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Sexual ethics and politics lie at the core of how we understand and practice our sexual lives. They form the basis 
from which we understand and engage with diverse and different sexualities. Our explicit as well as implicit ethical 
thinking and feeling about sexuality is a significant way of understanding, analysing, evaluating and judging 
sexuality as a personal, public and social construct, exploring ascriptions of both positive and negative values to 
sexual practices that have impacts on those who do them and on societies in which they are done. Sexual ethics 
provides a means of reasoning about what is pathologised, prejudiced against and discriminated against and 
what is held up as healthy, virtuous and legitimate. Sexual ethics seeks to cut through discursive silences, 
aesthetic impressions, poorly reasoned judgments and illegitimate and oppressive state and public responses to 
erotic pleasures and desires. It forms the basis not simply for analyses of the vagaries and ills of contemporary 
moral values, legal rules and political and cultural discourse on sexuality; it allows us to explore and creatively 
imagine better values, discourse and rules in more enlightened societies. And this is, by its very nature, a political 
process. The sexual is political and just as sexual politics could be enriched by emancipatory ethical thinking, 
sexual ethics should connect with contemporary sexual activism, politics and practices aiming at the realisation of 
sexual equality and justice. 
 
Conceived in this way, sexual ethics and politics are a way of grappling with and critically thinking through the 
problems and possibilities of our sexual lives – with the many and diverse ways we think and respond to our and 
other people’s sexualities and the context of sexual rights and justice, and key developments such as sexual 
commerce and work, sexual health and illness, sexual liberty and repression. 
 
We see sexual ethics as a critical and discursive enterprise, informed by transdisciplinary approaches but 
characterised by the application of reasoned deliberation and judgement and ethical thinking in sexual 
scholarship. Ethical discourse on sexuality is enriched by the insights brought by both empirical and theoretical 
work, and by concrete legal, cultural, social, social psychological and political analyses as well as philosophical 
engagement. 
 
INSEP sees the value in the fullest range of approaches to the study of sexual ethics and politics, including: 
gendered and feminist perspectives; distinctive lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and transsexual perspectives; 
queer perspectives; and approaches from more general positions such as liberalism, Marxism and democratic 
theory. The 2014 conference seeks to be an inclusive space of debate, welcoming dialogue and vigorous debate, 
but not sectarianism. 
 
For more information please visit the INSEP website: http://www.insep.ugent.be/insep2014/ 
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Journal: Sexual Ethics and Politics
 

 
Sexual Ethics and Politics: Journal of the International Network for Sexual Ethics and Politics is a trans-
disciplinary journal for the publication of critical research work on any aspect of sexual ethics and politics as it 
pertains to sexual identities, practices, behaviours, relations, orientations, desires and pleasures, geographies, 
histories, national and transnational politics and policy, theories and ideas. It provides a space where academics 
and practitioner/activists can debate key and contemporary issues, debates and disagreements on all aspects of 
sexual ethics and politics. 
 
The journal’s mission is that of the network that underpins it, the International Network for Sexual Ethics and 
Politics. The journal seeks to promote: 

 
• Critical understandings of the ethical problems and possibilities for diverse sexualities; 
• Critical understandings of the discourses, vocabularies and bodies of knowledge by which sexuality is 

conceived, understood and articulated in contemporary societies, and their historical lineages; 
• Critical awareness and evaluations of the beneficence or malfeasance of particular articulations of 

sexuality, strengths or deficiencies of different sexual cultures and discourses, their historical 
antecedents and their contemporary patterns of prejudice, pathology and discrimination or practice and 
advocacy, as well as emergent sexual politics aiming at emancipation and liberation; 

• Critical understandings of the role of law, politics and culture in the prohibition, permission or regulation 
of sexualities, both in its oppressive deployment and possibly liberating possibilities in contemporary 
societies; 

• And, finally, critical and constructive engagements with sexual ethics itself, thinking through its forms, 
role and meanings, and its history, present and future. 

 
For more information, please visit the website: 
 
INSEP: http://www.insep.ugent.be/j-insep/ 
Barbara Budrich Publishers: http://budrich-journals.de/index.php/insep 
 
 

 
 
 
 
INSEP will also publish a book series with Budrich. 
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General Conference Themes 
 

Sexuality is a nexus in which opposing pressures and strivings clash. It is a field of unescapable contestation, 
caught between discipline and revolt, governance and unruliness. All societies confine it, while most individuals 
strive for freedoms and self-determination. 
 
Regulatory, legal, aesthetic, and moral frameworks concerning sexuality lie at the heart of all societies. They 
affect and structure what are considered permissible and non-permissible sexualities; they define and normalize 
accepted, ‘healthy’ and worthwhile forms of sexuality by setting these off against intolerable, deviant, perverse 
and pathological, and immoral sexualities. These frameworks are informed by values and norms, cultural 
backings, images of traditions and histories, and in turn reinforce these. But sexuality is a continuously changing 
and evolving domain, fuelled by, e.g., emancipatory movements, activism, politics, ethics, social, legal and 
cultural change, religion, modernisation and globalisation, and economic pressures and developments. It is a 
domain in which questions and issues of freedoms and liberties, justice and recognition are central. It is a vital 
aspect of self-determination, identity and well-being. These frameworks enable and disable our sexual freedoms 
and unfreedoms and provide the canvas against which the notion of sexual liberation and liberatory movements 
become meaningful. They promote, discourage, delineate and mould our individual sexual agency, identities, 
intimacies, choices and sexual possibilities. 
 
