Miller, ɢDocile to Trans,ɣ Lacanian Review Online; 
https://www.lacan.com/pdfjam2021.pdf  
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endorsed as a fully  socially accepted practice, it  lacks original  structural  support.  In 

their  wish to undergo the transition  the subject in  question operates in  accordance 

with  their  initial  sexuation,  which  inevitably  confronts  the subject of any sexuation 

with  the puzzling  fact of bereft male genitality . 

In  this  sense, psychoanalytic  perspective which  is all  too often  accused of 

conservative dogmatism in  the questions of sexual difference, demonstrates that  

rather  than a sign of highly  anticipated  emancipation,  the practice of transition  in  

fact maintains  ɢan ongoing support  of the severe consequences of sexual difference 

which  provides one sex with  a property  developed to such an extent  that  it  perplexes 

the entire  humankind  both  intellectually  and politically. ɣ303 The tenacious interest  

invested in  male genitality  as a drastic lack in  the question of jouissance continues to 

effect the social field  in  the most unexpected places. 

Furthermore,  Jeffreys claims that  whereas the roots of transgenderism could 

be traced in  male homosexual community  and male cross-dressing practices, it  is 

practically  never registered among women. Yet, Smulyanskiy objects to this  pointing  

out  that  there exists a large stratum  of particularly  female practices such as female 

cross-dressing, fanfiction,  slash fiction,  which  is completely  disregarded not  only  by 

culturologists,  but surprisingly  by feminist  critics  as well.   

Reconstructing Michel  Foucaultɠs late work devoted to the pleasure practices 

(discussed in  Chapter 1), Smulyanskiy offers several alternatives,  one of them being 

to consider the gender question together  with  numerous backlashes that  emerged in  

this  field  by means of kinship  structure  analysis. When analyzed in  the frame of 

kinship  formation  procedures and the specific satisfaction  inherent  to these 

procedures in  Foucauldian terminology,  female homosexuality  as a form  of kinship  is 

ɢan aftermath  of an entire  cascade of practices whose relation  to the formation  of 

 
303 Smulyanskiy, Queer Movement and Psychoanalysis, transl. mine EK. 
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these units  is not  apparent at the first  sight.ɣ304 Remarkably, female kinship  can be 

sourced in  the reading practices that  emerged from  European Enlightenment . 

The epoch of the modern European novel demonstrated a reshaping of the 

typical  male protagonist  which  was initiated  by Rousseauɠs confessions about the 

baffling  character of sexuality.  Smulyanskiy notes that  this  shift  led to the emergence 

of the new male protagonists , whose particular  weakness that  was absent in  the 

traditional  male character deprived them of the typical ly masculine ɢgender 

façade.ɣ305 This transformation  enabled women to form  specific alliances with  each 

other  based on their  common interest  in  th is newly born male protagonist  whose 

unconventional  softness was both  unexpected and welcomed. Analyzing  an 

overwhelming  obsession with  reading that  emerged concurrently  with  grand hysteria, 

Smulyanskiy draws our attention  to the fact that  what we consider female desire in  

its  contemporary shape was born of womenɠs massive immersion  in  fiction.   

Thereby, Doraɠs fatherɠs intuition  was indeed on the right  track when he 

expressed his worries concerning Doraɠs excessive passion for  reading. Reading has a 

transformative  power in  terms of its  relation  to the function  of desire, which  is first  

observed and structurally  analyzed in  Smulyanskiyɠs second volume discussed above 

ɢMetafora Otcaɣ [ɢPaternal Metaphor ] (2019). In  Chapter 6 we introduced  the concept 

of sexuation as a differentiating  procedure based on the production  of specific 

knowledge. Sexuation procedure can no longer be regarded as something  explicitly  

related to the question of sex or genital  jouissance. As was demonstrated in  Chapter 

6, Smulyanskiy claims quite  the opposite, that  sex is not  a unique form  of desire 

realization  but  is merely one episode in  a more diversified  process of sexuation. At  its  

purest, sexuation by sex is one among other  forms of desire distribution,  whereas the 

sexual diff erence as such is the closest embodiment  of the fundamental  dissymmetry  

of desire. 

