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THE ECLIPTIC OF SEX




Nothing is less certain today than sex, behind the libgraty ,
of its discourse. And nothing today is less certain than desize, ﬁ;«f‘--f’
behind the proliferation of its images. S ) -

In matters of sex, the proliferation is approaching total loss.

o T2

Here lies the secret.of the ever increasing production of sex

and its signs, and the hyperrealism of gexual pleasure, particu-
larly ferpinine pleasure. The principle of uncertainty has extend-
ed to sextal Teason, as well as political afd economic reason.

The state of sex’s liberation is also that of its indetermina-

tion. No more, want, no more prohibitions, and no more limits: ’g ,!

it is thé Joss of every referential prir@ Economic reasonis  §,;7" 5
sustained o ¥ penury; it Is put INto question with the reali- 7

trictions, it loses its imaginary and, therefore, its reality; it ap-
pears everywhere, but in generalized simulation. It is the ghost
of desire tHat haunts the'dcfu_n_hg_realiﬂt_y_ngi_.scx. Sex is cveryj e
where, except in sexuality (Barthes). T

“In sexual mythology, the transition towards the feminine is
contemporaneous with the passage from determiddtion ©
general indetermination. The femining is not substituted for the
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masculine as one sex for anothet, according to some structural | 0 it ~ women s historical tribulations {though by guile u con-

inversion. It is substituted 45 the end nd_of the determinate

representation of sex, as the flotation of the law that rcgulates to and re re&scd this tructure — to which the sexual

the difference between the sexes. The ascent of the femmmc _ “revolution assigns and represses it all the more dramatically. But

corresponds 1o both the a by what abgtrant complicily (complicit w ith what? if not, pre-

trophe relative to_sex’s reality p;incip}m cisely, the male) would one have us belieye that this is.the fe-
And 50 it is femmmztv that is gripping, in the present and male’s history? Repression is already hcte in full force, in the

fatal situation of sex’s hyperreality - as it was yesterday, but in ﬁm WOImen's scxual and
direct contrast, in irony and seduction.

AN
4
lisery, to the exclu- ;
cigney. /
" There is an aitematzve 10 sex.and to_ppmr, ‘one that psy- *

* * * choanalysis cannot know because its axiomatics are mug} And
Freud was right: there is but one sexuality, one libido - and yes, this alternative is gndg abted }//

it is masculine. Sexuality has a strong, djscriminauvc structure nine, understood outside the opg@smon mascuime! feminine,
centered on the Eﬂﬁ},}gﬁ.__casmtzon ﬂ}gmiﬁiggc~of the Father, and That opposition being essentially masculine, sexual in intention, .. ,
won There is none other, There is no use dreaming of and incapable of being overturned wzzhout WOUuL ceasing o exist. - iy L7
somic non-phallic, unilocked, unmarked sexuality. There is no This strength of the femining 151 that of seduction. e M‘r‘f‘*’"‘m;;_
use sceking, from within this structure, to have the feminine === B =
pass through to the other side, or to cross terms. Eithér the struc- ot * T

ture remains the same, with the fc;mzlc.hainggpmely absorbed
Ry_the male, or else it collapses, and there is no longer either
g e,

molecular universe (that of their final libegagon). A universe
that can no iqnger be interpreted in tcrms of psychic or psy-

al 1235 as strong structures, and their ¢ clcansing within 4 o5y and

31 ) chological relations, nor those of re ] the uncons-
¢oming from the frontiers of a psychoanalysis free of Freud, o,  cious, bot must be imterpreted in the t¢rms of play, challenges, ;"
ot from the frontlers of desite free of psychoanalysis. Behind o du‘eis,s{;hq stfategy of appearances)- that is, the terms of seduc- i
the qff_qu_;_sg:nce of the paradigm of sex, evcrything is con- - “eh, t1on A universe that can no longer be interpretcd in terms of a&‘ f?:

verging towards the/non- N
potential neytralization. '