The question then becomes: How should we frame and thematize sexual freedom? Who may make claims on 
which sexual freedoms? What are the limits of sexual freedoms? What is the relation between sexual freedom 
and liberation? And what is the relation between freedom and liberties on the one hand and notions of 
‘emancipation’, ‘progress’, ‘liberation’ and the like on the other?  
 
For this conference we would like to focus on the dynamics, forms and contestations of sexual freedoms and 
unfreedoms, liberties and liberation ranging from the intimate and interpersonal, to the social and the national 
domain, and beyond: on a global scale. 
 
The fourth international conference of INSEP welcomes papers, presentations and panels focusing on conceptual 
and theoretical debates, cultural and political analysis and empirical studies from which conceptual, ethical and 
political conclusions are drawn. 
.
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Venue  
 

Faculty of Arts and Philosophy 
Ghent University 
Blandijnberg 2 
9000 Ghent – Belgium 
 
Room 2.16: REGISTRATION & COFFEE BREAKS 
Room 2.19: PRESENTATIONS 
 
All rooms are located on the second floor. 
 
Hosted by the 
Center for Ethics & Value Inquiry (CEVI) 
Ghent University 
Belgium 
 
Eduroam Wireless internet is available, as well as some fixed computers with an Internet connection. 
 
INSEP2014 is organised & hosted by the 
Center for Ethics & Value Inquiry (CEVI) 
Ghent University 
Belgium 
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General Overview & Timetable 
 

 
Monday 14 July 2014 
 
09:30 - 11:00: Registration 
11:00 - 11:30: Introductory Comments 
11:30 - 13:00: Session 1: Sexual Liberty: Philosophical Reflections 
13:00 - 14:00: Lunch break 
14:00 - 15:30: Session 2: Theorising and Thinking Sexuality 
15:30 - 16:00: Coffee break 
16:00 - 17:30: Session 3: Sexuality, Liberty and Legal Questions 
  
Tuesday 15 July 2014 
 
10:00 - 11:00: Session 4: Sexuality, Youth and Education 
11:00 - 11:30: Coffee break 
11:30 - 13:00: Session 5: Sexuality and Conflicting Beliefs 
13:00 - 14:00: Lunch break  
14:00 - 15:30: Session 6: Sex, Sexuality and Commerce I 
15:30 - 16:00: Coffee break 
16:00 - 17:30: Session 7: Sex, Sexuality and Commerce II 
 
Wednesday 16 July 2014 
 
10:00 - 11:00: Session 8: Sexual Practices and Politics  
11:00 - 11:30: Coffee break 
11:30 - 13:00: Session 9: Identity, Politics and the Personal 
13:00 - 14:00: Lunch break  
14:00 - 15:00: Sessions 10: Sexuality and the 'Problem of Perversion’ 
15:00 - 16:00: Coffee & Development Meeting 
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Monday 14 July 2014 - Overview 
 

 
09:30 - 11:00: REGISTRATION 
 

• Registration: room 216 
 
11:00 - 11:30: INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS 

 
• Welcome to the Conference (Tom Claes and Paul Reynolds) 
• Academic Program for the Conference and Possible Outputs (Paul Reynolds) 
• Conference Activities and Housekeeping (Tom Claes) 

 
11:30 - 13:00: SESSION 1: SEXUAL LIBERTY: PHILOSOPHICAL REFLECTIONS 
 

• Is Sexual Freedom a Valuable Ideal? 
Aaron Ben-Ze'ev – University of Haifa – Haifa, Israel 

• The Invention of Sexual Freedom: Libertinism and the Ethics of Liberty 
Thierry Leterre – Miami University – Miami, USA 

• All that is Solid Melts into Air: Docile Bodies, the Impasse in Sexual Politics and the 
Reinstatement of Practice 
Paul Reynolds – Edge Hill University – Ormskirk, UK 
 

13:00 - 14:00: LUNCH BREAK 
 
14:00 - 15:30: SESSION 2: THEORISING AND THINKING SEXUALITY 
 

• ‘Choice’ and ‘Consent’ – Frameworks and Values in Sex Research 
Tom Claes – Ghent University – Ghent, Belgium 

• Colouring in the “Grey Areas” on Sexual Assault 
Dean Peters – University of Johannesburg – Johannesburg, South Africa 

• Conceptions of Sexual Freedom in Marcuse, Foucault and Rubin 
Peter Drucker – The International Institute for Research and Education (IIRE) – Amsterdam, The 
Netherlands  

 
15:30 - 16:00: COFFEE BREAK 
 
16:00 - 17:30: SESSION 3: SEXUALITY, LIBERTY AND LEGAL QUESTIONS 
 

• Law, Law and Consent: Autassassinophilia and the Paradigmatic Problem of the Limits of 
Consent and Liberal Autonomy 
Mark Thomas – Queensland University of Technology – Brisbane, Australia 

