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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 rclauve w0 se'x s reality p;incip}m cisely, the male) would one have us belieye that this is.the fe-

male’s history? Repression is already hf:te in full force, in the
fatal situation of sex’s hypczreahty ~ a5 it was yesterday, but in nmmf WOIEN's scxual and poli lisery, to the exclu- !
direct contrast, in irony and seduction. ’

1 tHAN
" There is an aitematzve 10 sex.and to_ppmr, ‘one that psy- *

* * * choanalysis cannot know because its Wﬁ} And
Freud was right: there Is but one sexuatity, one libido - and yes, this ﬂw abted ;,-
It is masculine. Sexuality has a strong, djscriminauvc structuyre nine, understood outside the oppgsmon mascuime! femmme
ceniered on the El_}&ii/us, castration, ﬂ}gmﬁigpeﬁf the Father, and That opposition being essentially masculine, sexual in intention, .
rcpmssron There is none othcr “There is no use dreaming of and inggggblc of being overturned wzzhout WOUuL ceasing o exist. AT
sorie non-phailic, unlocked, unmarked sexuvality. There is no This strength of the femining 151 that of seduction. e Lo "‘{‘*""‘“f'-«;;
use sceking, from within this structure, to have the feminine * * * = \::W:‘

pass through to the other side, or to cross terms. Eithér the struc-

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 ) ¢hological relations, nor those of re ] the uncons-

coming from the frontiers of a psychoanalysis free of Freud, ¢, cious, buf must be interpreted in the t¢zms of play, challenges, ;" _
ot from the frontlers of desite free of psychomalysm Behind o du‘eis,s{;hq strategy of agpcaranet:s)w that is, the terms of seduc- T
the qff_;ﬁ;;_S@ﬂC& of the paradigm of sex, cvcrything is con- - e, t1on A universe that can no longer be interpretcd in terms of «fd f?:
verging towards the/non-diffecent dand j {1 ¢ Structures and diacritical oppositions, but implies b seductive T
potential neytralization. o - ‘“/ & iiv_c_____rmih;_y/— a universe where the feminine is not what op-

The danger of the sexual revolution for the female is that sh@ ; poses the masculine, but what seduces s the masculine,
will be enciosed within a structure that condr:gm&l’u either R } In seduction the feminine is neither 2 marked nor dn 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 suifering and oppression irmputed distance, the fernininic as some ing that is nothing, that is never

Lo KVQ’]"& N )’)'A\e v’!f‘«‘n\créﬁr
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»\m& WM{“ s
“‘# 4 7 £ dBy o r"f



rase g
i
JE b 8 SEDUCTION ——

“produced,” is never where it is produced (and certainly can-

not, therefore, be found in any “ferninist” demand). And this

not from the perspcctwe of a psychic or biological bi-sexuality,

but that of the trans-sexuality gfjs_ed_ uctiop which the ,cnmé"“‘

_Organization of sex tends 10 reject - as does psychognal

“accordance with the ; gxiom that there is no other s;mm%

J ' that of s sexuality (whjch renders it incapable, by definition, of
_Speaking about anything elsc).

y v 061 A the hdy, or & Tite OF e
| and ptgstz:uuon Thcy do not und?:rsrand that seduction
e represents Lgrse, while power
P represents only ‘mastery of the real universe The sovereignty
L of sq\ucnon is mcommcnsur:zblc with the posscssmn of QQ__HE-
i « ical or sexual power.
Fdna \.,---"{ . There is a strange, fierce complicity be the femmast
+ .7« movementand the order of truth. For seductiof is resisted and
S rejected as a misappropriation of women's. trud. bej 8 2 truth
‘o that in the last instance is to be found inscribed 4

. things. their t@%ﬁg@m it into a game, the pure play of ap-
Wa ms and thereby foil al] systems.of power and meaning
L-with 3.mere tur hand, The ablht to turn apbearances

ppedrances. The CaQaCIt_X immanent to scductinmgg deny

\‘

s
i
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tomical:

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

Luce Irigara .
garay p

Paro!e
thzt of ;

the djffuse pojﬁfalcncc of sexual pleasyre and the transfxgura»
sion of the entire bod de fe: this is the theme song that

e

»2 qgesmon of the boc?‘g,if not the anatomical, thcn the ogganzc,

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
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

tiny, into nrw@ There is nothing here radicai-

ly opposed to Freud's roaxim.

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

"é" 6({ g LT <"7L' --r«' / ot 4‘5‘ o y r‘ : !I_': fomg .

S é;f;’ - [

4 v by
.-;.-
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10 SEDUCTION / v

seduced, fthc body in 1t__passion separated fro%truﬁ from

that ethical truth of desire which.obsesses s — matm
profoundly miig{iﬁ us! wLwth that the bod tod

g__y.a,gdesaz;y seduction zionc breaks the d:stmcuvc sexuali-
zation of bodies and the mewtabic phallic economy that resu.lts

mgly s&nmneouslx 50, Emmediatcly obwous seducuon need
not be dat-:zm;;nsrru.tt:j@~£ aor justified - it is there all at oncee, in

Y

i
gy, anatom truth, or power. It knows (thls is its secret) thzt’“? [\
ti;}ere is no aunaromy, nor psychology, that all signs are reversi- B

N
-

......

_ igns. How can onc opposc
e only thmg truly at stake is f the

s, against the force of being and re realith There is
no need to play b‘gﬁ%g, or truth against truth; why
become stuck undérmimig foundations, when 2 /igh! manipu-
lation of appearances will do.

Now woman is but appgarance. And it is the feminine as ap-
pearance that :hwarts masculme d;pth Instead of rising up

a contrary, fﬁmu}#_a?ﬁﬁeth e

* Mo *

It is not quite the feminine as.surface that is opposed to the
masculine as depth, but the feminine as indistinctness of sur- sur-/
face and depth. Or as indlfference to the au:hemic andg{hcar.k

Jtificial. Joan Rivigre, in “Feminité sans mascarade” (La
/' Psychoanalyse ne. 7}, makes a fupdamental claim - one that
contains within it all seduction: “Whether femininity be authen-
e or superficial, it is fundamenmally the same thing”
This can be said only of thgfgx%ngj_r;e The masculing, by con-

trast, possesses ur@ﬂmg pgwers of chscr;mmanon g_t}_d abso-
77 v T . foe ol ""J
i {/{'i ¢ &'LEI"“ i . «rp' 64:’
i _f_.,,ﬁ];.,_.,._:.e"; o

A i
N
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\ -
lute criteria for pronouncing the tryth. The masculine is cer-

win, the feminine

N:Jw surprisingly, this grogosiuon that in the fcmmm‘; zhci
‘ is withou
isti n hetween 3 ngl

foundation, also defines the s ace. . Here ro?} c:r;e

ish berween rcaiitx and jts models, there being

_r'f’:) f’"f‘ ﬁ»’{w o i:j’
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cannot distify s
no other reality than that secreted by the simulative models, >™
iust 45 thcre is no ot el femxm jty than that of appearanges.
' the femi-
i ence omts w the amb ity of _
/ This strange comcnd g p he 2 X fthe fermr
- and 'thg; only gosmb:htx of Wg —in beducnon pre-
cisely.
- e e s \//.wf
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transvestites love is thisgame of signs, what excites them is {0

seduce the signs themselves. With them everything is makeup, .-

theatér, and sediciion. They appear obsessed with games of -
5€X, but they are obsessed, first of all, with pla itselfiand if
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]
~Nico 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.