The danger of the sexual revolution for the female is that sh@
will be enclosed within a structure that cendf:gm&mr either

ok and j )"’{’ ; structurcs s and diacritical oppositions, but implies b seductive T
% _..reversibility/- a universe where, the feminine is not what op-
; gl

poses the masculine, but what_s _'ces the m ine.,
In seduction the feminine is neither a marked nor in un-

discrimination when the sty stmgg;;;_%gmng, or 4 der ory trl- "X marked term. It does not mask the* autonggy of dcs:re, pleas-

umph within a ‘weakened structure. _ ure or the body, or of 2 speech or writing that it has supposedly
The feminine, however, is, and has always been, somewhere lost(?). Nor does it lay claim to some truth of its own: It w b

eise. That is the secret of its stre; JJustasitis sald that some- To be sure, one calls the soquf_sgm&fgmmme _

thing lasts because Its existence is not adequate to.its essence, by convension, the same convention thar<laims sexyality to

it must be said that the! fé'inmmc seduces because it Is never be fundamenwily masculine. But the inrfportant point is that this

where.it thinks it is, or WW_L The feminine is form of sovereignty has always eXisted ~ delineating, from 2

not found in the history of suffering and oppression imputed distance, the ferminine as somephing that is nothing, that is never

Lo KVQ’]"& N )’)'A\e v’!f‘«‘n\créﬁr

by L
_,‘qﬁm& WM{““’"
4 7 £ dBy o r"f
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“produced,” is never where it is produced (and certainly can-
not, therefore, be found in any “ferninist” demand). And this
not from the perspective of 4 psychic of biolo - ]
but that of the ttans-sexuali;p; gyfjs_ed_ ctic?n f:;ﬁ; lttsxzxmnalxlg"r* definition, and sealed wlth the suamp. o) anaomy Opms P,

organization of sex cx tends to reject ~ as does psychoanalysisin © 0 e
“accordance with the axiom that th e g lysie in | tomical:
xiom that there is no other structure than t

J ' that of s sexuality (whjch renders it incapable, by definition, of

| speaking about anything else). Indeed, woman's pleasure does not have to choose

between clitoral activity and vaginal passivity, for
example. The pl pleasure of the vaginal caress does
not have to be substituted for that of the clitogal
cazcss They each contribute, 1rrcplaceab_1y o
woman’s pleasure. Among other caresses . . .Fon-

""" : dling the breasts, touching the vulva, spreadmg the
lips, stroking the posterior wall of the vagina,

iBeh 'g,l or a life of lage

and ptgstz:uuon ) Thcy do not und?:rsrand that seduction
represents

uerse, while power

brushing against the mouth of the verus, and so
on. To evoke only a few of the most specifically
female pleasures.

. movement and the order of truth. For seductio

b
represents only mastery of the real urijverse The SOVEreignty .
of sq\ucnon is mcommcnsur:zblc with the posscssmn of QQ__HE- - Luce Irigaray re
ical or se¥uzal power.

There is a strange, fierce complicity be the fem1mst ________________________________

Parole
t that of the body! What is spec;fic to women hes in thc

is resisted and Mﬁ%ﬁ .....

rejected as a misappropriation of women's trud being, 2 truth . diffraction of the erogenous zones, in a decentered groticism,
that in the last instance is to be found insctihcd .ths:,:l;' bodies \ % the diffuse polyvaleice of sgpualpiegsyre and the anstigura

| sion of the entire bod, de fe: this is the theme song that

Of appearances. The capacity immanent to seduction to deny "~

s
i

things their [Q%j{g&wm it ing 2 game, the pure play of ap- ™ & qt—lc‘s“glqg“g‘f“mﬁmt theasgianic) then the o{gamc’
. things their truth ureplay of ap: “y. -
Wa ms and thereby foil all systems.of power and meaning

erogenous body, the i al body that, even in fragmented
and metaphorical form, would have pleasure as its obiect and
desire as i3 natural manifestation. But then either the body is
o, hcrc only a metaphor (and if this is the case, what is the sexual
revolution, and our entire culture, having become 4 body cul-
ture, taﬁggg___out?), or else, with this bodv s h, this wom-
an speech, we have, very definitely, entered into an anatomical

~FL dmere till' Jhand, The ablllt to turn appeamccs

\, _ tiny, into nrw@ There is nothing here radicai-

ly opposed to Freud's roaxim.