• Whose Consent Matters? Problematizing Heteronormativity in Canadian Consent Law 
Bridgette Desjardins – Wilfrid Laurier University – Waterloo, Canada 

• Sexual Freedoms and Religion: Could (and Should) Sexual Rights Be Defended With the Help of 
Religious Tenets? 
Miguel Angel Quintana Paz – Universidad Europea Miguel de Cervantes – Valladolid, Spain 

 
17:30: CLOSE 
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Tuesday 15 July 2014 - Overview 
 

 
10:00 - 11:00: SESSION 4: SEXUALITY, YOUTH AND EDUCATION 

 
• From Liberation to Diversity? Conceptions of Freedom and Emancipation in Sexuality Education 

Marion Thuswald – Arts Academy of Fine Arts – Vienna, Austria 
• “On the one hand, I agree, there is talk of sexual freedoms; but on the other it feels as though we 

are still locked in the closet”. Conversations with LGBT School Youth on How Homophobia and 
Sexual Orientation is Addressed within South African Schools 
Dennis Francis – University of the Free State – Bloemfontein, South Africa 

 
11:00- 11:30: COFFEE BREAK 
 
11:30 - 13:00: SESSION 5: SEXUALITY AND CONFLICTING BELIEFS 
  

• Shared Commitments, or: Why Monogamists Should Not Have More Than One Child 
Maren Behrensen – Linköping University – Linköping , Sweden 

• Adult-Child Sex and the Limits of Liberal Sexual Morality 
Agustín Malón Marco – University of Zaragoza – Zaragoza, Spain 

 
13:00 - 14:00: LUNCH BREAK 
 
14:00- 15:30: SESSION 6: SEX, SEXUALITY AND COMMERCE I 
 

• The Social Cost of Pornography 
Alicja Gescinska – Princeton University – Princeton, USA 

• Getting Screwed for Money? Who Cares? 
Jacqueline M. Davies – Queen's University at Kingston – Kingston, Canada  

• Constructing Childhood: Children’s Views on “Beauty” and “Sexuality” 
Galatia Kallitsi – University of Cyprus – Nicosia, Cyprus 

 
15:30 - 16:00: COFFEE BREAK 
 
16:00 - 17:30: SESSION 7: SEX, SEXUALITY AND COMMERCE II 
 

• ‘Mature Women Who Like to Show’: Sexuality and Agency in Online Photographic Self-
Presentations of Older Women 
Anna Kurpaska – King’s College – London, UK 

• Challenging Sexual Freedom On The Issue Of Women And Porn 
Verena Chiara Kuckenberger – University of Graz/Medical University of Graz – Graz, Austria 

• Feminist Porn: Debates Around Ethics and the Freedom to Desire 
Alessandra Mondin – CRMCS, University of Sunderland – Sunderland, UK 

 
17:30: CLOSE 
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Wednesday 16 July 2014 – Overview  
 

 
10:00 - 11:00: SESSION 8: SEXUAL PRACTICES AND POLITICS 
 

• Sex, Money, and Revolution: Pursuing Practices of Freedom in Contemporary Cuba 
Megan Daigle – University of Gothenburg – Gothenburg, Sweden 

• A New Outburst of Sexuality: Post-Soviet Georgian Woman Poetry 
Ana Kopaliani – Tbilisi State University – Tbilisi, Georgia 

 
11:00- 11:30: COFFEE BREAK 
 
11:30 - 13:00: SESSION 9: IDENTITY, POLITICS AND THE PERSONAL 

 
• “There were eight of us, but we didn’t even know how to ask”: The Construction of a Political 

Subject among Positive Women in Mexico 
Ana Amuchástegui – Universidad Autónoma Metropolitana-Xochimilco – Mexico City,  Mexico 

• Developing the Function Acquisition Speed Test for Anti-Gay Bias 
Aoife Cartwright – National University of Ireland – Maynooth, Ireland 

• Moralities of Gender, Sexuality and Kinship: Navigating Silence and Disclosure in Kin 
Relationships 
Wim Peumans – University of Leuven – Leuven, Belgium 
 

13:00 - 14:00: LUNCH BREAK 
 
14.00 - 15:00: SESSION 10: SEXUALITY AND THE 'PROBLEM OF PERVERSION’ 
 

• Pragmatic Arguments for a Concept of Perversion 
Christian Perring – Dowling College – New York, USA 

• Limits of Sexual Freedom and the Notion of Perversion 
Nenad Cekić – University of Belgrade – Belgrade, Serbia 

 
15:00 - 16:00: COFFEE & DEVELOPMENT MEETING 
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 MONDAY 14 July 2014 – Abstracts 
 

 
09:30 - 11:00: REGISTRATION 
 
11:00 - 11:30: INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS 
 

• Welcome to the Conference (Tom Claes and Paul Reynolds) 
• Academic Program for the Conference and Possible Outputs (Paul Reynolds) 
• Conference Activities and Housekeeping (Tom Claes) 

 
11:30 - 13:00: SESSION 1: SEXUAL LIBERTY: PHILOSOPHICAL REFLECTIONS 
  
 

Is Sexual Freedom a Valuable Ideal?
 

