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From  the  conquered  
concept  and  the  derived  
experience?:  
hyperclassification  and  identity  hyperexclusion1

Dialogic  between  interactions  experience  
and  concepts:  hyper-classification  and  
identity  hyper-exclusion

In  this  work,  we  recover  approaches  derived  from  the  sharp  observations  and  criticisms  that  Élisabeth  Roudinesco  deploys  in  

The  Sovereign  Self.  Essay  on  Identity  Drifts  (2023),  about  the  conquests  betrayed  by  social  movements  that  sought  different  

degrees  of  emancipation,  in  a  not-so-distant  past,  and  that  today  consolidate  modes  of  exclusion  from  essentialisms  that  

paradoxically  betray  their  original  anti-essentialist  proposals.  Likewise,  her  reflections  are  combined  with  some  central  ideas  of  

Judith  Butler  about  subjectivity,  gender  and  identity  politics,  in  order  to  weave  a  dialogue  not  without  controversy,  between  one  

author  and  another,  and  about  their  readings  and  appropriations  of  original  formulations,  such  as  those  of  Michel  Foucault.  The  

underlying  reflection  focuses  on  the  complex  relationships  between  the  generation  of  theory  and  experience,  which  places  this  

work  in  a  position  to  reflect  on  the  different  aspects  of  the  theory  and  its  interpretation.

SUMMARY:

1/  This  exercise  in  reflection  is  based  on  a  conceptual  review  of  Butler's  thinking  on  gender  and  her  dialogues  with  some  of  

Foucault's  proposals  regarding  the  power-subject-discourse  triad,  carried  out  within  the  framework  of  the  research  that  supported  

the  doctoral  thesis  entitled  Raising  the  Sovereignty  of  the  Signifier:  The  Establishment  of  Gender.  Biographical  Accounts  and  

Discourse  Analysis  (Universidad  Autónoma  del  Estado  de  Hidalgo,  Pachuca:  2020),  as  well  as  on  the  reading  of  some  ideas  

from  the  critical  approach  to  current  identity  politics  by  Élisabeth  Roudinesco  in  The  Sovereign  Self.  Essay  on  Identity  Drifts  

(2023).  These  reflections,  then,  take  the  form  of  a  set  of  preliminary  notes  intended  to  generate  a  more  in-depth  study  of  the  

issues  where  these  approaches  intersect.
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2/  The  “minimal”  presentation  of  these  postcards  allows  us  to  think  in  more  concrete  terms  about  the  
issues  that  are  addressed,  reviewed  and  discussed  here;  it  is  not  an  “empirical  basis”  to  be  analyzed  in  
detail,  there  is  no  intention  to  “support”  the  analysis  presented  here  based  on  these  experiences,  but  
only  to  graphically  present  it,  as  indicated,  in  a  minimal  way.

approach  in  a  border  zone  in  epistemic-methodological  terms,  since  it  is  resolved  as  an  exercise  of  
reflection  derived  from  a  previous  one  with  a  strong  empirical  vocation.  In  this  dialectic,  the  objectives  
set  have  to  do  with  reflecting  on  certain  approaches  to  phenomena  related  to  identity,  both  from  the  
theoretical  or  conceptual  level,  and  from  the  perspective  based  on  the  understanding  of  experience  as  
such;  likewise,  to  take  up  findings  from  a  previous  research  work,  to  diversify  the  ways  of  disturbing  the  
relationship  between  the  concept  and  the  experience,  and,  finally,  it  is  intended  to  provide  analysis  and  
experiences  that  mobilize  the  exercise  of  a  politics  of  identity  based  on  dynamic  processes  of  
subjectivation,  in  its  inherent  contingency,  in  order  to  strengthen  the  emerging  emancipatory  conquests  
of  the  social  field,  even  from  academic  enclaves,  to  make  the  difference  a  concrete  articulation  potentially  
transformative  on  a  social  scale.

1.  Introduction
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In  this  work,  proposals  derived  from  the  sharp  observations  and  criticisms  deployed  by  Élisabeth  Roudinesco  in  The
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order  to  build  a  dialogue,  not  without  controversy,  between  one  author  and  another,  and  about  their  readings  and

appropriations.  of  original  formulations,  such  as  those  of  Michel  Foucault.  The  underlying  reflection  focuses  on  the

in  order  to  strengthen  the  emerging  emancipatory  conquests  of  the  social  field,  even  from  academic  settings,  to  make  of

complex  relationships  between  the  generation  of  theory  and  experience,  which  places  this  approach  in  a  frontier  zone

the  difference,  a  potentially  transforming  concrete  articulation  on  a  social  scale.

Sovereign  Self  (2023)  are  recovered,  about  the  conquests  betrayed  by  social  movements  that  sought  different  degrees  

of  emancipation,  in  a  not-so-distant  past,  and  that  today  they  consolidate  modes  of  exclusion  based  on  essentialisms

the  relationship  between  the  concept  and  the  experience,  and,  finally,  it  intends  to  provide  analyzes  and  experiences
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that  betray,  as  has  just  been  pointed  out  and  paradoxically,  their  original  anti-essentialist  proposals.  Likewise,  her  

reflections  are  combined  with  some  central  ideas  of  Judith  Butler  about  subjectivity,  gender  and  identity  politics,  in

that  mobilizes  the  exercise  of  an  identity  policy  based  on  dynamic  subjectivation  processes,  in  its  inherent  contingency,

phenomena,  both  from  the  theoretical  or  conceptual  level,  and  from  the  perspective  based  on  the  understanding  of  the

ABSTRACT:

This  text  begins  with  a  minimal  analysis  of  a  couple  of  very  specific  postcards,  scenes  that  reveal  a  dialogue,  

in  a  certain  sense,  with  some  of  the  approaches  derived  from  the  sharp  observations  and  criticisms  that  

Élisabeth  Roudinesco  deploys  in  The  Sovereign  Self.

Essay  on  identity  drifts  (2023),  about  the  achievements  betrayed  by  social  movements  that  sought  various  

degrees  of  emancipation,  in  a  not-so-distant  past,  and  that  today  consolidate  modes  of  exclusion  from  

essentialisms  that  paradoxically  betray  their  original  anti-essentialist  proposals.2
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Should  this  type  of  action  or  performance  be  perceived  as  a  radical  change  that  subverts  the  historical  

subordination  of  women?  Or  is  it  perhaps  a  condescending  gesture  that  seeks  to  deny  subordination  as  

if  by  magic,  to  make  way  for  the  emptiness  of  the  political  correctness  of  "taking  charge  of  a  gender  

equity  policy"?  An  argument  could  be  put  forward  from  the  idea  or  ideal  of  the  demands,  but  is  this  what  

is  pursued  when  studying  or  militating  from  the  academy  or  another  social  enclave,  in  order  to  achieve  

the  establishment  of  institutional,  social,  and  political  foundations,  in  pursuit  of  gender  equity  or  in  

pursuit  of  more  just  societies?  The  reification  of  sex/gender,  as  a  "custom"  of  an  empty  political  

correctness  strategy,  could  it  be  considered  an  achievement?

A  family  decides  to  join  this  march:  father  and  mother  together  with  daughter,  son  and  a  granddaughter.

Second  postcard:  in  March  2020,  various  feminist  groups  organized  the  9M  march  in  Morelia  

(Michoacán),  to  highlight  the  consequences  of  "a  day  without  them"  and  to  value  the  contributions  of  

women  in  all  areas  of  work,  society,  economy,  etc.

