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TER 6
CHA;/E DONE WITH

0 HALITY: SCHIZOANALYSIS AND THE
M OF QUEER-FEMINIST ALLIANCES

Jferthe publication of Anti—(?edipus, De:lel..lze and Guatta‘ri stated, “Schizoanalysis
ngle aim—10 ge: revolutionary, artlstnc., afad analytic machines working as
ogs, of one another (Deleu.ze 1995: 24). Finding a way for such machines to fit

) :r 2s components of a revolutionary process requires establishing transversal unity

een the parts, yet “unification must occur through analysis” (Deleuze 2004: 199).
bem;n out the nature of such unity and how to achieve it defines the approach taken

;:: in fegard to the volume’s themes. I am particularly interested in how schizoanalysis

nayenable a queer—feminist alliance without reducing the one to the other (nor deriving

ther from a larger “whole”), allowing them to retain their differences and disputes yet

«o carve new paths for both to produce ever-widening new coalitions that function as

forces of social transformation in multiple contexts.

Alliances between queer and feminist theories have tended to be uneasy and have
inown mostly ruptures. Three years after the publication of the inaugural special issue of
ifferences announcing the birth of queer theory, another special issue reflected critically
on the emerging tensions between feminism and queer theory. Despite their apparent
cmmonalities, the editors gathered that the two are “something of an unmatched pair”
(Weed 1997: vii) and characterized their encounter as strange and surprising rather than
mutually empowering. Instead of a fruitful alliance opening up new ways for political
‘hought and action, feminists were disappointed to find in queer theory a reductive
;i::;@ion f’f “a strange feminism, stripped of its contentious elements, its internal
iy OC;I:I);S its mulu;')licit){” (ix). Judith Butler’s openi’x,lg piecle criticized queer theory
’ Uundationaju'lug S'Cfi(ua%lty as its exclusive “;')roper object, 8 dubious move thatdser.ved as

‘ofa dev;il :Zi ;atlc-m. for queer theory’s methodolognc:id autonomy bylgrofua_l;iar;l
el ingpt g eminism u.ullzed by queer theory to dlfferentlate 1.tse1 ;a ;mls -

Bender (Butler 198; 1z¢ sexuality, and which was thus ascribed exclx.nswe yto he y

)- In the 1997 revised article, Butler contextualized her critique as

ireﬂex.

higy :‘:ofﬂgagement with/in feminism designed to create alternative ways of thinking,
%kin ian 0Ver.come [feminism's] complicity in heterosexist presuppositions and
ilnk P’Oduqi‘c,e]w“h lesbian and gay struggles” (2). However, proceeding atfemPtS to
trdSexualjty h °¥and r itically about the relations between gender, sexual difference,
ansgeflder Ve tended to occur more in feminism, as well as in lesbian thought and

tud; .
Udies, thap in queer theory (Rudy 2000; Richardson 2006; Jagose 2009;

_\'hor [l‘
has oné st

[ogt.’ lh

Ee|



jnism

¢ the argument Put forth by queer theorig,

echoe cory s d theory of sexuality, and who g Sw
eer lh‘(han ssexual” sense of queer.! Althey, :
er theorization of sexuality indcp‘fndcmly ofewcr
ucche category of sexuality has become queer thg,, !
,t s (hrough the conflation of the indetermi rys
. a move that has ctfcctive]y gc“efalizednlhe
S

heory’s “true” form of foundational difference\[hati
eer theory '

Jeterminacy:
herer easingly uncritical concepts, queer theory hy been
¢ of its in¢ v into an impediment to alliances with feminjgp,

Hose dominant function is to sexualize eyeyy, .

ything
_to make sexuality both the cause ang

end of

e, culture, the arts) .‘ has long forgotten that this functi,- -

(historY: languag first and last pnnclplf- Yy o,
jtics, &

theory and pOI «ircelf: that it had Origi“ated in tbe activist rfsponse o the o
pot revolutionary if - ;9805 and 1990s in the United States, in that queer activigy,
of the AIDS crisis In the thout making broad alliances with feminists, lesbians,

. cedcd wil 2 i j

that could not ha\:j SUC:n - ohers. Schizoanalysis was conceived as a project for such
f color, and SO MAL
peoplf ol

