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seen in terms of successive moments of transformalion and its insertion
into discursive practices. These are culturally and historically specifie,
but also changeable and to same extent idiesyneratic. Such practices are :
alwaysalready locked in power-knowledge relations, and the production - : 7,
of desire is inextricably intertwined in them. e ,n

From the point of view of a politics of change, a theory which com- |
bines these sets of relations between power, knowledge and desire within "
the same theoretical framework would combine two often unfortunately

separate struggles: the changing of subjects and the changing of circum- | Qmﬁ&mw‘. QH @wmﬁmﬁﬁm QEQ Qmm
stances. As Deleuze and Guattari [1977a) has argued, the struggles for . . ..
production of subjectivity

‘bread, peace, freedom' and that against the ‘microscopic fascism in-
stalled at the heart of the machinery of desire’ (1977a; p. 2}, whilst they
require different strategies of resistance, are bound up with each other in
the wider objective of radical transformation.

Wendy Hollway

Notes

1 Walkerdineg and Corran (1979) and Walden (Eynard] and Walkerdine [1981)
have worked out in detail an approach to children's learning of mathematics in
the school setting based on these notions. Here mathematics is viewed as a dis-
cursive practice, and children’s learning is conceptualized in terms of their
positioning within this practice. This work is referred to in chapter 6, where it is
contrasted with usual approaches to relations between cognition, language and

Introduction

In this chapter I.attempt:toranalysetherconstrueton iibjectivity:inia
Specificiarea: heterosexual relations. Mysframeworlk:dependsronsthree

T

1, social development in psychology. 3 conceptual:positiolis which we have developed: the:non-rationaljznon-
i Qur discussion of psychoanalytic theory must necessarily be slight, and Lacen's ! unitar
. wark is particularly complex. Juliet Milchell's Psychoanalysis and Feminism throus
[1974} remains the most accessible introduction to psychoanalysis within the A .
context of feminism. For a very readable introduction to Lacan's wark and its e Th et e . o
ave s s (e .
political implications, see Sherry Turkle's Psychoanalptic Politics (1979}, For ﬁmﬂnﬁ.m Hﬂarﬁﬂ”mwmn.w%m“wm“ﬂﬂ Hyﬁ FNUNM” Tmﬁ:u d ﬂ%ﬁ&.mﬁ_bnm ﬂgm
more technical discussion of his theory, see Anika Lemaire's facques Lacan . i _H_ﬂ 4 eal owing o the hmitations E.;.m .Eumoﬂm-
{1977, and in the context of feminism, Juliet Mitchell and Jacqueline Rose's w %n. t e E..»Wmam_.mmm cﬁﬂmm for which Althusser has been criticized for
Feminine Sexuality [1982). alling to avoid. First, the concept stresses maintenance rather than
change, and second Althusser’s notion of economic determination 'in the

3 We cannot discuss all attempts to link psychoanalysis with an account of social
processes. But see Mitchell {1974) and Turlle {1979).

4 For s fuller account of Object Relations theory and Winnicott's work applied
within a ferninist analysis, see Chodorow (1978), For a critigue, see Sayers

/~:mmm_. Some of these problems also apply to the account of feminist therapy
presented by Eichenbaum and Orbach {1982). Noltwithstanding the consider-
able importance of this venture, we suggest that it is constrained by an over-
simple environmentalism, which in this case focuses on apparent inadequacies
in mothering of daughters. Though the mother-daughter relationship is
undoubtedly important, a focus on ‘unmet needs’ may not be the most useful
axis through which lo approach the issues.

last instance' avoids Tecognition of the effectivity of sites such as hetero-
sexual relations - the one I use in this chapter - to re-produce gender
difference} My use of the hyphen is intended to signify that every.practice
-s:azprodiiction (what we have called its ‘positivity). Hence recurrent |
day-to-day practices and the meanings through which they acquire their
effectivity may contribute to the doainienance of gender difference
[reproduction without the hyphen|) ortostsrodification {the production

of modified meanings of gender leading to changed practices}. I am
interested in theorizii racticés and ‘ieanings:which:re-produce
gend subjectivity what psychologists would call gender EWM&JA.

My approach to subjectivity is through the meanis andificorporated ,_,,_ i
values.which:attagh:t ipersonisipractices and providesthespowers | %

through-which:he or:she tan'positionhime or-herselfin réla Em..‘,ﬁo.,ommmwmp .
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accounts. The material comes from dialogues and discussions conducted

an,u.?‘wn the pervasive character of gender difference it is more than likely N
“that all practices signify differently depending on the gender of their in the course of my PhD research {Hollway, 1982). Participanis talled

subject and object. However, E:considersthat:heterpsexual: elations:are about am_mmosm.rmﬁm, mmx.:mmq and gender, I talked to them singly and in
he primary:site:whereigen m_,mmwmmﬁmnmunmmmm.ﬁm%momz cec “. his claim will groups, and without using a structured format of questions, ,“_.H._Hmk were

be substantiated in the detail of the analysis which follows. not chosen to represent a range of social differences. Rather, if was ty
The chapter is organized into five paris. In the first I illustrate what T . intention to make detailed readings of their accounts, recognizing their

i mean by mmsm.m\w_wmm\mwm:nm i bﬂqmﬂwﬂmfou subjectivity. I show how mmmnmmn mo_m.mm_ ._onmmon and its m,mmmﬂmi@ in the re-production of gender
' ﬁum:::maq and masculinity canfiol 58 talen as fixed features located difference in discourse and subjectivity through power and signification,
"B exclusively in women and men. In a descriptive manner, this beginsto
demonstrate-howssubjectivity:i “fion-unitary-andmon-rationalzproduct Living the recent history of gender difference
of — in this case m:m. among other :uEmM - %mmunmm@mﬂﬁumm. The next First I would like to illustrate the theme of gender difference, and the
three parts are all oriented to an analysis of the relation _umgmmz gender inseparability of subjectivity from the social domain by summarizin the
difference:and:gendered:subjectiyit o mHm_m:nﬂ,oﬁap.wammhm.%gndnnmg contradictions of my own gender. What does it mean to be awoma mm
In the second part I explore gender differentiation in discourses by taking class and culture? [ have Brown up in the 1950s and 1960s in & N 5»5%
the example of women's and men’s different m.ow.,.mz.mn.m me_mmomqmm.mnos industrial society, in a middie-class home where education mzm EMMM_.MM”
cerning mmxzm_mq In ?m. third part I focus on ﬁﬁn_ﬁmzm_sﬁnﬂmuﬁwm‘ma possibilities it conferred were — in certain important respects — as avail-
men!s:subjectivity Emwmm&u.mmwmanmmﬂ f:th .;,W%Emﬁomwm_.omﬁo_ﬁ:mmE able to me as they were to boys. Educational and job opportunity, unisex
discourses, muﬁEnﬁﬁmﬁ.E‘mm@.bm.ﬁhﬁumum_?Ea.mmaﬁmE@Eﬂmﬁbmﬁ@ and permissiveness, were ideas which were, at least in principle _mmsama.
m.nmmm.,@mﬁgmﬂmncmﬁmwﬁomEc:m in heterosexual r m_mjobm :rmnmcz. re- blind. I went through university with as much money in my nonw_m# as the
_Hdn_c.nEm EE. nwumno:nmmm_” In the 35.5 part I consider E.m multiple men students {though I couldn't get such well-paid holiday jobs). The pill
meanings, deriving from discourses which produce the practices of het- meant that I could have sexual relationships without becoming 2 Eom._mn.

erosexual sex. I demonstrate their connection, expressed or suppressed,
with ‘desire for the Other' and how this relates to the take-up of gender-

differentiated positions with an investment in exercising power. In the Being as good as men

fifth part, I consider the recurrent splitting between women and men of Early modern feminism (Greer, 1971; Firestone, 1972) was telling women
gender-specified characteristics. like me that we were equal to men because we were the same as them
One_way of seeing the different elements of this account is as Certainly this fitted in with Imy pre-feminist assumptions that Emu.
follows\Gender-differentiated meanings {and thus the positions differen- represented all that was interesting, admirable, powerful and desirable, I
tially available in discourse) account for the content of gender difference. was attracted to men, parily because I aspired to being like them.
The concept of splitting provides an account of how these positions are 1 was keen io develop so-called masculine skills. For example, I
constantly taken up. Powersdifference (imaginary as well as real, inti- learned to service my car, how to build houses and wire up m_mnﬁmm_
mately linked in the psyche with the early desire for the Other) is:hoththe circuits. I disdained helping hands over gates and in general determined
cause wmum,‘mmmmmaﬁamammwwﬁwﬂmmmwowawmda rrdifferencerandsprovidessthe to walk, swim, run, drive - as far and as fast a5 my men companions.
moto on,w,(.,:mmncbmbnoummﬂmﬁna‘mq.nmjﬂ {See chapter 6 for a detailed Why was this a problem? Surely equality was desirable? To compete |
analysis of these developments in infancy.] The concepts of splitting and with men like this necessitated a negative definition of myself as woman
desire draw on psychoanalysis {albeit on different theorizations within and it réproduced the signifier 'worman’ unchanged. Women were m
it). Splitting {in the Kleinian sense) is consistent not only with our stress group I put myself outside of. When 1 made generalizations about women
on the non-unitary and non-rational nature of subjectivity, but also with {almost mmémﬁ/mmammﬁog_. I did not include myself in the group I was |
our emphasis on relations [see Introduction to section 3, pp. 205 and 224), talking about.’ ) ,
Desirerdid=!desiresfor=the=0 Emnmwn_amaé.npmﬂbmnmummﬁmbmqmmmﬂaﬁa: e
1E..uvur.mé.;%.,r_,:a_zm_...&mmoﬁncﬁmmm.amnm&ou [see Introduction to section 3, Difference as otherness
pp.211-18). B—
The analysis mé.mgm chapter is not just a reworking of important As my own recollections amEo:m_.nmnm_.’ﬁEm difference between SSEMU ”

theoretical developments. Rather it uses these to illuminate people's and men was not just a neutral difference. It i based on the principle of
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‘otherness' (de Beauvoir, 1972). In many practices, to be like men I had to
be not like women.? This is the crucial feature of gender differences. It
also means that equality, in that earlier meaning of the term, produces
contradictions, rather than simply offering additional and complemen-
tary possibilities. It is also more likely to produce reaction}j

1982)..Given:my:objective of theorizing suibjectivity dsitisresproducedin e
discourses;:it.is: personialigenealogiesiwhich:are: a;necessary-part:of;the
ysis. {See Introduction to section 3, p. 204 and for our discussion of
g limitations of positions which see subjectivities merely as the sum
- ' & of positions occupied in discourses by a @Q.mou.