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

L 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-
phailocracy, as it might be incarnated 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;

-4 Jo self uncertain that this uncertai Sated ieis iy but here there are no longer any terms (o pervert, only signs
)\j_.} N of femininity, be greatest: in the play . Joseduce:

Nor should one seek to ground tragsvestism in the uncons-

Transvestism. Neither hom .
omosexuals nor transexuals, transves- cious or in “latent homosexuality.” The old casuisury of laten-

tites i i i oAt A
\ they cﬁ:tfgbsgyt::gste?:c? Sﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁm The spell cy is itself a product of the sexyali ary.of surfaces and
vacillatioridand not, as is cus as others, is born of gexual depths, and always implies a diagnosis of symptoms and prog-

for the other. They do not réatl? rx;a;y, the attraction of one sex nosis for their correction. But bere nothing is lgtgnt, everything
en, nor those who define Imcgsélfeﬁtdfcngﬂfcme .?ggm- calls into question the \jg:ry_fdca Ofaseerer, deteroipale siance ~
' P » fedundantly, as distinct of sex, the idga that the deep play of phaptasies controls the.

sexual beings. T et & ; Y LU
biological being Here the sigs s oo elicate superficial play of sigg) On the contrary, everything is played
on epaated from biology, and out in the Veriigo of this.invession, thistranssubstantiation of

consequently the sexes no lo i : e R
°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

- parady’> a parody, of sex by its jover-signification! The prosti-

N Perhaps the transvestite’s ability to 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 prostitution 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-

! tentation of a sex whose own pleasure is absent,

-~ The seduction itself is coupled with a parody in which
implacable hostility to the feminine shows through, and which
might be interpreted as 2 male appropriation of the panoply

of female allurements. The transvestite would then reproduce
the situation of the first warrior - he alone was seductive - the
worman being nul {(consider fascism, and its affinity for trans-
vestites). But rather than the addition of the sexes is not this
their invalidation? And doesn’t the masculine, in this mockery
of femininity, rescind its starus and prerogratives in order to
become a contrapuntal clement in a ritual game? .

In any case, this parody of femininity is not quite as acerbic
as one might think, since it is the parody of femininity as men
imagine and stage it, as well as phantasize it. A femininity ex-
aggerated, degraded, parodied (drag queens in Barcelona keep
their moustaches and expose their hairy chests), the claim is
that in this society femininity is naught but the signs with which
men rig it up. To over-simulate femininity is to suggest that wom-
an is but a masculine model of simulation. Here is a challenge
to the female model by way of a female game, a challenge 10
the female/woman by way of the female/sign. And it is possi-
ble that this living, feigned denunciation, which plays on the
furthermost bounds of artifice, and simultaneousty plays with
the mechanisms of femininity to the point of perfection, is more

ity “alienated in its being." Here femininity is said to have no

being (no nature, writing, singular pleasures or, as Freud said,

particularized libido). Contrary to every search for an authen-

tic femininity, for a2 woman's speech, eic., the ¢laim here is that
~=-the female is nothing, and that this is her strength.

Here is 2 more subtle response than feminism’s outright denial

of the law of castration. For the latter encounters symbolic, not

. %Lﬁ—(;‘éver of femininity is thednyerse power of sedugtion. In itself

{7 N

% 6}55” \(J ¢l ,;** -f‘e :r A THE ECLIPTIC OF SEX 15
A \ “'sﬂ 1’{' QA
anatomical fate, one that weighs on all possible sexuality. The
overturging of this law, therefore, can only result from its, p(zrod~
ic. resolitt_ian, from the ex-ceniricity of the signs of fcmmingly,
the-reduplication of signs that puts an end o every insoluble
biology %r zﬁétﬁphﬁrsiéinbg the sexes. Makeup is nothing else: |
a triumphant parody, 2 §olution by the surface hyper-
simulation of this in-depth simulation that is itself the symbol
ic Iaw of castraticn — a Uggisgyggl | game of sedugction, -
| "Thse irony of artificial practices: the peculizra ility of the
paimécl woman or prostitute to exaggerate her features, to turn
thern iato more than a sign, and by this usage of, not the false
hsed to the true, but the more false false, 10 incat-
of sexuality while simultaneously being absorbed
in their simulation. The irony proper to the constitution of wom-
an as idol Or sex object: in her closed perfection, she puts an
end to’sex plgy and refers man, the lord and master of sexual
reality, to ?g%}aqsparc&zs an fmaginary subject) The iron-
ic power of ?he\quect, then, which she loses when promoted
10 the status of 2 subject. — e
All masculine power is a power tq__gg_fgggcc,‘ All that is -,
produced, be it the'production o e, falls wi-

of woman
/thin the register of masculine power. The only, and irresistible, .

, !}i";}{g
. _

1¢
3

‘Wit is nul, seduction I ower of its own, only that of an-
| auling the power of productign. But it always annuls the later
Has there, mOreover, éver been a phallic power? This entire
history of patriarchal domination, of phallocracy, the immemori-

al male privilege, is perhaps only a stQry. Beginning‘with the | <, !
exchange of women in primitive societies, stupidly interpret- k}a %\ s §
ed as the first stage Of woman-gs-object. All that we have been g & ¢ ©
asked to believe - the universal discourse on the inequality of . * £ 4
the sexes, the theme song.of an egalitadan and revoluFionary N W
modernity (reinforced, these days, with all the energies of 2 v § y 3
failed revolution) - is perhaps Q¢ gi ntic misynderstandil 1 N
The opposite ypothesis Is just as plausible and, from a cermain =, ‘a '
perspective, more interesting - that is, that, tg‘g fﬁmxmgg‘._has L s *\ o
never been dominated, but hag g t. The femi- 5}53\33} \\3{ 4
nine considered not as a sex, but as thefform trafsyersal io ev-; T
ery sex, as well as (o every powet, as the secret, virulent f_prfn..,} }i o
= ‘f'“ i - J i
-

s

4 0 N
o e
.




16 SEDUCTION

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

can be experienced today 1 ut the e of sex-

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

tion, always been ttinmphant?-

i 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}t,\ofaﬁmiggx@ﬁﬁex that exhausts itself in e roduc tion, or
rode

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

\
ek ___semr: mascuh&cjmte -
o 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 :maiyszs in Sym-

b _3’” and msmutnons in order to thwart the criginally far. superior
a7 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
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THE ECLIPTIC OF SEX 17

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

tive form
____#F‘n—-—

*

And in thc,;drgg,sm

T

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

ure, is often advanced as characieristic OWOH.

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-

ffj v 7

"I i :I_;,— I “é b ﬁ?’!’f‘{ﬂ’
oy &

z\,)f
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¥

dorninant form. The secuctive form prcvazis omr thc pn;oduc- ao
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18 SEDUCTION

sible, that is to say that, in the absence or denial of the orgasm,
superior intensity is possible. It is here, where the end of sex
becomes aleatory again, that something arises that can be called
seduction or dcﬁght Ot 2gam sexual picasurc can be ;ust a prem

sexual plcasurc 0 its Timit and beyond a challenge, that prevails
over thc workings of desire becausc itis much morc dizzying,

T

ual pleasure, Who knows if women, far from being “despoﬂecl >
have not, from time immemorial, been@%m@@cir
own by trzumphantiy asserting a nght o] scxuai ret:ccnce’ if

et T o rren

tive depzhs such provocatzon can go, nor what omnipotcncc
it implies. Men, reduced to solitary plegsures, and cnmeshed
within the directives of delight and conquest, never did find
2 way out. '

Wheo won this game with its different strategies? Men, ap-
paremly, 2l down the line, Bu: it is by no means certain that they

flight that could neither assurc_ them of safety, nor relieve them
of their secret despair at what had escaped them - whatever
their gzins or calculations. This had to end: it was imperg.nve

bie chalienge that ultimately nuiiiﬁcs sexual pleasure ift a

possible stratf:gy of non-pleasure. For sexual plcasure knows

inferior to aay strategy that uses it as 1ts mtcr:al and uses desire
itself as a tactical ¢element. This is the central thetne of the liber-
tine sexuality of the eighteenth century, from Laclos to Casanova
and Sade (including Kierkegaard in Digry of the Seducer), for
whom sexuality : stﬂl retams ltS cercms:}mal ritual and strategic

OgY, ¥, into zhc revealed truth of sex.

