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NE3BEJCKN ®ETUWIN3AM?

0 MCUX0aHaUTUYKUOT AWCKYpPC, (heTuwmn3moT e
Be,qMHCTBeHo Mawka nepsep3uja.l Bo ncuxoaHa-
nMTMYKaTa nutepatypa MocTou OnwiTa COracHoOCT (CO MHOry
Masiky uckny4doum), Aeka (PeTuLIM3MOT € Mallka nepsep3uja,
M ce npeTnonara Aeka e HEBO3MOXHO HEroBO MOCTOEHE Kaj
XeHute. lako BO efHa cMmena He cakam Ja He ce corfacyBam
CO OBa TBpPAEHE - NCUMXOAHAIMTUYKN FNefaHo, HemMa HUKakea
cMvena xeHute ga 6ugat eTULIMCTU, U He3aMWC/IMBO € Xe-
HUTe fa pobujat 3a40BOoNlyBake 0f ynorpebara Ha HeXuBU
npegMeT WA camo Of HEeKOW HenoTnosHW npegmMeTu2 - Bo
efHa gpyra, nocTpaTewka v NonoaAnTUYKa cMuena ce UYuHu
onpaBfaHoO fJa ce cyrepupa, Kako LTo Toa ro npasu Haomm
Lop BO Hej3auHaTa aHanm3a Ha XXKopx CaHg (1985), aeka moxe
Aa nocton efHa dhopma Ha XXEeHCKU deTumdam, 1 noHaramy,
Ja ce TBpAW Aeka ne36ejcTBOTO € HeroB HajoueBuAeH W Haj-
onunInMB un3pas.

Kako u peTmwmcTuToT, jac UCTO Taka cakam ga ro
uMam 1 eqHOTO W APYroTo: HanopegHo Co McuMxoaHanuMTuikara
OpPTOAOKCHja, jac Ke ce cornacam fAeka XeHCKMOT goeTm3am
e (hU3NYKM Hes3aMucAvB, Mako MCTO Taka cakam [a TBpAam
heka n ,HopmasiHaTa“ (T.e., XeTepoceKcyasiHa) XeHCTBEHOCT
M XXeHCKaTa XOMOCEKCyasHOCT MoXaTt fAa 6uaaT corniefaHu
BO COLMOMNONUTMYKA CMUena, WU Nokpaj 6pojHUTe HMBHM MCuU-
XO0aHa/IMTUYKM OMUCK, KaKo MoAycu Ha detuwmnsam (Ha UCT
HauMH, TBpAaMm, Kako LTO (heMUHU3IMOT MOXe aa buge cor-
nepaH Bo hopMa Ha MacoBHa WM KOMIEKTMBHA MCKX03a, Kako
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n psychoanalytic discourse, fetishism is a uniquely

male perversion.1 In the psychoanalytic literature it
has been generally agreed, (with very few exceptions), that fe-
tishism is a male perversion, and its existence in women is as-
sumed to be impossible. While in one sense | do not want to
disagree with this claim— in psychoanalytic terms, it makes no
sense for women to be fetishists, and it is unimaginable that
women would get gratification from the use of inanimate objects
or mere partial objects alone?— in another, more strategic and
political sense, it seems plausible to suggest, as Naomi Schor
does in her analysis of George Sand (1985) that there can be a
form of female fetishism, and to claim, further, that lesbianism
provides its most manifest and tangible expression.

Like the fetishist, | too want to have it both ways: along
with psychoanalytic orthodoxy, | will agree that female fetishism
is psychically inconceivable, while | also want to claim that both
"normal” (i.e., heterosexual) femininity and female homosexual-
ity can be seen in socio-political terms in excess of their psy-
choanalytic descriptions, as modes of fetishism (in the same
way that, | would claim, feminism can be seen as a form of
mass or collective psychosis, a political disavowal of women's
social reality as oppressed). | will not deal specifically with any
quasi-fetishistic variations of lesbianism (sadomasochism, trans-
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NoNTMUYKO MOPEKHYBake Ha couujanHaTa peanHoCT Ha Xe-
HWTe Kako yrHeTyBaHu). [locebHO Hema fa ce 3aHMMaBam Co
HUKaKBM KBa3n-peTUNCTUYKM Bapujauum Ha ne3bejcTBOTO
(cafio-Ma30xM3MoT, TPaHCBECTM3MOT, ynotpebarta Ha cekcy-
anHu napadpepHasvm, McnosnHyeaun, wam npotesu). bes ornen
Ha HMBHaTa (pacuuMHaHTHOCT, TMEe He MOXe Aa ce cmeTtaar
Kako petun ce fofeka HajHanpes He ce MoKaXke [eKa >XeH-
CKMOT heTuum3am € BO3MOXKEH.

Bo npBuOT gen of oBOj ecej Ke M UCIMTyBaM OPTO-
[OKCHUTE MNCUXO0aHa/MTUYKU TeopeTuyapu, CKULUPAKU v
®dpojooBuTe 1 JlakaHoBUTE chakarba; BO BTOPUOT Aen Ke cn
novrpysam CO OBME OPTOAOKCHMW rneauvlita, pacTerHyBajku
MM BOH rpaHMuuTe Ha HMBHAaTa TonepaHuuja. MonyceprosHo,
nonyurpneo, oBa Hema Aa 6uae camo yYmTarwe Ha ncuxoaHa-
NUTUYKNATE KOHUENTW M MeToaM, TYKy MCTO Taka W UCnuTyBa-
HEe Ha HauMHUTE Ha koM hEMUHUCTUYKaTa Teopuja MOXe Aa
M Mcnonsysa TOKMY OHME OMCKYPCUM KOW caka - u Tpeba - ga
r nogpue 3a fa r UCNOSIHW COMCTBEHUTE Lenu u 3a0xon,
Nnon3yBajkn MM HMB KaKo CTpaTerucku opyguja BO Hej3aMHUTE
concteeHn 6op6u. CTpPEMEXOB € eM CyLUTEeCTBEH eM MeTofo-
NIOWKW, € 1 aHa/iM3a Ha NoJsie3HOCTa Ha ncuxoaHaIMTUYKnNTe
KOHLENTU 1 unaycTpauuja Ha Toa Kako peMUHUCT(K)UTe Moxar
Ja ™ unTaaT matpuapxanHuTe TEeKCTOBU KOWM He UM ce Mo
BOJlja, Taka LUTO UCTUTE Aa MOXaT Ja buaar akTMBHO paspa-
60TEHN W CcTpaTerncky BNperHaty 3a WCNofHyBake Ha 3a-
NOX6M 3a KOW He Gunie HaMeHeTW. VICTOBPEMEHO, eCejoB MOXe
Ja ce cMeTa Kako KpajHO crnekynaTUBHO W KpajHO npenvmu-
HapHO MCTpaxyBakwe Ha MOXHOCTa 3a ,J1ie3bejcka Teopuja“,
Teopuja Ha n 3a nesbejkute. Jaim ncuxoaHanmsata Ke ce
[OKaxe WM He Kako Mose3Ha 3a TakBW MPOEKTW OCTaHyBa
efHa of, MouTe OBZELUHW KYy4YHW, Mako HeaopasBuMeHwu, npe-
oKynauuu.

McuxoaHanusata v PETUWN3MOT

dpojg, ro NokpeHa npawlakbeto 3a PeTuwn3MoT paHo
BO HerosaTa kapuepa (BO MpBOTO u3fjaHue Ha TpuTe eceun 3a
Teopujata Ha cekcyanHocTa (1905)) u NOBTOPHO My ce Bpatu
BO efleH Of MnocfiegHUTe HamMcu BO HEroBmoT XMBOT, ,Pacue-
nyBak€ Ha eroto BO MnpouecoT Ha ogbpaHa“ (1938). Toj ce

LESBIAN FETISHISM?

vestism, the use of sexual paraphernalia, implements, or pros-
thesis). Fascinating as these may be, they cannot be regarded
as fetishes until it can first be shown that female fetishism is
possible.

In the first part of this essay | will examine orthodox
psychoanalytic theorists, outlining Freud's and Lacan's notions;
in the second part, | will play with these orthodox views, stretch-
ing them beyond the limits of their tolerance. Half-serious, half-
playful, this will be not only a reading of psychoanalytic con-
cepts and methods, but also an examination of the ways in which
feminist theory may utilize precisely those discourses it wishes—
and needs— to subvert in order to ensure its own goals and
purposes, using them as strategic tools in its own struggles.
This effort is both substantive and methodological, an analysis
of the usefulness of psychoanalytic concepts and an illustration
of how feminists may read patriarchal texts against the grain, so
that they may be actively worked upon and strategically har-
nessed for purposes for which they were not intended. At the
same time, it may be regarded as a highly speculative and pre-
liminary investigation of the possibility of "lesbian theory,” theory
of and for lesbians. Whether psychoanalysis will prove useful or
not for such projects remains one of my key, if underdeveloped,
concerns here.

Psychoanalysis and fetishism

Freud raised the question of fetishism early in his ca-
reer (in the first edition of The Three Essays on the Theory of
Sexuality (1905a) and returned to it again in one of the last
papers of his life, "Splitting of the Ego in the Process of De-
fence" (1938). He turned to the topic every few years, in Jensen's
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HaBpaKalle Ha Temarta Cekou HeKOJ/IKY rogvHu Bo JeHceHoBaTa
MpagmBa (1907), HeroBaTa cTyamja Ha cny4vajot co YosekoT
crtaopel, (1909), HeroBata ctygumja 3a JleoHapgo (1910), v BO
HanucoT ,Heraunja“ (1925), ocobeHo cocpefoTo4yBajku ce
Ha TemaTa BO HanucoT ,Petuwmnsam” (1927).

Bo npBuoT of Tpute eceu, Ppojg pasrpaHuyvysa ABa
TUMNa Ha cekcyasiHa abepauuja, OHOj BO KOj NocCTou Aesujauuja
BO CeKCya/liHMOT 06jekT (oBAe rm cnoMeHyBa XOoMOCeKcyas-
HOoCTa, negodhmnvjata n 6ecTujasiHOCTa) U OHOj BO KOj MOCTOM
JeBuvjaumnja BO cekcyasniHata uen (TpaHCBeCTU3MOT, BOajepus-
MOT, erambuymMoHn3mMoT). Toj ro BKAyvyBa PEeTUWN3MOT BO
BTOparta Karteropuvja mako TBpAW AeKa UCTMOT MoXe nojen-
HakBO Aa 6uAae BKAyyeH BO npBaTta, 6uAejkm Heroea rnasHa
KapaKTepucTMKa € CeKCyasiHOTO MNpeleHyBawe Ha gen of te-
NIOTO WM Ha HEKOj Hexus npegmet. MNpeueHyBaweTo, Kapak-
TEPUCTUKA Ha aHaKIUTUUYKUTE WAN MacKy/mHuTe diopMu Ha
cakare, ro cosgasa (QeTuwoT Kako TakoB, CO Toa LITO Aoa-
fabeto 40 PeTUWNCTUYKUOT npeameT e no cebe [OBOMHO 3a
Joaratbe [0 oprasamMuyko 3a/0BOJlyBae€.

®pojg M cMeTalle NepBep3HNTE Kako CMNPOTUBHU Ha
HeyposuTe: TMe ce Mo3WTMBHATa W HeraTMBHaTa CTpaHa of,
netata napuyka. Nepeep3HuTe ro n3GerHyBaar MOTUCHYBaHETO
LWITO MM KapakTepusupa Heypo3uTe. [epBepToT ro n3pasysa
TOKMY OHa LUTO HEYPOTMKOT r0 MOTWEHyBa: NEpPBEPTOT ro Mpasu
OHa LUTO HEYpPOTCKUOT CybjekT 61 cakas Aa ro Harmpasu HO He
e BO cocTojba 6uaejkn m3pasyBat€TO Ha MNEPBEP3HMOT HaroH
[oHecyBa noBeKke He3a[0BOJICTBO OTKOJKY 3a40B0ncTB0.3 Bo
OHaa MepkKa BO Koja CekcyasHata ,HOPMaJIHOCT" MMa HeKakBoO
3Hauewe 3a Ppojg, Taa e gedmHMpaHa BO couuvjanieH norneq
Kako KonynaTvBHa He-MHLLeCTyo3Ha xeTepoceKkcyasniHocT.4 Jles-
6€ejCcTBOTO, Kako W Mallkata CeKCyasIHOCT, € KnacunkyBaHO
kako nepsep3uvja. (Cocema e jacHO geka 3a Ppojg noMmMoT Ha
HOPMa/IHOCT € NOnpBO ynoTpe6eH AEeCKPUNTMBHO OAOLUTO HOp-
MaTMBHO, U AeKa TOj CEpUO3HO o Aectabunusupa TeEPMUHOT
ceKojnaT Kora Ke ce MoBMKa Ha Hero.)

MiMa HEKOJIKy COCTOJKM KOU Ce HY)XHW 3a fa ce pasbepe
®pojaoBOTO NOBp3yBawe Ha PeTUWM3MOT CO PasBojHUTE na-
TEKN OTBOPEHN 3@ MaCKy/IMHUOT cybjekT. deTuwuncToT, ce
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Gradiva (1907), his case-study of the Rat man (1909), his study
of Leonardo (1910), and in the paper "Negation" (1925b), par-
ticularly focussing on it in the paper "Fetishism" (1927).

In the first of The Three Essays, Freud distinguished
two types of sexual aberration, those in which there is a devia-
tion in the sexual object (here he mentions homosexuality, pe-
dophilia, and bestiality), and those in which there is a deviation
in the sexual aim (transvestism, voyeurism, exhibitionism). He
included fetishism in the second category, although he claimed
that it could equally well be included in the first, because its
main characteristic is a sexual overvaluation of a part of the
body or an inanimate object. Overvaluation, a characteristic of
anaclitic or masculine forms of loving, creates the fetish as such,
the fetishistic object's attainment being sufficient in itself to bring
about orgasmic gratification.

