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A b s tra c t

PERVERSIONS AND UTOPIA: A STUDY IN PSYCHOANALYSIS AND SOCIAL THEORY

by

Joe l Whitebook 

A d v ise r: P ro fe sso r I .  H. Paul

Th is d is s e r ta t io n ,  which is  an e xe rc ise  in  psychoana lys is  and s o c ia l 

th e o ry , in v e s t ig a te s  the  re la t io n s h ip  between u top ian ism  and the  sexual 

p e rve rs io n s . I t  m a in ta in s  th a t th e re  is  a b a s ic  a f f i n i t y  between the 

u top ian  and the  sexua l p e rv e rt in  so fa r  as bo th  a tte m p t to  e lude the 

r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le .  The study a ttem pts to  lo c a te  these la rg e r  th e o re t ic a l 

r e f le c t io n s  in  the co n te x t o f  the c u rre n t c u l t u r a l  scene, and ra is e s  

ques tions  concern ing  the soc io logy  o f  knowledge and psychoan a lys is  and 

the norm ative  p re su p p o s itio n s  o f psychoana lys is .

The a u th o r draws on the  recen t work o f  Joyce McDougall and Janine 

Chasseguet-Sm irgel to  demonstrate the o r ig in s  o f  the  p e rv e rs io n s  in  the 

a ttem pt to  disavow the  p r im a l scene and the Oedipus complex and to- show 

th a t t h is  d isavow a l, in  tu rn ,  has d e le te r io u s  consequences fo r  the 

in d iv id u a l 's  r e la t io n s h ip  to  r e a l i t y .  Th is would mean th a t  the  p e rve rs io n s , 

ra th e r  than re p re s e n tin g  a more o r le s s  n e u ro t ic  phenomenon as the  e a r ly  

Freudians b e lie v e d , o r an emancipated form o f  e xp re ss in g  s o c ia l ly  

uncontam inated sexua l w ishes as the defenders o f  the  p e rve rs io n s  would 

m a in ta in , re p re se n t a form o f  patho logy which compromises the  in te g r i t y  

o f  the ego.

A ga ins t the backdrop o f  these recen t p s y c h o a n a ly tic  th e o r ie s ,  the 

au thor in v e s t ig a te s  M arcuse's u top ian  defense o f  the p e rv e rs io n s . Marcuse 

agrees th a t  th e  p e rve rs io n s  do indeed rep resen t an a ttem p t to  evade the
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r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le .  However, as he views i t  as a h is t o r i c a l l y  c o n tin g e n t, 

" re p re s s iv e "  r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le  which can and ought to  be transcended, he 

views th is  as a p o s it iv e  fe a tu re . The au thor c r i t i c i z e s  M arcuse's account 

o f  the  p e rve rs io n s  and the reby h is  u top ian ism  on two coun ts . I t  is  argued 

th a t M arcuse's th e o ry  o f  p e rve rs io n s  is  inadequate because, re s t in g  on 

e a r ly  p sych o a n a ly tic  d r iv e  psycho logy, i t  does not take ego psychology 

w ith  i t s  p r in c ip le  o f  m u lt ip le  fu n c t io n  and the  la te  th e o ry  o f  aggression 

adequate ly in to  account.

The au tho r concludes by ra is in g  the  question  th a t ,  even i f  i t  were 

p o ss ib le  fo r  humanity to  fre e  i t s e l f  from the re n u n c ia tio n s  imposed by 

c i v i l i z a t i o n ,  would be d e s ira b le ?  He argues th a t the  r e a l iz a t io n  o f  

M arcuse's " in te g r a l  g r a t i f i c a t io n "  would rep resen t the nega tion  o f 

e ve ry th in g  th a t  makes us human ra th e r  than our em ancipa tion .
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I .  Chapter One: P re lim in a ry  C ons ide ra tio ns

A. P sychoana lys is and the  Socio logy o f  Knowledge

The exact re la t io n s h ip  between s o c ia l developments and developments 

w ith in  the  th e o ry  and p ra c t ic e  o f psychoanalys is is  d i f f i c u l t  to  determ ine 

and has been the  o b je c t o f  cons ide rab le  con troversy over the  years. And 

w h ile  i t  is  a ls o  d i f f i c u l t  to  sketch the  more d i f fe r e n t ia te d  p o s it io n s  

th a t l i e  in  the  m iddle o f  the spectrum, the two extreme po les o f  the 

con trove rsy  can be described  w ith  r e la t iv e  ease. On the one hand, one 

fin d s  what is  o fte n  c a lle d  b io lo g ism , i . e .  the p o s it io n  th a t m ain ta ins 

th a t psychoana lys is  dea ls  w ith  r e la t iv e ly  in v a r ia n t  c o n f l ic t s  and 

u n iv e rs a l fa n ta s ie s  which are somehow roo ted  in  the  b io lo g ic a l endowment 

o f the sp e c ie s ; accord ing  to  th is  v iew , psychoana lys is  would be (and 

should be) r e la t iv e ly  in s u la te d  from the  more ephemeral developments in  

s o c ie ty . And, on the o th e r hand, one f in d s  what i s  sometimes c a lle d  

env ironm en ta lism , namely the p o s it io n  th a t ho lds th a t  man is  the species 

th a t is  d e fin e d  p re c is e ly  by the  la ck  o f  an in v a r ia b ly  g iven  b io lo g ic a l 

essence, and th a t  he is  the  p roduct o f  the  s o c io - c u ltu ra l environment in  

which he i s  s o c ia liz e d .  I t  fo llo w s  th a t env ironm en ta l fa c to rs  p lay the 

major ro le  in  the  e t io lo g y  o f  psychopathology and th a t  the na ture  o f 

psychopathology is  i t s e l f  h is t o r ic a l ly  v a r ia b le .  Accord ing to  th is  view , 

then, developments in  the la rg e r  s o c ie ty  in e v ita b ly  have ra m if ic a t io n s
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fo r  p sych o a n a ly tic  theo ry  and p ra c t ic e ,  and, moreover, i t  should be 

recognized th a t  t h is  is  a fa c t  no t to  be bemoaned.

Whatever p o s it io n  one adopts w ith  re sp e c t to  th is  th e o re t ic a l 

con trove rsy  in  g e n e ra l, i t  seems th a t  two recen t developments are 

in c o n tro v e rta b le  as fa c ts . More in d iv id u a ls  are o p tin g  fo r  the  "pe rve rse  

s o lu t io n , "  in  e x p l i c i t  c o n tra d ic t io n  to  more t r a d i t io n a l  sexual and 

f a m i l ia l  ro le s ,  and th e re  has s im u lta n e o u s ly  been a renewed in te r e s t  in  

the  pe rve rs io n s  in  psychoan a lys is ; the increased  e x p lo ra t io n  o f  the  

p re o e d ip a l phases o f  development in  recen t years has le d  to  a new 

understand ing o f  the  p e rv e rs io n s , i . e . ,  i t  has uncovered the a f f i n i t y  

between the "pe rve rse  co re " and the  "p s y c h o tic  co re " o f  the p e rs o n a lity .  

What are we to  make o f  th is  c o n ju n c tio n  o f an increase  in  perverse 

p ra c tic e s  and l i f e s t y le s  w ith  the  renewed p sych o a n a ly tic  in te r e s t  in  the 

perve rs ions?  Is  i t  merely th a t ,  a c o n ju n c tio n , o r is  th e re  a deeper, 

in n e r re la t io n s h ip  between the  two phenomena? Le t me s ta te  th a t  prim a 

fa c ie  i t  s t r ik e s  me th a t the c o n ju n c tio n  is  too  obvious to  have been the 

mere product o f  a c c id e n t, and th is  co n c lu s io n  is  re in fo rc e d  by c e r ta in  

c o n v ic tio n s  I  have about the so c io lo g y  o f  knowledge. N eve rthe less , I  do 

no t b e lie ve  I  can s u b s ta n tia te  t h is  c la im , w ith in  the co n fin e s  o f  the 

c u rre n t s tudy . In s te a d , I  would s im p ly  l i k e  to  in d ic a te  the c e n tra l 

arguments one would have to  co n s id e r in  a tte m p tin g  to  answer such a 

qu e s tio n .

The argument on the  one s id e — the e n v iro n m e n ta lis t s ide  as i t  were— 

is  th a t the t r a n s i t io n  from a more a u th o r ita r ia n  p a tr ia rc h a l fa m ily  to  a 

more pe rm iss ive  one has produced a new p e rs o n a lity  type  as w e ll as a 

concom itant increase  in  p re g e n ita l p a th o lo g y . W ith the  passing o f  the
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p a tr ia rc h a l fa m ily ,  so i t  is  argued, im portance o f  the  s tru g g le  w ith  the 

s trong  fa th e r  d im in ish e s  as the c e n tra l developm ental c ru c ib le  in  which 

the p rev ious  phases are absorbed and rea rranged . T h is  means the  p reoed ip a l 

p e riod  assumes a new im portance. "C la s s ic a l a n a ly s is "  was born in  a m ilie u  

in  which t r a d i t io n a l  fa m ily  s tru c tu re s  remained s tro n g , and as a r e s u lt  

o ed ipa l d is o rd e rs  became the  ce n te r o f  focus . C on traw ise , contemporary 

psychoana lys is  is  be ing p ra c t ic e d  in  a s o c ie ty  where the  t r a d i t io n a l  

fa m ily  is  undergo ing a c e r ta in  d is s o lu t io n  and p re g e n ita l d is o rd e rs  are 

becoming more p rom inen t. I t  should be mentioned th a t  the  tra n s fo rm a tio n  o f 

the p a t r ia r c h a l fa m ily ,  l i k e  the  tra n s fo rm a tio n  o f  a l l  t r a d i t io n a l  s o c ia l 

in s t i t u t io n s ,  c o n s t itu te s  an ambiguous phenomenon:, a t the  same tim e as i t  

p resents  new o p p o r tu n it ie s  fo r  "p o s t-c o n v e n tio n a l"  development o f  the 

p e rs o n a lity  i t  a ls o  p resen ts  new th re a ts  o f  anomie, a l ie n a t io n  and 

psychopathology.

I t  is  argued, on the o th e r s id e , th a t the  a c tu a l number o f  in d iv id u a ls  

s u f fe r in g  from p re g e n ita l d is tu rb a n ce s  has no t in c re a se d . In s te a d , a n a lys ts  

are s im p ly  d iagnos ing  more cases o f  p re g e n ita l pa tho logy because o f  th e i r  

increased knowledge o f  the  area and t h e i r  re f in e d  d ia g n o s t ic  s k i l l s .  Two 

e xp la n a tio n s , which are no t m u tu a lly  e x c lu s iv e , are p o s s ib le  he re . I t  

cou ld  be the case th a t  much pa tho logy which was fo rm e rly  diagnosed on the 

o e d ip a l le v e l and tre a te d  a c c o rd in g ly  was in  fa c t  p re o e d ip a l; o r ,  to  pu t i t  

somewhat more a c c u ra te ly , the  p re o e d ip a l diemension o f  c e r ta in  p a th o lo g ie s  

— which, i t  goes w ith o u t sa y in g , are always overde term ined— remained 

in s u f f ic ie n t ly  diagnosed and tre a te d  in  the p a s t. And, i t  is  a lso  p o ss ib le  

th a t ,  as the average le n g th  o f  an a n a ly s is  has inc reased  d ra m a t ic a lly ,  the
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l ik e l ih o o d  o f  e n te r in g  deeply in to  the  p re o e d ip a l p e rio d  and approaching 

the pe rve rse  core  o f  the  p e rs o n a lity ,  which is  p resen t in  everyone, has 

increased as w e l l .  I t  i s  a lso  o fte n  p o in te d  ou t th a t ,  in  re tro s p e c t,  

the s o -c a lle d  c la s s ic a l n e u ro t ic s , about whom Freud fo rm u la ted  c la s s ic a l 

theo ry  and devised s tandard  techn iqu e , were in  fa c t  much more d is tu rb e d  

than has g e n e ra lly  been recogn ized . Indeed, i f  many o f  them were seen 

in  the  c o n s u lt in g  room today , they would most l i k e l y  be diagnosed in  

the "b o rd e r l in e "  range o f  the  spectrum .

I  would l i k e  to  in d ic a te  the d ir e c t io n  in  which I  would a ttem pt a 

r e c o n c i l ia t io n  o f  these two p o s it io n s .  I  b e lie v e  i t  is  p o s s ib le  to  

adm it the  t r u th  o f  the  " b io lo g is t ic  p o s it io n "  w ith o u t having  to  deny the  

r e a l i t y  o f  re ce n t s o c io - fa m i l ia l  developments. That i s  to  say, the  

second p o s it io n  is  c o r re c t in  m a in ta in in g  th a t  the  pe rve rse  core c o n s t itu te s  

a r e la t iv e ly  in v a r ia n t  fe a tu re  o f  the  p e rs o n a lity ,  ro o te d  in  our b o d ily  

endowment, and th a t much has been uncovered about i t  th rough increased 

research and the  le ng the n ing  o f  the  average a n a ly s is .  To adm it th a t the 

perverse core and the  more o r le s s  u n iv e rs a l fa n ta s ie s  assoc ia ted  w ith  

i t  c o n s t i tu te  r e la t iv e ly  in v a r ia n t  fe a tu re s  o f  the  p e rs o n a lity ,  however, 

does no t e x p la in  why th is  perverse dimension is  a llow ed  such d ir e c t  

exp ress ion  today . Why, in  o th e r words, has i t  become p e rm is s ib le  fo r  

c e r ta in  p a r ts  o f  the  p e rs o n a lity ,  which h i th e r to  had to  remain deeply 

repressed, to  become so f r e e ly  expressable? I t  seems to  me th a t o n ly  an 

account o f  the  changes in  fa m ily  s tru c tu re  and a l l  th a t  i s  e n ta ile d  by 

i t ,  cou ld  e x p la in  t h is  development. F in a l ly ,  a lthoug h  I  have no s t a t i s t i c a l  

evidence to  support th is  c la im , i t  i s  my im press ion  th a t  i t  is  no t s im p ly  

th a t more analyses are reach ing  the  perverse core  a f te r  many years o f
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th e ra p e u tic  re g re s s io n , bu t th a t  more p a t ie n ts  are p re se n tin g  w ith  

p reoed ipa l d is tu rb a n ce s— i . e . ,  they are c lo s e r to  the su rfa ce .

B. The Normative Question

The questions we are go ing to  be co n s id e rin g  in  th is  study are 

not on ly  a to p ic  o f  in v e s t ig a t io n  fo r  psychoana lys is , bu t fo r  e th ic s  and 

p o l i t ic s  as w e ll .  Indeed, the  e x te n t to  which sexual and f a m i l ia l  issues 

have become p o l i t ic iz e d  in  the past two decades is  t r u ly  rem arkable. An 

obse rva tion  Saul B e llow  once made concern ing I s r a e l i  p o l i t i c s  m ight a lso  

be made about "sexua l p o l i t i c s , "  namely one does not make many fr ie n d s  

d iscuss ing  the s u b je c t.  Th is  is  an area where fe e lin g s  run h igh 

— in d iv id u a ls  fe e l t h e i r  way o f  l i f e  and very id e n t i t y  are a t s take— 

and i t  is  exceed ing ly  d i f f i c u l t  to  have a r a t io n a l d is c u s s io n . The problem 

is  fu r th e r  exacerbated by the  fa c t  th a t  many homosexual and fe m in is t 

groups pe rce ive  the  a n a ly s ts  as the ideo logues o f the in q u is i t io n .  A 

few remarks on the norm ative  aspect o f  the question  would th e re fo re  be 

o rde r.

Before tu rn in g  to  more th e o re t ic a l c o n s id e ra tio n s , however, I  would l ik e  

to  s ta te  th a t I  am a com plete l ib e r ta r ia n  in  these m a tte rs , which is  to  say,

I  b e lie v e  consen ting  a d u lts  should be fre e  to  e n te r in to  any sexua l re la t io n s  

they w ish. I  a lso  b e lie v e  i t  is  e n t i r e ly  u n c o n s t itu t io n a l to  l im i t  anyone's 

c i v i l  l ib e r t ie s  on the  bas is  o f  t h e i r  sexual p ra c t ic e s . F in a l ly ,  w h ile  I 

b e lie ve  th a t  p e rve rs io n s  are p a th o lo g ic a l,  in  a sense I  s h a l l  a ttem pt to  

s p e c ify , the f ig h t  to  have them so c la s s i f ie d  in  o f f i c i a l  d ia g n o s tic  

manuals s t r ik e s  me as tho rough ly  m isguided. I t  no t on ly  pe rpe tua tes
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the m isconception th a t  d ia g n o s tic  la b e lin g  is  c r u c ia l ,  bu t a lso  in c o r re c t ly  

assumes re a l in s ig h t  in to  the  s u b je c t can be prom ulgated th rough  p o l i t i c a l  

s tru g g le s  over d ia g n o s tic  c a te g o r ie s .

At any ra te ,  l e t  us tu rn  our a t te n t io n  to  the  more s u b s ta n t ia l 

th e o re t ic a l issues  ra ise d  by th is  d is c u s s io n . As I  see i t ,  the  ques tion  

o f  the  norm ative  s ta tu s  o f the  p e rve rs io n s  re so lve s  i t s e l f  in to  the  

ques tion  o f  the  th e o re t ic a l s ta tu s  o f  the  development schemes which 

are employed e v a lu a t iv e ly  by psychoan a lys is . For those schemes are 

somehow e m p ir ic a l and norm ative a t the  same tim e . On the one hand, 

they p u rp o rt to  be grounded in  e m p ir ic a l re c o n s tru c tio n  and d ir e c t  

o b se rva tion  and to  describe  the s ta tu s  o f  a t le a s t  id e a l- t y p ic a l  

development. On the  o th e r hand, i t  can be shown th a t the  n o tio n  o f 

m a tu r ity ,  which can be traced  back th rough  Freud to  Kant and the  German 

E n ligh tenm ent, is  the  unden iab ly norm ative  n o tio n  th a t in fo rm s 

p sych o a n a ly tic  th e o ry  and p ra c t ic e  (Kaufmann, "!980). And i t  i s  he ld  

th a t  the  achievement o f  m a tu r ity  re q u ire s  the  mastery o f  the  s e q u e n tia l 

developm ental ta sks  described  in  p sych o a n a lys is ' developm ental schemes.

The fa c t  th a t  these schemes are both  norm ative  and e m p ir ic a l should 

on ly  bo the r those who con tinue  to  m a in ta in  th e re  can be a s t r i c t  

se p a ra tio n  o f  fa c ts  and va lues in  the  s o c ia l sc iences , th a t  i s ,  those 

who s t i l l  adhere to  the  o ld  p o s it iv is m . I t  has c o n v in c in g ly  been 

shown, I  b e lie v e , in  recen t developments in  the  p o s t-e m p ir ic is t  ph ilosophy 

o f  sc ience , th a t  the  o b je c t o f  the  s o c ia l sc iences , s o c ie ty ,  is  

no rm a tive ly  c o n s t itu te d  from the o u ts e t,  so we should expect to  f in d  an 

in te rm in g lin g  o f  norm ative and e m p ir ic a l elem ents among i t s  bas ic  

concepts.
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Having sa id  t h is ,  however, we im m edia te ly encounter a d i f f i c u l t y .

The norm ative  p o s it io n  o f g e n i t a l i t y  o r g e n ita l supremacy, which 

c o n s t itu te s  the  c u lm in a tin g  phase o f  sexua l development, has been 

cha llenged , and t h is  cha llenge  has se rio u s  consequences fo r  the  c la s s ic a l 

theory o f the  p e rve rs io n s  ( B a l in t ,  1948; L ic h te n s te in ,  1970; Ross,1970; 

S a r l in ,  1970). The theo ry  o f  g e n i t a l i t y  rece ived  perhaps i t s  most extreme 

fo rm u la tio n — o r re d u c t io  ad absurdum— in  the w r i t in g  o f  W ilhelm  Reich 

where p s y c h o lo g ic a l h e a lth  was equated w ith  " o rg a s m ic  po tency" which was 

de fined  in  p u re ly  m echan is tic  te rm s: "a  fu n c t io n a l r e la t io n  to  mechanical 

te n s io n . . . e le c t r ic  c h a rg e .. . e le c t r ic  d ischarge  and m echanical re la x a t io n . 

The com ple tion  o f  t h is  s e r ie s  and i t s  und is tu rbed  fu n c t io n  is  the  su re s t 

s ign  o f  a h e a lth y  psych ic  a p p a ra tu s " (Jacoby, 1975, p. 94) But one 

does no t have to  go as fa r  as R e ich 's  h y d ra u lic  fo rm u la tio n s  to  see th a t 

there  are d i f f i c u l t i e s  w ith  the  theo ry .. I t  has been recogn ized  fo r  some 

tim e now th a t o rg a s m ic  potency does no t n e c e s s a r ily  c o r re la te  w ith  the  

ca p a c ity  fo r  m ature o b je c t lo ve  as the  c la s s ic a l th e o ry  presumed. Indeed, 

i t  is  o fte n  p o in te d  ou t th a t  many b o rd e r lin e  p a t ie n ts  are capable o f 

in tense  o r g ia s t ic  experience w ith o u t a t the  same tim e be ing capable o f  

mature o b je c t r e la t io n s .

N eve rthe less , I  b e lie v e  i t  is  bo th  p o s s ib le  and necessary to  defend 

a more s o p h is t ic a te d  theo ry  o f  g e n i t a l i t y .  Such a th e o ry  would f u l f i l l  

the in te n t io n s  o f  the  o ld  th e o ry — i . e . ,  i t  would c o r re la te  g e n i t a l i t y  

w ith  m a tu r ity — w h ile  a vo id in g  the s im p l is t ic  fo rm u la tio n s  th a t  d w e ll 

a lm ost e x c lu s iv e ly  on the c a p a c ity  fo r  orgasm. The argument fo r  the 

n e ce ss ity  o f  such a theo ry  w ith in  the  la rg e r  e d if ic e  o f  p sych o a n a ly tic  

though t would run  as fo llo w s : i f  m a tu r ity  is  the  fundam ental va lue
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in fo rm in g  F reud ian  th o u g h t; i f  i t  c o n s is ts  in  the  re lin q u is h m e n t o f 

g rand iose , n a r c is s is t ic ,  om n ipo ten t, which is  to  say, i n f a n t i le  a ttem pts 

to  c ircum ven t r e a l i t y  and in  the  acceptance o f  the r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le ;  and 

i f  p e rve rs io n  does in  fa c t  re p re se n t such an a ttem pt to  e lude the  r e a l i t y  

p r in c ip le  which compromises the  in d iv id u a l 's  r e la t io n  to  r e a l i t y ;  then , 

the  m a s te ry  o f  p re g e n ita l,  pe rverse  im pulses and t h e i r  in te g ra t io n  in to  

a " g e n ita l"  p e rs o n a lity  s t ru c tu re  would indeed remain a p re c o n d it io n  fo r  

psych ic  h e a lth  thus conce ived . The c a p a c ity  fo r  o rgasm  would undoubtedly 

remain an e s s e n t ia l fe a tu re  o f  th a t  s tru c tu re .

W hile i t  is  necessary to  m a in ta in  th a t  p e rve rs io n s  are in  some sense 

p a th o lo g ic a l and th a t g e n i t a l i t y  re ta in s  i t s  norm ative  p o s it io n ,  psychoana lys is  

must avo id  two, in te r r e la te d  dangers w ith  respect to  i t s  s tance toward 

perversions: namely, m oralism  o r conform ism . The problem is  to  deny the

id e o lo g ic a l m y s t i f ic a t io n  o f  the  p e rve rs io n s  which one o fte n  hears, fo r  

example, w ith  homosexual groups— e .g . ,  th a t  they are a norm al, emancipated 

o r even s u p e r io r  form o f s e x u a li ty — w h ile , a t the same tim e , no t f a l l in g  

in to  a m o ra l is t ic  condemnation o f them. They must be approached w ith  the 

same n a tu r a l is t ic  o r s c ie n t i f i c  a t t i t u d e  w ith  which psychoana lys is  

approaches a l l  exp ress ions o f  in s t in c tu a l  l i f e .  A s im i la r  word o f  ca u tio n  

must be vo iced  w ith  re sp e c t to  the ques tion  o f  m arriage . A ga in , the  problem 

is  to  m a in ta in  the  d e s i r a b i l i t y  o f  mature he te rosexua l o b je c t r e la t io n s ,  

w h ile  a t th e  same tim e , a vo id in g  the use o f  the concept o f  g e n i t a l i t y  to  

j u s t i f y  m o r a l is t ic a l ly  co n ve n tio n a l m a r ita l r e la t io n s .  True o b je c t lo ve  

— which is  an achievem ent— is  to  be esteemed. However, co n ve n tio n a l couples 

are o fte n  he ld  to g e th e r th rough  re a c t io n  fo rm a tions  a g a in s t p r e g e n i ta l i t y , 

as a defense a g a in s t the  te m p ta tio n  o f  perversion and because o f  p a th o lo g ic a l
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dependency needs. The e x is te n ce  o f  a seemingly s ta b le  couple cannot be 

taken as a presum ptive evidence fo r  the  achievement o f  g e n i t a l i t y  (o r  o f 

o b je c t constancy to r  th a t  m a tte r ) .