One of the participantsin my _.m.mmmnn: E.ro changed sex to becomea ﬂlmnmoam? sikerasreadingioftheraccounts:L: mmwnwmnm?nobnmgﬁw

woman when she was in her twenties described how she felt at a very delineated:three discourses: theumal Ldrive-discourse:

early age about being a boy: ity 5es: theumale;sexual-drive:discourse;

&5&&&993 lits&; and the:permissive:discourse. I arrived at these

Sheila: Yesitmostly wasn'ta question of what I'wanted to be, it was ee through a combination of my own knowledge and what was sug-_

more a question of what one didn't want to be, what one didn't want gested by, the data [an approach which Glaser and Straus, 1967, call

to do. Because one was constantly faced with the things one was grounded theory'}. Cleatly my.own,assumptions:and:those:of research
being told to do, one was ﬁmcm_i to do, and that one was rejecting,

7

cipants;share alargely;commonhistorical: -production;.they. will lsg
nncmENmEm.S -mostreaders, Some assumptions are more Eammmﬁmmm
n others (i ted, some would say that the discourse of male sexual
...ﬁ,. was universal and that this supports a claim that it is based on the
‘hiplogical 'fact’ of male sexuality). It would be relatively easy to identify
0 n discourses, with different boundaries. For my purposes however,
4 _E” is more important is the use I make of these three in my analysis of
the'effects of gender difference in positioning mcE.mn@

r-differentiated positions
or girls and women it is
easier to move among them, At a theoretical level it is quite easy to see
why: 'man' and 'person’ have been synonymous in western, patriarchal
¢ thought, as is evidenced by the use of the terms ‘'man’, 'mankind’ and £
' 'hefhim' as universals. As women we can strive to be 'people’ and
‘women'. Logically there is no contradiction. However, because ‘person’
actually consists of all the attributes which are meant lo be characteristic
of men, there is an underlying contradiction /1 think I managed this

e,

i » -
m.u.nm male sexual drive discourse 5

contradiction by being {or trying to be| as good as men in the public his needs little introduction because it is so familiar — so hegemonic, or
world, and even competitive in my relationships with men. At the same ;48 minant - in the production of meanings concerning sexuality. A man
time, by virtue of maintaining a heterosexual relationship, H. preserved 7 1 :nd of mine captured it succinctly: ‘I want ta fuck. I need to fuck. I've
my feminine identity. Ever since I had grown up I had been in a couple i3 xﬁ&m needed and wanted to fuck. From my ﬁmmummm years, I've always

relationship with a man, and however well I succeeded at doing things,
they were always there — men who knew more than me, men whom I
1 could learn from — to guarantee my femininity, Those qualities of men’
| which ‘guaranteed my femininity’ demonstrate well that the differences
which confer gender were not neutral in value. My position in relation to
men demaonstrates the non-unitary nature of my gendered subjectivity. !
aspired to similarity in some spheres because of the value attached. At the
same time I preserved my Bmmmmsnm.,ﬂ_

LS
!

ged after fucking. fTis key tenet is that men's mmxcmrq is directly pro-
moa by a biological drive, the function of which is to ensure repro-
Eunou of the species. The discourse is everywhere in common-sense
m vzoum and is reproduced and _mmﬂab:nmm by experts, including

ﬁ?sw

gm_m sexuality because of the ﬁzﬂﬂcm :mnmmm@ of pursuit and pen-
etration, does contain an important element of mmmnmmm_cmcmmm. an

m_mEmE which is _u_uE recognised and respondéd to by the female

Gender difference in three discourses concerning
sexuality

Foucaultsiiserofthe;termudiscourse is historical and this is crucial to th

ot At et Al P i

erts through recourse to scientific explanations is Glenn Wilson's
analytical power of the concept. For my purposes the emphasis must b 979) use of socicbiology to attack feminist accounts of sex differences
shifted in order to understand how:at-a.specif oiHcEwbwmma.mnm.annﬁﬂ hich are based on social theories of women's omﬁwmmm_o: The effect and
ingsand;potentially.contradictory:discourses.concerning:sexuality:mak Elntention of his argument is to represent women's position as biclogically
ayailable:different:positionsmandrdifferent:powers:forsmentandswomen ermined and therefore unchangeable, Elsewhere I have tried to show
vmwnro_om.mpm@mnznimaz<Eum_.mEmEmcnrU_Eom;maUmnmcmmn.m

s own history and theoretical starting points (Hollway, forthcoming), e
J-

Thus the referencesstosthe:historiesuofsthesesdiscourses will be only in

passing {but see Foucault, 1979a; Bland and Hollway, unpubl.; Heath

-
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R e ' husband and nEEHm,m For example, Eustace Chesser, a libera) sexual
. Al hehavelhalg diseonrse) * reformer in the Hmmommnm:ma that the sex act ?wwicﬂm: yas only a
T%ﬂﬁm has as its foeus not sexuality directly, but Emﬁmhmmmmbaumm_mhmmmn_,ﬁ- prelude to satisfaction of the 'maternal instinct' and 'findingioy in family
mwﬂ&&kﬁom.mmmE%%ﬁEmﬂEmmmmn%mBmg&?. The split between wife : life' [quoted in Campbel], 1980}.
3 o P . 3 AN iAo
and mistress, virgin and whore, Mary and Eve, indicates how this and the
male sexual drive discourse coexist in constructing men's sexual prac- Gender-differentiated positions
tices. In some aspects the discourses are consistent; for example hoth e,
.- share assumptions about sexudlity being linked to reproductivity, and : @ﬁ,ﬂmwmoam going on to comment on the permissive discourse, I will indicate
ﬁwm_mo that sex Is heterosexual. Yet the ‘two recommend &mmamu» and con- ] the main implication of the coexistence of these two discourses for gender
P. m_ tradictory standards of conduct for Emws, FE : &mm_.mnnw. it m.m not that women’s mwxmmhq is not constructed in Emﬂum_m
i This:conteadichHs mo?m&“mnmmwmErﬁS.mEn%u.ﬂmmobhﬁoamu. : @mxsmm&mﬁm‘h_mno:mmw. mmnrm_.%;oamn“_mummmuummwhnmJ.ow_mnn@«Hbﬂﬁom_mo:
*{)Either wamen are divided into two types [as above], or more recently a i fora.woman in this set.of ﬁmmmmbmmummmﬁmmdg.m.nngmmﬁmmnmuxmﬁmmnﬂmu,_m
\ woman is expecied to be both things. In effect we end up with a double 3 mmw_wmmw%mmmmr.nmnmm -
standard (the widespread recognition and criticism of which has not : Will: Well m%mmzc\ in adolescence I felt that there was & very
wholly changed Em. practices}: men's sexuality is z:amnﬂoo.a _..r_ﬁocm.r the . impersonal sexuality. But it wasn't anything particularly that ;
male sexual drive a_mm.omnmm.. they are m.xﬁmnwmn_ to be mmxzm_.& incontinent p women did, It was my need - &s it were .- that did it to me, That ;
and out of nca_u._m: ~ s only :mﬁE.w,/_rL. , » .. . meant that any woman would be doing it ta me - ina sense — even ;
Hrm following leiter from a E.mﬁx in Spare Rib ﬁm mE:mr mmH.EEmﬁ if she hadn't noticed my existence, And that's what T mean by feel-
magazine} m_mEoum:Emm ro,ghummmwnpmno,ﬁmmm‘wum:ﬁcgmﬁﬂ:ﬁ%@ﬁ@%m 1 ing quite enslaved to an abstract impersonal sexuality.
oine;perso. s
xmé..i,, u \ . o M,Wimuoaéme.m_._ in the practices of courtship and sexual activity, women are not
As a mature male, Iam in total support of the new ‘women'against *just the hapless victims of this male sexual drive. Angela McRobbie in her
violence against women' campaign, with the proviso that the sup- work on adolescent working-class girls concludes that ‘their goal is to
porters should mmm:mm that the majority of men area decent, of reason- altract and keep a man’ {McRobbie, Eﬂm_.ﬁﬂgo&% accepted practices
ably high pr inciples and respect women as equal pariners, and only of femininity take it for granted that ther, ds:status.and pewerattached+o
a mH.mm: pr om_oﬂ:.cm are grossly anti-social, B c.ﬁ mnan being the animal ﬁ&u%m&mn&ﬁ&&gm? HEo_.nﬂmac“mnHmnn&._maﬂéaa.mu&w%ﬁm_mm. ipnthe
_ he i, do you think that the answer to Tape 15 Sm:-n_amnnm govern- .oEmnmﬁammmaﬁmmﬁmﬁEmwmmxmaﬁnﬁwnmmmdwmw%oamm are often seen
g T ment-run brothels to cater for the large section of single, sexually- 8 'trapping' men by their powers of sexual at{fiction. But sex can also
frustrated méA T dur society? [Spare Rib, 104, March 1981} derive its meaning from the have/hold discourse, For example:
Mwwm picture is more complicated for women, G:mmgmmﬁ the Emumﬁ.mumm Dot:  The one time I did fuck with Charles, it felt really good, like
"'on our asexuality within this discourse is Ema belief that our sexuality is there was an awful lot that was important going on. But I didn't have
rabid and dangerous and must be non:o:m@%.wﬁrmm is far more explicit in an orgasm . . . maybe the tension was too great or something, I don't
Mediterranean cultures where women are traditionally seen as being in know, T was very turned on. It was the idea of fucking with him
one of two categories; 'fallen’ ar 'not yet fallen’ (Du Boulay, 1974}, The rather than with someone else. The im age I get makes me physically
implication is that women's sexuality is inevitable and dangerous. (It is shudder with excitement. That reinforces my hunch that it's what's
not defined as a lack, as in post-Victorian northern Burape). The only way invested in the idea. I was in love with him. It's not Fucking itself, it's
to preserve the family roscn.a is thus the total mc_ummn.Smunm of woren to something to do with the rights it gave me to see myself as having
male control. Here men project onto women a rabid mbmmmwm?mammmnﬁ relationship with him. I didn’t have any of course.
sexuality, which leads to irrational jealousy {Mai, 1382). Later I shall ] L ) o .
approach the question in terms of men's 'desire for the Other’ and the Wcmm.w:m positioning wmnmw_m in the permissive discourse ﬁ.mmm _u.mEE_ by \ \ foa .\ﬁ
reasons for their m;o.wmnzowmwwm_gma than falling into the assumption that saying ‘of nc.:nmm_ she didn't have any rights to a relationship, Dot's g
this has something to do with women's sexuality, reading of this one-off sexual encounter, and even her physical sexual
mﬁ&mnon&:m to the have/hold discourse, women's sexuality isseenasa response, were constructed through the set of meanings mmmon.mmﬁmm with
lack“ the possibility avoided by the stress on their relationship with the have/hold &mnccammﬁu another epoch, ‘keeping a man’ would have
~ 1

——— R
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meant .Bmammm%mmnn it is expressed as wanting a relationship. It entails

et

positioning the woman as subject of the have/hold discourse; Although
nothing was said on that matter between Dot and Charles, those mean-
ings were an inalienable feature of her feelings. We don't know whether
Charles positioned Dot through the have/hold &mnonammf hen this is the
case, in complementary fashion, the man is positioned &% object of this
discourse, -This constructs the meanings, and affects the practices, of
some Eﬂmwﬁmmmn example Jim avoided casual sexual encounters hecause of
what it uﬂmﬁ mean about commitment. Not specified, but a basic assump-
tion in the following extract, is that a relationship was what the woman
would want. The complementary position [that he does not] is also quite
clear:

Jin: PFeeling that sex was kind of dangerous. If you had sex, it

meant that you were committed in some way and I didn't want that.

Also that if you just had sex without a relationship, it was a pretty
N\‘ shitty thing to do to have one part of it without the other.