Freud regarded the perversions as the opposite of neu-
roses: they are positive and negative sides of the same coin.
The perversions avoid the repression that characterizes the neu-
roses. The pervert expresses precisely what it is that the neu-
rotic represses: the pervert does what the neurotic subject would
like to do but is unable to because the expression of a perverse
impulse yields more unpleasure than pleasure.3 Insofar as sexual
"normality" has any meaning for Freud, it is defined in social
terms as copulative, non-incestuous heterosexuality.4 Lesbian-
ism, like male homosexuality, is classified as a perversion. (It is
quite clear that for Freud the notion of normality is used de-
scriptively rather than normatively, and that he seriously desta-
bilized the term wherever he invoked it.)

There are several ingredients necessary to understand
Freud's linkage of fetishism to the paths of development open to
the masculine subject. The fetishist, it seems, undergoes the
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UMHW, MOMMUHYBa HU3 OjANMOBMOT KOMMJIEKC CO €feH rNnaBeH
e/leMeHT KOj ja pasrpaHuyyBa Herosata nosoxba of oHaa Ha
€BEHTya/IHMOT XOMOCeKcyasnel, uam xetepocekcyanel,. Bo noc*
nejHvBe cnyyavn, MOMYETO € CBeAOK Ha Mpu30op Of, >KEHCKU
reHMTasIMM 1 e MNoj 3akaHa of KacTpauuja BO ABa BPEMEHCKU
oAfeneHn Mura - pefoT e HeBaxeH. dpojn TBpAM Aeka uma
BPEMEHCKU Meprof BO KOj MOMYETO € KaAapHO fa ro NnopekHe
€[HNOT WIN APYrnoT, BO 3aBUCHOCT Of, TOa KOj MpB ce jaBui.
Manuot XaHc (Freud, 1910a), H1 gaBa npekpacHa wuayctpauuja:
CO pafareTo Ha HeroeaTa cecTpa XaHa, TOj ro NopekHyBa OHa
WTO rO rnefja kora 6ebelwkaTa nesneHa e TprHaTa HacTpaHa.
Toj i N3BUKYBaA Ha Heropata Majka ,HO Taa Hema 3a6u“(l) -
npemMecTyBawe, cyrepupa ®pojg, of HeroBaTa nepuenuuja Ha
Hej3auHaTa KacTpupaHocT. Toj He MOXe BefHaw cebecu fa cu
npu3Hae geka Taa Hema neHuc (Toa 6w ja 3arpo3nno curypHocta
Ha HEroBOoTO MoceAyBak€ Ha OpraHoT), Ma Taka Toj ja npe-
MecTyBa CBoOjaTa nepuenuuja Ha oHa LITO HepocTacyBa oOf, re-
HUTaNMMTEe KOH 3abuTe. 3ropa Ha Toa, NogouHa MOMYETO €
noA AMPEKTHA 3aKaHa 3a KacTpauuja of, Herosata Majka 3apajm
HeroemTe MacTypbupadkum akTUBHOCTU. Taa My ce 3akaHyBa
[JeKa Ke BUKHe OO0KTOp, KOj Ke My ro OTCTpaHuW HEeroBoTo ,MpAaa-
no“. YwTe efHaw, TOj ja MOpeKHyBa 3akaHaTa W ApPCKO W3BM-
KyBa: ,[la wWTo? Jac Ke mMpaaMm CoO MOjOT 3agHuK". BakBnoT Bug,
nopekHyBarwe e ,HopManeH" NcMxuikn onbpaHbeH MexaHu3am
KOj MM CTOM Ha pacnofarawe Ha geuarta of obara nona, u Toj
(hyHKUMOHUPA NPBEHCTBEHO BO MOr/ef Ha 3akaHaTa 0f, Kac-
Tpupare (3a MOMYMHATa) WM Hej3uHaTa cMMO6onnYKa akTya-
NIHOCT (3a geBojunkarta). Ho BO cny4vajoT Ha heTuwmn3mor,
pa3nnyHo e AO0KOJKy obarta hakTtopa [T.e., NPM30POT Ha XKEH-
CK/M reHuTanMM U 3akaHaTa of KacTpupawe] ce jaBaT efHo-
BpeMeHo. Bo Toj cnydvaj 3akaHaTa ro 0XKMByBa CMOMEHOT Ha
nepuenuujata wWro gotoraw 6muna cmeTaHa 3a 6e3onacHa U BO
TOj CMOMeEH Haofa y)XacHyBauyko noTepayBawe. (Freud,
1940:276, Kyp3vBOT A0A3aLEH)

OBpe Ppoja TBPOU AeKa LOKONKY MOMYETO o AOXU-
ByBa CBOETO HabsbydyBare Ha KacTpupaHaTa cocToj6a Ha
XeHaTa BO WCTO BpeMe Kora ja [A0oXWBYBa 3akaHata 0f, Kac-
Tpuparwe, Toa BEKe He MOXe [a ce MOTNpe Ha cBojaTa Cno-
COBHOCT 3a MopekHyBawe Ha OBaa nepuenuuja; HATY, o4 Apyra
CTpaHa, Toa MOXe ga v npudatyn UMnaMKaumuTe of 3akaHaTta

Oedipus complex with one major element that differentiates his
position from that of the eventual homosexual or heterosexual.
In the latter cases, the boy witnesses the sight of the female
genitals and is threatened with castration at two moments sepa-
rated in time— the order is unimportant. Freud claims that there
is a period of time in which the boy is able to disavow one or the
other, depending on which occurs first. Little Hans (Freud, 1910a)
provides the perfect illustration: with the birth of his sister Hanna,
he disavows what he sees when the baby girl's diaper is re-
moved. He exclaims to his mother "but she's got no teeth"(!)- a
displacement, Freud suggests, from his perception other cas-
tration. He cannot readily admit to himself that she has no penis
(this would imperil the security of his own possession of the
organ), so he displaces his perception of what is missing from
the genitals to the teeth. At a later time moreover, the boy is
directly threatened with castration by his mother for his mas-
turbatory activities. She threatens to call the doctor, who will
remove his "widdler." Once again, he disavows the threat and
brazenly proclaims: "So what? Il wid-die with my bottom." This
kind of disavowal is a "normal" psychical defence mechanism
available to children of both sexes, and it operates primarily with
respect to the threat of castration (for boys) or its symbolic
actuality (for girls). But in the case of fetishism, it is different if
both factors [i.e., the sight of female genitals and the threat of
castration] occur simultaneously. In that case the threat revives
the memory of the perception which had hitherto been regarded
as harmless and finds in that memory a dreaded affirmation.
(Freud, 1940: 276. emphasis added)

Here Freud claims that if the boy experiences his
observation of the female's castrated condition at the same
time as he experiences the threat of castration, he can no
longer rely on his ability to disavow his perception; nor, on
the other hand, can he accept the implications of the cas-
tration threat, which mean the abandonment of his pleasure-
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3a kacTpupare, Kou nogpasbupaaT HanylwTake Ha HeroBuTe
CeKCyaJ/lHN HaroHum Kou KornHeaT Mo 3a40BOJICTBO W HEroBoO
notumMHyBawe Ha OjgnnoBckaTa 3abpaHa:

Toj ogroeapa Ha KOH(P/IMKTOT CO ABE CMPOTUBHU pe-
akuuu, of Kou obeTe ce onpasAaHv u AenoTBopHuU. Of egHa
CTpaHa, Co MOMOLU Ha M3BECHW MexaHu3Mu TOj ja oTdpna pe-
anHocTa u ofbuea fa npudpatn 6uno Kakea 3abpaHa; of
Opyra cTpaHa, BO UCT 34MB TOj ja Npu3HaBa onacHocTa 0f,
peanHocTa, ro npesema CTpaBOT Of Taa OMNacHOCT Kako na-
TO/IOWKM CMMMTOM M Kako pe3ynTaTr Ha Toa ce obugysa Aa
ro cuUMHe of, cebecu CTpaBoT...

Ha WHCTUHKTOT My e JOMyLITEHO Aa ro 3a4p>Xu CBO-
€T0 3a/]0B0OJlyBake a KOH peasiHocTa e nokaxaHa cooABeTHa
nount. Ho, ce Tpeba fa ce nnatu Ha efieH Un Ha ApYyr HauuH,
a 0BOj yCrnex e NnocTuUrHar Mo LeHa Ha HanykHyBahe BO eroto
KOe HMKOrall He 3aueslyBa TyKy CO Bpeme ce 3ronemysa. [ge-
Te CNpPOTMBHMU peakuuym Ha KOH(J/IMKTOT ONCTOjyBaar Kako
cpeauliHa Touka Ha pacuenyBawbeTo Ha eroto (1940: 275-
276).

OHa WTo e KIy4YHO BO 0BOj MOMEHT e OjamnoBckarta
KOHourypaumnja Ha gpetmwmctuykata etmonormja. detmwuc-
TOT € MOoMue/geTe Koe, Oof, vU3BeceH passor, 6e3 orneg ganv
OBME [Ba HacTaHa ce jaByBaaT MCTOBPEMEHO WM He, He e BO
cocTtojba ga ro paspewm OjanNOBCKMOT KOHMIMKT BO HEroBute
pasnMuHKM anTepHatuBu. Toa He e KajapHO UM He caka fja ja
0406py nponullaHaTa XeTepocekcyanHa naTeka HanyLwtajku
ja Majkata Kako rbyboBeH 06jeKT v npudgpakajkm v noct-Ojau-
MOBCKUTE OrpaHunyyBara Ha HEroBWTE CEKCyaslHU HaroHu npe-
Ky MAeHTUdnKyBare CO aBTOPUTETOT Ha (CMMOOMYKMOT) TaT-
KO; HWUTY Nak MOXe, KakKO XOMOCEKCyaneH CWH, ga ro npudartu
CUMBONNYKOTO KacTpupare Co Len ga ja 3aseme ,pemuHmHara”
nosvumnja 1 ga ycsom nacvBHa cekcyasiHa ynora BO OfHOCOT
KOH HEeroBMoT TaTko. 3a pas/nuka Kako 0f, XeTepocekcyaneuorT,
Taka U o[ XOMOCEKCyasieloT, heTUNCTOT He caka HULITO Aa
3arybu: Toj He e NoAroTBeH pga ,nnatu“ 3a Herosata Xenba
coo4vyBajkm ce co OjaunoBckata 3abpaHa, Koja ro crtasa
MOMYEeTO Mpej OABPaTHUOT M300p - 4a ce OTKaXe o4 MajkaTta
wnn ga ro 3arybu neHuMcoT - M360p nomery HeroBuoT
HajcKkanoueH 06jeKT U HEeroBMOT HajCKamnoLeH OpraH.
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seeking sexual impulses and his submission to the Oedipal
interdict:

He replies to the conflict with two contrary reactions,
both of which are valid and effective. On the one hand, with the
help of certain mechanisms he rejects reality and refuses to
accept any prohibition; on the other hand, in the same breath
he recognized the danger of reality, takes over the fear of that
danger as a pathological symptom and tries subsequently to
divest himself of the fear...

The instinct is allowed to retain its satisfaction and
proper respect is shown to reality. But everything has to be
paid for in one way or another, and this success is achieved at
the price of a rift in the ego which never heals but which in-
creases as time goes on. The two contrary reactions to the
conflict persist as the centre-point of a splitting of the ego (1940:
275-76).

For the moment, what is crucial is the Oedipal configu-
ration of the fetishist's etiology. The fetishist is the boy/child
who, for some reason, whether these two events occur simulta-
neously or not, is unable to resolve the Oedipal conflict in its
various alternatives. He is unable or unwilling to take up the
prescribed heterosexual path by abandoning the mother as love-
object and accepting the post-Oedipal restraints on his sexual
impulses through identification with the authority of the (sym-
bolic) father; nor can he, like the homosexual son, accept sym-
bolic castration in order to take on the "feminine" position and
adopt a passive sexual role in relation to his father. Unlike either
the heterosexual or the homosexual, the fetishist wants to have
his cake and eat it too: he is not prepared to "pay" for his desire
by facing the Oedipal prohibition, which gives the boy the ghastly
choice— give up the mother or lose the penis— a choice be-
tween his most precious object and his most precious organ.
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[®eTnwoT] ocTaHyBa 6ener 3a TpuymdoT BO
nornef Ha 3akaHaTa 3a KacTpupawe ¥ 3aWwTuTa
npotMB Hea. TOj UCTO Taka ro cnacysa heTULNCTOT
[a He CTaHe XOMmoceKkcyasiel, 064apyBajku M XeHuTe
CO KapakTepuUCTWKM KOW LITO rM npaBaT NOAHOC/MBU
Kako cekcyasiHu 06jekTu... OHa WTO ApYrute Madku
Tpeba ga ro npugobueaar, Hanperajkm ce nputoa,
heTUWNCTOT MOXe Aa ro nocefysa 6e3 HMKaKBa Maka.
(Freud, 1927: 154)

MpOHMYHO, 3Hayn, PeTUWNCTOT e aHanlaHpg 3a Koj
peuucu Hema u3rneu Aeka Ke etanyM BO MCUMX0aHaIMTUUKK
goroeop. Toj ocTaHyBa COBPLUEHO CpPEKeH MNpu CBOjOT sbyboBEH
006jekT (06jeKT 3a KOj Hema nsrneam geka Ke um ce cnpoTucTasm
Ha HeroBuTe Xenbwu n haHTasmmn). N ako Toj BOOMLITO npucTanu
KOH aHanuMs3a, no ce m3rnega, Toa Ke buge no 6aparke Ha HEKO)
apyr. ®@eTuoT e CyncTUTyT 3a, TaiMcMaH Ha, gpanycoT, HO
He caMO Ha Koj n ga e ctap canyc. 3a npen-OjgmMnoBCKOTO
MOMYe, HajBpefieH He e HEeroBuoT COMNCTBEH (haslyc (3aroa LUTo
HerosmoT npea-OjounoBCKN, MMarnHapeH MeHUc ceyluTe He e
n3gurHat go (pyHkumja Ha hanyc), TyKy Ha HeroBata Majka -
(hanycoT WTo Hea ja o6aapyBa co MOK u aBToputeT. (Mery apy-
roto, TOKMYy Hej3uHaTa ysora 1n dyHkumja Kako hanycHa majka
ro NpenokKpmBa M COKPMBA HEj3MHUOT CTaTyC KaKO XeHa, Hej-
3MHaTa CekcyaniHa pasnnka og CMHOT.) Toj mMopa fa ja nopekHe
MajuMHCcKaTa KacTpMpaHOCT [LOKOJIKY caka Aa ce 3alTuTu
cebecn of, MOXHOCTa 3a HeroBaTa COMCTBEHA KaCTPMPaHOCT.
®deTVWOT e HEeroBO MOK/IOHEHWE KOH MCYe3HATMOT MajunHCKU
chanyc, HeroB HauvH 1 Aa ro 3alTUTU HEroBOTO BepyBake BO
Hero 1 UCTOBPEMEHO Aa ja npudartn Hej3mHaTa KacTpupaHocT
a, Co Toa, Y BO3MOXHOCTA Of, COoncTBeHaTa:

Ja, BO HEroBMOT YM XXeHaTa gobuna neHuc, n nokpaj
ce; HO, OBOj NEHUC He e BeKe UCTUOT KakoB LWTO 6un npet-

XO4HO. HewrTo APYyro ro 3asesio HeroeotTo MecTo u 6uno Has-

HayeHO 3a HeroB CYnCcTUTYT... N cera Toa ro Hacnegysa WH-

TepecoT KOj NPBUYHO 61N HAaCOYEH KOH HEroBMoT NPeTxXoaHUK.

