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4 December 2022 
 
To the Dissertation Defense Committee of Jevgeniya Konoreva  
Arts Faculty 
Charles University 
 

Supervisor’s Report on a Doctoral Thesis Authored by 
Ms. Jevgeniya Konoreva, MA entitled 

 
“The Lacanian Concept of Sexuation as an  
Alternative to the Genderqueer Paradigm” 

 
Ms. Jevgeniya Konoreva’s thesis contains several units of composition, including but 

not limited to the following (due to even further break down units in the principal eight 
chapters): “Rationale”, “Summary and Findings”, “Introduction”, “Thesis Structure”, 
“Chapter 1: Gender Theory”, “Chapter 2: Alexander Smulyanskiy and Psychoanalysis in 
Russia”, “Chapter 3: Academic Adaptations of Lacan”, “Chapter 4: French Theory in the 
USA”, “Chapter 5: Knowledge in the Discourse of the University”, “Chapter 6: Speech Act vs 
Enunciation”, “Chapter 7: Psychoanalysis and Feminism – The Hysteric’s Desire”, “Chapter 
8: The Hysteric’s Desire and the Deficient Genitality”, “Conclusion”, “Works Consulted” 
“Primary”, “Secondary; “Abstract” and “Abstrakt”. This comes out in total to xx + 163 pp., or 
some 48, 813 words.  

 
As for the prose style, in spite of requesting Ms. Konoreva across scores of 

communications over a considerable period of time to proofread her thesis text vigilantly to 
remove all spelling and stylistic errors, multiple remain. These errors disfigure her prose. For 
example, “unconditionality” should be “unconditionally” (6); “prevents from” should be 
“prevents one from” (7); “allows to define” shd be “allows one to define” (8); “W.W. 
Norton&Company” shd be “W.W. Norton & Company” (footnote 6, p. 8); “the reading 
sexuation” shd be “the reading of sexuation” (11); from a quote the candidate writes “‘arrived 
in effort’” seems it shd be “‘arrived in an effort’” (12); “Chantalle” shd be “Chantal Mouffe” 
(13); “Basing on the work” shd be “Basing itself/herself on the work” (15); “of entire 
Foucauldian enterprise” shd be “of the entire Foucauldian enterprise” (16); “S&M ghetto in” 
shd be “S&M ghettos in” (24); “struggle up disregarding” shd be “struggle up to 
disregarding” (26); “Feminist conference” shd be “A feminist conference” (30); “in Brno 
among” shd be “in Brno includes among” (30); “topics hosts a paper” shd be “topics a paper 
on” (30); “Russian intelligentsia” shd be “the Russian intelligentsia” (31); “not a depth” shd 
be “not in depth” (31); “repressive totalitarian apparatus” shd be “a repressive totalitarian 
apparatus” (32); “form of different” shd be “form of a different” (32); “Lacan the Russian” 
shd be “Lacan, the Russian” (34); “which would be discussed Chapter 4” shd be “which will 
be discussed in Chapter 4” (35); “of Freudian apparatus” shd be “of the Freudian apparatus” 
(35); “many Lacan’s followers” shd be “many of Lacan’s followers” (38); “and few other 
thinkers” shd be “and a few other thinkers” (38); “Lacanian legacy” shd be “the Lacanian 
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legacy” (38); “at beast to doubt” shd be “at least to doubt” (40); “the analysant” shd be “the 
analysand” (41); “he indues democracy” shd be “he imbues democracy” (41); “but they 
sustain” shd be “but they persist” (42); “indeterminationsand” shd be “indeterminations and” 
(43); “cannot neither” shd be “can neither” (44); “driven the master signifier” shd be “driven 
by the master signifier” (45); in reference to Freud’s Civilization and Its Discontents 
“articles” shd be “texts” (47) and also the candidate’s use of double quotation marks around 
this title shd be instead placed in italics without the quotation marks; “demonstrating 
subject’s” shd be “demonstrating the subject’s” (48); “regardless the seeming discordance” 
shd be “regardless of the seeming discordance” (52). 

