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I sing the bod y electri c 
The armie s o f thos e I  love engul f m e an d I  engirth them , 
They wil l no t le t m e of f til l I  go with them , respon d t o them , 
And discorrup t them , an d charg e the m ful l wit h th e charg e of 

the soul . 
Was i t doubte d tha t thos e wh o corrup t thei r ow n bodie s 

conceal themselves ? 
And i f thos e who defil e th e livin g ar e a s bad a s they wh o 

defile th e dead ? 
And i f th e bod y doe s no t d o fully a s much a s the soul ? 
And i f th e bod y were no t th e soul , what i s the soul ? 

—Walt Whitman , 
Leaves of Grass 
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Introduction 

These author s hav e a  lo t o f nerve . The y hav e swu m int o th e treacherou s 
waters among the already rocky shores of psychoanalysis, postmodernism , 
and feminism , bu t no t onl y that . The y hav e written a  book tha t claim s t o 
be doing  each o f thos e enterprise s simultaneousl y rathe r tha n redescribin g 
or reinterpreting them . Eve n more outrageously, they claim to be pushing 
psychoanalysis, postmodernism , an d feminis m t o those perspectives ' logi -
cal conclusions. 

At no point do the authors attemp t to define the three disciplines . The y 
start, rather , wit h certai n notion s tha t ar e fundamenta l t o each . The y 
believe, fundamenta l t o feminism , tha t wome n ar e oppressed , i n ever y 
conceivable, crue l way. Somethin g mus t b e done about i t i f women ar e t o 
be minimally protecte d o r maximally "liberated/ 7 or , indeed, if the histor y 
of thi s specie s i s t o b e othe r tha n storie s o f miser y upo n misery . The y 
believe, fundamenta l t o postmodernism , tha t i n thi s postquantum-me -
chanical, post-Nietzchean , literall y postmoder n world , ther e i s no "objec -
tive" reality . W e canno t separat e wha t w e believ e w e "know " fro m ho w 
we know it . Everythin g tha t w e "know, " al l tha t w e are , i s a  function o f 
language. The y believe , fundamenta l t o psychoanalysis , tha t ther e i s a 
developmental proces s o f "genderization, " whic h proces s i s no t rationa l 
but drive n b y prima l needs . Further , th e gender s constructe d ar e no t 
symmetrically related : fo r ou r "languagin g bipe d species, " th e proces s 
requires tha t th e gender s b e differentl y understood , an d eve n hierarchi -
cally ordered . 

One could challenge the authors ' simplification o f these presupposition s 
(which o f cours e I  hav e simplifie d muc h furthe r fo r th e purpose s o f thi s 
introduction) o r as k wh y thes e supposition s ar e no t necessar y t o thei r 
respective discipline s o r ho w subschool s o f eac h disciplin e activel y den y 
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Introduction 

the respectiv e suppositions . Th e power of thi s book, however, require s th e 
reader t o suspen d thos e objection s temporarily , i n orde r t o ask : What  if 
the discipline s a s characterize d wer e combined ? What  if  eac h disciplin e 
were take n t o it s logica l limits ? What  if  th e discipline s ha d t o mee t eac h 
other—what woul d be the result ? 

In order to get that far , these authors claim that each of those disciplines 
(or set s o f disciplines ) ca n affor d t o sacrific e som e o f it s mos t cherishe d 
tenets. The y work i n tha t "sacrifice " concep t righ t of f th e top , and i t ain' t 
that eas y to swallow. 

Feminism mus t giv e u p it s belie f i n th e idea l o f equalit y an d i n othe r 
prediscursive concept s suc h a s natur e an d justice . Postmodernis m ha s t o 
give u p it s preoccupatio n wit h endles s indeterminac y an d allo w itsel f t o 
be use d i n th e servic e o f politica l end s an d psychica l transformation . 
Postmodernism mus t allo w tha t ther e ar e morall y compellin g case s (suc h 
as th e historica l tortur e o f women ) an d that , a t leas t i n thos e cases , 
postmodernism ca n b e method rathe r tha n entirety . Psychoanalysis , hav -
ing i n it s Lacania n for m begu n th e purg e o f biologica l necessity , mus t 
now realiz e th e contingenc y o f it s patriarcha l conclusions . Allowin g th e 
inversion particularl y o f it s Oedipa l hypothesi s (regardin g th e psychicall y 
violent separatio n o f the [male ] infant fro m th e mother), it must recogniz e 
the primacy of the female , a t least on the level of psychic reality . 

Why woul d anyon e want , eve n fo r th e sak e of argument , t o make suc h 
sacrifices? In  public discourses, battles seem to be won by fortifying rathe r 
than blurrin g th e line s amon g point s o f view . I n th e academy , award s 
come fro m bein g aligne d wit h a  poin t o f vie w an d b y pickin g awa y a t 
competitors. I t pays t o be a  loyal soldie r i n a  particular arm y (som e mor e 
than others) , o r a t leas t t o b e a  consistent , predictabl e resiste r o f othe r 
ways o f thinking . Ther e i s als o rewar d i n ownership . I  coul d argu e tha t 
many o f th e insight s bot h o f postmodernis m an d contemporar y psycho -
analysis ar e a t bes t redundan t of , an d a t wors t rippe d of f from,  radica l 
feminism. I  am sur e tha t student s o f postmodernis m an d psychoanalysi s 
could mak e parallel , oppositiona l arguments . Th e incentive s t o compart -
mentalize, t o claim , to be uncontaminated, t o asser t truth s ar e no t trivial . 
One's economic , political , and existentia l securit y ca n depend o n it . Thes e 
authors ask a lot of us . 

As I  am a  radica l feminis t activist/lawyer/la w teacher , m y appreciatio n 
of thi s boo k mus t flo w fro m wha t i t ca n d o fo r feminism . There' s a n 
obstacle righ t there , insofa r a s th e author s place , an d requir e reader s t o 
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accept, a t leas t som e valu e i n psychoanalyti c theory . Th e othe r perspec -
tives serv e t o whi p psychoanalysi s int o shape , t o rende r i t usefu l today . 
(That is , postmodern metho d ca n clarify Freud' s essentialis t mistakes , an d 
feminism ca n negate the prescriptive aspects of the Oedipal passage.) Thus , 
the primar y concer n o f thes e author s i s wit h th e "why " o f mal e domi -
nance. A s the y note , ther e ha s alway s bee n a n ambivalen t relationshi p 
between feminis m an d psychoanalysis . Feminis m i s exper t i n th e "what " 
of mal e dominance . Sometime s w e canno t hel p bu t confron t th e why , 
usually ou t o f compassio n fo r ou r brothers . Thoug h psychoanalysi s ca n 
offer suc h explanations , thos e explanation s see m alway s t o impor t th e 
sexually bimorphi c term s o f th e Oedipa l passage : phalli c possessio n o r 
lack, seduction , an d castration . O f thes e terms , feminis m i s deepl y an d 
rightly suspicious , not only because of the Freudians ' demonstrated misog -
yny bu t als o because of th e depressing stasi s and morbidity implici t i n th e 
theories an d th e threa t tha t an y allianc e wit h psychoanalysi s wil l pu t u s 
forever i n the pit of "cultura l feminism. " 

And tha t i s a  dark , dee p pit . Thes e author s stat e tha t contemporar y 
feminisms ten d towar d th e libera l idea l o f equality , o r otherwis e towar d 
essentialism, "advocatin g som e for m o f th e femal e supremac y ove r th e 
male roote d i n th e biologica l difference s betwee n th e sexes , o r .  .  .  som e 
kind of mysticism abou t the female body . " * I  guarantee that this is a gross 
oversimplification o f feminis t theory.  Bu t i t i s a n accurat e descriptio n o f 
how feminis m ha s bee n treated.  Feminis t work , fo r al l it s insigh t an d 
nuance, ha s bee n bludgeone d int o th e categories , roughly , o f libera l an d 
cultural feminism . Anythin g tha t i s no t libera l feminis m (whic h th e im -
portant work is not) gets called "cultura l feminism," o r less politely "Femi -
Nazism," o r eve n tha t mos t feare d o f al l evils , "male-bashing. " Wh y 
redomesticate tha t dog ? 