P ey
t4. The permissive discourse }
4 — Tiazen

The sexual practices of the participants in my study [aged on average
around 30 in 1980} cannot be understood without recourse to a third dis-
course: the ‘permissive’ discourse. In this, the principle of monogamy is
explicitly challenged, as is illustrated by this comment from the Student
Christian Movement in 1966 speaking, predictably, from within the
haverfhold discourse: 'The teaching of the Christian church that sexual
intercourse should be confined to marriage is freque ly.attacked as a
theory and ignored in practice’ (Sex and Morality, p. 4) 11 8ssuming that
sexuality is entirely natural and therefore should not be repressed, the
permissive discourse is the %mm msnwhmm the male sexual drive discourse,
| Similarly it takes the individual as the locus of sexuality, rather than loolk-
\ ing atitin terms of a relationship.#In one important respect it differs from

the male sexual drive discourse: it applies the same assumptions. to

women as to men. In other words it was — in principle at least — gender-

w:mumwn 1968, a reviewer of Vance Packard's baok The Sexual Wilderness
- sumined up the characteristics of the permissive society in the following
=" terms: 'On the whole the young of both sexes believe that they have a right
“; " to express their sexuality in any way they choose s0 long as nobody is
LW > hurt' {my italics). Women could now be subjects of a discourse in a way
S Afi - which meant active initiation of a sexual relationship based on the idea
LRI thatbur natural sexual drives were equal to {or the same as) Bmu.m%ﬂ. -
SR .am m<mm._ gender difference in sexuality was not suddenly transforried’ That
this was not*the case demonstrates the importance of recognizing the
historically specific nature of discourses, their relation to what has gone

i
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before and how practices — such as the one-night stands of the permissive
era — are not the pure products of a single discourse,

The differences between men's and women's positions ﬁ the tra-
ditional discourses were never banished in permissive Emnﬂw@ eatrix
Campbell sums up what is commonly recognized now by wormen in the
.<<o§mz.m Movement {many of whom were believers in the equality of sex
In permissive practices at the time):

[the permissive era] permitted sex for women too, What it didnotdo,
was defend women against the differential effects of permissiveness
on men and women. . . . It was about affirmatian of young men's
sexuality and promiscuity; it was indiscriminate, [so long as she was
a woman]/The very affirmation of sexuality was a celebration of
masculing sexuality, {Campbell, 1980, pp. 1-2}

In the following extract Jo describes why permissive sex was alienating
for her:

Jo: T'vefantasized it [the quickie] yes, but it's never functioned like
that — even when that person was a complete stranger. AfterwardsI
just Iooked at that stranger and felt completely alienated from what
I'd just done with him. I mean, really uncomfortable in the extreme.
Why did 1 do it? I think in that situation I'd almost NEVEr come,
because I'd just be too guarded, You know, there was too much,
which I'm just not going to let go — with a complete stranger, . . .
Colin: Isn't that just the point? — Why the attraction? It's the fact
that it's a stranger. It's nothing to do with the rest of your life.
There's no damage that can be caused, you know, and all that kind
of thing.
Piera: Yes, you don't have to have a relalionship with that person.
Jo: ButIdon't think I can have sex without having a relationship,
So if I haven't got one, it feels alienated, because to me, sex is
expressing whatever the relationship is, and is going to be, and what
_can be built and how I feel with that person, and if it doesn't I really
. " dofeel awful. I do feel that if all T want is a quickie — that is some
sexual tension released - then I'm much happier masturbating,
Colin: Idon't think that's the nature of a quickie, though.

~up,

.u.? & meanings of sex for Jo are inconsistent with the permissive discourse

“and therefore the practice which it promoted felt wrong. In contrast

Colin's statements emanate from the assumptions of the permissive
m.mmno:nmm. His account of the atiraction of the quickie casts light on what
.7.5 said above. In contrast to the have/hoild discourse, the permissive
discourse did not imply any commitment or respansibility. Had Jim been
able to position himself by means of the permissive discourse rather than
a

the have/hold discourse, sex would not have seemed sp dangerous.
m.’
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However, as I shall argue in the fourth part of this chapter, the meanings
of sex are more contradictory than Emm.q,mw.. .
%%ﬂm practices that a discourse re-protiuces are not neutral., erm.:cmv
ating effects of the permissive discourse were particularly contradictory
for women, Certainly thexdiscoursezenhancedsmeniszpowers (men's

'rights'] to:a;heterosexnaliprattipéavithoutemotional:bends. Later I shall

return to the question of why men had more invested in this than anmﬁ

g,

! k'

Summary and restatement of the approach , .

My treatment of these three discourses makes several points which are

_LJ theoretically significant for the use of a discourse analysis!lo understand
WD __the relation of gender difference, subjectivity and change.
3 T Discourses make available positions for subjects to take up.

.H_rmm%wg:mo:m are in relation to other people. Like the subject and
oE.manmm a sentence [and indeed expressed through such a grammar],
women and men are placed in relation to each other through the mean-
ings which a particular discourse makes available: 'the female whe yields
and submits' to the man [Storr, quoted on p. 231).

i (%) Because traditional discourses concerning sexuality are gender-
&mmumw:m_“mm_ taking up subject or object positions is not equally avail-
able to men and women, {Try out Storr's formulation in reverse: 'the man
who yields and submits to the woman's aggressive pursuit’.) .H..wm same

‘| applies to practices understandable in terms of gender-differentiated dis-
courses. For example it's virtually impossible for women to put them-
selves in the position of subjects in the male sexual drive discourse when

it comes to practices such as bottom-pinching or wolf-whistling.
T RS T e

(B} The positions are specified for the category ‘'man’ or _onm.:. in
general, None the less particular men and women fill Emmm positions.
Their practices in relation to each other mnm.mwmm.mnma meaningful accord-
ing to gender-differentiated discourses. TEertndeT

——

@ ?.:nmmmbaammuwnmmwmémwwmﬁolmm_Qm<m_owmamﬁosm:§m
lives of the wmao@_m concerned. These histories are not the product of a
single discourse {though, depending on the hegemony of one discourse,
meanings may be more or less homogeneous).

mm_ Because discourses do not exist independently of their re-
production through the practices and meanings of particular women and
men, we must account for changes in the dominance of certain dis-
courses, and the development of new ones (for example those being
articulated by feminists} by taking account of men's and women's subjec-

__ tivity, Why do men 'choose’ to position themselves as subjects of the

L g e s e
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discourse of male sexual drive? Why do women continue to position
themselves as its objects? What meanings might this have for women?
How do the contradictions between the have/hdtd and male sexual drive
discourses produce the practices of a particular hetergiexual relation-
ship? Do the practices signify differently for women and men, because
they are being read through different discourses? Why and under what
past and present circumstances are women more likely to read a sexual
relationship through the have/hold discourse than men?

{6) By posing such questions, it is possible to avoid an analysis
which sees discourses as mechanically repeating themselves — an analy-
sis which cannot account for change, By showing how subjects’ invest-
ments, as well as the' available positions offered by discourses, are
socially constituted and constitutive of subjectivity, it is possible to avoid
this deterministic analysis of action and change.

How we understa ender diff i a ich ¢
N e L e
ocpunt for ghanged? I e @0 T &Sk This quailo Be
wmﬂfwm_wa fom a bitlegistic to a discourse theory of gender difference
does not constitute much of an m&ﬁbnmﬂ.@ﬂlﬁum concept of discourses is just
areplacement for the notion of ideology, then we are left with ane of two
possibilities. Either the account sees discourses as mechanically repeating
themselves, or — and this is the tendency of materialist theory of ideology
- changes in ideology follow from changes in material conditions.
According to such a use of discourse theory people are the victims of
certain systems of ideas which are outside of them., Discourse determin-
Ism comes up against,the old problem of agency typical of all sorts of
social determinisms; s
:Houeault!s:penealopi@s)— because they are based on empirical his-
torical data — do not register the stasis of discourses, but rather their
changes. However, there is a gap in the theory which he uses to account
for such changes. He stresses the mutually constitutive relation between
power and knowledge: how each constitutes the other to produce the
truths of a particular epoch {see Introduction to section 2, pp. 115-18),
Rather than power being equated with oppression and seen as a negative
thing, which can be got rid of come the revolution{Bower is seen as
productive, inherently neither positive nor negativ: productive of
knowledges, meanings and values, and of certain practices as opposed to
others. He still does not account for how people are constituted as a result
of certain truths being current rather than others. The advantage of the
idea that current at any one time are competing, potentially contradictory
discourses (concerning for example sexuality) rather than a single
patriarchal ideclogy, is that we can then pose the question, how is it that
people take up positions in one discourse rather than another? If the
process is not a mechanical positioning, why is it that men take up the

o
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subject position in the discourse of male sexual drive? What's in it for
them? Under what conditions do men cease to do this? What accounts for
the differences between some men and others? These questions require
that attention is paid to the historiessofsindividuals in order to see the

g T

recursive positioning in certain positions in discourses. 1t also reguires a
question concerning the investrment in that mnmmmmﬂ

I have had considerable difficulty finding a §68d term here. 'Motiv-
ation’ connotes biologically determined drives or alternatively individual
needs (qua Maslow (1968|, see chapter 1, p. 31} 'Dirive’ gets its meaning
from psychoanalytic theory and reduces to ‘instinct’. The terms all
express concepts which are subject to the weaknesses of dualism, They
are also subject to the related problem of accounts of agency. mo%ﬁwmn
the forces propelling peaple's actions have not been theorized as ﬂmmmum%um
to biology or society, they have been seen as a product of rational
decision-making, Yet, following our critique of the rational subject, a
term like ‘choice’ does not convey the complexity of causes for action. I
have chosen ‘investment’ because it appears to avoid most of these prob-
lems. In addition it was the German word for 'investment’, Besetzung,
which Freud chose to refer to what in English has been translated as
'cathexis’. As the two uses share some important emphases, it is a poten-
tially productive meeting of paradigmsyBy claiming that people have
inyestments {in this case gender-specific) in taking up certain positions in
discourses, and consequently in relation to each other, I mean that there
will:bezsome;satisfactionzorspayrotfsarifeward (these terms involve the
same problems| for:thatipersoi. Thezsatisfaction:mayzwell:besinzcontra-

dictichawitheotherrrasil antfealinigs? lxismotnecessarilyroonsciotiso

s

. zational. But:theresisrasreasofn Inswhatzfollows;litheorizet esreasonsfors

T
3

this:investmentinsterms:of powersand-the;way:itisshistoricallyiinserted

intoindividuals';subjectivity\;{See chapter 6 for an account of the early

ek ftrlearorh bt vty et

emergence of subjectivity 1 these terms.)

Boys' and girls’ entry into masculinity and
femininity

ﬂb this part I will try to give an account — albeit schematic — of boys' and
girls' developing relation to sexuality through the available discourses,
| \%ﬁm analysis which focuses on subjective positioning in discourses
| -..mnw&_.mm an account of the investment that a person has in taking up one
position nmgﬂw than another in a different discourse. Of course some dis-
courses are’more hegemonic and thus carry all the weight of social
approval. But successful positioning in these discourses is not automatic,
else there would be no variationsBut to assume the mechanical repro-
duction of discourse reguires mm_m_rwm how it got to be like that in the first

R P S-St v Lo
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place. And that question is in danger of throwing theory back into
answers according to the terms of biological, Oedipal, or social and
economic mm»mnsmummﬂm\.\ {Chapter 6 tries to address the guestion of the
emergence of subjectivity in young children without falling into these
detegminisms.}

The point that I have been at pains to stress is that discourses coexist
and have mutual effects and that meanings are multiple. This produces
choice, though it may not be simple or conscious. Consequently we have
to aceount for what investments a boy or girl has in taking up a particular
position in discourses by relating in certain ways with the other.” What
accountsfor:the different:inyestmepts producedshistoricaily-inpeople-of
] der? ‘@Glearly-otherzmajer:dimensions=ofssocial-difference
such as class, race and age intersectiwith:gendersto:favouror.disfavour
cerfain.positions. Eoégm%mmﬁanzﬁmﬁmmommpmrumﬁE_”Emmummﬁm&mmm&
is:also.necessarys - withoutresortingdo:essentialism — to.accountforithe
unigueness:.ofindividuals. Lacaniantheory.doesso:by.stressing.the:some-

Rz aiiodl oA
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s&mrmbmaoEounr.mumﬂmﬁomamm?m“n_mmWﬁmmmmﬁnomgﬂmonnw“on.,.ﬁnonmmmmm
commonztosallzsignificationsw{although it is contentious w.