 
304 Smulyanskiy, Queer Movement and Psychoanalysis. 
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In  the meantime,  sexuation is dispatched under the surveillance of the paternal  

metaphor,  which  remains the sole anchoring point  for  any possible differentiation  

and change. It  assumes that  the paternal  metaphor confronts  the subject with  

dissymmetry  of desire which  proceeds further  in  sexuation even after  the closure of 

the so-called sexual development.  Thereby, Smulyanskiy insists that  sexuation 

procedure is not  complete and can be relaunched, so that  the subjectɠs fundamental  

question concerning desire can get back into  circulation.  This allows him  to conclude 

that  other  forms of sexuation can be logically  deduced from this  structural  

disposition , most importantly,  the forms unrelated  to the genital  order, as was already 

discussed in  Chapter 6. He introdu ces sexuation by reading and analytic  sexuation, 

hereby, attesting  to the Freudo-Lacanian desexualization of libido  which  marks desire 

as subordinated to language.  

Psychoanalysis announces sexuation as open-ended, and unaccomplished and, 

thus, demonstrates a possibility  for  a reintegration  of the paternal  metaphor on new 

grounds. Smulyanskiy insists,  that  this  principal  incompleteness of sexuation is 

among other  things  a fundamental  condition  of the psychoanalytical  enterprise itself : 

insofar as it  is rooted in  the principle  of the paternal  metaphor,  psychoanalysis 

conveys a restart  of sexuation. Analytic  situation,  being rooted and conditioned  by 

the existence of the analyst desire, provides a possibility  for  the further  unfolding  of 

sexuation in  a way that  it  opens a space for  the subject to question their  mode of 

desiring and to launch a new search. This is to say that  in  psychoanalysis the subject 

is given a chance to find  a new path for  their  desire, to revive the scene where desire 

originates  and to ask what else could be done in  this  respect.  

Furthermore,  he deduces that  reading is also one of the forms of sexuation 

which  is connected with  the genital  order only  metonymically.  Having no connection  

with  the second phase of sexuation by sex, reading remains a type of sexuation which  

is defined by its  reliability  on the paternal  metaphor and its  function  of joining  sex 

and desire. In  other  words, reading intervenes into  the desire of the subject and 

shapes her oscillation  between knowledge and jouissance in  such a manner that  it  
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reveals an alternative  for  genitality.  As was noted above, the book cannot be reduced 

to a source of encyclopedic knowledge, nor is it  a tool  for  communicating  any sort of 

information : rather , it  manifests a potential  to meet something  that  would coincide 

with  oneɠs object a in  a mode of repetition.  In  this  sense, the reader is someone who 

is in  permanent search for  those initial  signifiers  that  provoked infantile  jouissance, 

hereby he or she gains access to the text  on a non-genital  level of the drive. 

Acknowledging  an idiosyncratic,  completely  autonomous character of 

specifically  female literature  Smulyanskiy analysis reveals the way reading sexuation 

shapes the female desire. The latter  is directed towards an attempt  to provide her 

beloved male character with  an opportunity  to transcend the restrictions  of the 

genital  law and, in  this  way, to gain the access to the zone of prohibited  jouissance 

that  the man had to renounce in  order to occupy the position  of male sexuation per 

se. This brings us back to Dora and her vast project of reshaping male desire, along 

with  the secret of female desire that  underlies the discursive character of modernity , 

discussed above. 

 

8.3 Fanfiction  and Latent  Jouissance 

 

As was mentioned  above, it  is the grossly underestimated  literary  genre of 

fanfiction,  slash fiction  in  particular,  that  provides valuable coordinates to analyze 

female desire. 

So far, the fandom scholarship has been shaped within  the broader framework  

of literature -orientated  theories, culture , and media studies. In  general, it  is a 

perspective that  focuses on socio-cultural  conditions  of fanfic  literature,  which  

affords special attention  to such issues as resistance, namely, resistance to dominant  

authorship  strategies, to capitalism,  to heteronormativity  as its  underlying  

principle s.306  

 
306 See Henry Jenkins, Textual Poachers: Television Fans and Participatory Culture ( London and New 
York: Routledge, 1992);  ɟɟInfinite Diversity in Infinite Combinations: Genre and Authorship in Star 
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Written  almost exclusively by female fans,307 fanfiction  refers to what is 

sometimes called the folk  or amateur non-commercial  writings  that  engage 

established popular  narratives in  alternative  contexts. These stories can be found in  

pan-fandom Internet  archives ɝ fanfiction.net and Archive of Our Own. Slash fiction  is 

a subgenre of fanfiction  that  features popular  fictional  characters in  unexpected 

romantic  pairings, mainly  of a homosexual bent, such as Kirk  and Spock from the 

ɢStar Trekɣ series, Harry Potter  and Draco Malfoy  from  the ɢHarry Potterɣ chronicle s, 

or brothers Sam and Dean from the ɢSupernaturalɣ series. In  other  words, this  

subgenre refers to the stories of same-sex (male) erotic  relationships.   

