SEXMALITY

_— Sexuality must
not be thought of as a kind of natural given which power tries
to hold in check, or as an obscure domain which knowledge
tries gradually 1o uncover. It is the name that can be given
to a historical construct: not a furtive reality that is difficult
to grasp, but a great surface network in which the stimula-
tion of bodies, the intensification of pleasures, the incitement

So we must not refer a history of sexuality to the agency
of sex; but rather show how “sex” is historically subordinate
to sexuality. We must not place sex on the side of reality, and
sexuality on that of confused ideas and illusions; sexuality is
a very real historical formation; it is what gave rise to the
notion of sex, as a speculative element necessary to its opera-
tion. We must not think that by saying yes to sex, one says
no to power; on the contrary, one tracks along the course laid
out by the general deployment of sexuality. It is the agency
of sex that we must break away from, if we aim—through a
tactical reversal of the various mechanisms of sexuality—to
counter the grips of power with the claims of bodies, pleas-
ures, and knowledges, in their multiplicity and their possibil-
ity of resistance. The ialiying point for the counterattack
against the deployment of sexuality ought not to be sex-
desire, but bodies and pleasures.