The  first  postcard:  in  a  provincial  Mexican  university,  during  the  year  2022,  candidates  for  the  

position  of  vice-chancellor  are  being  evaluated;  three  people  were  considered  as  candidates,  two  men  

and  one  woman;  in  the  evaluation  of  training  and  professional  background,  as  well  as  career,  to  which  

is  added  the  evaluation  of  the  personal  interview,  a  man  is  placed  in  first  place.  In  second  place,  the  

woman,  who  is  finally  decided  to  be  given  the  position  due  to  her  sexual  orientation,  whatever  this  

means  (roughly,  I  have  called  this  type  of  situation  "vagina  possession").  And  in  the  discourse,  

institutional  with  all  the  political  weight  that  this  implies,  it  is  celebrated  that  the  position  is  occupied  by  

a  woman,  while  behind  the  scenes  it  is  explained  to  the  person  who  had  accessed  the  first  place  during  

the  evaluations,  that  the  "owners"  of  the  university  wanted  a  woman  for  the  position,  with  the  well-known  

advertising  effectiveness  that  this  "gender  bet"

Next  to  the  contingent  that  was  gathering  in  the  streets  chosen  for  the  march,  and  at  the  place  where  

the  route  would  begin,  there  were  several  women  who  directed  and  gave  directions.  Upon  noticing  the  

presence  of  the  family,  one  of  them  approached  them  with  a  threatening  gesture  and  rebuked  them:  

"You  should  go  back,  you  are  with  men,  so  you  cannot  be  here."  And  then  several  women  are  heard  

denouncing  the  presence  of  men  in  the  march.  Is  it  not  to  be  assumed  that  the  more  people  join  the  

movement  for  the  recognition  of  women's  work  and  role  in  the  various  spheres  of  social  life,  the  more  

and  better  the  articulation  of  differences  that  allow  the  political  strategy  of  recognition  and  appreciation  

to  be  strengthened  is  achieved?  Is  the  protagonism  in  this  movement  or  in  a  struggle  lost  because  men  

join,  or  is  it  something  that  can  be  managed  without  losing  the  necessary  protagonism,  precisely?  Is  the  

hatred  or  repudiation  of  these  specific  men  in  their  universal  resolution  (that  is,  they  are  men),  who  join  

the  march,  a  new  achievement  of  the  movements  in  favor  of  women?  Is  this  not  a  return  to  essentialist  

universals  that  do  not  distinguish  the  particularities  of  the  differences  that  make  possible  new  articulatory  

strategies,  so  that  they  have  greater  power,  multiply  their  "effects"  and  spread,  diversifying  the  conquests  

achieved?  And  what  is  being  denied  is  not  the  need  for  female  protagonism  in  their  own  struggle,  but  

rather  the  objectification  of  the  masculine,  the  predominance  of  hatred  and  repulsion,  the  historical  

revenge  that  protects  and  consolidates  exclusionary  or  "nullificationist"  practices,  if  that  word  were  valid,  

generating  stereotypes.
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3/  This  work  is  limited  to  her  considerations  on  gender,  although  her  reflection  focused  on  identity  politics  
is  broader  and  much  deeper  and  more  complex  than  what  is  specifically  addressed  here,  since  it  integrates  
questions  related  to  modern  forms  of  identity  assignment,  not  only  gender,  but  also  about  the  different  
"metamorphoses  of  the  idea  of  race",  from  a  critical  approach  to  "postcolonial",  "subaltern"  or  "decolonial"  
movements,  as  she  herself  comments  in  the  prologue  of  her  work  (Roudinesco,  2023,  p.  12).

However,  in  the  same  vein  as  what  is  being  raised  here,  there  seems  to  be  a  complex  and  problematic  
tension  between  a  theoretical  level  and  an  even  more  problematic  drift  towards  concrete  experience:  
following  Roudinesco's  example,  the  lack  of  concern  for  "the  thousands  (sic)  of  women  who  risk  their  
lives  by  refusing  to  wear  (the  Muslim  headscarf),  which  for  them  is  a  clear  sign  of  oppression."

4/  At  this  point,  it  is  necessary  to  clarify  that  there  is  a  "problematizing"  approach,  insofar  as  it  makes  
certain  interpretations  of  Butler  uncomfortable,  in  Roudinesco's  appropriation.  This  is  not  what  is  
specifically  discussed  here,  although  due  to  restrictions  relating  to  the  extension  of  this  work,  because  it  
is  certainly  very  relevant,  as  this  author  explains:  This  

militant  position  is  not  rational,  but  is  based  on  a  desire  to  invert  the  norm,  which  aroused  the  hostility  
of  many  French  feminists  who  labeled  her  as  "differentialist"  [...]  In  reality,  what  she  defended  was  much  
more  than  an  anti-universalist  cult  of  difference,  it  was  a  universal  of  difference  (2023,  p.  48).

In  conclusion,  at  the  end  of  this  immersion  in  the  darkness  of  thought  on  identity,  
where  delirium,  conspiracy  theories,  rejection  of  the  other,  incitement  to  murder  and  
the  racialization  of  subjectivities  are  often  mixed,  I  will  give  some  clues  to  help  us  
emerge  from  despair  and  conceive  a  possible  world  where  everyone  is  guided  by  the  
principle  of  "I  am  me  and  that's  all,"  without  denying  the  diversity  of  human  communities  
or  essentializing  the  universal  or  difference  (2023,  p.  13).

(ibid.,  p.  48).

tions  that  he  sets  out  in  the  prologue  of  the  aforementioned  work:

As  has  been  cited  in  other  works  prior  to  this  one,  the  critical  wealth  is  resumed  and

In  this  sense,  without  uncritical  adherence  to  Roudinesco's  ideas,  the  intentions  are  considered

which,  paradoxically,  they  declare  they  want  to  overthrow  by  virtue  of  their  destructive  power,  through  

reductionist  homologation  and  the  cancellation  of  specificities.

"decentering"  as  well  as  enabling,  that  remark  of  Lacan,  who  in  Seminar  20  Aun  (1972-1973)  returns  to  a  

phrase  that  he  himself  has  written  several  times  on  the  blackboard,  while  giving  his  seminars:  "That  which  is  

said  is  forgotten  in  what  is  said  after

Now,  even  though  from  some  readings  that  can  be  considered  hasty  towards  one  and  the  other,  the  

reflections  of  Roudinesco3  and  those  of  Butler  seem  to  have  no  coincidences  -  a  question  about  which  one  can  

doubt,  even  directly  disagree  -  some  lines  are  developed  that  allow  a  critical  approach  to  identity,  in  its  

conceptual  and  existential  or  "experiential"  duplicity,  but  without  losing  sight  of  the  specificity  of,  on  the  one  hand,  

the  concept,  and  on  the  other,  the  concrete  existence  or  experience.  The  latter  has  not  been  so  adequately  

worked  by  singular  appropriations  that  conflictively  contrast  both  authors  and  that  seem  to  anchor  themselves  in  

unfinished  or  shallow  readings  incapable  of  distinguishing  between  an  empirical  question  and  a  conceptual  

one,4  and  much  less  due  to  this  indistinction,  they  also  fail  to  account  for  the  epistemological  complex  that  

supposes  the  dialogue,  failed,  almost  always  failed,  inconclusive  by  definition,  between  one  and  the  other;  

failure  or  fault  that  allows  the  issue  to  move  forward,  precisely.
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2.  About  the  objectives:  reflecting  on  
conceptualization/experience,  inclusion/exclusion  
and  possible  agreements

3.  From  the  conceptual  model,  experience  
and  the  contingent  dimensions  of  “human  
reality”:  a  critical  dialogue

245

The  mechanical,  thoughtless  and  simplistic  derivation  between  one  and  the  other  can  give  rise,  

contingently,  to  a  direct  and  reductionist  passage  that  does  not  allow  the  restoration  of  the  complexity  

of  certain  articulations  between  the  two  and  their  implications  on  one  side  or  the  other.