Although  slash fiction  is not  an exclusive representative of fanfiction,  it  is an 

illustrative  subgenre both  in  terms of quantity  and in  the most urgent  questions 

raised: 49 percent of slash fiction  pairings  are male/male, whereas only  9 percent are 

female/female pairings. 308 Unexpectedly, male same-sex appearances are 

substantially  more explicit  considering that  the vast majority  of fanfiction  authors 

are women, thus it  is precisely this  baffling  ratio  of gender distribution  that  receives 

critical  response among those few who are interested  in  this  unappreciated litera ry 

tradition.  In  her article  Morgan Leigh Davies stresses the importance  of recognizing  

that  fanfiction  ɢis a space where women can explore their  sexuality  and their  sexual 

 
Trekɣ, Science Fiction Audiences: Watching Doctor Who and Star Trek (New York and London: 
Routledge, 1995), 175ɝ195; Camille Bacon-Smith Camille , Enterprising Women: Television Fandom 
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Pugh, The Democratic Genre: Fan Fiction in a Literary Context (Bridgend, Wales: Seren Books, 2005). 
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13.39% as male. 74.02% preferred she/her(s) pronouns, therefore about half and three -quarters of 
fans consider themselves to be female. See Jennifer Duggan, ɢWho writes Harry Potter fan fiction? 
Passionate Detachment, "Zooming Out," and Fan Fiction Paratexts on AO3ɣ, Transformative Works and 
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fantasy unhindered,  yet fanfiction  makes it  indisputable  that  this  could only  be 

achieved via writing  a fictionalized  form  of maleness.ɣ309  

In  her objection  against the glorification  of l'écriture feminine, Julia Kristeva 

mentions  female literature  where womenɠs desire for  affirmation  can be manifested. 

Even though  she remains skeptical of th is productionɠs ɢdubiousɣ character, she 

confirms  that  ɢthe symptom is there ɝ women are writing,  and the air is heavy with  

expectation:  What will  they write  what is new?ɣ310 While  for  Kristeva the problem with  

womenɠs writing  is exhausted by the need for  representation  which  is supposed ɢto 

make up for  the frustrations  imposed on women by the anterior  code,ɣ311 Smulyanskiy 

gives womenɠs writing  quite  a different  place in  the economy of desire and jouissance 

distribution.  Leaving aside the skirmishes between the advocates and opposers of 

l'écriture feminine, Smulyankiy finds its  place somewhere else. 

His approach attests to the fact also registered by fanfic  theorists  in  their  non-

psychoanalytic  research that  ɢslash is much more about women and female sexuality  

than it  is about men or male sexuality,  for  all  that  the characters on the page (or, well,  

screen) are male, and in  possession of biologically  male genitalia.ɣ312  

Joanna Russ argues that  regardless the first  impression,  male homosexuality  

practiced in  these stories is not  essential as such. What is being ɢcodedɣ into  these 

fantasies is not  a homosexual love affair  between two men, ɢbut love and sex as 

women want them, whether with  a man or with  another woman.ɣ313 In  other  words, it  

 
309 Morgan Leigh Davies, A Brief History of Slash, THE INTERNET, Sept. 19 (2013); https://the -
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Puritans, and Perverts (New York: The Crossing Press, 1985). 
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is the manifestation  of specifically  feminine  dream of ideal love. Claiming  that  

sexuality  in  slash fiction  is only  nominally  male, Russ emphasizes the specific 

superiority  of female sexual phantasm in  this  sort of fiction  and the way the feminine  

condition  in  itself  is sexualized. Ample evidence of this  can be found in  both the 

romantic  and the intimate  sex scenes. The relations  between the male protagonists  

are saturated with  stereotypical  femininity , they are full  of tenderness, lifelong  

commitment  and nurturance , as Russ puts it:  ɢwe have ingeniously,  tenaciously,  and 

very creatively  sexualized our female situation  and training,  and made out  of the 

restrictions  of the patriarchy  our own sexual cues.ɣ314  

Yet, Smulyanskiy deconstructs the female literary  phantasm further.  He claims 

that  fanfiction  reveals specifically  female interest  in  male protagonist  and her desire 

to grant  him  an access to the restricted  areas of jouissance in  the form  of the most 

obscene and the most luxurious  pleasure available to the man, namely, homosexual 

relations . Attracting  attention  to the unfortunate  position  of the genital  man, the 

hystericɠs effort  is to achieve the non-genital  form  of jouissance or what Smulyanskiy  

calls latent  jouissance, as was discussed in  Chapter 6. This echoes what Russ says that  

this  female phantasm betrays the feminine  desire to gain access to the sexual desire 

