Anth 375 – Construction of Sexuality
September 8th, 2011
Lecture 1
INTRODUCTION
· Nature vs. Nurture
· Inborn vs. Constructed
· Those two comparisons are – Binaries or Dichotomies
· They are either or – you cannot have both – Paradox 
· Mutually exclusive
· In this class  they are not dichotomies 
· Think of them as either or & both
· In this class, ALWAYS USE BOTH TERMS – keep them in mind all the time 
· You cannot talk about sexuality with only talking about Nature or Nurture, you need both  - they both play a role the construction of sexuality 
· This class – Complicate / problematize / disarm 
· Think about / reflect / nuance 
· Common sense assumptions, received wisdom, and stereotypes
· Mutually constitutive (make form of something, forming, being made) & reinforcing (they support one another – nature & nurture – mutually accentuate each other)
INTERSECTIONAL APPROACH 
· When we are thinking of sexuality, we have to think about how sexuality influences or is influences by race, ethnicity, social class, age, sexual orientation, ability or disability, etc.  – It is not only about sex and gender

Themes of the course: POWER, KNOWLEDGE, and PERSONAL EXPERIENCES
· How do these thing influence sexuality
· How does it change
SEX – What is Sex
· Biological components – male and female
· Primary Characteristic genitals + sex organs + Gonads [testicles and ovaries]
· Secondary Characteristic  hormones (including puberty changes) and chromosomes 
GENDER – What is Gender
· We tend to see gender as the social expression of biological categories – masculine and feminine 
· Behaviors, experiences, etc., 
SEXUALITY
· Heterosexual, homosexual, bisexuality (neglected in our society)
· In our culture you are considered either or 
 All three categories (SEX, GENDER, SEXUALITY) are DICHOTOMIES 
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KEY WORDS – FOUCAULT
· SYSTEMS OF POWER AND KNOWLEDGE 
· REPRESSIVE POWER 
· This kind of power is characteristic of pre-modern times, when it was centralised and exercised from above. In pre-modern times, the power of the sovereign or king came from its ability to punish. So if a crime was committed that went against the rules of the kingdom, the king would injure or execute the criminal. When we talk about criminals being “drawn and quartered,” we are referring to the workings of sovereign power. In sum, sovereign power is repressive power – power that says “no,” that prohibits, that interdicts. Repressive power is negative power insofar as it “negates” or makes impossible a certain range of behaviours or practices.
· DISCIPLINARY POWER 
· Characteristic of modern times when power is decentralised and exercised from below. In other words, rather than being a force exercised straightforwardly from on high, this kind of power runs through the entire social body – it is a network, a matrix, and a set of relations – one that operates as much through institutions as it does through individuals and that changes constantly depending on social context. 
· MICROPHYSICS OF POWER – it is power that functions in different ways depending on where it is being played out and who is involved. Unlike repressive power, disciplinary power is not a possession. No one owns it. It is everywhere, all the time, and made manifest through a range of diverse tactics and strategies.
· KNOWLEDGE FORMATIONS 
· EPISTEMOLOGY
· Def.: The branch of philosophy that is directed toward theories of the sources, nature, and limits of knowledge – Study of the origin, nature, and limits of human knowledge.
· It has incited a veritable explosion of sex-related disclosures and, in doing so, has rendered such disclosures susceptible to observation, management and regulation.
· ENLIGHTENMENT THINKING 
· HUMAN RATIONALITY 
· INDUSTRIALISATION 
· URBANISATION 
· POPULATION DENSITY CRISIS 
· CLASSIFICATION, NORMALISATION AND REGULATION OF HUMAN SEXUALITY
· REGIMES OF SCIENTIFIC RATIONALITY 
· SPECIFICATION OF INDIVIDUALS 
· Specialization: According to Foucault, the modern period gave rise to a number of new species categories
· The categories of the criminal, the homosexual and the hermaphrodite emerged in and through this period and transformed the way acts and practices were seen to relate to identities.
· DISTINCTION BETWEEN THE NORMAL AND THE PATHOLOGICAL 
· Normal vs. the abnormal, the unhealthy, deviant
· DIVIDING PRACTICES 
· Institutional practices that aimed to quite literally divide “normal” subjects from “pathological” subjects and that relied on scientific knowledge to justify doing so. 
· Prisons, hospitals and asylums are prime examples of these dividing practices, for they represent an institutionalized separation
· Dividing practices are characterized by institutional processes that construct the “normal” as distinct from and at odds with the “pathological” while relying on the scientific method to justify doing so
· According to Foucault, these practices emphasize the need for the pathological to be brought into line with the normal through a range of strategies that include observation, management and correction.
· NORMALISATION
· Subtly and sometimes invisibly bringing the human being in line with a norm 
· REGULATION 
· For Foucault, modern institutions like prisons, hospitals, asylums and schools crystallize the workings as REGULATORY SYSTEM – places and spaces where social engineering and scientific enquiry are made one 
· These institutions allow for the controlled surveillance of large populations of individuals and are necessary in order to create vast amounts of information about how these individuals behave and how their behaviour can be regulated so as to meet the needs of modern, rational societies. 
· EXPERT KNOWLEDGE 
· WILL TO KNOWLEDGE 
· As Western societies industrialized and urbanized in the mid 1800s, reproduction and population-related concerns intensified which led to a period in which great interest – Will to Knowledge – around questions of sex and sexuality was at its most intense
· Suddenly things like homosexuality, infidelity, masturbation and non-reproductive sex became targets of massive scientific investigation and those who practiced them had to be examined, interpreted and written about – An outgrowth of rationalist thought
· “Will to knowledge” was characterized by a scientific obsession with collecting, recording and categorizing a vast spectrum of “facts” pertaining to the body and its sexuality.
· REPRESSIVE HYPOTHESIS 
· Foucault rejected the myth that sex became increasingly repressed in the Victorian age. Sex was not relegated to the margins of modern society; it was, instead, constantly incited to express itself through a range of scientific discourses. 
· This need for expression can be found in a proliferation of sex-related narratives in the 18th and 19th centuries
· Produced vast catalogues of knowledge 
· Great incursion into the depths of the sexed body was motivated by what Foucault views as a distinctly modern fixation on uncovering the “truth” of the subject — as though sex were the master key to the elusive inner-workings of the human self.
· SIGMUND FREUD 
· DISCOURSE 
· Foucault understands a set of rules or cluster of ideas that seeks to define or explain a particular phenomenon in a particular way to the exclusion of other definitions or explanations. Similarly, by dominant discourse, Foucault understands a specific kind of discourse that is seen to represent the “truth” of the phenomenon in question and is – more often than not – rooted in medicine or science.
· SEX AS MASTER KEY TO THE HUMAN BEING