In  this  sense,  the  controversial  dialogue  between  an  empirical  order  and  a  conceptual  order  

should  take  into  account  in  principle  this  distinction,  their  precarious  articulation,  the  complexity  of  

their  mutual  connection,  and  the  singular  appropriations  that  are  made  in  each  sense.

what  is  heard»,  and  adds  a  few  lines  below  that  «saying  is  judged  by  the  consequences  of  what  is  

said.  But  what  is  made  of  what  is  said  remains  open»  (p.  24).  That  is  to  say,  it  is  an  uncertainty  with  

respect  to  what  is  said  in  its  recovery  by  listening  —as  much  as  in  what  is  said  itself—,  and  its  

passage  into  the  act;  thus,  we  are  faced  with  a  mobile,  prodigal  semiosis,  not  closed  except  when  

someone  takes  what  is  said  and  leaves  it  still,  under  the  weight  of  an  assignment  of  meaning,  or  of  

an  action,  which  does  not  end  up  annulling  other  possibilities  of  signification,  but  which  exhibits  the  

subject  who  stops  it  by  marking  it  with  his  own  significant  imprint.

In  terms  of  the  methodology  that  supports  this  work,  work  has  been  done  on  two  levels:  on  a  first  

level,  a  theoretical  reflection  exercise  has  been  carried  out,  defined  by

This  paper  aims  to:  a)  reflect  on  certain  approaches  to  phenomena  related  to  identity,  both  from  a  

theoretical  or  conceptual  perspective  and  from  a  perspective  based  on  understanding  experience  

through  experience  itself,  phenomena  (or  events)  that  generate  diverse  modes  of  expulsion  based  

on  exclusive  classifications;  b)  review  findings  from  previous  research  to  diversify  the  ways  of  

unsettling  the  relationship  between  concept  and  experience,  so  that  the  way  in  which  certain  claims  

and  the  experiences  they  arise  from  or  give  rise  to,  consolidate  these  expulsive  classifications  can  

be  discussed,  when  they  could  invigorate  and  promote  concrete  agreements  or  even  theoretical  

articulations  in  the  materiality  of  a  discursiveness  that  enables  a  field  of  possible  performative  effects,  

also  concrete;  c)  Finally,  the  aim  is  to  provide  analyses  and  experiences  that  mobilize  the  exercise  

of  an  identity  policy  based  on  dynamic  processes  of  subjectivation  that,  in  their  inherent  contingency,  

are  nevertheless  oriented  towards  strengthening  the  emancipatory  achievements  to  which  various  

militant  groups  have  committed  themselves,  both  in  the  social  and  academic  fields,  in  order  to  make  

difference  not  an  empty  celebration,  but  a  concrete  articulation  that  is  potentially  transformative  on  

a  social  scale.

Sonia  Irene  Sanahuja.  «From  the  conquered  concept  to  the  derived  experience?:  hyperclassification  
and  identity  hyperexclusion».  Communication  and  Man.  2024,  No.  20,  pp.  241-256.

DOI:  https://doi.org/10.32466/eufv-cyh.2025.21.840.241-256

Machine Translated by Google



5/  In  the  cited  thesis  (Sanahuja,  2020)  on  which  this  work  is  based,  the  objectives  that  structured  the  
methodological  approach  are  set  out,  in  line  with  the  definition  of  the  research  problem  and  the  decisions  
that  led  to  the  construction  of  the  theoretical  framework.  It  is  suggested  to  review,  mainly,  the  section  
"Origins  of  a  concern"  in  chapter  1  (pp.  8-12).

Hinkelammert  argues  that,  despite  being  considered  and  called  “empirical,”  modern  
science  is  not  based  on  experience.  Quite  the  contrary,  it  arises  from  the  abstraction  
of  experience,  a  field  that  is  organized  around  the  centrality  of  the  subject.  Abstraction,  
on  the  other  hand,  implies  a  distancing  from  that  field  that  results  in  the  theoretical  
construction  of  what  we  call  the  “objectivity”  of  the  world  (Fernández,  2012,  p.  132).

from  the  epistemological  space  where  said  research  is  located,  which  shows  a  pronouncedly  empirical  dynamic  

in  the  generation  of  theory  through  emerging  categories.

Now,  the  proposal  presented  here  has  a  marked  theoretical  cut;  however,  it  is  framed  in  an  epistemological  

space  that  allows  a  critical  assessment  of  the  conceptual  construction  that,  once  assumed  as  valid,  proceeds  

to  reverse  the  movement  that  goes  from  experience  to  theoretical  emergence,  following  Fernández's  appropriation  

(2012)  on  Hinkelammert's  considerations  related  to  current  scientific  production:

In  accordance  with  the  above,  this  work  is  theoretical  in  nature  and  is  resolved  centrally  as  a  critical  dialogue  

between  Roudinesco's  postulates  regarding  identity  and  Butler's  regarding  subjectivity  and  gender.  This  dialogue  

is  constructed  from  some  readings  that  contrast  both  authors;  the  original  proposal,  however,  aims  to  exhibit  the  

points  of  contact  that  are  possible  from  the  conceptual  articulation  of  both  perspectives,  in  order  to  value  the  

cognitive  space  in  its  intersection  with  the  modes  of  identity  classification  that  result  in  the  generation  of  

exclusions,  far  from  the  effort  to  define  spaces  of  convergence  or  agreement,  within  the  framework  of  research  

proposals  linked  to  the  understanding  of  the  construction  of  identity  and  the  processes  of  subjectivation.

the  conceptual  cut  that  has  made  possible  the  critical  approach  —in  a  central,  though  not  exclusive  or  excluding  

manner—  of  the  conceptual  proposals  about  identity,  developed  by  Élisabeth  Roudinesco;  the  counterpoint  that  

comes  from  the  conceptual  framework  makes  it  possible  to  put  in  dialogue  core  aspects  of  the  work  of  Judith  

Butler  and  certain  theoretical  coordinates  of  Michel  Foucault.  However,  on  a  second  level,  the  results,  which  

are  in  themselves  critical  reflective  constructs  about  gender  and  identity,  are  also  based  on  the  findings  of  a  

previous  research,  carried  out  within  the  framework  of  an  interdisciplinary  proposal,  with  qualitative  resolution  

and  in  accordance  with  anti-essentialist  and  emerging  postulates,5

The  author  points  out  that  forgetting  that  this  objectivity  comes  from  an  exercise  of  abstraction  is  constitutive  

of  the  "fetishization"  that  emerges  from  the  alienation  implied  in  this  forgetfulness.  In  this  way,  a  model  or  concept  

becomes  "real"  and  displaces  by  negation  "the  contingent  dimension  of  human  reality."  Thus,  concrete  experience  

is  read  or  interpreted  as  a  deviation  from  a  perfect  model,  which  is  based  on  the  reversal  of  the  process  of  

theoretical  production.