and love ɢthat is entirely  free of the cultureɠs whole discourse of gender and sex roles, 

and a situation  in  which  it  is safe to let  go and allow oneself to become emotionally  

and sexually vulnerable.ɣ315   

Pursuing Lacanian logic of differentiatio n between the phallic  jouissance and 

the one that  is not  altogether  circumcised by the primacy of the phallus, Smulyanskiy 

emphasizes that  female jouissance cannot be conceptualized as something  beyond the 

phallic  logic, since it  is rooted in  speech and in  this  way it  is no less discursive than 

the phallic  one.  
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Insomuch as he sustains Lacanian method of thinking  the subject in  terms of 

the logic of jouissance and its  distribution,  Smulyanskiy emphasizes that  latent  

jouissance is inherent  to modernity  as its  main operator.  Being initially  registered by 

Freud in  the hystericɠs conversion symptom, latent  jouissance exhausted the limits  of 

this  form  and de facto overflowed the entire  scene of contemporaneity.   

 It  could be held responsible for  what we register today as the excessive and 

insistent  involvement  of the subjects in  the wide range of political  projects of 

progressivist or generally humanitarian  character. Two concurrent  movements ɝ 

massive preoccupation  with  reading and the emergence of latency as a stage 

associated with  the abandonment of the infantile  instruments  of jouissance thereby 

shifting  to textual  products as the source of subjectɠs phantasm316 mark contemporary  

subjectivity  as the one interested  in  the alternative  options  for  non-genital  desire 

realization.   

 

The latent desire has been embodied socially as the result of the shift from the 

master discourse to the university discourse and its  main target is not securing 

male privileges for the female subject, but rather securing the right for the 

realization of latency and jouissance inherent to it. 317 

 

Grounding his work in Lacanɠs understanding of the hysteric subject who, as Jacques-

Alain Miller puts it, ɢinvented psychoanalysis being unsatisfied with jouissance and 

fascinated by their passion to the desire of the Other,ɣ318 Smulyanskiyɠs 

conceptualization of the hystericɠs desire reveals a specific satisfaction of the female 

subject ɢthat has nothing to do either with comfort or with progress. As long as there 
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is nothing significant that could be said about this satisfaction so far, it is only for the 

reason that it defines the situation where we find ourselves in the ɢanticipatory 

manner.ɣ319 Whereas the tradition of psychoanalytic thinking about hysteria after 

Lacan stressed the hystericɠs immanent interest in the question of femininity and 

sexual difference, Smulyanskiy demonstrates its political weight precisely at the point 

where the political argument and the symptom  merge in the desire of the hysteric. 

Every project guided by the intention to broad en up the horizon of the good so that it 

becomes available to everyone is affected by the intervention of another desire 

contoured above. Female desire is built in the situation where it produces indelible 

effects, yet it remains incapable of giving an account of itself.   

Considered in this way, female desire eventually gains the status that has been 

long pursued by the advocates of feminist agenda except for the fact that  there is no 

longer a need to struggle for it. Likewise, the original reading of Doraɠs case against 

the reformulation of the desire of the analyst , brings out the hystericɠs desire to the 

level of discursive significance left unnoticed so far. In this chapter I suggested that 

these theoretical innovations allow us to detect the effects of the hystericized desire 

already present as the active operator of contemporaneity . Being ɢthe forceful 

geopolitical powerɣ320 the hystericized desire does not cease to reshape the entire 

social-political scene. 
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Conclusion  

 

The final  part  of this  dissertation  sums up the conclusions made in  previous 

chapters along the two major trajectories:  firstly,  what sort of inconsistencies are 

registered today in  the genderqueer paradigm, secondly, what was suggested as an 

alternative  solution  to avoid some of these difficulties.   

In this  thesis, I was primarily  concerned with  the acclaimed contemporary  

theories which  purport  to abandon the territory  of intention -driven,  totalizing  

political  agency by offering  instead a presumably decentralized, subjectless agency 

capable of thwarting  the existing  heteronormative  regime. Inspired  by Judith Butlerɠs 

work, the objective of genderqueer movement was to expand the boundaries of social, 

economic,  and sexual freedom so that  the subjects, whose vulnerable identity  

compelled them to precarious life,  could be recognized as subjects with  even 

opportunities  both  socially and juridically.   