L Nowhere is it a question of seduction, the body worked by
g artifice (and not by desire), the body se%d thc body to bc_

A o({ P (er -..r‘*' / v EF F Loy " .:'-r.-‘.'-_*' s -

3
-} <1’ ra :”{’:_r 1‘2&1’*’ -
/
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.. S . . . line is cer-
seduced, fthc body in 1t__passion separated frc fro%truﬁ from lute cx;iitclga f?;‘gzonouncmg the truth. The mascy
that ethical truth of desire which.obsesses us — that serlous tain, tae SNk inine the
profoundlymt’eiig,iﬁ_gs::%ﬁ?that the body today in \""L’“ Now, sprprismgly, thiﬁ_@m;si@“ that in the fc’:; ihout
! for which segucrion is just 2s evil and @mlagi%ms very ¢isting 1 bc}wccizhﬁé s ace 1] . Here too one
Lﬁforp_gg;_{;gwn Nowhere is it 2 question of the body delivered to foundation, also defines n reality and jts models, there being  £.407
D appearatices. Now, seduction alane is radically opposed 1o anat- cannot distingyish berwee "m%“ﬂ” the simulative models, yt
- g__}mmy Seduction zlone 15:::51{5 the distinctive sexuali- no other reality than th&; scfretety t;;an that of appéér’dﬂces d
zation of bodies and the inevitable phallic economy that results. just as_there is 7O Otw
Any movement that believes it can subvert a system by its . 1ity of the feip femi-
infra ’srtructure is paive. Seduction is more 1‘:-1—"_91.!18...}; and sgem~ / This strange Comcidcnge pomtﬁ w malatan,
ingly s&nmneouslx 50. Immediately obwous seduction need ; : mm —-in aeducnon pre-
not be demonpstrated, nor justified - it is there all at once, in i / md;hgwoni ossibilit % g
4 the reversalof all the alleged depth of the real, of all psycholo- & | cisely.

)f g;‘{ anatomy, truth, or power. It knows (this is its secret) thzti [\ - P
here 13 110 o _B_QIW [hatgﬁ simsw l\\»‘.___“__ ,:‘{u G, e H(Z,,M;/ T 49,:- C garet 5 .- f
“*“M&W%—;mg lﬂnﬁ}ﬁ 2! except a_ppearh?zces\}r all powers elude \t i - L L (S 7 i}i‘l‘;;;ﬁ?_ p - d,‘i
3 it, but e ) s. How can one oppose I P

sedugrion? The only thmg truly at stake is f the /’/"“ o o e
. t ofap s, against the force of being and re reality There is PO
U 4" noneed o play b%ﬁ%g, of truth against truth; why ' e
© &7 become stuck undermining foundations, when 2 /ight manipu- s Ao 27y q ﬁ NP
/" lation of appearances will do, e ey ST o <
Now woman is but appgarance. And it is the feminine as ap- 7 fs«¢zf “ ,é,, / LT
pearance that thwarts mascaline depth. Instead of rising up \ L et »;ﬁ'f‘,;;;i,.i:fi«ff--f---?-w‘“
against such “insulting” counsel, women would do well to let & ”“ff,_f.\ I Sy s N .
themselves be seduced by its truth, for here lies the secrét of ;A f / " PP o6 L v ” 5
their strength, which they are in the preccss of losing by erecting ;f; ¢ A S _ e e
S S5 T
a contrary, feminine depth. i}’“b / b At / ao _ .=‘W L
LA * ,;' e, '& Py ff'ﬁ_f% o , PR
It is not quite the feminine as.surface that is opposed to the { et B e ' e s
masculine as depth, but the feminine as indistinctness of sur- sur-/ AN o pren S C&i’ Ak a/'h' (S leri e
face and depth. Or as indlfference to the authentic aniihcarw Ky ;_ﬁ y ﬂE < Far J_'__*_*” g
Aifigial. Joan Riviere, in “Feminité sans mascarade” (La .
/’ Psychoanalyse no. 7}, makes a fupdamental claim - one that / L7 ot o ©

/ contains within it all seduction: “Whether femininity be authen- gy spe _4 f Q?r » i* (; con
e or superficial, it is fundamenmally the same thing” padwote MLW /T

' This can be said only of thgfgx%ngj_r;e The masculing, by con- Letwd
trast, possesses unfailing pggvers of iscrimination and : abso-

et ;,'.J

il e o

s 1P ,N.,_.,._:.e".:-
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transvestites love is thisgame of signs, what excites them is {0

seduce the signs themselves. With them everything is makeup, .-
theater, ahd seduction. They appear obsessed with g; ::
5€X, but they are obsessed, first of all, with play itself;"

their lives appear more sexually endowed than Our own, it is
because they make sex into a total, gestural, sensual, and ritual
game, an exalted but ironic_invocar]

~Wico seemed so beautiful only because her femininity ap-
peared so completely put on. She emanated something more

T e TR 2 than beauty, something,more sublime, a different seduction.

