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Men in various cultural locations of manhood employ heterosexual
masculinity in a manner designed to maintain male privilege. This
advantage relies on the exclusion of women from employing or
participating in the codes of masculinity. A perspective of gender
difference, that isa sensethat biologicalwomen are in some important
way inherently different than biologicalmen, thus not only underlies
the effort to construct male exclusivity and privilege, but it exists as
an explicit category in the maintenance of men's social power. Yet,
gender difference is not the only aspect of male power. The dynamic
of sexuality plays an implicit role in the attempt to essentialize
manhood as heterosexual, in that heterosexuality contributes to the
exclusivity of men's masculine power. The hierarchical gender
structure supports men's sexualand familialprivileges. Among other
reasons, such as their own ambiguous desires and sexual paranoia,
heterosexual men exclude gay men from the category of privileged
masculinity because, without sexual advantage over women, male
power would be significantly weakened.

As feminist literature, from such disparate perspectives as radical
and liberal feminisms, has explicated, men's sexual objectification
of women is the dynamic of sex being used to maintain male
power. In this context, sex can be understood as men's desires
for physical pleasure and the derivation of that pleasure from
objects, women, perceived as external to the subjects. Even when
men do not explicitly employ that objectification, it infects their
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relations and interactions with women. Men have difficultY,·'!~~.~ '~j,:'. :; various feminist interpretati?ns o~ the s?cial and political
recognizing women's subjectivity because women are generally;,~:.)~?i ~;~.:' dynamics of gender, some of which will be discussed later.
conceived as objects, particularly sexual objects. As a significant;'~i~ii'''\
aspect of male power is gleaned from such heterosexually: ;.i;i~-t.· Nevertheless, while such a link between feminis~ a~d

structured notions of gender, mascul~nity is not yet a concePt..:_-••. :.-.:..·'•......'··.....•.'.~.~.·.~,.i.:...::,;_~..:...L.~.:.:I.....~:.:.·.:f~.~.:..~.~.~_:..,.~_:...:...•.:;....-:...".:~•._...•...'...... antihomophobic work might serve as a useful con~ectl~nh1Ocomfortably open to gay men, at least 10 the eyes of heterosexualfjM~Jr ..•.•..· challenginggender and sexual dynamics that stru~turesocleo/, It t us
men. The lack of space made available to gay men within' ~;~:E;;I· far has proved to be more problemati~~han fruitful, F~r mstance,
~asculinity ~a~ ~,e li~k~d t~ Michael Warner's notion of1:1i~{;!I!',,: theorists like Gayle Rubin have been C~ltlCal ~f~~t they interpret as

heteronormativiry, which IS definedbY'·i·£~:i?~. ..... ~~~~t~~~r b:~~:=t~~~~~~~~nc;~~ ::~yr:st ::~~:~:~~;:~::
heterosexual culture'sexclusive abilityto interpret itself biased towards heterosexuality. In other instances, they argue that
associety. Het culture thinks of itself asthe elemental ay theory and gay sexual practices more thoroughly ~hallengethe
form of human association, as the very model of ;ex/gender system than feminism, basically attemptl~g to t~~p
intergender relations, as the indivisible basis of all feminism. Thus, rather than participating in dialogue WIth femillis:n
community, andasthe meansof reproductionwithout ..~: .~~i~~·<~L_-:,:- , in the interest of expanding and supplementing its ideas, some SOCIal

whichsocietywouldn't exist. ·... i-:.··· ••:fC·.i:-.·••;~ :~~t~~~o;:~~~:~~t~~~n ~~~~~o;~~~:~~;~=;~
Heterosexually-defined gender difference is a dominant paradigm of;;;;;~'~~":" troublesome in that these gay theoretical cnnques of femmlsm and
the current social structure. Such an interpretive perspective' \;}~:J~~~·~l;.... critical relations to women reflect some of the perspectives of male
functionally disables society from recognizing, let alone;<~~F<' heterosexualmasculinity. Those gay malesocialtheoristswho theorize
acknowledging, gay people as full social beings.·."·t;],!'~;.; things like the problem of AIDS, the politics of se~, so~ial

.. t:,~;;;~#:::) considerations of the body and political discourse,do so by distancing
Gay male social theory has responded to this erasure by theoretically .. ,~Lit., .. fi;;~· themselves from women and feminism, and tend to shift themselves,
reconceptualizing the sociallydominant codes of gender and sexuality'T~':;l:r(",·;~ theoretically, toward dominant codes of masculinity. In particular,
in order to create space in the social structure for gay men. Many of .·;;:'~f\l::;~' like heterosexual masculinist thinkers, these thinkers have employed
those ~orkingto alter gay men's oppression thr~~ghcri~ique~Of~t:!~51:~1 universalizinganalyses. They also havereinscribe~ the ~alytical tools
sexuality as a system of governance or through political actions hke.i~Xd"P developed by feminists without a complete consideration of gend~r
AIDS activism recognize that an important component of the,,:·:{~J~;:·i, and women. This article will focus on these troublesome aspects 10

margin~.izationof gay men ist~e social concep~ion of gender. This'~;;~;i;\~'~% gaymalesocialtheory, analyzingthem aslinks betweengay~culini~
recogniuon has led gay theorists both to reiterate some of the ···>;:)~):;:tf~'·r: and the dominant ideology of male heterosexual masculInIty. ThIS
theoretical debates of feminism-such as the sameness/differencetf..:~;;J:'/' focusisparticularly important because,though g~y ~alesocialtheory
debate and the efficacy of identity politics-and to link gay social·S\:,~:~~~:'{·. . is constituted by various, and often conflicting movements,
theory with feminist theory. These two fields would seem to:;~:;;~fA' perspectives and politics, certain dominant masculine codes tend to

complement each other, with related interests in overturning ~~<~l{t.tP> affect much of the discourse.
oppression due to sex and gender. Social theorists who addresssexual '.)~~~~~~~1~;t~f<'·~·

politics, such aspolitical thinker Mark Blasius and cultural critic Leo ~-;B\~I~f~~··
Bersani, can and have engaged in significant and important analyses _·:·"{:t~~1~J~:.·~~~"

188'~111{·'
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While Blasius provides a progressiveand insightful voice within
gay sexual politics and gender politics, the aspect of Blasius'
argument that focuses on using sex to challenge gender will be
thepoint of my critique. Blasius seemsto contend that the erotics

GaySex As Politics

Social Thought &Research
!J'.." ,.:,

~f~%fiKJ;~r::: ;an an act of pleasure and personal expression. For Blasius, this
.,~"':?~~~~~ ~~,: .,.... ' feminist perspective has marginalized the oppression of gaysand

Gay .male so~ial theory maintains the impo~tan~political goal ofl?~; :~~i lesbians by minimizinggay s~ality to ameans rat?~r than addres~ing
creating aSOCIety thatdoesnot oppress or marginalize peoplebecause. ..<%?~~i!,t~k .: itas an end. He challenges this maneuver by providing ananalysis of
of their ~exuality. To,:~ds this end, theorists in this field must analyze>:j!;t~~f';. how sex interacts .with the syste~that o~pressespeople duet~ th~ir

opp~essive sexu~ politics as w:ell
as develo? a po!itic~ t~at c.hallenges ·.:<.i.~..,.~.:.t•..:.~.\.·.:;;..·!I.•I'.· .:.'.:.;.:qJ.t.:.·.~.~.1.~..[.",:..·'.'.'•..•..'.·.:..•. ' sexuality, and not Just throu~h their sexuality..In essen:e, sexuality, ill

dorrunant sexualIdeology. An Important thinker ill this field IS political":;1:~;~ ~::': itself, must also be recognized as a dynamic by which people are
theorist Mark Blasius. He explains that "how the ways individualsi'!:.~i;·,~:;\ oppressed. This is an important critique that it would seem feminism
constitute themselves are linked with how their behavior is controlled '·7·~t21',tt must address. Instead, Blasius argues that feminism should focus
by a~d controls oth~r~ through a discourse of truth." He insists that;i~~t~~ ~\t>only on ~enderinstead of broadening ~he application. of its analysis

. lesbian and gay politics must work to expose and challenge how.,·i'~ik:I&;:.! to sexuality, He also argues that certain sexual practices touted by

sexuality has ~ee~ constructed through this "technology of':"t~~:I;"fbW: lesbiansand gay men can provide an understanding of the hierarchical

government." LInking ~is analysis.of sexualit~ to femin~st li~erature,.,(.,.,·.•..~.:.;"-!.;.~.:.{.,.~.••..,,,.:.'.' J:.:::,'.::;.:....•.:_.~..•.._.... sex/ge~der system, as well as ind~cate how t~e system of se~ual
?e explores th~mechanisms by which women s oppression IS rooted .:""~'f.:/ 'l'-; \:. . oppreSSIOn can be challenged. BlaSIUS charactenzes sexual practices
ill t~e structuring oftheir sexuality. Dominant ideology historically -.::~T;~:;{ such assadomasochism and butchlfemme relations, as gay sex in his

has mterpreted wome.n's sexuali~ies either withi~ the norms. of ...·••.•.·.•~.•.~....~.'.!t.....:·,·.·...:.·I•....:.;.l.j..·,.~..~..~.~.;.·.. attempt to revalue suchacts in agaycontext.
mothe:hood or according to a penis-centered sexuality. AccordIng .: /.;:;".: i~::;,
to BlasIUS, these constructs have been analyzed by feminism through ...:·{'~';:.1': While Blasius wants to value his conceptualization of gay sex as an
a lens of gender. For example, he argues that feminism has used ··:;"'IkJ'r. end in itself, he also wants to employ gay sex acts as political tools.
Freud t? e:pos~a~d critique heterosexual sexuali~~'scenterin~of "i::~~1';li!{~\ Blasiusconsciously essentializes certain sex acts as gay sex in order
the penis. Feminism, as such, can encompass a politics ofsexuality, >i:;'~'li:;. to politicize the non-heterosexual performance of such sex. Politically
but in its primary concern with gender inequality and how that\:;,'1;:.'t'I'~:>~":' speaking, re-valuing sexual acts canchallenge gender by altering the
inequalityshapessexuality, this politics is a politics of heterosexuality."3s:;t f~i{ eminence of heterosexuality over homosexuality. Changing the view
In a sense, h~ asserts that a f~cus on ge~der is ~?re ~p~lic.able to}:i~n; jii.'0; of such acts can also serve to challenge the hierarchy imposed by the
heterosexuality. Thus, according to BlasIUS, feminism limits ItS own{1/~~(+:'. structure of gender. Blasius implies that the valuing of gay sexuality
ability to challengeop?ressive structures of sexuality by concentrating.~r~tit~:..." is a rejection of the system by which people learn to regulate their

. gendered existence according to theheterosexual imperative ofuniting
males andfemales inunequal relations. Thus,heasserts thatcritiquing

Blasius explains thatfeminist theorieslike Catharine Mackinnon's thesex/gendersystemfromthe perspective of sexrather thangender
are problematic for analyzing politics of sexuality because they can alter the oppression of gays and lesbians, and women more
recognize sex primarily as a tool, rather than an end in itself. generally.
Accordingly, feminism proscribes certain sexual acts and practices ,;;~+i;;J,iiK

that have ~een ass~ciated with gay social politics, such asi~ifg~.~~llt .
sadomasochIsm, that It sees as reinscribing the oppressive structure ·rf~fq[i~lt,~f.
of gender. Consequently, Blasius feels feminism views gay sex as a':ii.i~l?f;':
device to problematize the ideological imperative of gender, rather'\~~i;g~t&~:
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that lesbians and gay men have developed serve as more useful tools'
for critiquing not just heterosexual privilege, but gender oppression.
He maintains that practices such as same-sex sadomasochism
challenge cultural norms and, thus, serve a politically progressive
purpose.

Lesbians and gay men want to understand the
heterosexist-given power relations they are enmeshed
in through subjection, and they want to learn how to
perceive the difference between subjection and agency
by experimenting with consciously commanding and
obeying, with reciprocity between top and bottom, and

with the reversibility of roles.

Through such relations, lesbiansand gaymen obtain practicalknowledge
of agency and the structure ofpower. They can gain aclearunderstanding
of how gendered power is organized. Also, by taking part in such
constructs they recognize that such power relations can be undermined
through their embodied alteration. Similarly, butch/femme relations
use the facade of gender to challenge heterosexual structures of power.
The butch, Blasius explains, rejects the codes of female gender while the .
femme sexually rejects men by embracing the butch.

Like S/M, butch/femme isthe creation of agency through
apowergame. The refusalof genderby the butch establishes
agency that was preempted by gender; the femme is an
active player in gening the butch to desire her and then to
~ake co~trol over her erotically-and this 'active passivity'
lSongomg.

Blasiusasserts that both same sexsadomasochistic sex and butch/femme
relations contest the sexual norms that constitute people by challenging
inequitable codes of gender that are created through heterosexuality. .

Blasius' discussion of same-sex sexual practices and relations ·.~:::Z~~~~;~.J6;~:~1";:::..

establishes a potential political connection between gay men and
feminist lesbians where one had not previously existed. He,
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explains that Adrienne Rich's concept, the "lesbian continuum,"
created a political community made up of lesbians and other
women, short-circuiting a similar affiliation between lesbians and
gay men. Gender existed as the primary concern of lesbian
feminists; they imagined that their sexuality would serve as a
paradigm for women's liberation. Blasius shifts the alliance,
recognizing sexuality as the location in which gay men and
lesbians can collaborate to challenge gender and sexual inequality.