Five year s ago , i n a  telephon e conversatio n wit h J . C . Smith , I  wa s 
describing ho w m y earl y publishe d wor k ha d bee n criticize d fo r resortin g 
to psychoanalytic theor y an d questionin g whethe r feminis m ough t no t t o 
just abandon tha t approach . I n the midst o f my complaint s and hardlining , 
J. C . interrupte d t o sa y (an d thos e who know him ca n hear thi s exactl y i n 
their minds) , "But  Ann,  how  else  can you understand  this  crazy  world and 
the crazy  men who  run  it?"  How indeed? Why shoul d feminist s accep t th e 
risks o f entertainin g psychoanalysi s ye t again ? Th e shor t answe r t o tha t 
came again fro m J . C . Smith , during a  faculty lunc h semina r i n January of 
1993, while I  was visiting at the University o f British Columbia . I n a fifty -
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4 minut e span , Professo r Smit h share d th e skeleta l structur e o f thi s book , 
focusing o n th e relevanc e o f Nietzsch e t o a  postmodern , psychoanalyti c 
feminism. On e o f ou r colleague s earnestl y asked , Bu t doesn' t thi s whol e 
theory undermin e th e goal of equality? J . C/ s shor t response : "Equality  is 
a male game." 

Those five word s refocuse d m y thinkin g and , I  believe, encapsulat e th e 
greatest contributio n o f thi s boo k t o feminis t thought . Radica l lawyer s of 
all stripe s hav e know n fo r a  long tim e tha t th e discours e o f equalit y wa s 
not "real, " an d surel y no t neutral . Ou r greates t theorists , particularl y 
Catharine MacKinnon , hav e demonstrate d ho w "equality " i s manipulate d 
to patriarcha l ends . A s shiftin g sand s thes e are , MacKinno n lon g sinc e 
predicted the path o f almost every grain . 

The authors o f this book focus on the idea that women have settled, and 
that som e feminis t theorie s allo w wome n t o settle , fo r mer e "patriarcha l 
civility." Thi s ide a ha d it s bes t feminis t articulatio n i n Andre a Dworkin' s 
classic (absolutely fundamenta l reading ) Right-Win g Women . J . C . Smit h 
and Carl a Ferstma n complemen t Dworkin' s approac h b y pursuin g tha t 
settlement t o it s psychica l origin s an d b y showin g ho w th e settlemen t i s 
mandated b y a blind (yea , Oedipal) commitment t o the ideal of equality . 

The author s d o not advocat e a n abandonmen t o f equalit y discours e bu t 
a more strategic relationship to it. Thos e of us in the field have known tha t 
for som e time and hav e proceeded accordingly . Bu t these authors , in thei r 
central metaphor , giv e u s a  differen t wa y t o understan d wh y w e mus t 
deploy the concept of equality with caution . 

When Oedipu s "answered " th e riddl e o f th e Sphinx , h e made ma n th e 
measure o f al l things . In  th e vie w o f thes e authors , Oedipu s symbolize s 
not onl y a  wrong-heade d an d incomplet e proble m o f childhoo d develop -
ment bu t stand s als o fo r th e ridiculou s (thoug h understandable ) huma n 
desire fo r ther e t o be answers to life's  riddles . Tha t i s the basic impulse of 
modernity an d its greatest politica l achievement—liberalism . 

Contemporary liberalis m ha s swep t Nietzsche' s lesson s unde r a  proce-
dural rug . Thus , withi n liberalism , thoug h ther e ma y no t b e a  "right " 
answer amon g competin g point s o f view , thos e point s o f vie w ar e pre -
sumed rational , and the world i s right s o long as the rationa l conversatio n 
among points of view continues. "Mistakes " (such as torture and genocide) 
will be disclosed in the fullness o f time. W e can fix those "errors. " I t is all 
right. Everythin g is really going quite smoothly . 

As radica l feminis m ha s lon g sinc e demonstrated , thi s i s th e centra l 



metaphysic o f patriarchy , a s wel l a s it s insuranc e policy . Modernit y an d 
liberalism guarante e tha t rea l problem s canno t eve n b e full y realized , 
much les s fixed . Equalit y i s th e centerpiec e o f thi s regime . Equality — 
conceived i n rational , eve n mathematical , terms—provide s th e mora l im -
primatur fo r fixin g nothing . I n th e Unite d States , th e weigh t o f thi s 
imprimatur i s eviden t i n th e publi c hysteri a ove r th e "injustice " o f affir -
mative actio n (an d tha t doctrine' s dramati c demis e i n constitutiona l law) . 
There was once a complex question: Wha t t o do about centuries of oppres-
sion? Now ther e i s an eas y answer : whateve r w e do, it can' t b e by mean s 
of acknowledging centurie s of oppression . 

Thus, "equality " a s an abstrac t en d i s an Oedipa l "solve d riddle. " Tha t 
of cours e misse s th e poin t o f riddle s an d produce s a  "blindspot " (tha t 
metaphor again ) abou t ho w patriarcha l metaphysic s i s generated , sus -
tained, an d deploye d wit h suc h seamles s success . Tru e believer s i n th e 
ideal o f equalit y canno t se e ho w the y ar e doome d t o b e sharecropper s o n 
Apollo's farm . A s th e author s pu t it : "M y fait h i n th e syste m a s on e 
which will  protect my interests , ensure my voice and give me justice — O 
Almighty Justice! , i s a  syste m whic h a t it s ver y root s seek s t o kee p m e 
down. Giv e m e laws , giv e m e right s entrenche d i n constitution s —  le t 
them proclaim tha t I  as woman a m a person, for thi s I  did not know." 2 

This book is really scary (t o unreformed liberal s and their beneficiaries ) 
because it not only exposes the fallacies o f equality at a psychological level , 
it also proposes the supremac y o f the female a s an alternative . I s this any -
thing other than the "cultura l feminism" trap ? These authors go to lengths 
to explai n ho w thei r postmodern , psychoanalyti c feminis m i s no t simpl y 
the replacement o f Oppressor A with Oppressor B . First, they advocate the 
recognition of "femal e supremacy " as distinguishable from "femal e superi -
ority. " The latter implies male inferiority, which is not their claim. The dif-
ference is crucial to their call for male sacrifice: the male's gift does not flow 
from hi s vilification . Rather , i t i s th e joyfu l counterpar t t o hi s liberatio n 
from th e neurotic , debilitatin g illusio n o f control . Hi s sacrific e t o HE R i s 
matched by the gift t o him of his own animality . 