The p o in t m ight become c le a re r  i f  i t  is  re a liz e d  th a t  the  norm ative 

p o s it io n  o f  g e n i t a l i t y  does no t d e r iv e  from the in t r in s ic  d e s i r a b i l i t y  

o f he te rosexua l r e la t io n s  as such— i t  is  not the  sexual a c t which is  a t 

s take . R a ther, g e n i t a l i t y  assumes t h is  p o s it io n  because o f  the  

developmental accomplishments i t  in d ic a te s .  I t  i s  s im i la r  to  an 

"o rg a n iz e r"  in  S p itz 's  sense in  th a t  i t  in d ic a te s  the achievement o f  

c e r ta in  developm ental ta sks  which are themselves d e s ira b le  and e s s e n tia l 

components o f  psych ic  h e a lth ,  e .g . ,  the  r e la t iv e  mastery o f  ambivalence 

through the n e u t ra l iz a t io n  o f  aggression  by l ib id o ,  o b je c t constancy, 

gender id e n t i t y ,  the  acceptance o f  the  double d if fe re n c e  between the 

sexes and the  g e n e ra tio n s , the  r a d ic a l d im u n itio n  o f  c a s tra t io n  a n x ie ty  

and pen is  envy, e tc .

The problem is  fu r th e r  com p lica ted  by the fo llo w in g  c o n s id e ra tio n .

In  a d d it io n  to  the acceptance o f  the  r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le ,  the  a b i l i t y  to  

sub lim ate  one 's  p r iv a te  c o n f l ic t s  in to  c u ltu r a l  p roducts  w ith  o b je c t iv e  

s ig n if ic a n c e  was a che rished  s ig n  o f  m a tu r ity  fo r  Freud. Y e t, i t  alm ost 

goes w ith o u t say ing , th a t  th rougho u t h is to ry  many o f  the  in d iv id u a ls  who 

have made the  most o u ts ta n d in g  c o n tr ib u t io n s  to  the c o l le c t iv e  c u ltu re  

have been p ra c t ic in g  p e rv e r ts  o r in d iv id u a ls  w ith  s tro n g  perve rse  tendenc ies . 

The Greeks p resen t a p a r t ic u la r ly  d i f f i c u l t  case fo r  Freud, as they had 

fo r  Marx in  a d i f f e r e n t  c o n te x t. Indeed, both o f  these q u in te s s e n t ia l ly  

m odernist th in k e rs — who shared the  same bas ic  c la s s ic a l Gymnasium 

educa tion— con tinued  to  view H e lle n ic  C u ltu re  as id e a l th rougho u t t h e ir
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l iv e s  (S te rb a , 1982). And th is  de sp ite  the  fa c t  th a t  i t  posed an 

anomaly fo r  each o f  th e i r  th e o r ie s  re s p e c t iv e ly .  For Marx, the  Greek 

achievement posed a th re a t to  the theo ry  o f  h is t o r ic a l  m a te r ia lis m . He 

had a d i f f i c u l t y  e x p la in in g  how such an advanced c u l t u r a l  achievement 

could occur on the  bas is  o f  such an immature economy. For Freud, the 

Greeks posed a cha llenge  to  h is  theo ry  concern ing  the  r e la t io n  between 

pe rve rs ions  and r e a l i t y .  The Greeks were the  people who were perhaps 

the most p a s s io n a te ly  committed to  fa c in g  Ananke w ith o u t i l lu s io n s ;  

a f te r  a l l ,  they  gave us p h y s ic a l sc ience , Western ph ilosop hy  and tragedy . 

Yet, hom osexua lity  was a c e n tra l in s t i t u t io n  o f  c la s s ic a l Greek l i f e .

The fo re g o in g  c o n s id e ra tio n s  should in d ic a te  th a t a d is t in c t io n  must 

be drawn between adap tion  ( to  r e a l i t y )  and c o n fo rm ity . To adapt to  

r e a l i t y  does no t n e c e s s a r ily  mean to  conform to  the  s ta tu s  quo. F o llow ing  

Hegel, we m ight say the  re a l Is the  r a t io n a l ,  no t the  e x is te n t .  In  

c e r ta in  in s ta n ce s  the most adap tive  s o lu t io n  m ight be to  a l lo p la s t ic a l ly  

trans fo rm  the s ta tu s  quo— in  the name o f  r e a l i t y — ra th e r  than to  conform 

to  i t .  L ike w ise , the  r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le  is  no t e q u iv a le n t to  the p a r t ic u la r  

in s ta n t ia t io n  o f  i t  in  which an in d iv id u a l c o n t in g e n tly  f in d s  h im s e lf. 

Indeed, as we s h a l l  see, the  re la t io n s h ip  between the  r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le  

and i t s  v a r io u s  h is t o r ic a l  in s ta n t ia t io n s  is  a p o in t  o f  con trove rsy  

between p s y c h o a n a ly t ic a lly  o r ie n te d  s o c ia l th e o r is ts  o f  the  r ig h t  and o f  

the l e f t .  The p o in t o f  co n te n tio n  is ,  in  a n u ts h e ll ,  how mutable is  

the r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le ?
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I I .  Chapter Two: P e rve rs ion  and R e a lity :  Some Recent T h e o re tic a l

R evis ions

A. General Comments on T h e o re tic a l In n o va tio n  in  Psychoana lys is

Because o f  the  na tu re  o f  the  s u b je c t m a tte r , the  que s tio n  o f  t r a d i t io n  

and in n o v a tio n , which is  p ro b le m a tic  fo r  a l l  in t e l le c t u a l  t r a d i t io n s ,  a r is e s  

in  a p a r t ic u la r ly  acute form w ith  psychoan a lys is . Psychoana lys is  is ,  to  

the best o f  my knowledge, the  o n ly  d is c ip l in e  th a t  p o s its  a re s is ta n c e  to  

i t s  own fundam ental p ro p o s it io n s ; and th is  re s is ta n c e , as we know, does 

not m erely r e s u lt  from the  co m p le x ity  o f the  m a te r ia l,  bu t is  the  p roduct 

o f some s o r t  o f  dynamism th a t  re p e ls  in s ig h t .  Owing to  t h is  s i tu a t io n ,  

any a ttem pt to  re v is e  the  fundam ental te n e ts  o f  psychoana lys is  can always 

be in te rp re te d  as an a ttem pt to  f le e  the  t r u th s  con ta ine d  in  them. Indeed, 

w h ile  th e re  may be no consensus concern ing  which p ro p o s it io n s  ought to  be 

counted among those fundam ental te n e ts , gene ra l agreement cou ld  p robab ly  

be achieved fo r  th e  c la im  th a t ,  whatever those fundam ental p ro p o s it io n s  

a re , they must be accompanied by re s is ta n c e . Th is  l in e  o f  th in k in g  has 

been c a r ic a tu re d , o f  course , when the  re s is ta n c e  to  a p a r t ic u la r  idea has 

been adduced as evidence o f  i t s  t r u th .  A lthough a l l  fundamental 

psych o a n a ly tic  in s ig h ts  must be accompanied by re s is ta n c e , not a l l  

re s is te d  ideas are t ru e .
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The la s t  o b se rva tio n  ra is e s  the  Popperian c r i t ic is m  o f psychoana lys is , 

namely, th a t  i t  s y s te m a tic a lly  in s u la te s  i t s e l f  from f a ls i f i c a t io n  and is  

th e re fo re  not a v a l id  sc ie n ce . And, to  be su re , h is t o r i c a l l y  th e re  

e x is te d  a tendency— the p r ic e  o f  which became apparent a t the  1958 

Symposium in  Psychoana lys is  and the  P h ilosophy o f  Science (H ook , 1959)— 

fo r  psychoana lys is  to  in s u la te  i t s e l f  from o u ts id e  d is c ip l in e s  and to  

t r e a t  e x te rn a l c r i t ic is m  ra th e r  c a v a l ie r ly .  I r o n ic a l ly ,  had the  a n a ly s ts  

no t c lung  to  t h e i r  "s p le n d id  is o la t io n "  so d e fe n s iv e ly  and been more 

re c e p tiv e  to  o u ts id e  c r i t ic is m ,  they m ight have been prompted to  c la r i f y  

p re c is e ly  the  s u i ge n e ris  n a tu re  o f p sych o a n a ly tic  d iscou rse  and p ra c t ic e  

and cou ld  have shed the s c ie n t is t ic  se lf-m is u n d e rs ta n d in g  w ith  which they 

are s t i l l  s t ru g g lin g .  However, the  fa c t  th a t  the  unique ch a ra c te r o f  

the a n a ly t ic  e n te rp r is e  has been used a t tim es to  avo id  le g it im a te  

c r i t ic is m  in  no way v a lid a te s  the  Popperian case a g a in s t psychoana lys is . 

A ga ins t Popper, i t  must be m a in ta ined  th a t in  an a p r i o r i  fa sh io n  he 

im p o rts  s tandards o f  s c ie n t i f i c a l i t y  from phys ics  in to  a domain where 

they in  p r in c ip le  cou ld  no t a p p ly . Psychoana lysts must become s o p h is t ic a te d  

enough about the  s u i g e n e ris  na tu re  o f  t h e i r  d is c ip l in e  so th a t they do 

no t have to  ward o f f  c r i t ic is m  d e fe n s iv e ly , on the  one hand, o r t r y  to  

le g it im a te  them selves in  term s o f  the e s s e n t ia l ly  e x te rn a l s tandards o f 

p o s it iv is m  on the  o th e r .

P a rt o f  the  uniqueness o f  p sych o a n a ly tic  d isco u rse  is  th a t  i t ,  l i k e  

M a rx is t d is c o u rs e , l ie s  somewhere between sc ience and p h ilo so p h y . I t  

has o fte n  been p o in te d  ou t th a t  a d e f in in g  fe a tu re  o f  sc ience  is  p rog ress: 

the cum u la tive  grow th o f  knowledge. Even where h is t o r ic a l  d is c o u n t in u ity  

seems to  take p la c e , i t  can be m ain ta ined  th a t  p rogress  has occurred
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in s o fa r  as the p re d ic t io n s  o f  the  o ld  theo ry  are s p e c ia l cases o f  the 

new " re v o lu t io n a ry "  th e o ry , e .g . ,  the  r e la t io n  o f  Newtonian to  

E in s te in ia n  p h ys ics . I t  is  o fte n  sa id  o f  ph ilo so p h y , however, th a t 

i t  is  ch a ra c te r ize d  p re c is e ly  by i t s  f a i lu r e  to  progress in  t h is  

manner. H ege l's  c la im  to  the c o n tra ry  n o tw ith s ta n d in g , who can 

s e r io u s ly  m a in ta in  th a t  K a n t's  p h ilo so p h y , fo r  example, marks an 

unequivocal advance over P la to 's ?  Indeed is  no t the  s ign  o f  a g rea t 

p h ilo s o p ic a l system th a t  i t  is  p e re n n ia l and no t s u b je c t to  tem poral 

superseding in  the same way as i s  science? And how o fte n  does advancement 

in  ph ilosophy r e s u lt  from a re tu rn  to  the beg inn ing  ra th e r  than  from 

an expansion in to  new t e r r i t o r y — a deepening ra th e r  than a p rog ress ing  

as i t  were? C o rre la te d  w ith  these d is t in c t io n s  is  the  fa c t  th a t  whereas 

sciences proceed th rough the  c o n t in u a l c o n fro n ta t io n  w ith  fa c ts ,  ph ilosophy 

is  r e la t iv e ly  im perv ious to  fa c tu a l m a te r ia l.  I t  deve lops, ra th e r ,  by 

working out the  im p lic a t io n s  o f  i t s  own in n e r co n te n t.

Laplanche (1970/1976) has observed th a t one o f  the  unique fe a tu re s  

o f F reud 's  though t is  th a t  i t  developed both as a sc ience and p h ilo so p h y .

The on ly  o th e r th in k e r  whose work developed in  a comparable manner is  

Marx. On the one hand, we are fa m i l ia r  w ith  the  e m p ir ic a l developments 

th a t occasioned the  famous tu rn in g  p o in ts  in  F reud 's  th e o r iz in g ,  e .g . ,  

the d iscovery o f  n a rc iss ism  and o f  the nega tive  th e ra p e u tic  re a c t io n , 

e tc . However, a t the  same tim e as h is  th in k in g  in te ra c te d  w ith  e m p ir ic a l 

p ra c tic e  in  the  fa sh io n  o f  a sc ie n ce , i t  a lso  possessed the q u a l i ty  o f 

a u to c h th o n ic a lly  u n fo ld in g  acco rd ing  to  i t s  own in n e r dynamic. How many 

o f the ideas th a t  f i r s t  appeared in  nuce in  the P ro je c t o f  1893 found 

th e i r  mature e la b o ra tio n  in  F re u d 's  la te  w r it in g s ?  Furtherm ore, we know
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the re  was no s im p le  l in e a r  progress in  F reud 's  th in k in g , and th a t ,  l ik e  

the in te r lo c u to rs  in  a P la to n ic  d ia lo g u e , he was c o n s ta n tly  a tte m p tin g  

a new beg inn ing . No b e t te r  example o f  th is  e x is ts  than h is  la s t  major 

work, In h ib i t io n s ,  Symptons, and A n x ie ty , where he r a d ic a l ly  re-examined 

some o f the  most fundamental p o s tu la te s  o f  h is  th in k in g  w ith  re s u lts  

th a t were any th ing  bu t c o n c lu s iv e .

To re tu rn  to  our q u e s tio n , the re la t io n s h ip  o f in n o v a tio n  versus 

t r a d i t io n  w ith in  psychoana lys is , the fo rego ing  co n s id e ra tio n s  should 

begin to  in d ic a te  a number o f  p i t f a l l s  to  be avoided. One, which is  a 

danger in  a l l  c u l tu r a l  f ie ld s ,  is  a s u p e r f ic ia l  p rog ress iv ism  th a t views 

t r a d i t io n  as no th in g  but a c o n s tra in t  and th e re fo re  equates progress 

w ith  the escape from t r a d i t io n .  Th is  a t t i tu d e  has fa i le d  to  le a rn  the 

c e n tra l lesson o f  the herm eneu tica l ph ilo so p h e rs— who, to  be su re , are 

always in  danger o f  s l ip p in g  in to  conservatism  in  the bad sense— namely, 

th a t t r a d i t io n  no t on ly  a c ts  as a l im i t  on our p o s s ib i l i t ie s ,  bu t a lso  

prov ides the  m a te r ia l th rough which we form ou rse lves ; in n o v a tio n  which 

avoids the d is c ip l in e  o f  "w o rk ing  th rough" t r a d i t io n  is  doomed to  be 

shallow  and a b s tra c t.  The problem is  compounded in  psychoana lys is  because 

o f  the in h e re n t re s is ta n ce  to  the  b a s ic  concepts on which i t  is  c o n s tru c te d . 

Freud, as we know, was c o n t in u a lly  fo rew arn ing  h is  fo llo w e rs  o f  the  

attem pts th a t  would be made to  abandon the fundamental te n e ts  o f 

psychoana lys is . And h is  concerns cannot s im p ly  be d ism issed as re s u lt in g  

from F reud 's  perhaps n e u ro tic  sense o f  p ro p r ie to rs h ip  v is - b - v is  the  

d is c ip l in e  he had founded, a lthough th e re  was undoubtedly an element o f  

th a t in vo lve d . He was a lso  p o in t in g  to  a very re a l dynamic.
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The danger in  the  oppos ite  d ire c t io n  is  perhaps more obv ious, has 

rece ived w ide r a t te n t io n  and th e re fo re  re q u ire s  le s s  commentary. I  am 

re fe r r in g  he re , o f  course, to  the danger o f  complacent o rthodoxy .

Tendencies in  th is  d ir e c t io n  among the e a r l ie r  g e n e ra tio n s  o f  a n a lys ts  

d e rived , in  p a r t ,  from the  d e s ire  to  c o n so lid a te  and defend F reud 's  

hard won d is c o v e r ie s . However, th is  le g it im a te  d e s ire  o f te n  s lip p e d  

in to  the ep igon a l a t t i tu d e  which assumed a p r io r i  th a t  the  work o f  the  

master cou ld  no t be q u a l i t a t iv e ly  improved upon. Today the  v a r ia t io n  

on th a t theme can f in d  i t s  j u s t i f i c a t io n  in  Thomas Kuhn's ph ilosophy o f 

sc ience. S evera l years ago Arlow  argued that we ought to  accept the fa c t 

th a t psychoana lys is  has ceased to  occupy the c u t t in g  edge o f  c u l tu r a l  

and in t e l le c tu a l  d is c o v e ry , as i t  had in  the tw e n tie s  and t h i r t i e s ,  and 

has become a normal sc ience  in  Kuhn's sense. I  on ly  want to  mention 

th a t the deadening o f  c u r io s i t y  can be as much a s ig n  o f  re s is ta n c e  as 

the o u t r ig h t  r e je c t io n  o f  b a s ic  psych o a n a ly tic  in s ig h ts .

What is  so rem arkab le , then , about Joyce McDougall and Janine 

Chasseguet-Sm irge l, the  two au tho rs  we are about to  c o n s id e r, i s  what I  

s h a ll c a l l  t h e i r  " c la s s ic is m "— as opposed to  "o r th o d o x y ."  They trans fo rm  

the t r a d i t io n  by deepening i t  ra th e r  than abandoning i t .  W hile  they do 

not express the  same o v e rt h o s t i l i t y  to  ego-psycho logy as do some 

P a ris ia n  a n a ly s ts , they  neve rthe le ss  m a in ta in  a c e r ta in  d is ta n c e  from i t .  

The fundamental concepts o f  c la s s ic a l d r iv e  th e o ry — the  Oedipus complex, 

the p rim a l scene, the  p h a l l ic  woman-- c o n s t itu te  the b a s ic  term s o f  t h e ir  

th e o re t ic a l vo ca b u la ry . T h is  is  not to  im p ly , however, th a t  they s im ply 

use th a t vocabu la ry  to  r e i te r a te  the f in d in g s  o f  e a r l ie r  s tages o f  a n a ly t ic
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th e o r iz in g .  On the  c o n tra ry ,  they have been ab le  to  use the language o f  

c la s ic a l theo ry  to  i l lu m in a te  areas which have in c re a s in g ly  become o f 

in te re s t  in  recen t yea rs ; a reas, we m ight add, fo r  which i t  i s  o fte n  

m ainta ined an e n t i r e ly  d i f f e r e n t  th e o re t ic a l vocabu la ry  is  re q u ire d .

Thus, w h ile  the d is cu ss io n s  in  psychoana lys is  seems to  be fo re v e r  

d ich o to m iz in g — e .g . ,  ego-psycho logy versus o b je c t r e la t io n s  th e o ry , 

c o n f l ic t  versus Anlage, m etapsychology versus herm eneu tics , e t c . — 

McDougall and C hasseguet-Sm irgel have been ab le  to  d is c o v e r deeper u n it ie s  

in  key areas (e s p e c ia lly  between p re o e d ip a l and o e d ip a l development) than 

had h ith e r to  been a p p re c ia te d . Freud taugh t us th a t  whereas th e  work 

o f Thanatos c o n s is ts  in  th e  d is s o lu t io n  o f  th in g s  in to  s im p le r s ta te s ,  

the work o f  Eros c o n s is ts  in  the c re a tio n  o f  ever g re a te r  u n i t ie s .

*B. McDougall and C hassegue t-S m irge l's  E la b o ra tio n  o f  the  La te  F reud 's  

Theory o f  P e rve rs ion

Thus, w ith  respec t to  the  th e o ry  o f pe rve rs io n s  i t  is  n o t so much 

th a t McDougall and Chasseguet-Sm irge l r e je c t  F re u d 's  th e o ry  o u t r ig h t  and 

propose an a lto g e th e r  d i f f e r e n t  a l te r n a t iv e .  R ather, they e la b o ra te  h is  

account in to  a more comprehensive theo ry  o f  which i t  becomes a moment, 

and, in  the process they are  ab le  to  p ro v id e  a fu r th e r  account o f 

p reoed ipa l o r ig in s  o f  the  p e rv e rs io n s . For Freud, i t  w i l l  be re c a lle d ,  

the mechanism o f  d isavow a l— a concept whose p re c ise  meaning we s h a ll  have 

to  s p e c ify  b e lo w - - la y  a t the  c e n te r o f  the  fo rm a tio n  o f  the  p e rve rs io n s . 

Taking fe t is h is m  as the  p ro to ty p e , as do McDougall and C hasseguet-Sm irgel 

as w e ll,  Freud argued th a t  the p rim ary  m otive fo r  the  fo rm a tio n  o f  the
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p e rve rs ion  is  to  disavow the  p e n is le ss  s ta te  o f  the  woman, o r more 

p re c is e ly ,  o f  the  m other. And as her p e n is le ss  s ta te  i s  taken to  s ig n ify  

c a s tra t io n ,  by the  c h i ld  and la te r  by the f e t i s h i s t ,  th e  deeper in te n t io n  

is  to  disavow bo th  the " f a c t "  and the p o s s ib i l i t y  o f  c a s t ra t io n .  While 

the l i t t l e  boy wants to  deny i t  as a p o s s ib i l i t y  th a t  m igh t b e fa l l  him, 

the l i t t l e  g i r l  wants to  deny i t  as a s ta te  she has a lre a d y  s u ffe re d .

The c h i ld 's  s tra te g y  fo r  d isavow al i s  to  fo rm u la te  the  th e o r ie s  o f  sexual 

monism and o f  the  p h a l l ic  woman. These th e o r ie s  m a in ta in  th a t  both sexes 

have a pen is  and th a t  the  woman's apparent s ta te  o f  pen is lessn ess  is  

s im ply th a t ,  appa ren t— e ith e r  she has had one in . the  p a s t which w i l l  re tu rn , 

she has one now, which she is  h id in g  in s id e  o f  h e r, o r she w i l l  ga in  one 

in  the fu tu re .  F e tis h is m , then , rep resen ts  a c o n t in u a t io n  o f  these more 

o r le ss  normal s tages o f  c h i ld  development in to  a d u lt  l i f e .  Only whereas 

the c h i ld  m a in ta in s  these ideas o r th e o r ie s  o f  s o r ts ,  the  f e t i s h is t  acts 

them out in  h is  p e rve rte d  p ra c t ic e s ; the  co rp o re a l f e t is h  supersedes the 

fa n ta s ie d  p e n is  o f  the  p h a l l ic  woman. W ithout i t  to  assuage h is  

c a s tra t io n  a n x ie ty — "see,- the  woman has a p e n is "— th e  f e t i s h i s t  cannot 

achieve orgasm.

The mechanism o f  d isavow al con tinues to  occupy a c e n tra l ro le  in  

M cD ougall's  and C hassegue t-S m irge l's  theo ry  o f  p e rv e r io n s . However, what 

must be disavowed on t h e i r  account extends beyond th e  " f a c t "  o f  c a s tra t io n  

— a lthough  i t  too  must be den ied— to  encompass the  e n t i r e  c o n s te lla t io n  

th a t c o n s t itu te s  the  p r im a l scene. T h e ir th e s is  is  th a t  the  depress ion , 

n a r c is s is t ic  in ju r y  and rage th a t r e s u lt  from h is  o r her e x c lu s io n  from 

the p r im a l scene— the  in te n s i ty  o f which can h a rd ly  be underestim a ted— 

leads the  c h i ld  to  disavow i t s  e x is te n ce . Thus, whereas w ith  Freud the
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d iffe re n c e  between the  sexes had to  be denied to  deny the ex is tence  o f 

c a s tra t io n , here the  deeper in te n t io n  o f th a t  d e n ia l is  to  e lim in a te  

the very c o n d it io n  o f  the  p o s s ib i l i t y  o f the p r im a l scene. L ikew ise , 

the m o the r's  "open sex" p resen ts  a problem fo r  the  c h i ld  no t on ly  

because i t  s ig n i f ie s  c a s tra t io n ,  bu t because i t  is  the  complementary organ 

to  the fa th e r 's  p h a llu s . To adm it i t s  ex is tence  and proper fu n c tio n  

would be to  adm it th a t  the  " g e n ita l organs o f  the pa ren ts  are meant to  

complete one a n o th e r" (M cDougall, 1980, p. 71) and th a t they employ them 

fo r  mutual p leasu re  from which the c h i ld  is  excluded.