...A collaborative movement has only been possible to
the extent that the movement slogan 'you cannot fight
heterosexism without fighting sexismat the same time' is
operationalized. To the extent that it is, it creates the
possibilityfor social relations of equality-not necessarily
intimate friendships-between lesbians and gay men
within what has come to be called the lesbian and gay

community.

As Blasius sees the root of gender and sexual oppression as sexuality,
he asserts the political link between gay men and lesbians. Such an
assertion is commendable because he attempts to create allies of two
groups of people who appear to have similar political interests with
respect to sexuality. However, developing sexuality as an axis for this
alliance tends to analytically minimize the dynamic of gender. For

. example, he theorizes both S/M and butch!femme as gay and lesbian
sexual constructs that contest the heterosexual imperative and male
dominance. That such acts can serve as valuable political tools for
gay men and lesbians functions to politically link the two groups.
Not only is gay sex revalued, but the essentialism of the heterosexual
gender structure is also challenged. While he asserts that such acts
can serve as key components to challenging both sexual and gender
oppression, he establishes the progressive aspect of such sexual
practices as unique to a gay context. In other words, the key to

overturning both sexual and gender oppression is a politically
informed gay sexuality, rather than a politics that focuses
primarily on the heterosexual dynamic of women's gender

oppreSSIon.
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Blasius argu~s forseparat~g sexfrom gender inthe interest ofpromoting
sexasthe prunary analytical category. This support of sadomasochistic
practices as progressive politics reflects those of female sex radicals like
GayleRubin. Shedistancesherselffrom radicalfeministslikeMacKinnon
in an.effort to support pornography as well as a variety of other sex
pr~~i~es that ~~pear hierarchical to feminists. By recognizing such
acnvines as legitimate, Rubin wants to create a climate in which no
sexual practices are prohibited because she feels that social theories of
gender that problematize certain sexual activities contribute to the
hete:osexist stigmatization ofgaysexuality. Rubin's"Thinking Sex" is
motivated by what she deems feminism's inadequate analysis of sex.
For instance, she sees gender analysis-the primary focus of feminism
as structured by a binary vision, providing a limited notion of human
subjectivity..She:~ea~wants to focus on discursivemodels ofsexuality
that do not fit Withina binarystructure. "As soon asyou get away from
~epresumption ofheterosexuality, or simple hetero-homo opposition,
differencesill sexualconduct are not very intelligible in terms of binary
models." She intends her analysis to be a counter to Catharine
MacKinnon's, whose primary goal according to Rubin, is to establish
feminism and the dynamic of gender as the basisfor analyzing sexuality
and sexualpolitics. BecauseRubin devalues the significanceof gender in
s~xualpolitics, she?elievesMacKinnon's concern with gender hierarchy
hinders her analysis of sex. Similarly, Rubin criticizes Adrienne Rich's
lesbian continuum for its concern with the dynamic of gender. She
believesRich evacuatessex from the category of lesbianism in order to
promote gender solidarity among women.

I didnot like the wayin which lesbians motivated by lust,
or lesbians who wereinvested in butch!femme roles, were
treatedasinferiorresidents ofthe lesbian continuum,while
somewomenwho neverhadsexual desire forwomenwere
grantedmoreelevated status.

Rubin asserts that Rich's continuum limits acceptable lesbian activities
so asnot to disconnect itselffrom some women who are not comfortable
with certain activities. In response to her readings ofMacKinnon's
and Rich's concerns with gender, Rubin argues for separating
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the categories of sex and gender in order to develop an analysis

that focuses solely on sex.

Rubin explains that the growing field of gay male politics in the late
1970s also motivated her interest in disconnecting sex from gender.
As many gay male social theorists employed feminism asan analytical
1:001, feminism actually condemned much gay male behavior.

Most of the actual practice of gay male culture was
objectionable to many feminists, who mercilessly
condemned drag and cross-dressing, gaypublic sex,gay
malepromiscuity, gaymalemasculinity, gayleather,gay
fist-fucking, gaycruising, and just about everything else
gaymen did.

In fact, alternative sexual practices, such as lesbian sadomasochism
and butch/femme-which include the experience of domination and
submission by the practitioners-often were interpreted as
expressions of patriarchal domination. Rubin finds that gay male
literature, which focuses on gay male sex in its own terms, rather
than with respect to feminist categories, is much more useful to gay
men, as well as lesbians who want to create space for "sexual
difference." Rubin engages in this theoretical shift not as a rejection
of feminism, but as an assertion that feminism is not a universal tool
that should be employed to analyze allissues of gender and sexuality.
Sexuality should be analyzed as its own category of oppression.

Rubin's shift from a feminist focus on gender to one based in
sexuality and sexual freedom results from her desire to delimit
sex and gender. For instance, Rubin rejects the standpoint
influenced feminism that asserts a priori women's authentic
experiences and the appropriate activities of feminist women.
She asserts that such a perspective on practices is guided by a
gendered vision. Of COllrse, Rubin is not alone in her critique.
The reactions of many women, including Rubin, to such claims,
are to deny their accuracy. Judith Grant explains, "This 'not
me' outrage, resulting from various definitions of female
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According to this analysis, Rubin's perspective on sexual
dynamics such as sadomasochism fails to adequately consider the
politics of community. Political structures that establish equality
must establish limits on freedom. In her important project of
legitimating a greater diversity, of sexual practices, Rubin,
apparently, undervalues the issue of power that often is manifested

, in sexuality.

Tania Modleski criticizes Rubin's failure to adequately appreciate
issues of power. She argues that sex radicals such as Rubin

TheSexuality ofGender

The arguments of the sadomasochists are, indeed,
largely liberal material; underneath the talk of
community, the language of radical analysis and
redemption, lies the Hobbesian acceptance of power
and the Lockean focus on contract as the ground of
human relations.
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often minimize the issues of power and violence that
one would have thought to be definitionally inherent
in sadomasochistic practices, ultimately implying that
whips, razors, and nipple clips are part of the panoply
of devices to be used in furthering the practice of
'laudable humanistic virtues.'

Rubin's project has been critiqued for not establishing clear lines
of action or political alliances. Gay social theorist Shane Phelan
explains that in her desire to link lesbians with gay men and other
socially condemned "perverts," Rubin fails to consider other
dynamics of oppression that might be objectionable to lesbian
and other feminists. Phelan writes, "She discusses other
'deviances' from the perspective of legal harassment rather than
from that of ethical questions about these practices." Specifically,
Rubin's views on child pornography and incest laws are guided
by her unflagging support for certain relationships and actions.
Such support causes her to gloss over issues like social inequality
between adults and children. In the end, Phelan explains,

I. ..think it makes no sense to separate the two [gender
and the body]when the ideology of genderhasso invaded
our understanding of the body. Without feminism, it is
nearly impossibleto thinkfemininewithout alsothinking
female body or female sex.

So~ Poought &R~~rCh::!/~1
expe:ience has ~e~n re~.ected, in some circles, in an overwhe1ming';;~l)~:
reacu~n to ~e~Illmstcnuques ?fpornography and certain allegedly,~~~~iii:;~{Zrj,:.
~ale-ldenu.fled ways ?f being sexual." Sadomasochists, for·;:.i;;;,'.i..,;
instance, reject the notion that their sexual practices cannot fit:-·.T"':'f.':
w~thi~ ~ range of aut~entic f~~ale sexuality. Grant develops '>.;;ij;
t~lS. critique of st~ndpollltfemllllSI~as s?e con~ects the feminist .. ',f...·~.:(.~t'e.~.~;l.~...~,
limits on ~ppropriatefemale behavior WIth patriarchal standa'rds.·,.:;L~·i ~t,~~:.,

of ~o~ women should behave. "Ironically,.the original reason:i_-/',l~"':-'

fe~~stsextolled th.erecourse to fem~e expenen.ce was to pro~ide" .. r.·.' .fI.~.:.·.:.~.~.:.i;;..·:.,.,.~'...·•
feminist women WIth a tool to use In combating stereotypIcal ~~ •.. , .': -,'
notions of women as reflected in misogynist culture." In a sense :ti\.·'::~::

sadomasochists such as Rubin want to reclaim that feminist sens; -I~{:,--
of freedom by rejecting imposed standards. Rubin wants to ,l(';
a~h~eve .this by focusing on forms of sexuality that point up the~\"
distinction between gender and the body. b,":"

, , I~~:,:'>~,'

'. r/·
L.-.;..:r.

···'··r',·
i

Despite her sympathy for sadomasochists' resistancesrn
proscriptions of certain personal behaviors, Grant asserts that
conceptually freeing gender from the body in the search for
personal freedom has its limitations.

She emphasizes that value exists in criticizing or denouncing certain
personal behaviors that contribute to systems of oppression. Feminist
critique, even of other feminists, can function reasonably as social
dissent if it guards "against the tendency to, in criticizing,
undemocratically impose unreasonable external standards, especially'
upon other feminists." Accordingly, critiques of Rubin's support
of sadomasochism have been made not because critics believe
women could not authentically have such desires, but because, .
such practices can have negative political consequences.
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is not to say that Modleski fails to recognize the feelings of
qualitative differences between lesbian and male/female':

.' ' '.C.' ',··.·.... '-·.Jrfflr-~:'·~:· .

sadomasochism expressed by practitioners of S/M. She takes
seriously the claims of choice and "mobility" expressed by lesbian
sadomasochists asexpressedin the SAMOIS publication Comingto
Power. Modleski recognizes in the lesbian practitioners of S/M an
ability both to be in their gendered roles and to recognize the irony <

of those roles. Instead of completely separating sex and gender,
lesbiansadomasochism "enactsacomplexdynamic in which existing
gender arrangements are simultaneously contested and preserved
preserved partly in order to be contested." Yet, Modleski does not
acceptthe notion that such dynamics are without problems. While
lesbiansadomasochismmay not replicategender norms, it alsodoes
not adequately separate sex from gender in its analysis of desire, a
move that is necessaryin order to understand the effect of each. A
focus on the sexual freedom inherent in various sexualactsdoes not
free the meaning of those actsfrom the codes of gender. In fact, the
pleasure of those acts may unwittingly come from the sense of
hierarchy suppliedby gender. Modleski explainsthat the assertions
of consent and choice by S/M proponents "mean[s] a neglect of
some of the most important, indeed the defining, features of SI
M-the infliction of pain and humiliation by one individual on
another." Because of this requirement, the gendered aspect of S/M
relations cannot be separated completely from the sexual acts that
define them. While lesbian sadomasochists view the dissonance
betweengenderandsexualityin their sexactsasprogressive, Modleski
asserts "there is a real danger of feminist theory's fetishizing this
dissonance-and thereby preserving the structure that is
supposedly being destabilized." In other words, focusing on
sexuality as the key to contesting oppressive structures of gender
cannot provide the kind of challenge to the sex/gender system
that its proponents consider to be one of its central values. As
Grant, Phelan and Modleski's critiques make clear, separating
sex from gender has limited implications for sex and gender
oppression primarily because such a maneuver is not completely
possible.
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,Though Rubin and Blasius express legitimate concerns that analyses of
sexual oppression must be legitimately undertaken, their critiques tend

. to devalue the influence of gender. Because Blasius separates sexfrom
.gender to makehisprimarytheoreticalfocus sex, heundervalues criticisms
of analyses that attempt to separate sex and gender. Like Rubin, he
theorizes S/M as a 'humanist' practice that enables its practitioners to
understandfreedom andchallengestructures ofoppression, Yet,Blasius'
claims for separating sexand gendergo beyondRubin's. Rubin argues
thatsuchaseparationenables moresexual freedom andfreedom to escape
sexual binarisms. Blasius maintains that in additionto such freedom a
separation, infact, enables social theory-to use theories ofsexto undermine
thesocial structureof gender. The following swnmarizes thisaspect of
his project:

The technology of sexualitycreates afictiveunity of the
biological (sex) and the historical (gender) that
"heterosexualizes" identity in sex-gender (and
reproductive) complementarity. Lesbian andgaysexuality
takes this unity apart and replaces it with stylization of
both biological and historical elements on behalfof erotic
pleasure that is also a creation of oneself as a self, as an
agent in relation with others.

Blasius makesthe bold assertion that sexneednot be guided or limited
byconceptions of gender. By imagining andpracticing sexoutside the
borders ofgender, sexcanbeacreative activity. Moreover, suchcreative
acts also displace thegroundofgender. Inotherwords,bydisconnecting
sexualityfromgender, non-heterosexual sexualities canaltertheoppressive
binarygenderstructure. No longercansexualitybeusedto definesocially
appropriate notions of gender.

Blasius maintains that through "the eroticization of genderequality,"
gaymen canexpose and,thus,challenge the hierarchical andoppressive
effects ofgenderon people's relationships (whethersame-sex or not). In
thisrespect, genderisthe process by whichculturalnorms for men and
women areestablished. Someexamples of the effects of genderinclude
the cultural illegitimacy of feminine men or masculine women.
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It should be clear, then, from what has gone before, on
the one hand that there are many and thorough
asymmetries between the sexual continuums of women
and men, between female and male sexuality and
homosociality, and most pointedly between homosocial
and heterosocial object choices for males;and on the other
hand that the status of women, and the whole question
of arrangements between genders, is deeply and
inescapably inscribed in the structure even of relationships
that seem to exclude women-even in male homosocial/

homosexual relationships.