THE ECLIPTIC OF SEX 1%

* * *

Here then is the era of the pill when sexual pleasure is
decreed. The end of the right 10 sexual reticence, Women must
realize that they are being dispossessed of something essential
for them to put up so much resistance (all those ghosts of
“missed’” acts) to the “rational” adoption of the pill. The same
resistance as that of entire generations to school, medicine, secu-
rity and work. The same profound intuition about the ravages
of an unfettered liberty, speech or pleasure. Defiance, the other’s
defiance, is nio longer possible: all symbolic logic has been elimi-
nated to the advantage of 2 permanent erection and its black-
mail (without counting the tendencicus lowering of the rate
of sexual pleasure itself).

The “traditional” woman’s sexuglity was neither repressed
nor forbidden. Within her role she was entirely hegself; she was
in no way defeated, nor passive, nor did she dream of her fu-
ture “liberation.” It is the beautiful souls who, retrospectively,
see women as alienated from time immemorial, and then liber-«”
ated. And there is a profound disdain in this vision, the same
disdain as that shown towards the “alienated” masses supposedly
incapable of being anything but mystified sheep.

It is easy 10 paint a picture of woman alienated through the
ages, and then open thc doors of ggsme for hcr under thc

sence of sexism and racism: commiseration.
Fortunately, the female has never fit this image. She has al-
ways had her own strategy, the unremitting, winniog stalegy

of“ﬁ:ilfén_gc (onc of whose major forms is seduction). There

is no need to Tament the wrongs ‘she suffered nor to want to
rectify them. No need to play the Jover of justice for the weak-
er sex. No need to mortgage everything for some liberation or
desire whose secret had to walt till the twentieth century ©

be revealed. At each moment of the story the game was played
with 2 full deck, with all the cards, including the trumps. And

men did not win, not a;,aii On the contrary, it is women who

[ ——
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20 SEDUCTION

ure — but this is another story,

* * e

It is the story of thc feminine in the prcscrzt tense, ina cul-

femaie as value - at the expense of thc fcmalc as a principle
of uncertainty. All scxuai liberation lies in this strategy: the im-
position of the nghts, status and pieasurc of womert, The ovcr-

why All femzmmty will be made visible - woman as cmbicmatic
of orgasm, and orgasm as cmbiematlc of sexuality. No more un-

an 1mpiacable logic. Everything is irtgversibly masculinc and
dead. Even the complicity, the p_r_ggmsggttv between ¢ cxccutxon—
crs and victims has disappeared: inanimate torture, pcrpctm-

ed without eglotion 4 coid machination. (Hcrc one crceives

traction, a tcchnological product of a machmcr) of bodies, a
logistics of pleasure which goes straight 10 its objective, only
o find its object dead).

The film illustrates the truth that in a dominant masculine
system, and in every dominant system (which thereby becomes

-
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masculine}, it is emi ity ¢ Mmmemb i
sibility of pla ny. Salo 1s a uriverse

£y {h.;t pro-

in Sade, by the predominance of sodomy) It is here that 1t be-

comes apparent that the Wopposed to the

damcnmi forms that confzcnt each c her in the- maie angk, ﬁa- g

male, and not some b:ologlcal différencc Or some naive rivalry
zof power.

* * ¥* .
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val history), andmi"fg mabillty 1o meet . Qur entire concepuon
of sexuality may be collapsing because constructed around the
phatlic function and the positive definition of sex. Every posi-
# tive form can accommodate itself to 1ts negative form, but un-
( erstands the chs,llange of | the 7 as mortai Every
/] structure can adapt 10 jts subversxen or i 1, but not to
vthe reversion of its | tepms, Seduction is thig feversible | form
Not the seduction to which women have been h;storicaiiy
consigned: the culture of the gynaeceum, of rouge and lace,

o i
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22 SEBUCTION

This is what occurs in the most banal games of seduction:
I shy away; it is not you who will give me pleasure, it is i who
will make you play, and thereby rob vou of your pieasure, A
%{ne 2{1 COﬂtil‘lUOUS m()vcmcnt - ONe cannot assumc that SCX*

—~of dusplaccment {se- -ducere: mke mde to divert fzom ongs—

pa,zh) that implies a gistortion of sex’s truth. ﬁ[gp\ﬁyas not to _

take pleasure. Seduction, as a passion and as 2 garge at the | Em
eloft “klg:__g_gg_xl acquires a certaip sovereigaty; it is seduction that

prevails in the long term because it implies a reversible, indeter-

~pminate order.

consolation of the pleasures of the flesh. One wants us to con-
sider the latter a natugal finality — and many are driven mad for

failing to attain it. But love has nothing to do with sex drives,
if not in the libidinal look of our contemporary culture, Love

scduccd in tum (thcre is no ﬁncr aggumcm than w© accuse a
woman of being incapabie of being seduced). Pervemi(;_n from
this perspective takes on a somewhat different meaning: it is

ta pretend to be seduced without being seduced, Wrthom be-
ing capable of being seduced.

The law of seduction takes the form of an uninterrupted rityal
‘exchange where seducer and seduced constaml;%%
in a game that never ‘ends, And cannoét end since the dividing
line %ﬁ”&?ﬁml‘y of the one and the defeat of the

othey, is illegible. And because there is no limit to the challenge

—if not dcath Sex, on thf: other hand, has a quick, banal end:
the orgasm, the immediate form of desire’s realization.

In analysis, one can see the extreme danger that
may be incurred by a man who begins to listen

through her d{}é_l:’c, a woman alters the ungltcra—
bility within which 2 man cannot help but enclose.
her, if she herself becomes an immediate and
limitless demand, if she no longer remains within

THE ECLIPTIC OF SEX 2%

this enclosure and is no longer held by it, the man
finds himself cast into 2 subsuicidal state. A demand
that tolerates no delay, no excuse, that is limitless
with regard to intensity and duration, shatters the
absolute represented by woman, by feminine sex-
uality, and even by feminine pleasure. .. . Feminine
again, and thus conzroued zeduced 10 the cool-
ness of marble breasts, whereas the demand for
enjoyment made by 2 woman to the man who is
bound to her without being able to flee, causes
him to lose his bearings and the feeling of pure
contingency.... When all desire is channelled into
the demand for enjoyment, the world turns up-
side down and bursts asunder. This is doubtless
why our culture has taught women to demand
nothing in order to induce them to desire
nothing...!