All o f thi s take s place in th e realm o f "psychi c reality." Fo r a feminis m 
driven by something other than the equality game or by biological/psycho-
logical essentialism , w e must locat e our efforts , t o use the Lacania n term s 
central to this book, "i n the registries of the Imaginary and the Symbolic. " 
It is only the n tha t feminis m will  be realized fo r wha t i t is : a  path towar d 
social an d psychica l transformatio n rathe r tha n a  "phalli c 'seizur e o f 
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6 power / " 3 Properl y understood , thes e authors ' alternativ e narrativ e o f 
matriarchal consciousnes s "i s no t a n oppositio n withi n patriarch y bu t it s 
grand antithesis/' 4 

Really ? We really need to know and that depends on the strength o f the 
book's centra l thesis . "Ther e ca n b e n o sel f withou t a  discourse , n o dis -
course withou t a  maste r signifier , n o maste r signifie r withou t a  gran d 
metaphor, n o grand metapho r withou t a  primal fantasy , n o primal fantas y 
except throug h th e bod y o f th e female." 5 Th e thesi s rest s o n th e middl e 
chapters, th e neo-Lacania n argument s abou t th e connection s betwee n 
childhood anxieties , language , an d repression . Thes e chapter s wil l strik e 
some feminist s a s a  loa d o f Frenc h vomit . (I n fairnes s t o th e authors , 
however, thoug h the y us e lot s of th e ling o o f postmodernism, thei r argu -
ments helpe d t o demystif y a t leas t th e Lacania n branc h o f tha t stud y fo r 
me. I' m sur e som e wil l objec t tha t th e demystificatio n coul d occu r onl y 
because th e authors ' argument s ar e no t reall y postmodernist—I' m no t 
equipped t o judge. ) Bu t thes e middl e chapter s ar e necessar y t o thwar t 
biological determinism , t o get  t o th e matri x o f language , an d therefor e t o 
the contingency o f maleness as the "privilege d signifier. " 

I would have neither the knowledge nor the inclination to make such an 
argument i n suc h terms . Tha t i s wh y I  need thi s book . Wit h a  carefull y 
constructed argument , i t furthe r inform s wha t w e alread y kne w abou t 
both th e contingenc y o f patriarchy an d the uselessness o f it s metaphysics . 
I wan t t o sa y tha t thi s boo k advance s a  discussio n tha t ha d becom e de -
pressing i n it s compartmentalizatio n an d predictabl e traps . Th e authors , 
however, would be the firs t t o retor t tha t the notion o f "advancing " is one 
of our species ' strangest symptoms . 

In an y case , thi s boo k i s a  grea t chew , an d als o fun . I' m sur e th e 
authors recogniz e the compliment . The y have willingly expose d thei r ow n 
vulnerabilities an d accepte d th e risk s and , i n thei r confessio n t o th e hig h 
crime o f "gran d theory," 6 implicitl y allowe d tha t thei r missio n ma y b e 
undermined b y it s own terms . The y understand th e pitfalls an d the rathe r 
endearing misguidednes s i n th e "will  t o theory. " A t th e en d o f th e day , 
their ow n creatio n may be subject t o Nietzsche's botto m line : " I hope tha t 
at thi s artificia l inflatio n o f a  smal l specie s int o th e absolut e measur e o f 
things one is still permitted t o laugh?" 7 

Having sai d that , there ar e parts o f the arguments i n thi s book that ar e 
not fu n an d are indeed deeply troubling . (Ever y reader can no doubt mak e 
her ow n differen t list. ) Fo r example , fundamenta l t o thi s wor k i s a  claim 
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to th e urgenc y an d frustratio n o f mal e mammalia n sexuality . Catharin e 7 
MacKinnon ha s called this the "hard-wiring " defens e o f male aggression; 8 

it ha s bee n a  mightil y convenien t explanatio n fo r man y atrocities . Thi s 
book o f cours e posit s th e har d wirin g ver y differentl y an d raise s th e 
question o f whethe r tha t busines s tha t won' t g o away could eve r be a link 
in a  liberatory chain . Again , these authors have a lot of nerve . 

Much o f th e controversia l materia l i n thi s boo k arise s fro m th e (b y 
now) self-eviden t theoretica l propositio n tha t wha t we call "knowledge" i s 
produced b y contras t betwee n an d amon g presume d opposites , i n a n end -
less spiralin g "economy. " Th e author s g o muc h furthe r (o r muc h back -
ward, fro m a  postmodernis t poin t o f view) . The y argu e tha t sexuality / 
genderization i s the basic  contrast an d tha t al l knowledge i s dependen t o n 
sexuality, which is in turn base d on their centra l notion tha t human s mus t 
have some fantasy/understanding o f "th e generative power of nature. " 

That lead s the m t o tw o other , mor e extravagan t claims . First , tha t a 
domination/submission dialecti c ha s been?/wil l alway s be ? necessar y t o 
the huma n psyche . Second , tha t ther e i s a  jouissance  i n masochis m (a t 
least fo r the male). They could not have hit more controversia l chords . 

I wil l no t attemp t t o summariz e th e connection s amon g thes e ideas , 
which ar e th e substanc e o f thi s book . Th e author s g o on t o mak e detaile d 
distinctions betwee n pathologica l (bad ) masochis m an d pervers e (good ) 
masochism. Thei r conclusion s abou t sacrific e an d castratio n depen d o n 
those distinctions . A s o f publicatio n time , I  have no t determine d whethe r 
my uneasines s i s substantive o r a  reaction t o the languag e o f domination / 
submission, master/slav e dialectic , jouissance  o f masochism , an d al l th e 
other term s tha t hav e receive d recen t popularit y throug h a  Frenchifie d 
abstraction o f rea l traumas . 

I hav e provisionall y chosen , perhap s incorrectly , t o understan d thes e 
connections an d distinction s i n a  larger psychica l context . I  think o f the m 
in term s o f th e pai n o f individuation—th e struggl e involve d i n havin g a 
self whe n th e sel f i s a n entirel y vulnerable , an d inevitabl y temporary , 
construct. Thoug h I  am no t otherwis e give n t o gran d theory , I  recogniz e 
this struggle in much human endeavor , whether a s a psychoanalytic expla -
nation (pe r th e Oedipa l passag e o r th e alternativ e t o i t propose d i n thi s 
book), a s a  theologica l necessit y (a s i n mos t "Eastern " religions) , o r a s a 
metaphysical mistak e (o r the mistak e tha t i s metaphysics) , which ha s ha d 
massively stupi d an d horri d consequence s (th e exposur e o f whic h wa s 
Nietzsche's grea t contribution) . 
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These reservation s notwithstanding , thi s boo k make s man y specific , 
not necessaril y grand-theory-dependen t contributions , fou r o f which hav e 
settled foreve r i n m y brain . First  i s th e psychoanalyti c deconstructio n o f 
equality, describe d above , whic h I  believe add s a  ne w dimensio n t o wha t 
we already understand an d practice. 

Second is the reinvigoration o f Nietzsche in terms useful t o the feminis t 
millennium. Onl y Luc e Irigaray , amon g widel y rea d authors , ha s bee n 
able to give Nietzsche back to feminist socia l theory with any success . Th e 
effort o f these authors, in my view, is even better. Tha t may not matter t o 
many readers . I  suspect, however , that ther e are feminists beside s me who 
have ha d a  heretofor e embarrasse d attractio n t o (an d inspiratio n from ) 
Nietzsche's work, i n spit e of it s misogynist moments , which these author s 
try t o explain and in any case go beyond. 