A c o r re la te  o f  the th e s is  th a t  the d isavowal o f  the  p r im a l scene 

provides the p rim a ry  m otive  fo r  the fo rm a tion  o f  p e rve rs io n  is  the th e s is  

th a t ,  in  a d d it io n  to  denying the d if fe re n c e  between the sexes, the c h i ld  

must deny the d if fe re n c e  between the gene ra tio n s : " I  b e lie v e , in  e f fe c t

th a t the f irm  b a s is  in  r e a l i t y  is  no t on ly  the d if fe re n c e  between the 

sexes, bu t a lso  i t s  abso lu te  c o r re la te ,  l ik e  two s id e s  o f  the  same c o in , 

the d if fe re n c e  between the  ge n e ra tio n s " (C hasseguet-Sm irge l, 1974, 

p. 350). The fa c t  th a t  the  c h i ld  is  excluded from the p r im a l scene in  

v ir tu e  o f  h is  not be long ing  to  the p a re n ta l g e n e ra tio n , and the fa c t 

th a t o th e r members o f  the  p a re n ta l gene ra tion  f a l l  under the  in c e s t 

taboo to  va ry in g  degrees depending on th e i r  p ro x im ity  to  the  a c tu a l 

paren ts , prompts the  c h i ld  to  disavow the d if fe re n c e  between the  gene ra tions; 

the acceptance o f  the  d if fe re n c e  between the gene ra tio ns  would e n ta i l  the 

acceptance o f  the  p r im a l scene and one 's e xc lu s io n  from i t .  Chasseguet- 

Smirgel thus m a in ta in s  th a t  the  d e n ia l o f  th is  "doub le  d if fe re n c e "  between 

the sexes and between the  gene ra tio ns— which com prises the e s s e n tia l 

s tru c tu re  o f  the  Oedipus complex— in  o rder to  thereby deny the p rim a l
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scene, c o n s t itu te s  the main m otive fo r  the fo rm a tio n  o f  p e rv e rs io n . And 

she argues, co n ve rse ly , th a t  the  acceptance o f  the  double d if fe re n c e , 

the p r im a l scene and the  Oedipus complex is  an e s s e n t ia l c o n d it io n  fo r  

the es tab lishm en t o f  an adequate ( in  a sense to  be s p e c if ie d )  re la t io n s h ip  

to  r e a l i t y .

Again, as in  F re u d 's  account, the c h i ld  fo rm u la te s  th e o r ie s  o f  sexual 

monism and the p h a l l ic  woman, bu t now to  deny the  larger c o n s te lla t io n  we 

have been d is c u s s in g . I f  pa ren ts  o f each sex possess a p e n is , then a 

(he te rosexua l) p r im a l scene is  o b v io u s ly  im p o ss ib le . Furtherm ore, in  

a d d it io n  to  d isa vo w a l,a n o th e r defense th a t the c h i ld  employs to  combat 

the pa in  and anger a t having been excluded from the  primal scene is  

id e a liz a t io n ,  o r ,  more s p e c i f ic a l ly ,  id e a l iz a t io n  o f  p re g e n ita l s e x u a lity .  

The m asturba ting  c h i ld  o fte n  fo rm u la tes  fa n ta s ie s  which a s s e rt the 

s u p e r io r ity  o f p re g e n ita l s e x u a lity  over the p a re n ts ' a d u lt ,  g e n ita l 

s e x u a lity — "Who wants them o r needs them anyway?" Indeed, Joyce McDougall 

p o in ts  out th a t th e re  is  an in t im a te  connection  between m astu rba tion  and 

the he rm aphrod itic  w ish , i . e . ,  the  w ish th a t  the d if fe re n c e  between the 

sexes d id  not e x is t .  In  m astu rba tion  one a t le a s t beg ins to  approximate 

the s itu a t io n  where one is  bo th  sexes to  o n e s e lf and thus  denies the 

necess ity  o f the complementary sex to  p rov ide  p le a su re . The o b je c tio n  

m ight be ra ise d  th a t  s t r i c t l y  speaking , i t  i s  i l l o g i c a l  to  say th a t the 

c h i ld  s im u ltaneous ly  id e a liz e s  p re g e n ita l s e x u a lity  in  c o n tra s t to  a d u lt 

s e x u a lity  and disavows the  p r im a l scene. The ve ry  a c t o f  id e a l iz in g  

p re g e n ita l over g e n ita l s e x u a lity  t a c i t l y  adm its the  e x is te n ce  

o f  th e  p a r e n t s '  s e x u a l i t y .  And, as we s h a ll  see, t h is  am b igu ity
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lie s  a t the very  h e a rt o f  the  phenomenon o f  d isavow a l; indeed, Freud 

devoted a good dea l o f  e f f o r t  t r y in g  to  g rapp le  w ith  i t .

C. The Developmental and D ia g n o s tic  L oca tion  o f  the  P erve rs ions

As p e rve rs io n  re p re se n ts  the c o n tin u a tio n  o f  a r e la t iv e ly  normal 

stage o f  development in to  a d u lt  l i f e ,  i t s  p re c is e  d ia g n o s tic  s ta tu s  can 

perhaps best be determ ined by de te rm in in g  the  exact developm ental lo c a t io n  

o f th a t  s tage . McDougall a ttem pts t h is  th rough an exam ination o f  the 

stage s p e c i f ic i t y  o f  the  defense o f  d isavow a l. And, draw ing on Laplanche 

and P o n ta lis ,  I  s h a l l  a ttem p t to  develop her a n a ly s is  fu r th e r .  I t  w ill be 

re c a lle d  th a t i t  was th rough h is  in v e s t ig a t io n  o f  the  in te r re la t io n s h ip s  

between d isavow a l, fe t is h is m  and s p l i t t i n g  th a t  Freud a r r iv e d  a t  h is  la te  

theory o f p e rv e rs io n s , i . e . ,  the  th e o ry  th a t  lo c a te d  them c lo s e r  to  the 

p sycho tic  than the  n e u ro t ic  end o f  the  d ia g n o s tic  spectrum . T h is  is  not 

to  say, however, th a t  Freud developed a r ig o ro u s  th e o ry  o f  d isavowal 

( V e rleugnung) o r th a t  he s y s te m a tic a lly  d is t in g u is h e d  i t  from o the r 

"c lo s e ly  a l l ie d  p ro ce sse s ." N eve rthe less , as Laplanche and P o n ta lis  

observe, " th e re  i s . . . a  d e f in i t e  cons is tency  in  the  e v o lu tio n  o f  the concept, 

in  h is  work" (1967/1973, p. 118). F reud 's  th in k in g  on the s u b je c t 

evolved from v iew ing  d isavow al as a b a s ic a lly  p s ych o tic  phenomenon to  

seeing i t  as a more o r le s s  independent s tru c tu re  ly in g  somewhere between 

the psychosis and the  n e u ro s is .

Thus Freud (1924a/1975) f i r s t  attem pted to  d e fin e  the  s p e c if ic  

d if fe re n c e  between the  psychos is  and the neu ros is  in  terms o f  th e i r  

re sp e c tive  s t ra te g ie s  toward r e a l i t y ,  and suggests th a t  d isavow al
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c o n s t itu te s  the s p e c i f ic a l ly  p s y c h o tic  approach: " In  n e u ro s is  a p iece o f

r e a l i t y  is  avoided by a s o r t  o f  f l i g h t ,  whereas in  psychos is  i t  i s

rem odelled . Or we m igh t say: in  psychos is , the  i n i t i a l  f l i g h t  is

succeeded by an a c t iv e  phase o f  re m o d e llin g ; in  n e u ro s is  the  i n i t i a l

obedience is  succeeded by a d e fe rre d  a ttem pt a t f l i g h t .  Or aga in ,

expressed in  ye t ano the r way: n e u ro s is  does no t disavow r e a l i t y ,  i t

on ly igno res  i t ;  psychos is  disavows i t  and t r ie s  to  re p la ce  i t . "  I t

should be noted, as Laplanche and P o n ta lis  (1967/1973) have p o in te d  o u t,

th a t Freud had been sea rch ing  fo r  a defense mechanism th a t  was s p e c if ic

to  psychosis th roughou t h is  c a re e r. And i t  is  s ig n i f ic a n t  th a t  he

in tro d u ce s  d isavow a l in  a paper d e a lin g  w ith  psychos is . I  s h a l l  re tu rn

to  th is  p o in t when we a r r iv e  a t the  concept o f  s p l i t t i n g .

At about the  same tim e  Freud (1924b/1975, 1923/1975) began to  use

the term in  h is  d is c u s s io n  o f  ch ild h o o d  s e x u a lity  and to  id e n t i f y

d isavowal as the defense the  c h i ld  employs when c o n fro n te d  w ith  the

c a s tra t io n  complex. Thus, in  "The In f a n t i le  G e n ita l O rg a n iz a tio n ,"

Freud (1924b/1975) t e l l s  us:

We know how c h ild re n  re a c t to  t h e i r  f i r s t  im p ress ion  o f  the  
absence o f  a p e n is . They disavow the  fa c t  and b e lie v e  they 
do see a p e n is , a l l  the  same. They g loss  over the  c o n tra d ic t io n  
and p reconcep tion  by t e l l i n g  themselves th a t  the  p e n is  is  
s t i l l  sm a ll and w i l l  grow b ig g e r p re s e n tly ; and they  then 
s lo w ly  come to  th e  e m o tio n a lly  s ig n i f ic a n t  co n c lu s io n  th a t  
a f te r  a l l  the  pen is  had a t le a s t  been th e re  be fo re  and had been
taken away a fte rw a rd s , (p . 144)

A c e r ta in  am b igu ity  can a lre a d y  be de tected  in  F reud 's  account a t th is

p o in t,  and the  te n s io n  produced by th a t  am b igu ity  w i l l  become a bas is

fo r  the  fu r th e r  development o f  the  th e o ry . On the  one hand, he seems

to  be say ing  th a t  the  c h i ld  f a l s i f i e s  the data o f  h is  p e rc e p tio n s  and
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a c tu a lly  h a llu c in a te s  a pen is  where th e re  was none; t h is  would be a 

"p s y c h o tic "  s o lu t io n .  On the o the r hand, however, he seems to  be 

m a in ta in in g  th a t  the  c h i ld  p e rc e p tu a lly  re g is te rs  the  p e n is le ss  vagina 

and then a ttem p ts  to  fo rm u la te  a theo ry  to  e x p la in  i t  away. Furthermore 

Freud (1925/1975) a ls o  asserted  th a t the  l i t t l e  g i r l  employs disavowal 

to  cope w ith  her sense o f  c a s tra t io n  and made th e  o b se rva tio n  th a t the 

use o f  th a t defense is  "n e ith e r  uncommon nor ve ry  dangerous" (p . 253) 

in  ch ild h o o d , b u t would become p sych o tic  i f  extended in to  a d u lt l i f e .

I t  was f i n a l l y  in  1927 th a t Freud e x p l i c i t l y  connected disavowal 

w ith  c a s tra t io n  a n x ie ty  and fe t is h is m , and, inasmuch as fe t is h is m  is  

taken as the p ro to ty p e  o f  the  perversions, w ith  perversion in  genera l.

H is th e s is  in  "F e tis h is m " is  th a t ju s t  as the  l i t t l e  boy had to  b e lie v e  

in  the e x is te n ce  o f  h is  m o the r's  m iss ing  pen is  to  combat h is  c a s tra t io n  

a n x ie ty , so the p e rv e r t must c rea te  h is  fe t is h  fo r  e x a c t ly  the  same reason. 

Or, to  put i t  more p re c is e ly :  "The fe t is h  is  a s u b s t i tu te  fo r  the  woman's

(the  m o th e r's ) pen is  the l i t t l e  boy once b e lie v e d  in  and— fo r  reasons 

fa m il ia r  to  us— does not want to  g ive  up" (1927/1975, pp. 152-3). What 

is  im p o rta n t fo r  our purposes in  th a t a r t i c le  i s  F re u d 's  re je c t io n  o f 

the term  "s c o to m iz a tio n "  as a d e s ig n a tio n  o f  the  c h i ld 's  de fens ive  

a c t i v i t ie s  v is - a - v is  c a s tra t io n  and e x p l i c i t l y  counterposes "d isavow a l" 

to  i t :  " I f  I  am no t m istaken, Laforgue would say in  t h is  case the boy

'sco to m izes ' h is  p e rce p tio n  o f  the woman's la c k  o f  p e n is . . . 's c o to m iz a tio n ' 

seems to  me p a r t ic u la r ly  u n s u ita b le , fo r  i t  suggests the pe rce p tio n  is  

e n t i r e ly  wiped o u t,  so th a t the  re s u lt  i s  the  same as when a v is u a l 

im p re s s io n  f a l l s  on the b l in d  spot in  the  r e t in a "  (p . 153). Freud is
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thus e x p l i c i t l y  r e je c t in g  the p o s it io n  he had h im s e lf ambiguously

advanced e a r l ie r ,  namely th a t  the c h i ld  o b l i te ra te s  the  con ten t o f h is

percep tion  and rep laces i t  w ith  an h a l lu c in a t io n .  He is  re je c t in g ,  th a t

is ,  the s t r i c t l y  p s y ch o tic  in te rp re ta t io n  o f  "d is a v o w a l."  I  would concur

w ith  Lap lanche 's  and P o n ta lis ' suggestions th a t another term— perhaps

Freud 's own " re p u d ia t io n "  ( Verwerfung) o r Lacan 's " fo rc lo s u re "

( fo rc lu s io n  ) - -  should be reserved to  designa te  t h is  s t r i c t l y  psych o tic

o u tr ig h t  r e je c t io n  o f  r e a l i t y  and th a t d isavowal be reserved fo r  another

purpose th a t  w i l l  be s p e c if ie d .

I f  Freud re je c ts  what I  am c a l l in g  the  s t r i c t l y  p s y c h o tic  in te rp re ta t io n ,

how, then , does he in te r p r e t  d isavowal a t t h is  p o in t?  F reud 's  unsuccessfu l

attem pt to  answer th is  q ues tion  w i l l  lead him to  in tro d u c e  the n o tio n  o f

s p l i t t in g  in  t h is  connec tio n . However, be fo re  c o n s id e rin g  s p l i t t i n g ,  le t

us examine the passage in  q u e s tio n . Freud w r ite s  (1 927b/1975):

In  the  s i tu a t io n  we are c o n s id e r in g .. .  we see th a t  the  pe rcep tion  
[o f  the vag ina ] has p e rs is te d  and th a t a very e n e rg e tic  a c tio n  has 
been undertaken to  m a in ta in  the  d isavow al. I t  is  no t tru e  th a t 
a f te r  the  c h i ld  has made h is  obse rva tion  o f the  woman, he has 
preserved u n a lte re d  h is  b e l ie f  th a t women have a p h a llu s . He 
has re ta in e d  th a t  b e l ie f  but a lso  g iven i t  up. In  the  c o n f l ic t  
between the  w eigh t o f  the  unwelcome p e rce p tio n  and the  fo rce  o f 
counter w ish , a compromise has been reached, as is  o n ly  p o ss ib le  
under the  dominance o f  the  unconscious law o f  though t— the prim ary 
p rocess. Yes in  h is  mind the woman has got a p e n is , in  s p ite  
o f e v e ry th in g ; bu t th is  is  no longer the  same as be fo re  
(p . 154, i t a l i c s  added).

The r e la t iv e  o b s c u r ity  o f  th is  passage re s u lts  from the  fa c t  th a t Freud

d id  not ye t possess the  conceptua l terms to  say co h e re n tly  what he would

l ik e  to  say.

A fte r  r e je c t in g  the  s t r i c t l y  p sych o tic  in te rp re ta t io n  o f  "d isa vo w a l,"  

he a ttem pts to  construe  i t  on the model o f the n e u ro s is , th a t  is ,  as a
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compromise fo rm a tio n . However, a n e u ro tic  compromise, because i t  in vo lve s  

rep ress ion  cannot ex hypo the s i in v o lv e  the s im ultaneous presence o f  two 

c o n tra d ic to ry  ideas in  consciousness— i . e . ,  the woman does and does not 

have a p e n is . The problem fo r  Freud is  th a t ,  lo g ic a l ly ,  fe t is h is m

c o n s t itu te s  a s im u ltaneous adm ission and d e n ia l o f  the  woman's "c a s tra te d "

s ta te . I t  is  an adm ission in s o fa r  as the  p e rce p tio n  o f  the  p e n is le ss  

organ must have been a t le a s t  t a c i t l y  re g is te re d , o r e ls e  th e re  would 

have been no reason to  fa b r ic a te  the fe t is h .  And i t  is  a d e n ia l in s o fa r  

as the fe t is h  is  supposed to  be the m issing p e n is . I t  was on ly  a f te r  

he in troduced  the  d is t in c t io n  between rep ress ion  ( Verdrangung) and 

s p l i t t in g  o f  the  ego ( Ich sp a ltu n g  ) — or between h o r iz o n ta l and v e r t ic a l  

s p l i t t in g  as i t  is  sometimes c a lle d  today— th a t Freud co u ld  adequately 

a r t ic u la te  the ideas fo r  which he was g rop ing .

I t  was in  la rg e  p a r t ,  then , to  account fo r  th is  fa c t  th a t  in  fe tis h is m

"two attidudes p e r s is t  s id e  by s id e . . .  w ith o u t in f lu e n c in g  each o th e r"

(1940/1975, p. 203) th a t  Freud in tro d u ce d — o r s ince  he had a lready  used 

the n o tio n  in  the  1890's we should say re in tro d u ce d — the  concept o f 

s p l i t t in g .  Indeed, the  e x te n t to  which Freud hoarded th e o re t ic a l  terms 

and reemployed e a r ly  concepts la te  in  h is  l i f e  p ro v id e s  evidence fo r  h is  

own c la im  th a t  human beings are lo a th  to  g ive  any th ing  up. S p l i t t in g  

had been a n o tio n  from which Freud had in te n t io n a l ly  d is ta n ce d  h im s e lf 

e a r ly  in  h is  ca re e r when he had t r ie d  to  d is t in g u is h  h is  account o f 

h y s te r ia  (and psychopathology in  gene ra l) from J a n e t's  and B re u e r 's .

Freud came to  view t h e i r  account o f  h y s te r ia  in  terms o f  s p l i t t i n g  as 

s u p e r f ic ia l ,  which is  to  say, m erely d e s c r ip t iv e .  He sough t, in  c o n tra s t, 

to  p rov ide  a dynamic e x p la n a tio n  in  terms o f  in te rs y s te m ic  c o n f l ic t
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between consc ious and unconscious demands. The th e o ry  o f  re p re ss io n  

could account f o r ,  indeed p o s ite d , the  presence o f  c o n tra d ic to ry  ideas 

in  the d i f f e r e n t  system s; bu t i t  cou ld  no t accommodate th e i r  

sim ultaneous presence in  the  same system. W ith the  in t ro d u c t io n  o f  the 

s t r u c tu r a l  th e o ry , however, and the  increased in v e s t ig a t io n  o f  " th e  ego 's 

p a th o lo g ic a l s ta te s "  (Freud 1940/1975, p . 201), i t  became necesssary to  

account fo r  the  phenomenon o f  in tra s y s te m ic  as w e ll as in te rs y s te m ic  

c o n f l ic t s ,  i . e . ,  c o n f l ic t s  w ith in  the  ego i t s e l f .  And the  concept o f 

s p l i t t i n g  was r e h a b i l i ta te d  fo r  t h is  purpose.

W hile fe t is h is m  perhaps p ro v id e s  the  p ro to typ e  and o f fe r s  a 

" p a r t ic u la r ly  fa v o ra b le  s u b je c t fo r  s tu d y in g  the q u e s tio n " (F reud, 

1940/1975, p. 202) o f  s p l i t t i n g ,  Freud is  qu ick  to  p o in t ou t th a t  to  one 

degree o r a n o th e r, a s p l i t  o f  s o r ts  accompanies a l l  psychopa tho logy. 

U n fo r tu n a te ly , h is  usage is  no t as r ig o ro u s  as one m ight have hoped, bu t 

we can in te r p r e t  h is  meaning in  the  fo llo w in g  manner. F i r s t ,  i t  is  

necessary to  d is t in g u is h  between s p l i t t i n g  in  a narrow er and in  a more 

genera l sense. The narrow er sense would re fe r  to  the  s p l i t t i n g  o f  the 

ego— in tra s y s te m ic  s p l i t t i n g — which we have ju s t  d iscussed . The more 

genera l sense o f  s p l i t t i n g  would re fe r  to  the  fa c t  th a t  a l l  psychopathology 

d im in ishes  the  u n ity  o f  the  s e l f  in  one way o r a n o th e r. Th is  genera l 

phenomenon can be observed in  the  way in  which Freud d is t in g u is h e s  

re p ress ion  from d isavow a l, namely in  terms o f  th a t  which they defend 

a g a in s t. Whereas re p re ss io n  defends a g a in s t the  d r iv e  demands o f  the  id ,  

d isavowal defends a g a in s t the demands o f  e x te rn a l r e a l i t y .  In  each case 

a s p l i t  o ccu rs : w ith  re p re s s io n , between the  ego and the  id ,  and, w ith

d isaw ova l, w ith in  the ego i t s e l f .  Or to  pu t i t  d i f f e r e n t ly :  whereas
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the  p r ic e  pa id  w ith  re p re ss io n  is  the  f a i lu r e  to  in te g ra te  a p o r t io n  o f 

in s t in c tu a l  l i f e ,  w ith  d isavow a l, i t  is  the  f a i lu r e  to  in te g ra te  a 

p o r t io n  o f  e x te rn a l r e a l i t y .

W ith the  fo re g o in g  d iscu ss io n  in  mind, le t  us tu rn  to  M cD ougall's  

a ttem pt to  lo c a te  the p e rve rs io n s  on the d e v e lo p m e n ta l-d ia g n o s tic  

spectrum. She m a in ta in s  th a t  the  p e rv e r t,  l ik e  the  b o rd e r l in e ,  constitutes 

a " t h i r d  s t ru c tu re "  (M cD ougall, 1980, p. 77) which must be d is tin g u is h e d  

from the  p s y c h o tic , on the  one hand, and the  n e u ro t ic  on the  o th e r . The 

p s y c h o tic , l ik e  the  c h i ld  th a t  o b l i te ra te s  the c o n te n t o f  h is  pe rcep tion  

and seeks to  re p la ce  i t  w ith  ano the r— "There was a p e n is — I saw i t . " — 

negates the p e rce p tu a l datum and s u b s t itu te s  an h a l lu c in a t io n  fo r  i t .  

F o llow ing  Laplanche and P o n ta l is 1 suggestions , we m igh t say he employs 

re p u d ia tio n  ra th e r  than  d isa vo w a l. In  c o n tra s t to  th e  p s y c h o tic , the  

p e rv e rt does no t o b l i t e r a te  the  con ten ts  o f  h is  p e rc e p tio n s . However, 

n e ith e r  does he, l i k e  the n e u ro t ic ,  s im p ly  rearrange them in  fa n ta s y . 

Rather he employs "d isa vo w a l in  a c t io n "  by s ta g in g  h is  pe rve rse  drama 

in  such a way as to  e lim in a te  the unacceptable fa c ts  in  th e  e x te rn a l 

w orld  th rough th e  c re a t io n  o f  a r t i f i c e — e .g . ,  the  f e t is h  rep laces  the 

woman's m iss ing  p e n is . In  o th e r words, in s tead  o f  r e s o r t in g  to  s u b je c tiv e  

d e lu s io n s , l ik e  the  p s y c h o tic , the p e rv e rt seeks to  c re a te  i l lu s io n s  in  

the e x te rn a l w o rld .

Freud (1924a/1975) makes the argument th a t  n o rm a lity  borrow s, in  

the c o r re c t  p ro p o r t io n , ' from  both the n e u ro tic  and p s y c h o tic  stance 

toward r e a l i t y :

We c a l l ,  b e h a v io r "no rm a l” o r "h e a lth y "  i f  i t  combines c e r ta in
fe a tu re s  o f  bo th  [p s y c h o tic  and n e u ro t ic ]  r e a c t io n s - -  i f  i t
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disavows the  r e a l i t y  as l i t t l e  as does a n e u ro s is , bu t i f  i t  
then e x e rts  i t s e l f ,  as does the psychos is , to  a f fe c t  an 
a lte r a t io n  o f  th a t  r e a l i t y .  Of course , th is  e xp e d ie n t, normal 
behav io r, leads to  work be ing c a r r ie d  ou t in  the  w o r ld , i t  
does not s to p , as in  p sychos is , a t e f fe c t in g  in te r n a l  changes.
I t  is  no longe r a u to p la s t ic  bu t a l lo p la s t ic  (p . 183).

Along these l in e s  we can say th a t  the p e rv e rt too a ttem p ts  to  a l t e r

e x te rn a l r e a l i t y ,  bu t not in  a r e a l i s t i c  way as i t  were. That is  to

say, ra th e r  than t r y in g  to  tra n s fo rm  r e a l i t y  accord ing  to  i t s  own in n e r

p r in c ip le s — as, fo r  example, as modern sc ience t r ie s  to  tra n s fo rm

e x te rn a l n a tu re — he t r ie s  to  m anipu la te  e x te rn a l r e a l i t y  to  demonstrate

p re c is e ly  th a t  those p r in c ip le s  do no t o b ta in .