And this “‘desire, aii of wh1ch is channelled into tpc demand

tion''? What is this ne new, femininc figure of unhrmtcd se:i:ual de-
mznd an unhrmtcd Clmm to sexual gratzﬁcanon? This, in effect,
.md R()ustang

general,

We say no to those who love only women; those
who love only men; those whao love only children
(there are also the elderly, sados, machos, dogs,
cats}... The new militant, with his refined egocen-
tricism, claims a right to his sexual racism. But we

misogynist to bc a pedcrzsz, an androphobe to be

1. Frangois Rouseang, Dire Mastery (Baldmore: Johns Hopkins Press, 1982}, pp, 104-5,



24 SEDUCTION

alesbian, ...if one must reject the pleasures of the
night, chance encounters, and pick-ups in order
10 defend oneself against rape, then in the name
of a struggle against certain prohibitions, one has
returned to other @mbooes, moralisms, norms,
blinkers...
Within cur body we experience not one sex, not
two, but 2 multitude | of sexes. We do not see 2 man,
ic(1}... Our bodies are tired of all the stereotyped
cultural barriers, all the physiological segregation...
We ase male and femate, adulis and children, fairies,
dykes, and gays, fuckers and fucked, buggers and
buggered. We do not accept the reduction of all
our sexual richness to a single sex. Our sapphism
is only one facet of our sexuality, We refuse to Hrnit
ourselves to what society demands of us, that is,
that we be either hetero, lesbian, gay the whole
gamut of promotional products. We are unreasona-
bie in all our desires.
Judith Belladonna Barbara Penton—
Libé, July 1978

desire onto demand and gratiﬁcation doesn't this consmutc
a reversal of what Roustang described: if until now women were
taught to demand nothing in order that they desired nothing,
are :hey not now being taught to demand everything in order

ual grarification? -

~Masculinity would be closer to the Jaw, femininity closer to
sexual pleasure, But is not such pleasure the axiomatics of a
decoded sexual universe - the feminine and liberating refer-
ence p_z:q_duccd by the gradual enfeeblement of the Law, the sz
becoming an injunction to pleasyre after having been its intes
digtion. An effect of simulation mvertcd it is whe?ﬁl‘éﬁgﬁre

pears, plcasure is inauguratcd as a new contract. What ¢ docs it

THE BCLIPTIC OF SEX 25

matter: nothing has changed, and the inversion of signs is but
a consequence of stratcgy. This is the 51

An unexpected fatc, one that cuts short all the illusions of
desire and all the rationalizations of liberation. Marcuse:

What within a pattiarchal system appears as the
ferninine antithesis of masculine vaiues woulcl then

vy i

ation w0uld then be, sxmultzneously, the hbcranon
of men...

Actuels, Galilée, p. 33.

Suppose the feminine liberated and piace,d at the service of
anew cg_ligcﬁmﬁms {the same mg(d%__‘%mf as for the death
drive — the same dialectic aligned with the new social Eros).
But what hsppens if the feminine, far from being a bs:t of s;zemﬁc

tion, for its promotion as sub;cct is accompzmed by its retum
as ob!eCL; that is to sa'y, o

the dcciqmguom against zh1s ot_g;gcnﬂcgggn But the cause is

_____ the liberation of the feminine
lacs in 1ts radical an;b_iguﬂ;y Evcn Roustang's text, which tends
to support the ﬂood of female demands, cannot but have a
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26 SEDUCTION

presentiment of the catastrophc that the channelling of all desjre
into the demand for ion constitutes. Unless one con-
siders thc subsumdgi Statc of men .provokcd by thls dﬁmzmd

o ..._,_w-"" ....... B

A similar ambiguiry can be found in the male md his wealk-
ness. The papic.nen feel when faced with the “liberated” fe-
male sub;ect is equalled oniy by their fragility before the

e e g A T it

sex obgect ‘Whether 2 woman demznds sexual satisfaction by
bccomm_g conscious of the rationality of her desire,” or offers
herself in a state of total prostitution — whether the female be
subicct or obiect, liberated or prostitut.cd her sex is o be

> raphy turns around the malc sex. This is because ercctlgps

are never certain (no scenes of impotence in pornography, they
are averted by the hallucination of unrestrained feminine sup-
ply). In a sexuality made problematic by demands o prove and
demonstrate itself without discontinuity, the marked position,
the masculine position, wﬂib@&a@lc By contrast, the femaic

sex remains equal to itself in its availability, in its chasm, its

" degree zero. The continuity of female sexuality, as opposcd to

male intermittency, is enough 1o ensure its superiority at the

representation of endless sex that has come o dominate our
fantasics

,',....._-v RS

tially limitless. Tt demands a profusion come true, a scxually
affluent society)” It can no more tolemtc a scarcity of sexaal

and Evaiiablhty can only be mcamatcd by the : female sex. This
is why in this socict;y everything — objects, goods, services, re-
lations of all types — will be feminized, sexualized in a femi-

fiine fashion In advertising it is nct somucha matter of adding

vF{}(h—- -
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ny, where flaccid or erectile men play only a nqq;_;_r_;_gi__r_c:}l{:. Hard

i ra——

~exhaus ;mn of sexuahty whcther ithe ggg tnasculine scxuahty

~that once nOUTEREd alf the schemes of erecti lity, verticality, ~

ascendancy, growth, production, etc., and is at presgnt lost in
the obsessive simulation of all these themes - or a feminine
sexuality, as incarnated from time immemorial in seduction. To-
day, behind the mechanical objectification of the sxgns of sex,
it 15 the masculine as fragile, and the feminine as rdggmro___ :

We are indeed in an ongmak situation as regards sexual vio-
lence - v:olencc done to the “subsuicidal” male by unbridled,
female. But it is not a matter of a reversal of the histor-
ical vxolcnca done 1o women by male sexual force. The vio-
lence involved here is relative & ot ization, depression
and collapse of the madmimm Dbefore the irryption of the
non-marked term. It is N0t 2 real, generic violence, but 2 vio-
lence of dlssuasron tbe vsg@ e, Of the nenter, the violence of
the de _‘gmc,zezo

S0 too is pornography: the viglence of SEX neutraizzed
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¢t w ”{
;" true, too near 10 be true. And it i th1§ that is fascinating, this
\QSCHFLE_ of rcahty,zlhls t_lng__mg;@_;m The only phantasy

l in pornography, if there is on,é, is thus not 2 phantasy of sex,

~ but o‘f:gl and its aba__gp_uon mto something other than
the real, the hyperreal. Pordographlc tvoyeunsm is not a scxual

a d;zzing:ss born of the iogg‘;%gg;;nc and the irrupti‘gﬂn of
the obscene. o

Consequent to the anatomical zoom, the dimension of the /

R i U ol gy S N real is abglished, the distance implied by the gaze gives way —

TR, (W 5

to an instantaneous, mcerbated rggrcscnwaon that of sex in o
et O

bt Sustehred oL ¢

STEREO-PORNO '_ its purc State, stripped not j'ust of all seduction, but of its im- St M /é

"

age’s 5 ve very potentiality. Sex 50 close that it merges with its own 417 o

representation: the end wae and therefore, that Py \,7 e
of the imagipary and of phantasy ~ end of the scene, end of

Take me 1o your room and fuck | poempoostee T Teemmmme=d o TUE T e T go S A
me. There z’f something ;'ndgﬁnabfe in g;ullus;on) \Y H« Howdoam
- Obscenity, however, is not pornography. Traditional obscenit
your vocabulary, sometbing left to be still contains an clement of transgression, provocation, orper- ™ - 4
desired. Philio Dick ! version. 1t plé_}_rs s on repression, with phantasies of violence. With S
The gcb:'l;os’ Bail ’ sexual liberation this obscenity disappears: Marcuse’s “repres- ' f\q \

sive desublitnation”™ goes this route (and even if it has not passed
Turning everytbing into reality into general mores, the mythical triumph of release foday, like

}imm? Cliff that of repression yesterday, is total). The new obscenity, like

;7 : the new philosophy (g nouvelle phitosapbie) arises on the bury-
ing grounds of the old, and has another meaning. It does not