Third i s th e extraordinar y exploratio n i n thi s boo k o f th e connection s 
among religion, law, and pornography. Severa l activists/scholars have long 
suspected tha t religio n an d pornograph y wer e mirro r images ; the y knew , 
if onl y intuitively , tha t d e Sade and Sain t Pau l ar e eac h other' s evi l twin , 
as these authors state unequivocally. Th e authors' construct has its genesis 
in th e wor k o f Mar y Daly , Andre a Dworkin , Catharin e MacKinnon , an d 
Jane Caputi—amon g others . Bu t her e w e hav e somethin g new . Eve n fo r 
those o f u s wh o ar e suspiciou s o f linea r constructs , th e logos-law-peni s 
axis describe d i n thi s boo k i s critica l gris t fo r ou r mill ; i t ma y eve n b e a 
genuine breakthrough . 

Fourth, the insight s tha t J . C . Smit h an d Carl a Ferstma n provid e abou t 
poor ol d Oedipu s himsel f hav e both socia l and persona l therapeuti c value . 
Many o f u s kno w a n Oedipa l figure : a  perso n wh o ha s surrendere d th e 
possibilities o f lif e t o th e patriarcha l institution s tha t mak e clai m t o cer -
tainty, the institutions tha t promise everything but a t the literal end of th e 
day delive r nothing . Thos e ar e reall y th e term s o f th e bargai n fo r lot s of 
women. Bu t man y o f u s (particularly , perhaps , thos e o f m y generatio n 
who hav e attended th e elderly ) als o know suc h a  man: a  former princ e i n 
Apollo's cour t wh o find s himself , a t hi s anima l end , literall y and/o r figu -
ratively blind and crawling about in institutional excrement . 

This busines s o f findin g o r denyin g joy , o f embracin g o r resistin g 
resistance t o certainty , i s o f consequenc e fo r everybody . Thos e topic s ar e 
the rea l focu s fo r J . C . Smit h an d Carl a Ferstman . I n tha t context , ther e 
are som e specifi c conclusion s o f thi s boo k tha t rin g tru e fo r me . Th e 
costs o f th e onc e presumabl y necessar y "Oedipa l separation " hav e bee n 
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astronomical fo r al l organisms an d fo r th e eart h herself . Ou r specie s mus t 
come to terms with it s animality i f we are to realize Nietzsche' s "YES " to 
life. Tha t minimall y require s alternativ e form s o f mal e heterosexuality , 
which mean s tha t me n mus t relinquis h th e powe r tha t i s i n fac t thei r 
misery. Som e sacrific e (i n th e authors ' term , "castration" ) i s inevitable : 
the questio n i s how and by whom an d with what results . N o one who ha s 
glimpsed thi s alternativ e psychi c realit y (i n th e authors ' parlance , n o on e 
who ha s see n HER ) woul d wan t t o tur n bac k t o th e miserabl e storie s o f 
history an d personal demise . 

I am i n th e privilege d positio n o f knowin g bot h J . C . Smit h an d Carl a 
Ferstman. The y liv e i n tha t alternativ e psychi c realit y an d transfor m th e 
people around the m who—b y whateve r twist s o f fate—ar e luck y enoug h 
to b e ope n t o them . (I t i s no t irrelevan t tha t on e o f thes e authors—th e 
guy, a s i t turn s out—ha s share d a n inspirin g relationshi p wit h a n aston -
ishing woma n fo r th e las t fort y years. ) I  therefor e canno t separat e thi s 
book fro m m y experienc e o f th e authors . I  ca n onl y urg e th e reader s t o 
allow these possibilities into their own lives. 

This book pushed every button on my personal and political pads. Ther e 
is a raging argument i n my hea d with th e authors an d with myself . Thes e 
people are obviousl y learne d an d obviousl y mad . The y ar e clearly strang e 
and strangely clear . The y must be on to something . 

Ann Scales 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 
January 199 5 
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O N E 

Thinking the 
Unthinkable 

Psychoanalysis, Postmodernism, and Feminism 

Contemporary critica l socia l theory point s t o thre e perspectives : th e psy -
choanalytic, th e postmodern , an d th e feminist . Thoug h eac h ha s it s ow n 
independent core , incorporatin g aspect s fro m on e o r mor e o f th e othe r 
perspectives can be beneficial an d has the result of strengthening or clarify -
ing th e respectiv e theoretica l structure . Ther e i s substantia l literatur e 
combining an y tw o o f thes e thre e perspectives . Eac h allianc e turn s ou t t o 
be a  cas e o f on e perspectiv e co-optin g som e aspec t o f th e other s whil e a t 
the sam e tim e rejectin g on e o r mor e o f th e basi c presupposition s upo n 
which th e perspectiv e rests . Thus , w e hav e postmoder n feminism , post -
modern psychoanalysis , and psychoanalytic feminism. Ther e is not, as yet, 
however, a  full integratio n o f these three points o f view. Jan e Flax wrote a 
book entitle d Thinking  Fragments,  in whic h sh e expose d th e fundamenta l 
contradictions o f th e thre e perspective s an d cam e t o th e conclusio n tha t a 
unified theor y wa s no t possible . Sh e conclude d tha t "n o nea t integration , 
new synthesis, or Aufhebung" o f these three perspectives i s either possibl e 
or desirable. 1 Whil e a  tota l convergenc e o f thes e thre e perspective s ma y 
not b e possible , o r fo r tha t matte r eve n desirable , the y ma y b e s o inte -
grated tha t i t wil l b e neithe r possibl e no r desirabl e t o separat e thei r dis -
courses or methodologies . 

We disagree with Fla x in that we think a  synthesis is  possible. Whethe r 
or no t i t woul d b e desirabl e i s a n ope n question . Fo r ther e t o b e an y 
unification, eac h perspectiv e mus t sacrific e som e o f it s basi c tenet s o r 
presuppositions. Psychoanalysi s an d feminis m mus t giv e u p o r revers e 
valued o r cherished, and fairly fundamental , components . Postmodernism , 
when pitte d agains t thes e tw o discourses , mus t allo w itsel f t o reac h it s 
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natural conclusions and avoid the desire to sidetrack or to get caught in the n 
detail alon g th e way . Th e desirabilit y o f a  psychoanalytic-postmodern -
feminism wil l depen d upo n th e natur e o f thes e sacrifices . On e o f th e 
primary objective s o f thi s book i s to explor e ho w there would b e a  unifie d 
theory withi n whic h eac h positio n coul d maintai n it s integrity , whil e 
simultaneously explorin g th e desirabilit y o f makin g the necessar y modifi -
cations. Thi s tex t was no t designe d a s a defense o f an y on e o r al l of thes e 
three differen t perspectives . W e assum e thes e discourse s a s givens . Ou r 
intent i s to create a treatise tha t makes the necessary modifications t o each 
perspective in order to bring them togethe r into an integrated whole . 