B rin g in g  to g e th e r the  two p a r ts  o f  our a n a ly s is  thus fa r  we may say

th a t p e rve rs io n s  rep resen t the  c o n tin u a tio n  in to  a d u lt  l i f e  o f  the

r e la t iv e ly  normal stage o f  development a t which the d if fe re n c e  between

the sexes (and the  g e n e ra tio n s ) is  disavowed, and th a t  the  p e rv e r t

a ttem pts to  accom plish t h is  d isavow al through the fa b r ic a t io n  o f

i l lu s io n s .  Indeed, McDougall (1980) m a in ta ins  th a t  a u n if ie d  "pe rve rse

scena rio " can be id e n t i f ie d  which u n d e r l ie s  the enormous m u l t ip l i c i t y

o f perverse sexua l p ra c t ic e s ; they c o n s t itu te  so many v a r ia t io n s  on

the theme th a t  th e re  is  no s ig n i f ic a n t  d if fe re n c e  between the  sexes:

Thus the  p e rv e r t a ttem p ts  to  convince h im s e lf and o th e rs  th a t  
he ho lds the  se c re t to  sexua l d e s ire . Th is is  then p layed out 
in  h is  sexua l c re a t io n .  What in  fa c t  is  h is  se c re t?  What is  
h is  sexua l p lay  t r y in g  to  prove o r achieve over and beyond 
i t s  va lue as a path o f  l i b id in a l  d ischarge? The s e c re t may 
be reduced to  the  r e la t iv e ly  s im p le  p ro p o s it io n  th a t  th e re  
is  no d if fe re n c e  between the  sexes. More p re c is e ly  p u t, h is  
se c re t is  t h is :  th e re  are p e rce p tu a l d if fe re n c e s  between the  
sexes, bu t these are w ith o u t s ig n if ic a n c e ;  and above a l l  t h is  
d if fe re n c e  is  n e ith e r  the  cause nor the c o n d it io n  o f  sexua l 
d e s ire . I t  is  a d e n ia l o f  a vas t o rder and in c lu d e s  the 
d e n ia l o f  the  p r im a l scene. Through an i n f i n i t y  o f  sym bolic  
d isp lacem ents and the  c u t t in g  o f  c e r ta in  assoc ia te  l in k s ,  
sexual d e s ire  is  fu rn is h e d  w ith  new o b je c ts , new zones and 
new aims (p . 69 ).
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The p e rv e r t 's  continuous and com pulsive reenactment o f  h is  ve rs io n  o f the 

"perverse sce n a rio " can be seen as an a ttem pt to  res tage  the p rim a l scene, 

but t h is  tim e as the c h i ld  would have l ik e d  i t .  . Th is i s  a c la s s ic  ins tance  

o f  tu rn in g  pass ive  in to  a c t iv e ;  what the c h i ld  had to  endure he now 

restages on h is  own term s. McDougall even argues th a t  th e re  is  always 

a fa n ta s ie d  "anonymous s p e c ta to r"  p re se n t, occupying the  c h i ld 's  former 

p o s it io n ,  fo r  whom the scene is  staged. The c h i ld  is  thus transform ed 

from a passive  on looker in t;o  the master o f  ceremonies as i t  were.

Furtherm ore , l ik e  the m astu rba ting  c h i ld  who id e a liz e s  h is  p re g e n ita l 

s e x u a lity  over h is  p a re n ts ' a d u lt s e x u a lity  in  o rde r to  combat the  

depression and anger a t having been excluded from the p r im a l scene, the 

pe rve rted  in d iv id u a l id e a liz e s  h is  form o f  s e x u a lity  v is -S -v is  " s t r a ig h t "  

sex: "N o rm a lity , the p e rv e rt d e c la re s , i s  the c a s tra t io n  o f  E ro s ."

(McDougall, 1980, p. 187) W hile he does no t o f  course fo rm u la te  i t  in  

the vocabu la ry o f psych o a n a ly tic  m etapsychology, the  p e rv e r t u s u a lly  

possesses a more o r le ss  e x p l ic i t  theo ry  th a t he i s  a c t in g  on the pure, 

uncontaminated d e s ire s  o f  ch ildhood— a p o s it io n ,  as we s h a ll  see, Marcuse 

e x p l i c i t l y  defends in  Eros and C iv i l i z a t io n . Whereas o th e rs  have had 

to  subm it to  the  re p re ss ive  focus o f  s o c ia l iz a t io n ,  so the  p e rv e rt 

m a in ta in s , he has somehow been ab le  to  re ta in  h is  n a tu ra l p re s o c ia l 

im pulses. I f  any p sych o a n a ly tic  ped igree cou ld  be c la im ed fo r  th is  

idea , i t  would have to  date from an e a r ly  stage o f  p sych o a n a ly tic  id  

psychology— a n te r io r  to  ego psychology and the p r in c ip le  o f  m u lt ip le  

fu n c tio n — which i t s e l f  was surpassed w ith  the growth o f  psychoan a ly tic  

knowledge:
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As G il le s p ie  (1956) p o in te d  o u t, a lthough p e rve rs io n s  are 
c rea ted  ou t o f  the  c o n s t itu e n t elements o f  ch ild h o o d  s e x u a li ty ,  
i t  i s  bo th  c l i n i c a l l y  and th e o r e t ic a l ly  un tenab le  to  m a in ta in  
(as F re u d 's  e a r ly  w r i t in g  on the  su b je c t m ight have le d  one to  
b e lie v e )  th a t  organ ized  p e rve rs io n  is  s im p ly  the  p e rs is te n c e  
in to  a d u lt  l i f e  o f  id  im pulses th a t have escaped re p re s s io n .
In  many ways the  perverse  p lay  is  comparable to  a dream [ i . e . ,
i t  is  a compromise fo rm a tio n ] (McDougall, 1980, p. 6 7 ).

The d e n ig ra tio n  o f  a d u lt  s e x u a lity  is  captured n ic e ly  in  an expression 

used by French youth as a putdown " 1 *amour a l a papa,"w h ic h , lo o s e ly  

tra n s la te d  means " th e  o ld  man's way o f  d o in g  i t . "  (C hassegue t-S m irge l, 

1974, p. 352) The express ion  conveys the  two p a r ts  o f  the  c h i ld /p e r v e r t 's  

c la im : th a t s t r a ig h t ,  a d u lt  s e x u a lity  is  d u l l ,  in h ib i te d ,  u n in s p ire d ,

e tc . ,  and, by im p lic a t io n ,  th a t  he possesses the s e c re ts  o f  an e s o te r ic  

form o f  s e x u a lity  which is  i n f i n i t e l y  s u p e rio r to  s t r a ig h t ,  a d u lt  sex.

The e s s e n tia l teach ing  o f  th a t  e s o te r ic  d o c tr in e  shou ld , o f  course , a lready

be obvious to  us, namely th a t  the  d if fe re n c e  between the  sexes is  not the

source o f sexua l d e s ire  and th a t  the  p leasures o f  p re g e n ita l s e x u a lity  fa r  

exceed those o f  a d u lt  s e x u a lity .

Of a l l  the  forms o f  p re g e n ita l a c t iv i t y ,  i t  is  perhaps a n a l i ty  which 

rece ives  the g re a te r share o f  id e a liz a t io n  in  the pe rve rse  scheme o f  th in g s . 

For example, a theme th a t runs th rough Sade and " c la s s ic a l"  pornography in  

genera l is  the  ex to lm en t o f the  v ir tu e s  o f  the anus ( " th e  o th e r tem ple") 

and d e roga tio n  o f  the  vagina ("th is  accursed s l i t " )  (C hasseguet-Sm irge l , 

1978, p. 3 2 ). And a n a l i ty  does indeed lend i t s e l f  to  the  in te n t io n s  o f 

pe rve rs ion  in  a number o f  ways. In  the f i r s t  p la ce , the  anus i s  an 

androgynous sexua l organ par e x c e lle n c e : both sexes possess i t  and perform

the fu n c tio n s  assoc ia ted  w ith  i t .  I f  the  s to o l i s  in te rp re te d  as a penis 

in  v ir tu e  o f  i t s  p h a l l ic  shape— "th e  anal pen is " (C hassegue t-S m irge l, 1978,
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p. 32; M cDougall, 1980, p. 4 4 )— then the th e o ry  o f  sexua l monism is  

v a lid a te d , and the  mature p a te rn a l p h a llu s  i s  rep laced  w ith  a p re g e n ita l,  

b is e x u a l, fe c a l s u b s t i tu te .  Moreover, as i t  f a l l s  o f f  and re tu rn s  

re g u la r ly ,  t h is  "a n a l p e n is " is  p a r t ic u la r ly  w e ll s u ite d  fo r  combating 

c a s tra t io n  a n x ie ty ;  no lo s s  i s  permanent. F in a l ly  i f  th e  p e rv e r t wants 

to  e lim in a te  im p o rta n t d is t in c t io n s ,  then a n a l i t y ,  in  v i r t u e  o f  the 

homogeneity o f  fe ce s , p ro v id e s  an a p p ro p ria te  mode. Chasseguet-Sm irgel 

speaks o f  th e  fe c a liz e d ,  ana l un ive rse  o f  the  p e rv e r t where th in g s  are 

reduced to  a n o n -d if fe re n t ia te d  homogeneized c o n d it io n .

What o f  the  he ightened sense o f  e x c ita t io n  which can a d m itte d ly  

accompany pe rve rse  sexua l p ra c tic e s ?  Does i t  no t in  fa c t  suppo rt the 

p e rv e r t 's  c la im  to  have access to  a s u p e r io r  form o f  s e x u a lity ?  On the 

c o n tra ry , t h is  he igh tened sense o f  e x c ita t io n  a c tu a l ly  a t te s ts  to  the 

fa c t th a t  " th e  dynamic motor o f  perverse s e x u a lity  i s  more c lo s e ly  lin k e d  

w ith  a n x ie ty  than w ith  d e s ire "  (M cDougall, 1980, p . 210 ). That is  to  

say, McDougall and Chasseguet-Sm irgel m a in ta in  th a t  the  in te n s i f ie d  

exc item ent d e r iv e s  from a "manic de fe n se ," in  K le in 's  sense, a g a in s t the 

u n d e rly in g  d e p re ss io n , w h ich , as we have seen, m o tiva te s  the  fo rm a tion  

o f p e rv e rs io n s :

Sexual p e rv e rs io n  adm its and e x h ib its  i t s  e x c ite d ,  l i b i d i n a l  
aims b u t draws a v e i l  o f  s ile n c e  over i t s  more f r ig h te n in g  
aspec ts . "K in ky  sex" is  w id e ly  d isp la ye d  as a te c h n ic o lo r  
d iv e rs io n ;  t h is  "gay" w o rld  o f  the  homosexual is  paraded 
in  many a b a r; b u t the  c o lo u r and the  "g a ie ty "  t h in ly  
d is g u is e s  i t s  dep ress ive  and o fte n  pe rsecu ta ry  c o u n te rp a rt 
(M cD ougall, 1980, pp. 6 2 -3 ).

Another defense which works in  c o n ju n c tio n  w ith  manic f l i g h t  to  produce

the he igh tened exc item en t is  the  sexua liza tion  o f  a n x ie ty .  The p e rv e r t

f l i r t s  w ith  the  ve ry  th in g s  th a t t e r r i f y  him the m ost, e .g . ,  c a s tra t io n ,
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in  o rder to  convince h im s e lf th a t  they are e x c it in g  ra th e r  than f r ig h te n in g .  

McDougall no tes th a t  i t  is  g m e ra lly  when these defenses f a i l ,  and the 

in d iv id u a l is  exposed to  the  deeper dangers which they h id ,  th a t  he 

p resents h im s e lf  f o r  tre a tm e n t.

D. Consequences fo r  the R e la tio n  to  R e a lity

The d isavow a l o f  the  p r im a l sence and the double d if fe re n c e  exacts 

a h igh  p r ic e  on the  in d iv id u a l 's  r e la t io n s h ip  to  r e a l i t y  in  seve ra l 

c ru c ia l ways: (a ) i t  leads to  a f a i lu r e  o f  s y m b o liza tio n  and

s t r u c tu r a l iz a t io n  o f  the  ego, (b ) in h ib i t s  d i f fe r e n ta t io n  from the 

a rc h a ic , p re o e d ip a l m other, (c )  and p reven ts  the e s ta b lish m e n t o f 

the p roper r e la t io n s h ip  between the  r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le  and development.

(a ) Freud, as we have a lre a d y  seen, m ain ta ined  th a t  a l l  psychopathology 

compromises the  u n ity  and coherence o f  the p e rs o n a lity — th a t ,  in  o th e r 

words, s p l i t t i n g  in  the  la rg e r  sense I  t r ie d  to  s p e c ify  accompanies a l l  

forms o f  p a th o lo g y . We a lso  observed th a t s p l i t t i n g  in  the  narrow er, 

more te c h n ic a l sense o f  " th e  s p l i t t i n g  o f  the ego" occurs w ith  the 

p e rv e rs io n s ; indeed , i t  was the  in v e s t ig a t io n  o f  fe t is h is m  w hich, in  

la rg e  p a r t ,  led  Freud to  fo rm u la te  the  theory  o f  s p l i t t i n g ,  McDougall 

a ttem pts to  p ro v id e  a more concre te  and d e ta ile d  account o f  the  d e f ic i t s  

th a t occur in  the  u n ity  o f  the  ego w ith  the p e rv e rs io n s . Her th e s is  is  

th a t the d isavow a l o f  the primal scene re s u lts  in  c e r ta in  f a i lu r e s  o f 

sym b o liza tio n  and s t r u c tu r a l iz a t io n  which are e s s e n tia l to  the  u n ity  o f  

the ego. More s p e c i f ic a l ly ,  she argues th a t the  i n a b i l i t y  to  sym bolize
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the meaning o f  the  p a te rn a l p h a llu s , o f  the  m o the r's  "c a s tra te d "  s ta te , 

and o f  the  re c ip ro c a l r e la t io n  between them, which fo llo w s  from the

disavowal o f  the  p r im a l scene, re s u lts  in  m ajor lacunae in  the  ego;

d e ve lop m e n ta lly , these are necessary steps in  the  coalescence o f  the 

ego's u n ity .  Th is  a lso  a t te s ts  to  the fa c t  th a t  the  "c a p a c ity  to  con ta in  

and e la b o ra te  p a in fu l a f fe c t  and fr ig h te n in g  id e a s" (M cDougall, 1980, 

p. 198) is  a b s o lu te ly  e s s e n tia l fo r  p s y c h o lo g ica l g row th , and ra is e s  a 

question  which is  c e n tra l to  understanding the genesis o f  the p e rve rs io n : 

namely, i f  the  p r im a l scene is  a u n iv e rs a l trauma, why are some c h ild re n  

u lt im a te ly  ab le  to  accept i t  w h ile  o the rs  are not? F in a l ly ,  we should 

note th a t McDougall i s  w ork ing w ith  the  concept o f  the ego as a s y m b o lic a lly

medicated a s s o c ia t iv e  netw ork, the s tre n g th  and v i t a l i t y  o f  which is  to

be measured by the  rich n e ss  and e labora teness o f  the  netw ork.

McDougall (1980) t r ie s  to  e lu c id a te  her p o in t  by r e f le c t in g  on the 

deeper co n n o ta tio n s  o f  the German Verleugnung, w hich, as has been 

mentioned, The Standard E d it io n  tra n s la te d  as "d is a v o w a l,"  and argues 

" i t  im p lie s  the n o tio n  o f  'avow a l' fo llo w e d  by a d e s tru c t io n  o f  meaning, 

through the  c u t t in g  o f  a s s o c ia t iv e  l in k s "  (pp. 75 -76 ). I t  is  thus not 

the case th a t  the  disavowed o b je c t is  not represented  in  the  psyche— as 

w ith  the s t r i c t l y  p sych o tic  s o lu t io n — but th a t  i t  is  no t sym bolized. I t  

is ,  in  o th e r words, not th a t  the ex is tence  o f  these o b je c ts  bu t th e ir  

meaning which is  denied by seve ring  t h e i r  re p re s e n ta tio n s  from the 

a s s o c ia tiv e  web th a t  c o n s t itu te s  the ego. F o llo w in g  Lewin, McDougall 

s ta te s  somewhat a p h o r is t ic a l ly  th a t the  "gap" in  the ego re s u lts  from the 

fa i lu r e  to  sym bolize  the "gap" o f  the m o the r's  s e x u a lity .  Indeed, Lewin 

(1948) had observed th a t in  many o f h is  p a t ie n ts ' a ssoc ia tion s , female
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g e n ita l ia  were equated w ith  r e a l i t y  and had asse rted  th a t  an acceptance 

o f  the vagina is  an e s s e n t ia l s tep in  the development o f  the  re la t io n  

to  r e a l i t y .  McDougall m a in ta ins  th a t the p e rv e rt develops pockets o f  

psychosis o r " fo c a l p s y c h o s is ,"  which is  to  say th a t ,  in  c o n tra s t to  the 

psycho tic  who breaks w ith  r e a l i t y  in  gene ra l, the  p e rv e r t breaks w ith  

a p a r t ic u la r  p o r t io n  o f  r e a l i t y ,  i . e . ,  sexual r e a l i t y .  She p o in ts  o u t, 

however, as does G lover (1932 ), th a t these " fo c a l psychoses" o fte n  prevent 

a general psychos is  from o c c u rr in g ; the  p e rv e rt s a c r i f ic e s  a c e r ta in  

p o rtio n  o f  r e a l i t y  and the  rich n e ss  o f  h is  ego to  ward o f f  a la rg e r  

ca tas trophe .

The c h i ld  who f in d s  h is  way to  a "n e u ro tic  s o lu t io n "  in  these m a tte rs , 

th a t is ,  a c h i ld  who, fo r  example, does not have to  exclude the re p re s e n ta tio n  

o f  the vagina from h is  a s s o c ia t iv e  web, but d e fe n s iv e ly  c o u n te r in v e s ts  i t  

as f i l t h y ,  dangerous, u n in te re s t in g ,  d is g u s tin g  e t c . ,  a t  le a s t  possesses 

the p o s s ib i l i t y  o f  fu r th e r  e la b o ra t iz in g  i t .  The c h i ld  who w i l l  become 

the p e rv e rt in  a d u lt  l i f e  w i l l  have no such o p p o r tu n ity .  Th is  b e lie s  the 

c la im  o fte n  made fo r  the  p e rve rs io n s , th a t  they in v o lv e  a r ic h e r ,  more 

c re a tiv e  and le s s  in h ib i te d  fan tasy  l i f e  than normal s e x u a li ty .  Jus t the 

opposite  seems to  be the  case fo r  the  reasons we are c o n s id e r in g : the

lacunae in  the  a s s o c ia t iv e  network im poverishes and r i g i d i f i e s  th a t  

network as a whole. The p o in t  i s  e x q u is ite ly  i l l u s t r a t e d  by a c l in ic a l  

v ig n e tte  th a t  McDougall p re se n ts . The example compares the dreams o f  two 

p a tie n ts , one a f e t i s h is t  who was ab le  to  perform  s e x u a lly ,  a lb e i t  in  an 

anxious and r e s t r ic te d  fa s h io n , and a n e u ro tic  who was com p le te ly  im po ten t. 

Both men w itnessed  a plumber w orking in  a p o r t io n  o f  M cD ouga ll's  apartment 

th a t was u s u a lly  c losed  o f f  to  p a t ie n ts  and the  fo l lo w in g  dreams were
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responses to  those in c id e n ts .  F i r s t ,  the dream o f  the  f e t i s h is t :

" I  dreamed I  was ly in g  beside a woman and was asked to  look  
a t her le g s . I  s ta re d  fo r  q u ite  some tim e , bu t c o u ld n 't  
make ou t what I  was supposed to  re p ly .  I t  seemed a problem 
in  lo g ic .  F in a l ly ,  I  adm itted  th a t  I  would never f in d  the 
answer because I  had never been good in  m athem atics ."
In  h is  a s s o c ia tio n s  to  t h is  dream the p a t ie n t  mentioned 
the open doo r, b u t added th a t he was no t a t a l l  sure what 
the  workmen were do ing in s id e  my house. From th e re  he went 
on to  remember h is  long  hours o f  e r o t ic  daydreaming d u rin g  
h is  lo n e ly  ch ild h o o d .

And the dream o f  the  n e u ro t ic :

" I  am t r y in g  to  p e n e tra te  a woman, bu t something s tops me 
and I  become f la c c id ;  suddenly I  f in d  m yse lf in s id e  your 
house. I  am to ld  I  may no t go fu r th e r  a long a c e r ta in  
c o r r id o r  because those are your husband's p r iv a te  q u a rte rs .
Then I  f in d  m yse lf tra n s p o rte d  in to  your garden. There are 
ra re  an im a ls  around, and a man e x p la in s  to  me they are h a l f  
ca t and h a l f  seperpen t. They r is e  up from the  ground, 
cross one a n o th e r, and f l y  everywhere. The man asks i f  I  
am a f r a id  o f  be ing  touched by them, and I  say I 'm  n o t,  bu t 
I ' d l i k e  to  understand how they manage to  s ta y  up in  the 
a i r  l i k e  t h a t . "  (M cD o u g a ll,-1980, pp. 200-201)

The d if fe re n c e  between these two dreams in  term s o f  c o m p le x ity ,r ic h n e s s

and c r e a t iv i t y  speaks fo r  i t s e l f  and re q u ire s  no commentary.

I would l i k e  to  c a l l  a t te n t io n  to  a comment made by the  f i r s t  p a t ie n t

w h ile  he was re p o r t in g  h is  dream, namely, th a t  he was in v o lv e d  w ith  what

"seemed to  be a problem in  lo g ic . "  Freud (1913 /1973), in  Totem and Taboo

had a lready  p o in te d  to  a c e r ta in  a f f i n i t y  between pa rano ia  and ph ilosophy

—the  p a ra n o id 's  d e lu s io n a l system rep resen ts  a c a r ic a tu re  o f  the

p h ilo s o p h e r 's  bo th  w ith  respec t to  i t s  fo rm a l r ig o r  and im p re g n a b ility .

Now McDougall makes the comment, w ith o u t e la b o ra t in g  on i t  in  any d e ta i l ,

th a t a connection  e x is ts  between p e rve rs io n  and p h ilo so p h y . A llo w in g

ourse lves  a moment's l i b e r t y ,  we m ight specu la te  about her p o ss ib le

meaning. McDougall (1980) uses the term  " la cu n a ry  lo g ic "  to  re fe r  to
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the fa c t  th a t  the  p e rv e r t is  c o n s ta n tly  reason ing  about s e x u a lity  and

r e a l i t y  w ith  a c a lc u lu s  th a t  la cks  fundam ental p o s tu la te s :

To re a l iz e  th a t  "one and one makes two" i s  n o t in  i t s e l f  a 
p ro found  in t e l le c t u a l  a c q u is it io n ,  b u t he who, in  s p ite  o f  
evidence to  the  c o n tra ry , c a lc u la te s  on some o th e r num erica l 
system , i s  go ing to  encounter d i f f i c u l t i e s  wherever he g o e s ...
The false a r ith m e t ic  o f  perverse s e x u a lity  is  no t always 
e n t i r e ly  l im i te d  to  the  sexua l r e la t io n s h ip ;  i t  may c o lo r  
the  unde rs tan d ing  o f  human re la t io n s  in  ge n e ra l w ith  the 
concom itan t r is k  o f  p r e c ip i ta t in g  moments o f  p s ych o tic  
co n fu s io n  (p . 195).

Could i t  p o s s ib ly  be th a t the  u n iv e rs a l fa n ta s y  o f  the  p h a l l ic  woman 

rep resen ts  an a ttem p t to  deny the  law o f  the excluded m idd le , a fundamental 

axiom o f  o rd in a ry  lg o ic ?  Whereas the law o f  the  excluded m iddle s ta te s  

fo r  a l l  X, X is  e i th e r  A o r no t A, and no t h i r d  p o s s ib i l i t y  e x is ts ,  the 

fan tasy  o f  th e  p h a l l ic  woman m a in ta ins  th a t  th e re  are  be ings who are 

n e ith e r  men nor women, bu t who belong to  a t h i r d  genus. I f  t h is  sp e c u la tiv e  

hypo thes is  were c o r re c t ,  then the  acceptance o f  the  d if fe re n c e  between 

the sexes would be the  p sych o lo g ica l p re c o n d it io n  fo r  the  in s t i t u t io n  o f 

secondary processes and o rd in a ry  lo g ic .  We m igh t sp ecu la te  fu r th e r  th a t 

the  lo g ic a l  ru m in a tio n  o f  the ph ilo so p h e rs  re p re se n t in  p a r t  a ttem pts to  

master the  trauma o f  the excluded m id d le , as i t  were, and th a t the works 

o f  the g re a t d ia le c t ic ia n s  such as H e ra c litu s  and Hegel, who in  some 

sense m a in ta in  th a t  the  law o f  the excluded m idd le  does no t h o ld , rep resen t 

extrem e ly  su b lim a te d  a ttem pts  to  re ta in  the  idea  o f  a p h a l l ic  woman.