While people of the same sex are participating in S/M or butch/
femme, the roles that they are filling are marked by dominant,
heterosexual conceptions of gender. Blasius maintains that
sadomasochism frees people from standard conceptions of gender
and sexuality in order to challenge gay men's devalued position
within the gender order. In particular, he argues that even the
participant in the masochistic role can attain masculinity.
Sedgwick's analysis confirms this insight. She explains that men
who temporarily assume a feminized position can still "be
successful in achieving a relation of mastery to other men." Thus,
participants in sadomasochism can organize it so that both
participants can retain masculine legitimacy. The problem with
this achievement is that it is done by "the man who can proceed
through that Stage, while remaining in cognitive control of the
symbolic system that presides over sexual exchange." In other
words, while imputing masculinity into such forms of sexuality
attempts to provide social legitimacy for gay men, it also revalues
the oppressive gender structure that empowers men over women.

", .'. '.: '~'-~.
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Moreover,construetiveandlimitingnormsofgendercontributetosocial';;j~t~~~1I!;" members of the same sex are playing with the gendered meanings
conditions that enable heterosexual men to guide women's social\·{iF";;;:"~t" ofthat sex. The interconnected relationship between sex and
existences to whatever extent they do so. According Blasius'notion of'}*'i';J~,{i~~\'y gender is nicely summarized by Eve Kosofsky Sedgwick's study
eroticizing gender equality, gay male masculinity undermines the:~~;:;,~~l" of men and sexuality, Between Men: English Literature and Male
dominance of male masculinity by refusingto contribute to a structure "·~i;'.·:;;(1Ij;,: . Homosocial Desire. There she explains,
of male power that relieson the sexualsubordination of women. "For ..' .t':~.:'~'::f:~'~{'··~;
gay men, same-gendererotics involves the desire for gender equality in"~f:::J~'"
masculinity, while transforming what masculinity means, to the extent .':-; ~:1
that it,is constituted throu~ the subor~ation of women." RUbin's·<':·i;.{~··'
analysis lends support to Blasius'contention about gay men's sexuality. .... . '~j~~~r..·,~
She deems that gay male leather and S/M communities exemplify how '. .·.:;li~::-~::

masculinityis eroticizedwithout employingthe subordination ofwomen. :(f~)
Prior to the creation of thesecommunities the existenceof the masculine .."··~~t~;.:·~

. /-:4.',:~ ..

homosexual wasconsideredunthinkable accordingto dominant notions .. ·;::;tit;~?
of sexuality and gender. Gay men were considered feminine. ''In this (::.-;7:V~~·>;~

system [of sadomasochism], a man can be overpowered, restrained, .:ti;'?'
tormented, and penetrated, yet retain his masculinity, desirability,and .:F~:;~~r:

~~: ~~~~
According to this argument, the sexualpractice of sadomasochism not ,&~,,:.,;.,

only enables gay men to assert their masculinity, but also allows both ....:.. . . {::~

partners to maintain that masculinity. 'Thus, gay men challenge the. '~:/ .. ~,~.~~... i·,\
binarystructure of gender by remaining men according to dominant .~ ....:~~;: .. ?{~~;~;.;.
masculine codes despite not desiringwomen assexual objects. . ....!;:.;t!,.;

"·:;'\"Wj:"J:
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This revaluation of sexual practices and the politics they promote
would seem to provide aspace for challenging heteronormativity and
male domination. However, it works best if a distinction between'
sex and gender in such sexual relations are maintained. Blasius' focus
on sadomasochism as the relation best able to empower gay
masculinity may be true. But, such a relation does so because men's
gendered empowerment remains. Moreover, in light of the arguments
of Grant, Phelan, and Modleski, Blasius'conclusion about the political
effects of sexual practices on gender is dubious because feminine
and female, as well as masculine and male cannot be completely
separated. Gendered hierarchy cannot be denied solely because
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This evaluation of sexual sadomasochistic practices is reflected
in Freud's analysis of masochism. The fantasy of being beaten
while retaining one's masculinity undoubtedly mirrors the
Freudian masochistic structure that aids the male's ascendance
to socially sanctioned masculinity. Freud's interpretation of male
child's masochistic fantasies in "A Child Is Being Beaten" indicates
that the boy alters his initial affection for his father into a
~eem~n~ly heterosexual desire for his mother by eventually
ImagInIng her, rather than the father, as the beater. Gilles·
Deleuze's interpretation of this alteration maintains that it
identifies the "law" with the image of the mother and functions
to threaten the power of the father. This argument fails to
consider Freud's explanation that the maternal figure is actually
only a replacement for the repressed father figure. The motivation
of this switch is the hegemonic structure of sexuality, rather than
the structure of gender. The anointing of the mother as the beater
is designed to elide the homosexual desire for the father which is
inherent in masochism. It does not serve to challenge the law of
the father. As Modleski explains, Deleuze saw the masochistic
situation as humorous not in a playful or camp sense, but because
of "the incongruity of placing a woman in a position of authority
of substituting her presence for that of the law." Thus'. .. '
maIntaInIng men in the positions both of the father and the
beaten, as .in homosexual sadomasochism, only serves to reject
the repreSSIon of the homosexual aspect of the masochistic fantasy.
It does nothing, in itself, to challenge the fantasy's implementation
of the law of the father. At most, it indicates a sense of equality
?etween the beat~rand the beaten; allowing for the beaten's entry
Into the symbolic structure. Gay male sadomasochism, one of
the quintessential examples that Blasius uses to exemplify the
dynamics of a politically progressive gay sexuality, may actually
serve as a mechanism by which gay men inscribe themselves into
the hegemonic gender structure that undergirds the social
empowerment of male masculinity. In other words, an analysis
that focuses primarily on sex rather than gender underestimates
the interrelation of sex and gender. While same sex
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sadomasochism may not completely reinscribe the heterosexual
dynamics of the masochistic fantasy, it does rely on the binary
structure that defines men's gendered power and women's

. disempowerment.

Gay Men, Masculine Imagery, and the Politics ofAIDS

Inasmuch asBlasius' analysis inscribes gay men into a structure that
characterizes dominant male power, namely sadomasochism, his
analysis must be analyzed from a gendered perspective. His argument
that gay men's sexual practices can challenge both sexual and gender
hierarchy is constructed to establish gay male masculinity as an
essential and universalizing tool for altering and constructing social
existence. A primary aspect of Blasius' political ethos is what he
terms eroticfriendship. Within such a friendship, the two participants
areconsideredequally independent, whole beings. "Gayerotics makes
possible the creation of individual agency beyond the dependence
ofsex-gendercomplementarity and lack, which may be characterized
asan invented autonomy, a new ethic." According to Blasius, this
new ethical perspective exposes and undermines binary gender
becauseit eroticizes equality rather than hierarchy. More than that, it
isone from which society, in general, can view and engagein politics.
Essentially, he argues that because gay sexuality is an erotic relation
between people of the same biological sex, it serves as the model
for social relations of equality.

While such an interpretation can provide a valuable ethic for
envisioning an alternative to hierarchy and dominance, the desire for
certain sexual practices to serve as universal political tools tends to
reflectcertain aspectsof dominant masculine ideology. For instance,
while discussing the equality that is generated within gay sexuality,
Blasius points to gay male drag as an example of a practice that
promotes equality. He argues that gay male drag challenges the
heterosexually imposed structure of gender by rejecting the
heterosexual need to subordinate women. "Gay male drag, for
example, mocks heterosexist femininity while ironically imitating
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This impulse to assert that gay male masculinity can challenge
heterosexual manhood's hold on masculinity and legitimate social
subjectivity is not unique to Blasius, but, in fact, is expressed by
various gay male social theorists. Gay theorist Leo Bersani discusses
the appeal of this analytical position in his "Is the Rectum a Grave?":

gay and lesbian sadomasochism, fa~ .f~om ~xpressing

unqualified and uncontrollable cOm~li~lt1eS WIth ~ brutal
and misogynous ideal of masculinity, or WIth the
heterosexual couple permanently locked into a power
structure of male sexualandsocial mastery over femaleand
social passivity, are in fact subversive parodies of the very

formations andbehavior they appear to ape.

Michasiw's analysis expresses the concern that gay t~ought will
not be taken as seriously as other more culturally dominant forms

Sontag isfigured byMiller and by Moon asone who denies
identity, asone who travels the terrain of gay male culture
armed with the prefix 'de-' and does dreadful damage.
...Sontag is understood as castratory, an~ ,:"orse,. as
constructing a 'phobic' portrait of gay masculinity whi~h

accepts tamely its cutting off from the phallus and Its

metaphors.
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The contention over the gaymaleuseof masculine codesfmds expression
in the gay male literature that focuses on AIDS. When this lit~rature

addresses the links between socialconceptions of AIDS and nonons of
gaymalesexuality, the issue ofmasculini~becomesp:m~cularl!rel~ant.
Gay social theorist Kim Michasiw contributes to t:lus ~e ?f~qmryas
he unearths the role of masculinity in both D. A. Miller s cnnque of
SusanSontag's AIDSandItsMetaphors and MichaelMoon's response to
Sontag's analysisof Jack Smith's Flaming Creatures. He asserts,

While such acts have a parodic effect, the political effect.of express~g
masculine metaphors and symbolsmay face so~e con~estat.lon. Im~utmg

olitics into such activities and styleassumes an intentionality that simply
P · h.·maynot exist. Moreover, Bersaruobservesthat, rather t an mterpretmg
gaymachismo andsadomasochismasthreats or,~hallen~ to heterosexual
norms, the heterosexual can interpret them as perversIon[sJ. rather t~an
subversion[s]of realmaleness." As a result,evenifdesirable, mterpretmg
progressive politics into gay male style and sexuality cannot be
uncontentiously developed.

It has frequently been suggested ... that such things as
the gay-macho style, the butch-fern lesbian couple, and

::":~}
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it to express one's desire for a man." According to Blasius, th~;ir~!j~"pi;" ..•..

style and expression of desire within dr.ag empowers the§:[~)~;",1l~,/
practitioner as both a critic of dominant society and. a proViderrJ1t;fi;~1'2'

of an alter?ative visio~ ?f soci~l existence. More specifically, ~he .'.,~~~;Ii:
gay man In drag enVISIOns himself as a more complete beIng';.F;~;-;~!"

b~cause he embod~es bot~ femininity a.nd ma~culinity. ~e~ing:,:;.;,~...',i~:,',•.",~t,.it,~,.~,,~i,~,~.~.:.';::",:.'
himself as a more whole person convinces him that he IS In a :(,."':t.~(>

position t~ :riti~ue the society that di~empowersgay men. W~ile .t;,;~tt~~i;.'·•.
such a posItIon IS felt to be empowering for gay men, emploYIng, 1 .,~ ~.'~~-:i> ....
a notion of wholeness within a social theory does not necessarily - ,_. i~:;

address the oppression of women. Though Blasius' analysis of'-·':>i.='::' 'Ifr~&' _', '.:
gay male drag is politically potent when viewed through the lens 't>,,'.:
of sexuality, its effect is less broad when analyzed through a gender··:ti\;~':,;··~···

analysis. In particular, while drag can be viewed as playful and ',;.
somewhat freeing, it must also be understood as a fetishized
activity, intended to deny the participants' culturally defined .
inadequacies and limitations. Men employ various mechanisms,".'. '
such as drag, in response to fear of their own physical and.
symbolic castration. Among these tools is the fetish, which serves
as a substitute for that which is missing or inadequate and helps to
deny that any limitation ever existed. Infact, claiming male subjectivity
as universal tends to reflect this aspect of dominant masculinity.
Therefore, drag performers' use of wholeness as a basis for social
critique appears to inhibit its ability to challenge the gender
structure that subordinates women. Moreover, it relies on the
very social structure it is critiquing, a structure that values
wholeness, a subjective position culturally marked by the
possession of the phallus.
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of male inquiry. For instance, despite admitting that Jack Smith'
work has a playful, ironic aspect, Moon clearly feels threateneJ
by Sontag's emphasis on this lightness. To exemplify Sontag!s··

ascribed hostility toward gay men, Moon compares he ';;)::..:,.,;:.'~J;!gl'lli'.
descriptions of gay camp and Jewish moral sensibilities in he;
"Notes on Camp." He explains that while she seesgay camp as a
pla~ful aes.thetic (rat~~r than ?ol~ti~al).solvent of soci~lmorality,
jewish social and political subjectivity IS seen as based in morality.
Moon's desire to see gay camp as progressive politics underlies
his critical response to Sontag; he assumes that she is arguing that
morality is more political and socially legitimate than aesthetics.

Miller an~ !Joon rea~~ to their interpretations of Sontag by
reappropriating the traditional masculine imagesshe challenges. Both
men employ violent and military metaphors in their responses to ",
Sontag's analyses. Moon, for instance, completely rejects Sontag's
"depoliticizing" interpretation of Jack Smith's work as joyful and
innocent. He insteaddeems Smith's work incisiveand insightful with

.regards to social constructions of gender and sexuality. Moon's
violently imagined rejoinder asserts that Smith's work "explode[s]
closets, he knew where and how to detonate it, as he was aware that
setting people's closets on fire is not simply a liberatory act:
inevitably, some people would get burned, including, quite
possibly, the incendiaries themselves." Miller similarly responds
to Sontag's desire to end AIDS activists' uses of military
metaphors. He argues that Sontag fails to recognize the
importance of such metaphors. He maintains that militancy
conveys the image of activist "soldiers" who have fought for and
achieved valuable goals, such as "increased research funding,
expanded medical resources, greater access to them, human drug
trial, safe sex education, and housing and legal protections for
the sick." Yet, as Michasiw observes, Miller's response fails to
seriously consider Sontag's legitimate concern about why AIDS
activism, in its symbolism, identifies with military masculinity
and finds that imagery so appealingly essential. "Similarly the
embrace of masculine militancy in the face of Sontag employs
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the mask of different object-choice to obscure the ontological
yearning for the reabsorption of gay male identity into the canons
of American masculinity." Miller and Moon's works, in
Michasiw's view, attempt to assert social legitimacy for gay men
by claiming masculine images for them.