LECTURE 2 
· Michel Foucault
· Activist, died of aids, critical studies of social institutions, and history of Human Sexuality 
· One of the most influential figures in the study of sex and sexuality in the western world 

	System
	Power
	Knowledge

	· SQ: Institution, structures, classifying device, interconnected parts, organizing principles
· DEFINITION
· (After lecture 2 on moodle)
	· SQ: Influence, money, status, authority, responsibility, control, 
· DEFINITION
· (After lecture 2 on moodle)
· Foucault challenges the influence, authority, and control of POWER
	· SQ: Information, education, powerful, wisdom, awareness, experiences
· DEFINITION
· (After lecture 2 on moodle)
· Foucault: Power is knowledge; 



· Power & Knowledge  identity
· No analysis of human being creation of identity can be divorce from knowledge formations
· The human being became increasingly influence by knowledge formations that followed from the Enlightenment thinking 
· System of Knowledge  Knowledge Formations
· Enlightenment Thinking  Emergence of Academic disciplines such as demography, psychology, sexology, etc. 
· We need those sort of tools to help us to make sense of ourselves, our lives 
· Ex: bake up with him, he is a psycho 
· I better stop smoking, before I get lung cancer
· These way of thinking, Knowledge formation, are historical way of understanding ourselves and our daily life:
· They are not natural they are historical
· Knowledge formations/systems are embedded in time and space, in western thinking after the enlightenment 
MODERNITY – late 17th to early 20th 
· Arise with Enlightenment Thinking
· RATIONALITY
· Logic, the uses of reason, 
· The most efficient means to a giving end 
· Scientific enquiry & Scientific Methods
· Industrial Capitalism
· New Kind of Work: Earn Labour
· Urbanization – people moving from the rural areas to the urban centers
· Rise of the cities – Industrial Capitalism need workers
· From agricultural settings to factory settings
· Population density problems – lots of people in a small place 
· Huge problems with accommodations, housing, sewer,
· Shift in EPISTEMOLOGY – from religiously based to scientifically based
· Epistemology: knowledge + knowledge production 
· Society was changing, there was some sort of chaos settling around
· Emergence of Academic disciplines such as demography, psychology, sexology, etc. – as an answer – to try to figure out what to do, how to do it, and why is it this way
CLASSIFICATION
· Trying to find a box for everything – categorizing 
· To sort out, order
· Which according to Foucault can be used as tool to NORMALIZING human being
· Taxonomies, typologies, 
· When you creates categories: you creates boundaries, the normal vs. the abnormal, with will in return created a system of hierarchy – categories schemes are not descriptive they are prescriptive (rigid, inflexible) 
NORMALIZATION
· Bringing a phenomenon into the norms 
· Subtly and sometimes invisibly bringing the human being in line with a norm 
REGULATION 
·  Keeping a phenomenon in line with the norm 
REGIMES OF SCIENTIFIC RATIONALITY
· When Foucault uses languages such as this, he is expressing his view that scientific rationality as a powerful force which is used to regulate people
· Before the 18th and 19th century, Same sex behaviors tended to view as a series of act and practices and not as a an identity 
· Human sexuality was not categorized as they are today
· Acts and Practices vs. Identity 
· Word like homosexual did not exist; homosexual practices existed but it was not applied to the identity of a person
· This is the shift that Foucault is interested in – how did we switch from acts and practices to “new species” – new identity 
· This concept of identity is imposed on you socially – it is not from within yourself 
· Specification  the invention of new species 
· More and more people were trying to define human in categories such as the sane the insane, the NORMAL vs. the PATHOLOGICAL
DIVIDING PRACTICES 
· Institutional practices that aimed to quite literally divide “normal” subjects from “pathological” subjects and that relied on scientific knowledge to justify doing so. 
· Prisons, hospitals and asylums are prime examples of these dividing practices, for they represent an institutionalized separation/segregation of those deemed normal and abnormal
· According to Foucault, these practices emphasize the need for the pathological to be brought into line with the normal through a range of strategies that include observation, examine, management and correction – regulate them.
· Social laboratories – analyze, categorize them
· Power and Knowledge are working together 
· Created knowledge through the use of POWER (institutions) 
MEDICALIZATION 
· Medical examinations and evaluations – increasingly even the ‘normal’ were studies
· EXPERT & SCIENTIFIC EXPERT 
· Such as doctors, psychologists, psychiatrist, lawyers, teachers, 
· The human bodies, normal, abnormal it did not matter,  were scrutinized, observed, studies, 
· Obsession for perfecting everything including OPTIMIZING the human body
· Efficiency, rationality, productivity 
FOUCAULT’s PURPOSE
· Sexuality became the target of massive investigations
· Homosexual practices, non-reproductive sexual practices, masturbatory behaviors etc.
· The people who engaged in practices such as homosexuality became a new species = became Homosexuals
· This explosion of sex related discourse led him to reject THE REPRESSIVE HYPOTHESE 
· It was repressed; it was compelled to be express all over the place; tell over and over in details 
· Victorian England 
· Freud believed that as society become more civilized, sex became more repressed. According to Freud, everything that it repressed has to come out somewhere else – like an hydraulic system 
· Sex was put to the margin; respectable people did not talk about it
· Foucault disagreed – he saw evidence that sex was all over knowledge formations, studies – where countless scientists spent their life studying sex – intense number never seen before of documents and experiences about sex
· Foucault rejected the idea that sex was repressed because it people were talking about it; different people (experts) in a different ways (studies, experiences)
DISCOURSE (SUPPER DUPPER IMPORTANT)
· By discourse, Foucault means a set of rules or cluster of ideas that seeks to define or explain a particular phenomenon in a particular way to the exclusion of other definitions or explanations. 
· DOMINANT DISCOURSE – Foucault understands a specific kind of discourse that is seen to represent the “truth” of the phenomenon in question.
· Often rooted in medicine or science.
· Dominant discourse were dealt with a great deal of authority 
· Seem as “truth,” something as absolute, inflexible, complete, whole
· Ex: such as the dichotomies in sexuality and gender
· Discourse does not emerge from a vacuum; it always emerges from other knowledge and ideologies
· They are produce by particular people, in particular times, with particular ideas, etc. 
· The modern obsession of sex is link with the obsession of truth 
· SEX AS MASTER KEY TO THE HUMAN BEING
· If you could understand sex you could understand and master the way human being works
MODERN CONFESTIONAL
· Could be call scientific confessional 
· Confession served as the most valuable version of truth
· It takes the techniques characteristic to the Christian Confessional and reconstitutes them in scientific terms
· Ex: confessional with priest vs. psychologist
· Talk about you problem, give you solution or take decision, etc.  
· Requires telling everything to experts 
· These confessional practices are an emblematic of a new from of POWER
· No through coercion or authority but just in the way that every body all the time is encourage to talk
· Does not restrain anyone = it encourages talking, speaking
· Everything has to be told 