rsal]. Althoughsthessignifications which.it-ogcupies;may-be.quite
idiosynoratic,Liry:to.show:thattheyarenotarbitrary: Significationsare.a

product:ofeazpersontgihistéry, andswhatsissexpressedzorzsuppressed-in
sible:b; wm__ﬁmﬁmﬁmc&ﬁhﬁb&wmmmgoaﬁﬁm.&m-

b ] Iy

ositiiis: available in- gerdéraifferantinted-disconrses?
relative power by eaablingihe suppressioREAsignIAcaERT whichwould
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Growing up praperly for a boy

For Jim girls were essential to 'growing up properly’

\J

- Jim: Iremember very young - before twelve — feeling a pressure

i to have a girlfriend and not having a clue. I remember hanging
around a local cinema thinking that might be how something hap-
pened. But it was like an abstract pressure ~ I just felt that I should
in order to show I was growing up properly. It didn't have any con-
nection with the rest of my life, it was just something that I felt
should take on. -

What did having a girlfriend mean that it signified 'growing up properly'?
It positioned Jim as a ‘proper man'; in other words it afforded him a
gender-appropriate position:

Jim: 1did feel the onus always to actually be pushy, to see how far
it was possible to go with somebody, to see how far they were actu-
aily into me.

e a._nw.@m. _
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Wendy: What did you wani? . .
Jin: Well just an obvious signof . . . as a way of showing I was into

them — well in a way showing I was 4 proper man,

“jrm sexual {or prolosexual) practices he engaged in m:mEmm him to ,m.m
positioned as subject in the male sexual drive discourse _._”..mEm pushy').
He was not the victim of a natural drive {though the girl oo:nmam.nm
probably read it that way). His interest was to do with mwmmm.n not sex. His
successful masculine positioning depended on a girl _um:wm _55"55 and
the proof of this would be that she let him get sexual with _wm.._._

‘Being attractive’ for a girl 4

| The same principle is illustrated in Clare's account of her adolescent feel-
ings about boys. The available positions are different _._osmm,‘m_.. S”rm:w
Jim had to be pushy, Clare had to be attractive; There is a chain of

¥y

4

assumptions running through the account: being attractive . . . (means)
.. . being attractive to boys . . . {means) . . . engaging in sex [or protosex]
with boys . . . (means] . . . having a boyfriend,

Clare: 1 can see from the photographs that I went from being a
child who was quite pretty to an early adolescent Ero.l I felt
myself to be fat and ugly, and desperately lacking in nonmﬁmunw. 1
suspect | lacked confidence because 1 had had ways .om dealing uz:.r
people, which were to do with being an attractive child. They n:nE t
work any more, because [ wasn't one. When I was moﬁnnm.mu or fif-
teen I went on a diet — and I went down from being quite big to
seven stone, It was an absolutely wonderful thing. It had a lot for
me, to do with sexuality. I remember I thought I would be more con-
fident, I thought I would be more attractive to boys.

Wendy: Were you more confident?

Clare: Ina way, yes. | was quite good at school, En.u:mv but cer-
tainly — when I lost weight, it seemed like the H.mmo_::on.num a set of
contradictions. Having lost weight, I was no longer destined to be
the ‘ugly, clever type'. It would be alright because I was actually
quite attractive as well. The more [ dig deep, the more I think of mwm
hurt — there's a hell of a lot of hurt around not being attractive
enough and particularly about not having boyfriends, I remember,
kind of, going out with anybody who asked me. I was so pleased to
be asked, that [ would have gone with anybody. .
Wendy: When you did go out with them, what did you think of
them?

Clare: Not a lot, I thought it was zll a bit of a jole. Most of them

were fools,

p—r————— e
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WN Adolescent girls’ sexual practices gain them the reputation of being either
slags or drags (Cowie and Lees, 1981) — a contradiction which is a logical
product of women's contradictory positions in Eﬁmﬁm_m sexual drive and
havefhold discourses. Yet girls de not on the whole feel ftee to forego
relationships with boys, for zu% Ieasons that Clare illuminates. Her
identity as an attractive girl is at Stalle According to McRobbie (1978)
adolescent irls' main goal is 'to attract and keep a boy’. There are osten- |
sibly few pay-offs arnd plenty of risks: the danger of being called ‘slags’
[Cowie and Lees, 1981, no enjoyment of the kind of sex that boys prac-
tise, the experience that the boys are fools anyway.[TEeirinvestmentisin |
ir own:i ities. Boys are necessary simply because in the only dis-
course in which being attractive can be understood, being attractive
means being attraclive to the opposite mmwkm

i

Attractiveness and ferninini ty

amm within the practices of gender-differentiated discourses concerning
sexuality that girls' and womens' gender identity is re-produced! In the

following quote, Clare explores why she felt in a weak mommmoﬂmﬁmﬁ on /
when she did get involved in a long-term relationship with a man:

Clare: 1mean, with Phil he was very loud and domineering, and I
was very quiet and weak. He was strong, and I was weak, 1 think
that was the main thing, And I was more feminine.

Wendy: What did that invalve?

Clare: Looking pretty. I think it relates back to when I said that
when I was little I was the good, pretty little girl. It's to do with -
the fear - being frightened of not being altractive enough.

Wendy: To keep him?

Clare: Mmmm.,

|iAttracting a man is the defining feature of Clare's femininity, Keeping
,er. according to the male sexual drive discourse, means continuing io be
attractive to him. This is the crucial recurrent interest in Clare's take-up of
the object position in the male sexual drive discourse. In order to feel her-
self as gender-appropriate, she thus feels drivento beina couple relation-
ship with a man. These practices re-produce certain sexual and couple
practices, and re-produce both gender difference and the inequality of
women's position in the dominant discourses concerning mmmzmmﬁ j
wﬂﬁ&m«.m shown that the practice of heterosexual couple relations
(including sexual relations) is a site where different discourses concerning
sexuality are available to produce different knowledges or meanings !
through which practices are mediated, Within this general usage of dis-
.u,
i
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course analysis what is of particular significance is how the gender-,
differentiated nature of these discourses affects women's and men's
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powers and therefore the investment they have in taking up gender-
appropriate positions and Emn:mmw. Girls and women actively engage in
certain heterosexual practices in ordéf to re-produce their mmnmmlamumg%\.x

]

Heterosexual practice and the construction of women's
sexuality

However, the lnvestments of those participating in sexual relations are no
more unitary than the powers conferred on them through their positions
in discourses. In the following extract, Clare indicates that her sexuality
was completely subordinated to the need o be attractive:

Clare: I think my understanding of my own sexuality when I was
an.adolescent was about zero. I mean it felt like doing this thing
which meant you had to attract boys - to be attractive to them.
There wasn't anything else. But even later, when I began fucking
memn, it was actually an extension of that,

/ @Emﬁ this need to be attractive produced her as passive in heterosexual sex
is illustrated Um_o@%@mnm and I discover the similarities in the way that
our sexuality and gender was reproduced in the practices which were a
product of the male sexual drive.fEhetakesuprofa-positiofids object in the

discourse of male sexual drive, motivated:by:the:interestin being attract-
ive, consttucts:thespracticerof heterosexual sex: }

Clare: Well, I don't know, the term ‘sexuality’ means something
quite different now. I don't think I felt I had a sexuality.

Wendy: 1wasneveractually aware of having a spontaneous desire,
that somehow seemed to be initiated by me, which I could then act

out.
Clare: Right, yes. That's it.
Wendy: . ..Exceptthedesire toattracta man, and follow it through.

Clare: Right. It was that which was powerful for me.

Wendy: Although, if I was attracted to a boy, and we went out

together, or something, I was always - y'know, wanting kisses and

cuddles, and fumbles, and . . . [ don’t know ~ the kind of things that

would signify that it was getting more intense.

Clare: "Yes, but I think that was because of what it signified, rather
¢ than because I actually liked it.

Wendy: Yes, and even that had a kind of genital goal, Because even

z&.mmr Ididn't know at that point what we did, I knew that that was

the most _.E.m% place.

Clare: Yes — 1 knew that, ButIcan't say that] enjoyed it. But then I

didn't enfoy screwing very much either. I didn’t know that I didn't,

even. [ feel very ashamed -~ I feel it's an awful admission, I actually

Gender difference and the production of subjectivity

had my first orgasm with Ken, I mean, 1 was sleeping with men for
that long, and I never had one. I mean, I didn't think I was, and I
wasn't sure, and for the life of me I wouldn’t ask. It tock me a long
time to realize ~ well that I had masturbated and reached orgasm, I
didn’t know it was the same thing. I just thought it was something
rather peculiar. I did masturbate when I was younger but I associ-
ated it — not one iota ~ with sex. I suppose later it was a certain kind
of confidence which I had, which meant that I was more determined
to get what I wanted. Even though I wasn't quite sure what that was.
I mean, I think I was probably very passive.

Wendy: That passivity thing — I think is tied up with confidence.
Er, with me, in short relationships, where I didn't actually. . . know
a man very well, I never trusted the man enough for me to be active.
Or, another way of putting it would be ~ to show myself as someene
who had . . . desires,

Clare: I think that's right — for me. T was passive ~ because I
didn't know how to express myself and also because I didn't know
what to do. And because I felt judgements were being made of my
sexudl competence, And I had no idea, whether or not I was doing it
right. |

Wendy: | The criterion that I evelved ~ of doing it right or not, was
...um. ., ministering right to a man's needs, to what turned him
on, If he seemed to enjoy it. And it was all about his mmx:m:?)
Clare: Yes. Right, D e, T
Wendy: . ..T mean, that's how I learned {0 be sexual,
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Clare: ... Doing things that men liked. Yes. — Loy

Wendy: And in that sense T was quite active - I took Eﬁ.m:e,mm.J

The suppressed in discourse and the multiple
significations of sex
) far it might appear that men and women are so positioned by these

different discourses that gender difference is well established and suc-
cessful in producing men and women whose subjectivity {s a unitary
product of :Hma.mwm,: not rather surprising, then, that men often stay in
couple relationships — even hang on to‘them when the woman wants out
- and find immediate replacements when a relationship ends? (I'm not
saying women don't too, but this is consistent with women's positioning
in discourses and inconsistent with men's,J; \ T ds

The meaning of sex is no more unitaty than the discourses which
compete to define the practice of sex?In.this section I want to show how
suppressed significations coexist with those expressed{ Rather than seeing

. . T, " .
whatis suppressed as something which is directly reducible to the QOedipus

Complex, or as invisible in the sense that the suppressed meanings have no
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ffects (that is tantamount to the suppressed being non-existent and
eaning being unitary){T will show how for men there m-.m.noscmsma
trients. = to do with power — in defining women as subjects of the
avelhold discourse, thereby suppressing their own wishes to haveand to
old; One-participant in my research wrote the following about the man
1@ was in‘a relationship with:

s IF he's "m.m%..Ew.zm has no nwvmnﬁmmoum_ no needs, then I can't let him
“down; I I can't let him down, he has more power. He has the power
" to hurt me, but I don't have,the power to hurt him.