DOI:  https://doi.org/10.32466/eufv-cyh.2025.21.840.241-256

Sonia  Irene  Sanahuja.  «From  the  conquered  concept  to  the  derived  experience?:  hyperclassification  
and  identity  hyperexclusion».  Communication  and  Man.  2024,  No.  20,  pp.  241-256.

246

Machine Translated by Google



4.  Dialogical  constructions:  production  of  
possible  agreements  with  performative  power

247

The  work  of  theoretical  review  and  the  arrangement  of  conceptual  links  resulting  from  the  

exercise  carried  out  give  rise  to  a  consistent  dialogue  between  both  proposals,  derived  from  

their  critical  reading.  This  dialogical  construction  results,  in  turn,  in  the  problematization  of  the  

relationships  between  the  empirical  and  conceptual  order  that  account  for  the  theoretical  

production  about  the  processes  related  to  the  construct  of  identity,  particularizing  in  the  issue  

of  gender.  In  this  sense,  the  result  of  the  reflective  exercise  has  to  do  with  decentering  or  

making  uncomfortable  the  mechanical  and  reductionist  derivations  that  do  not  account  for  the  

relationships,  undoubtedly  complex,  between  experience  and  the  generation  of  theory,  in  the  

field  of  scientific  production,  as  well  as  not  enabling  the  outlining  of  a  concerted  management  

of  identity  policies,  generating  expulsion,  exclusion  and  various  forms  of  disarticulation,  all  of  

which  can  facilitate  and  proliferate  the  conditions  of  oppression  and  harassment.

The  following  is  a  list  of  reflective  considerations  that  account  for  the  results,  supporting  in  

an  argumentative  manner  and  by  reference  to  the  previous  research  work  that  operates  as  a  

framework  for  the  present  work,  its  transitory  and  situated  scope.

In  order  to  present  some  "results"  of  the  reflective  work  carried  out  here,  always  transitory,  of  

course,  as  has  already  been  pointed  out,  the  coordinates  of  a  theoretical  link  between  central  

formulations  around  identity  -  in  the  duplicity  resulting  from  its  experience  and  the  conceptual  

formulations  regarding  this  -  were  deployed,  located  in  the  thought  of  Elisabeth  Roudinesco,  

and  the  findings  of  Judith  Butler  on  the  conformation  of  subjectivity  and  identity  politics  in  terms  

of  her  performative  theory  of  gender.

Based  on  what  has  already  been  said  about  the  two  levels  that  structure  the  present  

exercise  of  reflection,  it  is  necessary  to  return  to  what  has  been  done,  which  is  what  makes  

the  present  work  possible:  the  deployment  of  a  qualitative  dynamic,  decidedly  empirical  insofar  

as  the  production  of  the  categories  of  analysis  is  generated  from  a  systematic  and  consistent  

intervention  of  biographical  stories,  in  an  epistemic-methodological  movement  that  starts  from  

the  narrated  experience  to  the  conceptual  conformation,  which  is  put  into  articulation  with  the  

theoretical  frame  of  reference  that  has  already  been  exposed,  although  minimally,  here.

As  can  be  inferred,  one  is  not  in  a  position,  then,  to  conquer  relative  degrees  of  freedom  in  the  

exercise  or  reflection  on  identity  and  subjectivity  from  difference  and  diversity,  but  rather  from  a  

dynamic  of  fear  and  its  exclusionary,  expulsive,  disqualifying  and,  in  the  extreme,  annihilating  

drift.
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not  have  to  always  be  afraid  of  losing  itself  in  the  other,  or  in  the  forces  that  secretly  
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Likewise,  in  experience  and  from  experience,  the  subject,  once  named,  slips  through  the  

fissures  of  identity,  showing  how  subjectivity  is  never  cancelled,  never  fully  sutured  by  the  

seams  of  identity.  I  would  like  to  dwell  on  the  following  ideas:

Nietzsche.

What  has  just  been  cited  is  the  corollary  of  the  discussion  that  the  author  deploys  on  the  

subject  of  identity  and  gender,  from  a  critique  of  the  "metaphysics  of  substance",  dialoguing  

and  debating  with  ideas  from  Wittig,  Irigaray,  Beauvoir  and,  as  is  clear  in  the  quote,  recovering  

by  substantial  analogy  central  formulations  of  the  thought  of

Starting  with  the  concept  itself,  the  idea  of  identity  as  identical  to  itself,  its  meaning  based  

on  persistence,  coherence  and  an  internal  stability  that  is  presented  as  closed  in  on  itself  and  

outward,  is  a  discursive  effect  and  assumes  such  internal  coherence  and  temporal  durability  

insofar  as  it  makes  use  of  hegemonic  foundations  that  give  rise  to  the  discourse  on  identity;  

however,  in  reality,  it  is  from  language,  as  the  order  of  discourse  —following  Foucault—,  where  

these  senses  of  identity  are  configured  that  “encapsulate”  the  subject  from  its  own  emergence  

as  such.

In  principle,  it  is  argued  that  the  substantialization  that  reifies  identity  has  a  specific  

inheritance  in  the  performativity  of  gender,  which  makes  appear  (in  the  sense  of  appearance,  

but  also  in  the  sense  of  emergence,  that  is,  of  something  that  emerges)  a  gender  identity  as  a  

noun  as  such  and,  simultaneously,  as  an  attribute  of  the  subject,  as  its  expression  in  terms  of  

intelligibility.

As  is  well  known,  Butler  recovers,  from  an  original  perspective,  Austin's  theory  of  speech  

acts.  In  this  sense,  it  is  Austin  himself  who  abandons  the  initial  opposition  between  performative  

and  constative  acts,  pointing  out:

248

[…]  we  thought  it  appropriate  to  return  for  a  moment  to  fundamental  questions,  that  is,  to  

consider  from  the  base  how  many  senses  it  can  be  understood  that  saying  something  is  

doing  something,  or  that  by  saying  something  we  do  something,  or  even  that  because  we  

say  something  we  do  something  (Austin,  2018,  p.  141).

cial,  is  not  substantial  in  the  sense  that  his  pharisaical  rectitude  supposes,  but  a  sign  of  the  

weakness  of  the  ego,  a  typical  illness  of  modern  man,  as  psychology  well  knows  (Adorno,  

1975,  p.  100).

In  this  sense,  gender  is  not  a  noun,  nor  is  it  a  set  of  vague  attributes,  because  the  

substantive  effect  of  gender  is  produced  performatively  and  is  imposed  by  the  practices  

that  regulate  gender  coherence.  Thus,  within  the  discourse  bequeathed  by  the  metaphysics  

of  substance,  gender  turns  out  to  be  performative,  that  is,  it  shapes  the  identity  that  it  is  

supposed  to  be.  In  this  sense,  gender  is  always  a  doing,  although  not  a  doing  by  a  subject  

that  can  be  considered  pre-existing  to  the  action.  The  challenge  of  reformulating  gender  

categories  outside  of  the  metaphysics  of  substance  must  consider  the  adequacy  of  

Nietzsche’s  statement  in  The  Genealogy  of  Morals  that  “there  is  no  ‘being’  behind  doing,  

acting,  becoming;  ‘the  agent’  has  been  fictitiously  added  to  doing,  doing  is  everything”  

(Butler,  2007,  pp.  84-85).
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7/  This  idea  is  debated  by  Roudinesco  (2023),  more  or  less  explicitly,  depending  on  the  passage  in  which  
he  addresses  this  issue.