; 5. der to understand what allying ourselves with

P ances, as Deleuze said (1995: 22)- In or d sexuality play

ances, as Deleuze ffer a detailed account of the role sex and sexuality play in
whigoalys ental, |9 hizoanalysis may function as a new means toally
Anti-Ocdipus. My aim 15 (0 Sh?w [:::;es by effecting a radical desexualization of queer
lL;:e fr:min:‘s:l ;)n: ;ufgfcfs:h“j};gi:m d to liberate queer theory from its transc.cnc:mal
mz(:;ns. that is, from the concept of sexuali}tly itself. l:x s;l) d:ls:%;:}i:ﬁ::nn:ilzziza;; 2
solution to a problem posited by Foucault, who seems 10 :'av - .
greatest challznge to qieer theory: “[1]t is not enough to liberate sexuahthl 'W;SZI)SOTTU&
{0 liberate ourselves ... from the very notion of sexuality” (Foucault 2011: .rate .
schizoanalysis can be said to be desexualizing in a specific sense: it does not Opridiw‘
a reactionary call for anti-sexual ascesis, nor as a denial of sexual plea:v,ures. fions s
politics, and lifestyles, but rather as a refusal of sexuality inasmuch as 1t.funcﬂ3 e
privieged analytical category and an exclusive foundation of political resistanc®
real positive power of queer is the threat it poses fo sexuality, not as sexuality.

]

), Butlers € ore

nol u
inate” rather

v inherent i

fact
It has pecome an )

1. Schizoanalysis and the Use of Sexuality
, eleutt

arked that they have always been function&h:::a (? pall®®
of their work particul allS““’ or the question of use, attests to the P:;gis ¢ m{ng
whether schiz'oamlc : arly schizoanalysis, The pragmatic task before' es b w d
Parts of other mys:; ol make queer and feminist analytic m?Chm et ¥
independey . Chines without compromising their respectivé
OPerations. The question js then what sort of alliances,

otherwise, does sch:
¢ ¥sis make possible? At what cost? To what €%’

Deleuze ang Guattari rem
1995: 21-2), This function

fe
ueer
qQueer

12
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Have Done with Sexuality
il be det ermined firstly by specifying ends and secon,

Outlining the conditions of possibility for such ajj;
working method is to exper}ment with schizoanalys;
1o this end, whereby experimentation means a rey
the concepts of sex and sexuality, all the more in
rf_.]auonships between queer and feminist machines,

In Anti-Oedipus, there are no sex nor sexuality “in
and ready-made concepts or categories; rather, there
in relation to the productive unconscious, deemed e;
in the psychoana]yﬂc system, or legitimate (immane
the machinic terminology of schi%oanalysis. sex and sexuality refer to the unconscious
dynamism (the sy’nthfses of des'lre) of production from the standpoint of libidina]
economy. Sex, in the singular, exists only as an organ-machine, or 3 partial object that
is not exclusively a sexual organ.’® Schizoanalysis considers the division of sex into
male and female a false psychoanalytic reduction that privileges the genitals over other
organs. An organ functions as an interceptor that gives or receives a flow—sexuality, or
libidinal energy. But speaking of an organ/a sex is valid only analytically, for, Deleuze
and Guattari insist, organs are machinic arrangements of other partial objects and flows.
One’s sex never refers to a single sexual organ or the reproductive system exclusively;
organs are always organ-machines set in relation to one another, which together form a
heterogeneous chain of machines. Sex in the singular, then, is already a multiplicity of
interconnected organ-machines, a displaced image of the “ sexes,” while sexuality in the
singular is a displaced image of “trans-sexuality” Schizoanalysis effects a displacement
of one set of terms in favor of another: instead of sex and sexuality, it refers to n sexes
(which are not necessarily either male or female) and trans-sexuality (which is not
necessarily homosexual or heterosexual).*

That Deleuze and Guattari reemploy Deleuzes reading of Proust and its
conceptualization of sex and sexuality, so as to explain the formation of desiring-
machines, is a fact that went mostly unnoticed in the literature. However, the Proustian
theory of sexuality has three functions in Anti-Oedipus: (1) it explains the non-totalizing
unity of the machines, which enables Deleuze and Guattari, (2) to deduce the legitimate
and illegitimate uses of the connective synthesis, and thus (3) to present the ramifications
of the psychoanalytic illegitimate use of the syntheses as it is expressed in the social field.
[will account for the Proustian theory of sexuality in Proust and Signs before returning
'0 examine these three functions. upied

The problem of fitting machines together as working parts of one another preoce sfion
Deleuze in the second part added to Proust and Signs in 1972. In a roundtable discu o
o0 Proust, Deleuze succinctly described it as “the idea that things or people :)r gm:su "
ROt communicate” (2007: 39). What is characteristically of interest for De o incple
the question of the very possibility of communication—what could serve ::tm: e

A explains the formation of communication between 'noncom':ljlll:l_me Proustian
'Y is a means to uncover such a genetic principle. Indeed,

dly by defining 5 working methoqd
ances is the goal of this essay; m‘}
$ 5 a theoretical too|boy to be Lxse;i
aluation of the schizoanal

. Ytic use of
light of the tensions animating the

general,” as abstract self-contained
are only uses of sex and sexuality
ther illegitimate (or transcendent)
nt) in the schizoanalytic system. In
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