Be th a t  as i t  may, the  issues we have been c o n s id e r in g  ra is e  the 

ques tion  o f  the  r e la t io n s h ip  between p e rve rs io n  and s u b lim a tio n . I t  has 

been a te n e t o f  psychoan a lys is , alm ost s ince  i t s  in c e p t io n ,  th a t  p re g e n ita l 

im pulses p ro v id e  the m a te r ia l fo r  s u b lim a tio n , and, as they a lso  p rov ide  

the m a te r ia l fo r  the  p e rve rs io n s , p e rve rs io n s  and s u b lim a tio n  are
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cons truc ted  from the  same source . The in te re s t in g  q u e s tio n  becomes, then, 

what c o n s t itu te s  the  s p e c i f ic  d iffe re n c e ?  Why are  we e n t i t le d  to  c a l l  

some tra n s fo rm a tio n s  o f  p re g e n ita l m a te r ia l s u b lim a tio n s  and o the rs  

perve rs ions?  As the  comparison o f  the  two dreams suggests , McDougall 

m a in ta ins the  concre teness, co n s tr ic te d n e ss  and i n f l e x i b i l i t y  o f  perverse 

thought and a c t io n .  She (1980) c o n tra s ts  pornography and e ro t ic a ,  in  

terms o f  the  "e x te n t o f  im a g in a tive  space" (p . 170) they a llo w  the 

audience, to  make her p o in t .  Thus, in  a d d it io n  to  the  fa c t  th a t  i t  is  

always subo rd ina ted  to  the  goa l o f  "o rg a s t ic  denouement," pornography 

d i f f e r s  from e ro t ic a  in  i t s  e x p lic itn e s s ;  i t  s p e l ls  e v e ry th in g  out and 

leaves no th in g  to  the  im a g in a tio n . And, ra th e r  than re p re se n tin g  a 

freedom o f  exp ress iveness, t h is  e x p lic itn e s s  is  designed to  serve a 

defens ive  fu n c t io n ,  i . e . ,  to  prevent the emergence o f  a u th e n tic  fan tasy : 

"There is  a conspicuous la c k  o f  fan tasy  and im a g in a tiv e  freedom in  most 

perverse, in v e n tio n s ; once c rea ted  they tend to  be s te re o typ e d  and to  

m a in ta in  t h e i r  c e n t ra l theme and d e ta i l  fo r  decades as though the person 

were no t p e rm itte d  to  im agine any th ing  e ls e "  (M cD ougall, 1980, p. 178). 

E ro t ic a , on the  o th e r hand, p re c is e ly  in  i t s  in e x p lic i tn e s s  and 

suggestiveness, i s  meant to  s tim u la te  the a s s o c ia t iv e  network o f  the 

on looker so th a t  what he sees " i s  im m ediate ly l in k e d  w ith  an i n f i n i t y  o f 

o the r re p re s e n ta tio n s , im press ions , p e rce p tio n s , and r e f le c t io n s  in  a to -  

a n d -fro  movement between p rim ary  and secondary p rocesses. Th is  is  in  

marked c o n tra s t to  the  immutable q u a li ty  o f  pe rverse  in v e n t io n s ."  

(McDougall, 1980, p. 207)

A balanced p o s it io n  has to  be s tru c k  w ith  re sp e c t to  the  re la t io n s h ip  

o f p e rve rs io n s  and c r e a t iv i t y .  We noted above th a t ,  in  c o n tra d is t in c t io n
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from the p s y c h o tic 's  d e lu s io n s , the  p e rv e r t 's  sexua l a c t iv i t y  can be

in te rp re te d  as an attem pt to  c re a te  i l lu s io n s  in  the  w o rld — "motor

h a llu c in a t io n s "  to  borrow a term  Freud uses in  another c o n te x t. This

penchant fo r  i l lu s io n  serves to  e x p la in  in  p a r t  the  o fte n  observed a f f i n i t y

between p e rve rte d  in d iv id u a ls  and the d e co ra tive  a r ts ,  e .g . ,  the popular

s te reo type  o f the  homosexual as an in t e r io r  d e c o ra to r. G lover and

Chasseguet-Sm irgel have commented a t le n g th  on th is  a f f i n i t y  in  terms o f

the p e rv e r t 's  need to  id e a liz e  a n a l i t y .  (G love r, 1931; Chasseguet-

S m irge l, 1974). I t  cannot be den ied , however, th a t  an app rec iab le  number

o f a u th e n t ic a lly  c r e a t iv e , as opposed to  m erely d e c o ra tiv e , in d iv id u a ls

in  our c u l tu r a l  t r a d i t io n  have been a c t iv e  p e rv e r ts  o r possessed strong

pe rve rted  tendenc ies . Th is  fa c t  is  o fte n  adduced to  show th a t the re  is

an in h e re n t l in k  between p e rve rs io n  and c r e a t iv i t y ,  and th a t  the  fa c t  o f

being a p e rv e rt by i t s e l f  bestows a s p e c ia l c u l tu r a l  s ta tu s  on the in d iv id u a l.

McDougall (1980) argues, however, th a t  in  the  case o f  these t r u ly  c re a tiv e

in d iv id u a ls ,  t h e i r  c r e a t iv i t y  g e n e ra lly  re s u lts  in  s p ite  o f  ra th e r  than in

v ir tu e  o f  th e i r  p e rve rs io n s :

And indeed our c u l tu r a l  h is to ry  co n ta in s  many famous examples 
o f  th is  dua l coex is tence  ( i . e . ,  o f  p e rve rs io n  and c r e a t iv i t y ) .
But the reve rse  p ro p o s it io n  is  not t ru e ,  th a t  i s ,  the  fa c t  o f 
be ing a homosexual, f e t i s h is t ,  sadomasochist o r voyeur in  h is  
e r o t ic  l i f e  con fe rs  no p a r t ic u la r  c re a t iv e  g i f t s  on the 
in d iv id u a l.  On the c o n tra ry , i t  would be more exact to  say 
th a t c e r ta in  g i f te d  persons are capable o f a u th e n tic  work in  
s p ite  o f  t h e i r  d is tu rb e d  sexual o rg a n iz a tio n s , fo r  i t  is
fre q u e n tly  the  case th a t the  s p e c if ic  problems which have
f a c i l i t a t e d  perverse  s o lu t io n s  to  mental c o n f l i c t ,  thus 
b lo ck in g  any access to  sexua l f u l f i l lm e n t ,e x e r t s  the same 
r e s t r ic t iv e  and in h ib i to r y  in flu e n c e  on the re s t  o f  the  
s u b je c t 's  l i f e — h is  everyday s o c ia l r e la t io n s  o r h is  
su b lim a to ry  c a p a c it ie s  in  genera l (p . 177).

To r e i te r a te ,  because o f  i t s  e f fe c t  on the  s t r u c tu r a l iz a t io n  o f  the ego
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and i t s  in h ib i t io n  o f  the f u l l  a s s o c ia tiv e  c a p a c it ie s  o f  the  in d iv id u a l,  

pe rve rs ions  as a ru le  ac t as an impediment to  a u th e n tic  c r e a t iv i t y .

W hile we can a p p re c ia te  the p e rv e r t 's  need to  m y s t ify  h is  o fte n  

p a in fu l l i f e  s i tu a t io n  by a tte m p tin g  to  endow i t  w ith  a s p e c ia l c u l tu r a l  

s ig n if ic a n c e , we need not accept those m y s t i f ic a t io n s .  A t the  same tim e , 

however, the re  is  an element o f  t r u th  in  what he is  say ing  th a t  should 

be recogn ized . For th e re  is  something which the "neo -sexua l c re a to r"  

and the a u th e n tic  c re a to r  in  fa c t  have in  common which d is t in g u is h e s  

both from the s o -c a lle d  norm al, namely, access to  the  w orld  o f  p re g e n ita l 

polymorphous s e x u a lity  which the m a n -o n -th e -s tre e t must keep under lo ck  

and key. A l l  c r e a t iv i t y — neosexual and a u th e n tic — exposes the in d iv id u a l 

to  enormous dangers and a n x ie t ie s  which the m a n -o n -th e -s tre e t seeks 

s trenuous ly  to  a v o id : " I f  the  la rg e  m a jo r ity  o f  human beings are n e ith e r

a r t i s t i c  nor neosexual c re a to rs , th is  is  p a r t ly  because such im pulses are 

so s tro n g ly  coun te rca th ec ted  most people are  no t prepared to  assume the 

transg ress ion s  in h e re n t in  any p ro d u c tio n  o f  an in n o v a tiv e  k in d , nor the 

a n x ie ty  which accompanies such p ro d u c tio n "  (M cDougall, 1980, p. 209).

Thus, a lthough i t  m ight be a m y s t i f ic a t io n  to  assume th e re  is  an in t r in s ic  

a f f i n i t y  between sexua l p e rve rs io n  and a u th e n tic  c r e a t iv i t y ,  th e re  is  

t r u th  to  the  c la im  th a t  the p e rv e r t l ik e  the  a u th e n tic  c re a to r  does not 

accept the  co n ve n tio n a l o rd e r w ith  the  complacency o f  the  man-on-the 

s t re e t .

These r e f le c t io n s  shou ld  serve to  warn us, once aga in , a g a in s t adopting 

a m o ra lis t ic  a t t i t u d e  toward the  p e rve rs io n s . The p o s s ib i l i t y  o f pe rve rs ion  

is  in h e re n t in  the  very p o s s ib i l i t y  o f  be ing a human, which is  to  say, a 

c u ltu r a l  be ing . The fa c t  th a t  we are endowed w ith  m utable T r ie b e , whose
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aims and o b je c ts  are v a r ia b le ,  in s te a d  o f  s p e c ie s -s p e c if ic  In s t in k te ,

whose sources o f  s a t is fa c t io n  are f ix e d  w ith in  narrow  l im i t s ,  makes

both p e rve rs io n s  and c u ltu re  p o s s ib le . Furtherm ore , the  fa c t  th a t  the

d r iv e s  are no t im m ed ia te ly subo rd ina ted  to  re p ro d u c tio n  and re q u ire  a

long p e rio d  o f  development be fo re  they are in te g ra te d  in to  g e n i t a l i t y

— a process th a t  can be d e ra ile d  a t numerous p o in ts  a long  the way—

a lso  c o n tr ib u te  to  th is  dua l p o s s ib i l i t y .  The m a n - in - th e -s t re e t 's

contempt fo r  the  p e rve rs io n s  is  thus wrong in  two re s p e c ts . F i r s t ,  he

is  m istaken in  h is  f a i lu r e  to  re a l iz e  th a t  a polymorphous core is  a

u n iv e rs a l fe a tu re  o f  the  human c o n d it io n  and th a t  h is  is  s im p ly  sealed

o f f  by c o u n te rc a th e x is , re a c tio n  fo rm a tio n s , e tc .  Secondly, and perhaps

more s a d ly , h is  need to  deny th is  p a r t o f  h is  p e rs o n a li ty ,  d e p rive s  him

access to  one o f  the  m ajor sources o f  c r e a t iv i t y  in  human l i f e :

. . . th e -m a n - in - th e -s tre e t u s u a lly  g ives  the  term  "p e rve rse " 
a p e r jo ra t iv e  c o n n o ta tio n . Le t us t r u s t  such is  no t the 
case w ith  those who co n s id e r themselves to  be a n a ly s ts , 
fo r  the  a n a ly s t has ample o p p o rtu n ity  to  observe, in  h im s e lf 
as w e ll as in  h is  ana lysands, th a t  a l l  men h ide  w ith in  
them selves a polymorphous perverse  c h i ld .  Le t us add th a t  
they a ls o  c o n ta in  a polymorphous nexus o f  c re a t iv e  resou rces .
But most people are as unaware o f  t h e i r  p o te n t ia l ly  perverse  
core as they are o f  t h e i r  c re a t iv e  p o te n t ia l (M cDougall,
1980, pp. 171-172).

(b ) T h is  p o in t  and the  next re s ts  on a concep tion  o f  the p h a llu s , 

as apposed to  the  p e n is , which has been c u rre n t in  re ce n t French 

p sych o a n a ly tic  th e o ry . (Lacan, 1966; G runberger, 1971). In  th a t  theory  

the  sym bo lic  p h a llu s  is  d is t in g u is h e d  from the  ana tom ica l p e n is :

Whereas the  term  "p e n is "  is  reserved  to  re fe r  to  the  a c tu a l p h y s io lo g ic a l 

organ, the  term  "p h a llu s "  is  used to  re fe r  to  a l l  th a t  th e  pen is  m ight 

stand fo r  s y m b o lic a lly —e . g . , power, p le n t itu d e ,  f e r t i l i t y ,  n a r c is s is t ic
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in t e g r i t y ,  the  fundam ental s ig n i f ie r  o f  d e s ire  fo r  both  sexes, e tc .  

(McDougall, 1980, p . 118). In  th is  p o in t and the n e x t, the n , we s h a ll 

see how the f a i lu r e  to  sym bolize the  p h a llu s  leaves the  in d iv id u a l 

vu ln e ra b le  to  p s y c h o t ic - l ik e  dangers.

As we have now seen in  d e ta i l ,  M cD ougall's  and Chasseguet- 

Sm irgel 's  c e n t ra l th e s is  is  th a t  the  c h i ld  who is  d e s tin e d  to  become a 

p e rv e r t,  because he cannot bear the  p a in fu l r e a l i t i e s  o f  the  p rim a l 

scene, disavows th e  meaning o f  the  p a re n ts ' sexua l organs. However, in  

a d d it io n  to  the  fu n c t io n  i t  f u l f i l l s  in  the es tab lishm en t o f  gender 

id e n t i t y ,  the sy m b o liz a tio n  o f  the  meaning o f  the p a re n ta l g e n ita l ia  a lso  

serves a c r u c ia l  fu n c t io n  in  the s e p a ra t io n - in d iv id u a t io n  process. More 

s p e c i f ic a l ly , the  acceptance o f  the  r e a l i t y  o f  the  p a te rn a l p h a llu s  and 

i t s  meaning— i . e . ,  th a t  i t ,  and no t the  c h i ld ,  is  the  p rim ary  o b je c t o f 

the m o the r's  d e s ire — is  a c r u c ia l  s tep  in  the  d i f f e r e n t ia t io n  from the 

p reoed ip a l m other. Or, to  pu t i t  somewhat d i f f e r e n t ly ,  the  in t ru s io n  o f 

the r e a l i t y  o f  th e  p a te rn a l p h a llu s  as a t h i r d  te rm , as i t  were, in to  the 

c losed w orld  o f  th e  m o th e r- in fa n t dyad is  an e s s e n t ia l s tep  in  the 

d i f f e r e n t ia t io n  o f  the  c h i ld  in to  the la rg e r ,  e x tra -d y a d ic  w o rld . I t  

would fo llo w  th a t  a c h i ld  who, fo r  whatever reason, cou ld  n o t accept and 

sym bolize the  meaning o f  the p a te rn a l p h a llu s  would s u f fe r  from the ego 

d e f ic i t s  o f inadequate  in d iv id u a t io n  and from the  te r r o r s  o f  the  a rch a ic , 

p re o e d ip a l m other. T h is  a lso  p rov ides  us w ith  some in d ic a t io n  o f 

f a m i l ia l  c o n s te l la t io n s  th a t would p red ispose the  c h i ld  to  perverse 

outcomes, namely, those when the fa th e r  was no t p resen t as a p h a l l ic  

fo rce  to  be reckoned w ith .  As i t  i s  absent in  the  in n e r w o rld  o f  the 

p e rv e r t,  he must c o n s ta n tly  look  fo r  the p a te rn a l p h a llu s  in  the  e x te rn a l
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w orld  as a s h ie ld  a g a in s t psychosis :

Th is e te rn a l quest fo r  the fa th e r ,  fo r  something which stands 
between the  c h i ld  and the omnipotent mother, c o n tr ib u te s  to  
the com pulsive ch a ra c te r o f  perverse s e x u a lity .  I t  a lso  g ives  
the psych ic  s t ru c tu re  a bulwark a g a in s t psychosis and a t the 
same tim e  marks the p o s s ib le  f r a g i l i t y  to  the perve rse  s tru c tu re .
That which is  m iss ing  in  the in te rn a l w orld  is  sought in  an 
e x te rn a l o b je c t o r s i tu a t io n ,  fo r  th e re  is  a v i t a l  la c k  or 
a b lank in  the  ego s tru c tu re  o f  the s u b je c t, and th is  in  tu rn  
is  due to  a f a i lu r e  in  s y m b o liz a tio n . The f a i lu r e  concerns the 
meaning o f  the  p r im a l scene, and the ro le  o f  the  fa th e r 's  pen is .
The e ffacem ent o f  c e r ta in  a s s o c ia tiv e  l in k s  tends to  weaken the 
in d iv id u a l 's  r e la t io n  to  r e a l i t y ,  a t le a s t in  t h is  c ircum scribed  
a rea, and thus leads to  a "p sych o tic  s o lu t io n " . . .  (McDougall,
1980, pp. 60 -6 1 ).

(c ) I f ,  r e t r o s p e c t iv e ly , the  in a b i l i t y  to  sym bolize the meaning o f 

the p a te rn a l p h a llu s  and the p rim a l scene has d e le te r io u s  e f fe c ts  on the 

s e p a ra t io n - in d iv id u a t io n  process, then p ro s p e c t iv e ly , i t  p reven ts  the 

es tab lishm en t o f  the  p roper re la t io n s h ip  between r e a l i t y  and te m p o ra lity  

and the c a th e c tin g  o f  development i t s e l f  as a g o a l. Chasseguet-Sm irgel 

(1974) argues, once aga in , th a t i t  is  not s im p ly  the fa c t  th a t  the mother 

is  "c a s tra te d "  th a t  p resen ts  a problem fo r  the l i t t l e  boy. R ather, the 

problem consists in  the  fa c t  th a t he cannot s a t is fy  her w ith  h is  immature 

pen is : "The r e a l i t y  is  no t th a t  the mother is  c a s tra te d , bu t th a t the

mother has a vag ina that the  l i t t l e  boy cannot f i l l "  (p . 350). The l i t t l e  

boy has two o p tio n s  open to  him: E ith e r  he can deny the  fa c t  h is  sm all 

penis is  inadequate and th a t  the  mother d e s ire s  the fa th e r 's  mature 

p h a llu s ; in  t h is  case he w i l l  most l i k e ly  con tinue  to  d e fe n s iv e ly  id e a liz e  

p re g e n ita l s e x u a li ty ,  m a in ta in in g  he is  the  o b je c t o f  h is  m other's  d e s ire  

in  v ir tu e  o f  h is  p r e g e n i ta l i t y , and develop along pe rverse  l in e s .  Or, he 

can to le r a te  the  con s id e ra b le  n a r c is s is t ic  m o r t i f ic a t io n  in vo lve d  w ith  

accepting  h is  inadequacy and h is  m o ther's  d e s ire  fo r  the  fa th e r .  This
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o p tio n  undoubtedly in v o lv e s  the most psych ic  pa in  in  th e  s h o rt run . 

Indeed, the  a b i l i t y  to  to le ra te  th is  pa in  is  an im p o rta n t p ro g n o s tic  

in d ic a to r  o f  the  c h i ld 's  developmental p o te n t ia l .  In  the  long run , 

however, t h is  o p tio n  opens the  path fo r  the  boy to  id e n t i f y  w ith  the 

pa te rn a l p h a llu s  and s t r iv e  to  become a mature a d u lt ;  development 

i t s e l f  becomes ca thected  as a g o a l. G r a t i f ic a t io n  w i l l  be sought 

p ro g re s s iv e ly  th rough i n i t i a t i v e  and r e a l i t y  and no t re g re s s iv e ly  

through de fens ive  i l lu s io n s  and p e rv e rs io n . But t h is  leads us to  the  

su b je c t m a tte r o f the  next ch a p te r.
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I I I .  Chapter Three: The U topian Defense o f  P e rve rs ion

A. The C r it iq u e  o f  C iv i l iz a t io n

W hile Freud i s  g e n e ra lly  d ep ic ted  as the  s te rn , unwavering defender

o f  c i v i l i z a t i o n ,  i t  is  in te re s t in g  to  note how a m b iva le n t, even re lu c ta n t ,

h is  advocacy o f i t  a c tu a l ly  was. Thus, in  one o f  h is  most famous

pronouncements on the s u b je c t, Freud a c tu a lly  re fu se s  to  commit h im s e lf

and d is p la y s  co n s id e ra b le  n e u t r a l i t y  toward the c r i t i c  o f  c i v i l i z a t io n :

For a wide v a r ie ty  o f  reasons, i t  is  very fa r  from  my 
in te n t io n  to  express an o p in io n  upon the  va lue o f  human 
c iv i l i z a t i o n .  I  have endeavored to  guard m yse lf a g a in s t 
the  e n th u s ia s t ic  p re ju d ic e  which ho lds th a t  our c i v i l i z a t i o n  
is  the most p re c io u s  th in g  th a t  we possess or co u ld  acqu ire  
and th a t i t s  path w i l l  n e c e s s a r ily  lead  to  h e ig h ts  o f 
unimagined p e r fe c t io n .  I  can a t le a s t l is t e n  w ith o u t
in d ig n a tio n  to  the  c r i t i c  who is  o f  the  o p in io n  th a t  when one
surveys the aims o f  c u l tu r a l  endeavor and the  means i t  
employs, one is  bound to  come to  the  co n c lu s io n  th a t  the
whole e f f o r t  is  no t w orth  the  tro u b le ,  and th a t  the  outcome
o f  i t  can o n ly  be a s ta te  o f  a f f a i r s  which the in d iv id u a l 
w i l l  be unable to  to le r a te .  My im p a r t ia l i t y  i s  made a l l  
the  e a s ie r to  me by my knowing very l i t t l e  about a l l  these 
th in g s . . .  Thus, I  have not the  courage to  r is e  up be fo re  
my fe llow -m en as a p rophe t, and I  bow to  t h e i r  reproach 
th a t  I  can o f fe r  them no c o n s o la tio n . (Freud, 1930/1975, 
pp. 144-145)

F reud 's  a gnos tic ism  w ith  respec t to  the  ques tion  o f  the  u lt im a te  value 

o f  c iv i l i z a t io n  was such th a t he never s y s te m a tic a lly  exp lo red  the 

question  o f an a l te rn a t iv e  to  i t .  In  the f i r s t  p la c e , as o f  1930, one 

could perhaps no t m a in ta in  th a t an un e q u ivo ca lly  n e g a tive  v e rd ic t  was
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in  on the  q u e s tio n . And, second ly , no m a tte r how d e s tru c t iv e  the  cos t 

o f  c i v i l i z a t i o n  a d m itte d ly  was, Freud was unable to  e n v is io n  a p rog ress ive  

a lte rn a t iv e  to  i t ,  in  much the  same way th a t  Max Weber cou ld  no t conceive 

a p ro g re ss ive  a lte rn a t iv e  to  the  " iro n -c a g e "— i . e . ,  an a lte rnative th a t 

d id  no t e n ta i l  massive h is t o r ic a l  re g re s s io n .

Some f i f t e e n  years a f te r  the p u b lic a t io n  o f  C iv i l iz a t io n  and i t s  

D is c o n te n ts , however, the s i tu a t io n  had changed, and i t  became a t le a s t 

p la u s ib le  to  argue th a t c i v i l i z a t i o n  was indeed not w orth  the  p r ic e .

I t  became a t le a s t p la u s ib le , th a t  i s , t o  argue th a t fasc ism , S ta lin is m  

and the bomb, fa r  from being a c c id e n ta l a b e rra tio n s , grew ou t o f  the 

innerm ost tendencies o f  c i v i l i z a t i o n .  I t  was concluded in  c e r ta in  

th e o re t ic a l c i r c le s ,  on the p o l i t i c a l  r ig h t  as w e ll as the  p o l i t i c a l  

l e f t ,  th a t  no th in g  s h o rt o f  a ra d ic a l reexam ina tion  o f  the  prem ises o f 

c i v i l i z a t i o n  i t s e l f  would be adequate fo r  comprehending the  c r i s i s  th a t 

had b e fa lle n  the West. And indeed , one wonders what F re u d 's  a t t i tu d e  

would have been toward these q u e s tio n s  had he l iv e d  to  w itn e ss  the  events 

o f  the  Second World War.

One p lace where th is  ra d ic a l s to c k - ta k in g  occurred  a f t e r  the  war was 

among the  s o c ia l philosophers o f  the  F ra n k fu r t  Schoo l. Whereas p r io r  to  

the war they had been r e la t iv e ly  c o n ve n tio n a l M a rx is ts , d e s p ite  th e i r  

enormous e ru d it io n ,  by the end o f  the  war, they f e l t  they had to  ra d ic a liz e  

t h e i r  a n a ly s is  to  comprehend a l l  th a t  had happened; t h is  ra d ic a l iz a t io n  

occurred in  p a r t th rough a sys te m a tic  in te g ra t io n  o f  Weberian and Freudian 

ca te g o rie s  in to  t h e i r  th in k in g .

The main work o f  th a t p e r io d , which became the magnum opus o f  the
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F ra n k fu r t School, was the D ia le c t ic  o f  Enlightenm ent (1944/1972) by 

Horkheimer and Adorno. I t  was one o f  a group o f  books pub lishe d  in  the 

immediate postwar years th a t  represented  an attem pt on the  p a r t  o f  emigre 

in te l le c tu a ls  l i v in g  in  the  S ta tes  to  comprehend the  ca tas trophe  th a t 

had b e fa lle n  European C iv i l iz a t io n ;  o the rs  inc luded  Hannah A re n d t's  The 

O rig in s  o f  T o ta lita r ia n is m  and K a r l P o la n y i's  The Great T ra n s fo rm a tio n .