Ho, 0BOj MHTEpec UCTO Taka npeTpryBa HecekojAHEeBEH pac-

TeX, 3aToa LITO XOpPOopoT oA KacTpupaweTo cebecn cu noc-

TaBW/a CMNOMEHUK MpU co3faBakeTo Ha 0BOj CYNCTUTYT.

(Freud, 1927: 1954)

LESBIAN FETISHISM?

[The fetish] remains a token of triumph over the
threat of castration and a protection against it. It also
saves the fetishist from becoming a homosexual, by
endowing women with the characteristic which makes
them tolerable as sexual objects.... What other men have
to woo and make exertions for can be had by the fetish-
ist with no trouble at all. (Freud, 1927: 154)

Ironically, then, the fetishist is the least likely of analy-
sands to enter a psychoanalytic contract. He remains perfectly
happy with his love object (an object unlikely to resist his wishes
and fantasies). In all likelihood, if he enters analysis at all, it will
be at someone else's request. The fetish is a substitute for, a
talisman of, the phallus, but not just any old phallus. For the pre-
Oedipal boy, the most valued ofphalluses is not his own (for his
pre-Oedipal, imaginary penis is not yet elevated to the function
of phallus), but his mother's— the phallus, that is, that endows
her with power and authority. (Incidentally, it is precisely her
role and function as phallic mother that covers over and hides
her status as a woman, her sexual difference from the son.) He
must disavow maternal castration if he is to protect himself against
the possibility of his own castration. The fetish is his homage to
the missing maternal phallus, his way of both preserving his
belief in it and at the same time accepting her castration and,
with it, the possibility of his own:

Yes, in his mind the woman has got a penis, in spite
of everything: but this penis is no longer the same as it was
before. Something else has taken its place, has been appointed
its substitute... and it now inherits the interest which was for-
merly directed to its predecessor. But this interest suffers an
extra-ordinary increase as well, because the horror of castra-
tion has set up a memorial to itself in the creation of this substi-
tute. (Freud, 1927: 154)
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deTUIOT e4HOCTaBHO HE MOXe Aa 6uae eKBMBaNeHT
Ha MajuUuMHMOT WM XKEHCKMOT MEeHUC 3aTtoa LITO TOj M ja NOTBp-
JyBa 1 ja ofpeKyBa KacTpupaHocTa Ha XeHute. He noctou
CMMOO/INYKO pPaBEHCTBO MOMely (UEeTULIOT M NEHUCOT Buaejkn,
Kako LWTO TONKy ybennueo obpasnara JlakaH, dhanycoTt He e
€KBMBA/IEHT Ha NeHucoT (TOKMy mnopagn osa asycoT Ha Maj-
KaTa e Haj3Ha4yajHMOT Bo epPOTCKMOT XMBOT Ha geteTo). OgHo-
coT nomefy gpanycotT u peTuwoT e BeKe cocema TeCHO Mo-
Bp3aH CO NOpefoKOT Ha o3HauuTenuTte. MeHucoT (kako pea-
JIeH opraH) Moxe Aa ce Hadath Ha ysorata Ha hanycoT camo
3aToa LWITO TOj HejocTacyBa, T.e., 3aToa LUTO XXEHWTe ce Kac-
TpupaHu. W aBaTa TepmuHa NOTBPAEHN U OAPEYEHU KaKO ek-
BMBA/IEHTHU C€ 03HAUYUTENN; BO HMEAEeH MOMEHT (J/lakaHOBOTO)
PeanHo He Bnerysa BO paBeHCTBOTO. JlakaH cyrepvpa fgeka
dpojaoBmoT cnyyvaj Ha MIaguoT YOBEK CO (heTuw 3a cBeTHaTU
HocoBu (Freud, 1927) moxe ga 6uge objacHeT camo BO cMuena
Ha npemMecTyBake 3a4HaTo BO ja3uKOT, NpemMecTyBawe 0 efeH
03HauNTEeN KOH Apyr, nNpeog o4 aHr/mMckoTto “glance at the nose”
KOH repmaHckoTo “Glanz auf der Nase". MNeHucoT, Bo OHaa
MepKa BO Koja e 3amMuc/lyBaH Kako MU3[BOMB, KakO HELWTOo LUTO
MajkaTa ro ,Mma“ n Moxe ga ro ,M3ryébm“ - e UCTo TONKY
npetcrtaBa, O3HauuMTen, kKako u canycot. deTmwoT e (BO
HajMasia paka) TpeTnoT M3pa3 BO OBaa MEeTOHUMCKa Bepura:
Hue cme cera Bo egHa AMMeH3uja Kaje LTO Ce YMHU
fleka ce 3arybuno 3HauyereTo, AMMEH3Nja Kaje LUTO MOXe
Ja ce Hajae, o4eBUAHO, (beTUWMCTUYKATa nepeep3nja, CKIo-
HOCTa KOH CBEeTHaTW HOCOBW. W, ako Hemalle HMKaKBO 06pa3-
JIOXKEHMEe 3a HOCOT... 0Ba 61 GWUMI0 UCTO TOMKY HEBO3MOXHO
Ja ce aHanusmpa KoKy M BUCTUMHCKaTa nepBep3Ha domkca-
uvja. HaBucTtunHa, ako nanyyaTa 6elue, CTPOro roBopejku, npe-
MeCTyBaH€ Ha XXEHCKWUOT opraH U HueaeH gpyr enemMeHT He
Gelle npucyTeH 3a 06pas3noxyBare Ha NpMMapHUTe noga-
TOUW, HME Ke CMeTaBMe [eKa CMe COOYEHM CO MPUMUTMBHA
nepeep3unja KOMMNJETHO BOH AOcCeroT Ha aHanm3aTa. (Lacan
and Granoff, 268-69)5

deTUIOT e HacNefHUK Ha cuTe amOuBasIEHTHOCTU U
Ha HeonpejeneHocTa Ha CTaBOT Ha MOMYETO KOH MajumHarta
KacTpupaHocT. CnaBHaTa cTyauja Ha cnydaj Ha Wangop Jlo-
paHa 3a deTuwncToT JItn Xapu ro onuvuysa Xapu Kako m
raim yeBnUTE Ha HerosaTta Majka n Ha camuoTt JlopaHg, npuToa
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The fetish cannot simply be equivalent to the maternal
or female penis because it both affrms and denies women's
castration. There is no symbolic equation between the fetish
and the penis because, as Lacan so cogently argues, the phal-
lus is not the equivalent of the penis (this is why the mother's
phallus is the most significant one in the child's erotic life). The
relation between phallus and fetish is already entirely bound up
with the order of signifiers. The penis (as real organ) can only
take on the role of the phallus because it is missing, i.e., be-
cause women are castrated. The two terms affirmed and denied
as equivalent are both signifiers; at no point does the (Lacanian)
Real enter the equation. Lacan suggests that Freud's case of
the young man with a fetish for shiny noses (Freud, 1927) can
only be explained in terms of a displacement initiated in lan-
guage, a displacement from one signifier to another, a shift from
the English "glance at the nose" to the German "Glanz auf der
Nase." The penis, insofar as it is conceived as detachable, as
something the mother "has" and can "lose"— is as much a rep-
resentation, a signifier, as the phallus. The fetish is (at the least)
the third term in this metonymic chain:

We are now in a dimension where meaning seems
lost, the dimension where is to be found, apparently, the fetish-
ist perversion, the taste for shiny noses. And, if there were no
elaboration upon the nose... this would be as impossible to
analyse as a true perverse fixation. Indeed, if a slipper were,
strictly speaking, the displacement of the female organ and no
other elements were present to elaborate primary data, we
would consider ourselves faced with a primitive perversion
completely beyond the reach of analysis. (Lacan and Granoff,
268-69)5

The fetish is heir to all the ambivalences and the inde-
terminacy of the boy's attitude toward maternal castration. Sandor
Lorand's famous case study of the fetishist Little Harry describes
Harry caressing the shoes of his mother and ofLorand himself,
while also exhibiting impulses to cut them. His whole symptoma-
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npojaByBajknm HaroHu ga rm uceue. LlenokynHaTa Heroea cuM-
nTomarosiornja e npenosHarnmea no Morata ambuBasieHTHOCT
LWITO 0 KapakTepusmpa HeroBuMoT OOHOC KOH MajuMHuoT (pa-
nyc. Momueto mma ronem npegn-OjavnoBCKM npuctan go Te-
NI0TO Ha MajkaTa, Cruejkm co Hea BO WUCT KpeBEeT u nocne
TpurogmwHa Bo3pact (Lorand, 423). Toa 3Hae AeKa Hej3MHNOT
CeKcya/leH opraH He e UCT Kako W HerosmoT. Cenak, Toa no-
pekHyBa OWI0 KaKBO 3Haere 3a reHUTa/IHUTE pas/iMku 3a ga
ja oAbue KacTpauuoHaTa 3akaHa, Koja ja nepuunupa Kako aa
€ HacoyeHa KOH HeroBuoT opraH. He camo LWTO Toa rav u
ceye 4yeBNn, Toa UCTO Taka pasBuBa (pobuja KOH YaCOBHULMU
CO HuMwana (Kou WTOo ro notcetyBaaT Ha LOKTOPOBUOT Xu-
pypLUKK 3adyaT Kora MMasio onepauuja Ha humo3a Ha [OBero-
[AVLHa BO3pacT); Toa OMCECUBHO IV cevye KagpuTe of COrMcCT-
BeHaTa koca 6e3 ga 3Hae 30WTo (422); W, WTO € HajHeoBbU4Ho,
Kaj Hero ce pa3BuMBa CMPTEH CTpasB o0f amMnyTupaHu:
»---CEMEJCTBOTO AO0WO/ Aa ro NoceTu HeKOj PoAHUHA, YOBEK
CO eflHa amnyTupaHa Hora. Xapu He MoXesn ga éuge HasefeH
Ja Bne3e BO cobara; BO MOMEHTOT Kora ro cnylHana rnacot
Ha YOBEKOT HaABOp Of Bparata TOj NoyHan fa Bpecka BO
cnanHara...” (422). Xapu u ja noTBpayBa W ja ogpekysa, UC-
TOBPEMEHO ja gonywTa u ogbusa fa ja npudartm, BO3MOX-
HOCTa 0f, concTBeHaTa KacTpupaHocT. deTuwoT (Ha npumep,
npeokynupaHocTa Ha Xapu CO YeBnuTe WM 3aBUCHOCTa Ha
dpojAoBNOT NALMEHT 0f, CBETHATUOT HOC) (PYHKLMOHMpPaA camo
Kako 3HaK BP3 OCHOBa Ha HeroBoTO ynartyBawe Ha hasycoT,
a He Ha NeHucoT.

MeHncoT Mopa BeKe ga hyHKLMOHMPa KakKo O3Hauu-
TeN, MMarvHapeH 06jeKkT, 04 MOMEHTOT KOra MOMYETO i ro
npunulyBa Ha Majkata. ®PeTuOoT He e MpeTcTaBa Ha NEHUCOT
KakKo LUTO HWUTY MopaTa Ha KoxaTa He MOXe Aa ja npeTcTaByBa
BarnHata. lepuenuujata Ha OeTETO HA MajuyMHUOT HepocTa-
TOK, Y HErOBOTO CMMOOJIMUKO KOPUCTEHE KAKO NOCMeAeH 340r-
NnepfaH o6jekT npepg Toa ga ro BMAM HepoctacyBavykuoT dpanyc
- YeBNUTe, XEHCKUTe yopanu, JosHaTa o06/ieka, Kp3HOTOo, WTH.
- afilekBaTHO He ro o6jacHyBaaTt deTuwm3moT bugejkn cetu-
LWOT e CyncTuUTyT 3a panycoT. MNeHncoT ja npesema PyHKLM-
jata Ha chanycoT 3aToa LWTO TOj € 6ener uay Tpara LWTo0 WCK-
nydysa 6apem nonosuHa of HaceneHwweto. Of peanieH oprad,
NEHNCOT e TpaHcqopmMMpaH BO UMarvMHapeH O6jeKT KOj LITO v
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tology is marked with the same ambivalence that characterizes
his relation to the mother's phallus. The boy has ample pre-
Oedipal access to the mother's body, having slept in the same
bed with her until he was over three (Lorand, 423). He knows
that her sexual organ is not the same as his own. Yet he dis-
avows any knowledge of genital differences in order to stave off
the castration threat, which he perceives being directed to his
own organ. He not only caresses and cuts shoes, he also devel-
ops a phobia about pendulum clocks (which remind him of the
doctor's surgery when he had an operation for phymosis at the
age of two); he obsessively cuts locks of his own hair without
knowing why (422); and, most particularly, he develops a mortal
dread of amputees: "...a relative came in to visit the family, a
man with one leg amputated. Harry could not be induced to
enter the room; the moment he had heard the voice of the man
outside the door he ran screaming into the bedroom..." (422).
Harry both affirms and denies, both acknowledges and refuses
to accept, the possibility of his own castration. The fetish (for
example, Harry's preoccupation with shoes or Freud's patient's
dependence on the shiny nose) only functions as a sign by
virtue of its reference to the phallus, not the penis.