- 3!

And there was deception: she was a false drag gueen, a real

THE ETERNAL IRONY OF woman, in fact, playing the queen. It is easier for a nofn-
THE COMMUNITY fc_g_lg;?l_ft_:mglf than for a real wopan, already jegitimated by

limit. Only the non-female/female can exercise an untainted
fascination, because s/he is giiore seductiveithan sexual. The

This femininity, the eternal irony fascination is lost when the real sex shows through; 10 be sure,
of the communiyy. . some other desire may find something here, but precisely no

Hegel longer in that perfection that belongs to artifice alone.
Seduction is always more sin @EE and sublime than sex, and

o - it commands the higher price.

iegﬁﬁtzeazéﬁﬂ%gggg uncemimy/ One must not scek 10 ground transvestism in bisgxuality. For
to masculinity, butwls.:i - abolivaer;t is not the pole opposed the sexes and sexual dispositions, whether mixed or ambiva-
and thus 5@51;:11’33’ itself. as m(‘:’ st g d'ffﬁﬁ‘{&:!%l;ggg%gigq, lent, indefinite or inverted, are still real, and still bear witness
culine phallocmcy o it o arnated historically in the mas- to the psychic reality of sex. Here, howevet, it is this very defi-
ohailocracy, as it might be incarngted in the futare in nitign of the sexual that is eclipsed. Not that this game is per-

a female Pphallocracy.

If femininity Is . principle ij;_._ S 'f‘,'r,' it Is where fL o1t verse, What is perverse is what perverts the order of the terms;

T A : . ; el is iy~ but here there are no longer any terms (o pervert, only signs
e f){?i‘cu;f;élt?r; that this uncertainty will be greatest: in the play 0 seduce: |
bt Transvestiss I " Nor should one seek to ground transyestism in the uncons-
nsvestism. Neith ' L20SVeIhst

tites fike to play with ‘;; h‘i?fzf_)scxuais nor transgxuals, transves- cious or in “latent homosexuality,” The old casuistry of laten-
) they cast, over th émseljc f«ﬁ%@ﬁ%ﬁw The spell cy is itself a product of the sexygli ary,.of surfaces and
vacillationdand not, as is custom as ;t_hers, Is born of sexual depths, and always implies a diagnosis of symptoms and prog-
for the other, They ,do not reall 1911;% e attraction of one sex nosis for their correction. But bere nothing {s latent, everything
en, nor those who define themsely, male men or female wom- calls into question the very itiea of a secret, determinate insfance

el belngs, 1t ondor o Scmselve.s, rgggndsntly, as distinct of sex, the idea that the deep play of phaniasies controls the v
biological being. Here the stus cos on e ost teduplicate supezficial play of siggd On the contrary, everything is played
: eparated from biology, and out in the Vertigg of this invession, thisiranssubstantiation of

consequently the sexes no lo i ; i L
°5 0o longer exist properly speaking. What sex into signs that is the secret of all seduction.”™;

[l
R
- r(}{ /'..' .
P

i A

._1{;{;.“’\:?\_ P




14 SEDUCTION

_parody’> a parody, of sex by its over-signification’ The prosti-

Perhaps the transvestite’s ability 1o seduce comes straight from

mation of transvestites would then have a different meaning from
the more comumon prostitution of women. It would be closer
to the sacred prostifution practiced by the Ancients (or the