The Incitement Discourse – wk 2 readings
· Him describing all the way in which the regime of scientific knowledge incites us to talk about sex
· Put sex into discourse by stimulating/encouraging to talk about it in a scientific manner
· In some respect, this book is a retaliation to Freud’s ideas 
· For Foucault, the important point it was not that people could not talk about sex, it is that different people where talking about it differently 
· The way to discuss sex was regulated and it was only being discuss in term of discourse and not in casual conversations 
· Talk of sex was regulated – it is channeled in particular ways 
· Medicine and science were talking about sex a lot!
· Society cannot control what it does not know
· You can control something that you don’t understand
· This will to knowledge about sex was in order to control and have power over it 
· Why the need to control sex
· To deal with the problems of population 
· You have to control the sexual practices of the citizenry in order to control population
· THOMAS MALTHUS
· Thomas Malthus argued that because of the natural human urge to reproduce human population increases geometrically (1, 2, 4, 16, 32, 64, 128, 256, etc.). However, food supply, at most, can only increase arithmetically (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, etc.). Therefore, since food is an essential component to human life, population growth in any area or on the planet, if unchecked, would lead to starvation. 
· Also, because it was seen as the key to understanding human nature
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LECTURE 3
 In order to make human sexuality economically efficient & useful and to be able to regulate it, expert needed to understand it and because of this scientific explanation (normal vs. pathological) the institutions could normalize the one that need to be ‘Normal’
· Distinction between normal and pathological 
· Key ways to show how power/knowledge institutions work 
· Key ways to show how societies used their power over people 
· Will lead logically to a set of norms
· People who following the social norms are considered good, normal, adequate; those who does not are abnormal
· Key way of exercising power over populations 
· Serves as “scientific justification” for normalizing and regulating the undesirable 
· HOW P/K REGIMES FUNCTIONED & EMPHASIZES …
· (1) SPECIFICATION OF INDIVIDUALS 
· Speci (Species) -Fication
· Before a characteristic (ex: homosexual) of an individual was seen as a behavior (a isolated sin)
· It was external to the person – it could be repent (sin)	
· But after the enlightenment it became the identity of a person – A homosexual person – internal to the person
· Something that an individual did vs. something that an individual is
· Major focus of modernity
· Rethinking human identity in order to see it as something we can defined as normal or abnormal – categorize – physiognomy/profiling 
· Criminals – Homosexuals – Women & Children 
· Ex: measurement of bodies to see if people were deviant or not – physiognomy/ profiling  
· What one was – who you were – as an individual 
· Therefore, it is only appropriate that discourse – that kind of categorization– will be accepted as full of insight, full of knowledge, because it shed light on yourself, your identity 
· (2) TECHNOLOGY OF HEALTH + PATHOLOGY
· Management of life 
· Not to the management of death – death sentence as it did before modernity
· Power was exercise by optimizing the human body
· Optimization of body’s parts + processors
· Making the body the most efficient possible; the best it can be and function
· Normalization of deficiency + inefficiency 
· Technology of health – the knowledge of making it efficient 
·  (3) CONFIGURATION + MANIPULATION OF SPACE 
· Manipulation – another synonyms for configuration, management, structure  
· Power function through manipulation and configuration of space
· A way of using or organizing public institutions (which are brand new in historical term)
· DIVIDING PRACTICES 
· Institutional practices that aimed to quite literally divide “normal” subjects from “pathological” subjects and that relied on scientific knowledge to justify doing so. 
· Prisons, hospitals and asylums are prime examples of these dividing practices, for they represent an institutionalized separation/segregation of those deemed normal and abnormal
· It is this focus on dividing practices that brought about the configuration of public institutions – normal vs. abnormal
· It is because of the separation btw normal and abnormal that hospital look the way they do today – the uses, constructions, configured, etc.
· These social space - Public institutions: 
· Scientific enquiries and social engineering come together – they are naturally reinforcing and support one another & influence one another 
· They are human laboratories 
· Modern confessional – public institutions provide the experts of the day with prolific data on ‘abnormals’
· With those 3 KEY POINTS you can see how POWER AND KNOWLEDGE come to play together in regulating societies
· MODERN CONFESSIAL – the way in which confessional was a tool for science
· How did science made the practice of confession useful to it
· P.65
1. Through a clinical codification of the inducement to speak 
· Forcing people to talk about sex for scientific knowledge 
· Talking about yourself became medically necessary and scientifically useful
· Organization of that knowledge 
· Frame in a specific way so that it would be acceptable for scientific 
2. Through the postulate of a general and diffuse causality 
· Freud – everything can be trace back to human sexuality – causality
· Everything you do is related to sex
· If sex is so important – the causality of everything – we need to understand it in order to control it 
· Sex was the root cause – we needed confessional in order to acquire the necessary information on sexual behavior  
· New medical practices we emerging – explosive time in scientific knowledge at the time
· Psychoanalysis – new sciences that could fixe you
3. Through the principle of a latency (unconsciousness) of intrinsic to sexuality
· Latent – the delay, the phase, in which something is still dormant but just about to manifest – still hidden or conceal
· Latency intrinsic sexuality
· The idea is that if you set up sex has hidden, it means that it need to be found. To find it you need experts 
· Difficult to observe – people have to tell you what happen you can see it
· Always there but not seen
· Fundamentally set up as hidden so has to be found 
· Need to be drawn out – Confessional purposes  
· Freud – the latency phase –
· Sex is hidden not only from experts but also from ourselves
· From the unconscious part of ourselves – we don’t have access to them – We need an expert to teach us about them
4. Through the method of interpretation 
· Related to point 3 
· Because it is hidden, it requires an expert to interpret it 
· You need people who interpret – sex was not simple it was mysterious, complicated, etc. it needed to be interpreted  
5. Through the medicalization of the effects confession 
· Key ways in way scientific reconstruction of the modern confessional 
· Medical pursue – could make it more efficient, more useful
· It could be therapeutic – could make you feel better – the talking cure
· Talking about sex could help – could be control 
· ‘If you talk about it, it will make you feel better’ 
FOUCAULT’s IDEA OF POWER
· Repressive Power
· This kind of power is characteristic of pre-modern times, when it was centralized and exercised from above. In pre-modern times, the power of the sovereign or king came from its ability to punish. So if a crime was committed that went against the rules of the kingdom, the king would injure or execute the criminal. When we talk about criminals being “drawn and quartered,” we are referring to the workings of sovereign power. In sum, sovereign power is repressive power – power that says “no,” that prohibits, that interdicts. Repressive power is negative power insofar as it “negates” or makes impossible a certain range of behaviours or practices.
· Pre-modern; Centralized (king/sovereign); negative; punish; prohibits; possession
· Power that says no
· Post-Enlightenment – this sort of power became less dominant; gave place to Disciplinary power
· Disciplinary Power
· Characteristic of modern times when power is decentralized and exercised from below. In other words, rather than being a force exercised straightforwardly from on high, this kind of power runs through the entire social body – it is a network, a matrix, and a set of relations – one that operates as much through institutions as it does through individuals and that changes constantly depending on social context. 
· Modern; decentralized; run through the entire social body; exercises from multiplicity of points (multi-directional); networks – social institutions are a key components but power is everywhere; in every relationship – father to son; teacher and students; etc. – not a possession 
· Power is a set of relations that operates through individuals and institutions
· Power is radically contextual – it depends on context – can change hand; can be reverse
· ‘Microphysics’ of power – Capillary Power
· Depending on the nature of the relation; the context; the place etc.
· Disciplinary power is a sort of surveillance 
· FYI: Foucault is interested in every kind of power that is not repressive – ‘soft’ power 
· FOUCAULT DEFINITION OF POWER: p. 94
· Where there is power there is resistance p.95
· You can never be outside of power but you can resist
· Resistance can never be outside power as well
· Ex: group conformity and prison 
· Power and pleasure do not cancel each other out
· This is one of the reason why modern power is effective as it is, it is because it can accommodate power and pleasure together 
· Optimization 
· Optimizing the capacities of the body to make it more efficient and productive 
· Pre-modern time = Power was focus on injuries and death
· Post-modern time = optimization
· We are concern with not being in control of our health 
· Not taking care of your body (optimization) – working of disciplinary power 
· Ex: obesity and smoking = bad bad bad – shame 
· P. 105
· Women’s bodies
· Pedagogization children’s sex
· Procreative behavior (appropriate behavior came under study as much as ‘unappropriate’)
· Psychiatrization of perverse behavior;
· Perversion: any sexual act or behavior that did not led directly to reproduction 
· Rehabilitation
· Not about punishing people – it is about ‘putting them back in place’
· Manage that individual and recalibrate this person
· With the ultimate end of obedience and efficiency 
· Bodies of Disciplinary Power 
· Docile bodies 
· Bodies found in social institution 
· Docile – submissive, passive
· Docile Bodies are thoroughly invested by power or saturated by power
· PUNITIVE RATIONALITY vs. repressive punishment  
· There is a goal, there is a reasoned rational way to justified the punishment 
· Formulated through national principle
· Form of punishment that correspond with modern values 
· Repressive power does not fit with the liberal democratic values 
· It is more oriented toward modern societies 
· SURVEILLANCE
· Panopticism / Panopticon 
· Jeremy Bentham, utilitarianism
· Oval prison, eye gazing on prisoner; prisoners self-surveyed themselves 
· Most human will behave properly just in case – the prisoner become there own guard
· It is the citizen that becomes it own disciplinary power because of the ever-present gaze of people around us 
· The subject becomes is own jailer 
· Modern ex: security camera
· REGULATION 
· For Foucault, modern institutions like prisons, hospitals, asylums and schools crystallize the workings as REGULATORY SYSTEM – places and spaces where social engineering and scientific enquiry are made one 
· These institutions allow for the controlled surveillance of large populations of individuals and are necessary in order to create vast amounts of information about how these individuals behave and how their behaviour can be regulated so as to meet the needs of modern, rational societies. 
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LECTURE 4
DUELING DUALISM by Anne Fausto-Sterling
· Dualism
· Binaries, Dichotomies, Oppositions, Dimorphisms
· Our way of understanding the world around us 
· The following 3 categories all are considering in their of dualism
· Sex
· Male + Female
· Primary + secondary sex characteristics
· Gender
· Masculine + Feminine
· Society, culture, history 
· Debate how much of gender is defined by sex?
· In this class sex and gender come into being by a dynamic of both nurture and nature – social and biological both creates sex and gender 
· Sexuality
· Homosexual + Heterosexual – Bisexual (neglected term)
· Nature vs./and Nurture 
· “Vs.” implies - Mutually exclusive
· “and” – mutually constitutive 
· Alternative to dualism – model of the Mobius strip
· Anne Fausto-Sterling rejects dualism 
· What does she says about the Mobius strip? P. 18
· The inside and outside of the Mobius are continuous – culture is the outside and biology the inside 
SURVEILLANCE 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Sex, gender, and sexuality are site of social surveillance and inter-normalization 
· Ex: Maria Pantino & Caster Semenya
· Androgen insensitivity syndrome
· Why is sex testing required?
· Body doesn’t interpret itself
· The body has to be interpreted by individuals because body has no meaning outside society/ culture 
· It is society, it is us that make meaning to the body
· Body must be made to mean and this involves interpretation
· We are interpreting – interpretations are not facts/ truth 
· Sex changes across TIME and SPACE
· The body does not have one and only meaning – based on interpretations – interpretations are based on assumptions, assumptions are from a particular time, in a particular place, from a particular person.
· Consider: 
· 16th century anatomy – Vesalius 
· One sex vs. two sex system
· In a one sex system – the system that dominated the system all the way to renaissance – had one body that come in two different variations
· The perfect variation: male
· The imperfect variation: female 
· Ex: diagram of ‘female organ’ 
· Society influences us to SEE – to PERCEIVE something a particular way 
· Vesalius saw what he saw because of the one sex system
· Social and cultural norms and values fundamentally influence our perceptual practices 
· Our way of seeing the body has to do with the way we understand it 