The penis must already function as a signifier, an imagi-
nary object, from the moment the boy attributes it to the mother.
The fetish is not a representation of the penis any more than a
pore of the skin can represent the vagina. The child's percep-
tion of the mother's lack, and his symbolic utilization of the last
object witnessed before he "sees" the missing phallus— shoes,
stockings, underwear, fur, etc.— do not adequately explain fe-
tishism because the fetish is a substitute for the phallus. The
penis takes on the function of the phallus only because it is a
mark or trace that excludes at least half the population. From
being a real organ, the penis is transformed into an imaginary
object dividing the sexes according to its presence or absence,
possessed by some and desired by others. Only then can it
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Jeny nonosuTe crnopej HeroBOTO MPUCYCTBO WM OTCYCTBO,
nocefyBaH of, efHUTe a nocakyBaH of Apyrute. Camo Torai
TOj MOXe fa (PYHKUMOHMPA Kako cuM60onuyku 06jekT (06jekT
Ha cojy3/pasmeHa) nomery nososute. danycoT ro pacnoge-
flyBa npucTtanoT OO0 cOouujanHUTE KaTeropuyM OBJlacTeHM CO
pasfiMyHn OJHOCKM Ha MOK: ,TOj € BPBHMOT 3HAYEHCKN 06jeKkT
KOj LWITO Ce MojaByBa Kora Ke ce cuMHart cute npesesn. Ce
LUTO € NOBP3aHO CO HEero e 06jeKT Ha amnyTauum 1 npeceky-
Bawa“ (Lacan, 1977a: 104). Kora ke ce CMMHe npeBe30T Oc-
TaHyBa camMo Mepy3aTa, XEHUHUTE KacTpMpaHu reHuTanuu,
HeJOCTaTHW, HEMOTMOMHU, YXXacHyBayku (3a MaxuTte). TaHuoT
Ha Canome, Kako CTpMNTU3, MOXe Aa 3aBejyBa camMo Kora
b6apeM efeH npeBe3 ocTaHyBa, HamMaMyBajKu, a cenak npu-
KPUBAjKN ja HULWITOXXHOCTA Ha MOMOT Ha XXeHuTe. Ha Toj HaumH
dheTnwoT ja urpa ynorata Ha npese3, UCTOBPEMEHO UCTak-
HYBajKM ja, a cenak MpenoKpMBajKu ja, KacTpmpaHocTa Ha Xe-
HuTEe.

[NopekHyBahe

®dpoja v npunuwysa 0co6eHOoCTUTE Ha PETULIN3MOT
Ha HEroBoTO MNOTNMpake BP3 MNCUXUYKNOT ofabpaHbeH mexa-
HM3aM Ha nopekHyBareTo. MNMopekHyBaweTo Mopa Aa ce pas-
rpaHuyyBa of ApyruTe Tpu rnaBHW QOPMU Ha NCUXMYKA Of-
6paHa; NOTUCHYBakeTO (BPYTOKOT Ha Heyposarta), Herauujata
UM oApeKyBaweTo, U OTCTpaHyBakheTo WM npeHebperHy-
BaHeTOo (raBHMOT MexaHu3aMm Koj (DyHKLMOHMpa Npy reHesata
Ha ncuxo3ara). 3a fa ro pasbepeme OHa LUTO My € CBOjCTBEHO
caMo Ha (heTuMwmM3mMOoT 1 30WTo Ppoja ro orpaHnyM camo Ha
MacCKy/IMHUCTUYKNOT pas3Boj, MOXENHO e MasiKy MonoapobHo
Ja ™ UCTpaxunme OBME 0A6paHOEHU MeXaHU3MW.

Herauvjata e npoBM3opHO ocriabyBate Ha MOTUCHY-
Ba-€TO, BO YC/IOBM KOra MOTUCHATUTE COAPXWHU ce BepbaHo
n aheKTUBHO HermpaHu: ,[Herauujatal e ucto taka ocnaby-
Bake Ha MOTUCHYBakEeTO MakKo ce pasbupa He u npudakahe
Ha OHa LITO e NoTucHaro... MicxodoT of oBa e efieH BuA uHTe-
NeKTyasiHo npudakare Ha NOTUCHATOTO, MaKo BO WUCTO Bpeme
OHa WTO € CyWwTeCcTBEeHO 3a NOTUCHYBakweTo OoncrojyBa‘
(Freud, 1925: 236). Bo Herauujata, nma egHa admpmauumja Ha
OHa LUTO € NOTUCHATO: 3a HeKOj Aa Herupa WM OApeKyBa HeLu-
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function as a symbolic object (an object of union/exchange)
between the sexes. The phallus distributes access to the social
categories invested with various power relations: "It is the ulti-
mately significative object which appears when all the veils are
lifted. Everything related to it is an object of amputations and
interdictions" (Lacan, 1977a: 104). When the veil is lifted there
is only the Medusa, women's castrated genitals, lacking, incom-
plete, horrifying (for men). Salome's dance, like striptease, can
only seduce when at least one veil remains, alluring, yet hiding
the nothing of women's sex. The fetish thus plays the role of the
veil, both outlining and yet covering over women's castration.

Disavowal

Freud attributes the peculiarities of fetishism to its reli-
ance on the psychical defence mechanism of disavowal. Dis-
avowal must be distinguished from three other major forms of
psychical defense; repression (the mainspring of neurosis), ne-
gation or denial, and repudiation or foreclosure (the major
mechanism functioning in the genesis of psychosis). In order to
understand what is unique about fetishism and why Freud re-
stricted it to masculine development, it is worth exploring these
defense mechanisms in a little more detail.

Negation is a provisional lifting of repression, on the
condition that the repressed contents are verbally and affectively
negated: "[Negation] is also a lifting of repression, though not of
course an acceptance of what is repressed.... The outcome of
this is a kind of intellectual acceptance of the repressed, while
at the same time what is essential to the repression persists"
(Freud, 1925: 236). In negation, there is an affirmation of what
is repressed: to negate or deny something one must have previ-
ously affirmed it. Affirmation is the process of registering or
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TO MOpa NpPeTxXofHO UCTOTO Aa ro admpmupan. Adupmaymjata
e npouecoT Ha 3abenexyBarwe UNN YUKcUpare Ha NOpPUBOT
BP3 MAaeaumoHata CogpXXuHa, 03HauyBajKu ro npBoTO CO BTO-
poTo. Admpmalrmjata € em yc/ioB 3a 03HadyBarbe W MOTUCHY-
Bare - HeWTo Mopa Aa 6wuae o3HayeHo npef fa buge pgerpa-
OVpaHO BO HECBECHOTO - €M Bpakake Ha notucHaToTto. Eg-
HOCTaBHO [0AaBajku efHo ,He' Ha admpmauujata, Herauuwjata
JonywTta CBeCcHO 3abenexyBahe Ha nmoTucHarara cogpXKumHa
1 ro oaberHysa LieH30pCTBOTO. Taa € MHOTy eKOHOMUYEH HauvH
Ha ncuxuyka ogbpaHa, npudakajkm rm HecBecHUTE COAPXMHU
noj ycnoB Tue fa ce OofpeydeHw.

OTcTpaHyBakeTo noapasbupa otpnare Ha Hekoja naeja
KOja emMaHvpa o, HafBopelLuHaTa peasiHoCT a He of, ugot. Toa e
Heycrnex Aa ce perucrTpupa Hekoj Bnevyartok, Koj nogpasbupa
OTd)pJ'Ial-be Ha gen of peasiHoCTta Win ognenyBsarke O HEro:
Eroto co3gaBa, aBTOKPATCKW, HOB HafBOpeELUEH ”
BHaTpeLleH cBeT.... [0]BOj CBET e KOHCTpyMpaH BO COracHoCT
CO XenbeHuTe MopvBM Ha WMAOT, U .. MOTMBOT 3a OBa AWCO-
uMpare off Ha[BOPELIHNOT CBET € HeKoja MHOry cepmosHa
hpycTpaumja of peasHoCTa Ha Hekoja xenba - pycTpaumja
LUTO Ce YMHW HenogHoc/auBa. TecHaTa MOBP3aHOCT Ha oBaa
ncmxo3a CO HOpMa/sIHUTE COHMWTa € Henorpewnusa. (1924:
151).

McuxoTuykata xanyuuHaumja He e e Bpakarbe Ha Mo-
TUCHATOTO T.e., Bpakare Ha 03HA4MTEeNOT, TYKy BpaKkare Ha
peasiHOTO Koe HuKorall He 6110 03HAYeHOo - NpeHebperHyBayka
AN cCKoToMM3UpaHa nepuenuuja, HeWTo WTo nara Bp3 cy6-
jektoBaTa cnena Toyka. Cyb6jekroBarta nepuenuuja He e npo-
eKTMpaHa HaHaaBop BpP3 HaABOPELUHWOT cBeT. [MocKopo, oHa
LWITO € BHATPELHO NPUKPMEHO MOBTOPHO My Ce MojaByBa Ha
cybjeKTOT Kako ga emaHupa of PeanHoTo, nonpso BO Xxasy-
UMHaToOpHa O4OLWTO BO MpoekTMBHa chopma. Toa ce coouysa
CO Cy6jeKTOT of efHa He3aBWCHAa, HajBOpeLlHa nosuuuja.

lMopekHyBakeTO € Hekaje Ha nosnat nomery osue
pun3nukn oabpaHn. Kako M NOTUCHYBameTO U HerupamweTo,
TOoa nogpasbupa PusnMyKo perncTpuparle Ha HEeKOj HaroH, Haj-
n3pasnto OjAUNOBCKUOT HaroH; HO, Kako W npeHebperHysa-
HEeTO WU OTCTpaHyBaweTOo, Toa MM OoTdpsia COAPXMHUTE Ha
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fixing a drive to an ideational content, signifying the former by
the latter. Affirmation is both the condition of signification and of
repression— something must be signified before it can be rel-
egated to the unconscious— and the return of the repressed. By
simply adding a "no" to the affirmation, negation allows a con-
scious registration of the repressed content and avoids cen-
sorship. It is a very economical mode of psychical defense,
accepting unconscious contents on the condition that they are
denied.

Repudiation involves the rejection of an idea that ema-
nates from external reality rather than from the id. It is a failure
to register an impression, involving a rejection of or detachment
from a piece of reality:

The ego creates, autocratically, a new external and
internal world.... [Tjhis world is constructed in accordance with
the id's wishful impulses, and...the motive of this dissociation
from the external world is some very serious frustration by re-
ality of a wish— a frustration which seems intolerable. The close
affinity of this psychosis to normal dreams is unmistakable.
(1924: 151)

The psychotic's hallucination is not the return of the
repressed, i.e., the return of a signifies but the return of the
Real that has never been signified— a foreclosed or scotomized
perception, something falling on the subject's psychical blind
spot. The subject's perception is not projected outward onto the
external world. Rather, what is internally obliterated reappears
for the subject as if it emanates from the Real, in hallucinatory
rather than projective form. It confronts the subject from an in-
dependent, outside position.

Disavowal exists somewhere mid-way between these
psychical defences. Like repression and negation, it involves
the psychical registration of an impulse, most notably the Oedi-
pal impulse; but, like foreclosure or repudiation, it refuses the
contents of a perception or a piece of reality. It does not rely
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nepuenuujata unu gen of peanHocta. Toa He ce noTnupa Ha
HEeCBECHOTO HWUTY Mak ro nonsyea. Toa My npecnefgysa Ha
BOCTAHOBYBaHETO Ha HECBECHOTO W, KakKo W OT(pnamero,
nogpasbupa pacuen BO eroto. 3a pasnuka of ncuxosara, no-
peKHyBareTo He nogpasbupa Heycrnex Ha npeTcTaByBaheTo,
3aroa LWTO Toa € NJAO0AOHOCHO BO NpeTcTaByBayku nornep.
Herosata CTpykTypa e BcugpeHa of, AeTCKOTO npudakare
Ha peasiHOCTa M HEroBOTO WCTOBPEMEHO 6A6VBamwe Ha pean-
HOCTa, LITO ro para HaroHOT 3a Mpou3BejyBare PacKOLLHU
3HAYEHCKN KOHTEKCTU U paHTaCTUYHU cueHapuja.

deTMWNCTOT He oTcTanyBa of ABe cTojanvwTa npu
NMOPEKHYBaHETO: OAPEKYBAHETO HA HEAOCTATOKOT Ha >XeHute
N HEroBOTO MNpu3HaBakwe W Npuakamwe. [peTe crTojanuwTa
,OMNCTOjyBaaT HanopeiHO 3a BpemMe Ha HUBHWOT XMBOT 6e3 Aa
CV BNMjaaT epgHoconpyro. Tyka MOXe CO' nMpaBo [a Ce Kaxe
JeKa nmame pacuenyBarwe Ha eroto" (Freud; 1940: 276). 3a
pasfnuka of NoTUCHyBaweTo, Kaje LUTO eroto MnoTWCHyBa MpeT-
CTaBHMK Ha MAOT, Npy NOPEeKHyBaweTO ABa Aefla Ha eroto Ko-
puctaT npoTuBpeyYHn chopmn Ha ofbpaHa. Ha 0BOj HauuH dhe-
TULIOT, Kako CyncTUTYT 3a MajuvMHuMOT dhanyc, ja noTepaysa U
O4peKyBa KacTpupaHocTa Ha XeHute. dPeTUMCTOT e Ha nos-
nar nomefy Heyposa W ncuxosa: TOj Ce 3alTuTyBa cebecu of,
ncuxo3a npeTcrtaByBajku ro MajumHuMoT hpanyc npeky deTu-
lMcTUYKaTa CyncTutyumja, nputoa Toj- € 3alTUTEeH Of Hey-
po3a MNpeky HeroBOTO MOTUCHYBake Ha KacTpauuoHata 3aka-
Ha. Toa e Kako egHWOT Aen of eroto (WTo ja npucaka Kac-
TpupaHocTa) Aa € HeypoTuM4yeH, a Apyrnot gen (WwTto ja otdpna
KacTpupaHocTa) fa e MCUXOTUYEH.