Our objectiv e i s to demonstrat e th e natura l result s tha t flow from suc h 
an integration , rathe r tha n t o persuad e th e reade r o f th e viabilit y o f th e 
unification. Theorist s committe d t o psychoanalysis , postmodernism , an d 
feminism must , i n scrutinizin g th e premise s o f thi s endeavor , eithe r fin d 
flaws i n th e metho d o f unificatio n an d develo p i t differentl y o r they mus t 
continue t o thin k i n term s o f fragments . Sinc e people generall y prefe r t o 
rid thei r worl d views o f contradictions , thi s ma y plac e the reade r i n some -
what o f a  dilemma. Wha t i s important, however , i s that in struggling wit h 
these issue s we enric h ou r understandin g an d ar e willing a t leas t t o thin k 
about and tolerate views that, in terms o f the predominant psychi c reality , 
may a t firs t glanc e appear t o be distasteful o r unacceptable . W e would no t 
go so fa r a s to sa y tha t thi s i s the onl y for m th e unificatio n ca n take . W e 
think, however , tha t i t is the best way to combine them while maintainin g 
their essentia l elements . 

Psychoanalytic theory, postmodernism, and feminism ar e all radical and 
critical approache s t o theory . Whe n the y ar e combined , th e degre e o f 
radicalness i s compounded . Ther e ar e unstated limit s an d boundarie s tha t 
restrict what we can say and discuss about human sexuality . W e generall y 
function withi n thes e conceptua l boundaries , bu t b y taking a  more radica l 
hypothesis we can locate and critically examine these confines an d possibly 
roll the m bac k a  little . Despit e decade s o f "intermitten t bu t intens e dia -
logue/' w e d o no t full y kno w whethe r o r no t mal e an d femal e sexua l 
natures ar e essentiall y differen t o r ho w fa r women' s sexualit y ha s bee n 
muted b y repression , no r do we fully understan d th e complex relationshi p 
between sexualit y an d aggression. 2 Caro l Vance, in posing such questions , 
points out that discussion o f human sexualit y i s permeated with emotiona l 
ambiguity, intrapsychic anxiety, and fears o f dissolution, self-annihilation , 
and dependency. "Havin g been told that pleasure threatens civilization , we 
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12 wonder : wha t i f there is no end to desire ?" 3 One cannot help but ask why, 
after tw o thousan d year s o f th e ideolog y o f equality , d o w e stil l hav e 
gender discrimination , an d why afte r severa l decades of universal suffrage , 
do w e stil l hav e onl y toke n femal e representatio n i n th e structure s an d 
hierarchies o f power ? Why , afte r substantia l legislativ e refor m an d a  new 
age of fundamenta l rights , is violence against women stil l pervasive? 

We wil l argu e tha t th e transformatio n i n discours e ha s faile d t o alte r 
the reality o f live practice because the practice itself i s neurotic rather tha n 
merely mistaken . On e canno t alte r misogyn y b y appealin g t o reaso n an y 
more tha n on e ca n cur e neurotic s o f thei r neurose s b y pointin g ou t an d 
explaining ho w unreasonabl e thei r behavio r is . Th e employmen t o f th e 
concept o f neurosi s a s a  metapho r fo r mal e misogyn y is , w e wil l argue , 
valid. Misogyn y ca n be viewed a s a  neurosis o f th e male collective psych e 
and therefor e a s a  collective neurosis. 4 Neuroti c behavior o f individual s i s 
altered, defused , o r transcende d b y th e psychoanalyti c proces s o f uncov -
ering the sourc e o f th e neurosi s an d bringin g i t into consciou s awareness . 
A collective neurosis suc h as misogyny can only be defused o r transcende d 
by an analogous process. An examination of the interrelationships betwee n 
psychoanalysis, postmodernism , an d radica l feminis m wil l revea l ho w th e 
deconstructive process parallels tha t which takes place between th e analys t 
and the analysand. 5 

We d o no t purpor t t o provide answer s fo r an y o f th e question s se t ou t 
above a s w e writ e thi s boo k fro m a  hypothetica l perspectiv e base d upo n 
presuppositions tha t fo r th e purpos e o f ou r writing , w e tak e fo r granted . 
The boo k doe s sugges t answer s t o som e o f thes e questions , answer s tha t 
are conditiona l upo n th e validit y o f th e presupposition s tha t w e asser t 
underlie psychoanalysis, postmodernism, an d feminism. Thes e are presup-
positions that th e reade r may o r may no t accept . In  looking at some of th e 
above questions fro m th e perspective of a  unified psychoanalyti c postmod -
ern feminism , th e reade r ough t t o b e abl e to gai n ne w insight s abou t th e 
nature an d complexit y o f thes e issues , and hopefully i t wil l b e helpful fo r 
readers in formulating thei r own responses to some of these critical issues. 
By maintainin g thi s stud y a t th e hypothetica l leve l w e hop e t o isolat e 
our examinatio n o f th e natur e an d structur e o f huma n sexualit y an d it s 
relationship to social order from som e of the emotional baggage that we as 
authors, and you a s readers, will inevitably bring to these themes. 

This boo k i s writte n i n th e styl e o f gran d theory . Ther e i s n o reaso n 
why postmoder n scholarshi p canno t b e comprehensiv e o r sweeping , s o 
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long as one keeps in mind tha t i t is just a  story no t the  story. A s such, this 13 
kind o f scholarshi p shoul d b e compare d t o theater . I t i s a  play, a  story , a 
myth, a  discourse, a stage, as are also all other comprehensiv e o r sweepin g 
theories. Whe n on e writes, stages , or act s a play, one ought no t to have to 
keep reminding the audience that i t is a play. When the play is in progress, 
the author , director , an d actor s try t o make i t as convincing as possible fo r 
the sak e o f th e pla y o r th e theatrica l event . W e hop e tha t th e reade r wil l 
approach thi s book in the spiri t of theater . 

The Dialectics of Authors and  Their Texts 

Jacques Lacan , th e mos t profoun d o f al l o f th e disciple s o f Freud , sai d of 
Freud, "th e fathe r o f psychoanalysis , wha t di d h e d o bu t han d i t ove r t o 
the women, and also perhaps to the master-fools ? As far a s the women ar e 
concerned, w e shoul d reserv e judgment ; the y ar e beings who remai n ric h 
in promise , a t leas t t o th e exten t tha t the y haven' t ye t live d u p t o them . 
As fo r th e master-fools , that' s anothe r stor y altogether " ( S VII , 182) . I f 
women hav e no t full y live d u p t o th e challeng e o f Freud' s legacy , which , 
according t o Lacan , Freu d bequeathe d the m i n th e for m o f psychoanalyti c 
theory, i t ma y wel l b e becaus e the y hav e not , a s yet , full y integrate d 
feminism an d psychoanalysis . I f ther e ar e maste r fools , certainl y th e 
postmodernist fit s thi s descriptio n a s the trickste r an d the subversive . Th e 
master foo l o f al l tim e i s Friedrich  Nietzsche . Nietzsch e wrot e th e mos t 
outrageous, profound , unreasonable , irrationa l things , an d i f tha t i s no t 
the role of the master fool , then what is? The postmodernists—those wh o 
embrace the legacy of Nietzsche—are maste r fools . S o it well may be tha t 
the feminist s an d postmodernist s are , i n th e fina l analysis , th e tru e heir s 
and beneficiarie s o f th e Freudia n Pandora' s bo x w e cal l psychoanalysis . 
In an y case , we , th e author s o f thi s text , hav e writte n a s woma n an d 
master fool . 