INCONSISTENCIES – system of 2 sexes
· Appropriate expression nowadays: variant genitals
· Intersexuality come in a large number of very different forms
· Very high number – more then people think – 1/1100 births
· Within that categories that are many differences but they are all labeled into intersexes or sexual ‘abnormality’ – all put in the same basket 
· Why do we need to do sex test?
· Why do we need office to text the femininity someone
· Sex is not as static, stable, rigid, passive as we believe it to be 
· All the different forms of variant genitals cannot be understood as dueling dualism 
· MAN vs. WOMEN’s body
· Are their physical differences between a man and a woman?
· Sure – but not only physical
· Body is socially situated into axis of human identity – body is not just about sex and gender – includes age, occupation, health, etc. 
· WOMEN ATHLETES NOWADAYS
· Many feels like they need to be “extra-feminine” when they are not playing their sport 
· Compensating for doing sport 
· Sex test implies that in order to qualify as a women it is not enough to have a ‘female sex;’ 
· In our culture we are expected to embodies some of the stereotypical traits of our gender
· We need to be educated as a man or as a woman; it is not enough to be born as man or woman – we need to perform as a man or woman  
Aristotle to Freud
· Biology is destiny – determined by biology – biological determinism 
· We can also speak of cultural determinism
· The idea that you can reduce it to biology – reductionism 
· Sex testing is proving biological determinism wrong – it is precisely because biology is not destiny that gender has to be so closely monitored to uphold the two-sex system 
· The biological explanation is not a complete one; it does not stop at biology – avoid reductive thinking
· We want issue the idea that reductionism is wrong