Koja e rnaBHaTa pasnuka nomefry MCUXoTvyapoT K
heTnwincToT ako n obajuarta cnogesnyeaart MnopekHyBakwe u
oThpnake Ha Aen of peanHocta? Pasnukata usrnega nexwu
BO MPOTUBCTABEHOCTA Ha xanyuuHauujata U CynctutyuumjaTa.
deTUWNCTOT ,,eAHOCTABHO HEe MM MPOTMBPEYN Ha Herosute
nepuenuun 1 xajayumHupa neHuc Tamy Kafe LUTO HULLTO TakBo
He MOXe fAa ce BWAW, TOj He HanpasBWi HULITO APYrO OCBEH
npemectyBake Ha BPeAHOCT - TOj ja MpeHen BaxHOCTa Ha
NeHNCOT Ha Apyr gen og Tenoto“ (1940: 277). OBa npemec-
TyBawe Ha BPeAHOCT Of MEeHWCOT Ha Apyr Aen of Tenoto
WM BP3 HEKOj] HEeXMB 0O6jeKT Ke CTaHe K/y4YHO BO c/iegHaBa
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upon or utilize the unconscious. It predates the establishment of
the unconscious, and, like repudiation, involves a split in the
ego. Unlike psychosis, disavowal does not involve a failure of
representation, for it is remarkably prolific in representational
means. Its structure is anchored by the child's acceptance of
reality and its simultaneous refusal of reality, which generate
the impulse to produce profuse significatory contexts and fan-
tasy scenarios.

The fetishist maintains two attitudes in disavowal: the
denial of women's lack and its recognition and acceptance. The
two attitudes "persist side by side throughout their lives without
influencing each other. Here is what may rightly be called a
splitting of the ego" (Freud, 1940: 276). Unlike repression, where
the ego represses a representative of the id, in disavowal two
parts of the ego utilize contradictory forms of defense. In this
way the fetish, as a substitute for the maternal phallus, affirms
and denies women's castration. The fetishist is midway between
neurosis and psychosis: he preserves himself from psychosis
by representing the maternal phallus through fetishistic substitu-
tion, yet he is saved from neurosis by his repression of the
castration threat. It is as if one part of the ego (which accepts
castration) is neurotic, and the other part (which repudiates cas-
tration) is psychotic.

What is the major difference between the psychotic and
the fetishist if both share disavowal and rejection of a piece of
reality? The difference seems to lie in the opposition between
hallucination and substitution. The fetishist "did not simply con-
tradict his perceptions and hallucinate a penis where there was
none to be seen, he effected no more than a displacement of
value— he transferred the importance of the penis to another
part of the body" (1940: 277). This displacement of value from
the penis to another part of the body or onto an inanimate object
will become crucial in the following discussion of the possibility
of female fetishism, and particularly lesbian fetishism.
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pacnpaBa 3a BO3MOXHOCTA Ha XXEHCKM heTulun3am, a 0CO6EHO
Ha nesbejcku peTvIm3am.

DeTNWN3MOT N XXEHCTBEHOCTA

30WTO XEHCKMOT heTuwinsam e OKCUMOPOH (Schor,
365)? Bp3 ocHoBa Ha dpojaoBOoTO 06jacHyBarbe, XXEHCKNOT
peTvIM3aM He e BO3MOXEeH 3aroa LITO AeBojkaTa Hema Hu-
KakoB pas3fior Win MOTMB 3a Aa ja MOopekHe KacTpumpaHocTa
Ha Majkata. lNopekHyBaweTO Hema fa ja 3alWTuTu o4 Crnos-
HaBaHE€TO Ha COMCTBEHaTa KacTPMPAaHOCT KaKo LWTO MOXe
BO C/ly4ajoT CO MOMYETO. 3a pas/vka Of KacTpvMpaHocTa LITo
My Ce 3aKaHyBa WIM e BO3MOXHa Kaj MOM4eTo, AeBojkaTa
BeKe 6una KacTpupaHa WM Hej3vHaTa 3ajaya e nacusHa, npu-
(pakarw€e Ha Hej3NHMOT cTaTtyc. NopekHyBaweTO Kaj AeBOjKMTe
BOOMLUTO He e HEBOOOGWYEHO, HO HEMa HMKakKBa cMuesna 3a Hea
Ja ja nopekHyBa KacTpupaHocTa Ha Majkata. HamecTto T0a,
Taa HacTojyBa [a ja MOpPEKHe COMNCTBeHaTa KacTpvpaHoCT.
HaBucTtuHa, of, cTpaHa Ha feBojkata, 0Ba € COBpLUEHO ,HOp-
MasiHa" npBa peakuumja Ha ujejata 3a HejavHaTa KacTpupaHocCT.

dpojgoBata nosuvuvja e rnaBHO npudpateHa of cTpaHa
Ha COBPEMEHWTE NCUXOAHA/IMTUYKM TeopeTuyapu, Oypyu u Kora
Mma U3BeCcTyBah€e 3a C/yvyan Ha XXeHcku deTuwmsam. Ha
npumep, Llynnet XonkuHC ro onuwysBa C/y4ajoT Ha LIecTro-
OMLLHOTO XXEHCKO AeTe Kaj Koe ce nojaByBa (PeTull 3a cTanana
n yeBnn. [eBOjYeTo MMasIo HeobnyeH (heTUNCTUYKM npea-
meT, Tabakepa, LWITO ,ja KoOpucTena MCK/Iy4YnMBO 3a CeKCyaslHu
uenu... kora mactypéupana“ (Hopkins, 82). MefyTtoa, oHa LWTO
My NoAasiexu Ha heTUIM3MOT Ha [eBojueTo (M BepojaTHO o
ob6jacHyBa) e chopmara Ha ncuxos3a BO Koja ,AEBOJUETO Bepy-
Basio 3a cebecn geka e momye“ (83). XOMKMHC ynaTtyBa Ha
TBpPAEHETO Ha dunuc MpuHakp geka ,cumnTomute Ha eTu-
lIM3aM ce jaByBaaT CcaMo Kaj XXEHCKU n1ua Kaj Kov Uy30pHUOT
thanyc ce 3006Mn co TakBa MOK Koja ce npubnmxysa oo npu-
BMAYyBa4yKoTO" (83); OAHOCHO, (PETULIN3MOT € MOXEH Kaj XKEeH-
CKM nuua ko 3a cebe BepyBaaT feka ce mawku. Wop ucto
Taka LuTMpa YeTupu C/lydan Ha >XEeHCKU (DeTuim3am, HO cuTe
TMe u3rfefa Ha C/AMYeH HauvH NoKaxyBaaT Cu/Ha WAaeHTu-
omKauunja Ha aeBojkata co hasycHata MacKy/nuHa nosuuuja.
OBue [eBOjKM Ce Ha rpaHuua Ha ncuxosa bugejku Tue ja oT-

LESBIAN FETISHISM?

Fetishism and femininity

Why is female fetishism an oxymoron (Schor, 365)?
On Freud's account, female fetishism is not possible because
there is no reason or motive for the girl to disavow the mother's
castration. Disavowal will not protect her against the
acknowledgement of her own castration as it might in the case
of the boy. Unlike the boy's threatened or possible castration,
the girl has already been castrated and her task is the passive
one of accepting her status. Disavowal in girls is by no means
uncommon, but it makes no sense for her to disavow the mother's
castration. Rather, she tends to disavow her own castration.
This is indeed the perfectly "normal" first reaction on the girl's
part to the idea of her castration.

Freud's position is generally accepted by contempo-
rary psychoanalytic theorists, even where there are reported
cases of female fetishism. For example, Juliet Hopkins describes
the case of a six-year-old female who develops a foot and shoe
fetish. The girl had a particular fetish object, a tobacco tin, that
"she used exclusively for sexual purposes... when she mastur-
bated" (Hopkins, 82). Underlying the girl's fetishism, however,
(and perhaps explaining it), was a form of psychosis in which
"the girl believed herself to be a boy" (83). Hopkins refers to
Phyllis Greenacre's claim that the "symptoms of fetishism only
develop in females in whom the illusionary phallus has gained
such strength as to approach the delusional" (83); that is to say,
fetishism is possible in females who believe themselves to be
male. Schor also cites four cases of female fetishism, but they
all similarly seem to exhibit a strong identification of the girl with
the phallic position of masculinity. These girls border on psy-
chosis because they repudiate the psychical reality of castration
rather than disavow it. They refuse their castrated condition and
continue to believe in their own phallic position. They do not
exhibit the ambivalence, the duplicity, of the fetishist's disavowal,
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hpnaaTt ncuxmykata peasiHOCT Ha KacTpupaHocTa HaMecTo
Aa ja nopekHat. Tve He ja npudpakaaT HMBHaATa KacTpupaHa
cocTojba M npoAos/KyBaaTt Aa BepyBaaT BO cofncTBeHarta ha-
nycHa coctojb6a. Tue He ja npojaByBaaT ambuBaneHTHOCTA,
[BOJHOCTa, Ha (PETMLIMCTMYKOTO MOpPeKHyBake, 3alTo Hema
MCTOBPEMEHO MOTBpAYBake W OApeKyBare, TakBO LITO O
cnacysa (QeTUMLNCTOT 0f MNcuxo3sa.

3a pa pasbepeme 30WwTO0 Ppojg cmeTan feka e He-
BO3MOXHO XeHuTe ga 6ugat deTuwmctu, a nputoa ga pas-
b6epeme feka ne36ejcTBOTO MOXe fa 6uae cornefaHo Kako
dopmMa Ha XeHCKu goeTuwmsam, Hue Tpeba fa rm ncrpaxume
onepauunTe Ha NOpeKHyBake, U HUBHWUTE MOCAEeAULM BP3 XKEH-
CKMOT pasBoj. Vima Tpn opgenHn nateku LWTO Moxart ga npo-
n3nesart of LEeBOjYMHOTO MOPEKHyBake Ha Hej3uHaTa COrMcT-
BEHa KaCTPMPaHOCT: XeTepoCeKcyasHMoT (CeKyHAapeH) Hap-
umMsam, xucrtepujara, U KOMMEKCOT Ha MackysnvHocT. Bo ,3a
HapuM3moT: Yeog" (1914), dpojg cknumpa Husa 06jeKT-n3dopu
KOM LUTO My Ce OTBOpaaT Ha XXEHCTBEHWOT, WM KaKO LUTO TOj
ro HapekyBa, ,HapuMCTUYKM® TuMN. TyKa XXEHCTBEHWOT CybjeKT
(6e3 ornen panv e Mawku UKW XXEHCKM) ro caka 06jeKToT
COINacHO Ha HeroeaTta C/IMYHOCT, WCTOBETHOCT, WM MOBp3a-
HOCT cO cebe. ®poja TBpAM AeKa, Kako BuA Ha KoMMneH3auuja
3a Hej3NHOTO Npu3HaBake Ha Hej3uHata MHGEepPUOPHOCT, Ae-
BOjkaTa MOXe Aa pas3Bue (CEKyHAAPHO) HapUUCTUYKO BIOXY-
Batbe€ BO COMNCTBEHOTO Tesno, TPeTMpPajKyM 0 Kako LUTO Hekoe
COOZIBETHO MallKo 61U TpeTMpano HaABOpeLlleH /byboBeH 06-
jekT. Taa ro pasmasyBa HEj3UHOTO Teslo, ro TpeTupa co o-
60BHa rpmxa; Toa cTaHyBa BUTaseH WHCTPYMEHT, HEj3MHO
CPeACTBO 3a OcCUrypyBarwe [eKa Taa € cakaHa. Toa e UCTo
Taka HEj3VH HauvH Ha pa3BuBak-€ KpUTEpPUYMMU 3a Mepere Ha
Hej3anHaTa concTeeHa BpefHOCT. Taa ro chanvumpa LenoTo
Hej3nHO Teno. AKO MaxoT BepyBa feka Toj ro uma canycot
(06jekTOT Ha Xenba), Toraw >XeHaTa BepyBa geka Taa e ¢ha-
nycoT. MalKMOT NeHUC U LLesI0TO XXEHCKO Teno ce npoTon-
KyBaH/ KaKo (DU3NYKN eKBUBANEHTHU. JITaKaHOBCKM KaXaHo,
TOj 0O MMa 06jeKTOT Ha XenbaTa fofeka Taa e 06jeKTOT Ha
xenoéara.

Bo npouecoT Ha cebenpeTBopare BO 06jeKT Ha xenba,
HapuucThuKaTa XeHa ja npemMecTyBa BpegHOCTa Ha (panycoT

journal for politics, gender and culture, vol. I, no. 1, Summer2001

for there is no simultaneous affirmation and denial of the kind
which saves the fetishist from psychosis.

In order to understand why Freud considered it impos-
sible for women to be fetishists, and yet to understand that lesbi-
anism could be seen as a form of female fetishism, we need to
explore the operations of disavowal, and its effects on feminine
development. There are three distinctive paths which may result
from the girl's disavowal of her own castration: heterosexual (sec-
ondary) narcissism, hysteria, and the masculinity complex. In
"On Narcissism: An Introduction" (1914), Freud outlines a se-
ries of object-choices open to the feminine or what he calls the
"narcissistic" type. Here the feminine subject (whether male or
female) loves an object according to its resemblance, identity,
or connection with the self. Indeed, Freud claims that, as a kind
of compensation for her recognition of her inferiority, the girl
may develop a (secondary) narcissistic investment in her own
body, treating it as the corresponding male would an external
love-object. She pampers her body, treats it with loving care; it
becomes a vital instrument, her means of ensuring that she is
loved. It is also her way of developing criteria for measuring her
own self-worth. She phallicizes her whole body. If man believes
he has the phallus (the object of desire), then woman believes
she is the phallus. The man's penis and the whole of the woman's
body are rendered psychically equivalent. In Lacanian terms,
he has the object of desire while she is the object of desire.