6/  A  "coherence"  whose  ontologization  is  produced  from  a  (supposed)  "own  nature"  that  rests  on  a  pre-
existing  hegemonic  regime,  on  a  naturalized  norm,  whose  naturalization  has  been  installed  from  a  
discursively  imposed  regime  of  truth.

8/  In  the  perspective  assumed  by  Austin's  proposals  (2018),  a  "locutionary"  act,  insofar  as  there  is  an  
act  of  "saying  something"  (something  with  meaning);  "illocutionary",  that  is,  referring  to  the  "force"  of  
saying  something,  even  relative  to  the  conditions  of  production  of  the  utterance;  and  "perlocutionary",  
referring  to  the  consequences  or  "effects"  of  saying  something.  Austin  deploys  this  distinction  in  Lecture  
VIII  of  How  to  Do  Things  with  Words  (pp.  141-154).

Thus,  we  would  be  in  a  position  to  assume  the  supposition  that  language  configures  the  

possibilities  of  gender,  as  a  necessary  identity  in  the  discursive  placement  of  the  subject,  so  

that  it  is  necessary  to  go  beyond  the  “investiture”  of  a  (supposed)  identity  that  hides  the  subject  

in  the  possible  configurations  of  its  subjectivity,  insofar  as  it  exhibits  the  gendered  subject  in  

accordance  with  normative  pretensions,  with  the  illusion  of  assigning  it  an  identity  once  and  for  

all,  coherent6  with  what  has  been  given  by  nature  (a  sex,  an  anatomy)  and  in  accordance  with  

that  normative  fiction  of  the  natural  convergence  between  sex  and  gender.  It  is  from  there,  

following  Butler,  that  gender  identity  is  what  makes  the  subject  intelligible  and  that  is  why  not  

transcending  it  places  us  in  terrains  of  the  naturalized  normativization  of  subjectivity.

which  may  emerge  from  a  superficial  reading  that  overlooks  the  issue  of  power,  among  other  

weighty  issues,  linked  to  the  discourse  itself  and  central  to  Butler's  approach,  but  rather  reflects  

on  the  order  of  the  imposition  of  the  obligatory  coherence  from  a  binary  hegemony,  between  

sex  and  gender,  and  in  identity  terms.  Thus,  in  her  argumentative  deployment,  she  points  out  

that  the  discursive  act  is  related  to  bodily  gestures,  since  "speech  itself  is  a  bodily  act  with  

specific  linguistic  consequences"  (Butler,  2007,  p.  31).  In  the  same  way,  it  could  be  said  that  

the  bodily  gesture  is  a  discursive  act,  it  is  located  in  the  discursive  act  that,  as  a  gesture  with  

meaning,  is  formed  from  its  "locutionary"  dimension,  with  "illocutionary"  power  and  

"perlocutionary"  "effects."8

From  this  particular  appropriation,  it  is  not  Butler  who  proposes  to  demolish  sex  at  its  roots,7

To  tell  the  subject  and  to  say  its  gender,  to  name  it  by  placing  it  in  a  gender  identity,  is  to  

establish  it  as  a  gendered  subject.  In  this  sense,  there  is  no  subject  prior  to  the  action,  because  

there  is  no  prediscursive  subject  either.  As  has  already  been  mentioned,  this  assignment  of  

gender  responds  to  the  power  configurations  in  which  discourse  is  inscribed,  which,  according  

to  Foucault  (1992),  may  appear  reduced  in  its  roughness  by  the  daily  use  of  words,  but  it  never  

ceases  to  be  “the  order  of  laws,”  the  order  of  a  power  that  names,  the  power  to  name.  In  this  

same  sense,  Butler  cites  Haar  who,  as  she  points  out,  reading  Nietzsche,  states  that  “the  

subject,  the  self,  the  individual  are  only  false  concepts,  since  they  convert  fictitious  units  into  

substances  whose  origin  is  exclusively  a  linguistic  reality”  (2007,  p.  78).  Although  care  is  taken  

to  attend  to  the  fact  that  this  linguistic  reality  has  "effects",  as  well  as  significantly  situates  the  

reality  that  it  constitutes  by  naming  it  (signifying  it),  and  this  taking  into  account  the  

consubstantial  materiality  of  the  discourse.

The  same  applies  to  the  body  and  anatomy:  they  are  significantly  shaped  by  their  placement  in  

the  symbolic  order  of  the  discourse  that  names  them.
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It  is  necessary,  at  this  point,  to  make  a  brief  digression,  which  is  not  entirely  so.  There  are  readings  that  have  

accused  a  certain  voluntarism,  as  well  as  an  excessive  "discursivism"  or  "discursive  monism"  (in  the  sense  that  

everything  is  constructed  discursively),  as  implicit  aspects  in  Butler's  proposal  of  performativity.  In  an  article  by  

Peller  (2011),  the  author  dialogically  contrasts  Butler  with  Laclau,  based  on  points  of  theoretical  agreement  and  

disagreement  regarding  the  constitution  of  identities,  hypothesizing  that  the  distances  in  their  formulations  lie  in  a  

different  appropriation  that  the  authors  make  of  certain  presuppositions  of  Lacanian  theory  and  that  both  assume  in  

a  different  way:  a  more  orthodox  reading  in  Laclau,  a  more  cultural  and  heterodox  one  in  Butler.

It  is  worth  considering,  however,  that,  with  regard  to  the  construction  of  identities,  it  is  considered  that  

conceptual  distances  are  more  related  to  the  hypotheses  of  power  that  support  Butler's  positions  than  to  what  was  

previously  mentioned,  which  does  not  in  any  way  diminish  the  importance  of  Peller's  formulations.  In  The  Order  of  

Discourse,  Foucault  addresses  exclusions,  what  is  left  out  of  discourse  due  to  the  effects  of  power  (and  the  will  to  

truth)  that  invests  it,  postulating  that  from  these  exclusions  one  can  operate  the  analysis  on  the  basis  of  the  notion  

of  discourse  as  an  effect  of  power.  Returning  to  Peller's  considerations,  Butler  reiterates  in  several  of  her  works  her  

concern  to  identify  "that  which  has  necessarily  had  to  be  excluded  from  the  current  structuring  for  a  certain  cultural  

and  subjective  field  to  emerge"  (Peller,  2011,  p.  52),  and  goes  on  to  point  out  that  the  idea  that  every  cultural  

formation  always  implies  an  exclusion  is  contrary  to  the  placement  of  Butler's  theory  within  discursive  monism.

This  rationality  imposes  a  restriction  on  the  possible  configurations  of  gender,  that  is,  it  asserts  as  universal  a  

particular  identity  restriction  on  the  possibilities  of  subjectivity  and  the  subject.  And  this  universal  validity  is  related  

to  the  exclusions  that  have  been  operated  on,  which  return  Butler  to  her  appropriation  of  the  notion  of  subject  and  

subjectivity  from  Michel  Foucault’s  proposal,  to  the  extent  that  what  is  presented  as  universal  is  constituted  from  

exclusions  that  mark  or  define  the  borders  between  intelligible  anatomies  and  genders,  and  “that”  that  would  be  

condemned  to  the  margins  or  even,  as  Butler  says,  to  “abjection,”  from  the  hegemonic  matrix  and  its  discursive  

effects.