------

sacred status of the hermaphrodite). It would be contiguous
f_"\?vith the theater, or with makeup, the ritual and burlesque 0s-

i tenfation of a sex whose own pleasure is absent,

~~ The seduction itself is coupled with a parody in which

An The rony O ant It S
implacable bostility to the feminine shows through, and which paintdd woman of prostiute to exaggerate her features, ©© turn .
might be interpreted as 2 male appropriation of the panoply them Into more than a sign, and by this usage of, not the false
of female allurements. The transvestite would then reproduce as oppased to the true, but the mgre Ealse fa(lse, 10 incar-
the situation of the first warrior ~ he alone was seductive - the nate the weaks of sexuality while simultaneously penr}g abs_orbed
woman being niul (consider fascism, and its affinity for yans- in their simulation. The irony proper to the constitution of wom-
vestites). But rather than the addition of the sexes is not this an a5 idol Of sex object: in her closed perfection, she putsan
their invalidation? And doesn’t the masculine, in this mockery end tosex play and refers man, the lord and master of sexual _
of femininity, rescind its status and prerogratives in order to reality, to Wis tansparency as af imaginary subject) The iron-
become a contrapuntal clement in a ritual game? . ic power of?he\quect, then, which she loses when promoted
In any case, this parody of femininity is not quite as acerbic 10 the status of 2. subject. uw_._.: e e,
as one might think, since it is the parody of femininity as men All masculine power is 2 power gg{:_qggcc, All that is ' e,

imagine and stage' it, as weli as phantasize it. A femininity ex-

{ Z N

2 ( ) . - _.ti i3
yd’};;?’ 1% ,;** Qjﬁ ¢ N THE ECLIPTIC OF SEX 15
V" \ \f'sﬂ l{' ..

anatomif;:'if fate, one that weighs on ail possible sexuality. The

overturging of this law, therefore, can only result from ts parod-
ic reso{ut_ion, from the ex-ceniricity of the signs of femininity,

( icati igns insoluble
the-reduplication of signs that puts an end 10 every zx._}s_o ble_
bioioéy ‘ot metaphysics of the sexes. Makg,@ is nothing else: |

2 triupphant parody, a §olution by e the suzface hyper-

symulation of this in-deptis simulation that s itself the symbol

ic law of castration - a transsexual  game of seduction,

ke T

The irony of artificial practices: the peculi

) Vj,; ‘).33( K}
I
I
3

produced, be it the'production of woman e, falls wi-

4
bility of the @7 ¢ 2«

aggerated, degraded, parodied (drag queens in Barcelona keep “thin the register of masculine power. The only, and irresistible, .7/

their moustaches and expose their hairy chests), the claim is . | power of fcmi\ninitﬁs theAnverse power of seduction. Initself., 7
that in this society femininity is naught but the signs with which %Lt is nyl, seduction po power of its own, only that of an- ...

; . .u ‘-;/ .
men rig it up. To over-simulate femininity is to suggest that wom- ing the power of productign. But it always annuls _;helgg_g:_r i
an is but a masculine model of simmlation. Here is a challenge Has there, mOLeover, ever been a phallic power? This entire

10 the female model by way of a female game, a challenge 10 history of patriarchal domination, of phaliocracy, the immemon- R
the female/woman by way of the female/sign. And it is possi- al male privilege, is perhaps only 2 sIQry. Bﬁgi“m“g‘w“h the s N
ble that this living, feigned denunciation, which plays on the exchange of women in primitive societies, stupidly interpret- o A §
furthermost bounds of artifice, and simultaneousty plays with ed as the first stage of woman-as-object. All that we have been g FO
the mechanisms of femininity to the point of perfection, is more asked 1o believe - the universal discourse on the ingquality 0? S aR
lucid and radical than all the ideo-political claims of z feminin- the sexes, the themg song.of an. egalitarian and revolutionary - g %
ity “alienated in its being.” Here femininity is said to have no modernity (reinforced, these days, ﬁijf_l___?l_l}__,t}?ﬁ?mfg!“?s of 3 TEy
being (no nature, wiiting, singular pleasures or, as Freud said, failed revolution) — is perhaps O gigantic isyndergianding. oy o
particularized Hbido). Contrary to every search for an authen- The opposite hypothesis Is just as plagsible and, fromacerain -~y \‘
tic femininity, for a woman's speech, etc., the claim here is that perspective, more ipteresting - that is, fhﬁ?ﬁ%@@&&%_@? gt
“»the female is nothing, and that this is her strength. never been dominated, but hag g t. The femi- ¥ i Q e
Here is 2 more subtle response than feminism’s outright denial nine considered not as a sex, but as thedorm transyersal l0 evV-y b, =
of the law of castration, For the latter encounters symbolic, not ery sex, as well as to every power, as the secret, Vlmlef}‘ {orm} L ;i b
o B &
LRy
, i.