A .mmn.u_.ummm?ﬁmoa is a beautifully q_mm.wh.mmaoma:onwa.mwmmmm_mmmn%m,mﬁmmmu
! knowladger|discourses)aickpower. As long as she and not r._m is positioned
as'the subject of the have/hold discourse, unequal power is the conse-

“jl‘guence, *w
LRI WCER )

" What does a man want?

o mw.m obvious to men who have achieved a minimum of insight into their
feelings that men's wants are not made explicit in sexist aumnozammm Oy..hm

of the men who participated in my research expresses :mmn_m.Eonm i
_keeping with women's as they are articulated in the have/hold discourse,

at the same time as being aware of the contradictions:

Sam: The thing that has caused me the most pain, msm the most
hope is the idea of actually living with Jane. And that's in the context
of having tried to live with three other women before. ?ﬁ. gach
time the relationship's been full of possibility. I don't want to live on
my own. There's too many things all wrapped up in coupling. .E.umnm s
too many needs it potentially meets, and there are too many .zﬂbmm it
frustrates. I do want to have a close, a central-person relationship,
but in the past, the negative aspects outweighed the positive aspects
dramatically, Or my inability to work through them has led me to

ran.

mﬂﬁumﬁ happens to men's needs for a ‘close central-person Hm:._mnumr‘_m_ mm
Sam put it? The negative aspects, which occupy the other .mﬁm of Sam's
contradiction, are not to do with free sexuality falthough in the extract
below he specifically refers to that discourse in order to gainsay it

Sam: 1'm very frightened of getting in deep — and then u.oﬂ heing
able to cope with the demands that the relationship’s making. You
see, a lot of these things aren't really to do with sexuality. They're to

do with responsibility.

In this quotation from Sam, there is an elision between mmaﬁhﬁm.ww;nnmb&# )
and responsibility. This occurs through the lack of clarity about whether

Gender difference and the prodiiction of subjectivity

Sam was frightened of getting in deep himself, or of the women doing so.
/An.the following extract from Sam, the effect of the woman's position in
the have/hold discourse is to protect Sam’'s own deep feelings. Itis a
further:illustration.of:the:relation;betweenspower'dnd:knowledge - the

effect of discourse in action. It shows the idea of women requiring com-
mitment being reproduced as a result of men's projected fear: f

Sarm: T'll tell you something — which I don't know what it means
but I'll say it anyway. When I say to somebody, who I'm making
love to — I'm close to, when I say, ‘Ilove you, I love you' it's a word
that symbolizes letting go. The night before Carol went away, she
was saying it,’and then I started saying it to her, when we were
making love. What frightens me is that word, it's an act of commit-
ment. Somebody suddenly, expects something of me. They've said
something, that's the first word in a fong rotten line towards mar-
riage, That when you fall in love, you're caught up in the institution,
And it's been an act of principle for me, that I can love somebody,
and feel loved, without feeling any responsibility. That I can be free
to say that I love somebody if I love them. Be free to feel, I ean feel it
quite unpredictably, It can hit me quite unexpectedly. And I think I
worry about it because ] can be quite sentimental,

_,@m power of the meaning 'T love you' for Sam was that he felt close
lo someone and it was a 'letting go’ of his emotions. This is dangerous
because of the power it confers on someone else; the other in the sexual
relationship. As soon as Sam has said this, thewsigfifie? 'letting po’ is:sup-
pressed:by-dtscaptureinithe:discourseswhich positions women as requir-
ing commitment. Thesfear;which-is:generated because this can ‘hit me
quite unexpectedly’ issufficientto:producedtsrepression, dtsfalling tothe
leyel:ofsthessignified. Thus gender difference in the discourse ‘women
requiring commitment’ is reproduced,$

However, there is a contradicfion which remains: men still have
needs for the intimacy of a heterosexual relationship. A man writing in
Achilles Heel (an anti-sexist men's magazine) suggests that this is the only
place where men can pet these needs met;

For men (heterosexual) sex works out as a trap because it's the only
place where men can really gel tenderness and warmth, But they
have no skills to evoke these things because there is nothing in the
rest of our lives that trains us to do this. S50 we come into this where
we want warmth and intimacy and we don't know how to get it. But
it's the only place it exists so there's this tremendous tension faor
men, petting into bed with women. [Achilles Heel, 2, 1979, p. 9)

\
“.ru_Em quotation again illustrates that sex can be a cover for men's

need for intimacy to be Em/ﬁm_rm reproduction of women as subjects of a
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discourse concerning the desire for intimate and secure relationships
protects men from the risk associated with their own need [and the conse-
quent power it would glve éoamgmﬂumwn own simultaneous position as
object of the havefhold discourse and subject of the male sexual drive
discourse enables them to engage in the practice of sex, and thus get what
they want without recognizing those needs or risking exposure. ‘Sex’ as
male drive therefore covers for the suppressed signification of 'sex’ as
intimacy and closeness. Because the practice itself does not Ba&j
verbalization, the suppressed signification is not necessarily Hmnomnmmmmm
These significations [not necessarily conscious) are completely wovedif’
to the practices of sex, suppressed as they are with the aid of the male
sexual drive discourse. This is illustrated by Sam's immediate association
when asked how a woman malkes him feel: ‘It's a closeness, isn'tit. ..
going to sleep, cuddling close, Feeling — I mean, I don't worry about
burglars. I think I feel a lot more secure.’

Unlike a reply from within the discourse of male sexua! drive, such
as 'it turns me on', Sam's response captures significations normally sup-
pressed through projection: closeness and security.

Wb.gms_m fear of 'getting in deep’ requires theorization in its own
right. What are the strong feelings that are evolked by women with whom
they have — or want ~ sexual relationships, which are invested in sup-
pressing their own ermotions and projecting them on to women? %

et

Desire for the Other, power relations and subjectivity

In the following mﬁmmor Martin describes foreefully what happens to him
when he feels a little attracted to a woman.” The aceount imposes on my
analysis the question of the irrational in couple relations.

Martin; ﬂmom_m.m needs for others are systematically denied in
ordinary relationships. And in a love relationship you make the
most fundamental admission about yourself — that you want some-
body else, It seems to me that that is the greatest need, and the need
which, in relationship to its power, is most strongly hidden and
repressed. Once you've shown the other person that you need them,
then you've made yourself incredibly vulnerable. _

Wendy: Yes, I agree. But I think there's a question about — how
much you show yourself to be vulnerable.

Martin: But you do, just by showing that you're soft on somebody.
Hm seems to me when you've revealed that need, you put yourself in
un ineredibly insecure state. You've before managed by not show-
ing anyong¢4vhat you're like. By showing them only what is publicly
acceptable. And as soon as you've shown that there is this terrible
hole in you - that you want somebody else - then you're in an
absolute state of insecurity. ﬂﬁna you need much more than the
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empirical evidence that somebody likes you. . . . You become neur-
otically worried that you're not accepted. Now you've let them seen
little bit that's you. It'll be rejected. It's not so bad when a false
exterior is rejected. The insecurity gives someone else power I
don't mean any viable self-exposure. I just mean any little indication
that you like the other person.
Martin's experience of attraction leaves us with a pressing questionzwhat
dgsttethntrprovidesistwithzthedrrationalichargesin:sexual-atiraction? Tt is
the guality of this experience which precipitates Martin's vulnerability
and resistance.|Rcall;this:experiencesdesiredforsther@thert, " and by the
use of this concept, link in to psychoanalytic theory for an explanation:
des

tforzthezmothersds:repressedzbutsneverextingiishedsItzreassertss
sttselfinsadultisexualrelationa:?
jmi to stress the effécis of this subjective experience. Martin's
‘desire for the Other’ produces a feeling of intense vuinerability which in
turn motivates him to exercise whatever powers he can muster in relation
to women to whom he feels attracted. Sexist discourses serve this precise
function. By reading himself as object of the have/hold discourse he can
suppress the recognition of his dependence on a relationship with a
woman. As long as he reads the woman as subject of the have/hold dis-
course he can camouflage his desire. If he succeeds, he can sustain the
relationship and meet some of his needs while both remain unaware of
them. That this has power mmmmmmp even when its suppression is not total,
is illustrated in the following account by Martha, the woman with whom
Martin has a amhmmcnmgm.mw
Martha: All these things that we've been talking about hand such
power to people. Martin and I go up and down like a see-saw, There
are days when he's in another city, and needing me, and suddenly
I'm powerful and can dictate terms. We're back here, and I'm want-
ing a close, reciprocal, warm, working-out relationship, and sud-
Henly he’s powerful, hecause he doesn‘t want to give it. It really is
dynamite . . . every day of our lives, It really is working less and less
well." This business of having needs is so humiliating, because it
males one vulnerable. :
Wendy: And shifts the power.
Martha:  And shifts the power - exacily.

[Her experience of the effects again bears witness to the way sexist dis-
course is productive of power — for Hmm..mﬂ s 3 FELY ;\
In the following extract Martha reférs to the more general oppress-
ive effects of Martin's resistance to the power he experiences her having

in the relationship: .

. Martha: 1putup withit, rather than saying, 'No, thisisnot the way
[ want to be treated'. I want to be treated as a complete person;

o,
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someone who has feelings and ideas and intuitions that are actually
worth taking notice of, No room is allowed for me to be myself, fully
because it might be too powerful an intrusion on his actions. To be
accepted one hundred per cent means that the other person has to be
strong enough . . . to keep their own integrity in the face of you
being one hundred per cent yourself. It's so hard to find men who
might be committed to taking those risks.

Her moving testimomy to the effects on her of Martin's power is a specific
example of the experience of gender difference: it points to the psycho-
logical characteristics which are consistent with — and reproduce -
Wmﬁmn discourses where woman is the inferior ‘other’. -~

Misrecognition of nien i f 0

— AETPYTA

@?mﬂ men behave warily and defensively, women do not necessarily
“ead it as stemriing from their vulnerability or dependence. This is
because women loo are subject to the production of meanings through
dominant discourses. The available assumptions about men are that they
are, for exampie, powerful, rational, autonomous, in control and self-
confident. These features are, by definition, positively valued in sexist
discourses. The effect is to foreground men's qualities and conceal their
weaknesses and to do the opposite for women. Positioned within such
discourses women misread themselves as easily as Emsw. lare's account

po

of her relationship exemplifies this misrecognition: =

Clare: That guy, I didn't even know he was so dependent on me.
Wendy: That's so often the way men play it. But it's also so often
the way that women read it.

Clare: Oh, it's two-way. Precisely. His behaviour was very slereo-
typical, really. I thought he was a competent person — but he didn't
think he was at all. He was outwardly confident — domineering -
which actually made me feel incredibly oppressed. N
Wendy: How long did it take you to realize that?

Clare: Oh, a long time. [ didn't realize he was dependent on me, till
I left him, 1 had no idea. That's the extent we both managed to keep
this from each other. And when I look back on it, I realize that I
should have known. It's always the same set of signs that I misread.
The very signs that I took to signify confidence, were, for him -
well, he actually used it as displays of confidence, but they were,
actually, exactly the signs of his lack of confidence, like — talking
too much . . . being opinionated and things that I couldn't bear. And
when I read it back as lack of confidence, I could see, . . . He was 50
insecure inside — and I didn't know. Quite a lot of things changed in
our relationship. When I first met him, he had a Degree, and T hada
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Certificate and I wanted a Degree and he encouraged me. But I
mean, notonly did I do that . . . but I actually got far higher qualifi-
cations than he did. So that also made him feel unconfident, And I
hadn't _.mm_zuma that either. We did things likk . . . both applying for
Om_m.u University teaching, I got it, and he didn't, it didn't ocour to
me it was a problem. Of course it was a problem for him.

/ was possible for Clare to understand this as misrecognition because the

* process was uncovered when she left him. However, it is relevant to point
out that this kind of misrecognition does not simply cease to operate
through a rational process of learning by experien 'uH_ra irrationality of
wemen's desire for the Other alsa demands analysis:

Wendy: What you said — about not being able to read his depen-

dence on you - I think that's true of you and Ken,

Clare: Um, yes, I've been told that before, but I still don’t know

how to know it.