 
To continue my inventory of errors: “isoble” (53) is perhaps meant to be “isolatable”?; 

“of public field” shd be “of the public field” (53); “loss of political dimension” shd be “loss of 
a political dimension” (56); “of emancipatory program” shd be “of an emancipatory program” 
(57); “Smulyankiy” shd be “Smulyanskiy” (60); “this interventions” shd be “this 
intervention” (62); “social filed” shd be “social field” (71); “regardless the proclaimed” shd 
be “regardless of the proclaimed” (72); “vel” in a Lacan quote must be rechecked perhaps it 
shd be “veil” (80); “mesconnaissance” shd be “méconnaissance” (81); “allows to discard” shd 
be “allows one to discard” (91); “regime od synchrony” shd be “regime of synchrony” (91); 
“disexualized” shd be “desexualized” (96); “This contradictions” shd be “This contradiction” 
(97); “would still remains homologous” shd be “would still remain homologous” (107); “out 
the initial” shd be “out of the initial” (108); “demonstrates certain unity” shd be 
“demonstrates a certain unity” (112); “praising hysteric’s” shd be “praising the hysteric’s” 
(113); missing word in a quote? “to family” shd be “to a family” (114); “express certain 
skepticism” shd be “express a certain skepticism” (115); on p. 124 we read of “famous 
Lacan’s formula” first it shd be “Lacan’s famous formula” and then you should mention for 
clarity the formula; from a quote on p. 130 “sings of masculinity” shd be “signs of 
masculinity”; “What will they write what is new” from a quoted text should it seems be 
“What will they write that is new” (137); “regardless the first impression” shd be “regardless 
of the first impression” (137); “of specifically feminine dream” shd be “of a specifically 
feminine dream” (138); “reveals specifically female interest” shd be “reveals a specifically 
female interest” (138); “male protagonist” shd be “male protagonists” (138); “enables to 
disengage” shd be “enables one to disengage” (145); and “in postmarxist sense” shd be “in a 
postmarxist sense” (146). On page 156 in your Primary Works Consulted section the 
candidate mentions a book by Alexander Smulyanskiy, Queer Movement and Psychoanalysis: 
What Could be Said about Gender Transivity by Lacanian Clinician Today? but does not note 
more details than, “In print.” These are needed including the name of the translator. In 
addition, the first section of some 20 pp. should use Roman numerals before the thesis proper 
begins (with the second copy of the title page). Should the committee accept this thesis for the 
doctoral degree, I request that within fourteen days of the defense, the candidate compose an 
errata text noting these above-indicated errors where they prove upon closer consideration by 
the candidate to be in truth mistakes. The vast majority of them surely are. 
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As for the content of this thesis, as Ms. Konoreva explains in her “Rationale”, “the 
theoretical effort of genderqueer agenda does not display an interest in the further analysis of 
the problem of sexuality as such” (3), and “this thesis focuses on the theoretical 
inconsistencies inherent to the genderqueer paradigm which prevents its proponents from 
constructing a more coherent and attractive site for practicing the sexual” (3). Her “Summary 
and Findings” also elucidates her own avowed object of focus: 
 

The objective of this thesis is to demonstrate that the question of sexual difference has 
a much broader scale than it is presumed by genderqueer theory. The subject’s vital 
interest in the asymmetry inherent to subjectivity, which is metonymically manifested 
in the attention to the sexual, shapes the very scene where this questioning emerges in 
an anticipatory manner. Genderqueer’s trajectory is thus curved in a way that obstructs 
a satisfactory explanation of the problem in question. 