In the meantime,  genderqueer theory  is anchored in  the conception  of 

sexuality  and sexually motivated  desire that  is considered a constitutive  feature of 

subjectivity.  Therefore, this agendaɠs principal  message is to enable equal rights  for  

the expression and performance of oneɠs preferred sexual desires by means of 

increasing general tolerance in  society. However, it  was already Foucault who was 

openly skeptical of this  solution  and called for  new steps not  in  the direction  of 

liberation,  but  in  the direction  of creation. 321   

The original  method of performative  subversion conceptualized by Butler  is 

represented by two models ɝ the Imaginary  and the Symbolic one. Whereas the 

former  implies  the imitative  transformation  of the image of the subject concerned 

with  the reinscription  of particular  signs in  a new manner, as it  is presented in  drag 

 
321 ɢThis process [of liberation]  was very good, both in terms of the situation and in terms of opinions, 
but the situation has not definitely stabilized. Still, I think we have to go a step further. I think that 
one of the factors of this stabilization will be the creatio n of new forms of life, relationships, 
friendships in society, art, culture, and so on through our sexual, ethical, and political choices. Not 
only do we have to defend ourselves, not only affirm ourselves, as an identity but as a creative force.ɣ 
ɝ Michel  Foucault, ɢSex, Power, and the Politics of Identity ɣ, 166.  
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performances; the latter  could be maintained  by the reappropriation  of a different  

symbolic identity  based on the transformation  of the identifying  signifier.   

The research presented in  this  thesis demonstrates that  no matter  how 

promising  this  perspective may appear, the outcome of gender emancipation  is rather  

questionable. Instead of the announced expansion of tolerance which  was supposed 

to bring  to an end the everlasting injustices  that torture  the subject, the result  is the 

growing polarization  of society and the routine  rearrangement of terms. The subjectɠs 

position  reveals its  proliferating  splitting  even in  the most basic propositions.  

Consider how today the issue of inclusiveness confronts  the subject with  a 

paradoxical choice that  does not  find  any logical  resolution:  on the one hand, the 

minority  subject has to be recognized as someone different  but  legitimate,  in  other  

words, the law has to be sustained in  order to legitimize  the minority.  On the other  

hand, the very same subject demands to cancel the law as such in  favor of universal  

emancipation.   

Furthermore,  both  the masquerade performance and the symbolic 

resignification  succeeded in  increasing the awareness of the problem of gender: the 

additional  representati on was, indeed, necessary and we can definitely  confirm  

observable results in  the way Western society became more condescending in  terms 

of sexuality.  However, the very understanding  of the sexual and what it  actually  

means to be a sexual being remained intact  to a degree that  today we are almost 

discouraged to revive this  issue in  all  its  complexity.  Besides, this  condescension is 

fraught  with  unexpected turn -ups: once it  is forced as a new ethical  response it  results 

in  the proliferation  of hostility  even among those parts of the society whose position  

concerning the problem of gender fluidity  was initially  positive  or neutral.  

Accompanied by the growing pressure from  the genderqueer agenda, the 

misunderstanding  of the underlying  mechanisms is manifested in  the abhorrence on 

both  sides taking  the form  of cancel-culture  and sky-rocketing  conservatism. 

On the one hand, there is no doubt that  the question of sexual difference  

remains the cardinal  question for  the contemporary  subject, but,  on the other  hand, 
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the theoretical  attention  this  question receives is being constantly  dislocated in  

relation  to itself,  causing either  general bewilderment  or indignation . In  Chapters 7 

and 8 of this  thesis, an assumption was made that  a proper understanding  of both  

gender and sexual difference requires a logical  turn  away from the critical  

denunciation  of oppression and declarative tone of demands for  equal rights  to a more 

observant analysis of the situation  where the issues in  question have already 

conditioned  the scene where they have been brought  up in .  

When Butler  and her numerous followers  rely on Foucault, their  initial  

intention  is to disclose the subversive mechanisms inherent  to power. This strategy 

offers a provocative instrument  without  resorting  to the obsolete methods of 

resistance thus avoiding accusations of reactionism . However, it  becomes evident  

that  today the entire  emancipating  ideology relies on quite  a specific understanding  

of power as an embodiment  of some evil  will  that  has to be invoked to self-purification  

by constant  exposure of its  misdeeds. In  effect, Foucaultɠs effort  to think  about power 

as disjointed  and fluid  was discarded, and the question was back on the old track of 

conventional  definition s. At  the same time,  the very inability  to think  of power in  a 

different  way is in  itself  symptomatic . 