Aaron Ben-Ze'ev – University of Haifa – Haifa, Israel 
 
Isaiah Berlin (2002) distinguishes between negative freedom, referring to the limits within which the 
individual can act unobstructed by others, and positive freedom, in which the individual can flourish and 
be his own master. Similarly, Tory Higgins (1997) distinguishes between prevention-focused behavior, 
which is concerned with “oughts” related to protection, and promotion-focused behavior, which is 
concerned with ideals related to one's flourishing. Preventing sexual freedom is typically an instrumental 
value protecting other values; promoting sexual freedom has an intrinsic value when part of one's 
flourishing. Indeed, people in love occasionally feel chained by external constraints preventing them from 
acting in accordance with their sexual desires, yet they are ready to let their beloved rob them of their 
liberty, since it promotes their flourishing. We may speak here of a self-determining freedom: I am free 
when my decision is based upon my values and constraints rather than upon random external factors 
(Taylor, 1991).The abundance of attractive sexual (and romantic) opportunities makes external attempts 
to prevent sexual freedom futile. The value of sexual freedom should be determined by its contribution to 
the agent's flourishing. 
 A major difficulty of greater sexual freedom in contemporary Western society is the constant feeling 
of missed opportunities and hence the feeling of making romantic compromises. The many alluring 
sexual opportunities hinder flourishing by preventing people from being happy with their own lot (Ben-
Ze'ev & Goussinsky, 2008). Too much freedom has its own price, increasing people's uncertainty and 
dissatisfaction (Schwartz, 2004). 
 Clarifying the value of sexual freedom requires distinguishing between romantic intensity, 
expressed in a snapshot picture of a given romantic experience, and romantic profundity, involving 
shared activities that fulfill essential needs of the couple's long-term flourishing (Krebs, 2014). Sexual 
freedom increases romantic intensity but decreases romantic profundity. Enduring, profound romantic 
relationships curb sexual freedom to the extent that it does not harm the couple's flourishing. Sexual 
freedom should not be limited to the greatest lover of your life; however, some aspects of intimacy 
associated with one's flourishing are characteristic of healthy beneficial sex. 
 
References 
Ben-Ze'ev, A. & Goussinsky, R., 2008. In the Name of Love: Romantic Ideology and its Victims. Oxford: 

Oxford University Press. 
Berlin, I., 2002. “Two Concepts of Liberty.” In: Liberty. Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 166-217. 
Higgins, E. T., 1997. “Beyond Pleasure and Pain.” American Psychologist, 52, pp. 1280-1300. 
Krebs, A., 2014. Zwischen Ich und Du. Eine dialogische Philosophie der Liebe. Frankfurt: Suhrkamp. 
Taylor, C., 1991. The Ethics of Authenticity. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press. 
Schwartz, B., 2004. The Paradox of Choice: Why More is Less. New York: HarperCollins. 

 
 

The Invention of Sexual Freedom: Libertinism and the Ethics of Liberty 
 

Thierry Leterre – Miami University – Miami, USA 
 
This proposal investigates the link between sexual freedom and Enlightenment conceptions of Liberty. It 
focuses on the role played by literary Libertinism in legitimizing sexual emancipation as part of a general 
movement towards freedom. 
 Firstly, Libertinism makes sense of the very idea of sexual freedom. It challenges the dominant 
conception framing sex as an experience of enslavement to one’s bodily desires and to the others. In 
this view, sexual freedom is devoid of meaning (so meaningless it is not worth talking about). Using 
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literature to build an overt discourse (ie. a meaningful process) about sex, 18th century Libertinism 
allows sexual freedom to be conceivable. 
 Secondly, Libertinism includes in this discourse emerging political conceptions of Liberty—
establishing a sound link between “Libertinism” and “Liberty”. 
 Libertinism: 1/ Reframes the role of imagination / sexual fantasy, flipping over commonplace 
philosophy of imagination as unbound by reality and considering it a sign of true Liberty, disfranchised 
from constraints or social rules. 2/ De-dramatizes the social impact of ethical norms on social conducts 
by emphasizing the sphere of privacy: private “vices” (vice in libertine texts ranges from non-marital sex 
in the garden to swinging, prostitution…) do not impact the public good. 3/ Reassesses the role of the 
body and of sexual desire making them a source of free activity. 4/ Regards social interactions in the 
spirit of a free market ideology extended to any kind of human intercourse—including sexual intercourse. 
4/ Dismisses social and gender inequalities by making sex the great “equalizer” across social classes 
(everybody has sex). 
 Eventually, Libertinism introduces an ethical liberalism grounding the idea of morals on Liberty. It 
also reveals the ambiguity of such a conception when, for instance, libertine literature crudely depicts the 
oppression of prostitutes or turns into the apology of violence found in Sade. 

