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Lisa Adkins, Goldsmiths, University of London

In this short talk I will make a number of claims: First (and broadly following the work of Carol Pateman), that a sexual contract model has become the default position for feminists who are concerned with the analysis of the gendering of the economy. Thus it will be demonstrated how a sexual contract model of gendered labour enables constructs such a the “work-life balance” to be built; informs the view that gendered inequalities in employment can somehow be alleviated socio-technical interventions which will grant to many women (and some men) the political right to alienate accumulated skills and capacities and/or to have these skills recognised; and even sets the stage for recent analyses of the new economy which suggest that the creativity required by the new economy is dependent upon unpaid and/or low paid domestic, caring and intimate servicing. Second, it will be shown that a sexual contract model of gendered labour is built on the view that labour has a retrospective temporal structure, and in particular the view that labour consists in a package of capacities which are developed and accumulated over time and become, as Bourdieu might have it, part of the habitus of the worker. Third, it will be suggested that this understanding of labour is out of time with the historical present, since labour is now constituted not with reference to the past, but to an open future, and moreover is now constituted not as a property which can be accumulated by the person, but as an “open work” mediated by a range of actors. Labour must, in other words, be understood no longer through the trope of accumulation but as vital and alive. Fourth this restructuring of labour will be demonstrated to seriously undermine the efficacy of a sexual contract model and must lead necessarily to a reconceptualization of gendered labour. Points of orientation for this reconceptualization will be offered which crucially revolve around understanding the gendering of labour not in terms of blocked or failed accumulation and/or alienation (that is, in terms of the past or dead labour time) but in terms of the future.

Sharon Cowan, School of Law, University of Edinburgh,
“Re-imagining equality: embodying sameness and difference through performance”

This paper describes the process of attempting to reimage and reimagine equality through a dramatic performance of the many ways in which debates about equality affect our lives. Through physical representation of the problems of addressing equality claims in law, this author and her collaborator, Professor Gillian Calder of the University of Victoria, Canada, demonstrate that equality discourses mark different bodies in different ways. The paper then asks whether the project to reimagine equality is enhanced by its expression through performance, and whether the dynamic concept of equality in law can better be understood through movement than abstract thought.

Ruth Fletcher, School of Law, University of Keele,

“Legal Forms and Reproductive Subjectivity”

The form/content distinction has been problematic for feminism because femininity has been understood as the content which is dependent on masculinity for form.  More concretely, feminist engagement with law has been consistently asked to account for reproductive difference in demanding the recognition of women’s legal subjectivity.  The gendering of reproductive relations as female responsibility has compromised women’s ability to take on the form of a rights-bearing legal subject and limited men’s ability to take on the form of a responsibility-bearing subject.  Feminist critical theory can displace this depiction of reproduction as female responsibility, and as the content which legal form tames, by adapting the critical conception of the form/content distinction, which Pashukanis provides.  Through a feminist reading of Pashukanis, this presentation develops a conception of legal form as that which constructs subjects as the bearers of reproductive responsibility.  Such a conception of legal form allows us to trace the historical and cultural changes and continuities in reproductive subjectivity.  The presentation concludes with an example of how legal form theory enables analysis of the effects of market consumption categories on the subject of reproductive regulation.

Marie Fox, School of Law, University of Keele,

“The Nature/Culture Dichotomy and in Embodiment”

Discourses surrounding the body and bioethical interventions on the body are frequently rooted in implicit or explicit notions of what is natural or unnatural.  The trope of the ‘natural body’ functions as a norm against which modified or commodified bodies are compared and, often, found wanting. This intervention seeks to address how the concepts of “nature” and “the natural” might be mobilised in ethico-legal debates, by whom and to what end.  It questions law’s role in sanctioning interventions in natural bodies and in preserving species integrity. In exploring whether ‘natural’ boundaries, such as species, are markers which should command respect, I examine whether biotechnologies have rendered the notion of the natural body redundant.  If the latter position is true, and in the words of Marilyn Strathern, nature has been “enterprised up”, I aim to question on what basis law if any law can legitimately intervene to regulate body modifications, such as the creation of chimeras.

Emily Grabham, CentreLGS, University of Kent 

“Social Incisions: Citizenship as ‘Touching’”

This paper focuses on the relationship between bodies, touch, incisions and citizenship. It investigates the possibilities for understanding citizenship through cutting and touching. I am interested in how the corporeal effects of citizenship ideals are performatively produced through cutting, stitching, and the removal of limbs or the augmentation of tissue.  Can cutting and other forms of body modification be seen as a form of “touching” that conjures, or produces citizenship? If this touch conjures citizenship, then how does the touching take place? Does the social tug at the body, so that surgery as a form of citizenship hails the flesh into new forms? How do different bodies – racialised, gendered or disabilised bodies – touch the social in different ways and how are they hailed in different ways? Using perspectives from Sara Ahmed’s recent book The Cultural Politics of Emotion, I want to suggest that surgical cutting, in a variety of different situations, can be seen as a form of ‘touching’ that joins the social with individual bodies. Corporeality and citizenship come together through the way that we manage the spaces between bodies – the histories and projected futures of impressions.