The # Poeil o di f , and
€ frompe {'oeil removes a dimension from rqmc an play with violent sex, sex with real stakes, but with scx ncu-
tralized by tolerance. Sex here is outrageously “rendered,” but
it is the rendering of something that has been removed. Por-
There is no need to search for the phantasies tﬁ;t aiirit por- | nography is its ar nﬁcml_ﬁynthes:s its ceremony but not its
nography (fetishisms, pcrvcrsions, primal scenes, etc.,), for they ! celebration. Something neo or retro, like those green spaces
are barred by an exce ‘readity” Perhaps pornography is only -i that substitute their chlorophyl effects for a defunct nature, and
an allegory, that is {50 say, a""{‘mu of signs, a barogue, enter- | for this reason, partake of the same obscenity as pornography.
prisc of over-sigmﬁcauon touching on the “grotesque” (literal- Modem unredlity ng longer implies the imaginary, it engages
ly, “grotesque” garden art added to a rocky nature as -‘ more réference, more truth, more exactitude - it consists in hav-
pornography adds the vividness of anatomical detail). ing evcrythmg pass into the absolute evidence of the real. As
The obscenity itself burns and consumes its object, One One sees. | in hyperrealist paintings (the Pﬁiﬂtiﬂgs of thC magxc realists™)

L-from ugcbsewha{ one has never seen bcforc, 1o one's good

ed microscopics that lacks even the charm of the uncanmny.
Hyperrcah.sm 19 9ot sn:mahsm it is a vision that hunts down
e o .".‘aﬂ. }
e e ,i’l j;l et NIy ¥
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seduction by means of visibility. One “gives you more.’ This
is already true of colour in film or teicvision One giv::s you

it mggc,f;‘hbsat:)iz,tu': reprcsssxon by
giving you q { Hitle too ,rzmcb one takes gway cvery_;hmg Beware

of what has been so well “Lm;gmd when it is being returned
10 you thhout you ever havmg given it!

tic technique, music in f@ur dimensions, not iust the :hrcc of
the envlronmg space, buta fourth visceral dlmcnmon of inter-

b e

+ ment that cizspossesses one of even the minimal analytic per-

ccptlon constltunvt; of music’s charm. The Japanese have

nor understands therefore, the fever of pﬁrfccnbihty that per-
sists. mmgcaéﬁ,mmaﬁucuon

1mpgssn_b1f: fThe real becomes a vert:ngus phantasy of exacti-

‘tude lost in the infinmsmai

i

i

&

ot
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saves on one dimension, “normal”’ three-dimensional space is
already debased and impoverished by virtue of an excess of me-

ans (all that is real, or wants to be g real, constitutes a debase-

ment of this type). Quadrophonics, hyperstereo, or hifi
constitute a conclusive debasement.
‘ifomogmphy is the qga.d:gphmnics-af-s;tx It adds  third and

i s Y et e e

measured with reference to fe _gi:u_gizp%ﬂﬁ and that -

can only be revegled by a wmwmdﬁ%mmms Enci
of the secret.

What else does pornography do, in its sham visjon, than rcve:ak
the inexorable, microscopic truth. of sex? It is ¢ is directly descended
froma memghymce ‘that supposes the phantasy of a hidden truth
a,gg is revclanon the phantasy of “zeprcssed” energy and iLs

— on the obscene scene of t |. Thus the im-
passc of enlightened thought when asked, should one censure
pornography and choose a well-tempered repression? There can
be no definitive response in the affirmative, for pornography
has reason on its side; it is part of the devastation of the real
of the in wmgnmai and its objective |l ”
One cannorliberate the productive forces without wantmg to
“liberate” sex in its brute function; they are both equally ob-

scene. The realist corruption of sex, the productivist corrup-
tion of labour - same Symptoms, same combat.
The equivalent of the conveyor belt here, is the Japanese vagi-

nal cyclorama — it outdoes any strip-tease. Prostitutes, their thighs

open, sitting on the edge of a platform, Japanese workers in
their shirt-steeves (i is 2 popular spectacle), pcrmmcd 1 shove
their noses up to their eyeballs within the woman’s vagina in
order _to see, to see hetter - byt what? They clamber over each
other in order 10 gain access, and all the while the prostitutes

spezak to them gently, or rebuke them sharply for the sake of

form. The resy of the spectacle, the flagellations, the reciprocal

‘masturbation and traditional strip-tease, pales before this mo-

ment of :zigsohit_g_qbsccmty, this moment of visuai voracity that

1T desonds P/ 7t *;’ ; Z,,ﬁfi ”
phigr by 11 i fs e @
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goes far beyond sexual possession. A sublime pornography: if
they could do it, these guys would be swallowed up whole wi-
thin the prostitute. An exaltation with death? Perhaps, but at
the same time they arq____gomparmg and commenting on the
or brcakmg out in laughter, and w:thout ever trying to touch
- exccpt whcn playlng by the rules. No Eewdncss, but an ex-

i S

why stop with nuchty, or the gemtzim? If {he obscene is 2 mat-
ter of representation and not of sex, it must explore the very
4nterior - of the body and the visceéra. Who knows what profound

pleasure is to be found in the visual dismemberment of mu-
cous membrangs and smooth muscles? Our pornography still

‘retains a restricted definition. Obscenity has an unlimited furure.
But take heed, itis not a matter of the deepenm&aﬁg drivc /

what is involved is :m orgyof realism, an@gg_s_f_gf produmon

ali the others) to summon everything bcfore the ;unadiction__

of signs “Let everything be rendered in the hght of the sign,
in the light of a vi isible energy. Let all speech be liberated and
procla:m desire. We are reveimg in this liberalization, which,

is hidden and still enjoys a forbidden status will be unearthcd

, rendered 1o speech and made to bow before the facts. The real

%

IL.'-\-"'-‘

is growmg ever larger, some day the entire universe will be real,
and when the real is universal, there will be death. '

* & *

J Nudity veiled by cjothing functions 2 W;‘ am-

tra s

bj 1. Unvcllcd it surfaces as a sign and retums to

hard core and blue porn the sexual oggan whether erect or

N
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open wide is just another sign in the hypersexual panoply.
Phallus-design. The more one advances willy-nilly in sex’s ver-

&

()
5

acity, in the expgsure of its. workings, the more immersed one 2

becomes in the accumulation of signs, and the more enclosed

one becomes in the endless over-signification of a real thatno .

mms, and of a body that never existed. Our entire body ™,

culture, with its concern for the “expression” of the body’s

"des ______ Sires, f_g;____thg_ stereaphonics of desire, is a culture of irre- |
dcemabiémonstro@tz and obscenity. .

“Hegel: “Jist as when speaking of the exteriority of the hu-
man body we said that its entire surface, in contrast to that of

is like the Indian said when'the white manhﬁsdked ﬁim why he

ran around naked: “For me, it is all face” In a non-fetishistic

culture (one that does not ﬂz§h1ze nudity as objectwe 1ruth) 5

the body | 13 not as in our own, opposed to the face, conccwed
st s dit-

sych,” thgs seductmn ogeu s
_____ and not in the tearing away

of the veil in the name of some mamfestanon of truth or desire, ©

The indistinction of face and body in a total culture of ap-
pearances - the distinction between face and body in a cul-
ture of meanipg (the body here becomes monstrously visible,
it becomes the sign of a monster called desire) - then the total
triumph in pornography of the obscens bo dy, to the point
where the face is effaced. The@igtic models are Taceless, the

\

actors are neither beautiful, ugly, or expressive; functional nu-

dity effaces e:w:rythmg in the “sgcctaculantg" of sex. Certain

ﬁlms are no more. than vlﬁccrai saund-effects of a cortal close-

\-—.-..
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tial ob;ccts Whatcvcr the face it remains i

objectivc cztcgories A pornographic culturc par excelience, one
that pursues the workings of the reaizt all times and in all piaces

vaiue the material mfmstrucmrc of things, and the body as the

, matenai_;pf_ﬁgtmctmf desire. A one-dimensional culture that

W exaits everything in the “concreteness of _production” or of

At 1, pleasure - unlimited mechamcai labour or copulation. What
Mﬁ' 4" is obscene about this world is that nothing is left 10 appear-
"o \yances or 1o change. Everything is a visibie, necessary sign, Like
those dolls, adorned with genitalia, that tlk, pee, and wili one
day make love. And the little girl’s reaction: ““My little sister, she

knows how to do that too. Can't vou give me a real one?”