 
 

All that is Solid Melts into Air: Docile Bodies, the Impasse in Sexual Politics and the 
Reinstatement of Practice 

 
Paul Reynolds – Edge Hill University – Ormskirk, UK 
 
TBA 

 
 
13:00 - 14:00: LUNCH BREAK 
 
14:00 - 15:30: SESSION 2: THEORISING AND THINKING SEXUALITY 
 
 

‘Choice’ and ‘Consent’ – Frameworks and Values in Sex Research 
 

Tom Claes – Ghent University – Ghent, Belgium 
 

TBA 
 
 

Colouring in the “Grey Areas” on Sexual Assault 
 

Dean Peters – University of Johannesburg – Johannesburg, South Africa 
 
Infamously, the term “grey rape” has been used to describe cases of partnered sex where consent is 
ambiguous. This terminology has rightfully been criticised for conflating assault and faultless “bad sex”. 
The debate has, however, usefully highlighted the general moral confusion that exists around sex that 
involves intoxication and/or unclear communication. In this paper, I attempt to provide an ethical 
“colouring in” of these “grey areas”. Applying the Kantian principle of humanity, I assume that a person 
violates consent to the extent that they ignore, or negligently fail to ascertain, a sexual partner’s 
intentions and desires relating to a sex act (or its absence). 
 I use this idea, firstly, to advocate for a standard of sexual consent which might be called “real 
consent”, contrasting it with “mere consent” and the “enthusiastic consent” that has been promoted in 
certain feminist circles. Real consent, I argue, is that which adequately expresses a person’s interests in 
sex, whether or not those involve sexual pleasure. A person, for instance, can give real consent to sex 
for reproductive purposes, even if they do not find this sex pleasurable. 
 Secondly, I show how these ideas allow us to articulate what is wrong in some cases where 
consent is ambiguous. Suppose, for instance, that Bill has sex with Alice after verbally ‘overriding’ or 
simply ignoring a ‘soft’ denial of consent, such as “Not right now”. This lacks a standard feature of rape 
as defined under law, namely force or coercion, but Bill nevertheless behaves wrongly because he gives 
insufficient consideration to Alice’s interests. A similar analysis holds when Bill has sex with Alice while 
she is so intoxicated that she is unable to express considered interests, even if her immediate behaviour 
appears to indicate consent. 
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Conceptions of Sexual Freedom in Marcuse, Foucault and Rubin 
 

Peter Drucker – The International Institute for Research and Education (IIRE) – Amsterdam, The 
Netherlands 
 
The many victories won by LGBT movements in recent years are complicated for the left by the use of 
arguments for sexual freedom to justify Islamophobia, cuts to foreign aid and poor LGBT people's social 
benefits, and wars in western Asia. More fundamentally, conceptions of sexual freedom are often 
formalist and founded on liberal individualism. This paper examines alternative ways of looking at sexual 
freedom, notably Michel Foucault's contribution to understanding power at micro-level, Gayle Rubin's 
contribution to the fight against sex-negativity, and above all Herbert Marcuse's vision of a society freed 
from surplus repression and repressive desublimation and permeated by the erotic charge of 
polymorphous perversity. The paper also explores the limitations of each of these conceptions: 
Foucault's rejection of any global relationship of forces between oppressor and oppressed that could be 
changed for the better, Rubin's neglect of the many subtle mechanisms for disparaging, discouraging or 
regulating sexual dissent, and Marcuse's failure to analyse the historically variant ways in which the 
sexualities to be liberated are shaped. The paper notes that the direction of the vector of sexual 
oppression and the logic of the hierarchy of sexualities are usually external to the sexual realm, reflecting 
the interests and ideologies of dominant economic, social and political forces. It concludes by linking 
sexual conceptions of freedom to a broader social conception, which embraces but goes beyond 
freedom as the absence of repression and as the diversity of sexual pleasures, and integrates a queer 
rebellion against a commercial, nationalist and racialised gay normality into a fight against the neoliberal 
world order. In this fight, the self-organisation and self-emancipation of the oppressed will be central to a 
strategy for sexual and general human liberation. 
 
 

15:30 - 16:00: COFFEE BREAK 
 
16:00 - 17:30: SESSION 3: SEXUALITY, LIBERTY AND LEGAL QUESTIONS 
 
 

Law, Law and Consent: Autassassinophilia and the Paradigmatic Problem of the Limits of 
Consent and Liberal Autonomy 

 
Mark Thomas – Queensland University of Technology – Brisbane, Australia 
 
Lawyers, Guns and Money? 
 
Within the liberal tradition, consent (and the related concept of autonomy) forms a touchstone for the 
permissibility of conduct. Acts which, in the absence of consent, would be criminal in nature (eg assault, 
and indeed any form of sexual interaction) are rendered legitimate through the operation of consent. 
Consent is (arguably) necessarily confined by two essential criteria – it is vitiated where it can be 
classified as having been obtained in such a way that it is not fully informed; and it limited – particularly 
in the field of sexuality – to adults. 
 Orthodox approaches to consent and violence recognise the capacity of adults to consent to 
assault, but also limit that capacity against an arbitrary scale, whereby the capacity to consent is no 
longer recognised at law. In common law jurisdictions, the boundary at which consent fails to operate as 
a determinant of criminality lies at the artificial distinction between bodily harm and grievous bodily harm. 
Beyond that (contested) junction, consent is deprived of its capacity to legtimise conduct freely entered 
into in full knowledge of the potential for injury or death. 
 Autassasinophilia (a form of sexual deviance classified by John Money, though unrecognised in 
formal psychiatric classifications of paraphilias) and its apparent opposite, (equally a creature of Money’s 
seemingly limitless capacity for invention) represent a test of liberal democracies’ capacity to meet the 
rhetoric of autonomy which resonates throughout the concept of consent, operating beyond the limits of 
“mere” sadism or masochism. Autassasinophilia and erotophonophilia (classified for convenience as two 
sides of lust-murder) – represented by the cases of Sharon Lopatka in the United States and Armin 
Meiwes in Germany respectively – have seen law adopt a paternalistic stance where, despite fully 
informed consent clearly established by the evidence, the legal paradigm insists that “we know what’s 
best”, and engages in a circular form of reasoning in which the desires which underpin conduct are 
classified as aberrant or deviant (“you must be mad to want this”), and this classification, in itself, 
deprives individuals of the capacity to consent at law (“because you are mad, you cannot consent”). 
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Whose Consent Matters? Problematizing Heteronormativity in Canadian Consent Law 
 