Such claims on the images of socially sanctioned masculinity are'
particularly consequential with respect to AIDS because gay male
sexuality'ssociallyassignedlink with AIDS exemplifies its taboo status.
The imagesemployed by dominant society to understand and analyze
AIDS tend to equate the disease with gay male masculinity. judith
Butler observes, "In some recent discourse, the male homosexual is
figured time and again as one whose desire is somehow structured by
death, either as the desire to die or as one whose desire is inherently
punishable by death.... " Dominant social discourse as guided by
heterosexual masculinity denies the legitimate existence of male
homosexuality. Thus, by equating male homosexual sex with social
death, it can compensate for the fact that such sexuality exists.
Employing a Foucaultian analysis, Butler argues that AIDS and gay
activism must debunk the view that sex or limited technology to fight
the disease leads to death. She feels that, instead, they must argue
that a lack of proper attention to finding a cure by those in power
leads to death. Such an argument is not only more politically
viable, but it contributes to the delinking of AIDS and gay men.

Many AIDS and gay activists agree with Butler that this death image
must be challenged and overcome. Jeffrey Weeks, for instance, argues
that AIDS must be understood as a health crisis that has been
exacerbated by "prejudice, discrimination, and less than benign
neglect."

It is not a judgment from God, not 'nature's revenge'
on any group of people, not a symbol of a culture gone
wrong. HIV disease is an illness like any other, and it
should be confronted with all the compassion, empathy,
and resources that other major health crises demand.
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Weeks, like Butler desires to disconnect the essential link
constructed between gay male sexuality and death through HIV"
and AI1?S.. In fact, Weeks argues that AIDS can create political
and SOCIal links between various groups of people and provide
mechanism for appreciating diversity while striving for commo C\

g~als. Additionally, in rejecting the use of metaphor when dealin;
with AIDS, he resembles Sontag. This similarity points out the
con~icting notio.ns of m.a~c~linitywithin gay male social theory.
WhIle D. A. MIller cnticizes Sontag for rejecting the use of
metaphor when conceptualizing AIDS, Weeks supports such a
tact for contesting the dominant conceptions of the disease that
lin.k g.ay sex and death. Similarly, Miller criticizes Sontag's
objection to gay male activist strategy such as militancy, as Weeks
advocates such a position as the best way to deconstruct the
essentializing of gay men as AIDS carriers.

The above alliances and conflicts are not employed in order to argue
that t~e use of metap.hor in understanding and representing gay
sexuality and AIDS IS always masculine, while its rejection is
fem~~n~. Rather, these metaphors often utilize masculinity and
femInInIty. Most often, they communicate that masculinity indicates
social legitimacy and femininity leads to marginalization. This being
th~c.ase, gay activist~ facea difficult dilemma overwhether to employ
legitimated masculine metaphors or to establish alternative forms
of activism. The feminized act of mourning, for instance, has been
a mechanism used to cope with adversity. Tim Dean observes that
th~ ~ocial p:ocess of mourning has been very public and socially .
legitimated In such cases as the Vietnam War. Yet, because AIDS
has been a taboo issue, mourning over those lost to the disease has
been largely repressed into private acts. He argues that this trend
must be ended if society is to properly cope with the AIDS crisis.
AIDS activists can employ the creation of the NAMES Project AIDS
Memorial Quilt as an act that does not ape a dominant masculine
image. In reference to the quilt, Dean maintains, "One notable
instanc: of thi~ ~ffort has consisted in taking a traditionally private,
domestIc,ftmznzzed form of artistic practice and converting it into
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public spectacle." Through this tangible project of mourning, those
who have died are recognized and inscribed into the social symbolic.
Because those who have died are publicly named, they attain
symbolic potency. Yet, those who are acting do not gain this same
potency because they are acting privately through the traditionally
feminine practice of quilting. Such a practice is a use of metaphor in
the interest of those with AIDS that is not considered masculine.

Giving the dead, rather than survivors, symbolic potency proves
problematic for AIDS activists like those in ACT UP because they
only view public action by the living asthe way to change social and
political perceptions. Moreover, society's lack of significant action
to find a cure for AIDS moves activists to think of the epidemic in
terms of a war they must fight. Passive acts like mourning just do
not seem to be enough. Douglas Crimp, in his article "Mourning
andMilitancy" explains that activistslikeLarryKramer rejectpassivity
or private expressions when dealing with AIDS.

Public mourning rituals may of course have their own
political force, but they neverthelessoften seem,from an
activist perspective, indulgent, sentimental, defeatist ....
'Don't mourn, organize!'...is still a rallying cry, at least
in its New Age variant, 'Turn your grief to anger.'

For such people, the symbolizing of AIDS victims through a typically
private, feminine act is not enough becausethose who are living are
still silenced and feminized. Crimp agreesthat the constant violence
and neglect that society shows those with and at great risk to get
AIDS does create anger. "Because this violence also desecrates the
memories of our dead, we rise in anger to vindicate them. For many
of us, mourning becomesmilitancy." When Crimp writes "we" and
"our," he refers not only to AIDS victims, but also to gay men. As
society assumes gay men to be AIDS carriers, its political will to fight
AIDS is lessened. This lack of political will by society is
interpreted by activists as an attack on gay men and AIDS victims
that must be fought with a militant will.
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Crimp attempts to reject these critics' melancholic claims by
embracing the act of mourning. Such a move-functions to distance
his thought from gay male theory that links itself with traditional
masculinity. Ironically the very notion of mourning that Crimp
develops leads him to employ the masculine imagery that
Michasiw critiqued in Miller and Moon's works. He explains
that feelings of "militant rage" are legitimate reactions to the

Perhaps we may even think of safe sex as the substitute
libido-position that beckonedto usaswemourned ourlost
sexual ideal. But here, I think, the difference between
generations of gaymenmakes itselffelt mostsharply. For
mennow intheir twenties, oursexual ideal is mostly just
that-an ideal, thecumnever swallowed. Embracing safe
sex is for them an act of defiance, and its promotion is
perhaps the AIDSactivist movement's least inhibitedstance.
But, formany menof theStonewall generation, who have
also been thegaypopulation thusfar hardest hitby AIDS,
safe sexmayseemless like defiance than resignation, less
likeaccomplished mourning than melancholia.

·•...\!~~~",'
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The distinct move. toward activism might actually be a natu;':i~~tJf"" :;;';L.The altered existence that AIDS has brought to gay men has not
product of mournmg the loss of loved-ones to AIDS. In fact, it/:;t~tfit. :'·~,/beenuniversal1y,happilyembraced. Infaet, it isrecognized somewhat

~ppears to develop out of ange~ f:om. the loss of lives, as well aS~tiffk~:~llf':"as apunishment by some gay critics who ?lame th~ actions of o~~er
life styles..But, often AIDS actrvism is much more ~ product.of !.';;iJUti~.~C· gay men for causing t~e changes. ~ccordmg to ~nmp, these .cn~ics
me.lanchohc anger than mourned loss. Thus, the militancy that'+i;'~1!~~tc _i:~: fault the gay commuruty for causmg and spreading AIDS, bnngmg
Cnmp refers to can be seen as rooted in a melancholic responsed!1~~:t~~1~,!. dominant society's hatred onto themselves. Crimp recognizes this
to the AIDS crisis. The mourning subject relinquishes the lost "'~:~~Jt~1~~~J blameasmelancholic. The melancholic responds to loss byimagining
object from his ego and desire so he is able to move on to and befS~~~':'. ::'\ himselfas an enlightened critic of others who have supposedly caused
satisfied by another object. "For people with AIDS, the HIV- ':~ji~W: ~.!~.:>; that loss. The gay critics that Crimp cites, such as Randy Shilts,
infected, and those at significant risk whose sero-status is;~:~g;1~:;~"" Marshall Kirk, and Hunter Madsen, denounce the activities of AIDS
unknown to them narcissistic satisfactions in still being alive today·.·3>;~;i&q>~ activists and other gay men. These critics imagine themselves as
can persuade us, will undoubtedly persuade us in our unconscious,"i:t~~:'~*f; enlightened commentators because they come from the very
to relinquish our attachments. " Yet, the relinquishing of old·,"{:~;;~~i,·:~fX;.; community they are critiquing. They react to the harm of AIDS by
at~achments i? order to .form ne,: attachments doe.s not oceur,;~~~!1~14':<g: bla~ing other gay ~en for not bec?ming ~ccepted me~bers of
Wit~out a feeling of a~bival~nce,If n?t a sense of ~ilt at having.';:1~~L{i~.',>{ SOCiety, fo.r.not actmg m accordance with domman: mas~~~~co~es.
survived, At the samenme, Crimp explainsthat anambivalence exists -,,--<.::?-- :I~~,;:·:,~:. Not surprisingly, thesemen who expressmelancholic sensibilities align
over the lifestyle that has been prevented by the AIDS epidemic. ,,':''';, It,;!· themselveswith dominant notio nsof heterosexual masculinity. "Their
Various sexual activities and experiences that were enjoyed by gaY.:·'J~!.'t·~. proposal centers on a media campaign whose basis is the denial of
men prior to AIDS have now been altered or completely relinquished .•.•... ;:\;ylc,'tt the difference. 'A good beginning would be to take a long look at
Thus, while these ideals are to be mourned, the mourning does not ··;T:~·;Jt.·;f Coors beer ... commercia~s," th~y suggest. According to these
seem to be enough. . ·.';::;·, .'.::r<~:~J;~i~x, 'commercials, masculinity is a uniform concept among men that

.:,,!,!~~,·t;·~·· excludes any hints of femininity. Those whom these melancholic
As Cri~p describes it, the reaction to such losses may be more than"{~I;-'>'I\,:,\fp '.. critics insist mu.st. change are the most fe~ininegay men, such as
mourrung·<'"";'i.·.::..;;;if::;~~;· '. drag queens, fairies, etc., who do not fit the standard codes of

·<i~L·.~·BT masculinity. These melancholic expressions, which convey a form
···<1i;~~)r~::!~t}( of self-criticism, serve as masculine critiques of femininities that

. ,~~:·:::.~~~;~f:::-: undermine the critics'legitimate existences asgay men within general

society. At the least, they reject they diversity of gay men.
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Bersani's essay, whichis anattempt to reconsider thelinks
between sex andpolitics,constitutes aserious challenge
to some of the orthodoxthinkingon thissubject by gay
andlesbiantheorists,who in Bersani'sview exhibit the
sameunavowed 'aversion' to sexuality astheirstraight
counterparts and who, while insisting on the radical
potential of theirsexuality, tendtofindthispotential not
in actual sexualpractices but in the'gay-life style' or in
gayparodyof dominantmale/female rolesandimages.

~.(

~ .~.
renewable sourcesofexcitement,,~t~·~;~.~:~:}~

Because gay men's d~sires for men exist alongs~de their rejectionit~~6~ifi!~.
of a heterosexual existence, many gay male thinkers struggle to:;~k'.;*'2;t\
clarify those aspects of masculinity that it wants to incorporate. ··:;~~~~:;.~t~y::.·; .

212111Jt~'~

Sodal ~ought&R5~rch j;:"!ilrl/'
violence that gay menhave experienced, andthat they "must fight the·."~~f;&;,'i1r' More explicitly, those gay critics who reject any feminine
unspeakable violence." Thus, while he clearly rejects the politics of.:,' '}rff;~/;~;it/ : components of gay masculinity tend to incorporate those aspects
those gay critics whoidentify withdominant heterosexual masculinity '~~'~%dif~;" of traditional masculinity that disempower gay men.
~employment ~f~tary imagery indicates an~bivalent relationshi~ '. ',:':::c:*I'r-~?
~~ that ma:'~ruty. Th~ q~stion then rer;nams, ~~?' must Crimp'j;~tsi.m~f;·'< Providing examples of how gaymale sexuality hasbeenstigmatized
utilize a traditional masculine ill1age to descnbe acnvmes that aim to ",',:" }~:,£) according to thestandards ofheterosexual masculinity, Bersani asserts
challenge theeffects ofdominant masculine ideology? ·.;:':';(:':;l,'y thatgaycritics who embrace denigrating images give credence tosuch

';.:}.'_ 'E'~~';: ,,' critiques. In respC?nse, he rejects the constructions of male
Employing such tools wouldseem to beunnecessary for Crimp, who .}U})I]J/, homosexuality that connect gay masculinity to heterosexual
so successfully critiques inaccurate and homophobic information :.:(:~r:;."·I~f~·:·~· masculinity. TaniaModleski explains:
provided byheterosexualsocietyabout AIDS. Ratherthanca11ingupon ,"j',' ~10:.

traditio?ally he~erosexual. images, Crimpcreates truths aboutgay men ..:'.~?:t: '
and their sexualityon their own terms. ..:,,:.~,,< ;'i~:'~

~~:r~:l::ois~~t:a::i::~rw:o~a~~~a~~;:Z'.:;lL:; ,

!§Z?~~~:~:E;:;=l:~!::~~::i?~~~:;/:~:::::~~~\~~.· ;ee~a~:~~;~::~~e~::~::z~e::t:~:r;,::~::~;~2a~~e~
masculine metaphors isanessential component ofgaymale identity. •'"J~,<:,~~I'f··.'.E?;~~~:~~!c;e:r~~s~h:!~:~~~ :~~~~~i~fc~;~:::i~~;!i

essentializing of gay male sex as passive anal sex. Though male-
, male sexual relations take various forms, the condition that marks

such sex as socially taboo is passivity. This is because sexual
power indicates social power for men and "to be penetrated is to
abdicate power." He explains that the cultural conceptualization
of gay men can be clarified by drawing a link between the cultural
representation of female prostitutes in the nineteenth century
and gay men since the AIDScrisis began. Both areseen assexually
promiscuous and voracious groups, who not only spread disease,
but also iconically represent infection. He describes this



Bersani's goalof linkingmen andwomen throughobjectivityatthe
expense of their subjectivity devalues the role that gender plays in
determining suchcategories. Whenmen reject overtforms of power
they may be attemptingto disconnect from codes that markthem
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As soon as persons are posited, the war begins. It is the
self that swells with excitement at the idea of being on
top, the self that makes of the inevitable play of thrusts
and relinquishments in sex an argument for the natural

authority of one sex over the other.