Alexander Smulyanskiy demonstrates how the progressivist strategy of 

minority  depathologization  and resistance to heteronormative  oppression deprives 

the subject of the existing  tools for  destabilizing  the system.322 As long as the system 

was presented as anonymous and mechanistic,  the subject indulged  in  obsessive 

competition  with  it,  so the character of this  struggle implied  some sort of gambling 

relief.  Instead, the current  situation  confronts  the subject with  the figure  of the Other 

who, being vested with  power, is willing  to lend an ear to the minoritiesɠ complaints  

and, eventually,  to express some goodwill.  Thus, the progressivist  appeal ɢbears the 

imprint  of the call for  common sense, for  the Otherɠs already present enlightenment ,ɣ 

 
322 Smulyanskiy, Ischezajushchaya Teoriya [Vanishing Theory], 44. 
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this  hystericizes the resistin g subject and makes him  even more inconvenient  and 

implicitly  stigmatized  than before.323  

Furthermore , we offered the analysis of contemporaneity  from  a different  

angle, namely, as the discursive curvature of knowledge. Chapter 6 concentrates on 

the way the very speech mode inherent  to modernity  levies specific requirements  

which  shape the impending  character of any statement.  This is conditioned  by the 

role of knowledge in  the modern era: as soon as knowledge started to fulfill  the role 

of a lifesaver which  is equally spread among the subjects, it  sustained the subjective 

split  and precluded the possibility  of any transgression. 

The regression of the status of knowledge to the level of shepherding the 

subjects toward the idea of universal good has not  spared the Lacanian legacy either.  

Its potential  was abated so effectively  as to impel  us to include  several examples that  

we consider the most illustrative  in  this  respect. Therefore, in  Chapters 3 and 5 we 

demonstrated how Lacanian theory , having been disengaged from its structural  roots, 

was employed to serve dubious and self-conflicting  ends.  

To define the vector needed to surmount  these difficulties  we introduced  an 

outline  of the work of the Russian thinker  Alexander Smulyanskiy.  Smulyanskiyɠs 

contribution  presented in  this  thesis could be recapitulated  as follows:  first,  his aim 

is the expansion of theoretical  tasks to the exploration  of the consequences of 

jouissance transformation.  Second, he pays considerable attention  to the condition  of 

Lacanian theory  as such which demonstrates a decrease of theoretical  tension  along 

with  the lack of new theoretical  findings  because its  study is mostly  replaced by the 

replenishment  of the interpretative  archive. Third,  he demonstrates the concurrence 

of the genderqueer agendaɠs research object with  another  desire that  motivates  their  

research. Thereby, the inconsistencies discussed above are conditioned  by the logical  

disruption  that  emerges due to the inevitable  anticipatory  character of the desireɠs 

function.   

 
323 Smulyanskiy, Ischezajushchaya Teoriya [Vanishing Theory],  45-46. 
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Chapter 6 outlines  how the unreliable  adoption  of speech act theory  becomes 

the source of genderqueer confusion . Since speech act theory  did not  manage to 

resolve its  most vulnerable point,  namely, the ambiguous dimension  of 

intentionality,  its  immediate  heir  ɝ genderqueer social activism ɝ could not  sustain 

the announced level of subversion. In  effect,  this initiati ve literarily  turned  into  an 

ongoing struggle of shaping reality  in  accordance with  their  conceptions, resulting  in  

todayɠs public  scene pervasion by the demands for  immediate  changes. Thus, not  only  

the subjectless agency failed  to emerge, but  social activist s became even more firmly  

established in  their  misleading belief  that  a physical action  or a performative  

declaration  is enough to inflict  a total  transformation  of the social field.  

In  order to solve this  impasse, we demonstrated that  the Lacanian concept of 

enunciation  elaborated by Smulyanskiy enables to disengage from the accusations of 

voluntarism  often  addressed to Butlerɠs idea of performativity . Enunciation  emerged 

as an effect of the Cartesian splitting  in  the form  of a non-removable apparatus that  

dictates a specific tone of any speech in  the discourse and whose presence is, firstly,  

strictly  historical,  and, secondly, responsible for  the paradoxical effects we register 

across the public  field.  Without  resorting  to the conflictual  debate about 

intentionality , Smulyanskiy returns  to the psychoanalytic  denouncement of 

straightforward  causality and contours the scene of contemporaneity  as a topological  

figure.  It  emerges as a result  of the double redoubling  which  does not  imply  the 

existence of an exit  point  due to its torsion  into  itself.  In  other  words, the very 

circumstances of desire existence and realization  are the objects of desire324 which 

structurally  obstructs any straightforward  reformative  intention.  