Bridgette Desjardins – Wilfrid Laurier University – Waterloo, Canada 
 
Since Trudeau’s 1969 Omnibus declaration, which widened sexual freedoms for Canadian citizens, the 
legal regulation of sexuality has grown more conservative despite the decades long struggles of various 
sexual liberation movements. The question of consent has been debated at length, but as legal 
regulation is never static the answer to the question ‘whose consent matters?’ is frequently in flux. The 
2011 Supreme Court of Canada decision on R. v. J.A. impacts the sexual freedom of Canadian citizens 
and changed the nature of consent law in Canada. The case involved a couple who engaged in 
consensual erotic asphyxiation, and questioned whether the consent of the partner who was chocked 
into unconsciousness is valid; the court ruled that it is not. According to this ruling prior consent is 
deemed invalid, as the court declared that consent is valid only if one is able to give it continuously 
throughout a sexual act. This paper analyzes the implications of this negation of prior consent for those 
who engage in non-normative sexual practices. Despite the claims of various feminist groups that herald 
this decision as a major feminist victory, I argue that this ruling is highly problematic; the ruling penalizes 
non-normative sexualities and compromises bodily autonomy, effectively promoting heteronormative 
sexuality. Throughout the paper I will argue that the negation of prior consent not only infringes sexual 
freedom, but also works to promote heteronormative sexuality, drawing on foreign legal regulation (such 
as the UK’s R. v. Brown case) as well as domestic instances in which prior consent is valid in areas 
other than sex (such as during medical surgery, powers of attorney, etc.). 

 
 

Sexual Freedoms and Religion: Could (and Should) Sexual Rights Be Defended With the Help of 
Religious Tenets?

 
Miguel Angel Quintana Paz – Universidad Europea Miguel de Cervantes – Valladolid, Spain 
 
Some defenders of rights (and sexual rights) support the idea that their best possible defense is one 
detached from any religious connotation. Rights are universal, religions are particular (although many of 
them aspire to universality) and therefore a solid vindication of the former cannot rely on the unstable 
ground given by the latter. This strategy in defense of rights has been recently questioned, though, by 
moral philosophers like Michael Sandel and, to a certain extent, Jürgen Habermas. According to their 
view, the idea of a set of rights totally alienated from concrete conceptions of the good life (as the ones 
provided by religions) is eventually detrimental to these very rights. The reason is that if we don’t show 
the connection of rights with emancipatory conceptions of the good life, then the language of rights could 
be abused, without opposition, to fit into other conceptions of the good life (oppressive conceptions). 
This is the reason why religious debate, or any other ethical debate about what a good life is, should not 
be exclusively left to people without a particular interest in the defense of rights (and sexual rights). Quite 
to the contrary, people who do share that interest must take an active role in it using not only abstract, 
but also contextual arguments taken from the different religious traditions at stake. 
 My contribution will firstly explain this general, and theoretical, argument for a defense of sexual 
rights within the context of religious worldviews. And later I will proceed to apply that principle and 
enumerate some examples of religious tenets (especially Christian ones) that could be discussed from 
an emancipatory outlook, i.e. examples that could be used to defend sexual rights beyond stereotypical 
conceptions of these religious traditions. 
 
 

17:30: CLOSE 
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10:00 - 11:00: SESSION 4: SEXUALITY, YOUTH AND EDUCATION 
 
 

From Liberation to Diversity? Conceptions of Freedom and Emancipation in Sexuality Education 
 

Marion Thuswald – Arts Academy of Fine Arts – Vienna, Austria 
 
Freedom and emancipation have been important concepts in theories on sex education since the 1960s. 
In the German speaking countries an academic discourse on sex education has risen around the 1968 
movement, co-occuring with the discussion on implementing sex education in school. From that time on 
theories on emancipatory sex education were published besides Christian-conservative and repressive 
approaches (see e.g. Koch 2013; Schmidt/Sielert 2012). 
 In one of the first such texts called ‘Repressive and non-repressive sex education during 
adolescence1, the term freedom is already important. Helmut Kentler uses this term in the sense of 
‘freedom from’ as well as ‘freedom for’: ‘Sex education must be free from fear […] and should free 
[youngsters] to experience pleasure and love’2. While there were just few publications on emancipatory 
approaches at that time, this has changed since then: In the last twenty years most of the German 
academic writings on the topic position themselves in the tradition of emancipatory sex education. Some 
of the contemporary texts prefer the term neo- emancipatory sex education to express continuities but 
also shifts in theory production (see e.g. Hammer/Ziegelwanger 2012: 105ff.). 
 The paper at hand focuses on the question how freedom and emancipation are conceived in 
contemporary theories on sex education and explores changes and shifts in their conceptions since the 
1960s: 

• How is the significance of freedom and emancipation in contemporary theories on sex 
education? 