The q ues tion  th a t  Horkheimer and Adorno posed to  them selves was the 

fo llo w in g : How was i t  th a t  the  process o f  en ligh tenm ent and the  conquest

o f n a tu re , which accord ing  to  both the l ib e r a l  and the  Marxian t r a d it io n s  

was supposed to  emancipate humanity from c e n tu r ie s -o ld  bondage, re s u lte d  

in  a new, h is t o r ic a l ly  unprecedented form o f  barbarism ? They answered 

th is  q ues tion  by l in k in g  the dom ina tion  o f  e x te rn a l na tu re  to  the 

dom ination o f  in te r n a l n a tu re , thus a p p ro p r ia t in g  Freud a t a m e ta h is to r ic a l 

le v e l.  The e n t ir e  modern t r a d i t io n ,  from Bacon to  Marx, was in  agreement 

on the p o in t th a t  the  mastery o f  the e x te rn a l environm ent was a t le a s t 

a necessary p re c o n d it io n  fo r  the  be tte rm ent o f  man's e s ta te . What th a t 

t r a d i t io n  had fa i le d  to  r e a l iz e — and th is  was the key in s ig h t  o f  the 

F ra n k fu r t S c h o o l--w a s  th a t  in  o rde r to  undertake the  dom ination  o f  e x te rn a l 

na tu re , humanity had to  dominate i t s  own in n e r n a tu re . Th is  meant, to  

put i t  in  Marxian term s, th a t  to  the very e x te n t th a t  the  m a te r ia l 

p re c o n d it io n s  fo r  a fre e  s o c ie ty  had been c re a te d , the  s u b je c tiv e  

c o n d it io n s  fo r  a p p ro p r ia t in g  those m a te r ia l accomplishments would be 

la c k in g . The e n t ir e  process was s e l f - v i t i a t i n g .  Thus, i t  cou ld  be argued 

th a t ,  by the tw e n tie th  ce n tu ry  the  m a te r ia l p re c o n d it io n s  fo r  a q u a l i ta t iv e ly  

b e tte r  form o f  l i f e  had been c rea ted  in  Europe and America b u t, because 

o f th is  s e l f - v i t i a t i n g  process, the  masses tu rned  to  to ta l i ta r ia n is m
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ra th e r than freedom.

Horkheimer and Adorno thus attem pted to  e lu c id a te  the  fa te fu l  lo g ic

o f c iv i l i z a t io n  a t the le v e l o f  m e ta h is to ry . And, l i k e  Freud and Weber,

they saw no way o u t; i t  was im poss ib le  to  co n ce p tu a lize  an a lte rn a t iv e

to  c iv i l i z a t io n  whose re g re ss ive  t r a i t s  were not more o b je c tio n a b le  than

the d e s tru c t iv e  fe a tu re s  i t s e l f .  Approxim ate ly ten  years a f te r  the

p u b lic a t io n  o f  The D ia le c t ic  o f  E n ligh tenm ent, however, H erbert Marcuse

(1955), another member o f the  F ra n k fu rt School, a ttem pted to  question

"Sigmund F reud 's  p ro p o s it io n  th a t c iv i l i z a t io n  i s  based on the permanent

su b ju g a tio n  o f  the human in s t in c ts "  (p . 2) and to  con ce p tu a lize  on a

p h ilo s o p h ic a l bas is  a non -reg ress ive  a lte rn a t iv e  to  c i v i l i z a t i o n .  And

fo r  reasons w ith  which we are fa m il ia r :

However, in te n s if ie d  progress seems to  be bound up w ith  
in te n s if ie d  unfreedom. Throughout the w orld  o f  in d u s t r ia l  
c i v i l i z a t io n ,  the  dom ination o f man by man is  grow ing in  
scope and e f f ic ie n c y .  Nor does th is  tre n d  appear as an 
in c id e n ta l,  t r a n s ito r y  reg ress ion  on the road to  p rogress. 
C oncen tra tion  Camps, mass e x te rm in a tio n , World Wars, and 
atom bcmbs are no "re la p se  in to  barbarism " bu t the unrepressed 
im p lem enta tion  o f  the  achievements o f modern sc ience , technology 
and dom ina tion . And the  most e f fe c t iv e  su b ju g a tio n  and 
d e s tru c t io n  o f  man by man takes p lace a t the  h e ig h t o f  
c i v i l i z a t i o n ,  when the  m a te r ia l and in t e l le c tu a l  a tta inm en ts  
o f  mankind seem to  a llo w  the c re a tio n  o f  a t r u ly  fre e  w o rld . 
(Marcuse, 1955, p. 4 )

Given th is  s ta te  o f  a f f a i r s ,  Marcuse be lie ve d  i t  was a b s o lu te ly  e s s e n tia l

to  a ttem pt to  con ce p u ta lize  a non -reg ress ive  a lte rn a t iv e  to  c iv i l i z a t io n .

And he attem pted i t  through an immanent c r i t iq u e  o f  Freud: "B u t F reud 's

own theory p rov ides  reasons fo r  re je c t in g  h is  id e n t i f ic a t io n  o f

c iv i l i z a t io n  w ith  re p re ss io n . On the ground o f  h is  own th e o re t ic a l

achievements, the d iscu ss io n  o f  the problem must be reopened (Marcuse,

1955, p. 4 ) .  Thus, whereas Horkheimer and Adorno employ Freud on a
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m e ta h is to r ic a l le v e l and use the  concept o f  the  dom ina tion  o f  in n e r 

na ture  as a lm ost a h e u r is t ic  metaphor fo r  de c ip h e rin g  h is to r y ,  Marcuse 

en te rs  in to  a d e ta ile d  c o n fro n ta t io n  w ith  the  F reud ian th e o r ie s  them selves.

I t  i s  p e r fe c t ly  f i t t i n g  th a t  the  ques tion  o f  the  p e rve rs io n s  should 

assume a c e n tra l s ig n if ic a n c e  in  th is  a ttem pt to  th in k  an a lte rn a t iv e  to  

c iv i l i z a t io n  as they  do in  Eros and C iv i l i z a t io n . For i f  the  Oedipus 

complex p rov ides  the  deep s t ru c tu re  o f  c iv i l i z a t i o n ,  as i t  were, and i f  

the p e rve rs io n s  c o n s t i tu te  and atterrpt to  c ircum vent the  Oedepus complex and 

oe d ip a l r e a l i t y ,  then the p e rve rs io n s  may indeed p ro v id e  c e r ta in  in d ic a t io n s  

fo r  e x t r a - c iv i l i z a t io n a l  m o d a lit ie s  o f  e x is te n c e . And t h is  is  in  fa c t 

the l in e  o f  in v e s t ig a t io n  Marcuse fo llo w s . In  th is  c h a p te r, then , I  s h a ll 

reexamine M arcuse's a n a ly s is  o f  the  p e rve rs ions  and t h e i r  im p lic a t io n s  

fo r  s o c ia l th e o ry  in  the  l i g h t  o f  M cD ougall's  and C hassegue t-S m irge l's  

th e o r ie s  which we in v e s t ig a te d  in  the  p rev ious  ch a p te r.

B. The Reform versus the T ra n s f ig u ra t io n  o f  C iv i l iz a t io n

In  C iv i l iz a t io n  and i t s  D iscon ten ts  Freud draws a d is t in c t io n  between

two types o f re b e ls : one who re b e ls  ag a in s t p a r t ic u la r  in ju s t ic e s  w ith in

the b a s ic  s t ru c tu re  o f  c i v i l i z a t i o n ,  and one who re b e ls  a g a in s t c iv i l i z a t io n

as such. Th is d is t in c t io n  corresponds rough ly  to  the  d is t in c t io n  between

the s o c ia l re v o lu t io n a ry  o r the  ra d ic a l re fo rm e r, on the  one hand, and the

U top ian , on the o th e r .  To quote Freud (1930/1975):

The l ib e r t y  o f  the  in d iv id u a l i s  no g i f t  o f  c i v i l i z a t i o n .  I t  
was g re a te s t be fo re  th e re  was any c iv i l iz a t io n , th o u g h  then , 
i t  is  t ru e ,  i t  had fo r  the most p a rt no va lu e , s in ce  the 
in d iv id u a l was sc a rc e ly  in  a p o s it io n  to  defend i t .  The 
development o f  c iv i l i z a t io n s  imposes r e s t r ic t io n s  on i t
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and ju s t ic e  demands th a t  no one s h a ll  escape those r e s t r ic t io n s .
What makes i t s e l f  f e l t  in  a human community as a d e s ire  fo r  
freedom may be th e i r  r e v o lt  a g a in s t some e x is t in g  in ju s t ic e ,  
and so may prove fa v o ra b le  to  a fu r th e r  development o f  
c i v i l i z a t i o n ;  i t  may remain com patib le  w ith  c i v i l i z a t i o n .
But i t  may a lso  s p r in g  from  the  remains o f  the  o r ig in a l  
p e rs o n a lity ,  which is  s t i l l  untamed by c iv i l i z a t i o n  and may 
thus become the b a s is  in  them o f h o s t i l i t y  to  c i v i l i z a t i o n .
The urge fo r  freedom, th e re fo re ,  is  d ire c te d  a g a in s t p a r t ic u la r  
forms and demands o f  c i v i l i z a t i o n  o r a g a in s t c i v i l i z a t i o n  
as such (pp. 9 5 -9 6 ).

The freedom to  which Freud is  r e fe r r in g  in  t h is  passage i s  th e  freedom

o f  sexual e xp re ss io n . He had argued in  Totem and Taboo (1913 /1975 ), as

we know, th a t  the p r im a l murder and i t s  sequelae— which c o n s t i tu te  the

founding a c ts  o f c i v i l i z a t i o n — r e s u lt  in  a s t ru c tu re  o f re n u n c ia tio n  which

p rov ides c i v i l i z a t i o n  w ith  i t s  b a s ic  s t ru c tu re .  F i r s t ,  the  p r im a l murder

pu ts  an end to  the  fa th e r 's  u n re s tr ic te d  sexual p r iv i le g e .  And, second ly,

w ith  th e i r  s o c ia l c o n tra c t ,  the  b ro th e rs  e n te r in to  an arrangem ent o f

mutual re n u n c ia tio n  th rough  which none o f  them can ever aga in  c la im

abso lu te  sexua l p r iv i le g e .  The c e n tra l renunciations o f  the  s o c ia l

c o n tra c t are the two taboos o f  totem ism  which a re , a t the  same tim e , the

two p ro h ib it io n s  o f  the  Oedipus complex— i . e . ,  the  p r o h ib i t io n  a g a in s t

in c e s t and the  p r o h ib i t io n  a g a in s t p a t r ic id e .  The e s ta b lish m e n t o f  these

p ro h ib it io n s  is  the  c o n s t i tu t iv e  a c t through which a w o rld — a s o c ia l

on to lo g y— is  c re a te d , namely the  o e d ip a lly  s tru c tu re d  o n to lo g y  o f

c iv i l i z a t io n .

The p re c is e  na tu re  o f  the  d is t in c t io n  Freud made between the  two
i

types o f  re b e ls  can be s p e c if ie d  w ith  more d e ta i l .  The f i r s t  type  o f 

re b e l, who re v o lts  "a g a in s t some e x is t in g  in ju s t ic e , "  b a s ic a l ly  accepts 

the  o e d ip a lly  s tru c tu re d  w o rld  o f  m utual renunca tions  and o n ly  o b je c ts  

to  the fa c t  th a t  the  burden o f  these re n u n c ia tio n s  is  no t e q u ita b ly
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d is t r ib u te d .  He, in  o th e r words, seeks to  re fo rm  c i v i l i z a t i o n ,  in  the 

name o f  ju s t ic e ,  from  w ith in  i t s  b a s ic  s t ru c tu re .  The second type o f 

re b e l, on the o th e r hand, r e je c ts  the e n t ir e ,  o e d ip a lly -s t ru c tu re d  

framework as such. He does no t seek a more e q u ita b le  d is t r ib u t io n  o f 

re n u n c ia tio n s , b u t,  in  the  name o f  g r a t i f i c a t io n ,  seeks an end to  the 

system o f  re n u n c ia tio n s  a lto g e th e r .

Employing the  d is c o v e r ie s  concern ing  the  p re o e d ip a l phase and the 

re la t io n s h ip  between the  p ro e d ip a l and the o e d ip a l phases th a t  have 

been made s in ce  F re u d 's  dea th , Chasseguet-Sm irgel (1976) has been able 

to  e la b o ra te  on F re u d 's  in s ig h ts  in to  the bas ic  a t t i tu d e s  towards 

c iv i l i z a t io n .  However, ra th e r  than beg inn ing  w ith  the  Oedipus complex 

per se , Chasseguet-Sm irgel takes the concept o f  p rim a ry  n a rc is s is m , as 

the p o in t o f  d e p a rtu re  fo r  her in v e s t ig a t io n s .  Q uoting Freud to  the  

e f fe c t  th a t  the  human mind can never g ive  up any p leasu re  i t  has 

experienced, she argues th a t  the  b l is s  o f n a r c is s is t ic  p e r fe c t io n  which 

we experienced in  in fa n c y  c o n s t itu te s  a p rim ary example o f  th is  phenomenon. 

Which is  to  say, she argues th a t  the  p leasure  o f  p rim a ry  n a r c is s is t ic  

p e r fe c t io n  is  som ething which we seek to  re ca p tu re , in  one form or 

ano the r, throughout our l iv e s .  She argues fu r th e r  th a t  p rim a ry  n a rc iss ism  

is  a source o f  the  ego id e a l in s o fa r  as the  experience  o f  p e r fe c t io n  

known d u rin g  th a t  phase ge ts  transposed in to  the  ego id e a l as something 

to  be sought a f t e r  and reexperienced in  l i f e .  The sense o f  p e r fe c t io n  

is  a m ajor component o f  one 's  idea o f  the  good w hich , as A r is to t le  

observed, is  the  source o f  a l l  a c t io n . The c r u c ia l  q u e s tio n  concerns how 

one seeks to  re ca p tu re  t h is  experience  o f  p e r fe c t io n  in  l i f e — p ro g re s s iv e ly  

o r r e g re s s iv e ly , as i t  were.
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The p ro g re ss ive  rou te  l ie s  th rough the  acceptance o f  r e a l i t y  and 

development v ia  a s a t is fa c to ry  tra n s v e rs a l o f  the  Oedipus complex. 

C hasseguet-S m irge l's  argument is  based on a p a r t ic u la r  in te r p re ta t io n  o f 

the Oedipus complex which has a c e r ta in  currency in  contemporary French 

psychoana lys is . She m a in ta ins  th a t  the  incestuous w ish rep resen ts  not 

on ly  a d e s ire  to  possess the mother on a g e n ita l le v e l,  bu t a w ish to  

merge w ith  her on a p re g e n ita l le v e l as w e ll;  incestuous in te rc o u rs e  

would be a way o f  re e n te r in g  and the reby re a ch ie v in g  fu s io n  w ith  the 

prim ary o b je c t.  F o llow ing  G runberger, she argues fu r th e r — and th is  is  

the nove l t w i s t - - t h a t  i t  is  not the fa th e r 's  p ro h ib it io n  per s e , but 

the l i t t l e  b o y 's  sense o f  inadequacy p ro je c te d  onto the fa th e r  as a 

p ro h ib it io n  th a t p rov ides the  b a r r ie r  a ga ins t in c e s t.  Which is  to  say, 

the l i t t l e  boy denies the n a r c is s is t ic  in ju r y  re s u lt in g  from h is  own 

p h ys ica l im m a tu rity  and in a b i l i t y  to  s a t is fy  h is  mother by p ro je c t in g  

the p r o h ib it io n  onto h is  fa th e r :  " I t  is  no t I  who canno t, bu t he who

prevents  me." (C hasseguet-Sm irge l, 1976, p. 34)

A consequence o f the acceptance o f  the o e d ip a l p ro h ib i t io n  is  th a t 

i t  b locks  the a ttem pt to  achieve fu s io n  w ith  the  p rim ary  o b je c t through 

incestuous in te rc o u rs e  w ith  the a c tu a l o b je c t.  To whatever e x te n t one 

may be ab le  to  reapproxim ate the p e r fe c t io n  o f  p rim ary na rc iss ism  in  

l i f e ,  one cannot, a f te r  the acceptance o f the  Oedipus complex, a ttem pt 

to  recap tu re  i t  th rough d ire c t io n  re fu s io n  w ith  the o b je c t .  And th is  

fa c t ,  Chasseguet-Sm irgel argues, is  e s s e n tia l fo r  e s ta b lis h in g  a proper 

re la t io n  to  r e a l i t y .  The e n t ir e  c o n s te l la t io n ,  i f  accepted, causes the 

c h i ld  to  p ro je c t  h is  d e s ire  fo r  n a r c is s is t ic  p e r fe c t io n  ahead in  tim e 

as an ego id e a l,  as something to  be s t r iv e n  a f te r  in  r e a l i t y .  A t the
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same tim e i t  causes him to  acknowledge the fa th e r 's  r o le  v is - b - v is  the 

mother which has the  same re s u lt  w ith  respect to  r e a l i t y  and development.

The l i t t l e  boy can console h im s e lf fo r  h is  n a r c is s is t ic  in ju r ie s  by 

id e n t i fy in g  w ith  h is  fa th e r  as an id e a l and t e l l i n g  h im s e lf th a t  someday 

he too s h a ll be b ig  and have the  g r a t i f ic a t io n s  in  r e a l i t y  th a t  h is  

fa th e r  now has. Th is would mean a re n u n c ia tio n  o f  the  c losed  w orld  

o f the dyad, and a tu rn in g  to  a t r ia d ic  r e a l i t y  as a source o f  g r a t i f ic a t io n  

and an investm ent in  "development as such ."

The na tu re  o f  the re g re ss ive  s o lu t io n  to  the  gap between the  ego and 

the ego id e a l shou ld  be apparent from the  fo re g o in g  a n a ly s is . Ins tead  o f 

the Oedipus complex, id e n t i f y in g  w ith  the  fa th e r ,  and seek ing  the 

approxim ation  o f  one 's  ego id e a l through mature sexua l re la t io n s  and 

fu tu re  accomplishments in  r e a l i t y ,  the  c h i ld  con tinue s  to  seek re fu s io n  

w ith  the p rim ary  object*. Th is  need n o t, o f course, assume the  form o f 

a c tu a l in c e s t,  bu t may be a ttem pted in  fa n ta sy , in  v a r io u s  forms o f  

psychopathology, and most n o ta b ly  in  the p e rve rs io n s . Indeed, as we saw 

in  the p rev ious ch a p te r, the p e rv e rs io n s , accord ing  to  both McDougall and 

C hasseguet-Sm irgel, e s s e n t ia l ly  rep resen t an a ttem pt to  deny the  double 

d if fe re n c e  (between the  sexes and between the g e n e ra tio n s ) o f  the  Oedipus 

complex and to  c la im  th a t the c h i ld 's  p re g e n ita l s e x u a lity  is  s u p e r io r  to  

g e n ita l s e x u a lity — i . e . ,  th a t  the  mother p re fe rs  i t .  And, as the  sense 

o f  r e a l i t y  and c a th e x is  o f  development emerge in  the  gap between the ego 

and the ego id e a l,  the re g re ss ive  a ttem pt to  c lose  th a t  gap by f i a t ,  by a 

d ire c t  re fu s io n , p rec ludes the  tu rn  to  r e a l i t y :

. . . t o  ig n o re  the  d if fe re n c e  between the sexes i s  to  igno re
the d if fe re n c e  between the  g e n e ra tio n s . Th is  is  c o n s is te n t
w ith  the  goa l the sexual p e rv e r t se ts  h im s e lf w ith  h is  m o the r's
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h e lp : to  guarantee th a t ,  w ith  h is  p re g e n ita l s e x u a l i ty ,  he is
an adequate sex o b je c t .  Th is  upsets the  very fo u n d a tio n  o f  
r e a l i t y  which re s ts  on the  d if fe re n c e  between the  sexes and 
the g e n e ra tio n s . The sexua l p e rv e r t th e re fo re  a tte m p ts  to  re ­
e s ta b lis h  the fu s io n  between the  ego and i t s  id e a l by evading
r e a l i t y .  (C hassegue t-S m irge l, 1976, p. 352)

I would l ik e  to  s tre s s  the  e s s e n t ia l ro le  o f te m p o ra lity  in

C hasseguet-Sm irge l' s a n a ly s is ,  f o r ,  as we s h a ll  see, Marcuse takes the

supersession o r a t le a s t  t r a n s f ig u ra t io n  o f  te m p o ra lity — tra n s c ie n c e —

as a m ajor requ irem ent o f  the  u to p ia n  p ro je c t .  For C hasseguet-Sm irge l,

however, te m p o ra lity ,  fa r  from be ing  something to  be surpassed, is  the

necessary c o n d it io n  fo r  e v e ry th in g  we c h e rish  in  human l i f e  and c iv i l i z a t i o n .

The te n s io n  c re a te d  by the  "gap" between our ego id e a l ,  p ro je c te d  fo rw ard

as something to  be a t ta in e d  in  t im e , and our ego is  the  source o f  c u l tu r a l

c re a t io n . To c o lla p s e  i t  by d ir e c t  re fu s io n  w ith  the p rim a ry  o b je c t

would be to  pu t an end to  a l l  development.

The o e d ip a l phase, w ith  i t s  in c e s t taboo, s o l i d i f i e s  awareness 
o f the " t h i r d  d im e n s io n ." Immediate s a t is fa c t io n  keeps us very 
c lose  to  the  o b je c t ,  in  fa c t  immerses us in  i t .  P rog ress ive  
f r u s t r a t io n s — which la t e r  a cq u ire  an oe d ip a l meaning— and the 
t r ia n g u la r  s i tu a t io n  enable us to  keep the o b je c t a t a 
d is ta n c e , c re a t in g  p e rs p e c t iv e . . .  In  o th e r words, access 
to  r e a l i t y ,  d is ta n ce  o f  the  ego and secondary process are 
p o ss ib le  o n ly  in  the  absence o f  such wish f u l f i l lm e n t  as union 
w ith  the mother a f fo rd s .  A l l  these a c q u is it io n s  which have 
made us human be ings would c o lla p s e  l ik e  a house o f  cards 
i f  th a t which gave r is e  to  them were a b o lish e d ; th a t  i s  to  
say, i f  in s te a d  o f  " p ro je c t in g  i t s e l f  fo rw a rd ,"  the  ego id e a l 
sought o n ly  to  be u n ite d  w ith  the  ego in  a re g re s s iv e  s t y le . . .  
(C hassegue t-S m irge l, 1976, p. 350)

F in a l ly ,  i t  shou ld  be mentioned th a t ,  fo r  C hasseguet-Sm irge l, sc ience

and p o l i t i c s  re p re se n t the  most e f fe c t iv e  way o f p u rsu ing  the  p rog ress ive

pa th ; which is  to  say, they p ro v id e  the  most e f fe c t iv e  means o f  pu rsu ing

and approx im ating  the  ego id e a l in  r e a l i t y ,  to  the  e x te n t i t  can be

approximated in  r e a l i t y .
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In  an a r t i c le  e n t i t le d  "P e rve rs io n  and the U n iv e rs a l Law," 

Chasseguet-Sm irgel (1983) draws a conc lus ion  th a t had a lre a d y  been 

im p l ic i t  in  her e a r l ie r  in v e s t ig a t io n s  o f the p e rv e rs io n s : namely, an

in t r in s ic  a f f i n i t y  e x is ts  between the perverse u rge , on the  one hand, 

and the  m essian ic o r u to p ia n  u rge , on the o th e r, in s o fa r  as both seek 

to  escape the human c o n d it io n  as i t  is  c o n s titu te d  by the  r e a l i t y  

p r in c ip le .  A f te r  commenting on the  prevalence o f  pe rve rse  sexual 

a c t iv i t y  d u rin g  p e rio d s  o f  p ro found s o c ia l upheaval, e .g . ,  the  Roman 

Empire, the French R e vo lu tio n  and Weimar Germany— and perhaps suggesting  

by im p lic a t io n  th a t  ours i s  such a p e rio d — C hasseguet-Sm irgel (1981) 

s ta te s  her th e s is  as fo llo w s : "A f i r s t  hypothes is  then comes to  mind:

s h o u ld n 't  we a sso c ia te  h is t o r ic a l  ru p tu re s  which g ive  an in k lin g  o f  the  

advent o f  a new w o rld , w ith  the con fus ion  between the  s e x e s  and gene ra tio ns , 

p e c u lia r  to  p e rv e rs io n s , as i f  the  hope fo r  a s o c ia l and p o l i t i c a l  r e a l i t y  

went hand in  hand w ith  an a ttem p t a t d e s tro y in g  sexua l r e a l i t y  and 

tru th ? "  (p . 293) By th is  p o in t  in  our a n a ly s is , the  a f f i n i t y  between the 

pe rve rte d  in d iv id u a l and the  U top ian  should not re q u ire  d e ta ile d  a n a ly s is . 