s
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of in-sexuality. The feminine as a chaiicnge whose d@_\jﬂ.&mtl{)n

can be ¢xperienced taday t ut the e of sex-

tion, always been ttinmphant?-

In this sense, the masculine has always been but a residyal,
. secondary and fragile formation, one that must be defended
- 5 Xby retrenchments, institutions, and ar _&es The phallic for-
1ress offers all The si igns of a fortress, that is to say, of 5,
It can defend itself only from the ramparts of 4 manifest s scxu
am;z,\of a ﬁmiggx@ﬁﬁex that exhausis itself in e roduc tion, or

it, & moment’s distmrgnon and one falis back into the fcmmme,,
e The feminine would have a decisive advange, the ma masculme
a definite bandicap. One sees how ridiculous it is to want o

h\u]éw‘ggm

Ry

___semc mascuhmf; . stake.

The phallic fable reversed: where woman is created from man
by subtraction, here it is man cregted from woman by-excep-
ton. A fable easily strengthened by Bettieheim's anaiyszs in Sym-

. ¥ and msmutnons in order to thwart the criginally far. superior
@ % powers of women. The driving force is not penis envy, but on
the contrary, man riv:a lousy of woman'’s power of fertilization,

This female advantage could not be atoned; a different order

had to be builr at all costs, a masculine spcial, political and eco-

nomic order, whcrcm this advantage could be reduced. Thus

the ritual practices whereby the stgns of the opposite sex are

g- appropriated are largely masculine: scarifications, mutilations,
i&rtiﬁczal vaginizations, couvades, etc.

All this is as cbr},vincing as a paradoxical hypothesis can be
‘but in the end it only rcvcrses the terms, and $0 turms the fez’m—
nine into an griginal substance, a sort of anthropological. in-
frastructure. It reverses the anatomical determination, but lets
it siubmst as destiny — and once again the “1r0n3r of femininzty
is lost

uality. And hasn't this challenge, which is also that of seduc-?’

%
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\
¢
_;k
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i
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The irony is lost when the feminine is instituted as a sex, even
and above all when it is in order.1o- denounce its oppression.
it is the t;;gma illusion “of enlightenment humanism, which

aspires 1o liberate the servile sex, race or class in the very terms
of its servitude. That the feminine becomes a $€X in its own

tight! An absurdity, if posed in neither the terms of sex nor pow-

cr.
Thc femminc kn

nelther cqui lence nor value: it is, there-

cvwe, it is rever-

_gi;;k:. “Power, Of the othcr hand, is soluble in the reversibility
of the feminine. If the “facts” cannot decide whether it was
the masculine or feminine that was dominant throughout the
ages (once again, the thesis of women’s oppression is based on
a caricatural phallocratic myth), by contrast, it remains clear
that in matters of sexuality, hg_rg@ble form prevails over
the lineat form. The excluded form prevails, secretly, over the

And in thc,;drgg,sm

T

The despmlrnem of the otgasm, the absence of sexual pleas-’

) s

ure, is often advanced as characieristic of w. on.

A flagrant injustice whose immediate recti

pursue in accord with the miunc ionm lgggdmance

race or §ex raiiy Sexua t¢-has become a reqguisitg and
3 ﬁmdamcmal right. The most recent of the rights of man, it

e e et e,

has acceded to the dignity of categorical imperative. It is im-

moral to act otherwise. But this imperative does not gven have
the Kantian charm of endless finalities. As the management and
self-management of desire, its imposition does not, no more
than that of the law, allow ignorance as a defense.

But this is to remain unaware that sexual pleasure too is rever-

g u. O e

¥ :IJ( P ﬁwaﬂr
~ P2l )f ﬂ

i PR
C’ﬂ” I

v

dorninant form. The secuctive form prcvazis omr thc pn;oduc- ao
tive form o
h_ﬁ—v—
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