TheShadow of Gender

Socia/Thought &Research .i'~~t ::~~:,,,
?omophob~c and misogynistic impressi?n ~s a "seducriv- and~~r!~~X< rather than the (masculine) empoweredside. Inotherwords,heespouses
Intolerable Image of a grown man, legs high In the air, unable' 'to};=,]~;}f-:: ;;;I;~:~;'f;,'-', the efficacy of thesexual desire forpowerlessness. Drawing hisanalysis
re~~ the suicidal ecstasy of bein? a woma~.': Instead of denYing:~til~,ii:<i' out of a Freudian view of masochism, in which the line between the
this VIew of gayandfemale sexuality, Bersani interprets it so that it :"::i~:~tBSTt.<·;~~;, r::.... active andpassive subject gets blurred, Bersani wants to give value to the
becomes an indictment of those who maintain it. . ". .:¥~l(~{~,i .•..... experienceof self-destruction. Within this masochistic experience, the

',?~I~:~~fiJ;{' destruction of the self and the relinquishing of power are not only
Reclaiming the value of culturally denigrated notions of femininity":" '!:~{i\ .desirable, but, according to Bersani, can serve as models for gender
Bers~i reje~ts the cultural ideology that exil.es "passive" sexuali~"~~i;ii;~'i::; relations. Distrusting the model in which gender identity determines
associated with women and gay men. Bersani's characterization Of.{~;;i:~~;J sexual identity, he wants the notion of identity to be relinquished. He
the cultural degradation of femininity serves to critique Gayle Rubin ..·:';;th(r\~~::, rejects the "redemptive sex project's" desirefor a sexualexperience that
and Mark ~lasius' assertion that hierarchical sex acts like.;i:(~1:... supports the selfhood ofthose involved.
sadomasochism can provide egalitarian and nurturing sensibilities.:{ ~ta~::;' i:}.:.,',
He refuses. what he re~ers to. as the "r~demp~ive sex project" that·/~W~·'~~';>.
such theonsts develop; implying that hierarC?lcal ~e~ acts cannot be/;,;j~\i:i\/

~:~~~~~~.b~ ~:~:~::t;:~~e~~~::,h~:~~~i:~;n:~~C:U~.:.·.•·•.·•.•..•.•.·••.:..•·.j;.r.~..:..!...~.·....:.'..'.•I:..~:..'.'.~.:.t.:.~;...;..,.:.•.);·...••.•....

Dworkin and Catharine MacKinnon's analyses of pornographyto.:~.;~,>'I~"),.
~sert th~ cultural assu~ptions of gen~ered violence and hier~~hy ':..'~,/~~,;';

10 sexualit!. As MacKmnon has t~e~nzed, J?o~nog~aphy ~r?t1c.~zes ......••......:.•.••..•...: ~.:.:.; '.::....•..1.~.~..;J;.:.••.;:.!.~.·r· The self is destroyed within the masochistic experience asthe subject
male dominance and female submission. Wlthm this erot1CiZat10n,'~~(;:~'.'~ isput in the feminine position. Thus, Bersani does not conceptualize
men conceptualize women as desiring their own annihilation.~X::~:~I:~;·:.:·I·:'f·~i a gay sexuality that will challenge the ideology of heterosexual
Bersani summarizes this, "saying that a man lying on top of a woman ;::~~/ ~~';. "sexuality. Rather, he inscribes gay male sex into the essentialized

assumes t~at what :~cites her. is the idea of.her body bein~ invaded .:J:J~:~C'·~,' position of the feminine within the heterosexual structure. He rejects
by a phallic master. !he ?otion t~at dominant c~ture view~ both:'j;\tJ$~~2#1; ,·the sexual "relations of mastery and subordination...grounded in
women and gay men in this same light supports his construction of .;\,,:;\,;.1;:):.;, the shifting experience that every human being has of his or her
sex. Thus, gay men are also understood as sexually voraciousand·:;~~o'.l:ii* body's capacity, or failure, to control and to manipulate the world

desiring their own destruction through their sexuality. '~~l~lj)it~ :~o:e~i~~es~~~;~ ~~i::~: ~~:t~:i:a:o;~~r;:~e::e::~~u:~~

Whereas R~bin and Blas~~ want to revalue gay sexualit~ and ga.y.·•......•..•..'.••.,.:.f.•.:..;;.;::.~.~~..~.~.~.•.·..•.;..;...:.;~I.'.i.t.•....~.i..;.~.~.:.·.F..'.~.•-.."...... ::i~:r~o:~:;~::::.r than the traditional desire for male
sexual praet1ces, and feminists want to condemn gender hierarchY,.;/:§,,~fi/~~~!~~;

Bersani actually wants to embrace the perception of gay male····>.;j~i~~}·~ .$~f~~j

sexuality as passive. Tania Modleski observes, "By insisting on the)~j~l:j~;J;~ii.
pornographic nature of sexuality itself, MacKinnon and Dworkin'::~:f~~! ;;~i:<

haveexposed theviolence inherent in sexuality, aviolence thatthey <"~~j~~}::~~~e.'.
deplore but Bersani wants to celebrate.... " He extols the--:51~l,~i:~:~~t:L:~

disempowered (feminine) side of that violent, unequal structure,'ti~~}~V

214~11,:
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It is exactly at the point where Bersani declines to
factor in the 'history of male power,' however, the
point where he drops the main argument of
MacKinnon about how the sexuality of male
supremacy fuses with the social construction. of male
and female, that he loses the sympathy of a feminist

reader"

:,::;~~
'.. ·/;J.r~:,::

Social Thought&Research '<:.~ .';~~),(~~:t

h b """?,;~; of the essence of both identity and knowledge, it may
associal subjects. However,sue attemptsto em racepassivity do not-li:- '.,.~; .... . represent themost intimate violence possible. It isalso an
necessarily underminemaleprivilege. Hwomen, on the other hand, }~; (~1.f(' act replete with the most disempowering mundane
embrace a position of lack they only confirm the socially objectified·,·:t,~~~',t.:.<~ ~~.:,-';:" """ al f£ d te teals

"" ." dgwi .",' '~'Wft;,:-, .n .. ,~ mstltutlOn e ects an po n 1 •
position that marks their oppression, As Eve Se ick makes clear';;f.~"~ L.

evencases in whi:h ~omen claim ~b!e~vity c~ be ~dennined b;;A~I~. -)"'~::) Thus, Bersani's theorization of passivity, which is intended as a
the.assumed~penontyofmalesubJectI:I~. MenssocIal~owerm~ks,}~~4~*- '*~:}response to those who ,:a~lt to recuperate same sex d~sireby
theirpers~ectlVes as.thestandards forSO~IalJudgement~partlcularlywItI:i, i%,~1;!,~2< mitigating its femininity, similarly tendsto valueonly certain forms
~ to~~~tosexand~ty. Mo~over, ifmaleknowledge;~~t ,,'1;/ ofsex. Suchavaluation haslimiting definitional effects on gaymen
of a given~ IS Withheld, other Views of the ISSUe,namelywomen's~;.;;r ~1V andcontributesto women's culturallyobjectified existences.

Bersani's analysis, which attempts to analyze the ambivalent gay
The epistemological asyrrunetry of the laws that govern . identification with traditional masculinityandthestructure ofsexuality
rape, for instance, privileges at the same time men and that it supports, fails to completely escape codes of dominant
ignorance, inasmuch as it matters not at all what the raped dl ki lai

masculinity itself. Mo es exp ams;woman perceives or wants just so long as the man raping
her can claim not to have noticed (ignorance in which male
sexuality receivescareful education).

Thus, men who ~m?race passivity do not necessarily challenge the;;,-:~,.tl-f;,

mastery andsupenonty of manhood. . . ";~',~i~n~;:1,2,

Evenfocusing onspecificmalesexacts does notcompletelyaidinBersani;S~;~i,I\I~ii.
quest to underminesocialpositions ofpowerandprivilege. First, injecting:::t~J~;I'~~Jj;·c'
politics into acts of seximposes intention into the performers of those, .i.'~,:t{.·~,~~.;:·.,.}i.)~,f,',i Modleski also maintains that Bersani's singularfocus on sexuality,
acts that just may not exist. Even if that political intentionality does }-:0.1k ;"tl to the exclusion of a legitimate consideration of the category of
exist, the actmaynot beperceived with thesamemeaning that it issentr~~I;}I~~!:' gender, causes him to miss what is problematic in assen:in~ se~ual
Second, and more importantly, imposing political meanings onto acts -;S\;:~t.1.%e}1.i powerlessness for men. Malemasochism doesnot necessarily indicate
of sexlimits the varieties of sex that are acceptable. Bersani essentially·it~~t4Ifjt~i ....arejection of power. Modleskiasserts that "social power and sexual

def~~ the formsof sexin whichpolitic~y c~n~ious gaymen should..:.,...•.....• ~.,...•.:...'•.... ~.,."i.~.~,,'~,!.~..:~,,:.'.;~.'.~.~,'.'j,~'.~,.,...-,';.I,.·,',,:.•t.,(,.,~..::.;,~....•-'.•.~;.•...•~....~.:.•.......:••. ! humiliationmay coexistquite easily." Sexual activitydoesnot equal
participate. Not only doessuchan assertion limit acceptable forms of~fi';{[!~r'liJt;, political action. The same holds true With.gender ident~ication.
sexuality, but also it negatively marks people who do not engage in··:~.:iI~iitf: Assheexplains, "femininity isnot the same thing as...maleali~ent

~; ~~:.~ ~
their ownsexual desire IS a tembly consequential seizure. .' ':\ff~';~J;tt'1":" Bersani employs the work of Dworkin and MacKinnon, he
Inthiscentury, inwhichsexualityhas beenmadeexpressive .'. -.;£;I;~t~

1tlitli.:216



,:';.:~li~i,
SocialThought & Research ~~~':'0);;~~;, The SexualityofGender
---------------------- ..... ~..;.~i.;!~~.

underestimates Dworkin's vital point about how gender marks:;11tti ii, ~ connotations andcanunderminetheireffect. "Thegayhypermasculine
Judith Grant clarifies Dworkin's argument, explaining that "thestructure· ::r;f~~~l~' ,~> .~ .is not, ontheonehand, theproduct of trade inoroverwomen'sbodies.
of gendershapes relationships at everylevel, but especially so insexual .:j~'J.~! '.~~< Nor,on the other hand, is the gayhypermasculine a flight from or an
:elationshipsasthey,infact,dependon,implyandassumethestru~'¥o~wli -"""(avoidance of the womanly." He observes that the use of masculine
in orderto.',:ork,' i.e. in order to be erotic." Thus, what makes mal;)'~;~~ J';;.iJnages by gay men is so overwrought that the collective image
sexual passrvity socially unacceptable is that it culturally signifies th ";;,r~lf r'-'.underminesthe implication ofdominationassociatedwith heterosexual
p~~ipant ,as a dis~mpowered woman. A re~al to consider gende;<~t~l~ i:T masculinity.
politics whileequanng men andwomen according to the dynarnicof ',,~:~·;:~f:~:~,·,';~t:;:r .
sexuality fails tochallenge thegendered oppression ofwomen. Infactit~~i1i: ~~.~~: Mohrprimarily wants to provide an interpretation of gay masculine
may evencontribute toit.';:tt~~[-; i" style thatdisconnects it fromheterosexual masculine style. To do so,he