The psychoanalytic traditio n founde d i n the work o f Laca n i s postmod -
ern i n tha t i t i s poststructuralist an d consisten t wit h deconstruction , whil e 
the schoo l o f psychoanalysi s grounde d i n th e wor k o f Melani e Klein , fo r 
example, presupposes a  modernist theor y o f cognition . Th e postmodernis t 
is th e perso n wh o explore s th e limit s o f knowledg e a t th e boundarie s o f 
language. Laca n would certainl y fi t thi s definition . Jus t a s there ar e post -
modern an d modernis t psychoanalyti c perspectives , ther e ar e postmoder n 
and modernis t feminisms . Modernis t feminism s ten d t o b e essentialist , 
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14 advocatin g som e form o f supremac y o f the femal e ove r the male rooted i n 
the biological differences betwee n th e sexes,  or they rever t to some kind of 
mysticism abou t th e femal e body . Or , further , the y ten d t o submi t t o a n 
ethereal trut h o f equality , o f sameness . Ther e ar e psychoanalyti c femi -
nisms and feminist s wh o consider Freu d and Laca n rather a s enemies tha n 
allies. Ther e is , however , a  specia l convergenc e i n critica l socia l theor y 
between psychoanalysis , postmodernism, an d feminism . 

Much o f contemporar y critica l socia l theor y i n th e English-speakin g 
world consist s o f commentarie s o n Frenc h texts , suc h a s thos e o f Lacan , 
Derrida, Foucault , Cixous , Irigaray, and Kristeva , who in turn ar e reactin g 
to Germa n text s suc h a s thos e o f Hegel , Marx , Nietzsche , Freud , an d 
Heidegger. Th e problem with reading many of these texts is that i t is ofte n 
difficult t o understand the m unles s you alread y have a  good grasp of wha t 
they say , an d i t i s difficul t t o ge t tha t withou t firs t havin g rea d th e texts . 
One techniqu e i s t o rea d som e o f th e excellent  commentaries , interpreta -
tions, commentaries on the commentaries, and interpretations o f the inter -
pretations. Thi s book uses the text s themselve s t o construc t a  narrative o r 
exposition o f th e authors . Thi s is precisely what Laca n does with th e text s 
of Freu d an d invite s u s to do so with hi s own text . I n thi s way we are no t 
just talkin g i n th e abstrac t abou t psychoanalysis , o r postmodernism , o r 
feminism, bu t are doing it . 

Throughout thi s boo k we make extensiv e use of the text s o f Nietzsche , 
Freud, and Lacan. Lacan , in particular, suggeste d to those who attended hi s 
famous seminar s tha t an y attemp t o n thei r par t t o restat e hi s positio n 
would lea d t o a  misunderstanding. "I' m no t surprise d tha t somethin g o f a 
misunderstanding remain s t o b e dispelled , eve n i n peopl e wh o thin k 
they're followin g me, " h e writes . "[I] f I  were t o tr y t o make mysel f ver y 
easily understood , s o that yo u wer e completel y certai n tha t yo u followed , 
then accordin g t o m y premise s concernin g interhuma n discours e th e mis -
understanding woul d be irremediable" ( S III, 164). 

This book , therefore , ca n no t onl y b e contraste d wit h th e book s tha t 
attempt t o explai n fo r th e reade r wha t Nietzsche , Freud , an d Laca n wrot e 
and taught , bu t als o with som e o f th e excellen t commentarie s o n psycho -
analytic or postmodern feminis t socia l theory. Thi s book attempts to forg e 
a synthesi s b y makin g th e necessar y change s i n eac h perspectiv e tha t i s 
required i n orde r t o creat e a  convergence wit h th e othe r two , rathe r tha n 
discussing wha t change s woul d hav e t o be made an d whethe r o r no t the y 
are desirable . Whethe r o r no t th e change s mad e i n eac h perspectiv e i n 
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order t o achiev e a  convergenc e ar e t o b e welcome d i s lef t a s a n ope n 15 
question fo r th e reader to contemplate and consider . 

This boo k shoul d no t b e take n a s constitutin g a n argumen t fo r th e 
creation o f a  synthesi s o f psychoanalysis , postmodernism , an d feminism . 
Our purpos e i n writin g th e boo k i s t o creat e a  text tha t manifest s suc h a 
synthesis. Ou r argumen t i s tha t i f yo u tak e a s presupposition s th e basi c 
tenets an d methodologie s o f psychoanalysis , postmodernism , an d femi -
nism and bring them together by deleting those elements that are inconsis-
tent wit h wha t i s fundamenta l t o eac h o f th e others , the n th e theor y 
should loo k ver y muc h lik e wha t w e se t ou t i n thi s volume . Thi s i s ou r 
goal, an d thi s i s th e standar d b y whic h w e invit e th e reade r t o judg e 
the book . 

This boo k limit s itsel f t o a n analysi s o f heterosexua l relationships . A s 
such, it ignores the fundamenta l realit y o f lesbians and homosexuals . Thi s 
was not an effor t t o negate, but merely an effort no t to distort and to leave 
for anothe r day . W e wis h th e tex t t o stan d a s completely independen t a s 
possible fro m ou r ow n privat e views , man y o f which , o f course , wil l b e 
reflected i n th e text . W e hav e attempte d no t t o allo w ou r ow n view s t o 
distort o r modif y th e synthesis . Tha t i s to sa y tha t w e hav e attempte d t o 
let th e synthesi s tak e it s ow n for m an d spea k fo r itself , eve n thoug h ou r 
views may no t accor d with it . W e have als o tried no t t o use the synthesi s 
to pres s ou r ow n views . I n fact , bein g tw o authors , femal e an d male , w e 
ourselves d o not hol d th e sam e views consistently . Thi s fac t ha s no t bee n 
a proble m i n coauthorin g th e boo k becaus e w e hav e trie d t o le t th e tex t 
itself gover n it s own development . Tha t is , we have sough t t o bring abou t 
the closes t possibl e unio n o f th e view s an d th e fundamenta l an d essentia l 
texts o f Freud , Lacan , an d Nietzsche , th e thre e set s o f text s tha t ar e mos t 
closely interrelate d an d mos t fundamenta l t o psychoanalyti c socia l theor y 
and postmodernism . W e believ e tha t thi s approac h wil l allo w reader s t o 
confront issue s an d rais e question s tha t the y migh t no t otherwis e hav e 
considered i n reading commentaries o n or the texts of Nietzsche , Freud , or 
Lacan i n isolatio n fro m eac h othe r an d fro m th e feminis t perspective . I n 
particular, w e wis h th e reade r t o explor e mor e deepl y th e implication s o f 
psychoanalysis an d postmodernis m fo r feminism , particularl y whe n the y 
are used in consort . 

The unifying them e o f thi s boo k i s the political . W e ar e intereste d no t 
only in what a  synthesis o f psychoanalysis , postmodernism, an d feminis m 
would be like, but also in what kind of politics such a  synthesis would lead 
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16 to . Again , ou r interes t i n writing thi s boo k i s not t o promote thi s kin d of 
politics but t o develop and outline it . Consequently , th e argument s i n th e 
book ar e no t argument s i n favo r o f th e adoptio n o f th e analysi s bu t 
arguments fo r th e analysi s takin g thi s particula r for m a s agains t othe r 
possible forms . Thi s differenc e ma y appea r subtle , an d w e ma y hav e 
crossed ove r th e lin e a t times fo r whic h w e apologize an d as k the reader' s 
indulgence. I t i s fo r thi s reaso n tha t w e hav e no t develope d counterargu -
ments agains t this kind of politics. 