• How are they understood and given reason for? 
• Which shifts and changes in the conceptions of freedom and emancipation can be found? 

The paper assumes that shifts in the conception of freedom and emancipation are influenced on the one 
hand by the reception of deconstructive and poststructuralist theories especially from Gender and Queer 
Studies and on the other hand by the analysis of societal change that has brought new challenges for 
sex education (e.g. AIDS or new information and communication technologies). 
 Are freedom and emancipation still central concepts in so called emancipatory sex education or are 
they being replaced by diversity, anti-discrimination and inclusion? 
 
Notes 
1 English translation by Marion Thuswald, original German title: “Repressive und nicht repressive 
Sexualerziehung im Jugendalter” 
2 “Sexualerziehung muss frei sein von Angst […] und sie soll freimachen zu Genuss und zur Liebe” 
(Kentler 1976: 30f.) 
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“On the one hand, I agree, there is talk of sexual freedoms; but on the other it feels as though we 
are still locked in the closet”. Conversations with LGBT School Youth on How Homophobia and 
Sexual Orientation is Addressed within South African Schools 

 
Dennis Francis – University of the Free State – Bloemfontein, South Africa 
 
The South African constitution is one of the most progressive in the world in terms of constitutional and 
legislative rights, which protects LGBT people. However, the social realities are not so encouraging. A 
report by the Human Rights Watch, while acknowledging the legislative accomplishments of the South 
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African post-apartheid government, noted that “South Africa still confronts unfulfilled responsibilities in 
implementing its constitutional protections…too often, South Africa has let its commitments rest on the 
shelf or remain idle in constitutional clauses, unsupported by action” (2003, p. 55). For example, Msibi’s 
(2012) research with queer township youth explored how derogatory language, fears of contagion, and 
perceptions about religion and culture serve to marginalize LGBT youth, while teachers may explicitly or 
implicitly support these discourses, or at best feel unprepared to challenge them. Also, research with 18 
self-identified gay and lesbian youth between 16 and 21 years of age revealed harassment both by 
peers and teachers, as well as a silence in the curriculum around LGBT issues (Butler, Alpaslan, 
Strümpher, & Astbury, 2003). DePalma and Francis (2013) based on their research with teachers 
concluded that there is a strong disconnect between the progressive legislation detailed above and 
education policy, from which sexual diversity is strikingly absent. 
 For this paper, I explore this disconnect further and report on the findings from in-depth interviews 
with 18 South African LGBT youth, between 16 and 18 years of age, on how they make meaning of the 
promised protections and freedoms promised by the constitutions and their own schooling social reality. I 
argue that despite regulatory frameworks informed by cultural nostalgia and high levels of heterosexism, 
LGBT youth reposition themselves as sexual agents by asserting their freedoms and challenging their 
unfreedoms in ways in which the idea of sexual liberation become significant. 

 
 
11:00 - 11:30: COFFEE BREAK 
 
11:30 - 13:00: SESSIONS 5: SEXUALITY AND CONFLICTING BELIEFS 
 
 

Shared Commitments, or: Why Monogamists Should Not Have More Than One Child 
 

Maren Behrensen – Linköping University – Linköping , Sweden 
 
I want to advance a conditional defense of polyamory by showing how opponents of polyamory are 
committed to claims they would regard as indefensible in other contexts. I will be focusing on the 
following two arguments against polyamory: 

1) Polyamorous relationships are necessarily unequal (since they involve intransitive romantic 
commitments; cf. Brooks 2009) 

2) Polyamory can never be an expression of genuine romantic commitment (since it requires 
shared commitments, and genuine romantic commitment is necessarily exclusive; cf. Scruton 
1986) 

The first claim is an equivocation of polyamory with polygamy (cf. Strauss 2012). The claim suggests 
that all polyamorous relationships involve intransitive romantic arrangements where one person is 
partnered with multiple others, who are not partnered with one another (the classic, patriarchal case 
being a man with multiple wives). Even if it can be shown that there is something fundamentally unequal 
and thus morally objectionable about the classic, patriarchal case, this objection would not extend to all 
polyamorous relationships, or else one could also object to all dyadic romantic relationships on the 
ground that many of them actualize questionable social norms. 
 The second claim suggests that romantic commitment is one of the few kinds of personal, 
emotional commitment that is necessarily exclusive (perhaps with patriotism as the only other member of 
that group). This suggestion lacks a solid philosophical defense. Surely there is a limit to the number of 
people any one person can be romantically committed to (just as there is a limit to the number of friends 
one can be committed to). But that the limit is commonly thought to be “one” in the case of romantic love 
seems to be the result of social conditioning rather than something that reflects an unchanging quality of 
love (cf. Kipnis 2004). 
 If, on the other hand, romantic commitments are indeed necessarily exclusive, then we should ask 
why this is not so in the case of other expressions of commitment, such as parental love (that is, we 
should ask why romantic love is thought to be devalued or destroyed by non-exclusivity, while parental 
love or love for one’s friends is not). 
 