Sexuality a Social Construct
· Author believes that society is the major factor in naming Sex for a body
· Limit cases point out the limits of sciences – what sex is 
· Not as nearly strait forward – ambiguous
· Raise/ point outs show us the limits of our own knowledge  
· 1/1100 birth is not considered to have variant genitals
· Variant genitalia cannot be understand as a exception – too big of a number 

 BODY’S SEX ≠ PASSIVE – UNCHANGING – SELF-EVIDENT
· Our bodies quite literally absorb, incorporate, and embody the norms and values that surrounds them
· It changes across time and space – according to the interpretations – must be interpret
· The body is FUNDAMENTALLY SOCIAL – it has biological underpinnings but culture and society are what constitute the body
SCIENCE
· View from Nowhere 
· Objective, neutral, - values free
· not situated in time and place, or beliefs  – transcendent 
· “God’s eye trick” – sciences seem to see itself beyond everything and everyone 
· Fausto-Sterling, along with philosopher Haraway, argues that sciences came from somewhere 
· Science is always constructed according to the particular time, particular place and …
· Different settings created different conclusions
· Different views of things bring different interpretation – ex: pregnant women and scientific expert will have different views on birth
· KNOWLEDGE and KNOWLEDGE PRODUCTION are ALWAYS SOCIALLY SITUATED 
· Knowledge always come from somewhere 
· In some respect, bias is inevitable – need to incorporate all the angles
· When one questions is asked, then others questions are not being ask
· Ex: male fertility – genetic cause – what questions are not we asking – what if – does not mean that the genetic cause are wrong it only means that we are not considering the other causes 
· When you choice to based your research on something in particular; you make choice on what to focus and what not to focuses on – reductive 
· Sexuality is understood in term of dichotomies – in our present days, systems of beliefs which is itself coming from somewhere – even the term bisexuality reinforces the dichotomy system
· Should not see it this way – reductionism 
· Kinsey – continuum instead of dichotomy 
· Fausto-Sterling says it would be great if it actually work in reality – are you more a 3? Are you straight or gay?
· The body, gender and sexuality, have not been situated in place
· In modern society, big amount of information about every object’s history – history of printing press, history of boat, etc. – the body was never historicized 
HISTORICIZING the body
· Why, who, when, where 
· It means that we are explaining its historical conditions (social and cultural contexts) and how this context may have shape the phenomenon (its understanding)
· Increasingly accepted among sociologists 
· If we need to historicize the body we need to historicize what comes with it – Including related concepts as well such as sexuality, sexual orientation, etc. 
· The conception of the body and the related concept are dynamic, situated in time and place, and socially construced
· EVERCHANGING 
· INVERSION: very typical 19th century – pre-cursor to notion of homosexuality
· Enter our vocabulary in the late 19th century - Homosexual and heterosexual – emergence of new term
· 20th -21st: LBST/Queer – intersex – transgender – transsexual 
· Sexuality is not unchanging – it is constantly changing 
· The meaning that is assigned to the categories is changing
· The way things are labeled will have a deep influence on how they are experience
· Simon Levene 
· The gay genes 
· Set the gay genes are the abnormal – so it would be studying the abnormal
· Can be cured, can be study, can be prove, people that claim to be gay but don’t have the gene – what happens?
· Eradication, social engineering 
· Goes against the idea that sexual is ever-changing – both heterosexuality, homosexuality, bisexuality cannot be remove from society 
· Suggest that sexuality is unchanging, and that it exist outside of culture 
· Most sociologist would argues that sexuality – homosexuality, homosexuality, bisexuality, asexuality – is deeply embedded in cultural/social context and cannot be removed from it 
· Historicizing sexuality
· Try to play that cultural/societal environment and biological package both plays and important role in sexuality – nothing to do with only one of them 
· The dichotomy system is a false dichotomy 
HETERONORMATIVITY 
· Normativity: the accepted standard – ‘normal’ 
· Norms are inextricable from sexuality and gender
· Hetero – comes from the Greek word έτερος [éteros], meaning "other party" or "another", from "one at one
· Hetero-normativity: the accepted behavior is heterosexuality  
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LECTURE 5
ONGOING THEMES
· Body doesn’t interpret itself – to know it, we must attribute meaning to it 
· Binary 2 sex-system vitally bound in how we attribute meaning to the body
· No such things as a view from nowhere – knowledge is always situated in time and place
· Social and cultural norms and values embedded in perpetual process 