* * *

v V¢ theterm. Its origmzi meaning, in fact was ot 1o fabrgs:agc, but
v (A0 render visibIE o THAKE GPPEID) Sex is produced like one

5 nj{,‘ produces 2 documpent, or s one says of an zctor that hc gcr~
V4T s fon frereder i A etaoa T e

{ forms (se produit) owge
4 o produce is by force what belongs 1o another

' ﬁf“’ order, that of the secret and of scductlon Seducnon 15 at all

s et

everything is to);gg_&__g Hggai vnslblc accountable; ever_ythmg

is to be transcribed in relations of force, systems of concepts
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or measurable energy; ever be said accumuiated

fgx;g:cs bciongmg to the world of v191bic, calculable _phenomc—
na - objects, machines, sexual acts, or the gross national
product.

* * *

The iﬂsoiuble equivot,alness of pomogmphy it puts an end to
sex vmcumuiation of the signs of sex. Both triumphant
parody and simui__ated agony — there lies its ambigmty I & sense,
pornography is true: it owes its truth to a system of sexual dis-
suasion by hallucmanon dissuasion of the real by the hyper-
real, and of the body by its forced materialization.
Pornography is usually fauled for two reasons - for
manipulating sex in order to defuse the class struggle (always
the oid “mystified consciousness”) and for corrupting sex (the
good, true sex, the sex to be liberated, the sex to be considered
amongst our natural rights) by its commodification. Pornogra-

phy, then, is said 1o mask either the trush of capital and the in-

i i o
frastructure, or that of sex and desire. But in fact pornography

does not mask anything (ves, that is indeed the czse) Itis not

P )
it
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the body’s idga,l,gse value, sex as possible pleasures which can

yond__wmq undcrstoqgi&he inhuman abstraction

of capital — an ideal value of goods or social relations which
can and must be "liberaied”?

TS AT T TS 2T
SEDUCTION/PRODUCTION

in reality, pornography is but the paradaxical limit.of the sex- {
’;z_g A “realistic” cxacetbation, z mamacal obsession with the ;

mal this is the obs¢
scn.sc But is not tﬁc scxuai i

rcghstncs the compulsion propcr o _out culture to mstannatc

e

Itis zbsurd ‘when speaking of other cuitures, 1o dissociate "
religion, economics, politics, and the lggal system (i.c, the so- . Ri
cial and other classificatory phantasmagorias) for the reason that ?"’”( - ;,f

such a djssociation has not occurred, these concepts bcmg like
so many digeases with which we infect these cultures in order §" L

-_to better “undg_?tg_n_d__@gn In the same manner, it is absurd # -i j

to autonomize the sexual as a separate Instance, an irreducible .L,!f__ « ,
given, as something to which other instances or givens canbe £+ %
reduced. We need a critique of sexual Reason, or rather, a = <3
geneology of sexual Reason similar 1o Nietzche's geneology of -
good and evil, for it is our new maorality. One might say of sex-
uality, as of death: “it Is a new wrinkle o which consciousness
became accustomed not so long ago.”

We remain perplexed and vaguely compassionate when con-

fronted with cultures for which the sexual act is not a finality
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in itself, for which sexuality does not have the mortal serious-
ness of an energy o be hberated of an ejaculation to be forced,

An extra{}rdmzry cryst_:zhzation around thc orgasmic and more
generally, the energizing function.

Ours is a culture of premature ejaculation. Increasingly all
seduction, all manner of en_g_mxm;gt Zwhich is always a high-
ly ritualized process ~ is effaced behind a ngiuralized sexual
imperative, behind the immediate and imperative realization of
desire. Our center of grzwty has been dlsplaced towards a hbldl»

but above all, o the | magmary of 1 repression

Henceforth one no longet says: “You have a soul and it must
be saved,” but:

“You have a sex, and you must put it to good

use”’

“You have an unconscious, and you must let the
id speak.”’

“You have a body, and you must derive pleas-
ure from i

“You have g libido, and you must expend it,” etc.

- This pressure towards liquidity, flux and the accelerated ar-
;Jg;niauon of the sexual, psychic and physical body is an exact

replica Of that which regulates exchange value: capi =
w7 culate, there must no Jonger be any fixed point, investy€iits
must be ccgﬁ_clg_ssly renewed, value must radiate without respite
~ this is the form of value's present realization, and sexuality,
the sexual _@_Qdez, Is simply its mode of appearance at the level

based. ozl_nz.m_m nergy: to €ach his desire and may the best
man prevail (in matters of pleasure). It is the selfsame fogm as
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capital, and this is why :,f:xuahty, desire and pleasure are
subalern-values. When they first appearccl not 5o fong ago,
as a system of reference on the horizon of western culeure, it
was as fallen, residual values - the ideal of inferior classes, the
bourgeoisie, then the petty-bourgeoisie ~ retative w0 the
aristocratic values of birth and blood, valour and seduction,
or the collective values of religion and sacrifice.

Moreover, the body - this seiﬁs"{i’fm 'b'ody to which we cease-

gal and product:ve mgdei It is ¢ _g;wi that in 2 smglc
movement, gives rise 1 both the energizing body of labour
power, and the body of our dreams, a sanctuary of desires and
drives, of psychic energy and the unconscious, the impulsive
body that haunts the Qggnary processes — the body iselfl hav-

ously engendered in rcmgssion, and their. spparem antagonism
is but a conscqucnce of their reduphcauon When ONe UNCOvErs

onie uncovers in desire the truth of tf}gbﬁd}’_ﬁ :
drives, one is still_only disintering the psychic mewphor of
capital. .

Hcre is your desire, “your unconscmus % psychic metzphor

Q}aggﬁ;Matc ) qgg,r,gy, where cvcryonc: is zu,szgned a
certain amount of capital to manage: a psychic capital, a libidi-
nal, sexual or unconscious capital, for which each person will
have to answer individually, under the sign of his or her own
liberation.

A fantastic redyction of seduction, This sexuality transformed
by the revolution of desire, this mode of bodily pmclucuon and

circulation has acquired its present character, has come w be
spoken of in tegms of “‘sexual relations,” only by forgetting all
forms of scductzon just as one can speak of the social in terms

f “relations” or “social relations,” only after it has lost all sym-
boiic subswncc. I

Wherever sex has been erected into a function, an autono-

Ry
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OCCurs only,jn ghc_placc and i in place, of a m1ssmg seducnon,
or as the residue and staging of a fallcd seduction. It is then
the absent form of. sedwmn that is ballycinated sexually -
in the form of desire. The modern theory of desire draws its

:r“/force from, seducnmls liquidation.

tye form, an “economy ' of sex: the retrespectivc ofa d.rivc,
the hallucination of a stock of sexual energy, of an unconscious
in which the repression of desire and its clearance are ms,g:nbﬂci
All this (and the psychic in general) results from the autonomi-
zation Of sex - as hature :md the economy were once the precipi-

designs for Etbcrazxcn yeatcrday the liberation of the E_&(j}:o
tive forces, today that of the body and.sex:

,,,,, Ot

One can speak of the bxrth of the sexuai and of sex speech
- wbem once {&exe_was mﬁizm - if not uncbntroggg unsmblc,
mscnsatc, or else h@l}’ rztuahzed errns Wherc 0o, # follows

i o

dened all prex?ff)mbmctles even more than our own. We con-
demn them as primitive from a technological perspective, but
also from a sexual or psychic perspective, for they conceived
of neither the sexual nor the unconscious. Fortunately, psy-

choanaly'sm has come along to 11ft the burden and reveal what

cal. %%ﬂ.l..&fw he Ward and iis_accession.
Where the sexual does not appear of and for itself, we act

as though it were repregsed; it is our way of savmﬁ it. And yét
to speak of repressed or sublimated sexuality in primdtive, feu-
dal or other societics or simply to speak of “sexuality” and