In  this  sense,  in  a  retraction  of  this  same  text,  a  central  idea  is  taken  up  here  that  supposes  a  political-

philosophical  position  of  Butler,  to  which  I  subscribe:  “the  limits  of  discursive  analysis  accept  the  imaginable  and  

realizable  configurations  of  gender  within  a  given  culture”  and  appropriate  them,  that  is,  “they  exhibit  the  limits  of  a  

discursively  determined  experience”,  established  in  and  by  a  hegemonic  cultural  discourse  based  on  binary  

structures  accepted  as  part  of  a  universal  rationality  (2007,  pp.  58-59).

Peller  (2011)  cites  an  excerpt  from  Antigone’s  Scream  (2005),  in  which  Butler  points  out  that  the  construction  of  gender  

operates  by  exclusive  means,  so  that  “the  human  is  generated  above  and  against  the  inhuman,”  but  also  through  radical  

suppressions  that  are  denied  the  possibility  of  cultural  articulation,  and  so  the  construction  of  the  human  results  from  a  

differential  operation  that  produces  “the  more  or  less  “human,”  the  inhuman,  the  humanly  inconceivable.”9  Peller  closes  this  

idea  by  pointing  out  that  the  exterior  that  constitutes  the  human  is  a  process  of  transformation  that  is  not  only  a  process  of  

transformation,  but  also  a  process  of  transformation  that  is  not  only  a  process  of  transformation,  but  also  a  process  of  transformation,  which ...

9/  Butler  (2005,  p.  26),  cited  by  Peller  (2011,  p.  52).
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10/  The  real  in  Lacan  is  what  cannot  enter  into  the  symbolic  order,  what  remains  outside  of  discourse,  to  
put  it  in  an  excessively  simplistic  way.  The  real  is  defined  in  relation  to  the  other  two  registers,  since  it  is  
neither  imaginary  nor  can  it  be  symbolized.

This  conception  of  a  hegemonic  discursive  field  in  which  only  some  subjective  
possibilities  can  emerge  and  others  are  relegated  to  the  realm  of  the  abject  highlights  
two  important  points.  First,  it  refutes  the  idea  of  a  subject  prior  to  the  discursive  and  
normative  matrix,  which  could  "use"  gender  to  construct  and  transform  itself  at  will:  
there  is  no  pre-discursive  subject  or  one  outside  of  relations

11/  The  issue  relating  to  Butler's  appropriation  of  the  notion  of  interpellation  is  specifically  developed  in  
Psychic  Mechanisms  of  Power  (2001),  as  has  been  commented.  In  this  excerpt  from  a  larger  work,  some  
questions  have  been  referred  to  very  synthetically  regarding  the  approaches  that  the  author  makes  in  this  
work,  both  in  the  point  where  the  complex  relationship  between  discourse  and  subjectivity  is  addressed,  
as  well  as  in  other  passages  in  which  power,  discourse  and  the  subject  are  problematized.

Now,  according  to  this  author,  there  are  singular  and  divergent  appropriations  in  relation  

to  the  limits  of  discourse,  which  distance  Butler  and  Laclau,  and  which  have  to  do  with  the  

Lacanian  real.10  In  this  sense,  Peller  points  out  that  the  divergences  have  to  do  with  discursive  

limits.  Thus,  these  divergences  arise  mainly  in  relation  to  the  way  of  conceptualizing  the  limits  

of  discourse,  which  both  authors  present  as  constitutive.  In  Laclau's  theory,  they  will  begin  to  

be  thought  of  from  the  Lacanian  real,  linked  to  the  existence  of  an  ontological  level  of  the  

social  and  of  identities.  Butler  makes  a  historically  determined  interpretation  of  these  limits,  "to  

think  rather  in  processes  of  ontologization  and  not  in  ontologies,"  which  seems  to  have  

enabled  "the  voluntarist  reading  that  Laclau  made  of  Butler's  theory  of  performativity"  (Peller,  

2011,  p.  55).

As  for  the  voluntarist  character,  as  Peller  (2011)  explains  it,  which  is  attributed  to  Butler's  

proposal,  to  maintain  it  as  a  component  of  this  author's  conceptualization  implies  not  taking  

into  account  her  thesis  about  the  configuration  of  gender  from  the  "stylized  repetition  of  acts",  

within  the  framework  of  a  matrix  of  heterosexual  cultural  intelligibility  that  exceeds  the  subject  

and  defines  which  genders  are  intelligible.  She  expresses  it  this  way:

There  is  certainly  a  different  appropriation  of  Lacan  in  both  authors.  However,  I  consider  it  

much  more  evident  that  at  this  point  there  are  clear  imprints  of  the  core  approaches  of  several  

of  Foucault's  works,  especially  in  regard  to  the  emphasis  that  Peller  recognizes  in  Butler  on  

analyzing  processes  of  ontologization  and  not  ontologies,  as  well  as  in  this  author's  questioning  

of  any  ontology.  This  is  also  true  in  the  conceptual  elements  of  Butler's  theory  that  allow  us  

to  think  of  discourse  in  its  limits  as  operations  of  power  and,  from  performativity,  the  idea  that,  

once  the  subject  is  constituted  with  gender,  it  is  enabled  and  has  the  possibility  of,  through  

iterability,  displacing,  dislocating,  the  hegemonic  sense  of  such  subjection  from  its  own  

enabling  as  a  subject.  Of  course,  this  does  not  mean  that  the  subject  is  not  subject  to  the  

components  of  interpellation  that  are  linked  to  performativity,11  but  installed  in  the  discourse,  

it  is  enabled  by  the  same  exclusions  or  foundational  restrictions  that  paradoxically  turn  out  to  

be  enabling,  as  Butler  refers  to  in  Psychic  Mechanisms  of  Power  (2001).

And  discourse  is  not  an  “ontological  externality,”  but  is  conceivable  only  from,  and  in  relation  

to,  “the  discourse  of  which  it  is  the  border”  (2011,  p.  53).
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And  in  this  particular  articulation  between  a  theory  about  gender  and  what  happens  in  the  experience  itself  about  or  

around  it,  to  think  that  performativity  involves  acting  freely,  choosing  freely,  doing  and  undoing,  constructing  and  

deconstructing,  has  to  do  with  the  misunderstanding  of  core  aspects  of  theory,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  with  

the  execution  of  a  “drift”  in  which  one  could  accept  that  one  can  make  and  unmake  oneself  “identitarily,”  and  that,  in  

addition,  difference  is  saved  by  recourse  to  a  kind  of  “hierarchy  of  identities”  and  relations  of  belonging  that  consolidate  

inclusion  by  exclusion.  It  is  not  then  a  question  of  whether  sex  exists  or  not,  but  of  the  political  devices  that  require  

politically  controllable  and  manipulable  identities  (medicable,  pathologizable,  legislable,  etc.).  And  it  is  also  about  

considering,  from  the  effects  of  reification,  certain  theoretical  domains  that  have  always  had  political  implications,  as  

unquestionable  or  disposable  truths,  depending  on  who  is  involved,  from  the  exercise  of  assuming  the  virtue  of  judging  

between  what  is  right  or  wrong,  deriving  the  experience  from  the  concept.  From  another  place,  erecting  one's  own  

discourse  from  excluding  that  which,  by  virtue  of  the  debate,  gave  it  direction  or  made  it  possible,  is  also  a  locus  of  

generation  of  exclusions.