Each o f  them are t r y in g  to  a c tu a liz e  the u n iv e rs a l human w ish o f  avo id ing  

the o e d ip a lly  s tru c tu re d  w o rld  o f  s o c ia l r e a l i t y ,  the  one th rough  sexua l, 

the o th e r th rough  p o l i t i c a l  p ra c t ic e .

C. M arcuse's Argument

Marcuse a ls o  recogn izes  the  a f f i n i t y  between the  p e rve rs io n s  and 

u top ian ism . But whereas C hasseguet-Sm irgel seeks to  understand them 

" s c ie n t i f i c a l l y " — a lb e i t  w ith  a b i t  o f  apprehension v is - a - v is  the  c u rre n t
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c u l tu r a l  scene— Marcuse a ttem p ts  to  make th is  connection  a cen te rp iece  

o f  h is  u to p ia n  c o n s tru c t io n .  That is ,  he is  w i l l in g  to  co n s id e r the 

p o s s ib i l i t y ,  even the  n e c e ss ity  o f  transcend ing  the s o c ia l r e a l i t y  

c o n s t itu te d  by th e  Oedipus complex, and to  view the  p e rve rs io n s  as 

p ro v id in g  a c lu e  as to  what a nonoedipa l r e a l i t y  m ight be l i k e .  Before 

tu rn in g  to  h is  a n a ly s is  o f  the  p e rve rs io n s , however, i t  is  necessary to  

lo c a te  them in  th e  la rg e r  co n te x t o f  h is  u to p ia n -p h ilo s o p h ic a l program.

As I  have a lre a d y  mentioned, M arcuse's research in to  psychoana lys is  

took p lace a g a in s t the  backdrop o f  the la rg e r  p ro je c t  o f  the  F ra n k fu r t 

School, namely to  comprehend why the  Western p ro je c t  o f  en ligh tenm ent 

had re s u lte d  in  a new, q u a l i t a t iv e ly  more e f f i c ie n t  form o f  barbarism  

ra th e r than in  em ancipa tion . But whereas Horkheimer and Adorno had 

a r r iv e d  a t co n c lu s io n s  th a t were perhaps even more p e s s im is t ic  than 

e ith e r  F reud 's  o r  W eber's— because o f  th e i r  q u a s i-o n to lo g ic a l as opposed 

to  p syc h o lo g ic a l o r s o c io lo g ic a l s ta tu s — Marcuse s t i l l  wants to  e s ta b lis h  

a t le a s t the  th e o re t ic a l  p o s s ib i l i t y  o f  transcend ing  the s e l f - v i t i a t i n g  

mechanisms; he wants to  e s ta b lis h  the th e o re t ic a l p o s s ib i l i t y ,  as he puts 

i t ,  o f  a "n o n -re p re s s iv e  s o c ie ty . "  More s p e c i f ic a l ly ,  Marcuse addresses 

the q ues tion  o f  why, h is t o r i c a l l y ,  va rio u s  em ancipatory movements have 

tended to  d e s tro y  them selves from w ith in  as much as they have been destroyed 

from w ith o u t.  The example he most l i k e ly  had in  mind was the  then recent 

degeneration  in to  S ta lin is m  and fasc ism .

Marcuse e m p lo ys  the  myth o f  the  p rim a l horde to  e lu c id a te  the 

p ro b le m a tic  w ith  which he is  concerned. Put in  these m y th ic a l te rm s, the 

questions  conce rn ing  the s e lf - d e fe a t  o f  re v o lu tio n a ry  movements becomes: 

why is  i t  th a t ,  a f t e r  the  overth row  o f  the fa th e r  and a b r ie f  p e rio d  o f
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freedom, do the  sons re e s ta b lis h  a new form o f  dom ina tion  o f  t h e i r  own?

And is  t h is  " d ia le c t ic  o f  c iv i l i z a t io n "  in e v ita b le  (w hich would doom 

a l l  re v o lu t io n a ry  movements to  fa i lu r e  in  advance) o r i s  i t  h is t o r ic a l ly  

con tinge n t and th e re fo re  surpassable? We know F re u d 's  answer to  the 

f i r s t  o f these q u e s tio n s , i . e . ,  th a t  the  remorse over the  p r im a l murder 

led  the  sons to  in s t i t u t e  the  fa th e r  as an in te rn a l iz e d  a u th o r ity  w ith in  

them. And indeed th is  in te r n a l iz a t io n  o f  a u th o r ity — as opposed to  e x te rn a l 

coe rc ion— was viewed by Freud as an enormous s tep in  the  development o f 

c iv i l i z a t io n .  Marcuse, in  c o n tra s t ,  does no t view th is  in te r n a l iz a t io n  

o f a u th o r ity  as p rogress in  i t s  own r ig h t .  On the c o n tra ry ,  he sees i t  

only as an ex tens ion  in  the scope and e f f ic ie n c y  o f  dom ina tion : "But the

dom ination is  not s im p ly  a r e p e t i t io n  o f  the f i r s t  one; the  c y c l ic a l  

movement is  p rogress in  d o m in a t io n .  From the p r im a l fa th e r  v ia  the 

b ro th e r c la n  to  the  system o f  in s t i t u t io n a l  a u th o r ity  o f mature c iv i l i z a t io n ,  

dom ination becomes in c re a s in g ly  im persona l, o b je c t iv e ,  un ive rsa l, and a lso 

in c re a s in g ly  r a t io n a l ,  e f fe c t iv e  p ro d u c tiv e ."  (Marcuse, 1966, p. 89)

Marcuse can o b je c t to  im persona l, and o b je c tiv e  r a t io n a l  a u th o r ity  and 

almost seems to  p re fe r  the  d i r e c t ,  personal c h a r is m a tic  dom ination  o f the 

fa th e r , because he b e lie v e s  the  e lim in a t io n  o f  dom ina tion  as such is  

d e s ira b le  and necessary. To use our e a r l ie r  d is t in c t io n ,  he is  no t a 

re fo rm is t who advocates the e q u ita b le  d is t r ib u t io n  o f re n u n c ia tio n  w ith in  

c iv i l i z a t io n ,  bu t a U topian who advocates the e lim in a t io n  o f  dom ination 

which fo r  him means an e lim in a t io n  o f the  re n u n c ia tio n s  re q u ire d  by 

c iv i l i z a t io n .  Only an end to  dom ination conceived in  th is  manner would 

end the d ia le c t ic  o f  c i v i l i z a t i o n  as he understands i t .

How, then , does Marcuse a ttem pt to  show th a t an e lim in a t io n  o f  the
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re n u n c ia tio n s  re q u ire d  by c i v i l i z a t i o n  is  poss ib le?  Through an 

h is to r ic iz a t io n  o f  the  concept o f  the  r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le .  In  ge n e ra l, 

the r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le  denotes the  demands th a t e x te rn a l r e a l i t y  p laces 

on our in n e r , in s t in c tu a l  n a tu re , w hich, in  tu rn , is  governed by the 

p leasure p r in c ip le .  Marcuse c la im s th a t ,  ra th e r  than c o n s t i tu t in g  an 

immutable t r a n s h is to r ic a l  fa c t ,  as Freud had m a in ta ined , the  r e a l i t y  

p r in c ip le  is  h is t o r ic a l ly  c o n tin g e n t. He a ttem pts to  e s ta b lis h  h is  

c la im  by l in k in g  the r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le  to  economic s c a r c i ty ,  and indeed 

there  is  some te x tu a l bas is  in  Freud fo r  doing t h is .  Marcuse argues 

th a t the in s t in c tu a l  re n u n c ia tio n  re q u ire d  by c i v i l i z a t i o n  were the  

re s u lt  o f  economic s c a rc ity  ( Lebensnot) ; as long as human be ings have 

to  spend the vas t m a jo r ity  o f  th e i r  tim e t o i l in g  to  o b ta in  the  economic 

goods o f  l i f e ,  they had to  rep ress  the  la rg e  p a r t o f  t h e i r  in s t in c tu a l  

endowment. He argues, however, th a t  t h is  s i tu a t io n  has become 

a n a c h ro n is tic . Because o f  the  development o f sc ience and techno lo gy , 

which had been achieved p re c is e ly  th rough c e n tu rie s  o f  t o i l  and re n u n c ia tio n  

the dom ination  o f  e x te rn a l na tu re  is  in  p r in c ip le  com plete and the  

e lim in a t io n  o f  s c a rc ity  th e o r e t ic a l ly  p o s s ib le . C iv i l i z a t io n a l  re n u n c ia tio n  

could thus be dep rived  o f  i t s  h is t o r ic a l  ra t io n a le .

Marcuse in tro d u ce s  se v e ra l se ts  o f  in te r - r e la te d  d is t in c t io n s  to  

t r y  to  e la b o ra te  h is  p o in t .  The f i r s t  d is t in c t io n  is  between re p re ss io n  

and s u rp lu s -re p re s s io n , and, w h ile  he never mentions Marx by name, th is  

is  the p o in t where Marcuse a ttem pts  to  in tro d u ce  the  M arxian c r i t iq u e  o f 

p o l i t i c a l  economy by analogy in to  Freud ian s o c ia l th e o ry . S u rp lu s - 

rep ress ion  is  a q u a s i-q u a n t ita t iv e  term  th a t Marcuse in tro d u c e s  to  

"measure" the re p re ss io n  th a t has become supe rfluou s  g iven  th e  s o c ie ty 's
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ca p a c ity  fo r  autom ation and which con tinue s  to  be e x tra c te d  o n ly  fo r

purposes o f  p o l i t i c a l  c o n t r o l .  I t  is  M arcuse's o p in io n , o f  cou rse , th a t

su rp lu s  re p re ss io n  c o n s t itu te s  p r a c t ic a l ly  a l l  o f  the  re p re s s io n  in

advanced s o c ie t ie s .  S im i la r ly ,  Marcuse in tro d u ce s  a d is t in c t io n  between

the r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le  and th e  perform ance p r in c ip le ,  which i s  the

h is to r ic a l  form the  r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le  assumes in  our s o c ie ty .  The

performance p r in c ip le  corresponds to  s u rp lu s -re p re s s io n , th e n , in  th a t

i t  governs the con tinued  re n u n c ia t io n  and t o i l  which have become

p o te n t ia l ly  e lim in a b le  in  our s o c ie ty .  Marcuse c o n fro n ts  F re u d 's

a h is to r ic a l  r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le  w ith  the  h is to r ic iz e d  perform ance p r in c ip le

to  show th a t  the  d ia le c t ic  o f  c i v i l i z a t i o n  is  not in e v ita b le .

M arcuse's th e s is  is  th a t  Freud, because he never ques tion ed  the

assumption o f  s c a r c i ty ,  h y p o s ta tiz e d  the  r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le  in to  a

t r a n s h is to r ic a l fa c t ,  and was th e re fo re  fo rced  to  assume the  i n e v i t a b i l i t y

o f  the re p re ss io n  o f  the  in s t in c t s  and e ve ry th in g  th a t  fo llo w e d  from i t .

Marcuse (1966 ), in  c o n tra s t ,  sees the "g radua l d e c o n tro ll in g  o f  the

in s t in c ts "  as the  on ly  way o u t o f  the f a te fu l  d ia le c t ic  o f  c i v i l i z a t i o n :

F reud 's  c o n s is te n t d e n ia l o f  the p o s s ib i l i t y  o f  an e s s e n t ia l 
l ib e r a t io n  o f  the  form er [ th e  p h y lo g e n e t ic -b io lo g ic a l fa c to r ]  
im p lie s  the  assumption th a t  s c a rc ity  is  as permanent as 
dom ina tion— an assum ption th a t  seems to  beg the  q u e s tio n .
By v ir tu e  o f  t h is  assum ption, an extraneous fa c t  o b ta in s  the 
th e o re t ic a l d ig n ity  o f  an in h e re n t element o f m enta l l i f e ,  
in h e re n t even in  the  p rim a ry  in s t in c t s .  In  l i g h t  o f  the  
long -range  tre n d  o f  c i v i l i z a t i o n ,  and in  l i g h t  o f  F re u d 's  
own in te r p r e ta t io n  o f  in s t in c tu a l  development, the  assum ption 
must be questioned . The h is t o r ic a l  p o s s ib i l i t y  o f  a g radua l 
d e c o n tro ll in g  o f  the  in s t in c tu a l  development must be taken 
s e r io u s ly ,  perhaps even the  h is t o r ic a l  n e c e s s ity — i f  
c i v i l i z a t i o n  is  to  p rog ress  to  a h ig h e r stage o f  freedom.
(p . 134)

W hile he t r ie d  to  accommodate elem ents o f  the  la te r  Freud in to  h is  

argument, Marcuse b a s ic a l ly  works w ith  the  assumptions o f  e a r ly  F reudian
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d r iv e  psycho logy. Which is  to  say, he assumes th a t sexua l re n u n c ia tio n  

is  the b a s ic  source o f  human unhappiness and t r ie s  to  dev ise  a scheme to

m inim ize re n u n c ia t io n . As we know, however, Freud developed an o b je c t

re la t io n s  th e o ry , in  h is  m idd le  p e r io d , and a theory  o f  the  aggress ive  

d r iv e  in  the  la te  p e r io d . And, w ith  these th e o re t ic a l developments, he 

developed a deeper a p p re c ia tio n  o f  lo s s  and tra n s ie n ce  and aggression 

— as w e ll as sexua l re n u n c ia tio n — in  human d is c o n te n t. To be su re , 

Marcuse a ttem pts  to  dea l w ith  the problems o f  tra n s ie n c e  and aggress ion , 

but always from w ith in  h is  sexua l l ib e r a t io n is t  p e rs p e c tiv e .

D. Some C r it ic is m s  o f  Marcuse

Marcuse's adherence to  e a r ly  F reud ian d r iv e  psycho logy— and the 

e x p l ic i t  th e o re t ic a l  and " p o l i t i c a l "  h o s t i l i t y  to  ego psycho logy— is  

apparent in  h is  a n a ly s is  o f  the  p e rv e rs io n s . I t  was observed in  the 

la s t  chap te r th a t  F re u d 's  understand ing  o f  the p e rve rs io n s  underwent a 

major m o d if ic a t io n  in  the course o f  h is  ca re e r. Whereas in  1905 Freud 

concep tua lized  the  perversions on the model o f  the n e u ro s is , by the  end 

o f  h is  ca ree r he had come to  a p p re c ia te  th e i r  c lo s e r p ro x im ity  to  the 

psychosis . Thus, in  the  Three Essays on S e x u a lity , he cou ld  r e fe r  to  

pe rve rs ion  as the  reve rse  o f  the  n e u ro s is . This means th a t  both 

phenomena deal w ith  the  problem o f s o c ia l ly  unacceptable p re g e n ita l 

component d r iv e s .  Only where the  n e u ro t ic  symptom expresses the  d r iv e  

in  a h ig h ly  compromised, d isg u ise d  form , the pe rve rs io n  a llo w s  i t  

r e la t iv e ly  d ir e c t  e xp re ss io n . The p o in t is  th a t on th is  model both 

phenomena— the fo rm a tio n  o f  n e u ro t ic  symptoms and the fo rm a tio n  o f
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pe rve rs io n s— are the  result o f  in tra s y s te m ic  c o n f l i c t ;  they r e s u lt  from 

the c o n f l ic t  between the express ion  o f a d r iv e  and the  in te rn a l iz e d  

s o c ia l r e s t r a in ts  on th a t exp ress ion . At th a t p o in t in  the development 

o f psychoana lys is  the  fa c t  th a t  the pe rve rs ions  m ight have se rio u s  

ra m if ic a t io n s  fo r  the  in te g r i t y  o f  the  ego and thereby fo r  psychopathology 

had no t been adequate ly  recogn ized .

Two im p o rta n t d o c tr in e s  th a t  re s u lte d  from F reud 's  th e o re t ic a l 

in n o va tio n s  o f  the  tw e n tie s — which had enormous consequences fo r  

psychoanalys is as a ph ilosophy o f  man and a c l in ic a l  p ra c t ic e — were 

what Waelder c a lle d  " th e  p r in c ip le  o f m u lt ip le  fu n c t io n "  (W aelder, 

1936/1976) and the  f in a l  in s t in c t  th e o ry . Marcuse's a n a ly s is  o f  the 

pe rve rs ions  is  d is to r te d  because he does not s u f f i c ie n t ly  ap p re c ia te  

the meaning o f  these in n o v a tio n s . Or ra th e r  perhaps he cannot app rec ia te  

th e ir  meanings because o f  h is  p re th e o re t ic a l commitments which they would 

th re a te n .

P r io r  to  the advent o f ego psychology and the e n u n c ia tio n  o f  the 

p r in c ip le  o f  m u lt ip le  fu n c tio n  i t  was p o ss ib le  to  construe  psychoanalys is  

as a form o f  in s t in c tu a l  e s s e n tia lis m . I t  was p o s s ib le  to  m a in ta in , th a t 

is ,  th a t the  d r iv e s  c o n s t itu te d  the  human essence and th a t  a l l  o the r 

psychic in s t i t u t io n s  and p roduc tion s  represented mere appearances o f th a t 

essence which had been d is to r te d  because o f  the  pressure  o f  e x te rn a l 

r e a l i t y .  The ta sk  fo r  psych o a n a ly tic  psychotherapy and p s y c h o a n a ly t ic a lly -  

o r ie n te d  c u ltu re  c r i t iq u e ,  g iven  th is  in te rp re ta t io n ,  was to  unmask the 

d is to r te d  appearances and to  ga in  access to  the essence— i . e . ,  to  make 

the unconscious consc ious. Th is  approach was perhaps p a r t ic u la r ly  

com pe lling  in  the e a r ly  days o f  psychoanalys is when i t  was in vo lve d  in
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the c r i t iq u e  o f  V ic to r ia n  p u r ita n is m  and viewed sexua l re p re ss io n  as the 

prim ary source o f  psychopatho logy. And i t  should a lso  be p o in te d  out

th a t th is  concep tion  is  p a r a l le l  to  a Rousseauean rom antic ism  th a t  holds

there  e x is ts  a p re s o c ia l n a tu ra l human essence which is  b a s ic a l ly  good

and which on ly  becomes d is to r te d  by pressures o f  s o c ia t io n .

A ga ins t t h is  s o r t  o f  concep tion  Waelder in tro d u ce d  the  p r in c ip le  

o f m u lt ip le  fu n c t io n ,  which a c tu a l ly  made e x p l ic i t  something th a t  was 

a lready im p l ic i t  in  .F reud 's  s t r u c tu r a l theo ry  o f  the tw e n tie s . Whatever 

its  p re c ise  o r ig in ,  the  p r in c ip le  o f  m u lt ip le  fu n c tio n  marked a major 

p h ilo s o p h ic a l re v is io n  in  the  theo ry  o f  psychoana lys is , fo r  i t  moved 

from the e s s e n tia lis m  o f  d r iv e  th e o ry , to  a h ig h ly  d i f fe r e n t ia te d  

conception c o n ta in in g  th re e  (o r  fo u r)  coequal de te rm in a n ts . Drawing on 

F reud 's  t r i p a r t i t e  d iv is io n  o f  the psyche, Waelder argued th a t  every 

psychic a c t served a fo u r - fo ld  fu n c t io n :  id ,  ego, super-ego , and he added 

r e p e t i t io n  com pulsion. The im p o rta n t p o in t is  th a t none o f  these fu n c tio n s  

can be gran ted  prim acy. In  c l i n i c a l  p ra c t ic e  as w e ll as in  a p p lie d  

psychoanalys is a l l  psych ic  p ro d u c tio n s  have to  be understood in  terms o f 

th e ir  m u lt ip le  fu n c t io n .

Another in n o v a tio n  o f  the tw e n tie s , which was a th e o re t ic a l  concom itant 

o f  the s t r u c tu r a l  h yp o th e s is , was F reud 's  f in a l  in s t in c t  th e o ry . We know 

th a t th roughou t h is  ca ree r Freud always adhered to  a d u a l is t ic  conception 

o f the in s t in c t s ,  the  o n ly  q ues tion  being a t any g iven  p o in t  what the 

two members o f  the scheme ought to  be. And we know th a t  th roughou t h is  

career Freud a lso  had d i f f i c u l t y  lo c a t in g  aggression in  h is  th e o re t ic a l 

scheme: a t times he saw i t  as a component o f  the  ego in s t in c t s  and a t

o the rs  as a d e r iv a t iv e  from the sexual in s t in c ts ,  i . e . ,  from the  an a l-
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s a d is t ic  phase. F in a l ly ,  w ith  h is  la s t  in s t in c t  th e o ry , Freud p o s ite d  

sex and aggress ion— o r ,  more p re c is e ly ,  Eros and Thanatos— as the  two 

c o n s titu e n ts  o f  h is  th e o ry . The fa c to rs  th a t le d  him to  t h is  fo rm u la tio n  

and the  r e la t io n s h ip  between the  death in s t in c t  and aggress ion  are too 

complex to  examine he re . I t  is  s u f f ic ie n t  to  p o in t  ou t th a t ,  w ith  h is  fin a l 

fo rm u la tio n , Freud a sc rib e d  an independent n o n -d e r iv a t iv e  p o s it io n  to  

aggression in  mental l i f e ,  w ith  the  r e s u lt  th a t  psychoana lys ts  become more 

s e n s it iv e  to  the  u b iq u ito u sn e ss  o f  aggress ion . A l l  psych ic  phenomena had 

to  be analyzed no t o n ly  in  term s o f  th e i r  ego and super-ego fu n c tio n s , bu t 

the ro le  o f  the  sexua l and aggress ive  d r iv e s  had to  be analyzed as w e ll.

Drawing on p re s t r u c tu ra l d r iv e  theory  Marcuse t r i e s  to  construe  the 

pe rve rs ions  in  a u to p ia n  fa s h io n . He argues th a t polymorphous p e rv e rs ity  

is  subord ina ted  to  g e n ita l supremacy in  the course o f  development not 

because o f a developm enta l Anlage in  th a t  d ir e c t io n ,  nor because o f the 

d e s i r a b i l i t y  o f  m a tu r ity  as a development norm, b u t o n ly  because polymorphous 

p e rv e rs ity  had to  be suppressed p h y lo g e n e tic a lly  and o n to g e n e tic a lly  in  

order to  tu rn  humans in to  pu rpos ive  beings capable o f  t o i l .  Or to  put i t  

d i f f e r e n t ly ,  the  h is t o r ic a l  fa c t  o f s c a rc ity ,  which n e c e s s ita te s  t o i l ,  

re q u ire s  in  tu rn  th a t  the  p leasu re  p r in c ip le — to  which M arcuse c la im s the 

pe rve rs ions  remain lo y a l— be subord ina ted  to  the r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le .  The 

pe rve rs ions  are a p iece  o f  in f a n t i le  s e x u a lity  th a t  has somehow escaped 

re p re ss io n , acco rd ing  to  him . As we have seen, he argues moreover th a t ,  

as s c a rc ity  has become p o te n t ia l ly  e lim in a b le ,  t o i l  has become 

a n a c h ro n is tic . Indeed, he goes even fu r th e r  and a s s e rts  th a t  the  

e lim in a t io n  o f s c a rc ity  and t o i l  are not d e s ira b le , b u t necessary 

to  unlock the  r id d le  o f  h is to r y  as i t  is  posed in  the  modern w o rld . And 

as the pe rve rs io n s  remain lo y a l to  the p leasure  p r in c ip le  " [ t ] they aim
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not on ly  a g a in s t the r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le ,  a t non-be ing , b u t a ls o  beyond the

r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le — a t ano the r mode o f  be ing . They betoken th e  h is t o r ic a l

ch a ra c te r o f  the  r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le ,the  l im i t s  o f  i t s  v a l i d i t y  and

n e c e s s ity ."  (Marcuse, 1966, p. 109)

The c la im  is ,  then , th a t  the  pe rve rs ions  c o n s t i tu te  a r e la t iv e ly

uncontam inated phenomenon th a t  has somehow eluded the  c o r ru p t io n s  o f

s o c ia l iz a t io n  and remained lo y a l to  the  p re s o c ia l p leasu re  p r in c ip le .

L ikew ise , Marcuse (1966) argues th a t ,  as fan tasy  i s  a form o f  mental

a c t iv i t y  which is  s p l i t  o f f  a t the  p o in t a t which the  r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le

is  in s t i t u te d ,  i t  too  is  a r e la t iv e ly  unco rrrup ted  a c t i v i t y  a ls o  p o in t in g

to  "ano ther mode o f  b e in g ":

By v ir tu e  o f  t h e i r  r e v o lt  a g a in s t the perform ance p r in c ip le  
in  the  name o f  the  p leasu re  p r in c ip le  the  p e rve rs io n s  show 
a deep a f f i n i t y  to  phantasy as th a t m ental a c t i v i t y  which 
"was kept fre e  from r e a l i t y - t e s t in g  and remained subo rd ina ted  
to  the  p leasu re  p r in c ip le  a lo n e ."  Phantasy n o t o n ly  p la ys  a 
c o n s t i tu t iv e  ro le  in  the  perverse  m a n ife s ta tio n s  o f  s e x u a li ty ;  
as a r t i s t i c  im a g in a tio n , i t  a lso  l in k s  the p e rv e rs io n s  w ith  
the images o f in te g r a l  freedom and g r a t i f i c a t io n  (p . 50 ).