It is got even certam that such talk_holds the best key zo un-
locking our society. On this basis, that is, by calling into ques-
tion the very hypothesis of sexuality, by guestioning sex and
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Sexuality asa discourse is, like politicai economy (and every
HSCOLH

no more cxmtcncc m:m the coherence and transparency of
homo economicus.

the phgntasy and the unconsciols, at the same time as the ener-
gy produced therein - a psychic energy that is merely a direct
consequence of the staged hallucination of repression, an energy
hallucinated as sexual subsmncc, which is zhen metaphorized
cconom:c, etc }, and according to all the moda_iizies of secon—
dary and tertiary, repression. Psychoanalysis, this most admira-
ble edifice, the most beautiful hallucination of the back-world,
as Nietzsche would say. The extraordinary effectiveness of this
model for the simulation _qf_s_cé;:_z_qs__ggq €Nergies — an exuraor-
dinary theoretical _psvchodmrrla this stzgmg of the psychc, this

e e L A il

ity (akin to "o the hypostatization of production). “What does it
matter if the economic, the biclogical or the psychu. bear the

* * *

It is true that in our culture the sexual has triumphed over
seduction, arzd annexed 1@&%@ Cur ins:rumen-
‘Mm-n

--------------------------------

or a birth Wmss, it comes as an extra, w1th0ut
a relation of cause to effect. This is the secret of “symbolic ef-

ficacity™: the world’s workings are the result of a mental seduc-
tion . Thus the butcher TchovangTseu whose understanding
enabled him to describe the cow’s Interstitial structure without
ever having used the blade of 4 knife: a sort of symbolic reso-



42 SEDUCTION

lution that, as an addendum, has a practical result.
Seduction too works on the mode of symbolic articutation,

of a duel* affinity with the structure of the other - sex may

result, wjﬁdcndum, but not necessarily. More generally,

seduction is a challenge w the very existence of the sexual order.
And if our “liberation” seems to have reversed the terms and
successfully challenged the order of seduction, it is by no me-
ultimate superiority of the ritual logics of challenge and seduc-
tion over the economic logics of sex and production stil] re-
mains unresolved. :

For revolutions and liberations are fragile, while seduction
is inescapable. It is seduction that lies in wait for them - seduced
as they are, despite everything, by the immense setbacks that
turn them from their truth — and again it is seduction that awaits
them even in their triumph. The sexual discouse itself is con-
tinually threatened with saying something other than what it
says.

In an American film 2 goy pursues a street-walker, prudent-
ly, according to formn. The woman responds, aggressively: “What
do you want? Do you want 10 jump me? Then, change your
approach! Say, I want to jump you!” and the guy, troubled, re-
plies: “yes, I want to jump you.” “Then go fuck yourselft” And
later, when he is driving her in his car: "T'll make coffee, and
then you can jump me.” In fact, this cynical conversation, which

appears objective, functional, anatomical, and without nuance,
is only 2 game! hallenge, and provocation are just beneath

the surface, Its very brutality is rich with the inflections of love
and complicity. It is 2 new manner of seduction,
Or this conversation taken from The Schizopbrenics’ Ball by
Philip Dick: '
“Hake me t© vour room and fuck me”
“There is something indefinable in your vocabu-
lary, something left o be desired.” '

*Trans. note: 1n French, the word duet means both duel/dual. Baydrillard is clear-
by plaving on the double meaning of the word - agonal refations and reciprocal
challenges. | translate the wem duel, oven in its adjectival form,

fp e v N3 ¥ i ¥
u_b: ; ibﬁ Lt #81 é,;;, ‘ .é"”i & ('_f' " ,«lw_r'
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i
thing “indefinable” about it, which thereby opens the path 1o
desire, A direct sexual invi tion is oo direct 10 be true, and

..... -t puiall ki

immediately refers 1o something else. .
The first version deplores fhe obscenity of the conversation.

The second is more subte; it is capable of disclosing a twist
to.obscenity — obscenity as an enticement, and thus as an “in-
definable” allusion 1o desire. An obscenity too brutal to be true,
and too impolite to be dishondst — obscenity asa challenge and

therefore, again, as seduction}

et} <o
i

In the last instance, a@};t@}}r}sﬂ(uak statement, a pure demand

for sex, is impossible. One cagnot be free of seduction, and

the discourse of anti-seduction is but its last metamorphosis.
it is not just that a pure discourse of sexual demand is ab-
surd given the complexity of szfcctivc relations; it quitt"t sinn-
ply does not exist. To believe in sex’s reality and in the posmbn?uy
of speaking sex without mediation is a defusion - the delusion
of every discourse that believes in transparency; it is also ehat
of functional, scientific, and all other discourses with ¢laims
to the truth. Fortunately, the Iduter is continually undermined,
dissipated, destroyed, of rathgtr, circumvented, diverted, and
seduced. Surreptitiously they afe tumed against themsclves; sur-
‘;gptitiousky they dissolve into a different game, a different set
of stakes. /‘E‘f el
To be sure, neither pomogt?phy nor sexual transactions ex-
ercise any seduction, Like nuglity, and like the truth, they are
_~abjeet, They are the body’s disgnchanted form, just as sex is
“ the suppressed and disengb.ankdform_ of seduction, just a5 .UsE,
value is the d}&g&ﬂm@@,ﬁg&m Lof 1he ¢ object, and just as, more
generally, the real is the SEE@‘_@@&' and disgggwtiwapmtgd form of

stakes. “Today all our signs appear to be converging — like the
‘—c;;:iy in nudity and mmggg_mggg;mh - towards some conclu-
sive QM{}}% , an egiropic and mewstable form of the neu-
—¢ral. (What else is the ideal-typical, vacationing nude body, given

over to the sun, itself hygenic and neutralized, with its juciferi-

B
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an parody of burning). But is there ever a cegsation of signs
at some zero-point of the real or the neutral? Isn't there always

a reversion of the neutral itself into 2 new spiral of stakes, seduc
ton and death. ‘

What seduction used to lie concealed in sex? What new seduc-
tion, what new challenge lies concealed in the abolition of what,

ey

within sex, was once at stake? (The same question on another

plane; What challenge, what source of fascination, lies concealed

In the masses, in the abolition of what was once at stake with
the social?) i

All descriptions of disenchanted systems, all hypotheses about
the disenchantment of systems - the flood of simulation and
dissuasion, the abolition of symbolic processes, the death of
referentials - are perhaps false. The ngutral is never neutral; it
becomes an object of fascination, But does it then become an
object of seduction? -

* * *

Agonistic logics, logics of ritual and seduction, are stronger

e e M T

than sex. Like power, sex never bas the last word. In T, -
: Qge of The Senses, a film that from end to end is occupied with
the sex act, the latter, by its very persistence, comes to be pos-

sessed by the logic of another order. The film is unjhtclligiblc

in terms of sex, for sexual plcasure, by itself, leads 1o every-
thing 1213_1 death. But the madness that seizes hold of th_éﬁcmbu
ple {2 madness only for us, in reality it s a rigourous Jogic)
pushes them 1o extremes, where meaning no longer has sense
and the exercise of the senses Is not in the least sepsual, Nor
is it intelligible in terms of mysticism or metaphysics. Its logic
is one of challenge, impelled by the two partners outbidding
each other. Or more precisely, the key event is the passage from
2 logic of pleasure at the beginning, where the man leads the
game, 1o 2 logic of challenge and death, that occurs unger the
impetus of the woman - who thereby becomes the game’s mis-
tress, even if at first she was only a sexual object, it is the femi-
nine principle that brings about the reversal of sex /value.inio
an agonistic logic of seduction

i e i i

There is here no perversion or morbid drive, no interpreta-
i
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tion drawn from our psvcho-sexual frontiers, no “affinity” of
Eros for Thanatos nor any ambivalence of desire. 1t is not 2 mat-
ter of sex, nor of the unconscious. The sexual act is viewed
as a rityal act, ceremonial of warlike, for which (as in ancient

P o

tragedies on the theme of incest) death is the mandatory denoue-
ment, the emblematic form of the chatlenge’s fulfillment.