In  this  sense,  before  continuing  with  these  formulations  by  Peller,  concerning  Butler  and  Laclau,  in  their  proximity  

and  distance,  another  brief  digression  is  made:  if  we  return  to  what  concerns  the  field  of  exclusion,  and  we  particularize  

it  by  analogizing  it,  in  experiential  territories  of  identity,  to  the  formation  of  "identity  microcosms,"  to  use  Roudinesco's  

terminology,  an  "excessive  self-claiming,  a  crazy  desire  not  to  mix  with  any  community  other  than  one's  own,"  could  be  

implying  a  "new  ostracism,"  a  certain  closed-mindedness  founded  on  a  "process  of  identity  reduction  [that]  reconstructs  

what  it  seeks  to  undo."  Élisabeth  Roudinesco  then  cites  from  these  minimal  passages  that  have  been  extracted,  

examples  that,  from  the  order  of  experience,  allow  us  to  illustrate  her  reflections:  "effeminate  homosexual"  men  

rejected  by  those  who  are  not;  blacks  and  whites  rejecting  mestizos;  mestizos  looking  for  the  “drop  of  blood”  that  allows  

them  to  place  themselves  on  one  side  or  the  other,  according  to  the  mechanism  of  identity  assignment  in  question.  And  

all  this  shows,  from  the  perspective  assumed  here,  effectively,  as  the  author  emphasizes,  the  generation  of  segregations,  

from  the  extreme  exercise  of  an  exclusive  identity,  which,  as  Adorno  points  out,  does  not  exhibit  a  “sovereign  self,”  but  

a  fragility  experienced  from  the  fear  of  dissolving  into  the  other,  into  the  different:  a  fear  of  confronting  difference,  a  

panic  at  embarking  on  a  cause  that  is  not  strictly  one's  own,  a  dis-abling  of  articulations  that  politically  enhance  the  

places  of  oppression  from  their  specific  suffering,  a  disqualification  of  the  other  because  he  or  she  does  not  live  the  

same  as  one  and,  although  both  find  themselves  in  conditions  of  oppression  or  harassment,  they  cannot  but  exclude  

each  other.  It  is  fear,  not  sovereignty.

Recovering  now  what  has  been  developed  around  what  Butler  reviews  from  some  theoretical  coordinates  of  

Foucault's  work,  what  underlies  her  proposal  is  precisely  a  complex  relationship  between  discourse  and  power,  which  

distances  the  possibilities  of  thinking  in  voluntarist  versions  neither  with  respect  to  gender  nor  with  respect  to  subjectivity.
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from  Gayle  to  Butler,  via  Fo

There  is  no  explicit  discussion  of  the  discursive  order  as  such  in  Rubin's  (1986)  proposal,  

although  we  can  assume  it  is  implicit,  to  the  extent  that,  in  order  to  account  for  the  oppression  

of  women,  she  critically  borrows  psychoanalytic  concepts.  What  is  noteworthy  in  relation  to  

her  pointing  out  the  categories  of  gender  identity,  based  on  "natural  differences"  between  the  

sexes,  is  that  they  emerge  from  a  "repression"  that  is  in  turn  an  expression  of  a  "social  system"  

that  oppresses  in  its  insistence  on  a  rigid  division  of  "personality."

What  this  author  asserts  places  the  issue  of  identity  and  the  subject  in  a  field  of  power,  a  

“repressive  power,”  which  could  even  be  seen  from  another  angle,  if  we  analyze  what  power  

allows  and  not  only  what  it  prohibits:  one  is  a  man  or  a  woman,  of  one  sex  or  another,  in  an  

exclusive  manner,  and  equally  of  one  gender  or  another.  Likewise,  it  should  be  clarified  that  

both  possibilities  contain  each  other  or  are,  rather,  consubstantial  with  the  notion  of  power:  

what  is  prohibited  preannounces  what  is  permitted,  and  what  is  permitted  also  nests  the  

prohibition.  Gender  as  positivity,  as  naturalness,  given,  unique,  distinct  by  opposition,  

persistent  in  time,  and  its  coherence  with  sex  anticipates  its  performative  power  in  terms  of  the  

intended  identity  identical  to  itself  that  assists  the  (imposed)  emergence  of  the  gendered  subject.

Returning  to  the  subject  at  hand,  from  other  theoretical  perspectives,  different  but  not  so  

distant,  Gayle  Rubin,  in  The  Traffic  in  Women:  Notes  on  the  “Political  Economy”  of  Sex  

(1986),12  by  developing  the  idea  that  “gender  is  a  socially  imposed  division  of  the  sexes,”  calls  

into  question  the  differences  between  men  and  women,  based  on  nature,  pointing  out  that  in  

reality  “they  are  closer  to  each  other  than  each  of  them  is  to  anything  else—for  example,  

mountains,  kangaroos,  or  palm  trees”;  this  affirmation  of  difference,  for  the  author,  must  come  

from  something  other  than  nature  (ibid.,  p.  114).  She  stresses,  then,  that  the  consideration  of  

the  existence  of  mutually  exclusive  categories  (men  and  women)  must  arise  from  something  

other  than  the  nonexistent  natural  opposition:

Why  is  Rubin's  (1986)  development  linked  to  what  has  been  presented  about  gender,  

identity  and  subjectivity?  It  is  clear  that  there  are  theoretical  distances,  but  it  is  these  same  

distances  that  express,  once  again  and  in  a  complex  way,  the  relationship  between  the  authors.  

As  evidence  of  the  distances  that  bring  these  authors  together,  I  find  that  Rubin,  by  postulating  

that  human  sexual  life  will  always  be  subject  to  convention,  it  will  never  be  natural  -  and  by  

virtue  of  this,  "the  wild  profusion  of  infantile  sexuality"  is  called  to  be  "tamed"  by  its  elders,  

leaving  forever  a  disturbing  residue  -  is  linked  to  what  has  been  pointed  out  about  the  

genderization  of  sex  from  an  exercise  of  power,  of

4.2.  Requirement  for  repression  and  suppression  of  similarities:
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[…]  far  from  being  an  expression  of  natural  differences,  exclusive  gender  identity  is  
the  suppression  of  natural  similarities.  It  requires  repression:  in  men,  of  whatever  
local  version  of  “feminine”  traits;  in  women,  of  whatever  local  version  of  “masculine”  
traits  (Rubin,  1986,  p.  115,  my  emphasis).

12/  Published  in:  New  Anthropology  Magazine,  Mexico,  National  Autonomous  University  of  Mexico  (nd).
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5.  Conclusions

It  is  considered,  by  weaving  together  these  ideas  emerging  from  Gayle  Rubin’s  thought,  that  “exclusive  gender  

identity  is  the  suppression  of  natural  similarities”  and  that  it  requires  “repression”;  the  exercise  of  discursively  proliferating  

difference  to  account  for  one’s  own  identity,  expresses  the  precariousness  of  one’s  own  location,  when  the  possibilities  

of  articulation  are  multiplied  and,  paradoxically,  expulsions  are  promoted  instead  of  certain  (and  not  a  few)  equivalences  

(which  suppose  differences,  following  Laclau)  that  would  allow  the  construction  of  inclusive  collectives.