Another  important  contribution  is the concept of latent  jouissance that  

underlies and conditions  the enunciation  regime. In  Chapter 6 we demonstrated that  

the turn  from  the masterɠs discourse to the discourse of the university  was 

accompanied by the release of the non-genital  form  of jouissance. The latter  is strictly  

discursive and, being mediated by the Enlightenment  reading practices, it  permeates 

 
324 Smulyanskiy, Metafora Otca [Paternal Metaphor], 187. 
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the entire  modernity.  In  this  way, we introduce d Smulyanskiyɠs interpretation  of 

latent  jouissance as the one directed towards discarding the paternal  metaphorɠs 

imperative  demand for  subjectivation  on a sexuated basis. In  effect, modernity  can be 

delineated as the period whose relations  with  jouissance are paradoxically 

determinant:  on the one hand, the uniform  jouissance imprints  the fate of the subject 

and anticipates  their  maneuvers, yet, on the other  hand, the discursive split  precludes 

the assessment of this  situation.   

Finally,  what is continuously  disowned in  the genderqueer understanding  of 

sexuality  is paradoxically  sexuality  as such. The declarations of newly obtained 

identities  whose existence is fully  justified  by some specific object of interest  are 

literally  an empty form.  The identity  thus claimed refers to nothing  more than the 

right  to be legiti mized and does not  say anything  about the desire which  motivates  it,  

in  this  way limiting  genderqueer framework  to the regime of declaration.  Therefore, 

in  order to surmount  the limitations  of ɢidentityɣ thinking,  Smulyanskiy resorts to 

Foucaultɠs late work whose synopsis is presented in  Chapter 1. According to 

Smulyanskiy, the concept of identity  fails to adequately convey the social request 

because its  main objective is not  to explain  or to subvert the existing  situation , but  

ɢto conceal, to disavow the actually  happening production  of pleasure, which  leads to 

the creation  of movements whose specificities  and results do not  coincide with  the 

logic of movements in  postmarxist  sense.ɣ325  

The notion  of identity  along with  social activism that  follows  from it  excludes 

the dimension  of pleasure which  explains its  inherent  ineptitude  in  solving the 

problems it  initially  raised. Moreover, its  weakest point,  according to Smulyanskiy, is 

precisely a specific ignorance or blindness to the practices that  are already taking  

place. There are sorts of actual becomings that  do not  cease happening and whose 

analysis is indispensable for  the understanding  of the subject.326 One of the practices 

 
325 Smulyanskiy, Ischezajushchaya Teoriya [Vanishing Theory], trans. mine  EK, 58. 
 
326 Smulyanskiy, 60-61. 
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based on the production  of pleasure relations  is the female community  shaped around 

specific reading practices. 

The last chapters of the thesis present an overview of the way both 

conventional  feminist  criticism  and established psychoanalytic  interpretations  of the 

hystericɠs desire regardless of their  undoubtedly  beneficial  analyses left  several 

lacunas which  could be addressed from a new angle. Since the hystericɠs desire is 

preoccupied with  sexual difference par excellence, its  further  analysis cannot be 

suspended at the level of its  protesting  or revolutionary  potential.  Rather, Lacanɠs 

discovery of the hystericɠs desire as the one interested  in  the constitutive  male lack is 

radicalized by Smulyanskiy allowing  him  to demonstrate that  the desire of gender-

orientated  discussion characteristic  of the twentieth  and twenty -first  centuries 

occupies the hystericized  position  whose aim is to expand the boundaries of genitality  

and to transform  manɠs inevitable  deficiency. 

I offered a summary of the hitherto  unknown  conceptual extensions elaborated 

by Smulyanskiy which are logically  drawn from the original  Lacanian propositions,  

such as enunciation,  public  speech, latent  jouissance, and sexuation by reading. This 

does not  only  provide us with  the tools for  detecting  and formalizing  the phenomena 

that  escaped serious theoretical  attention  so far, for  example, fanfiction  literature  but  

allows us to think  about contemporaneity  and the historical  role of the hystericɠs 

desire from  a different  angle.  

Furthermore,  the theory  of sexuation offered by Smulyanskiy manages to 

discontinue  the recurrent  debate between social constructi onism and essentialism by 

relocating  the idea of the sexuated being to a structurally  higher context.  He claims 

that  in  contrast  to the question of sexual identity , the idea of sexuation is, first  and 

foremost,  the question of the functioning  of jouissance and knowledge. Thereby, it  is 

not  the problem of the inequality  of sexes, but the problem of the desireɠs 

fundamental  asymmetry that  is reflected in  the gender-motivated  debates.  