:.-'., gf~;~~:f" .,.:~;::.,:.:;.: develops theargument that heterosexual masculinity ismoreabout the
Gay malesocial theorists who focus on the dynamicofsexcontinue to' '":f~~f' j~::. rejection of gaysexuality than the dominationofwomen. He turns to
assume .women's disempowered social status. The two primary,i(.~~~ ;,1~i;( an example that heconsiders the quintessential example ofheterosexual
contradictory, factors that ~ontribu~e to suchapostulation~~ theorizingt~~fg' ;;,i~·.. sesuality, gangrape. In arat~er unorigin~ observation, heexpl.ains that
that connects gay men WIth dominant codes of masculiruty and the ••~,.:Li{{~I')~j~>?;,' rapists ill agang rape are motivated bydesires to engage ill sexWith other
analytical linking of the forms of gay men's sexual castigation with:'Wi~,:',~d( masculine men. They, however, do not want to be identified as gay.
wo~e~'s gender oppression. Mark Blasius employsthe latterstrategy..•.·•·.•·.::.?~.}". :ittF.~>. .Women, according to this logic, areincidental toolsfor masking these
Bylinkinggaymen'sandwomen'soppressions,Blasiushopestoclevelop;!;f':4j:~; men's homosexual desires. "No hatred of women is required on the
a politics that will overturn both at the same time. Whilehisprojecr'. 'jI:{~~'~-I~::i .attackers' part; rather,society's hatredofwomen istaken by them asa
serves an important political goal, his theory's political effect is ./:~,:~;J~':<:';i ~LfJ' permission to attack." Mohrmaintains that society's hatred of women
problematized because it does not adequately separate how progressive,·:!ti)~t~~t enables, rather than motivates such incidents, which are essentially
gay male ~asculinity and dominant heterosexual male masculinityL,i~;"~i~' expressions of hypermasculinity, He further argues that because sex
concep~menaccording to gender. In particular.' he theoriz:es gaY~'_:~:~!;~2J:'\ . betw~n m~n is the true motivation of such ~yperm~ty, gay
menasuruversalfigures. HeconstructsgaymalesexuaIityastheuruversal,:c.~'.r:: sexuality exists as a truer form of hypermasculine sexuality. Yet, gay
representative of sexual oppression, as well as the key to overcomingri;~;::I¥;. mendo not employwomen in the interest of denying their true desire.
social hierarchies ofsexandgender. Within sucha figuration, women's ..J}~1;:;t~·, '.. Inthis manner,theirsexual activityismorehonest; itdoes not inherently
empowerment is linked with gaymale activism. In andof itself, such a.:,·;·~"3?::~~t;:~~{~·. : entail sexism andthuscreates morepotential forequalityamongpartners.
link may be progressive. The difficulty is that, in this case, the linkis>'C'~~U1-~;i · Gaymale "[h]ypermasculinepairingsprovideamodelforthebackground