Betti Marenko, Independent scholar

From Spinoza to tattooing. Embodiment, ethology and experiment.

With my intervention I intend to examine embodiment from the perspective offered by a neomaterialism of Spinozist-Deleuzian inspiration. This perspective pays attention to the matter bodies are made of, the aggregations, the forces, the speeds and the encounters from which bodies emerge as localised events made of their capacities of affecting and being affected. Two of the main implications of this standpoint are: a refutation of the body/mind dualism and the centrality of affects in the constitution of embodiment. 

This implies a shift from an organic body seen in terms of its form, functions and fundamental subjecthood to bodies considered instead in terms of their pathosphere, that is, the sum of their affective capacities. Bodies are no longer isolated, watertight and self-contained wholes, but radically open to their surroundings and made by the totality of their connections and capabilities. 

This ethological perspective, which investigates bodies in fieri on the ground of their materiality and interdependence with other bodies, brings forward also the question of the relationship between theory and practice in the discussion of embodiment. On this topic I will discuss how practices of permanent body modification, specifically tattooing, can be used as experimental tools of bodily metamorphosis.

Robin MacKenzie and Stephen Cox, School of Law, University of Kent

This paper will consider how contrasting narratives of monstrosity, risk and harm construct understandings of body identity disorders. It will focus on stories told by and about those who seek medical assistance for the removal of a healthy limb, or to treat the consequences of attempts at self-help here, like lying on a railway track to achieve amputation. BIID, or Body Integrity Identity Disorder, is the current medicopsychiatric descriptor for those associated with such desires. We explore how far the taxonomic fixity of medicopsychiatric classification hinders the understanding and practice of transableism, or the movement between differing states of ability and disability, and morphosuperflui[di]ty.

Dorothy Roberts, School of Law, Northwestern University

“Race, Population Control, and Reprogenetics: Defining Reproductive Risks in the Neo-liberal Age”

Scholarship on the stratification of reproduction usually contrasts population control policies that penalize poor nonwhite women’s childbearing with policies that promote childbearing by more affluent white women through reproductive technologies.   Rather than place these policies in opposition, this paper explores how both similarly serve neo-liberal ends.  Both population control programs and genetic selection technologies regulate reproductive risks in a way that reinforces biological explanations for social problems and places reproductive duties on women, privatizing remedies for illness and social inequities.

Population control ideology attributes social inequities to risky childbearing by poor minority women, which must then be regulated. This diversion of attention from social causes and solutions reinforces privatization, the hallmark of the neo-liberal state that seeks to reduce social welfare programs while promoting the free market conditions conducive to capital accumulation.  Like punishment of poor women’s childbearing, reprogenetics also shifts responsibility for promoting well being from government to the individual by making women responsible for avoiding genetic risk in their children. The role privileged women play in neo-liberalism’s integrated system of privatization and punishment is obscured by liberal notions of reproductive choice.  

Chrissie Rogers, School of CESSW [Education],Keele University of Keele 

“(S)excerpts from a life once told: Sexual activity and young learning disabled adults,  an engagement with autoethnography?”

This paper will raise questions about ‘doing’ social research within a qualitative research framework, including autobiography, as well as debating contemporary issues related to sexually active young adults who have learning impairments. The questions raised span an array of issues such as: Governance – the surveillance and control of procreation amongst this particular group of young adults. Family practice – Is sexual activity down to the surveillance of the family or main carers of these young adults? How do parents negotiate these ‘real life’ experiences in addressing sensitive issues with their ‘children’? Or do they deny their “child’s” adulthood with the assumption that development (or lack of it). Citizenship and Identity – these young adults have a right to sexual activity if they so wish, but is their potential vulnerability privileged over debates on rights? Although these young adults are developmentally less able does this mean they have a ‘dependent’ and therefore ‘childlike’ identity? Within this ‘working paper’ I wish to address these issues and flesh out the major themes in relation to (em)bodied difference in thinking about the ‘sexual’ body and learning (dis)ability. The autoethnographical methodology is engaged with as a mother with a teenage daughter with learning impairments and the telling of stories. All of these points and questions raised are ever more prominent within social discourses on ‘inclusion’, citizenship and participation. 

Matthew Weait, School of Law, University of Keele

“Disembodying Harm”

One of the significant contributions of feminists to legal theory has been the replacement of autonomy with integrity in discussions of harm and its meanings. While integrity provides us with a way of re-uniting mind and body, and draws attention to the importance of acknowledging embodied subjectivity and experience it is arguable that it reinforces an over-simplified model of embodiment that affirms a boundedness that is both empirically false and potentially disadvantageous to theorizing both the law’s relationship to, and construction of, the body, and the meaning of harm.

In this presentation I will suggest that the immanent contingency, fragility and permeability of bodies is a truth that should inform our theorizing about the meaning of harm. Using HIV infection as an example, I hope to argue for a way of understanding harm, especially as it is constructed in criminal law, that more accurately reflects the experience of those to whom HIV has been transmitted by intimates. Such an understanding is one that entails a dismantling of a physicalist approach to harm and a focus on its affective and relational dimensions.