* * &

Thus the obscene can seduce, as can sex and pleasure. Even
the most anti-seductive figures can become figures of seduc-
tion. {It has been said of the feminist discourse that, beyond
i1s total absence of seduction, there lies a cerraipn homasexpal

allure). These figures need only move beyond their truth into

desire for complicity (a tautology that ultimately seeks 1o ground

seduction in the degire of others). No, power seduces by virtue

of the reversibility that haynts it, and on which a minor cycle

ig instituted. No more dominant and dominated, no more vic-
fims and executioners (but “exploiters” and “exploited,” they
certainly exist, though quite separately, for there is no reversi-
bility in “Qrodugt_ign - bui then nothing essential happens at
this level). No more separgte positions: power is realized ac-
cording 10 a du¢l relation, whereby it throws 2 challenge 1o so-
ciety, and its existence is challenged in return. If power cannot
be “exchanged” in accord with this minor cycle of seduction,
challenge and ruse, then it quite simply disappears.

........

At bottom Jpower does not exist. The unilateral character of
of the relation of TOrCES On which.the-stencture’. and “reali-

ty” of power and its perpetual movement are supposedly in-
‘stiruted, dogs not exist. This is the dream of power imposed

cluding power, O rather, everything demands to be exchanged,
reversed, and abolished within a cycle (this is why neither
repression nor the unconscious exist, for reversibility is always

already there). This alone is profoundly seductive. Power

o . . ) - i w7
a revessible configuration, a configuration that is also that of v o
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seduces only when it becomes a challenge to itseif; otherwise
it is just an exercise, and satisfies only the hegemonic logic of
reason.

<Seduction js stro _MMOW because it is reversible and
morial, while power, like value, seeks to be ir ibie, cumula-
tive and immorial, Power partakes of all the fllusions of produc-
1ion, and of the the real; it wants to be real, and so tends to become
its own imaginary, its own superstition {(with the help of the-
ories that analyze it, be they to contest it). Seduction, on the
other hand, is not of the order of the real - and is never of the
order of force, nor refations of force. But precisely for this rea-
son, it enmeshes all power’s real actions, as well as the entire
reality of production, in this unremitting reversibility and dis-
accurnulation — without whickh there would be neither, potier
ror accumulation

production; it is this empnness..thm. today gives them their last
ghimmer of reality. Without that which reverses, annuls, and
seduces them, they would never have had the authority of

, _..,1"33_“3’
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a speech to givc speech to others: this is real, 1t is samethmg
Urzfortunateiy not. That is to say, not for long. This® l’(,allt}’
is stowly dissipating. One wants sex, like power, 10 become an
irreversible. ingtance, and desire an irreversible energy (2 stock
of energy — desire, need it be said, is never far from capital).
For we grant meaning only to what is irrevessible: 3ccumula-\
noww:l Value, encigy and desire \'_
TEfp v irreversible progesses — that is the very meaning of their
liberation. (Inject the smallest dose of reversibility inw our eco-
nomic, political, sexual or institutional mechanisms, and every-
thing collapses). This is what today assures sexuality of its
mythical authority over hearts and bodies. But it is also what
lies behind the fragiiity of sex, and of the entire edifice oi
produc:tjon

nger than Qroduct;om It is stronger than sex-
uahty, with which it must never be confused. It is not some-
thing internal to sexuality, though this is what it is generally
reduced to. It is a circylar, reversible process of challenges,

0neupm.mship and dr:ath It is, on the contrary, sex that is the

catastrophe which ,!gg}g?h.zmi it. Do you u think that power, sex,
economics — all these real, really big things — would have held
up for a single moment unless sustained by fascination, a fasci-
nation that comes precisely from the mirror image in which
they are reflected, from their continuous revession, the palpa-
ble pleasyre borne of their imminent catastrophe?

The real; particulacly in the present, is nothing more.-than

e LT e e

stock of reality 18 assesscd (the ecological lament speaks of
material energies, but it conceals that what is disappearing is
the real’s energy, the real’s reality, the possibility of its manage-
ment, whether capiialist or revolutionary). If the horizon of
production is beginning to vanish, that of speech, sex or desire
can still take up the shack. To liberate, to give pleasure, to give

process, such that the latter are secretly unclerrmned ‘while
simultaneously ensured of that minimal continuum of pleas-
ure without which they would be nothing - this is what must
be analyzed. At the same time knowing that production con-
stantly seeks 1o eliminate seduction in order ¢ establish itscif
on an economy of relations of force alone; and that sex, the
production of sex, seeks to eliminate seduction in order to es-
tablish itself on an economy of relations of desire alone.

* * *

This is why one must completely urn round what Foucgulr

has to say in The History of Sexuality I, while snli actﬁptmg
its central thg_ghcs;s Foucau?"fc’é“é”&"ﬁiy the

{f &!jg
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and interstitial saturation of a field of speech, which is at the
same time the institution of a field of power, culminating in
a field of knowledge that reflects (or mverzts) 1t But from
whence does power
irgesistible vocation to saturate space’ If neither socmhty nor
sexuality exist uniess rcclazmcd and staged by power, perhaps

O .._........W...,..‘ --------------

even if the t_!;mu;!lweifgcts it produces are marvclously
decipherable,

Furthermore, the equation of pgwer with knowledge, this
convergence of mechanisms over a field of rule they have seem-
ingly swept clean, this conjunction described by Foucault as
complete and operational, is perhaps only the concurrence of
two dead stars whose fast glimmerings stlll illuminate cach other

authentic pl}g&ﬂ knowlcdgc and power were opposed mmch
other, sometimes violently {as were, moreovet, sex and pow-
er}, But if today they are merging, is this not due to.the progres.
sive extenuation of their reality principle, of their distinctive
characteristics, their specific energies? Their conjunction then
would herald not a reinforced positivity, but a twin indifferen-
tiation, ai the end of which only their phantoms would remain,
mingling amongst themselves, left 1o haunt us.

In the last instance, behind the apparent stasés of knowledge
and power which appears to arise fram all sides, there would
lie only the metastasis Of power, the cancerous proliferation
of a disturbed, disorganized structure. If power today is gener-
al, and can be detected at all levels (“molecular” power), if it
has become cancerous, with its cells proliferating uncontrolls-
bly, without regard to the good old “genetic code” of politics,
this is because it is itself afflicted and in a state of advanced
decomposition. Or perhaps it is afflicted with hyperreality and
in an acute crisis of simulation {the cancerous proiliferation of
only the signs of power) and, accordingly, has reached z state
of general diffusion and saturation, Its somnambulistic opera-
tionality.
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signs from behind - signs that, when taken at_face value and
in good faith, always lead to the reality and evidence of power,
Jisst as they lead to the reality and evidence of sex and produc-
tion, It is this Egsitmsm that must not be taken at face value;
and it is to this reversion of power in sirnulation one must de-
vote one's efforts. Power will never do it by itself; and Foucault's

text should be criticized for failing to do it and, therefore, for

f, Cﬁpgﬁm ffasion of powiéf"“

The who,l;, obsessed as itis w1th max:mmng power and sex,

the reversion of the space of sex and its spcech Given m fasci-
nation with production, one must ask it the question of
seduction.