We have diligently attempted t o exemplify postmoder n methodolog y i n 
the writing o f th e book . W e invite the reade r t o contemplate th e relation -
ship between sexualit y an d politics , gender and power. W e will seduce the 
reader t o suspen d th e belie f i n a n objectiv e externa l realit y an d absolut e 
truth an d t o tak e a s wel l a  feminis t perspective . I n thi s wa y w e hop e t o 
lead th e reade r t o explor e th e plac e wher e th e publi c an d th e privat e 
converge; wher e subjectivit y an d objectivit y meet ; wher e sexualit y an d 
politics intersect ; wher e gender , sexuality , an d powe r com e together ; an d 
where the inner world of psychic reality and the external world of materia l 
reality fuse . 

The methodolog y o f postmodernis m an d psychoanalysi s i s muc h th e 
same, an d i n a  wa y eac h presuppose s th e other. 6 On e ca n onl y full y 
appreciate Freu d when on e has read Nietzsche , and one can only grasp th e 
significance o f Nietzsch e afte r readin g Freud. 7 I t i s n o acciden t tha t th e 
deconstructionist movemen t i s deeply roote d in the writings o f both Freu d 
and Nietzsche. 8 Deconstructio n entail s clos e analysis , an d clos e analysi s 
requires deconstruction. 9 Deconstructio n an d psychoanalysi s ar e paralle l 
processes suc h tha t whe n w e envisag e postmoder n psychoanalyti c theor y 
or psychoanalyti c postmodernism , the y amoun t t o muc h th e sam e thing . 
The concept s o f eac h ca n b e explaine d i n term s o f th e nomenclatur e o f 
the other . 

The relationshi p o f radica l feminis m t o eac h i s differen t tha n th e rela -
tionship of poststructuralism an d deconstruction t o psychoanalytic theory . 
Radical feminism i s presupposed b y neither ; nevertheless , the actua l prac-
tice o f eithe r ough t t o hav e le d t o th e sam e se t o f presupposition s tha t 
underlie radica l feminism . Th e discours e o f radica l feminis m cam e int o 
being independentl y o f th e discours e an d perspectiv e o f psychoanalyti c 
theory, poststructuralism , an d deconstruction . Nietzsche , Freud , Lacan , 
and Derrid a ar e male s wh o faile d t o tak e thei r methodolog y t o th e limit s 
of its potential, to the deconstruction an d delegitimization o f male domina-
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tion. Consequently , thei r wor k remain s incomplete . Radica l feminism , 1 7 
therefore, i s the methodology , discourse , and perspective tha t permit s th e 
analysis o f th e text s o f psychoanalysi s an d th e deconstructio n o f th e text s 
of poststructuralism . Whe n th e methodologie s ar e intertwine d i n thi s 
manner, the boundaries between them begin to disintegrate . 

The Sacrifice 

Psychoanalysis mus t sacrific e th e privilege d positio n o f th e phallus , whil e 
at the sam e time maintaining th e underlying theoretica l structur e tha t le d 
to the placin g o f th e phallu s i n a  privileged position . T o do this , we mus t 
show tha t Freu d wa s righ t abou t th e methodolog y o f psychoanalysi s bu t 
made a  wron g tur n a t som e poin t i n it s application . Whil e Freu d wa s 
clearly no t a  feminist , an d man y feminist s hav e bee n an d ar e highl y 
critical o f Freud , other s hav e forge d a n allianc e betwee n feminis m an d 
psychoanalytic theory . Th e fundamenta l contributio n o f psychoanalyti c 
theory t o feminis t socia l theor y lie s i n it s capacit y an d potentia l fo r ex -
plaining the origins of sexuality , sexua l difference, gende r difference , mal e 
domination, rape , perversion , pathology , th e structur e o f th e family , an d 
group o r collective behavior . Th e paradox o f feminis m an d psychoanalysi s 
is, however , tha t th e explanation s ar e i n term s o f phalli c possessio n o r 
lack, seduction , an d castration , al l o f whic h see m t o privileg e th e Oedipa l 
structure. Thi s give s th e mal e th e dominan t positio n a s th e possesso r o f 
the phallu s an d legitimize s mal e domination . Th e relationshi p betwee n 
traditional psychoanalyti c theor y an d feminism , whil e important fo r each , 
remains ambivalen t a t best . 

From thi s unifie d perspectiv e w e hav e conclude d an d argu e tha t a 
feminism roote d i n the ideology o f equalit y (a s contrasted with th e practi -
cal politic s o f equality ) i s inconsisten t wit h psychoanalysis . Therefore , i n 
order t o mesh feminis t theor y wit h psychoanalysis , feminis m mus t sacri -
fice libera l notion s o f equality . Psychoanalysi s require s a  feminis m base d 
on sexuality , an d th e psychoanalyti c perspectiv e o f sexualit y presuppose s 
difference, castration , an d lack—no t equality . Equalit y i s not sexy . Ther e 
is n o libidina l forc e behin d equality . A  feminis m tha t choose s t o concen -
trate on distribution o f power rather than upon the nature and structure of 
human sexualit y mus t rejec t Freud , an d a  feminis m tha t i s willin g t o 
consider th e sexua l dimensio n mus t confron t Freud . A t th e sam e time , a 
psychoanalysis tha t i s consisten t wit h feminis m mus t trea t th e privilege d 



Thinking the  Unthinkable 

18 positio n o f th e mal e a s a  neurotic an d pathologica l sympto m arisin g fro m 
repression. Psychoanalysi s an d feminis m ca n onl y b e full y integrate d 
within a  theor y tha t embrace s a  dialecti c o f differenc e tha t ma y wel l b e 
inconsistent wit h gende r equality . Feminis m ma y wel l hav e t o choos e 
between liberalis m an d psychoanalysis . I t ca n alig n itsel f wit h on e o r th e 
other, but no t with both . 

For both Freu d and Laca n sexual difference i s necessarily asymmetrical , 
and, furthermore , n o symmetrica l relatio n betwee n me n an d wome n i s 
possible. Sexua l identit y i s culturall y constructe d throug h fantas y struc -
tures tha t ar e mad e t o coher e wit h biology. 10 Th e problem tha t feminis m 
has wit h Laca n i s tha t ther e appear s t o b e n o wa y ou t o f thi s impasse . 
Postmodernism mus t tak e the gian t lea p into th e domai n o f sexualit y an d 
gender an d tes t the bounds o f th e libera l conceptions o f sexua l and gende r 
symmetry. Th e resul t i s a precarious positionin g o n the edg e of discourse , 
a frightening discours e of binary oppositions and gender hierarchies . 

What i s a t issu e i s ho w th e explanation s ar e t o unfold . Whethe r th e 
relationship betwee n feminis m an d psychoanalysi s i s to b e tha t o f a  close 
integration suc h that i t will be difficult t o measure where one ends and the 
other begin s o r whethe r i t i s t o remai n inharmoniou s wil l depen d upo n 
whether o r not a  different for m o f sexuality , gender structure , and psychic 
reality ca n b e sai d t o coexis t a s an oppositiona l alternativ e t o th e Oedipa l 
analysis, whil e a t th e sam e tim e maintainin g th e essentia l theoretica l 
structure o f psychoanalyti c theory . I f psychoanalyti c theor y coul d b e ex -
tended i n thi s manner , the n th e proces s o f individuatio n woul d b e seen a s 
a dialectica l proces s betwee n tw o form s o f psychi c sexualit y an d reality , 
each o f whic h coul d furnis h a  se t o f gende r structure s havin g a  revers e 
asymmetry. Eac h woul d provid e a  femal e an d mal e sexua l an d gende r 
structure. 