 Smulyanskiy reformulates  Lacanian theory  of sexuation and deduces that  

sexuation could be defined as the result  of the differentiating  thinking  procedure, 
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whereas its  manifestation  at the level of anatomical  difference is only  the most 

convenient  way for  the subject to articulate  the foundational  logical  operation  of 

presence and absence. Unlike  gender with  a number of unresolved tensions 

accompanying it,  the concept of sexuation refers to the relaunchable differentiating  

procedure which  is principally  heterogeneous to sex but is considering it . The 

introduction  of the other  forms of sexuation ɝ such as the sexuation of reading or 

analytic  sexuation ɝ opens new options  for  elucidating  the subjectɠs desire strategies, 

thereby, expanding our understanding  of the subjectɠs structure . 
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ABSTRACT 
 

This thesis argues that todayɠs presumably heterogeneous environment 

reveals a specific homogeneity of thought whose source and effects remain opaque 

for the contemporary subject. The realized prospect of universal emancipation 

reflected in the achievements of genderqueer agenda is accompanied by the increase 

of both individual and political confusion which requires additional consideration, 

whereas the theoretical means available within this framework reveal a delay 

preventing it from answering the initially st ated questions. 

The main support for this research is Lacanian psychoanalysis which is a 

discipline in possession of sufficient tools for the accurate analysis of the situation 

where the contemporary subject finds itself. However, albeit  the adaptations of  

Lacanian conceptual apparatus are traced within the entire field of critical thinking , 

they are quite frequently ill - fitted. Therefore, there is a need to problematize the very 

strategies of modern thinking procedures by focusing on the discursive conditi ons of 

the scene where they emerged. 

In order to propose a more accurate insight into the roots of  the troubled 

modern subjectivity, this thesis presents a new reading of certain psychoanalytic 

conceptions elaborated by the Russian researcher Alexander Smulyanskiy. In addition 

to analyzing the structural conditions of the impasses in the current understanding 

of sex, he offers hitherto unknown conceptual extensions that  could be logically 

deduced from the original Lacanian p ropositions . In this way, by challenging the 

conventional theoretical optics this thesis indicates the trajectory of surmounting the 

stagnation of critical theory , including the genderqueer one.  

 

Key words: discourses, female desire, feminism, French theory, gender theory, 

genderqueer, hysteria, hystericɠs desire, jouissance, Lacanɠs theory of sexuation, 

pleasure practices, psychoanalysis, queer, sexuality, sexual difference, 

structuralism.
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ABSTRAKT 
 

Tato práce tvrdí, Ţe dneōní zdánlivė heterogenní prostŅedí odhaluje specifickou 

homogenitu a rigiditu myōlení, jejichŢ zdroj a úċinky zŗstávají pro souċasného 

subjekta neprŗhledné. Úspėōný vývoj genderqueer agendy, která je souċástí 

perspektivy  univerzální emancipace, je zároveĹ doprovázen nárŗstem osobního a 

politického zmatkŗ, pŅiċemŢ teoretické prostŅedky dostupné v genderqueer rámci 

odhalují specifické zpoŢdėní, znemoŢĹující zodpovėzení na pŗvodnė prohláōené 

otázky. 

Hlavním teoretickým nástrojem této práce je Lacanovská psychoanalýza, 

protoŢe jako jedna z mála disciplín disponuje dostateċnými nástroji pro analýzu 

situace, v níŢ se souċasný subjekt nachází. Nicménė, je nutné podotknout, Ţe 

rozōíŅena adaptace lacanovského pojmového aparátu napŅíċ celým korpusem 

kritického myōlení je ċasto ōpatnė uzpŗsobená. Proto je nutné, za prvé, 

problematizovat samotné strategie moderních myōlenkových postupŗ se zamėŅením 

na zákonité nesrovnalosti, které mimo jiné vedou k  rozporným sociálním výsledkŗm. 

A za druhé, nabídnout alternativní pŅístup k teorii, vċetnė nových teoretických Ņeōení. 

S cílem navrhnout jiný rámec pro pochopení problematické moderní 

subjektivity tato práce pŅedstavuje dosud nepŅedstavený výklad nėkterých 

psychoanalytických koncepcí, rozpracovaných ruským badatelem Alexandrem 

Smuljanským. Kromė analýzy strukturních podmínek souċasného chápání otázky 

pohlaví, Smuljanskij  nabízí dosud neznámá konceptuální rozōíŅení, která jsou logicky 

odvoditeln a z pŗvodních lacanovských propozic. Tímto zpŗsobem táto práce 

naznaċuje trajektorii pŅekonání stagnace kritické teorie, vċetnė té genderqueer.  

 

Klíċová slova: diskurz, genderová studia, genderqueer studia, feminismus, 

francouzská teorie, hysterie, jouissance, Ţenská touha, Lacanová  teorie sexuality, 

pohlaví, psychoanalýza, strukturalismus.  