It  could  be  added  to  the  above  that,  following  Butler's  logic,  this  straitjacket  is  the  condition  of  intelligibility  of  the  

subject  within  the  hegemonic  heterosexual  matrix.  Likewise,  it  should  be  noted  that  this  author  cites  the  aforementioned  

work  by  Rubin,13  pointing  out  that  in  its  original  version,  it  "lays  the  foundations  for  a  critique  of  Foucault,"  although  

Rubin  later  "appropriates  Foucault  for  her  study  of  radical  sexual  theory,"  proposing  "retrospectively  the  question  of  

how  this  highly  influential  article  could  be  rewritten  within  a  Foucauldian  framework"  (2007,  p.  162).  From  the  critique,  

a  dialogue  in  terms  of  debate  is  already  presupposed,  which  brings  Rubin  and  Foucault  closer  in  their  differences,  

which  is  rethought  when  the  former  proposes  to  rethink  her  theory  in  relation  to  the  theses  of  this  author.

power  relations,  which  ultimately  culminate  in  the  confinement  of  the  “human  personality”  within  the  “straightjacket  of  

gender”  (ibid.,  p.  131).

Now,  as  has  already  been  pointed  out,  emerging  from  a  hegemonic  heterosexual  cultural  matrix,  the  discursive  

inauguration  of  the  gendered  subject  exhibits  the  semantic  possibilities  already  socially  normativized.  From  the  

empirical  point  of  view,  it  is  the  fictionalized  condition  in  the  notion  (erroneous,  we  reiterate  following  Butler)  of  identity,  

of  a  subject  that  is  enabled  in  language,  as  a  gendered  subject.  However,  the  call  is  clear

In  order  to  temporarily  close  what  has  been  presented  here  and  pointing  precisely  to  what  is  being  problematized,  in  

Undoing  Gender  (Butler,  2006),  the  author  points  out  that  gender  is  not  "exactly"  what  one  is,  nor  "precisely"  what  one  

"has",  pointing  out  that:
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To  assume  that  gender  involves  only  and  exclusively  the  matrix  of  “masculine”  and  
“feminine”  is  precisely  to  fail  to  understand  that  the  production  of  binary  coherence  is  
contingent,  that  it  comes  at  a  cost,  and  that  those  permutations  of  gender  that  do  not  
fit  the  binary  are  as  much  a  part  of  gender  as  its  most  normative  example.  To  fuse  
the  definition  of  gender  with  its  normative  expression  is  to  inadvertently  reconsolidate  
the  power  of  the  norm  to  limit  the  definition  of  gender.  Gender  is  the  mechanism  
through  which  notions  of  masculine  and  feminine  are  produced  and  naturalized,  but  
gender  may  well  be  the  apparatus  through  which  such  terms  are  deconstructed  and  
denaturalized  (Butler,  2006,  pp.  69-70).

13/  He  cites  it  in  Gender  Trouble  and  in  relation  to  his  proposal  to  reformulate  prohibition  as  power,  
which  has  already  been  briefly  discussed  in  this  work  (2007,  pp.  161-173).
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[…]  this  is  the  conjuncture  from  which  critique  emerges,  understanding  critique  as  a  
questioning  of  the  terms  that  restrict  life  with  the  aim  of  opening  up  the  possibility  of  
different  ways  of  life;  in  other  words,  not  to  celebrate  difference  in  itself,  but  to  
establish  more  inclusive  conditions  that  shelter  and  sustain  life  that  resists  modes  of  
assimilation  (ibid.,  p.  17).

255

As  has  just  been  mentioned  here,  it  is  about  safeguarding  a  theoretical  perspective  with  clear  

political  implications,  assuming  the  differences  that  this  articulation  implies.  It  is  also  what  allows  

us  to  understand  the  consistency  of  the  relationship  between  the  political  field  and  the  political  

administration  of  identities,  naturalized  in  the  "language  we  inhabit,"  as  Vidarte  (2007)  points  out.

In  short,  if  sex  has  always  been  gender  and  if  the  subject  has  always  been  gendered,  it  is  

necessary  to  take  into  account,  following  Butler,  that  these  are  categories  that,  “like  the  naturalized  

institution  of  heterosexuality,  are  constructs,  “fetishes”  or  fantasies  that  are  socially  established  

and  socially  regulated;  not  natural  categories,  but  political  ones.”  And  in  a  political  textual  operation,  

I  remove  the  parentheses  that  the  author  places  in  her  original  version,  to  close  with  this  statement:  

these  are  “categories  that  demonstrate  that  appealing  to  the  “natural”  in  these  contexts  is  always  

political”  (2007,  p.  250).

In  the  words  of  the  author:  "Keeping  the  term  'gender'  separate  from  masculinity  and  femininity  

is  to  safeguard  a  theoretical  perspective  in  which  one  can  account  for  how  the  male-female  binary  

exhausts  the  semantic  field  of  gender"  (Butler,  2006,  p.  70).

ment  that  is  generated  at  the  multiple  vertex  given  by  the  convergence  of  the  academic/scientific  

and  the  political/militant,  which  Butler  carries  out  in  order  to  critically  overcome  a  definition  of  

gender  that,  also  emerging  from  a  hegemonic  matrix,  merges  with  its  normative  expression,  which  

leads  to  "reconsolidating"  the  power  of  the  norm  in  terms  of  the  limitation  of  gender,  with  naturalizing  

consequences  of  the  feminine  and  the  masculine,  and  therefore  expulsive,  an  issue  that  is  

addressed  by  Roudinesco  in  a  central  way  in  the  work  whose  reading  gives  rise  to  these  reflections.  

Now,  there  is  also  an  epistemic-methodological  and  political  duplicity,  to  the  deconstructive  

possibilities  present  in  the  very  construction  of  gender:  if  it  is  possible  to  walk  the  path  of  its  

constitution  from  the  framework  of  discourse  and  power,  it  is  also  possible  to  retrace  it(them)  and  

denaturalize  it(them).

Recovering  the  scenes  with  which  this  work  began,  allowing  hatred  and  repudiation  to  

proliferate,  as  well  as  making  the  sex  carried  (or  assumed,  configured,  placed,  etc.)  a  merit  if  not  a  

reason  to  make  difference  an  occasion  for  expulsion  or  exclusion,  could  imply  from  experience,  as  

Roudinesco  rightly  warns,  the  exercise  of  an  identity  politics  that  is  strengthened  by  pulverizing  

the  necessary  and  urgent  agreements,  to  advance  in  the  emancipatory  conquests  to  which  various  

militancy  groups  have  committed  themselves  in  the  social  field  and  also  in  the  academic  field.  And  

in  this  sense,  Butler  is  once  again  taken  up  in  her  call  for  a  “concerted  action”,  which  is  why  this  

expression  is  used  above,  when  in  the  introduction  to  Undoing  Gender  (2006)  she  precisely  points  

out  that  “one’s  own  gender  is  not  “made”  in  solitude.  "One  is  always  'doing'  with  or  for  another..."  

(p.  13),  to  conclude  later  on  an  aspect  about  which,  right  here,  he  proposed  to  problematize  or  

address:
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