THE EGG AND THE SPERM by … MARTIN
· Stereotypes built into the so-called ‘neutral’ language of biology
· Shinning a bright light to the bias of science
· Science is not above and beyond – from nowhere – it is fundamentally dominate the way people see what they are studying 
· These stereotypes break down along gendered lines
· Women  passive + receptive
· Men  active + productive + penetrative
· Menstruation
· Waste, failure, deterioration, shedding, decay, debris,  EXCESS, PASSIVITY
· The notions of debris or waste appear often in texts	
· Using such terms suggest on some level that the woman’s body is somehow imperfect and inefficient
· Excess – waste of the limited among of eggs – sit on a shelf to die 
· Passive – something that just happens to woman, something that falls out of them
· We need to look how the same kind of process is describe for the men body – show the real DIFFERENCES in gender ‘neutral’ scientific descriptions of sex/gender issues
· Spermatogenesis 
· Productive, penetrative, movement – dynamism, aggressive, hunt/hunter, goal-oriented
· Abundant, active, competitive, valuable, strong, - acceleration, velocity – 
· Number of sperm – nothing to do with excess, decay, or wasteful 
· Spermatogenesis – seem to be describe with enthusiasm 
· 
· Ovulation
· Presented as it must be activated by the spermatozoid, sitting around, 
· Sperm are produce and eggs are their at birth where they sit on the self – men are active, woman are passive – men produce, women waste
· Ovaries are old, scared batter organs 
· Obvious prove that the language use is nothing but stereotypical 
VALUES IN PLAY
· Most of the world major religion tend to present the female body as dark, creepy places – coted as dirty 
· The feminine hygiene industry – Immediately brings the idea that it need to be clean 
· Can take an out of control process and fix it
· Ex. Tampons commercials that have to be liberated from this dirtiness
WOMAN AND MAN’S BODY
· The same kind of language should be use to define both bodies
· Describe man’s body as passive and woman’s body as active 
· Martin is puzzled by the idea that women are wasteful
· Female reproductive system waste a lot less than male reproductive system 
· Ideology of gender roles are in ply with how to describe male and female reproductive system 
· Female body’s part are seen as dependent – and male body’s part are seen as independent 
· Egg is receptive and sperm as active 
· Recent proofs debunk that sperm is weak and then not the forceful active penetrator of the egg – it is the egg that actually ‘catch’ the sperm and keep it from escaping 
· Social stereotypes is truly embedded in how we see the world 
· Metaphoric way of explaining scientific phenomena
· Sciences is vitally bound up in society and culture because metaphors are spatially and temporary specific – situated in time and space
· Sciences is mediated or filtered by the social and cultural – body does not interpret itself 
ARGUMENTS IN ARTICLE
· Stereotypical assumptions about femininity and masculinity affect the way we understand the body’s part
· Hetero-normativity affect the way we understand the process of conception and reproduction
· Themes from popular cultural texts often pops up in sciences – egg as the demoiselle in distress and sperm as the valiant savior 
· CULTURE VITALLY FORMS THE WAY WE SEE THE BODY
Class discussion
· Such language for the man’s body create enormous stress and focus on performance which can be damaging for men as well 