E\m:me.. Yes, it's the kind of thing, y'know, when like, somebody

W”_M_mom Uan_nm. and expresses themselves on a different level, Like
il did when you left — like Jeremy did when I left. He act

like a different person, actualy fet

anm.. Yeah. Phil felt iike a different person. Why is it then that 1

can ﬁ.mmw hold of that knowledge about Ken? Why can't I see it? 'Cause

Tecan't. Um, .. it's very silly ‘cause I know where my power lies.

Desire and the signifier ‘woman’

.?:mnmnoma.mo: of the Other of desire, when itisan opposite-sexed Other;
is not explicable simply by the existence of gender-differentiated n:mn
noc.nmmm.ﬁwH%EE argue, through analysing Jim's account, that the way in "
which %foman’ signifies for him has a history going back to his desire for -
the mother. The argument is an illustration of Lacan's slogan ‘the.desire  *

@b@ﬁnﬁ.ﬂ@E.mmmwmnwm&mmﬁm%onﬁwm&oE.mm. (Lacan, 1977, p. mmmrwwrfze
. Hﬁﬂm Sam, Jim is aware that he is frightened by strong emotions.
Again like Sam, there is an elision between his own and the woman's

emotions:

E\mz%.. And was it that the girls wanted to be more intimate?
Jim: Yeah - I was frightened of making that kind of commitment
that kind of involvement, ‘cause I thought I'd be let down Umnmcmm
of what happened the first time, when I was so :Emmmz_mm about
ﬁni I felt. I think that really affected my life incredibly, that first
time I fell in love, .

v.,\m:& ;. Why was having a relationship with her such a burden? ‘
Jim:  She was very strong and very emotional - that's pejorative,
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butT mean she had strong reactions, so that I didn't actually feel safe
that I wasn't going to be knocked out, or sucked in by her.

It transpires that Jim's fear of her strong emotions was a projected fear of
his own." He feared them because it felt unsafe to feel so strongly for a
woman. As many men experience with their first sexual relationship -
particularly if it is with an older woman — their lack of defences leave
thern painfully hurt when the relationship ends. As I have argued above,
this constitutes the investment in reading the woman as the subject of the
have/hold discourse.

What does Jim want that he's so afraid of losing that he can't have it
in case he loses it?

Wendy: What was it that you wanted out of a stable relationship
with Jeanette?

Jim: Well, I think support. Knowing that there was somebody who
was going to be on my side, that I could talk about things that were
affecting me and they would more or less automatically be import-
ant to her. And that she would be able to give me strength in that
way. Very classic. Like my parents' relationship. But it was me who
set the agenda, and she fitted in, and in a way that's what I wanted,
Someone who wouldn't actually challenge me, There's a gaze of un-
critical, totally accepting love that I find really attractive. 'T'll love
. You forever, whatever,’ ~ is really a powerful gaze. And that's a

- =2 mother's gaze,

I have considered in greater detail elsewhere {Hollway, 1982) the impli-
cations and theorization of this mother/Other linlk, Here I will give ane
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further instance of the way tHEC seemingly unimportant day-to-day
relationships are suffused with meanings which must be explicated in
terms of ‘desire for the Other' and how the woman of the relationship is
linked to the mother. Another woman Jim had a relationship with said:

I was feeling preoccupied with other things, so I suppose not paying
him much attention. Jim got at me twice — about tiny things, in a
way that felt antagonistic, When I pointed it out we tried to do some
work on it. Blank. Then he came up with the word 'oranges’, as if
from nowhere. When he thought about it a bit he said it had some-
thing to do with his relations with EoEmsﬂm a woman peeled an
orange for him, it showed that they cared for him. Then he said that
hig' mother used to do it for him, even when he could do it for him-

¥,
- mmHmﬁ.p ,._,.._\
_@Mm.ﬁnbmrmmmhrmmnomﬁnrnonmwﬁmuonnn_umunﬁcmom&anm._mmmzEa.m.zcnm —in

"this case, who peeled oranges. It does not express itself through the
rationally accessible layer of meaning - it couldn't be included in the

—
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definition of oranges. But when it comes up in the practice of peeling
oranges this meaning is there as a presence. For Jim it is part of a wider set
of significations around proof of loving and caring through women doing
things for him. It is consistent with the common experience of women in
relationships with men that men get them to do things for them when
they are 'objectively’ unnecessary. The suppressed signification is 'T'll do
it for you because I love you'. The signifying chain from mother to Other
is historically unbroken for men, although, according to Freudian theory,
savagely nmwﬂmmmmm.:_w__

——y

T et

Implications for changing gender difference

courses do not determine people's subjectivity in any unitary way. Whilst m
gender-differentiated positions do overdetermine the meanings and prac- f
tices and values which construct an individual's identity, they do not
account for the complex, multiple and contradictory meanings which
affect and are affected by people's ﬁnmn:nmm.w@mnmmnm:w. men's sexuality
is not plausibly accounted for by their positions as subject in the discourse
of the male sexual drive and object in the have/hold discourse. 'Sex’ signi-
fies in many ways at once. The fact that a man succeeds in reading his
sexual practices according to such sexist positions — locating the woman
in the complementary positions — only means that thediscourserprovides
the:means:wherebyotieFsighificationscanibestippressed,; Yet 'desire for
the Other' is present through the metaphoric axis [see p. 214) and affects
practices. Thussthe-knowledge.produced:hysthe;male:sexualzdrivesdis-

course.confersipower:on:men;whichzin:a:circularswayzmotivates;them

recurrentlysinstaking:up:that:position. This s a specific example of the
power-knowledge relation that Foucault theorizes (see Introduction to
section 2, pp. 115-18). If the woman is unable to resist her complemen-
tary ﬁonm,an_m:m by having nccess to an alternative discourse and practice,
or if her investment in being so positioned is paramount,* the couple will
reproduce the discourse and thus the existence of gender difference in
practices and m:Emnm&Jﬁ% . o

wﬁgrmn malkes this 4Aalysis different from one which sees s mechanical ff
circulation of discourses through practices is that there is an investment
which, for reasons of an individual's history of positioning in discourses
and consequent production of subjectivity, is relatively independent of
contemporary positions available. According to my account this is an
investrienittitizexercising power omibehal zofrrsnbijectivitymprotecting

m*mnﬁmmnoﬁwwwwh@;&mmmmvmwym..o mdesitesfoithez@thér, Otherwise power |
could only be seen as a determined feature of the reproduction of gender-
differentialed discourses, which would be left untheorized or reduce toa

biological or economic determinism. Instead I have tried to show by

mﬂaﬁ part I have shown that the positions which are available in dis-
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concrete example that the interest is,specific and part of the history of was the one who was coping, providing support, kindness, et cetera. | subieclivity: an
mepand women (in different ways)i] And so what that meant was that I didn't get to express any feelings , T .wm|9 me 4,
M.H believe that the heterosexual couple relationship {ar sexual re- and she didn't get to express any support. Apd so what that means is _ . lytic stances 1

lationship| is a crucial site [or the reproduction of gender difference that hoth sides are completely wnméﬁmm. from mﬁwnamnnm:m what | o .

because of 'desire for the Other'. In chapter 6, it is sugpested that the the other person's ‘job’ is, Which means that you'get a completely texts 50-5, 89, 1

vulnerability of subjectivity and the consequent interest in exercising shrivelled - a completely incomplete — idea of what's going on. - * deconstruciio
« power is true in some measure of all relations ?h analysis of race or class . , traits 19-24, 27,
| difference could follow many of the same mernmﬁ_mm but it could not rely g Lwo [mportant points emerge from this nagmmwmmmmm — and most obvi- - .
il in quite the same way on the concept of ‘desire for the Other'. This issue ously — the:contentiofithe:split:isprediotable from:discoursesspecifying unconscious mi

raises the guestion of theirelation between desire and 'desire for the genderdifference: it was the woman whose job it was to do the feeling.!? | . o

Other' in psychoanalytic theory [see Introduction jo mmmmg 3, pp. 215-16). Our common-sense experience of this split is through the naturalistic !

The analysis is of political importance because it _indicates the assumption that tis partof women's natural make-up. Inconsequence, this, \

nature of the probiem involved in changing gender difference. It is not characteristic.ofitheirrelationshipiwasmotreadsasia:relational:dyriamic; :

only the soclal division of labour, We have indicated that there are prob- was:read: as:aspectsof:their;personalitiessJim said that at the time he { _

lems with the Oedipus Complex as an explanation {see Introduction to | firmly believed that he was just not a 'feeliig person’, Whereas tradition-

section 3, p. 215). Furthermore, it is not a problem to be addressed at the ally this would have been considered a positive characteristic, in the

level of discourses alone, critical as that is wm.mm reproduction of gender-  } humanist and feminist climate of the post-1960s, he felt that it was a lack,

differentiated practices depends on the circulation between subjectivities | None the less, the effect of the denial, through projection of these feel-

and discourses which are available, The possibility of interrupting this | ings, was experienced as part of his 'personality’, that is as something

cirele is contained in a grasp of the contradictions between discourses and fundamental and cunrmbmmmc_mkaﬂmm& then, it is vital to understand the

thus of contradictory subjectivities. While one set of desires may be sup- mechanisms whereby gender-differentiated characteristics — such as M

pressed, along with their signification, by the dominant sexist discourses, |  expressing feelings — are located in one member of a heterosexual

the contradictions are never successfully eliminated. They are the weak [ couple. By focusing on the mechanisms, I am able to avoid seeing the ‘N M

points in the stronghold of gender difference: taking up gender-appro- | effect as a once-and-for-all accomplishment of sex-role socialization. | |

Instead I am seeing it as a dynamic which is constantly being re-produced &
multiple subjectivitieg, in day-to-day couple relationships. I shall iilustrate this in due course.y -
\In the final part of this chapter I shall argue that gender-differenceis The second point emerges from the opposition which is implied
[maintainedgthatiserproducedinday:to-day.interactions in heterosexual between expressing feelings and giving support. This is not a logical pair
couples, throughsthesd rafsthieznonzunitary=notisrationaliErelational of oppasites, but you probably took it for granted when you read it {which
ngmn»mﬁom@a@mmmuﬁﬂf : illustrates the power of gender-differentiated discourses to construct our
Sl i  assumptions). The value which we are obliged to accept in order to make
sense of this opposition is that people, usually women, who express feel-
ings need support because expressing feelings is a weakness. 'Doing the

#% || priate positions as women and men does not successfully express our

T2
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_-Splitting the differences

iz . . - .| feelings' is equated with 'getting upset’. Conversely the person, usually a
m%ﬂwmwﬂﬂﬂ%%% WMWnn”wnﬁmmwnmwmwmmﬂ%nmmnmwmwmﬂﬁmwmmmmmMMMMMmMﬂM WMMMMW Emu..iro gives support is thus o_u:m_.mm to mommmcq.w himself as someone
support. The exclusion, through projection, of one 'side’ of this pairis § who is strong enough not to have feelings. The _OWE.& the opposition is
made possible by the way their meaning already contains a specification not contained in the meaning itself, but r m&wmn in @mucn_mmu.:mﬂ m»mmn:m.u
f what is gender-appropriate. The difference is re-produced in the sub- to it. In our society, the judgement is a sexist one: expressing feelings is
obwhal 15 & PRTOP lel wealk, feminine and in contradistinction to men's rationality, With the
jectivities of each member of the heterosexual coup’e value — which is indeed inextricable from the meaning once w.w is seen as
Jim: The thing got speelalized, as it were poldrized, where one inserted into the discourse - comes power difference. Men can support
person does the feeling, My relationship with Jeanette, who I lived women who are subject to the unfortunate bane of feeling and thus men

with for many years, developed in such a way that she was respon- are supertor. As I have already argued, this constitutes a substantial

sible for doing the feelings — she was the one that got upset, and I investment in taking up such a position recurrently in relations. I have
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already shown how it can be the fear of their own feelings, signifying
weakness, which is concealed by the manoeuvre. Now I shall show how
splitting, through projection and introjection, operates as a defence, This
accounts for the mechanism whereby gender-differentiated positions in
discourses are reproduced,

This splitting is contradictory. Giving support implies not being able
io ask for support, as I shall demonstrate in the example of Beverley and
Will below. [Again there is not a logical opposition involved - suppart
can in principle be mutual.} In this part I therefore want to clarify twa
issues raised by the idea of characteristics being split through gender
difference into women and men. First, the interpersonal dynamic must
be theorized — and this is where psychoanalytic theory's non-unitary,
non-rational subject and the unconscious and its ability to theorize
relations come into play. Second, the space for movement in the gender-
differentiated content of these splits must be specified. Here, the contra-
dictory subject positions offered by coexisting and inconsistent dis-
courses, and the consequent production of multiple meanings and
powers, offer the necessary theoretical perspective.