:=~:7~:~~~~~~~:~:~:!P~:1~:~~:: •.. \.;l.•.;.':,t,:.;'~1.t,It¥.·.~.,;,'.:; ~:~~:;q~~~:d."m~u;r~~,e~o: as::~a~h~:::~~
Mohremploys asimilarstrategyinhis analysis ofgaymaledress. Though;.;}::5i~tii. canserve asan ideal uponwhichpractical political equality canbebased.

~~~~~~j~" ~san~sb~~~~nasm~~~~o~
traditionally employ"hypermasculine" styles to conjuredegradation of,.~t&l~~j~l·· andparticipate in the politics of equality. He assumes that the equality
women and male empowermentover them. When employedby gay;g:~r~§~~' heinterprets in gaymalesexuality functions to avoid thesexism usually
men, he contends, such styles are not intended to carry the samet;~~~~l,; associatedwith masculinity. However,hismodel, atbest, only indicates

218 ~Iti 219
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If what we call 'dominant masculinity' appears to be a
naturalizedrelation between malenessandpower, then it
makes little sense to examine men for the contours of
that masculinity's social construction. Masculinity...
becomes legible asmasculinity where and when it leaves

the white male middle-classbody.

In their recognition and promotion of personality and
material completeness, self-sufficiency and attentive
independence, in rankless friendship and intimate
knowledge, and in their nonpossessive valuing wrought
of robust mutual pleasure, gay male relations serve as a

general model of equal respect.

Searching for a universal class that will be able to alter the social
structure of domination can be a valuable pursuit. Such apursuit

, will not succeed without full consideration of whom that social
structure dominates and in what ways. In the case of gender
hierarchy, women must be recognized as important potential
challengers of that structure. While analytically employing gay
manhood to deconstruct the privilege and hierarchy indicated
by masculinity might challenge heterosexual supremacy, it does
not necessarily problematize male privilege. Judith Halberstam,
in her book Female Masculinity observes,
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~<;~~ri~ ,jP·;'.'--
equality among ~en. ~Y.as~ert~ng that "dread. of gays is t?e theory~";l~'i~~;~~W~ democra~when masc.ul~ityis employed by g~y ~en. Mor~~ver,
of gang rape and the vicurruzation ofwomen is thepractice" Mohr::'~:![¥J~:fj/: the conditions of equality imputed to gaymasculinity can preCipitate
focuses on the erotics ofsuch rape and neglects the gender dynamic$> v;~r~'~~;~it~l:.. ..the establishment of such dynamics in society in general.
involved. Mohr sees women's roles in such situations as incidental":', <%;~~~~>:'~';;'

Consequently, he seeswomen asincidental to their own oppression:: 'f~;~if:__~,'
His interpretation establishes a form of trafficking in women. WhilJ::~!~~\:~l~.,'; .
Mohr's description ?f the h~moeroticsof.ga~g rape may or may'",/,~')~~i'2
not be accurate, and IS at best Incomplete, hIS flippant use of such an::~'?<':~~:;',:' ~~~;t"'::

example and his off-handed recognition of women's existence in.·<;~~'. ;:::~:.:.
the dynamic betrays his desire to create equality for gay men and .::~t'~;i~tJ;~;ft;;~L:~': '

women. .·'!'~G0I.i~~:it"· ~~phi::~~s~o::b~tS~~~~~~~:~s~~~:~~~~i~~::ccordingto this
His focus on male erotics tends to confirm Andrea Dworkin's:':~,::;~f~~f;·~{~h'·~J,' ~

assertion that sexual endeavors in society exist in terms not just of.;?·j~:;~~';:; Challenging Gender
gender, but also of male-definedsexuality. Funhermore, his ana1ysis:":",;~~,~;:~~:'i"r~

fails to respond to her claim that male dominance is the ultimate ;:"'{:>'\;.\Ifr<:;,
purpose ofheterosexual behavior. Instead,his analysisjustestablishes" ~'?::",'::." .. I~r·?~,
male power as a product of homosexuality (be it repressed) rather •. r , ·:L·,JI1i:'"t
than heterosexuality. Because his analysis minimizes the dynamic~,·~t.:\·;?·'i~~:.i·,:
of gender, he overlooks the significance of using women's bodies as ': :,~:,</f~~~f~"~
analytical tools. The physical act of gay sex between men does not;' :/}i~:):.
involve women, but Mohr's analysis points to women as objects~;~-"";'fljt,

~d t~ cl:Um the superiority of gay male ~exuality. ~s ideologic:UIY .•. t:).'~;;t\lf.~'
objectifying use of women does not seriously consider Dworkin's ,.~':'~,'.. ·:/:<·r/"':I~;:
feminist assertion that "all struggle for dignity and self-determinationj;;,::?;ti~l.
is ro~ted in the struggle for actual control of one's own body, ," J;;;·~~~t .....
especially over physical accessto one's own body." Mohr's analysis '1L"~~it~~rs~:~r': .
of heterosexual sex, which employs women as analytical tools in "8>~~~~~;~~:t,'·

his inte.rpretation ~f m~le .masculinity an~ mas~uline code~,~r~\l'N,~~~: .
undermines women s subjective control of their bodies. Thus, hiSA<c·~;~;1~:~4:;~~(:,

analysis counters his claim that gay male sex, as he conceptualizes it~~~j~~~{"
does not contribute to women's oppression becausewomen arenot ,,"·~·?EI],~f~nr:··, '
physically involved. However, Mohr does not recognize this:;;;i'T{tt~~:
limitation, but instead universalizes the value of gay sexuality.-~{1;~~ff .' According to Halberstam, the best place to recognize and
According to him, the social and sexual hierarchy implied bY::i:~?Jt~~~tV:" challenge masculinity as a condition of male privilege is through
heterosexual male masculinity is transformed into equality and:{;r~f~:~', . female masculinity. Halberstam's project challenges gender not

·.ii~;?,
;~'~if:" .
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by emplo~ing me? to alter the ~odes ~f masculinity, but by providing
an altemative version of gender ill which men are not even needed for
the category of masculinity to exist. By disconnecting masculinity from
the male body, the privilege that it provides men can be undermined
Moreover, according to Halberstam, a democratic society based in the
undermining ofgender inequality, such asMohr imagines,appearsmore
feasible wh~n certainpositions of socialsubjectivity, such asmasculinity,
are not deruedto whole classes of people, like women. Halberstam does

not ~p~yth~tallw~men must embrace mascu1ini.ty~order to challenge
the pnvilege It provides men. Rather, her analysis disrupts the essential
connection between men and masculinity. Halberstam's analysis
challenges the masculine/feminine binary because it disconnects the
categoriesfrom specifically gendered bodies.

SusanBordo alsowants to undermine the discursivesystem that values
what is seen as masculine over that which is considered feminine. Yet,
sheseesthe bestway to do this isto eliminate the masculine and feminine

. as binary categories and not to embrace one over the other. She argues
that Mohr's desireto portray men asvulnerable will not "challengethe·
'penetrablewoman/impenetrable man' duality that 'maintains the system
of gender stereotypes.'" On the other hand, opening the solidity of .
manhood to women aswell will not challengehierarchy associatedwith
gender duality. Analyzing cultural productions, such as film and
advertisements, Bordo observes that hardness, represented by muscles .
that "have in the past been a quintessential symbol of masculinity as a
'natural'...differencefrom femininity," has become acceptable for both
men and women. Despite this apparent universal acceptability of
masculine codes, empowered heterosexual men still remain the gauges
by which gender dynamics are culturally understood or altered. She
points to images from some recent gay art to make her point. For
instance, Allen Ellenzweig's The Homoerotic Photograph, depicts images
of non-ironic hypermasculiniry that use this male heterosexual model.
Unlike Tom of Finland's art used by Richard Mohr, the more recent
gay images presented by Ellenzweig indicate an acceptance of the
hypermasculine standard While Tom of Finland's works intend to .
show gay representations challenging hypermasculinity and their·

222

TheSexualityofGender

heterosexual implications, the masculine images in Ellenzweig fail to
provide any such contradiction. Yet, gay representations that reject the

. masculinity seen in Ellenzweig for an ardent femininity do not satisfy
Bordo either. Her response to the conflict over whether a progressive
gay manhood should embrace femininity or masculinity is to reject the
duality altogether.

Bordo's view reflects that of Andrea Dworkin, who asserts that the
. two will always exist in a dyadic, hierarchical relation that reflects

gender. Judith Grant explains, "[Dworkin] rails against femininity
nearly as often as she does against masculinity, believing them both
to be part of the oppressive system of gender." The debate over
AIDS activism indicates the perils of embracing masculinity and a
feminist analysis of masochism suggests the threat of men embracing
femininity. Bordo's analysis supports that valuing one or the other
establishes their hierarchical relation and reinscribes the gender
structure that disempowers women.. Grant's interpretation of
Dworkin expands on this argument by establishing an androgynous
ideal without "the familiar gender dualisms like masculinity,
femininity, male and female. For Dworkin, the feminist future
must move beyond dualisms with regard to sexuality, into a kind of
polymorphously genderless and truly human being." Grant
establishes that such a vision is essential for an effective feminist
politics that can challenge the oppressive effects of gender. She
explains that gender is a structure of power that gives meaning to
the "terms men and women." "The end of gender means that gender
will no longer mediate the relationships between individuals and
the world. Gender will also cease to mediate our relations aspeople."
This analysis supports the notion that asserting that a particular
component of gender, such as masculinity or femininity, ispolitically
valued over another, even ifit is done in the interest of overturning
gender oppression, still sustains gender.

Also, such a politics risks losing support even from those who
agree with its ends. An assertion that certain masculine or
feminine behaviors are essential to a political challenge to the
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which sexual difference can be interpreted and gender

difference can be enforced.

Unlike gender difference...which many feminist and
psychoanalytic critics construe as grounding the notion of
difference itself, 'homosexual difference' produces the
imperative to recognize and expose it precisely to the extent
that it threatens to remain unmarked and undetected, and
thereby to disturb the stability of the paradigms through

i~')I;
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structure of gender may be rejected by women or feminists wh():~i2~1~ _*~F3
feel that their own identity or experience is denied. For instanc~:~"Ai·~?~~~~ H?~:;:

asserting ~ertain sexual practices as progressive and others a~ ;:\t)&i~ "
problematic may exclude those who are already oppressed. Grant,;~f:,·~}~~,.-'c ..f·'·{ For Edelman, essential notions of heterosexual sexuality determine
explains, "Sexual choices can be criticized from the point of view: "'~~~JS~fI'f~~~'~'i~~>:) gender difference. If reinscribed into the social structure, gay male
of feminists invoking an authentic female experience from which:>';J~r~~~f~ ~.);;·}r sexuality can counter those notions and challenge dominant
they allege certain practices to be a deviation." This problelll:'-;\~1~f~]ji)?' conceptions of what constitute men andwomen. Making gaymen
should not move feminism to reject sexuality, as Dworkin's:":~'~,)~~~i2';I~~~~,:::L or "the homosexual" culturally visible "textualizes male identity...,
~nalysis might .imply. As C?rant explains,. rejecting gende~ in thiL:iNt{';'jf:,f subjecting it to the alienating requirement that it be 'read', and
Interest of achieving equality must consider what equality and'. ';(-·.'.§.}~~'f&~).t<::E.. threatening, in consequence, to strip 'masculinity' of its privileged
erotics should look like outside of gender. The difficult~ of such,~@.~~~':;i:~~ statuS...asnatural or self-evident." Edelman'sanalysis maintains that
a m~ve aw.ay ~rom gend:r.arran~e~ents, Grant argues, 1S that it::Tirl'f):~I)j alternative visionsof malemasculinitywillunderminemasculinity's
entails a rejection of eroticism as it is currently constructed. Yet,' .: ..:rf~g~~I\,:.~··,. , overallprivileged status in the gender structure. While such aproject
refusal of the erotic in the interest of equality without gender ·.::·:·';';:5\~~:·;~Jk,·i~:':' might be a valuable component in altering the dominant codes of

~~:a~i~:(a:~~~~~c~~:;~s:Zi ~~;~::is::~~:~e;:i;~:~l~o~~d~~:,.,.·::'.'..;.i.·.:..:...f,~.h .::.'ll.>.i..-"..•~.;.!· ~~:~~~::~~~~~v~;~~:~:::~~~. i1;~~a~i~v:7:~~:sb~~;:;
over another. SOCIal movements that theoretically analyze :.,', ..:?~,.:jr:::~;~. : 'gender structure and their marginalization as social subjects will be
sexualityasa tool ~or.challenginggendermust analyze the effects of{,;~;.:t:i',.,/ aby-productof his project. Within thisproject,women stillarenot

genderon the erotic, including same-sex sexuality. .j:",i:::(Jf;f:; ~~~;~ ::~~ec~:~ :~~:~~. silenced as sociallysanctioned space

Somegaymalesocial theories devalue theinfluence ofgenderonsexuality ··~].'q.·~~1;-.·
when asserting that a proper configuration of sexuality, alone, can;/<:,:')J.Jrt:, Despite his theoretical marginalization of women, Edelman does
overturn the hierarchy of gender. In this light, such thinkers promote'·;:,~:~.·~~r~;·:~i~~: draw an important link between women and gay men in his analysis
the sexual manipulation ofpositions within the genderhierarchy. Yet, ·i~,;~~~i~~;. .... ofhow sexproducessocialsubjectivity. Heterosexual men interpret
astheycontinuetovalueonepositionortheother,thehierarchyremains. ·.. :.t-::·.·::~'~:J·~i;~lf.f·.··>···· gay.men and women as passive, and unable to become complete
By connecting gay men to hypermasculinity, Mohr basically erases:!i~;i,~~f}ls\, social subjects. According to this logic, completesocial subjects are
women as social subjects. Other thinkers express this theoretical }~·"}i~t:'JtE::····" able to other sexual objects. The passive objects must serve as the
maneuver, ~s well. Lee Edelman, for instance, argues that male.Jirf;:;i~~1,~ antithesis to the activesubjects. Heterosexualmen deny women's
homosexuality'suseofmasculinecodesprovidesthepositionfromwhiChi0~t~r~I~2_;: subjectivity by defining them as the passive other. Similarly,
both sexual and genderhierarchycan bechallenged. ',~t':~(;f'~gi - heterosexual men interpret' gay manhood as a relinquishing of

empowered subjectivity in order to engage in passive sex with
partners that are "interpreted as 'the same.'" This type of analysis
draws heavily on feminist theory, such as Andrea Dworkin's.
Edelman recognizes that sex, as it is linked with perceptions of
gender, not only symbolizes activity or passivity, but also helps
determine whether one is an object or has subjective control of one's
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exist~nce. This observation inhibitsEdelman from focusing solely 0 . :~;E~t:~>~~;~t)
openmg s~ace for gay male participation i~ the codes of ~asculini; ,,>~~· r .:';'I::;y;;j:·;.c'

He recognIZes that such sexual codes contribute to the obJectificat· .
and otheringof both gay men and women. ion

In the context of this dilemma surrounding the issue of masculinity•...
Edelmanenters the debateoverwhat images should beemployedinthe
rhetoric of AIDSactivism. As discussed earlier, some activists believe
that concepts suchaswar andmilitarism, i.e. thosetiedinto thedominant
no~i~~s of masculinity, must be :mployed to motivate appropriate
acnvmes, Inotherwords,the rhetoncused by theculturethat stigmatizes
and oppresses gaymen is also the rhetoric that some gay activists want
to use. Suchrhetoric has been used by LarryKramer to attack those
outsidethe gaycommunity, aswell as gay people whom he considers
inactive in the fight against AIDS. While Edelman does not reject
Kramer's attacks against "passive" gaypeople for "actively colluding in
[their] genocide," he does resist the notion that all gay people should
participate in a uniform response.

Itisaquestion...whetherwewant toemulate thewidespread
heterosexual contempt for the image of a gay sexuality
represented as passive andnarcissistic in orderto embrace
the tanks beneath which we would lie; or whether...we
want to refuse the "choice" ideologically imposed bysuch
a binarism.

Edelman resists the notion that gay men must incorporate masculine
images inordertoengage in "political activism" ascoherentsocial subjects. ., --, '.. '~'
Instead, he wantsto developa politics of genderand sexuality that "no
longer require[s] conceptualization through antithesis." To him,
challenging the privilege that masculinity provides heterosexual men
requires more than just opening that space for gay men.

In lightof this observation, gaymalesocial theory must includea more
thorough conceptualization ofgenderandwomen's oppressioninorder
to overturn heterosexual male domination. As Edelman's analysis
exemplifies, though this need is not fully embraced, it is tenuously
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acknowledged. Queer theoristMichael Warner,likeEdelman, observes
that according to dominant social narratives, gender functions as the
standard that establishes notions of difference. "In the modern West,
having a sexual objectof the oppositegenderistaken to be the normal