Feminism require s tha t th e categor y o f "woman " b e taken a s a presup-
position. Psychoanalysis , o n th e othe r hand , assume s tha t th e category of 
"woman" ca n onl y b e define d i n term s o f th e lac k o f th e phallus . Tradi -
tional psychoanalyti c theor y ha s seriou s defect s tha t cente r aroun d it s 
assumptions an d presupposition s abou t women . Freu d wa s haunte d b y 
women, obsessed with women, and in the end failed t o understand them. 11 

In traditiona l psychoanalyti c theor y ma n claim s th e positio n o f subject , 
observer, an d woma n i s designate d th e other—tha t whic h i s t o b e ob -
served. Ther e have been and continue to be a substantial number o f femal e 
psychoanalytic theorist s who have focused thei r gaze in the same direction 
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as th e male, 12 tha t is , o n th e female , i n attemptin g t o correc t th e man y 19 
misrepresentations, projections , errors , an d mistake s tha t th e mal e a s ob-
server o f the female ha s made. 

There is , however , a  fallac y i n thi s configuratio n o f male s observin g 
females an d describing the natur e o f femininity , an d female s saying , "No , 
women ar e not reall y like that—the mal e is mistaken/' Th e fallacy i s tha t 
there i s a subject makin g the observation s o f somethin g tha t i s other tha n 
itself, when i n realit y wha t i s happening i s that th e male s are projecting a 
fantasy structur e o f thei r ow n sexua l psychic realit y ont o the female . Th e 
conclusions tha t Freu d reache d abou t women an d thei r sexualit y ar e abou t 
women a s they exis t within th e fantasy structure s o f mal e psychic reality . 
If we wish to gain an understanding o f women as a construct of the fantas y 
structure o f male collective psychic reality, we must star t by looking inside 
the psych e o f th e mal e sinc e tha t i s wher e th e concep t o f femininit y 
originates—as a  male defens e mechanis m t o protec t th e mal e eg o agains t 
the seductio n o f th e femal e a s (M)other . Wome n psychoanalyst s an d 
feminist theorist s hav e bee n reluctan t t o tak e o n th e tas k o f describin g 
what i s insid e th e mal e psych e a s thi s woul d creat e th e sam e danger s o f 
projection i n reverse . Wha t psychoanalyti c theor y lack s an d desperatel y 
needs i s a n equivalen t grou p o f mal e theorist s wh o woul d concentrat e o n 
analyzing th e structur e o f mal e sexualit y an d psychi c reality , suc h a s th e 
many importan t femal e psychoanalyst s an d feminis t theorist s hav e don e 
in regar d t o female sexualit y an d the female psyche . Ther e i s an extensiv e 
body o f literatur e abou t femal e sexualit y an d femininity . Ther e i s n o 
corresponding bod y o f psychoanalyti c literatur e abou t mal e sexualit y an d 
masculinity. Freu d asked , "Wha t doe s woman want? " rathe r tha n askin g 
"What i s wron g wit h th e man? " o r "Wh y i s th e ma n a  proble m fo r 
women?" Th e nee d i s t o understan d th e ma n wh o i s th e projecto r o f th e 
fantasy structur e "woman, " which women adop t as the mask of femininit y 
in orde r t o participat e withi n th e framewor k o f mal e desire . Wha t i s 
required t o brin g abou t a  synthesi s betwee n psychoanalyti c theor y an d 
feminism i s a dialectical, postmodern psychoanalysis . 

The writings o f Jacque s Laca n ar e an d wil l continu e t o b e a core them e 
in the dialogue between feminis m an d psychoanalysis because they furnis h 
feminism wit h a  version o f psychoanalytic theory tha t begins the purge of 
biological essentialism—towar d a  postmodern psychoanalysis . Th e inter -
course o f th e tw o wil l be contentious an d difficul t i n tha t Lacan' s writing s 
themselves are formidable , opaque , complicated, and problematic , generat -
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20 in g man y interpretation s o f hi s thought , a s well a s interpretations o f th e 
interpretations. Jus t a s Freu d wa s no t a  feminist , neithe r wa s Lacan . A s 
stated b y Jan e Gallop , "Ther e neve r wa s a n allianc e betwee n th e perso n 
Lacan [th e body o f Lacan' s writing] an d feminism. Wha t ther e has been is 
an allianc e som e feminist s hav e mad e wit h Lacania n thought." 13 A  post -
modern Lacania n psychoanalysi s woul d pus h th e boundarie s o f sexua l 
difference an d recogniz e th e binar y position s o f hierarch y an d power . I t 
would acknowledg e th e fina l purg e o f biologica l essentialism—an d woul d 
understand th e male and female point s of reference t o be mere positions in 
the signifying chain , positions susceptible to bifurcation . 

The Dialectic 

Freud's dialectica l metho d i s manifes t i n hi s celebrate d dualism s betwee n 
ego an d id , se x an d ego , Ero s an d Thanatos , alon g wit h th e pleasur e 
principle an d the primacy o f masochism . Whethe r o r not Freud' s substan -
tive theories are valid,14 psychoanalytic theory must take as its presupposi-
tions th e oppositiona l poles  o f th e sexua l an d eg o drive , materia l an d 
psychic reality ; th e eg o an d th e self ; consciou s an d unconscious ; repres -
sion an d neurosis ; th e primac y o f sexuality ; an d th e structur e o f uncon -
scious fantasy , whic h play s ou t i n term s o f th e phallus , seduction , an d 
castration, i f i t i s to remai n tru e t o the legacy of Freud . Whe n i t comes t o 
gender, however , th e distinction s betwee n masculinit y an d femininity , 
male and female , mal e sexualit y an d femal e sexuality , fathe r an d mother , 
are base d o n th e possessio n o f th e phallus , an d th e correspondin g lack . 
This i s no t a  dialectical distinctio n an d is , therefore, inconsisten t wit h th e 
dialectical methodolog y tha t Freu d use s whereve r possible . T o surrende r 
the privileged position o f the phallus in psychoanalytic theory in exchang e 
for a  dialectic would b e a  major modificatio n o f traditiona l psychoanalyti c 
theory. Ye t feminis m demand s th e castratio n o f Oedipus . Th e questio n 
that mus t be asked i s whether th e sacrifice o f the privileged position o f th e 
phallus i s desirabl e fro m th e perspectiv e o f psychoanalyti c socia l theory ? 
Can the theoretical body survive the operation ? 

From th e position o f a  Freudian psychoanalysi s tha t accept s the dualit y 
of Ero s an d Thanatos , w e fin d ourselve s a s languagin g bipe d primates , 
caught i n a  dialectics i n whic h w e ca n embrac e ou r animalit y o r rejec t it ; 
embrace ou r sexualit y o r rejec t it ; embrac e ou r bodie s o r rejec t them ; 
embrace the shor t ephemera l danc e of lif e o r rejec t it ; submi t ourselve s t o 