Repression and rationality

How does this mechanism of splitting work? In the following extract, 1
look at an example in detail and linl it to my concept of investment £Will
is deseribing an occasion when he became aware of his feelings, and how
they were related to a change in Beverley's positioniiOne of the methodo-
logical {and theoretical] questions raised by the use of the cancept of split-
ting is that — by definition — it is not observahle while it is in operation. It
feels like the natural state of affairs in a relationship, what personality
psychology would deal with under the rubric of 'individual differences’.
Here Will is able to describe it because for ‘one and a half minutes’ the
splitting dynamic was ruptured: '
Will: Inarelationship for me, this ‘frozenness’ of certain feelings is
really terrible, Much more of the time than T would like, we're doing
this specialization job. There's maybe a split second in which I feel
in touch with the set of feelings that I'm not normally responsible
for, and that I don’t particularly avow. And I don't even know if I
feel them. And I think, 'Shit I actually felt that'. For two or three
weels1don't feel anything about it again, and I have to say, ‘Well, at
Em,mnoamsﬂ don't feel anything, but I do remember.’ I mean at one
stage, mm<m.1\mw. said [sighs), 'Well, maybe we should have an
abortion,' and I suddenly burst into tears. Now it was very peculiar,
because I'd actually been the person who'd been saying, 'You really
should think about having an abortien,' you know, I was giving alt
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the excellent reasons, 'cause normally — and this might be the
Catholic thing — she has always said, 'No, an abortion is terrible.’
And for me, it's just a matter of convenience, If she wants one. If it
interferes with her studies, then we'll certainly wait two or three
years, So I felt quite knowledgeable about it all, and there was no
problem.

Wendy: Yes, this is Will, being the rational, reassuring side of the
relationship,

Will: Yes, that's right. So it's my job to make her think about it.
And then she actually thought about it, and she decided, maybe she
would, And I burst into tears, which was completely unexpected for
me, And [ felt terribly depressed. And for that split second - it
lasted about one and a half minutes — I knew that I actually did not
want her to have an abortion. I mean, one of the things she's actually
said to me is, 'I don't know whether you want to actually have this
child or not' and I've said, 'Of course I want to have this child.’ And
at one level that's certainly true. But I didn't actually feel it in the
same way. And I had to hold on to that feeling, because it went very
quickly. A breakdown of that division or specialization is quite rare,
and it's difficult to break out of that type of role - that division of
labour. 5o I had to hold on to those moments of knowledge.
Wendy: What you said about Beverley saying, ‘I don't know what
you feel about having this baby' - at one level you knew that this
was absurd: you'd said a hundred times, 'I'm into having this baby,’
but you'd repressed a lot of the feelings ~ [Will: Mmm] — for fear
that you might be disappointed. So actually, she's right. Because
apart from those moments, the feelings that you have about it aren't
coming over and that's the information that is so lacking.

Will describes the rational arguments that he put forward in a way which
exemplifies how they were devoid of his own desires. The experience of
the issué is summarized by his comment, 'I felt quite knowledgesble
about it all', The effect is summed up as 'there was no problem’. His
position in relatidn to Beverley shows what he was not taking on himself:
‘It's my job to make her think about it Will's account of what happened
next illustrates the usefulness of the idea of positions in discourses.

hwqmm<m_._m< resisted the 'gender-appropriate’ uoazos‘vwmgmn than remain-

ing the receptacle of all the non-rational feelings about abortion, Beverley
adopted the position that Will had been occupying: ‘She actually thought
about it and she decided, maybe she éozum.ﬁém:hm ability to repress his
feelings of wanting a baby were conditional on positioning Beverley so
that she would want it [despite rational considerations, which he, not she,
was representingl. When this unconscious strategem fuiled, the effect

was 'completely unexpected'. His defence against strong feelings that he

. sy
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wanted a baby — the mechanism of projection — had broken down, It did
not, however, break doewn for long. This demonstrates how the evan-
escence of feelings is the result of their repression by the defence mechan-

Defence mechanisms and social relations

The impartance of this extract is that it illustrates the link between psycho-
n:SmEEm on the one hand, which affect {in this case} a man's experience of
an issue and his understanding of his identity, and on the other the effects
on social relations and gender, m&mmnmsnm“ﬂa&.m Hmmﬂmmmﬂom was notjustan
intrapsychic matter, A theory of the®unconscious: is not just about
personal well-being and individual treatment. wmmﬁmmmuou is a dynamic
with social and political effects. However, the effects arer mot comprehen-
sible if we stay within the framework of psychoanalytic theory, The latter
has had a tendency to concentrate on processes and structures [the pro-
cesses of splitting, defence mechanisms, identification and the structures
of the unconscious, conscious and desire). Ignoring content, the con-
clusion ~ erroneous in my view — which psychoanalysis tends to draw is
that the content of desire is inserted in infancy {most likely to be theorized
as at the Oedipal stage}. The political implications are thus not dissimilar
from socialization theory: the continuous changes which characterize the
social domain and are not linked to generational change are left out of the
picture because there is no account of how these changes in content are
produced in subjects’ positions in multiple discourses; of what is sup-
pressed and expressed; and of the content of splits. Discourse analysis
provides a way of understanding the content of the mvE. what in this case
Wil calls 'being in charge of patriarchal reassurance’ because moamcoa%
else's needs or fears or anxieties are greater than mine’ &

Why did Will believe that he was the stronger ofthe gou{k have
illustrated how the availability of a position in discourse which is posi-
tively valued and which confers power must be accomparnied by a mech-
anism at the level of the psyche which provides the investment to take up
this position. I have also argued that the investment in these positions is
produced in the individual's history, Will's history is no exception:

Will: Women are developing strength, which is in a way what I
wanted, because when I was at school = I mean, women were noth-
ing and I hated it. Because I couldn’t think of them as equals. I felt
them as people with whom I could only have a false relationship. 1
felt really bad about that. And I used to read novels in which there
were strong women, with whom I could talk because actually the
waomen [ found around were not like that.

Will experienced and positivned women through sexist discourses. He
despised women for being weaker than him. The effect of the discourses
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was mysogny. Women were associated with weakness and consequently
negatively valued. The following extract shows how these feelings about
strength and weakness produce and are re-produced by Will's own con-
tradictory subjectivity. He isresponding to a anmﬂ_{ra has been saying
how she feels uneasy about being powerful with other Smﬁmm.

Will: Yeah but you feel that, Now you see I feel that in spades. If I
fight, I fight from the wrong side. So I am constantly feeling like an
elephant walking around with lots of eggshells, and I hate people for
being eggshells, And I hate myself for being an elephant, I really
fight feeling very kind to lots of people, When people were kind to
nmm in that way, I used to lap it up, and hate me for needing it. And
them.

e
'

2

A Will's discomfort is with his own wealness: needing other people. If he
can't accept this in himself, it is no wonder that he cannot accept it in
womerl. [n this respect he wanted women to be equally strong. Thereisa
contradiction between this and the effects of splitting which means that
he will position women as weaker because of his investment in being
strong, the effect of which is to project the unwelcome feelings of weak-
nmmLH.:m following extract illustrates this dynamic. Will is continuing the
account of their decision whether to have a baby:

Will: ‘We were having a conversation about something which at the
moment ['ve repressed. Oh yes, it was about the small matter of
pregnancy and having a child. I can't imagine how I forgot about
that. [Laughs] And I was in a sort of reassuring mood. And what she
said was she was very worried about it — it was at the end of quite n
long conversation — and she'd been saying how she felt and I'd been
doing my reassuring bit. It sounds so ludicrous but it wasn’t atall. I
said, ‘In my mind, I'm prepared for every eventuality.' Right, and
this was some way of saying, 'If you want an abortion, we'll have an
abortion, and if you don't want an abortion, we won't have an
abortion.” And she said quite sharply, and nastily, "You mean we
could have the child and then strangle it immediately afterwards!’
And [ burst into tears, because what her saying that meant was,
"You've been talking in a completely abstract way without any feel-
ing whatsoever.' And that got me out of my reassuring general thing,
I'd actually felt all that, yet I'd also felt quite distant. I felt I was the
reassuring one, y'know, I was feeling anxious for myself, yes, but
she was much more anxious and therefare I had (o say we were pre-
pared for every — blah blah. And that sharp remark — it just tore
away that sheath over my emotions. That sheath of being in charge
of patriarchal reassurance. The point is that if anything makes me
feel — and it's incredibly easy for me to feel — that somebody else's
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nekds or fears or anxieties are greater than mine I immediately shift
into this caring thing.

Sarah: Yeah but, can you stop there a minute? Because do you
really feel that theirs is greater than yours?

Wiil: 1 don't know whether it's true, I always tend to think that
other people's needs to talk or needs to work things out are greater
than my own. Because in a sense I have this fantasy of myself as
guite strong.

Several important relational dynamics are illustrated in this part of the
chapter.

(1} The abstract mode is perfectly exemplified by Will's statement
'In my mind I'm prepared for every eventuality.' One important effect of
this abstract mode of talking is that it purports to give people information,
but the information it denies the other person is what really matters, It
conceals value, importance, desire, the person's commitment to an issue
or position. Beverley reflects this problem when she points out that
despite the fact that Will says ‘I want to have this child' her feeling is ‘I
don't know whether you want to have this child or not'. The effect of the
abstract mode is that the information that comes over is not dependable:
it leaves unsaid what is most important. In contrast, when Will burst into
tears, Beverley told me that she got more information of the kind that she
needed in order to make the decision than from Will's rational state-
ments,

(2] The abstract mode is not simply 'rational’ {by implication,
desirable), It is invested. The effect of not providing the information that
counts is not an arbitrary by-product, Tt protects Will's vulnerability. Sup-
pression of feellrigs enables Will to occupy a powerful position of not
minding, disguising his strong wishes to have a baby and protecting him
from the vulnerability which would follow due to the fact that Beverley
might decide against it.