and paradigmatic form of an interest either in the Other Of, more
generally, in others." Due to this dominant paradigm, subjectivity has
been linkedinherently to the otheringofsexual objects. In other words,
men'sabilityto other women assexual objects establishes men associal
subjects. Similarlyto Edelman, Warner argues that this heterosexual
social structuremust exclude homosexuality because itsinclusion would
underminegender as the model of difference. Warner also recognizes
that sexual difference is not just a matter of distinction, but of power.
Gender andsexual oppression functionastwo interconnected, yetdistinct
social dynamics: "on the onehandtheproblem ofwomen'sconstruction
as theOther, with...sources inphallocentrism; on the other hand, asex!
gender system in which object choice is posed as an apprehension of
alterity tout court." Dominant heterosexual culture perceives that gay
men'sobjeer choices arenarcissistic desires for thesame. Suchaperception
hinders their acceptance associal subjects. Moreover, were they to be
accepted, their inclusion couldpotentiallychallengegenderastheprimary
dynamic that modelsdifference. Still, challengingthat whichconstitutes
otherness does not inherently overturn the structure of women's
oppression, as women arenot onlyother,but adevaluedother. Women's
disempowermentalong the lines of gender must be clearly addressed,
not seenasa consequence of gayliberation.

Liberation Without Women

As previously discussed, suppressing gender in the interest of
sexuality actually threatens to theoretically contain women.
Delimiting the two categories also fails to address the complex
interaction between them. As feminist and queer theorist Biddy
Martin reveals, removing sex from gender would make "sexuality,
particularly homo/hetero sexual definition for men, seem
strangely exempt from the enmeshments and constraints of gender
{read: women)." Such an analytical maneuver would imply that
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women must identify with the sexuality associated with men i;i;~~~l,\ ~'coded implicitly, when not explicitly, as female while sexuality
order to c?all~nge dominant .configurations of sex and gende~;1~~~ ~~,;' takes on the universality of man." ~er,haps, this cod~ng is that
Though linking women with male sexuality can serve t:r~i;t';~;i~';;~;''. which devalues gender as a category within gay male social theory,
destabilize the boundaries of sexuality that serve heterosexua~;;Jg',~~,~\.. Because women are still devalued as social objects by these gay
male interests, such as activity a~d passivity, "we have .to be wary"~f~hirrl'<;'" men, th: category by which th~y ar: d,isemp?w~redis recognized

of the tendency to mak~ sexuality the m~ans.of ~roSSl1~g, and to ·;..•.:.·..~.~;..~.~.~.•,.~....;~.\;.~.·.;i.·k..~;;..,.•..~.~.;..•.•.t· •.,as limiting. Yet, this deval~a~lOn, 10 itself, m~icates t~at ge~der
make gender and race into grounds so indicatively fixed that "':"}"IJ> . contmues to playa role distinct from sexuality. It is not Just

~asculine p~sit~ons ?ecome the e.o:blem again of mobili~y." .:.~i~.:?t.:!.~.:i.ji·.:· prod~ced by th~ c?des of sexuality, ~ut it can still play a sig~ificant
Bid~y Marrin impltes. that focusing solely on sexuallty,.:;iU'.ftr,..·. role 10 determining those codes, 10 both hete~osexuality a,nd
partlcu~arly. male sexuality, not only erases the gendered .aspect·!5':;,,·~{> homosexuality. The?ries of. sexuality that claim to es~abltsh
of ~en.s existence, but a~so helps to construct ~en as uOlver~al:';'i:::;i~: fre~d~m from the hierarchical. sex/gen,der ~ystem ~ltho~t
social figures. Men, pO.SSlbly even ~ay men, achieve more soci~21~:;At~ •.•... weighmg the e~fect of gender elide the dialecu~al relauons~ip
po~er an~ fr~e~om while women still must rely on men for their c.i~;2"':·~f.: between sexuality and gender. The two categones do not exist
social subjectivity. .~~;.;.~~~ '" in a linear relation, but interact and infect one another,

As has been exemplified throughout, the incorporation of feminist .·~;l'\·'i~lc While homosexual desire may not enlist the same concern over
interests into the political goals of gay men is guided by a primary ~i'" the issues of gender sameness and difference as heterosexuality,

:~:a~:gs:~:'0~7~t:~te::;e:et~;~~j;~:~~gf~:~::~~~~~~~. ..·1.:...'·.-.·..··.•.·:; . :ff;~:~~:::ilt:l;:; :;~~:~~;~::o;:~~ss:~e~~g~~~c~~~:~i~;:'
limits the potential effect of those gay male social theories that do" '\',J exemplifies the importance of some type of difference-though
this. Because gay sexuality resists the erotics of gender difference, . <:jf:';' not biological gender difference-in gay sexual practices and
the literature makes a significant effort to argue that gay sexuality fantasies. The cues for how to construct that difference might
challenges the dominant paradigm of gender difference underlying even be taken from gender difference. In his book Homos, which
heterosexuality's structuring of society. Theorists in this area challenges the deconstruction of gay identity, Leo Bersani explains
assert that the existence of gay sexuality can actually deny that that sexual and social relations must be learned. The process of
gender difference should exist as a social category because such a ._.:., learning how to express desire involves "an identification with
category is not relevant in a world of fluid desires. However, as . other desiring subjects." Of the available models, "the
the analysis heretofore asserts, the goal of erasing gender depends incorporation of woman's otherness may be a major source of
upon strategies that employ a sexual freedom that is postulated, desiring material for male homosexuals." Bersani argues that
but not truly achieved. Even if that freedom is intellectually within our social structure, women serve as exemplars for how
granted, gay men have not freed themselves of the dynamics of gay men express their sexuality to attract other men. He notes
gender. The existing gender hierarchy must be considered in the ':"::.'·l:',, that gay men's use of feminine signifiers can be used politically

:::~:t::~~:::::::~:::::Ot~::::::a::::::c:::::::::::::~ ,:~~'i~I:1'·.. ~lj:~:~~~:~c:ss:;;o~~~:::;;:~~~~~~i~~:;~~e~~i:~!~~~~~
attempt to deconstruct gender, "gender of the constraining sort gets,ii);; of gender difference is weakened. In other words, gay men can
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1 Michael Warner, introduction to Fear ofa Queer Planet: Queer
Politics and Social Theory, ed. Michael Warner (Minneapolis and Lon
don: University of Minnesota Press, 1993), xxi.

Theproblem with this theoretical shift is t~at this the~ry also te?c1s to

movegaymen, to the exclusion ofwomen, mto the posinon ofpnmary
challengers to the dominant system. Basically, women are to rely on
gay men'schallenges to the sex!gendersystem. They tend to assert that
to the extent that gay men integrate their existence into the general
social dynamic,women's oppressionat the handsof this systemwill be
overturned. In essence, women are deemed an unessential part of
progressive social development, even. if th~t devel?pm~nt is to be ~
their political interests. Such silencing maintams women s
marginalization, despite itsprofessedsupportofwomen'sempowerment.
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Gay social theory needs to attend to this theoretical consequence of
-silencingwomen through thecenteringofmen,evenif thesemen intend
to challenge sexual and gender norms. Those doing this work can do

: thisby makingsure that they do not displace one theoretical construct
withanother. Rather, they needto respect and employ the insights that
a gender or a feminist analysis might provide, even when that analysis
seems troubling or conflicted with their intendedproject. This type of
perspective will be best embraced through a refusal to identify their
theoretical assertions with asense ofwholeness or beliefthat both gender
and sexuality can be addressed through one perspective or another.
Ultimately, in order to embracecomplexityand how the voices of gay
social theory and feminismcan work together, clear lines of sexuality
and genderboth must be broken.
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have certain political effects if they are willingto engage certain gen~·,~~~i~~~ '~~'i :finition." By constructing gender difference as the central noti?n
characteristics that they currently have, rather than deconstruct a:~~'}~rft{ X?' \"; tUlderlying social hierarchyand establishing gaysexuality astheprerruer

distinctive gaye~ence.}~iii1(~:,~);? :~~~::~~~~~~:s~~~:~:~~~gaymalesocial theory movesitself

In its drive to deconstruct gender and sexual difference, the gay ma1e;tij~?~· ;~JY'
social theories I have been discussing minimize the significant political" .";f~fi}i/;~' ,:$~~':' ..-,~,

:~;~~t::;~:~r~o;;~:r~:~~~~;~:~ :~:::~~~::~~::~:J:.:.:::._;.~_'.',i.[.~.".i.,<:.'.:.i.'..;.:.;.::'.•.~,·.i.••.· .•.'.I.:~.·,..:.~,~.".!.·.l.~.·.f.:.·_•.,.:.'.•.•..'_.,•..••_,'.:.•.••C,.•' '.•

position, not Just men, may appeal to gay men. Bersaru, though,' :,.\if'·.I~;7

recognizes the two aspects of desire. .' ••\·;~?}I·;. .
If the genealogy of desire is always also a history of the '::~'.<·;~r::;.,<: <

subja:r'sidentific~tions, :m~ if this means tha~ thedesiretOt"~~:;I.;~
have IS never entirely distinct from the desire to be, the~.<~::;:;::~.,
boundaries betweenhavingandbeing are boundto bemore .····.:jW·:··';.ic
blurred in same-gender desire than in heterosexual desire. '_·':;.:;:;'Y/·:Ii~;"t.<

Gay men mustremainaware,accordingto Bersani'slogic, of their desire .·.. }:.r~:,;I~;\·
for empoweredmen and the social p:ivilege tha~ they carry.with them.:<.;~t.'~;.:t

As has b.een ~ade clear~~ others besides Bersaru, sexual desr:e does n~t ... :};;t~27:
necessarily abide by politicalcorrectness. The threat of this potentlal·~./~,'''::l~';·-:~.'~W':}::,··

sympat~y ~ith, if not desire for m~e misogyny is indicated ?y the. '. :.·.:.•. _._:.;.~.~,_~.I,...;.L.:_.~.~.·.I~,:.• ·..~,.·.•....;:
theoretical VIew of male homosexualityas the key component m any -,<····:~;::~.::.,,~f::.~r:·
challenge to thesex!gende~~em thatstructuressociety. ~edo~t~.4~J.·~]5
male het~~osexual masculinity, such gay male theory uruversalizes Its:'.~;~N:t\lli~·

::~:::::of homosexualitywithin social theory serves a legitimate '~;Il~~{fi": ....
and important purpose. It can not only integrate gay people into the'..::'(fi:~~\~~ft$t:'~·

"":;'/:L"" .•~:''i'"

social narrative, but it can also challenge the social structures that i:·!;"8;~lt~.

marginalize those who are not heterosexual. As a consequence, any •.t~I~4~l~·'
social theory that considers gender and sexuality, but disregards >·t.:J~~j0~ft~I;'

homosexuality would be inadequate. As Eve Sedgwick declares at the·{!~;~~ti~gd~..~1;) ,
b~inning of The Epistemology of the Closet: "...An understanding of.t~lf:'tf'·R~
~lrtUa1ly any aspect of m~de:n Western culture must be, not merely.;'~~l::01f';{,
incomplete, but damaged ill Its central substance to the degree that it .·.}J;un~:;::
does not incorporatea critical analysis of modern homo/heterosexual ~<~~~!t;~l~.tJ).

230}1!~){:



.',; ; .

. ~.~~" -::

'"f,>/'
SocialThought& Research . ~, _ ,~.~!\:,,:,.: . TheSexualityofGender

~?~r~: ?f~:/··:--
2Lee Edelman, Homographesis: Essays in Gay Literary and CUltu;~~~~II1f, _~x,t 31 Sigmund Fr~~d, "~etishism (1927)," in Se~uality an~ tke Psycbol-

Theo? (New Yo:k,and.~ondon: Routledge, 1994). .;,O'::,~!;'r· '~~~i~,';'ogy o/Love, ed. Philip Rieff (New York: Macmillan Publishing Com-
Gay~e Rubin s :n~lque, based on the assumption .that Dworkiric't;f';';'~3::~!it;;: pany, 1993), 202.. " " .

and MacKmn~:>n are l~mlte~ by a focus on heterosexuality, will be c:le-:.~¥i;J~Jif;'-~,:'!; J2 Leo B~r~am, Is the Rectum. a Grave? A.IDS: Cultural Analysts,
veloped later In my discussIon.·I"'i·.~~..~~}~t;~ ~ts' Cteltural Activism, ed. Douglas Crimp (Cambridge: MIT Press, 1988),

4 Mark Blasius, Gay and Lesbian Politics: Sexuality and the E~':')~~t: J'} 206-7.
genceofa New Ethic {Philadelphia:Temple University Press, 1994)::if:)~~~'i.! _.jx~i ..' 33 I~id., ~07-8: . . " .

5 Ibid., 68. . . :'..... :·fJl~i~~·:; ~,j,fi:~·:·. 34Kim Michasiw, "Camp,Masculinity, Masquerade, differences:AJoulnal
6 Ibid., 84. :"··?:.;.i~01;:*l~:·,it(·:L·: ~fFeminist CulturalStudies 6,no. 2-3 (1994): 167.
7 Ibid., 68-85.·.,;-'.,'~;~{~{.;.t :*,J...'; 35MichaelMoon, "FlamingClosets," October 51(Winter1989): n17,36.
8Ibid.,87.')'··r::;j,'IJJ; 36 Ibid., 36.
9Ibid., 85-89. , ",,;:qi;, ..... 37D. A.Miller,"Sontag'sUrbanity," October49 (Spring 1989): 101.
10Ibid., 102-3. . . ::.~.,:~'ir.~:~~~\:.:~&2:!~:.'.'. 38Michasiw, "Camp,Masculinity, Masquerade," 168.
11 GayleRubin, "Interview:Sexual Traffic,"interviewwith Judith But./?;f~~r·,:~;~. ~..... 39JudithBuder, "SexualInversions," inDiscourseso/Sexttality:FromAnstotle

ler,differences: A JournalofFeminist CulturalStudies 6,nos.2-3 (1994): 70-1. ..: ·::~:';t-:~::~: '.i~»:·. toAIDS, ed.Domna C. Stanton (Ann Arbor: The University ofMichigan
12 Ibid., 74-76. ".-:;;~t~{~,l,··~r··:;' Press, 1992),345-6,359,361.
13 Ibid., 76. ·":·\;:::~~:~~~:~,'riIY> 40JeffreyWeeks, "Values in anAgeofUncertainty," Discourses ofSexual-
14Ibid. 91. ".\,.-.":',', IY~.;·'.·· . 389

. 15JudithGrant,Fundamental.Feminism: ContestingtheCoreConceptsofF~i.: ;':,5,: 1,6':' tty, 41~~Dean, "The Psychoanalysis ofAIDS," October 63(Winter1993) l

rustTheory (LondonandNew York: Routledge, 1993), 156-7. ">,';".b··. ,98,99,italicsadded.
;; Ib~d., 157. '/,-':'li; 42 Douglas Crimp, "MourningandMilitancy," October51(Winter1989),

18 :~:1~' 1~~' ... ;',~~":'~(?: 5. 43 Ibid., 8-9.

19ShanePhelan,IdentityPolitics:LesbianFeminismandtheLimitso/Commu_"i":~',:~;),' 44 Sigmund Freud, "Mourning and Melancholia," in TheStandard
nity (philadelphia: TempleUniversityPress,1989), 122-132. . ·~i;>·'<J),·t Edition 0/the Complete Psychological Works 0/Sigmund Freud, trans.

20 Tania Modleski, Feminism Without .Women: Culture and Criti.::t··~Y~~0:V~.;~'.·· James Strachey, vol. 14 (London: Hogarth Press, 1957), 255.
cism in a "Postjeminist"Age (New York and London: Routledge, 1991),~,"';/9t~~,:, 45 Crimp, "Mourning and Militancy," 9.
152. .. --~:.)t~'~-;·.-;J~'.f~:": 46 Ibid., 11-12.

~~Et;~i::~:~pOlitia, 125. ··.::~)I~~l.·. cult~~l~~4c~;~~:~,a~3~romOOllty in anEpidemic," inAIDS:

.. Eve Kosofsky Sedgwick, BetweenMen:EnglishLiteratureand Male·:<·i:~:~~·:·f~1L. - 50 Bersani,"Is the Rectum a Grave?"209.
HomosocialDesire (NewYork:ColumbiaUniversityPress, 1985),25. . ·,:·~::;~t~~~:'·, 51 Modleski,Feminism Wzthout Women, 146.

26 Ibid., 51. ·-;·:/·<;;rt;~·'.: 52 Bersani,"Is the Rectum a Grave?"209.
27 Gilles Deleuze, Masochism: An Interpretation ofColdness and Cru~.:~;~l!{j~ 53 Ibid., 212.

elty (New York: George Braziller, 1971), 79, 80. .. ',.r:,~·::fj.J::]_(:.: 54 Ibid., 211-12.
28Modleski,Feminism Wuhout Women, 155. ; >;;:t~i·l~{t~y." 55 Ibid., 215.
29 Blasius, GayandLesbian Politics, 220-2. ·':>~::~?'e~-.,f·:;~~> 56 CatharineA. MacKinnon, Feminism Unmodified: DiscoursesonLifeand
30Blausius, GayandLesbian Politics 128 -~~~:_;'jl<T~ Law (Cambridge and London: Harvard UniversityPress, 1987),3, 172.

232 ' · , /~I';f:: 233

.::~~:-~'<.:: ~ <:



. 235

TheSexuality ofGender

~,' 88 Michael Warner~ "Homo-Narcissism; or, Heterosexuality," in
;c" EngenderingMen: The Question ofMale Feminist Criticism," ed.Joseph
>Y A. Boone and Michael Cadden (New York and London: Routledge,

'>1990), 190.
89 Ibid., 203.
90 Biddy Martin, "Sexualities Without Genders and Other Queer

':Utopias," diacritics 24, no. 2-3 (Summer-Fall 1994), 107.
91 Ibid., 110.
92 Biddy Martin, "Extraordinary Homosexuals and the Fear of Be-

ing Ordinary," differences 6, no. 2-~ (1994), 102. .
93 Leo Bersani, Homos (Cambridge and London: Harvard Univer-

sity Press, 1995), 60-1.
94 Ibid., 63-4.
95Sedgwick, 1.

Social Thought &Research

:: E~~:;~~~:::~:~:=t:~::~i;;~~:147-8. J,I
6°Ib·d 216 .:.. ../1':1., ...,';.:;,..~

61 EveKosofsky Sedgwick, Epistemology oftheCloset (Berkeley: Urii-i~~
versity of California Press, 1990), 4-5.:.':;.'''~~t·

62 Ibid.,26. :"'(':;,~

6JModleski,Feminism Without Women,148.. ':':':':ii~t

64Ibid., 149-150. ..··/~::'::·tlf~:l~\;~
65Judith Grant, "Dworkin and Sade:The Erotic Victim," Strategi~8'r"~W~;"

(Winter 1995/1996), 103. ;':,": ,';ix~~,:

66 RichardD. Mohr,GayIdeas: OutingandOtherControversies (Boston;','~~
Beacon Press, 1992), 164-167. "'.:;;~j~

67 Ibid., 184-5. .::·;:X:./~~~

::~;t ~;;~6. . .ijlt~~A: '
AndreaDworkin, Pomography:MenPoss8'Slng Women (NewYork:Plume ':';',~~i~~~ ~.~ .., "

1979) 34-5 ~'. \~.,~~s~f~ ,."

;I~~i~~~ Ideas,201.>~i;11, ".
73JudithHalberstam, FemaleMasculinity {Durham andLondon: Duke··i;·}rl;f~~.

University Press, 1998),2, 9. , -::.;.~"~~:~l~~ .~~1~:.
• 74 Susan Bordo, "Reading the MaleBody,"Michigan Quarterly Re-::3~iif :i~' .

tnem 32 no 4 {Fall 1993) 720 .. ?}{~;~% "'(:.

75 Ibid.,'723-4. ""0;~~~ Nf.

~~;~~~~~wor~n and~a~e,"100..;[t!!:lji
Grant,FundamentalFermmsm 183. :";'~!l1>I;;:;'

:: Ibid., 1~7-159. . ~i,:~'~YJB ::;~t··
Grant, Dworkin and Sade, 105-106. . <';<~""';':~~ ,·:fD.

82Lee Edelman, Homographesis: Essays inGayLiteraryandCultural1heory;j:il~ i:<~;:

(Ne:rt1~~:TI::~ndon:Routledge, 1994), 11. ':{;\llf;~

85 Larry Kramer, "Oh, My People," in Reports from theHolocaust:,:/f~!f'~~::H;;

~;.Making ofan AIDS Activist (New York: St. Martin's Press, 1989)'j'lii~'

86Edelman Homographesis 109 ... <~,):: •. ~·\~~te{.;<'

234 87 Ibid., 116. ";~il~~~