In the process of making herself the object of desire,
the narcissistic woman displaces the value of the phallus onto
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Ha COMCTBEHOTO Teso, 3eMEHO BO LefvHa. 3Haun, Taa ro uva
(hanycoT, camo BO OHaa MepKa BO Koja Taa e chanycot (3a
HEKOj KOj ja sbyby unm nocakyBa). OBaa TakaHape4yeHa ,Hop-
MasiHa" nateka Ha XXeHCTBEeHOCTa, KOMMeH3upahweTo (U Ha
TOj HauMH nNpudpakareTo) Ha Hej3uHaTa KacTpupaHocT, noa-
pa3bupa KOMMeH3aumoHo hanuumsnpame Ha Hej3aMHOTO Teno.
Bo oBaa cmwuena, ,Hapuuctnykarta XeHa" e nocneguua Ha
dhyHKuMjaTa Ha hanycoT BO KOHCTUTyMpaweTo Ha cekcyas-
HNOT MAeHTUTeT. Hapuuctnykarta XeHa, HacrnpoTy Kapakre-
pusnpareTo Ha KodmaH, e ganeky og 1oa ga 6uge HesaBucHa
N aBTOHOMHa. Taa ce CTpemMu fa ja 3ayyBa Hej3vHaTa nosuvuyumja
Kako 06jeKT Ha xenbarta Ha Apyrnot camo CO YMELLHOCT, 13-
rnes, Wan nNpuKpuBame.

WnyswujaTta, TpaBecTujaTa, LIMWHKaTa, HaMamyBahe-
TO, Ce TEXHUKMTE Ha KoM Taa ce moTnupa 1 3a [a i npukpue
M 3a ga rm 06enofeHn Hej3auHUTe ,CYLWTUHCKM npegHocTh®.
Tve ce Hej3VHOTO CPeAcTBO 3a 3aBefyBakbe WM HamamyBahe
Ha MacKy/NMHUOT WU aHaKIUTUYKMOT sbyOOBHUK, 3a fa CTaHe
Heros sby6oBeH 06jekT. [ogeka Baka, CO OBMe cCpefcTBa ja
3aTCKpMBa Hej3uHaTa ,HEenoTnosIHOCTY, Taa 06e36eAyBa HauWH
Ha npuctan Ao ¢anycHoTo. VIpOHMYHO e Toa LITO BO OBaa
3anoba 3a cTaHyBawe dpanyc, 06jekT Ha xenbaTta Ha Apy-
rMoT, Taa € OTKpPMEeHa Kako MEeCTO Ha pacuen, HegocTaTok,
UM KacTpupaHocT, U naeannampaHo U NOHWXEHO, OMEreHo
CO MackapafjaTta Ha XXeHCTBEeHOCTa, MecTO M Ha M306MNCTBO
M Ha HepgocTaTok: ,Konky u ga u3rneja napajokcasiHO oBaa
dopmynaumja, BenaMm Aeka 3a fa ctaHe anycoT, OAHOCHO,
03HauMTeNoT Ha Xenbarta Ha [pyruoT, KeHaTa Ke oTgpau
CYLUTECTBEH €N Off XXEHCTBEHOCTa, MMEHO, CUTe HEej3nHu art-
pubytn Bo Mackapagata“ (Lacan 1977a: 289-290).

AKO HapumcTMyKaTa XeHa cnposefe danycupare Ha
LlesI0TO Hej3MHO Teno Toraw, BO M3BecHa cMuena, taa v Jo-
BefyBa [0 KpajHOCT cTpaTermmte KOPUCTEHW Of, XUCTEePUKOT.
XuctepujaTta e crneuyndunyHo heMrH1Ha Heyposa BO Koja, Mnpe-
Ky COMAarCKOTO yrofyBarwe Ha efleH gen of TefnoTo, ,Xucre-
puyHaTa 30Ha“, CeKcyaniHoCTa Ha Cy6jeKTOT e BO cocTojb6a Aa
6uge npemecteHa. Kako M HapumcTuukaTa >XeHa, XMCTepuu-
HaTa ja npuaka Hej3nHaTa kacTpvpaHa nosuumja; Ho, 3a pas-
NYKa of, HapumcTuykarta, Hej3MHOTO B/IOXKyBake He € BO (ha-
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her own body, taken as a whole. She has the phallus, then, only
inasmuch as she is the phallus (for someone who loves or de-
sires her). This so-called "normal” path of femininity, the com-
pensation for (and thus acceptance of) her castration, involves
the compensatory phallicization other body. In this sense, "the
narcissistic woman" is an effect of the function of the phallus in
the constitution of sexual identity. The narcissistic woman, con-
trary to Kofman's characterization, is far from independent and
autonomous. She strives to retain her position as the object of
the other's desire only through artifice, appearance, or dissimu-
lation.

Illusion, travesty, makeup, enticement become tech-
nigues she relies on to both cover and make visible her "essen-
tial assets." They are her means of seducing or enticing the
masculine or anaclitic lover, becoming a love-object for him.
While thus concealing her "deficiency” by these means, she
secures a mode of access to the phallic. Ironically, in this aim of
becoming the phallus, the object of the other's desire, she is
revealed as the site of rupture, lack, or castration, both ideal-
ized and debased, bound up with the masquerade of femininity,
the site of both excess and deficiency: "Paradoxical as this for-
mulation may seem, | am saying that it is in order to be the
phallus, that is to say, the signifier of the desire of the Other, that
a woman will reject an essential part of femininity, namely, all
her attributes in the masquerade" (Lacan, 1977a: 289-290).

If the narcissistic woman effects a phallicization of the
whole of her body, then in a sense she takes to one extreme the
strategies utilized by the hysteric. Hysteria is a specifically femi-
nine neurosis in which, through a somatic compliance of a part
of the body, the "hysterogenic zone," the subject's sexuality is
able to be displaced. Like the narcissistic woman, the hysteric
accepts her castrated position; but unlike the narcissist, her
investment is not in a phallic subject who, through his desire,
can bestow on her the position of being the phallic object. The
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NYCHUOT Cy6jeKT Koj, NPEKy cBojaTa kenba, Moxe Aa W ja go-
Aenn Hej3e nosuumjata ga buae dpasyceH 06jekT. XUCTEPUKOT
ja ogberHyBa mMacKynvMHaTta enba, HaMecTo Hea MpeTnoYnTajKu
ja cera 3arybeHarta npe-OjgnnoBcka NPUBP3aHOCT KOH Hej-
3nHata majka (WM cyncTuTyTuTe Ha Mmajka). ByHTyBajku ce
NPOTUB MacuMBHOCTaA 0BMYHO acoumpaHa Co XEHCTBEHOCTa, Taa
Xuctepmusmpa - o4HOCHO, ro danycupa - He LesioTO Hej3uHO
Teno, TyKy XxuctepuyHara 30Ha. Moxeme fa ja 3emMeme Kako
npumep fopa: Taa ro npemectyBa reHUTa/IHOTO 3a40B0JICTBO
BO M3BecHa (hopma Ha XUCTEePUYHO rywewe. Bo HM3M of
WH(paHTUNHW naeHTudmnKaumm (Bo 04HOC Ha Kou ce 4mHu Ppojg,
e 30yHeT wau NpeMHory npeokynupaH) taa ro ganycupa Hej-
3VHWOT TpKAaH ¥ ro KOpUcTn 3a fa ro curHaamsmpa cBOETO
rHacewe o[, CekcyanHuTe npefHocTn Ha Xep K. Taa ro xucre-
pusmpa 0BOj AeN 0f, Hej3MHOTO Teno Kako m3BecHa thopma Ha
HOCTa/Irnja, CNOMEHMK 3a Hej3nHaTa MajumHcka npeg-ucrtopuja,
Koj Taa mMopa (Ho oabuBa) Aa ro oThpan BO 3amMeHa 3a 3aKOHOT
Ha TaTKOTO. Taa He ro 3ajpXxyBa KIUTOPUCOT (Kako BO Mac-
KY/IMHUOT KOMMJIEKC), HUTY Mak Taa ro npeHecyBa CeKCcyasiHUoT
WHTEH3UTET BP3 BarMHata (Kako LUTO e Ccny4aj co ,HopManHara“,
T.e., XeTepocekcyasnHa XeHCTBEHOCT; cera Hej3VHOTO 1Mbnao
€ BJIOXKEHO BO He-reHuTasHa 30Ha.

Pa3snukata nomery xuctepuyHata M HapuucTuykarta
XeHa e pasnuka nomery npemMectyBaweTo Ha hanycoT Bp3
HEeKOj 4esnl UM Bp3 LesI0TO TesI0 Ha Cy6jeKkToT (MOoXebu noseke
pasnuka BO CTenmeH OTKOMKY BO BuA?). [lojeka Kaj Hapumcuc-
TMYKaTa >KeHa LefnoTo Tesio e danyc (n oTTamy Hej3e i Tpeba
HaJBOpeLLeH /byboBeH 06jeKT 3a Aa I ro 4oAenn crTaTycoT Ha
06jekT Ha xenba, WTO ro o6jacHyBa HEj3MHOTO MOTAMpaHe Ha
aHaKINTUYKNOT /bYOOBHUK, 6€3 orfes fanin e XeTepocekcy-
aneH UM XOMOCEKCyasleH), XMcTepuyHaTa XeHa CTekHyBa ca-
MofedmHMpaH cTaTyc Kako hasiycHa: fefn Of HEj3MHOTO Teslo
ja npesema yHKumjaTta Ha hanycoT (MOTBpPAYBajKu ro Hej-
3WMHUOT CTaTyC Kako npegMeT BO narpujapxatoT), a nak Hu-
3nHaTa cy6jeKTMBHOCT OCTaHyBa BO aKTMBHa Mofioxba (TakBa
KOja ro CMeTa Hej3MHOTO COMCTBEHO Tesl0 KakKo CBOj 00jeKT).

3Haun, NopekHyBaweTO BO HMKOj C/ly4aj He e CBOjCT-
BEHO CamMO Ha MaxuTe; Toa e oabpaHb6eH mexaHu3am [ocTa-
MeH U pacnosioX/IMB 3a XeHuTe. HeroBuTe onepauun Hy>XHO
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hysteric eschews masculine desire, preferring instead the now
lost pre-Oedipal attachment to her mother (or mother-substi-
tutes). In rebelling against the passivity usually associated with
femininity, she hystericizes— that is to say, phallicizes— not the
whole of her body, but a hysterical zone. We can take Dora as
an example: She displaces genital pleasure into a form of hys-
terical choking. Through a series of infantile identifications (about
which Freud seems rather confused or over-invested) she
phallicizes her throat and uses it to signal her disgust at Herr K's
sexual advances. She hystericizes this part of her body as a
form of nostalgia, a monument to her maternal pre-history, one
she must (but refuses to) abandon in exchange for the father's
law. She does not retain the clitoris (as in the masculinity com-
plex), nor does she transfer sexual intensity to the vagina (as
occurs in "normal," i.e., heterosexual femininity); her libido is
now invested in a non-genital zone.

The difference between the hysteric and the narcissist
is the difference between the displacement of the phallus onto a
part or onto the whole of the subject's own body (perhaps a
difference of degree rather than kind?). Whereas the narcissist's
whole body is the phallus (and thus she requires an external
love object to bestow on her the status of the object of desire,
accounting for her reliance on an anaclitic lover, whether het-
erosexual or homosexual), the hysteric gains a self-defined sta-
tus as phallic: a part other own body takes on the function of the
phallus (confirming her object-like status in patriarchy), while
her subjectivity remains in an active position (one which takes
her own body as its object).

Disavowal, then, is by no means unique to men; it is a
defense mechanism open and available to women. Its opera-
tions do not necessarily signal psychosis, but may function as a
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He curHanmsmpaar ncmxo3a, TYKYy MoxaTt ga yHKuMoHupaaT
Kako hbopmMa Ha 3awTuTa, Mako He - Kako BO C/ly4yajoT co
MOMYMHbATA - NPOTMB MOXHaTa 3aryba, TyKy MOCKOpO NpoTuB
NINYHOTO MOHWXKYBare U TpaHCcOpMUPaHEeTO Ha Hej3uHMOT
cTaTyc of cyb6jekT BO 06jeKkT, 0f aKTuBHa BO MNacuBHa, U 0Of,
»~hanycHa“ Bo ,kacTpupaHa“ - dpojgosarta ,gecduHnynja” Ha
XeHckocTa. Toa e cTpartervja Ha camosalwTuTa, Aypy U ako
UMMNIMUMpPa HEKaKOB BuWA, ofsfienyBawe 0f, coumo-cumb0osny-
KaTta ,peanHocrt.

TpeTnoT 0cobeH ncxop of AEBOjUMHOTO MOpPEeKHyBakwe
Ha Hej3nHaTa KacTpupaHoCT e oHa WwTo Ppoja ro Hapekysa
~MackymH kKomnnekc”. Jesojkata LWTOo ,CTpaga“ of TaKOB KOM-
nnekc ogbusa fga ro npudaty CBOjOT CeKyHAapeH u cybopau-
HMpaH cTaTyc; Taa npeteHgupa fa 6uie TpeTupaHa u ga noc-
Tanysa MCTO Kako Maxute. Ppojg cyrepupa feka nako Macky-
JIVHWOT KOMIJIEKC HY)XXHO He Mopa fa vmnavuypa nesbejcTtso,
cenak MHory nesbejky mMoxart fa ce kiacudmkysaaT nof osaa
eTuketa. OHaMmy Kaje LUTO TakaHapeyeHata HopMasiHa nareka
Ha XeHCKocTa nogpasbupa npudakare Ha Hej3uHaTa KacTpu-
paHoOCT ¥ NpeHecyBake Ha Hej3mHaTa MbuaHa KaTxecuc of,
MajkaTa Ha TaTKoTo {via meHucHaTa 3aBuUCT), CO npuapy>xHaTa
TpaHcopmaumja Ha Hej3MHUOT BOLEYKM CeKcyaneH opraH op,
K/IMTOPUCOT KOH BarvHata (M co Hea noBp3aHarta nosoxoba Ha
NacuBHOCT), XXeHaTa LITO cTpaja 04 MacKy/MHUOT KOMMAEKC
ro 3afpXyBa K/IUTOPUCOT KakKo Hej3VH BOAEYKM CEKCyasleH op-
raH v nonoxbaTa Ha akKTMBHOCT LITO TOj ja nogpasbupa. Taa
UCTO Taka MOXe [a ro 3agpXu MajuMHCKUOT SINK Kako Mogen
BP3 KOj Ke M 3aCcHOBYBa HEj3UHUTE MOAOLHEXHM MPUBP3aHOCTU
KOH 06jeKTW, NPOLO0/IKYBAjKM BO TOj C/lyvaj A caka >XeHa cync-
TUTYT Ha Majka: ,Taka geBojkaTa MoXxe ga ogbue pga ro
npudatm PakToT AeKa e KacTpupaHa, MOXe [Aa Ce OYesimuun
cebecn co ybenyBaweTo [eka Taa HaBuWCTUHA nocepysa ne-
HUC U cneAcTBeHO Moxe aa buae npuHydeHa fa ce ogHecysa
6oxxem Taa e max" (Freud, 1925a: 253).