Therefore, there is a need to offer different theoretical optics for thinking about 
the sexual. (4) 

 
Methodologically, “this thesis is based on the theoretical apparatus of the Russian thinker and 
psychoanalyst Alexander Smulyanskiy” (4). Even as I cite these remarks I also take the liberty 
to adduce this statement to underscore the stakes of the general field of this dissertation, 
namely, as Slavoj Žižek (1949–) writes In Defence of Lost Causes, “It is only psychoanalysis 
that can disclose the full contours of the shattering impact of modernity (in its two aspects: the 
hegemony of scientific discourse and capitalism) on the way our identity is performatively 
grounded in symbolic identifications, on the manner in which the symbolic order is counted 
on to provide the horizon that allows us to locate every experience in a meaningful totality” 
(London: Verso, 2008, 33). Here “symbolic identifications” especially inform Ms. 
Konoreva’s comparative cultural research that contains work to be commended. 
 

First question: As for page 7 paragraph 2, could Ms. Konoreva better explain this 
following statement with respect to the category of “critical thinking” in a way that might 
emancipate more genuine critical thinking; or, is for the candidate critical thinking even 
possible to mobilize? 
 

Primarily, this researcher [AS] 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±—a fate that befalls any undertaking within the humanities. The 
analysis should be directed to the linguistic situation registered since Descartes’s 
famous formula cogito ergo sum. In other words, it is the subject’s 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 inquiry. What is generally 
criticized in philosophy as the metaphysical vestiges of modernity whose elimination 
requests the lion’s share of intellectual efforts is defined by Smulyanskiy as the era of 
modern publicity. (7) 
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Interestingly, we read, “it is the “problematization” 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” (19). Second 
question: What does the candidate think Michel Foucault (1926–84) would say today about 
the stakes involved with the Genderqueer paradigm? To be sure, the candidate writes notably 
of “the pivotal “neoliberal” values of family, individual entrepreneurship, or responsible 
parenthood” (29). Moreover, a rich footnote 60 refers to Smulyanskiy’s recent book that the 
candidate translates as Vanishing Theory. A Book About the Key Figures of Continental 
Philosophy: Foucault, Derrida, Lacan, Žižek (and here the candidate should indicate if this is 
her own translation by writing “transl.” as well). She also writes in the footnote that the 
aforementioned title “provides a thorough and unorthodox account of the fate of structuralism 
in the second half of the XX century” (footnote 60, p . 35).  

 
Third question: I ask the candidate about the sometimes timid and depoliticizing 

appropriation of so-called French or Continental theory by North American scholars that 
arguably reveals itself as a symptom of a disavowed complicity with the North American 
cultural-political religion of big capital; for the foregoing teacher-scholars often refuse to 
submit themselves to self-critique regarding their own economic system insofar as, e.g., they 
often do not have a proclivity to adopt the political propensities or affiliations of their French 
and Continental thinkers; Ms. Konoreva merely gestures toward this on page 51; therefore, 
what does the candidate say to this matter? Fourth question with a tripartite structure: (4.1) To 
what degree is the anti-Marxianism expressed on pp. 57–58 really anti-Marxianism, and (4.2) 
to what extent are better materialist analyses of culture still to be built upon that may offer the 
Marxian problematic (as against reductive Marxianism per se) a more appropriate 
philosophical, psychoanalytic, and theoretical elaboration? Put otherwise, (4.3) how does the 
candidate explain her reluctance to engage and to meditate on in a more probing way the late 
capitalist system and frame as part of the whole of her inquiries? Also interesting is Ms. 
Konoreva’s mention of Žižek’s views on the label of poststructuralism as an invention of the 
US American academic gaze. Therefore, in my last and fifth question, what is the candidate’s 
view of “poststructuralism” as an exemplary form of cultural big business and cultural big 
power? 

 
As supervisor, I hereby recommend to the board that this doctoral thesis be admitted to 

the next stage of the defense process. Also, with the proviso that Ms. Konoreva produces an 
errata text within fourteen days following the defense, I recommend a pre-defense mark for 
the dissertation of “Pass”.  
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
 
Erik S. Roraback 
Director, USA Literature and Cultural Studies  
Docent, English and American Literature, Charles University  
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Doctor of Philosophy, University of Oxford  
Bachelor of Arts, Pomona College 
www.erikroraback.com                                  
http://ualk.ff.cuni.cz/staff/erik-sherman-roraback 
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