GENDER SHOCK by…
· Important to understand that we are not cultural determinism or biological determinism – we need to complicate our understanding of the cause of something – have to do with both
· How history, power, and knowledge come together to produce different conceptions of gender and sexuality in the modern west 
· This can be seen as a crystallization of Foucault’s work 
· Children sexuality was for him very very important for power knowledge regimes 
· Obsess with optimizing the body – getting there when they are young so that it can make sure that it will follow the wanted sexual path and not being an ‘abnormal’
EXPERTS 
· Seen as been able to fix/rehabilitate what is not useful to society 
· Given the power to ‘fix’ & ‘optimize’ endowed with medical authority 
· Have the power to define K’s identity and in so doing classify it as either normal or abnormal
· Their accounts is more important than k’s own account of who he is 
· Power to tell the truth of this identity 
· More knowledge about K’s then himself and his parents
· Ultimately – the doctor understanding is deemed to be the more important one, the one deemed truth 
· If you don’t want you child to become a criminal, homosexual, or transsexual then you should bring it to the clinic – stigma associated with ‘abnormal’ & brings fear
SPECIFICALTION
· Specialization: According to Foucault, the modern period gave rise to a number of new species categories
· The categories of the criminal, the homosexual and the hermaphrodite emerged in and through this period and transformed the way acts and practices were seen to relate to identities. 
· Creates new species 
· Tend to hierarchize species 
· Turning the act into the identity of a person
· Not what an individuals does but what he is 
· Very present in this article – Kraig comes to be inserted into anew species – the feminine boy / the sissy boy – product of the scientific imagination – automatic specification 
· Check list & exercises - classification
CONFESSIONAL 
· Modern confessional in some of the media coverage 
· Treatment reliant on particular types of confessions 
· Force a confession out of Kraig, constantly ask to talk about it – and moreover only chooses the answer that they want – change the context 
· K’s body seen to confess even when he doesn’t speak
SURVEILLANCE 
· One-way mirror in the clinic – reliant in a particular kind of visual monitoring 
· Knowledge is created by watching him – teachers and coaches
· Mother and father – parental surveillance 
· Surveilled the surveiller as well – mom is being surveilled by experts
· Panopticom – self-surveillance 
· Foucault talks about power being everywhere in these various ways
REHABILITATION
· Fundamentally aimed to manages life – normalizing life
· Tokens – positive incentives when the patient behave promptly 
· Contrary to pre-modern uses of power – repressive and punitive 
· Adaptation/ correction/ management instead of corporal punishment 
· Appearing to try to help – their in the service of integration 
· Framed as being the service of the patient 
· Obedience – docile bodies 
· Docile Bodies are thoroughly invested by power or saturated by power
OPTIMIZATION
· Treatment is geared towards improving K’s sexuality – management not punishment 
· One problem with Foucault – this kind of treatment include punishment 
· However – it is the medicalization of it that is important
PUNITIVE RATIONALITY
· We appeal to rules in Liberal society – so the punishment need to fit the liberal values
· Presented as improvement rather than vengeance – not about punishment but rehabilitation
PRODUCTION
· It is a power that produces – discourses
· How is power productive 
· Produce social order
· Everything in society is functional, has a role – particular types of efficiency 
· Power produces knowledge 
· The money to study gender identity clinics
· Publish – journals, books, textbooks, - it produces DISCOURSE 
· This kind of studies have the effect to produces discourse but also relies on discourse themselves – discourse already exist about the normal and pathological 
RESISTANCE
· Where there is power there is always resistance
· Suicide attempt – could be seen as a form of resistance 
· Mother’s resistance to the power-knowledge 
· Mother ignores the experts advise 
· When Kraig’s shout down people – self-protective behavior 
· I will just help you with you bag – wearing it as a purses 
EXAM – could look at institutions, time and space, idea of microphysics of power, power is everywhere – not implanted by the centralized state but by people around him 
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LECTURE 6
· One of the most important reasons to look at IS in critical thinking is because it challenge the 2 sex system 
· The chirurgical or hormonal alterations are performed to fit the 2-sex system 
· Intersexuality (IS) – Medical field – Disorders of Sex Development (DSD)
· Variant genitalia 
· Genitalia that doesn’t match gonads (i.e. ovaries or testes)
· Genitalia and/or gonads that don’t match chromosomes
· Number is as high as cystic fibrosis and down syndrome which are discuss openly contrarily to intersexuality
· See www.isna.org 
· IS 
· Secrecy and shame 
· Calls into question legitimacy + veracity of 2 sex system
· Force western medicine and western society to face the shortcoming of the 2 sex system 
· In order to follow the 2 sex system, it must be believe as truth – cannot be challenge 
· The way we manage intersexe is not only a commentary on intersexuality; it is a commentary on all our sexuality 
· Management of sex – echoes Foucault 
· Hermaphrodites was not desirable because it echoes the Greek myth and the supernatural
· Technically speaking true hermaphrodites are extraordinary rare to find somebody who both sexes and both gonads 
· Preves works with a symbolic interactionism framework
· She draws on the theories of Cooley – the looking-glass self 
· Very well-known for his ideas on Self-Esteem
· G.H. Mead – discuss the Self (the me and the I) & self-concept
· Goffman – Presentation of Self, Stigma & Stigmatization 
· How social interactions are influencing who we are; how who we are is influence with  social interactions 
KEY THEMES
1) Gender + Sexuality – influence and produce our understanding of sex
· We tend to think that sex is the foundation of gender and sexuality – we presume that sex is what determine the sexuality and sexual orientation that people will be
· Born either male or female and that gender and sexuality will just naturally follow 
· If your born male you will naturally be push towards a more masculine behavior
· The management of intersexes conditions can be seen as a concrete instance of how our ideas of gender and sexuality have a real effects on how bodies are seen, understood, and produced through medicine and science 
· Ideas producing our understanding of sexuality = not only influence  fundamentally produce it, does deeper than influence 
· Foucault – discourse of sexuality actually produce our understanding of sex 
· Comes to relates with the fact that we tend to put sex has the foundation of gender and sexuality
· If the two sex system is so natural, why do we have to work so hard to sustain it? Why do we have to do unnatural things to follow a supposed natural path? 
2) Language matters = ambiguity vs. variance 
· It matters a lot – language tends to produce what it names 
· Not just descriptive, not just reflect phenomena 
· It is in fact forming, engaging our understanding thing
· Variance is more reaching than ambiguity 
· Ambiguity – mysterious, monstrous force 
· Variance: help us to more away from normative assumption of 2-sex system 
· THE BODY DOES NOT INTERPRET ITSELF – the very fact that there are debates about how to name intersexes people clearly indicate that the understand of the body is based on interpretation
3) Natural vs. Normal 
· The medical “normalization” of intersexes people it often less suitable for those people in term of sensations, sexual achievement, etc.
· Natural and normal are not one of the same – the natural states is often at odd with the normal 
· Who are those alterations actually being done for
· More cosmetic then functional 
· Who benefits from those surgeries and who are they done for?
4) AGENCY – the ability to exert some measure of control over our behaviour and over the outcomes of that behaviour – always constrain, unrestricted agency is not applicable because we life in a society 
· Very fundamental for intersexes people
· Lack of information 
· Seriously undermined the ability of people to act/react to what is happening 
· The lack of ability to make informed decision about someone’s body 
· Secrecy and silence 
· Reason why people don’t have the ability to make inform decision about their body – reason for the lack of information 
· Make it difficult to know anyone – not only they do not know about themselves, they also cannot meet with other people like them – advocates change as a group – lack of ability to create network
· Alienation and objectification 
· Isolation 
· Subjected to texting, experiments, observations etc. – studied as a lab rat 
5) Knowledge is power
· When you denied people knowledge it is a lot harder for them to resisted the emprise of power and to make decision – make it a lot harder to act 
· Holding n knowledge make it a lot easier to control population  
· Who is producing the knowledge on intersexuality
· Up to recently – medical communities which is devoted to the 2 sex system 
· Those who have knowledge and power are experts – discourse based on their own interpretation
· At present, more counter-discourse – against previous conclusion of doctors and experts – are coming out to inform people and more importantly informed intersexes people
· The authority that we grant to medicine and science allow them to do many thing that in other part od society would be monstrous 
*** Alice Dreger – Monster Ethics 
6) Self-Concept and Self-Esteem
· Self Concept – the over all picture / the broad picture of our self
· Sex is an essential organizing traits
· If you sex is ambiguous for the people around you, you will have an hard time 
· Language became difficult – gendered pronoun 
· Reflected Appraisals – Looking Glass Self 
· We see ourselves by interpreting the reactions of the others 
· Our impression of who we are is deeply formed by other people reactions and interactions to us
· Intersexes people have a conflicted sense of self because of the way they are threated by the medical community – especially because it is often done when intersexes people are very young 
· Introduced to the medical system at a very young age 
· ISNA – making progress in getting information out there
· Progress ahs been made
· Cheryl Chasse – activist that has published on these issue
ISNA – came up with some groundbreaking changes advocated in the Consensus Statement (CS) – publishes in 2006. 
· Include 3 major issues:

· Intersexes people have emphasized the need for doctors and experts to take patient-oriented approaches. Provide patients who are threated for DSD with proper support (psychological included)
· Only operates when needed and only when the child can impute in the process – have a say in it and also understand it 
· The need to get raid of misleading language; move away from gender and genitals association 
	Progress in patient-centered care: The CS states that psychosocial support is integral to care that ongoing open communication with patients and families is essential and that it helps with well-being; that genital exams and medical photography should be limited; and that care should be more focussed on addressing stigma not solely gender assignment and genital appearance.

	More cautious approach to surgery: The CS recommends no vaginoplasty in children; clitoroplasty only in more “severe” cases”; and no vaginal dilation before puberty. It also states that the functional outcome of genital surgeries should be emphasized not just cosmetic appearance. Perhaps most importantly it acknowledges there is no evidence that early surgery relieves parental distress.

	Getting rid of misleading language: By getting rid of a nomenclature based on “hermaphroditism” our hope is that this shift will help clinicians move away from the almost exclusive focus on gender and genitals to the real medical problems people with DSD face. Improving care can now be framed as healthcare quality improvement something medical professionals understand and find compelling.



Concluding comments
· The body does not interpret itself
· The very debates prove that
· To see is to interpret - we are drawing an interpretation based on social norms and values 
· Believing is seeing – our societal background fundamentally make us see what we see – produces our understanding
· Very good sociological article – clearly writing and well done but have some issues with it
· There is a way in which the debate is flatted out 
· She does not discuss about the daily life implication of social life – she focuses on the chirurgical implication of intersexuality - Choosing better two evils 
· What are the concrete implications of raising a child with undefined sex?
· How do you account for the fact that locker rooms, languages, bathrooms, etc. become impossible for the child 
TRANSEXUAL
· Pre-operative / operative
TRANSGENDER
· Umbrella term that encompasses everybody that does not fit the defined gendered categories 
· For all individuals whose assigned sex does not match their chosen gender – individuals who live in a non-normative manner 
· Transvestites – cross-dressers: in general don’t want to change their physical body
· Mainly biological men that dress as women 
· Masculine female & Feminine Man
· Drag Queens, Drag Kings, Queer etc. 
· Problematic definition – slippery – very general umbrella term 

Viviane Namaste 
Glossary of Terms:
Gender: refers to the roles, behaviour, and meanings assigned by social agencies to women and men based on their presumed biological sex. In western societies it is generally held to be the case that there are only two genders - women and men (based on a paraphrased and slightly revised definition of Viviane Namaste's).
Sex: refers to the biological and anatomical attributes of females and male. In western societies, it is generally held that there are only two sexes, despite a significant number of people who do not easily fit into these two categories. Some have argued that sex, like gender, is also socially constructed and historically specific (definition from NS editors).
Transsexual: individuals born in one sex -- male or female -- but who identify as members of the 'opposite' sex. They take hormones and undergo surgical intervention, usually including the genitals, to live as members of their chosen sex. Transsexuals are both male-to-female and female-to-male (definition from Viviane Namaste)
Transgender: an umbrella term, popular in Anglo-American communities, to include all kinds of people whose gendered self-presentation (expressed through mannerisms, dress, and even physiology) does not correspond to the behaviours associated with the members of their biological sex. This would include, for instance, transsexuals, drag queens (men who perform as women on stage only, usually in a gay male club or social environment), intersexed individuals (people who are born with genitals that cannot be easily classified as "male" or "female"), drag kings (females who perform as men on the stage in lesbian cultural spaces), transvestites (heterosexual males who cross-dress in "women's" clothes and who receive sexual gratification from this act), as well as people who do not identify with either the category "male" or "female." (based on a paraphrased and slightly revised definition of Viviane Namaste's).
Essentialism: refers to the practice of ascribing inherent or necessary properties (an essence) to objects or people - in particular, ascribing certain behaviours, attitudes and roles as inherent to being female/women and male/men. Many theorists have been critical of such approaches/practices and have argued that they serve to reinforce and justify sexual and gender discrimination and oppression (definition from NS editors).
Social Constructionism: refers to the view that the institutions or categories we use to divide up and understand the world are continually (re)invented or developed by people throughout history as opposed to pre-existing in nature. For instance, it is sometimes argued that a binary (two) sex/gender system is a social construction and can therefore be disrupted and replaced with something different (definition from NS editors). To complicate matters further, others, such as Vivane Namaste, argue that social constructionism can be an anti-transsexual position.
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