HaBuctrHa, TOKMy Ha BakoB HauuH Ppojg ja objacHyBa
XEeHCKaTa XOMOCEKCYa/lHOCT BO OHWE peTKW nacycu n TeKc-
TOBM Kage LWTO Toj, 6naro peyeHo, ynatysa Ha ne36ejcTBOTO.
Bo cny4yajoT Ha HemmeHyBaHaTa XOMOCeKcyanHa xeHa (Ppeya,
1920), Toj ja onuwyBa Hea feKa ce OAHecyBa Kako ranaHTeH

LESBIAN FETISHISM?

form of protection, though not— as in the case of boys— against
potential loss, but rather against the personal debasement and
the transformation of her status from subject to object, active to
passive, and "phallic" to "castrated"— Freud's "definition" of femi-
ninity. It is a strategy of self-protection, even if it implies a cer-
tain mode of detachment from socio-symbolic "reality.”

The third distinctive effect of the girl's disavowal of her
castration is what Freud calls the "masculinity complex." The girl
"suffering” from such a complex refuses to accept her second-
ary and subordinated status; she aspires to be treated like and
to act the same as men. Freud suggests that although the mas-
culinity complex may not necessarily imply lesbianism, never-
theless many lesbians can be classified under this label. Where
the so-called "normal” path to femininity involves accepting her
castration and transferring her libidinal cathexes from the mother
to the father (via penis envy), with the accompanying transfor-
mation other leading sexual organ from the clitoris to the vagina
(with its associated position of passivity), the woman suffering
from the masculinity complex retains the clitoris as her leading
sexual organ and the position of activity it implies. She may also
retain the maternal figure as the model on which to base her
later object attachments, in which case she will continue to love
a female mother-substitute: "Thus the girl may refuse to accept
the fact of being castrated, may harden herself in the conviction
that she does possess a penis and may subsequently be com-
pelled to behave as though she were a man" (Freud, 1925a:
253).

Indeed this is how Freud explains female homosexuality
in those rare passages and texts when he refers to lesbianism at
all. In the case of the unnamed female homosexual (Freud, 1920),
he describes her as behaving like a chivalrous male lover, dis-
playing many of the characteristics attributed to the anaclitic or
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MallKkn /byOOBHUK, MPUKaXxyBajKn NOBEKe KapaKTepUCTUKK
KOULUTO My Ce NnpunuyBaaTt Ha aHaKIUTUYKUOT WM MAacKy/nH
TMN. Taa /bybun ,Kako Max“. Mlako moxeme ga ro ocrnopysame
0BOj OMUC KaKo COOABETEH 3a cuTe BUAOBU Ne36ejckn Jby-
6GOBHM BPCKM, CE€ YMHW € jaCHO [eKa TOj Cekako ro onuwysa
OfHOCOT ,0yy“-,,chbemMe” KOj ce YMHU JeKa MM YMHOXYyBa CTPYK-
TYpHUTE NO3ULMM Ha naTpuapxanHaTa xeTepoceKcyasiHOCT,
pasrpaHuyyBajKky ja HapuucTuykaTa (KEHCTBEHA) /byOOBHMYKA
04 aHaknuTuykata (MaxecTBeHa) /bybOBHMYKA. BTopaBa 0B-
e ja nopekHyBa Hej3uMHaTa KacTpupaHOoCT, Aojeka npsaTa ja
npucpaka ceojata KacTpupaHocT HO oabuBa ga ro npetsopwu
HEj3UHNOT /bybOoBEH 0O6jEKT Of4 MajuUMHCKM BO TaTKOBCKW.

Kako 1 Kaj mMalkaTa XOMOCEKCyasiHOCT, 3a MCUXo-
aHanMsara XeHckaTta XOMOCEeKCYaslHOCT [f1laBHO npe3ema ef-
Ha of ABeBe (HOpPMW, 3aCHOBaHW Ha efHa WM Apyra Hacoka
Ha WHpaHTUNeH pas3soj. Bo HacokaTa LWITO npou3BefyBa Mac-
KY/IMH KOMMJIEKC, MMa MOpeKHyBawe Ha KacTpuMpaHocTa Ha
XeHuTe n ogbuBake Aa ce nNpu3HaaTr CoUMja/ITHO CaHKUMOHU-
paHuTe 3Hauyena Ha cekcyanHarta pasfnuka. [JeBojkaTa Ke npo-
OOMKN Aa ce ngeHTudnkyBa co dpanycHara mMajka, Aypu Moxe
W Oa rneja BO TAaTKOTO MPOCTO ylWTe efHO OTesioTBOpyBake
Ha (paslyCHMOT cTaTyCc Ha MajkaTta (3Ha4yajHO e [eka oBa e u
cyabuHaTa Ha MalKnoT (UETULLMCT, UCTO Taka). Ho, ogbuBajku
Ja ja npu3Hae cBojata pasnuMka of hanycHaTta nosuuumja, Taa
ja 3agpXxyBa MaxecTBeHOCTa 0f Hej3uHata npen-OjaunoBcka
nosvumja M Majkata Kako /by60oBeH 06jekT. [pyrata Hacoka
Ha >KeHcKaTa XOMOCeKCyanHOCT nofpasbupa npudakare Ha
HEj3NHNOT KacTpupaH cTaTyC W MPMBPEMEHO npudakake Ha
TATKOTO KakKo /byb0OBeH 06jeKT Kako BO ,HOopmasHata“ »eH-
CTBEHOCT; HO, HamMecTo MnpeHecyBake Ha Hej3uHaTa npuBp-
3aHOCT Off TaTKOTO Ha COOABETHMOT MallKy CYncTUTYT 3a
TaTtkoTo, AeBojkaTta 6apa ,anycHa” eHa, TOKMY >KeHa, Kako
LUTO MOXe fAa Ce HaceTu, CO MacKynuH Komniekc. OBaa nak
KOMHEee MO >XXEHCTBEH JbyboBeH 06jeKT (KaKo U MaxkuTe) mako
npBaTa KOMHee N0 MaXeCcTBEH /byboBeH 06jeKkT (6e3 ornep,
Jann e MawKo WM XEHCKO); oBa Moxe pga 6buae onuwaHo
KaKo XOMCEeKcyasieH eKBMBAJIEHT Ha KOMMjeMeHTapHaTa xe-
TepoceKkcyasiHa MOBP3aHOCT MoMefy aHaKIUTUYKUTE W Hap-
LUCTUYKUTE /bYOOBHM OBjeKTU.
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masculine type. She loves "like a man." While we may dispute
this description as appropriate to all kinds ofles-bian love rela-
tionships, it seems clear that it certainly describes the butch-
femme relation, which seems to replicate the structural posi-
tions of a patriarchal heterosexuality, distinguishing a narcissis-
tic (feminine) lover from an anaclitic (masculine) lover. Here the
latter disavows her castration, while the former accepts her cas-
tration but refuses to convert her love object from maternal to
paternal.

As with male homosexuality, for psychoanalysis female
homosexuality generally takes on one of two forms, based on
one or the other path of infantile development. In the path that
produces the masculinity complex, there is a disavowal of
women's castration and a refusal to acknowledge the socially
sanctioned meanings of sexual difference. The girl will continue
to identify with the phallic mother, and may even see the father
as simply another embodiment of the phallic status of the mother
(it is significant that this is the fate of the male fetishist, as well).
But refusing to acknowledge her difference from the phallic po-
sition, she retains the masculinity other pre-Oedipal position and
the mother as love-object. The other path of female homosexual-
ity involves an acceptance of her castrated status and the tem-
porary taking on of the father as a love-object as in "normal”
femininity; but, instead of transferring her attachment from the
father to a suitable male father-substitute, the girl seeks out a
"phallic" woman, a woman precisely, one may suspect, with a
masculinity complex. The latter seeks a feminine love-object (as
men do) while the former seeks a masculine love-object (whether
male or female): this could be described as the homosexual
equivalent of the complementary heterosexual association be-
tween anaclitic and narcissistic love-objects.
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Bo kakoB ogHOC e ne36ejcTBOTO CO XXEHCKMOT deTu-
wmr3am? Bo cnyyajoT Ha gesojkaTta Koja ro uma npudareHo
HEj3MHNOT KacTpaLMOoHEeH KOMMJIEKC, Ce YMHU fAeKa € BO Ma
WU HWKaKOB ofgHoc. Ho, cryyajoT Ha XeHaTa LTo cTpaja of
MacKy/IMH KOMM/IEKC MOXe [a cyrepvpa M3BecHa NoBp3aHOCT.
Kako v (peTnwmnctoT, Taa ja NopekHyBa KacTpupaHocTa Ha
X€HUTe, HO OBaa KacTpupaHOCT He e Ha Hej3uHaTa hanycHa
Majka, TYKy Hej3unHa. McTo Kako (heTUmncToT, Taa npudaka
CYNCTUTYT HamecTO (asycoT, 06jeKT HajBOp Of Hej3UHOTO
Teno. TOKMy OBa € TOa LITO ja pa3/iMkyBa Hea 0f Hapuucoua-
HaTa M XMcTepuyHaTa XeHa, kou obeTe M hanycupaat wim
heTmwmnsnpaar HUBHUTE COMCTBEHW Tena, U KO BCYLIHOCT
He ja 3auyByBaaTt heTuWMCTUYKATA CTPYKTypa Ha npemec-
TyBakeTO Ha (hanycHata BpefHOCT Of MajuMHOTO Teno BOH
HeKoj 06jeKT HaaBOp 04, Hekoro. HacnpoTtn oBa, Macky/nvHata
KeHa 3ema HajBopelleH /by6oBEH 06jeKT - Apyra XeHa - u
NpeKy 0BOj /byb6OBEH 06jeKT e cnocobHa fa (hyHKUMOHMpa Kako
Taa ga uma, HamecTo ga e, panyc. Kako n kaj heTuwmncTor,
oBa MMMNAMUMpa paclenyBare Ha eroTo: OBa € OHa LITO Hea ja
npaBy CKOMIHA KOH caMuoT heMrHu3am, BO OHaa Mepka BO
Koja (PeMUHU3MOT, Kako Koe W fa € OMno3uUuUOHO MOJINTUYKO
ABMXKewe, nogpasbupa MopekHyBake Ha couuvjasiHaTa peas-
HOCT, 3a nNpoMeHaTa ja CTaHe 3aMUC/IMBa U BO3MOXHaA.

Kora wWTo peTuwmcToT ocTaHyBa Haj3a[0BOJIEH W Haj-
CpeKeH of cuTe NnepBepTU, MAcCKy/svMHaTa XXeHa ocTaHyBa Haj-
MasiKy cpekHa. Konky LWTo Taa ce 4yBCTBYBa noegHaksBa Win
rnocyneprvopHa BO OJHOC Ha MaxuTe, TOMIKY MOMasKy Hej3u-
HaTa nos3uumja Kako TakBa € couunjasiHO Mpu3HaeHa, TOJIKY
nomasiky Hej3nHuTe ybegysara ce onpaBAyBaHW 0f CcTpaHa
Ha ApyruTte, 1 TOJIKy MOBepojaTHO Taa € MoBeKe couumjasHo
nsonwrtysaHa. Taa ja npemecTtyBa (pasiycHata BpeLHOCT Bp3
06jeKT HaZBOp O MajuMHUOT (WM HEj3NHUOT COMCTBEH) ha-
NyC; HO, HacnpotTu PeTULLNCTOT, HEj3NHUOT JSbybOoBEH 06jeKT
HEe e HeXWB WU HenoTnosiH 06jeKT, TYKy Toa e Apyr cy6jekT.
Hej3anHunoT ,heTuw” He e pe3ynTar Ha CTPaBOT Of, XXEeHCTBe-
HOCT, TYKY Ha /bybOB; TOj He ja 3aliTUTyBa Hea Of MOXHaTa
OMacHOCT, 3aToa LUTO ja 3amo3HaBa CO nocneguuuTe of Liu-
pPOKO pacnpocTpaHeTarta couujasiHa xomodobuja.

LESBIAN FETISHISM?

What relation does lesbianism have to female fetish-
ism? In the case of the girl who has accepted her castration
complex, there seems to be little or no relation. But in the case
of the woman suffering from the masculinity complex, it may be
possible to suggest some connection. Like the fetishist, she dis-
avows women's castration, but this castration is her own, not
that of the phallic mother. And like the fetishist, she takes on a
substitute for the phallus, an object outside her own body. It is
this which differentiates her from the narcissist and the hys-
teric, both of whom phallicize or fetishize their own bodies, and
not really preserving the fetishistic structure of the displacement
of phallic value from the mother's body to an object outside of
one's self. By contrast, the masculine woman takes an external
love-object— another woman— and through this love-object is able
to function as if she has, rather than is, the phallus. As with the
fetishist, this implies a splitting of the ego: it is this which in-
clines her to feminism itself, insofar as feminism, like any oppo-
sitional political movement, involves a disavowal of social reality
so that change becomes conceivable and possible.