The fa l la c ie s  in v o lv e d  in  t h is  a ttem pt to  dec iphe r the  p r in c ip le s

o f  a fre e  s o c ie ty  from perve rse  s e x u a lity  and fa n ta s ie s  ought to  be

apparent from our e a r l ie r  c o n s id e ra tio n s : i t  presupposes a form o f

in s t in c tu a l e s s e n tia lis m  and does not a pp rec ia te  s u f f i c ie n t l y  the  ro le

o f aggression in  the  p e rv e rs io n s .

A f te r  the  in t ro d u c t io n  o f  the  s t r u c tu r a l hyp o th e s is  and the  fo rm u la tio n

o f the p r in c ip le  o f  m u lt ip le  fu n c tio n  i t  is  d i f f i c u l t  to  m a in ta in  th a t  the

pe rve rs ions  re p re se n t some n a tu ra l,  i . e . ,  p re s o c ia l,  exp ress ion  o f

uncontam inated sexua l d e s ire — whatever .that m ight mean. We know s ince

Waelder a t le a s t  th a t  a l l  psych ic  p ro d u c tio n s , and m u ta tis  m utandies the
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p e rve rs io n s , are  overdeterm ined and serve m u lt ip le  fu n c t io n s ;  n e ith e r  the 

d r iv e s  nor the  unconscious rep resen t a n a tu ra l essence, as i t  were, fo r  

which a l l  o th e r psych ic  phenomena are appearances as Marcuse must assume. 

The Rousseauean idea which must be presupposed in  a l l  rom antic  p o l i t i c s  

o f  a p re s o c ia l n a tu ra l essence th a t on ly  becomes co rru p te d  in  s o c ie ty  

cannot be re h a b i l i ta te d  in  p sych o a n a ly tic  term s. To make m a tte rs  even 

worse the gene ra l problems o f  o ve rde te rm ina tion  and m u lt ip le  fu n c tio n  

are p a r t ic u la r ly  p e r t in e n t in  the case o f  the p e rv e rs io n s . Indeed, once 

the e a r ly  F reud ian idea th a t  the pe rve rs ions  are s im p ly  the  "n e g a tiv e " 

o f  neu ros is  had been g iven  up, p e rve rs ions  cou ld  be understood in  th e ir  

m u lt i- fa c e te d  fu n c t io n s . We examined a number o f those fu n c tio n s  in  the 

preceding chap te r and saw, c o n tra ry  to  Marcuse's id e a l iz a t io n s ,  many o f 

them were a n y th in g  bu t ben ign : e .g . ,  sho ring  up a d is in te g ra t in g  sense

o f  s e l f ,  the manic f l i g h t  from depress ion , the d isavow al o f  the  d if fe re n c e  

between the sexes, the maintenance o f  in f a n t i le  omnipotence and the 

d ischarge o f  anger a g a in s t the  p r im a l scene. In te r e s t in g ly  enough, Marcuse 

h im s e lf ev inced some awareness o f  the problem n ine  years a f t e r  the 

p u b lic a t io n  o f  Eros and C iv i l iz a t io n  when he in tro d u ce d  the  n o tio n  o f  

rep ress ive  d e su b lim a tio n . In  One D im ensional Man (1964) he argued th a t 

i t  was p o s s ib le  fo r  a s o c ie ty  to  to le ra te  a much la rg e r  degree o f  d ir e c t  

sexual express ion  and th a t ,  fa r  from being l ib e r a t in g ,  th a t  expression 

cou ld  a c tu a lly  re in fo rc e  the  e x is t in g  system. Th is  means th a t  i t  is  not 

the  expression o r re p re ss io n  o f  the sexual d r iv e  per se which is  a t s take . 

Indeed, i t  cou ld  be argued th a t  what we are w itn e ss in g  today is  rep ress ive  

desub lim a tion  on a r e la t iv e ly  la rg e  sca le ; the new preva lence  and to le ra n ce  

o f perverse sexua l a c t i v i t y  in  the s o c ie ty  a t la rg e  does n o t in s t i t u t e
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l ib e r a t io n ,  bu t p o in ts  to  a deep sense o f  p sych o -so c ia l despe ra tio n . This 

does not mean we should re in s ta te  the o ld  re p re s s io n s , b u t on ly  th a t we 

ought to  understand th in g s  fo r  what they a re .

F in a l ly ,  a word about aggression . As I  have m entioned, a re s u lt  o f 

F reud 's  la s t  in s t in c t  theory  was an increased awareness o f  the  ro le  o f 

aggression in  psych ic  l i f e .  And, once aga in , what was tru e  o f  psychic 

l i f e  in  gene ra l was e s p e c ia lly  tru e  fo r  the  p e rv e rs io n s . As we saw in  

the la s t  c h a p te r, the  p rim a l scene p lays  a c e n tra l ro le  in  the genesis 

o f p e rv e rs io n s . And one o f  the c e n tra l fu n c tio n s  o f  the  pe rve rs ions  is  

to  cope w ith  the  anger a t having been excluded from the p r im a l scene 

— both through d e n ia l and through the more d ir e c t  d ischarge  o f the anger, 

i . e . ,  in  sadism . Rather than being a c c id e n ta l,  anger and aggression are 

e s s e n tia l to  the  pe rve rs ions  because among o th e r th in g s , o f th e i r  o r ig in s  

in  the p r im a l scene. I r o n ic a l ly ,  Marcuse p rov ides  a s trange  tw is t  to  the 

e n t ir e 'a n a ly s is  o f  aggress ion . Whereas he remains an e a r ly  Freudian fo r  

most o f  h is  concep tua l s tance , he takes the th e o ry  o f  the  death in s t in c t  

s e r io u s ly .  Indeed, he th in k s  th a t the problem o f  n e u t ra l iz in g  Thanatos 

rep resen ts  the  m a jo r  problem o f  our tim e . And he even advocates the 

n e u t ra liz a t io n  o f  aggression by s e x u a lity  as the  s o lu t io n  to  the problem, 

which is  more o r le s s  the t r a d i t io n a l  p sych o a n a ly tic  p o s it io n .  However, 

he m a in ta ins  th a t  t h is  n e u tra liz a t io n  should take  p lace  through the 

l ib e r a t io n  o f  the  pe rve rs ions  from g e n ita l supremacy, which is  e xa c tly  

the oppos ite  o f  the  t r a d i t io n a l  p o s it io n .  The concept o f  g e n i ta l i t y  

— i f  i t  means a n y th in g — means th a t stage in  development where the p re g e n ita l 

phases w ith  t h e i r  in t r in s ic  aggression have been in te g ra te d  so th a t the 

quantum o f  l ib id o  in  the p e rs o n a lity  is  greater than the  quantum o f  aggression .
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This in te g r a t io n ,  in  tu rn ,  a llow s  the  person to  m a in ta in  and love  another 

person as a whole o b je c t .  Marcuse, because he den ies the  ro le  o f  

aggression in  th e  p e rv e rs io n s , gets the  p o s it io n  e x a c t ly  backwards.

E. On U top ian ism  in  General

The p o in t o f  co n te n tio n  between a Marcuse, on the  one hand, and a 

Chasseguet-Sm irgel, on the o th e r , thus concerns the  m u ta b i l i t y  o f  the 

r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le . As we have seen, M arcuse's s tra te g y  fo r  " r e fu t in g "  

F reud 's conse rva tism  is  to  d e -o n to lo g ize  him, i . e .  to  dem onstrate th a t 

Freud 's p u rp o r te d ly  immutable p r in c ip le s  are in  fa c t  h is t o r ic a l .  He thus 

t r ie s  to  dem onstrate th a t  the seem ingly t r a n s h is to r ic a l  r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le  

is  h is t o r ic a l ly  v a r ia b le  and has in  our day assumed the  form  o f  the 

performance p r in c ip le .  Chasseguet-Sm irgel m a in ta in s  a more t r a d i t io n a l  

Freudian p o s it io n  and ho lds  th a t ,  in s o fa r  as c iv i l i z a t i o n  rep resen ts  

something l i k e  a s o c ia l o n to lo g y , the Oedipus complex re p re se n ts  i t s  

fundamental c o n s t i tu t iv e  p r in c ip le .  Any re g re ss io n  behind i t ,  on th is  

view, re s u lts  in  psychopathology in  the  case o f  the  in d iv id u a l and so c io ­

p o l i t i c a l  pa tho lo gy  in  the case o f  the  c o l le c t iv e .  Th is  i s  no t to  say 

th a t the Oedipus complex cannot assume a v a r ie ty  o f  h is t o r ic a l  forms. 

Wallace (1983) has re c e n t ly  shown in  a review  o f  the  a n th ro p o lo g ic a l 

evidence s ince  F re u d 's  day th a t ,  w h ile  th a t taboo may assume a v a r ie ty  

o f in s ta n t ia t io n s  in  va rio u s  c u ltu re s ,  a l l  c u ltu re s  are  ordered  by an 

in ce s t taboo th a t  d e lin e a te s  the d if fe re n c e  between the  sexes and the 

gene ra tio ns . M u ta b i l i t y  here concerns the in s ta n t ia t io n s  o f  the Oedipus 

complex, no t the  Oedipus complex i t s e l f ;  Marcuse in  c o n tra s t ,  wants to
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co n te s t the  im m u ta b ility  o f  the  Oedipus complex i t s e l f .

Marcuse, however, has a t le a s t  one p o le m ica l p o in t  th a t  is  w e ll 

taken. We must remember th a t  he was th e o r iz in g  in  the  f i f t i e s ,  which is  

to  say, d u rin g  the  heyday o f  American c u l t u r a l  conse rva tism  and conformism 

and o f  the  s o -c a lle d  Hartmann era in  psychoan a lys is . And w h ile  he d id  not 

guard s u f f i c ie n t l y  a g a in s t t h is  in te r p r e ta t io n ,  I  do no t b e lie v e  i t  was 

Hartm ann's in te n t io n  to  have h is  th e o ry  o f  a d a p ta tio n — which was 

necessary on s t r i c t l y  th e o re t ic a l grounds— tu rn e d  in to  a ra t io n a le  fo r  

con fo rm ing . However, th is  is  o fte n  what happened in  the  hands o f  h is  le ss  

th e o r e t ic a l ly  s o p h is t ic a te d  fo llo w e rs ,  and "a d ju s tm e n t"  became the 

ha llm ark  o f  American psychoana lys is  a t  i t s  w o rs t. I t  was a g a in s t th is  

backdrop then th a t  Marcuse, fo r  understandab le  reasons, in tro d u ce d  the 

o ld  H egelian  d is t in c t io n ,  which I  mentioned in  the  in t r o d u c t io n ,  between 

the r e a l,  which i s  judged in  terms o f  i t s  r a t io n a l i t y ,  and the  m erely 

e m p ir ic a lly  e x is te n t .  He wanted to  coun te r the  u n c r i t i c a l  acceptance o f 

American Society by many a n a ly s ts  and the im p l i c i t  c o n fo rm is t va lues th a t 

in form ed much o f  t h e i r  p ra c t ic e .  And indeed th e re  is  much in  Freud h im s e lf 

to  j u s t i f y  t h is  more h is t o r ic a l  approach to  p sych o a n a lys is ; the  opening 

pages o f  The F u tu re  o f an I l lu s io n .  (F reud, 1927a/1975) where Freud 

d iscusses the  re la t io n s h ip  o f  in s t in c tu a l  re n u n c ia tio n  and the  le v e l o f 

the p ro d u c tiv e  fo rc e s  in  a g iven  s o c ie ty — and which the F ra n k fu r t  School 

mined e x te n s iv e ly ,  and c e r ta in  s e c tio n s  o f  C iv i l i z a t io n  and i t s  

D iscon ten ts  (1930/1975) read l ik e  passages from Marx.

However, in  a d d it io n  to  h is to r ic iz in g  psychoan a lys is  in  th is  more

lim ite d  sense, Marcuse had a more ra d ic a l sense o f  h is to r ic iz a t io n  in

mind as w e l l .  That is  to  say, he no t on ly  wanted to  p o in t  ou t the
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h is to r ic a l  v a r i a b i l i t y  o f  sexual and m oral arrangements and th e i r

r e la t io n s h ip  to  economic fa c to rs ,  b u t he a lso  wanted to  h is to r ic iz e  the

very p r in c ip le s  Freud he ld  to  be t r a n s h is to r ic a l ,  i . e . ,  the  Oedipus

complex. A c tu a l ly ,  w h ile  i t  i s  the t r a n s f ig u ra t io n  o f  the  t r ia d ic

o ed ipa l r e a l i t y  which is  c o n s t i tu t iv e  o f  c iv i l i z a t i o n  th a t  Marcuse (1966)

is  speaking about th rougho u t, when i t  comes to  c o n fro n t in g  the c ru c ia l

question  o f  the  h is t o r ic a l  con tingency o f  the  Oedipus complex, h is

arguments become vague indeed:

But i f  human happiness depends on the f u l f i l lm e n t  o f  ch ildhood  
w ishes, c i v i l i z a t i o n  accord ing  to  Freud, depends on the 
suppression o f  the s tro n g e s t o f  a l l  ch ildhoo d  w ishes: the  Oedipal
w ish . Does the  re a l iz a t io n  o f  happiness in  a fre e  c iv i l i z a t io n  
s t i l l  n e c e s s ita te  t h is  suppression? Or would the  tra n s fo rm a tio n  
o f l ib id o  a ls o  e n g u lf the Oedipus s itu a t io n ?  In  the  co n te x t o f 
our h y p o th e s is , such sp e cu la tio n s  are in s ig n i f ic a n t ;  the  Oedipus 
complex, a lth o u g h  the  p rim ary  source and model o f  n e u ro tic  
c o n f l ic t s ,  i s  c e r ta in ly  no t the  c e n tra l cause o f  the  d isco n te n ts  
in  c i v i l i z a t i o n ,  and not the  c e n tra l o b s ta c le  fo r  th e i r  rem oval.
The Oedipus complex "passes" even under the  r u le  o f  a re p re ss ive  
r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le .  Freud advances two gene ra l in te rp re ta t io n s  
o f  the  pass ing  o f  the Oedipus complex: " i t  becomes e x tingu ish ed
by la ck  o f  succes" o r i t  "must come to  an end because the  tim e 
has come fo r  i t s  d is s o lu t io n  ju s t  as the  m ilk - te e th  face when . 
the permanent ones b e g in  to  press fo rw a rd ."  The passing o f 
the complex appears n a tu ra l as a " n a tu ra l"  event in  both cases.
(p . 143).

Such an e s s e n t ia l q ues tion  cannot be d ism issed so l i g h t l y ,  and c e r ta in ly  

re q u ire s  more s u b s ta n tiv e , le s s  rhapsod ic  a rgum enta tion . Chasseguet- 

S m irge l, on the  o th e r  hand, is  th o ro u g h ly  unequ ivoca l on the que s tio n : 

any s o lu t io n ,  pe rso n a l o r s o c ia l,  which seeks to  re ca p tu re  the  p e r fe c t io n  

o f  p rim ary n a rc is s is m  through an evasion o f  the  Oedipus complex and 

t r ia d ic  r e a l i t y  i s  most l i k e ly  doomed to  f a i lu r e .  The t r ia d ic  s tru c tu re  

determ ines the scope o f  the r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le .  In  o th e r words, the 

m u ta b il i ty  o f  th e  r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le  extends to  a l l  the p o ss ib le
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in s ta n t ia t io n s  o f  the  t r ia d ic  s tru c tu re  not to  the  p r in c ip le  i t s e l f .

Several in te re s t in g  questions  a r is e  fo r  s o c ia l th e o ry  in  th is  co n te x t. 

F i r s t ,  what I  have fo rm u la ted  in  the  ra th e r a b s tra c t term s o f  the poss ib le  

in s ta n t ia t io n s  o f  the t r ia d ic  s tru c tu re  can become a to p ic  fo r  "e m p ir ic a l"  

sp e cu la tio n . Which is  to  say, what are the conce ivab le  concre te  s o c ia l 

a lte rn a t iv e s  th a t  are com patib le  w ith  the s tru c tu re s  o f  t r ia d ic  re a l i ty ?

This ra is e s  the  re la te d  q ues tion  o f  what one does w ith  p re o e d ip a l dyadic 

o r "u to p ia n " im pulses once t r ia d ic  r e a l i t y  has been accepted . In  the 

case o f in d iv id u a l psychoana lys is  we know the answer, namely, su b lim a tio n .

But what is  the analogue o f  su b lim a tio n  a t the  c o l le c t iv e  le v e l.  To put 

the problem in  the language o f  Greek tragedy, how are the  F u rie s  to  be 

in te g ra te d  in to  a ra t io n a l p o lis ?  A c u rre n t example m igh t he lp  to  

i l lu s t r a t e  the p o in t .  The recen t p r o l i fe r a t io n  o f  n e o -fu n d a m e n ta lis t 

re l ig io u s  movements a t te s ts  to  the prevalence o f  the  w ish fo r  merger 

which is  going u n f u l f i l l e d  in  our p o s t- re l ig io u s  s o c ie ty .  But how.can 

these dyad ic u to p ia n  w ishes— which can a c tu a lly  serve to  v i t a l i z e  a c u ltu re — 

be somehow accommodated in  a se cu la r so c ie ty  in  a way th a t  does not re s u lt  

in  re g re ss ive  phenomena l i k e  J e rry  F a lw e ll and the  A y a to lla h ?

F in a l ly ,  I  would l i k e  to  ra is e  one la s t  p o in t b e fo re  conc lud in g .

There are b a s ic a lly  two ways one can argue aga in s t u to p ia n ism : e ith e r

one can accept u to p ia n  id e a ls  as d e s ira b le  and argue th a t  lam entably they 

are unob ta inab le  o r one can question  the very d e s i r a b i l i t y  o f  the  id e a ls .

With the f i r s t  p o s it io n ,  one is  l e f t  w ith  what Roy S chafer (1975) has 

c a lle d  a d ep ress ive , as opposed to  a t ra g ic  v is io n  o f  l i f e .  One is  l e f t ,  

th a t is ,  w ith  a cons tan t sense o f d isappo intm ent th a t  those in t r in s ic a l ly  

d e s ira b le  goa ls w i l l  never be re a liz e d ; humans are f i n i t e  b u t should not
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be. This p o s it io n  can have the  p o s it iv e  consequence o f  fo s te r in g  a 

c r i t i c a l  a t t i t u d e  toward s o c ia l r e a l i t y ;  in  so fa r  as those id e a ls  are 

not taken as a bso lu te  but as asym pto tic  goa ls— i . e . ,  goa ls  a g a in s t which 

e m p ir ic a l r e a l i t y  can be measured, bu t which cannot be re a liz e d — they 

can m o tiva te  s o c ia l c r i t ic is m .  The danger is ,  however, th a t  even i f  these 

id e a ls  are p o s ite d  a s y m p to t ic a lly ,  t h e i r  u top ian  p re s u p p o s it io n  can 

d is to r t  non -u top ian  p o l i t i c a l  judgment. The second p o s it io n  is  t r a g ic ,  

in  S ch a fe r's  sense, in  th a t  i t  too  recognizes the f i n i t e  na tu re  o f  human 

e x is te n ce , b u t, ra th e r  than c o n s ta n tly  lam enting the  fa c t ,  i t  a ttem pts 

to  work i t  th rough as i t  were, and concep tua lize  i t s  s o lu t io n s  to  the 

human c o n d it io n s  from w ith in  the f i n i t e  ho rizon  o f  th a t  c o n d it io n .

The second c r i t iq u e  o f  u top ian ism  i t s e l f  consists in  two p a rts  which 

correspond to  the  two p a r ts  o f  the u top ian  p o s it io n  i t s e l f .  The f i r s t  

p a rt p e r ta in s  to  the U to p ia n 's  more o r le ss  im p l ic i t  judgment on a l l  

p rev ious h is to r y .  And the second concerns the a c tu a l c o n te n t o f the 

u top ian  v is io n .

Let us beg in  w ith  the f i r s t  p a r t .  The U top ian , assuming th a t humans

w i l l  on ly  be f u l l y  human when the f i n i t e  c o n s tra in ts  are removed from

th e ir  p o te n t ia l i t y ,  must a lso  t a c i t l y  assume, as Jonas (1981) has put i t

th a t "pas t h is to ry  has not ye t l e t  man appear in  h is  t r u t h "  (p . 445).

This means the U topian must t a c i t l y  assume th a t a l l  p re v io u s  human

achievements— in c lu d in g  the  Greeks, the Renaissance I t a l ia n s ,  Shakespeare

and Beethoven— were somehow subhuman. As Jonas (1981) observes:

The b as ic  e r ro r  o f  the  on to logy o f not ye t and i t s  
e s c h a to lo g ic a l hope is  re fu te d  by the p la in  t r u t h — ground 
fo r  n e ith e r  ju b i la t io n  nor d e je c tio n — th a t genuine man is  
always a lre a d y  the re  throughout known h is to r y :  in  h is
h e igh ts  and h is  depths, h is  greatness and wretchedness,
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h is  b l is s  and to rm en t, h is  ju s t ic e  and g u i l t :  in  s h o r t ,  in  a l l  the
am b igu ity  th a t  is  in sepa rab le  from h is  hum anity. W ishing to  a b o lish  
th is  c o n s t i tu t iv e  am b igu ity  i s  w ish ing  to  a b o lis h  man in  h is  
unfathom able freedom (p . 453).

The c r i t ic is m  a p p lie s  w ith  p a r t ic u la r  fo rce  to  the M arxian and "M a rx if ie d "

Freudian ve rs io n s  o f  the  u to p ia n  p o s it io n .  F o r, as we have seen, both

make a d is t in c t io n  between human p re h is to ry  which is  c o r re la te d  w ith  the

realm o f  n e c e s s ity , on the one hand, and human h is to r y  which is  c o rre la te d

w ith  the realm  o f  freedom on the o th e r . W ith the  s t ra ig h t fo rw a rd  Marxian

ve rs io n  the  p o s it io n  i s :  human h is to ry  proper w i l l  o n ly  beg in  when the

realm o f  n e c e s s ity  is  conquered and supplanted by the realm  o f  freedom.

W ith the "M a rx if ie d "  F re u d ia n  ve rs io n  the p o s it io n  i s :  human h is to ry

proper w i l l  on ly  beg in  when the  realm o f n e ce ss ity  is  conquered and the

r e a l i t y  p r in c ip le  is  supp lan ted  by the p leasure  p r in c ip le .  In  the second

v e rs io n , i t  is  o f te n  argued th a t ,  ju s t  as the in s t i t u t io n  o f  the  Oedipus

complex marked th e  t r a n s i t io n  from the realm  o f  n a tu ra l h is to r y  to  the

realm  o f  human p re h is to ry ,  now the overcoming o f  the Oedipus complex

— which has presumably become h is t o r ic a l ly  a n a c h ro n is t ic — would mark the

t r a n s i t io n  from the  realm  o f  human p re h is to ry  to  human h is to r y  p rope r.

W ith re sp e c t to  the  second p a r t o f  the c r i t iq u e  o f  u top ian ism , Jonas

m a in ta ins  th a t  th e  d e s ire  to  escape from n e ce ss ity  i s  i t s e l f  m isguided,

fo r  i t  is  o n ly  in  the  c o n fro n ta t io n  w ith  n e ce ss ity  th a t  we c re a te  t r u ly

human accom plishm ents. To pu t i t  in  more p s ych o a n a ly tic  te rm s, Marcuse's

advocacy o f  what he c a l ls  " in te g r a l  g r a t i f ic a t io n "  amounts to  an advocacy

o f  in f a n t i le  om nipotence, i . e . ,  the  s i tu a t io n  where the  b re a s t appears

sim ultaneous w ith  the  in fa n t 's  w ish fo r  i t .  B u t, as we have seen

Chasseguet-Sm irgel a rgue, i t  is  p re c is e ly  in  the gap between the wish

and i t s  f u l f i l lm e n t ,  between the ego and the e g o - id e a l, th a t  e ve ry th in g
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human is  c re a te d . Thus, fa r  from  c o n s t i tu t in g  the r e a l iz a t io n  o f  

hum anity, the  removal o f  Ananke would remove the  c o n d it io n s  fo r  t r u ly  

human achievem ents. I t  has ofen been observed th a t  the  Greek gods, who 

do no t have to  s tru g g le  w ith  n e c e s s ity , appear sha llow  and unsym pathetic 

in  c o n tra s t to  the Homeric heroes who are c o n s ta n tly  s t ru g g lin g  w ith  

i t .  For our p a r t ic u la r ly  human s i tu a t io n  does indeed c o n s is t  in  the  

fa c t  th a t we are n e ith e r  beasts nor gods, bu t somewhere in  between, 

and a l l  genuine human c re a t io n  i s  generated from the te n s io n  o f  th a t 

s i tu a t io n .
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