{3){i Repressed desires do not go away. The:defencefiEchafisms of
introjection and projection - the means through which they are expressed
[in displaced ways - aresinterpsychic, that is-they are relaticiial: This
i means that they are dependentditthepartieipatioh" 6 Eanothier, This other
represents needs which are opp6site; rather than just different. The
opposition is a product of the principle that positive and negative value is
imbricated in the meanings. What is projected onto another person rep-
resents the material which is unacceptable because of contradictions in
the one _,éro is doing the projecting. What Is repressed is not just material
whosé wmﬁnmmmmm_ status is isolated from subjectivity. Freud maintained
that repressiorvas always related to a desire and vice versa, so that there
is a principle of opposition. Repression of contradiction is thus a highly
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complementary mechanism to the principle of opposition which is funda-
mental to gender difference. Hence, Will suppresses his feelings because
of his vulnerability. They are more likely to be introjected by a womén
because discourses have already conferred an her a position of doing the

feelings.}

2

*m.n..v The successful completion of the splitting still requires that
Will can take up a position of rational reassurance [note that it is
gendered: ‘patriarchal reassurance’}. The extract illustrates how this is
made possible by the way he reads himself as stronger through sexist,
gender-differentiated discourses. As he himself acknowledges, his deflec-
tion from his own feelings is through reading the other person as having
greater needs, fears, anxieties than Emw@tmm discourse and the mechanism
of projection work hand-in-glove: he is uncomfortable with his own
needs. They don't go away. Rather he projects them. The moment he feels
stronger than the other person, he can't help but shift into 'this caring
thing'. His ‘fantasy of himself as quite strong’ is both the condition and
effect of this dynamicy condition because it invests him in that position
[already differentially available to him as a man because of sexist dis-
courses); effect because he can project his own wealnesses and thus his -
feelings of relative strength are reproduced. The continuity of Ew:_mw
reproduction of his position as stronger requires a historical perspective:}
it Is an investment which is inserted into his subjectivity, ©

{5) M Will's gendered subjectivity is articulated not in isolation but in
relation to a woman: he wants her to be equally strong, not least because
he can also get support and not take all the responsibility.” On the other
hand, he ends up positioning himself as stronger because of suppression
and projection of the negatively valued character of feelings of vulner-
ability. It is important to recognize such contradictions because they

challenge the smooth reproduction of gender n_:mmam:nm.l..

[ A complementary production of this contradiction is evident in
many wdmen in heterosexual relations who feel that they want a man to
be stronger than they are. Consistent with their history of positioning
they tao reproduce themselves as needing support. Their investment,
while not so clear cut as for meh, is in getting looked after and being
required to take litile responsibility.” Yet because connotations of weak-
ness and inferiority are carried along with their need for support, it con-
tradicts their feelings of effectiveness and their experience of being strong
enough to provide support.

Mﬁrm circle of reprodiiction of gender difference involves two peaple
whdse historical positioning, and the investments and powers this has
inserted into subjectivity, complement each other. When there remain
contradictions in each person's wants of the other, there is ground for an
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interruption of its reproduction. These contradictions are the nan_a.snﬁm of
social changes. 1t is through the kinds of social changes that I outlined at
the beginning of this chapter that alternative &mnoﬁmm.m — for example
feminist ones — can be produced and used by women in the m:.cmm_m. to
redefine our positions in gender-differentiated practices, thus nwmzmu.m.mm
sexist discourses still further.|Changes don't automatically mﬁmn_.nmwn
what went before - neither 10 Structure nor in the way that mnmn:nmm_
powers and meanings have been produced Emgmnmﬁ..... Consciousness-
‘changing is not accomplished by 'new &mnocnmmm nmw_mﬁ.:.m oE ones. ﬂ is
v accomplished as a result of the cortradictions in our ﬁm.mEoE:mm, desires
' and practices — and thus in our subjectivities — which H.mmwm: mmoﬁ.n_ the
" coexistence of the old and the new. Every relation and every practice to
‘some extent articulates such contradictions and therefore is’a site of

potential change as much asitisa site of ﬂmwanncn:@m

Notes

1 Heterosexual relations seemed the mast powerful site for the reproduction aof
gender difference, based as they are on the biologieal difference which over-
determines individuals' positionings, both historically and in present inter-
action. Couple or sexual relations add the extra dimension of .n_m.m:.m for the
Other' [see Introduction to section 3, pp. 215-16) which I .um__m<.u.. Em:mmm
salient the power relations, In lesbian and homosexual relations Eo_.::m_. mmm:“m
and power can produce gender-differentiated vcm:moﬂmnm.m. While in this
chapter, | have not space to discuss this, chapter B of my thesis _Eoziﬂ,_ E.mm_
takes such an example and shows how - even with the variable of biological
difference cantrolled |to use the terminology of psychological m.xvma_.ﬂ.munm_
gender difference is produced: difference of m_n_mm.:c:m 5. gender-differentiated

-, plscourses and thus powers and practices mmmnn_man with them.
{ ‘The same phenomenon occurs with colonized m_mnﬂr.m.m. For example, Gustav
c %l jahoda {1961) quotes Ghanaian blacks generalizing in mrnmnommﬁ%_@ Em_wsm_.
t Wabout 'blacks', calling them superstitious, lazy, ete., in other words reproduc-
S \.M ing the racist &mna:n.mmmm with which whites position them, Frantz Fanan [196E]
| addresses the same phenomenon in his analysis of black Emnzsr. H..Hm was one
4 of the first to emphasize the importance of conscicusness for palitical nr.mnmm
and to use psychoanalytic theary alongside a radica! political analysis of
colonialism, to theorize the contradictions in the identities of black pecple in

% colonized countries. )

{30\ Lewis Nkosi illustrates the same principle when talking about his experience
* of his Africanness in South Africa: ‘I know that in my case I first discovered my

G

Africanness the day I learned that I was not only black but uou-iﬁ_nm“ E
From thst day onwards I began Lo regard this prefix nont with mdmu_:ﬁm.wn_mrrqﬂ
Everywhere [ went in public places notices shouted at me ‘non-whites only
and every time I read the message It vividly brought to mind :ﬁ.nﬁam fact Eﬁ
in the eyes of the world my life represented something negative, something

'non'. In that small prefix put before the word white I saw the entire burden
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and consequence of Buropean colonialism: its assault on the African person-

=, 8lity; the very arrogance of this assumption’ {Nkosi, 1983, pp. 44-5).

mm I think this partly accounts for why the vast majority of transsexuals are man
~. {0 woman. i

\&mm he classic and oft-quoted demonstration of this nonm‘mn:nmom. is the exper-

4 iment by Broverman et al. (1970). Clinicians judged what “Was considered

=t 'mentally healthy’ for adults, for men and for women. Traits which rep-

; resented a normally healthy male and a normally healthy adult were highly

m correlated. Traits characterizing a normally healthy female were significantly

m different and, predictably, not highly valued.
\w,..mm.mwana magazine's emphasis on technique reflects this focus. The sexual

{ & pariner is supposedly necessary 'to take part in reciprocal stimulation that wilt
— provide the maximum intensity of voluptuous sensations at coming off’ [1971).

The indiyidualism of this discourse is characteristic of the epoch generally (see

_~Introduction to sechion 1],

-The contrast between Jim's and Colin's positions demonstrates that men's
positions and thus the meanings of sexual practices, are not determined even
for men of similar age and background,

UBy my use of ‘subject’ and ‘object’, I mean to emphasize the difference of
position which is expressed in the grammatical differentiation between subject
and ohject, In this use, subject is not equivalent to our generzl use of the term
{seeIntroduction, pp. 2-3). Subjects occupy both positions in discourses, in that
sense. Neither is object equivalent to the use made in some feminist theory, as
in 'sex-object’. Thereit tends to imply that the position affords noagency and no
power. As my analysis malkes clear, I do not hold with this implication.

9 While & fair amount of feminist work has been done concerning girls (McRob-
bie, 1978; Nave, 1982, Cowie and Lees, 1981} it is difficult to find work on boys
which challenges dominant assumptions. Hawever, see Willis [1978) and
Wood [1982) for descriptions of working-class boys' relations lo girls.

ﬁmcw_ﬂrmm is the first instance of several sexual metaphors used by men in these

** accounts: getting in deep, letting go (p. 244}, soft on (p. 246 and sucked in

{p. 250). All refer to the danger of strong positive feelings for a woman and the

metaphors all reflect 8 man's position in heterosexual sex, The unselfcanscious

use of these metaphors supports my argument that the significations of sex are
closely bound up with the contradictions involved in 'desire for the Other’,

Martin does not speal of himself direetly, but this is typical of his style and the

phencmenon of protection that I am illustrating. Generalizing is a way of

distancing oneself from the risk associated with what one is saying. As thereis
no commonly accessibie discourse which says what he is expressing here, I am
confident that Martin is speaking about his own experience.

., See note 10.

The feelings are likely to be similar whether the person in receipt of them is

same or "oppasite’ sex. So the choice [compulsion might be a more accurate

word} concerning the gender of the loved object is a very mu..m_n,imﬁ phenom-
enon to account for. Psychoanalytic theory does provide zn account which
answers these questions about desire, love and the irrational. However, in its
present form, it emphasizes desire as a process at the expense of the meanings
it occupies (and thus the social content). Lacan's theorization of the metaphoric

1

—
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% axis sees the chain of signifiers which desire has oceupied as contained within
the meaning of a word such as 'woman'. This historical chain runs from
mother {the first Other} to woman/Other, The positions occupied in discourses
in relation toa man — whether occupied by mother or woman - clarify how
this historical chein of signification is produced. See pp. 250-1 for an illus-
tration of this claim.

14 This s nat to claim that these feelings weren't the woman's as well. It is the

fear of them which indicates his own projeciion. Another person is a suitable
vehicle for a projection precisely when they are subject to the same feelings
themselves.

15 The account of {heterosexual] women's dasire for the Other represents a

further theoretical problem: how and to what extent does the girl transfer her
desire for the Other from mother, where it is originally located, to father and
thence to a man? In the Freudian account, for the girl unconscious meanings
{what Lacan would call the metaphoric axis) slip from wanting to 'be’ the penis
{that is on identification with the father and continuing desire for the mather)
to wanting to ‘have’ it and give the father a gift of a baby. I cannat enter into s
detailed critique here. However if we see psychoanalytic theary a3 itself being
subject to defence mechanisms operaling in its [predominantly male| authors
and reproducing sexist discourses, we can hypothesize that this formulation
may be a reversal, The valorization of the penis would be a compensation for
the pawer of the mother/waman to give birth and be reproduced through
men's Investment in this position in discourse, The process is similar to my
.. analysis of Jim's and Sam's accounts {pp. 245 and 249-50) who accomplished a

°, reversal through projection. |

16, For s more detailed consideration of women's contradictory investments and

" powers in sexist discourses See Hollway, (1083). -

i .{xl....l.;

17 In this context, Jim means That his coping “and strength were in response to

Jeanette getting upset. Jim equates 'doing the feeling’ with getting upset.
Clearly there are other feelings like anger which ere more associated with
men. However, the slippage in Jim's usage is 8 common one. The guestion of
who ‘gives suppart’ in heterosexual couple relationships s a good deal more
complicated then this and is traditionally divided jnto gender-appropriate
areas. For example it was clear from the earlier extract from Jim [p. 250) that
Jeanette provided a great deal of emotional suppart for him. Between Beverlay
end Will, another couple in my research [see pp. 257-B|, support was explicitly
\hmsum?mumm_.mnzmﬁm Beverley's was called ‘mothering’ and Will's ‘patri-

mnn_._m_ reassurence’.
B 1t is particularly clear in Beverley's case Lthat weekness is not a feature of

E\* ~who she ‘is’. By this 1 mean a dynamic and a positioning which she

unintentionally re-produces in new relationships and not her 'personality’,
as psychology might account for it. In & previous relationship she was not 50
positioned and her experience in this relationship is more recognizable a5 a
relationglvdynamie: 'I feel like when I'm around you I lose all resalve, 1 feel

no_ﬂu_mmmE immhrmmaa helpless. I don't know why it happens, why I let it

happen.’

19 T have not developed or illustrated this claim here, but see Hollway [1982),

chapter 7.

el Db
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20 This may not be the case in practice, but if the investment has been inserted

historically (a history of desire eventually linking back to the mother] it is not
simply conditional on a rational view of the outcomne. This is one reason why
my use of investment in no way slides into a learning-theory explanation.
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