Where the fetishist remains the most satisfied and con-
tented of all perverts, the masculine woman remains the least
content. The more equal— or superior— to men she feels, the
less her position is socially acknowledged as such, the less her
convictions are validated by others, and presumably the more
she is socially ostracized. She displaces phallic value onto an
object outside the mother's (or her own) phallus; but, in contrast
to the fetishist, her love-object is not an inanimate or partial
object, it is another subject. Her "fetish" is not the result of a fear
of femininity, but a love of it; it does not protect her from poten-
tial danger, for it introduces her to the effects of widespread
social homophobia.
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LUto Tpeba Aa ce NOCTUrHE CO ONWLIYBarETO Ha OBOj
06/IMK Ha >XEeHCKa XOMOCEKCYas/IHOCT Kako heTumcTnyka?
MeHe oBa He MM e cocema jacHO, U TOKMY nopaju OBOj passior
MOjOT OAroBOop Mopa fa ocTaHe cTpartewku. Kako n detu-
LWMCTOT, jac cakaM ja KakaM M geka Taa e wuim tu moxena
fa bupge cornegaHa BO paMKute Ha (PeTUM3moT, U UCTOBpe-
MeHO, Aeka Taa He e. OHa LUTO 3a MeHe OBfe € Ha KOouka, BO
oBaa amMbuBaNEeHTHOCT, e TOKMY CTpyKTypaTa Ha camara ncu-
X0aHanm3a: Bo oHaa Mepka BO KOja MOXe Ja Cce Kaxe [eka
ncvxoaHanuaarta Hyau peasiHu YBUAW 3a XEHWTe OonwTo 3e-
MeHO, Wn 3a nesbejkute, NocebHO BO natpvapxasHOTO OmnLl-
TecTBO, Hue Tpeba pga m pacterHeme ®Ppojoosute uspasm 3a
[Ja nokaxeme feka camuTe TMe He M UCK/ydyBaaT uav Auc-
KPUMUHMpaAT XeHUTe - AeKa XeHuTe ce TpeTupaHu CO UCTO-
prcKa NpeLuM3HOCT Koja M 3emMa npeaBuj HUBHUTE pasHu Co-
umanHu no3vuun. Bo oHaa Mepka BO Koja NcuxoaHanusaTa
MOXe [a ce cornefyBa Kako akTMBEH yYeCHUK BO naTtpuap-
Xas/IHUTE CouMjasiHA BPeaHOCTH, Hue Tpeba Aa MoKakeme Kako
Hej3MHuTEe u3pasu afekBaTHO He M [0/10ByBaaT 0CO6eHocC-
TUTE HAa XEHUTe, N HWBHUTE Pas3fMKM 0f MaxuTe.

Cekako geka Kateropuute LITO M npefnoxu ®poja
KaKo YHMBEp3a/IHO pefieBaHTHM - PyHKUMjaTa Ha dhanycor,
OjannoBuOT KOMMJIEKC, CENpPUCYTHOCTa Ha KacTpauuoHaTta 3a-
KaHa, M CTaTycoT Ha XXeHUTe Kako nacuBHW - Tpeba fa buaat
OCMOpeHN 3a fa MoXaT ga ce TpaHcdopmMupaar camuTe OnLl-
TecTBEHVW OAHOCK. M360pOT LWTO UM CTOM Ha pacnonarawbe
Ha eMUHUCTUYKNTE TeopeTnyap(K)u e unu pa ja npudpartar
ncuxoaHannsarta pevncy Ha rosiemo (LWTo MMnanumpa ctaBake
BO 3arpajy Ha noauTMUKUTE Mpallaka NoKpeHaTu of naTpu-
japxanHnTe ogHOCKM Ha MOK); WaM cocema fa ja otchpnat (Bo
TOj cny4yaj ocTaHyBajku 6e3 06jacHyBahe Ha MCUXUYKUOT XKU-
BOT M Ha (paHTasujaTta); WM nak no masky og obete (ceTtu-
WNCTUYKO pelleHne), nocebHo oabupajkm noum 3a Koj ce Be-
pyBa [eka e HEeBO3MOXEH Wy 3anocTaBeH of Teopujata 3a
[a NoKaxxaT KakKo WCTUOT He € TO/IKYy HEeBEpOAOCTOEH KaKo
LITO Ce YMHM, aKo camuTe M3pa3n ce npoTerHat 3af HUBHUTE
HOpMaJ/lHU OrpaHMyeHocTW. Hakyco, co pa3BuBake Ha napa-
[OKCU 1 NPOTMBPEYHOCTM 3a fa Ce BMAM Kako camarta Teopuja
ce cnpaByBa (UM He ce chpaByBa) CO HEj3VHUTE Hen3peyeHu
NPeTnocTaBKN WU HEMPW3HAEHU VMMANKaALUN.
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What is to be gained by describing this form of female
homosexuality as fetishistic? This is not entirely clear to me,
and it is for this reason that my answer must remain strategic.
Like the fetishist, |1 want to say both that she is or could be seen
in terms of fetishism, and at the same time, that she is not. At
stake for me here, in this ambivalence, is the very structure of
psychoanalysis itself: Insofar as psychoanalysis may be said to
offer real insights about women in general or lesbians in partic-
ular in patriarchal society, we need to stretch Freud's terms in
order to show that in themselves they do not exclude or discrimi-
nate against women— that women are treated with historical ac-
curacy as to their various social positions. Insofar as psycho-
analysis can be seen as an active participant in patriarchal so-
cial values, we need to show how its terms do not adequately
accommodate women's particularities, and differences from men.

The categories that Freud proposed as universally rel-
evant— the function of the phallus, the Oedipus complex, the
ubiquity of the castration threat, and women's status as pas-
sive— surely need to be contested in order that social relations
themselves can be transformed. The choices available to femi-
nist theorists are either to accept psychoanalysis more-or-less
wholesale (which implies bracketing off political questions raised
by patriarchal power relations); reject it in its entirety (in which
case one is left without an account of psychical and fantasy
life); or else a little of both (the fetishist's solution), specifically
selecting a notion that is deemed impossible or foreclosed by
the theory to show how it may not be as implausible as it seems,
if the terms themselves are stretched beyond their normal con-
fines. In short, developing paradoxes and contradictions to see
how the theory itself copes (or does not cope) with its own un-
spoken assumptions or unacknowledged implications.
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Jac npetnounTamMm ga ro MMam 1 efHOTO U ApPYroTo:
ncuxoaHasm3aTa HaBUCTMHA MM OMNWLIyBa naTpuapxanHuTe og-
HOC/ Ha MOK M HUBHOTO YCBOjyBaw€ W UHTEpHanu3npakwe 04
CTpaHa Ha obaTa nona; nNpuToa Taa e UCTO Taka orpaHuyeHa
0/, HejauHaTa ucTopucka u couno-reorpadcka cneynuyHocCT.
Taa He MM onuwyBa afekBaTHO KyNTypuTe LUTO He ce 3acHo-
BaHW Ha HyK/leapHOTO CEMEJCTBO, HWUTY Mak M onuwysa no-
TeHUManHuTe TpaHCcMyTauum 1 peBOSIyLUOHEPHUTE NPECBPTU
WTo (heMMHM3MOT HacTojyBa fa ' npegussuka. Npepg ce, Taa
He ja onullyBa afeKBaTHO XeHcKaTta CeKCyasHOCT Aypu U BO
pamkuTe Ha 3anagHuoT KanuTasv3am, U 3atoa Taa He e Cno-
cobHa fJa ce cnpaBu CO HEj3MHMOT HajHenocpefeH n3pas BO
nesbejcknte cekcyanHn ogHocu. OBa He 3Haun geka xeHute/
ne3bejkute mopa ucueno Aa r Hanywrar ncuxoaHauTuikuTe
MOAENN W KOoHuenTtu. Tue ceywte ob6e3befyBaaT HeKou 0f
HajnosiesHnTe n3pasn 3a pasjacHyBakbe Ha HawuTe NCuxo-
coumanHu 3aemHu ogHocu. Ho, kyntneupaHata ambusa-
NEHTHOCT MOXe fa ja obe3bean HeonxogHarta AucTaHua 3a ja
Cce M3naunM OHa LUTO MOXe Aa e o4 Mnon3a BO NncuxoaHasm3ara
npu ynotpebyBateTO Ha NCUXOAHAIMTUYKUTE KOHLENTU, Kako
WwTo e deTUWN3MOT, 3a ga ce npobnematmsvpaar ncu-
XOaHa/IMTUYKNTE MPETNoCTaBKW, M Aa ce 3a4yekopu oTaje HVB.

npesog >Xapko TpajaHoCKK

BENNEWKN1

1deTnWN3MOT ja crnofesnyBa oBaa XapakTepucTuka co er-
31MOMLMOHN3MOT, AofeKa KnentomaHujata ce pasriefysa Kako eKBu-
BaJIEHT Ha hemuHuHaTa nepsepsuja.

2 OBa e aHaJIorHO Cco TBpAeHEeTo Aeka nopHorpadumjara, uc-
TO Kako peTuwn3moT, € Mallkv [OMeH; camuTe Tue ocTaHyBaaTt He-
afileKBaTHN Kako (hOopMM Ha CeKCyaslHO 3a[l0BOJlyBake 3aluTo Tue ja
cBefyBaaT XeHata 40 no3uumja Ha (BOajepucTuUKn/eTUwncTuyKm)
06jekTn, He cybjekTu.

3 Ha momeHTH, ®pojg cocema jpamaTvyHO ro MeHyBa CBO-
€TO MUCNewe 3a HeraTMBHUTE U MO3UTUBHUTE Y/OTW Ha NepBep3HuTe
N Heypo3uTe BO HeroBuoT Hanue ,JeTteTo e TenaHo" (1919) kage WTO
TBPAV [eKa Aypu 1 nepBep3HuUTe ce pe3yntar Ha MoTUCHYyBawe.

LESBIAN FETISHISM?

| prefer to have it both ways: psychoanalysis does in-

deed describe patriarchal power relations and their adoption
and internalization by both sexes; yet it is also limited in its
historical and socio-geographical specificity. It does not ad-
equately describe cultures not based on the nuclear family, nor
does it describe the potential transmutations and revolutionary
upheavals feminism seeks to effect. Above all, it does not ad-
equately account for female sexuality even within the confines
of Western capitalism, and is thus unable to deal with its most
direct expression in lesbian sexual relations. This does not mean
women/lesbians must abandon psychoanalytic models and con-
cepts altogether. They still provide among the more useful terms
in clarifying our psycho-social interrelations. But a cultivated
ambivalence may provide the distance necessary to extract what
may be of use in psychoanalysis while using psychoanalytic
concepts, such as fetishism, to problematize psychoanalytic
assumptions and to move beyond them.

NOTES

1 Fetishism shares this characteristic with exhibitionism, where
kleptomania is considered the equivalent feminine perversion.

2 This is analogous to the claim that pornography, like fetish-
ism, is a male preserve; in themselves, they remain inadequate as forms
of sexual satisfaction for they reduce women to the position of (voy-
euristic/fetishistic) objects, not subjects.

3Incidentally, Freud quite dramatically changed his mind about
the negative and positive roles of the perversions and neuroses in his
paper "A Child Is Being Beaten" (1919a), where he claims that even
perversions are the result of repression.



identities

4 VinTepecHo, JlakaH TBpAM Aeka heTULLIM3MOT € eAnHCTBe-
HaTa rnepsep3uja 3a Koja He MOCToM coofBecTyBayka Heypo3a (Lacan
and Granoff, 265).

50B0j nacyc Bpeau fia ce penpogyuupa Bo LenocT: ,360poT
€ [ap Ha ja3uKoT a ja3nMKoT He e HeMmaTepujaneH. Toj e cynTunHa rpara
HO cenak e rpafa. Toj MOXe Aa ja Onogu XucTepuyHaTa XeHa, Toj
MOXe fga ro npetctaByBa Ma3oT ypuHa wunuM 3aApXaHuWoT ekc-
KpeMeHT. VcTo Taka, 360poBUTE MOXaT Aa npeTpnar cUMGONYKK
paHu. Ce cekaBame Ha "Wespe” co kacTpupaHo W, Kora YOBEKOT BOJIK
ja yBnge cumbonmuykata KasHa Koja WwTo My 6elwle HameTHaTa of
Mpywa... imarmHapHoOTO MOXe Aa ce gewmndpmpa camo ako e U3paseHo
BO cmumbonu“ (Lacan and Granoff, 286-289). Hakyco, peTuOT mMoxe
[a ce TONIKyBa, He 3aToa LUTO MMa KakBa W fja e aHasiorvja wimM Kopec-
noHAeHuMja nomery NMEHUCOT WU BarvHata v (ETULLOT, UCTO Kako
LITO COHMLITATa He MOXaT fa ce WHTepnpeTupaaT Bp3 OCHOBa Ha
BM3YesIHU CAMYHOCTKU. lcmxoaHanusaTta e 360pyBayvky /ieK U Kako
TakBa ce Kpenu Bp3 BepbHanHOTO pa3paboTyBake Ha CUMMTOMOT U
HEeroBMOT JIMHTBUCTUUYKM KOHTEKCT, o6e3befeH o MpexaTa Ha
cno6ogun acoumjaummn. PeTMLIM3MOT Ce jaByBa BO MOMEHTOT Kora
UMarnHapHoTo ce ydpna Bo cUMB0IMYKOTO, Kora npesa-OjanmnoBCcKOTO
ce TpaHccopmumpa Bo OjaMNOBCKO, WM Kora Tero6HocTa ce
TpaHcdopmMupa BO BUHA.
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4 Interestingly, Lacan claims that fetishism is the only perver-
sion for which there is no corresponding neurosis (Lacan and Granoff,
265).

5This quote is worth reproducing in full: "The word is a gift of
language and language is not immaterial. It is subtle matter but matter
nonetheless. It can fecundate the hysterical woman, it can stand for the
flow of urine or for excrement withheld. Words can also suffer symbolic
wounds. We recall the 'Wespe' with a castrated W, when the wolf man
realized the symbolic punishment which was inflicted upon him by
Grouscha.... The imaginary is decipherable only if it is rendered into sym-
bols" (Lacan and Granoff, 286-89). In short, the fetish is interpretable,
not because of any analogy or correspondence between the penis or
vagina and the fetish, just as dreams are not interpretable based on
visual resemblances. Psychoanalysis is the talking cure and as such it
relies on the verbal elaboration of the symptom and its linguistic context,
provided by the web of free associations. Fetishism emerges at the
moment when the imaginary tilts into the symbolic, the pre-Oedipal is
transformed into the Oedipal, or anxiety is transformed into guilt.
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