References 
Brooks, Thom. 2009. “The Problem with Polygamy.” Philosophical Topics, 37 (2): 109–22. 
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Adult-Child Sex and the Limits of Liberal Sexual Morality 
 

Agustín Malón Marco – University of Zaragoza – Zaragoza, Spain 
 
This paper has a dual purpose. On one hand it aims to reveal how the ethical analysis of sexual 
relationships between adults and prepubescent children very clearly shows us the limits and 
contradictions of contemporary liberal morality regarding sexual matters. On the other, it will show that in 
order to understand our general moral condemnation of these experiences, we need to use arguments 
from a more conservative view of sex and sexual morality. 
 I will begin by presenting the most common arguments for condemning sexual experiences 
between children and adults. These stem from the perspective of general morality, since it is understood 
that human sexuality, perceived as a morally neutral or even irrelevant issue of physical pleasure —
sensualist conception—, does not pose any special ethical requirements. From this currently dominant 
perspective, sexual conduct should not therefore be morally assessed without using the same principles 
and theories that govern any other aspect of human existence. Even though, from the concept of Kantian 
or utilitarian based ethics, we can outline multiple reasons to forbid these experiences, all of them result 
in a basically prudential condemnation, always leaving the possibility open that, under certain 
circumstances, these relationships may be morally admissible.  
 Some shortcomings and contradictions in these liberal arguments suggest that it would be of 
interest to refer to other authors and ideas to value adult-child sex, approaches that are based on a 
specific sexual morality concerning the issue of sexual virtues and a more complex —intentional— 
conception of human sexual desire. From this perspective, I will develop three different arguments to 
condemn adult-child sex, a view which while not rejecting the Kantian and utilitarian approaches, 
complement and transform them with a virtue ethic that questions not only the permissibility of certain 
acts but also their moral desirability. This directs us to the importance of attending to the educational 
dimension of this moral problem. 

 
 
13:00 - 14:00: LUNCH BREAK 
 
14:00 - 15:30: SESSION 6: SEXUALITY AND COMMERCE I 
 
 

The Social Cost of Pornography 
 

Alicja Gescinska – Princeton University – Princeton, USA 
 
TBA 

 
 

Getting Screwed for Money? Who Cares?
 

Jacqueline M. Davies – Queen's University at Kingston – Kingston, Canada  
 
Prostituted woman as victim is a powerful trope in public policy debates, especially 21st century efforts to 
reform the regulation of commercial sex. It appears at ideologically diverse sites, deployed by sex worker 
rights activists and Green advocates of decriminalization; by conservative and feminist abolitionists and 
harm reductionist proponents of legalization. The rhetorical (ab)use of this figure threatens “her” agency, 
even when voiced by women’s and sex worker rights advocates for the stated purpose of defending their 
agency. 
 In Canada salaciously horrific headlines about the murder and dismemberment of women from the 
Vancouver stroll are echoed in Supreme Court arguments about sex work. Yet calls for inquiry into cases 
of missing and murdered Aboriginal women are dismissed. Idle No More street and internet demands for 
response to First Nations’ housing, health, and social emergencies meets mainstream media ridicule and 
glib government denial of our colonial history. Divide and conquer tactics are reproduced in 
representations of Aboriginal diversity in debates about the sale of sex. 
 Rhetorical focus on sexual victimization is an effective diversion. It deflects attention from the 
material and political needs articulated by those most exploited by global capitalism (getting screwed for 
money big time). Moral panic about human (sex)trafficking obscures the intensifying processes that 
moving migrant labour, further facilitating exploitation. With reference to the epistemological dimension of 
what Charles Mills identifies as The Racial Contract, I examine how ignorance is generated in this 
context. I explore the contrast between efforts to protect and rescue vulnerable women and children from 
the dangers of working the streets while the noise of the racist, homophobic, transphobic, and settler-‐
colonial economic engine that puts people on the streets is quietly ignored or refueled. 
 Who cares and who profits? 
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Constructing Childhood: Children’s Views on “Beauty” and “Sexuality”
 

Galatia Kallitsi – University of Cyprus – Nicosia, Cyprus 
 
In the last century there has been a moral panic in academic and media debates regarding the early 
sexualization of children, especially girls, that presumably leads to a loss of “the innocence of childhood”. 
This literature indicates concerns about the sexualization of children, focusing mostly on issues such as 
psychological effects, fears about sexual abuse and on the negative impact on children’s development 
overall. 
 However, as Egan (2013) states, these anti-sexualization arguments do not reflect the voices of 
young girls and boys who are active participants in the sexual consumerist cultures and messages. This 
paper is based on an ethnographic project that aims at understanding children’s perspectives on the 
concept of “beauty” and their consumer attitudes in fashion and popular culture. Twenty children of 
primary school age in Cyprus were interviewed in their home environment and they were asked to share 
their favorite fashion items and talk about their favorite celebrities. Items such as fashion magazines, 
school pictures, and dolls dressed by “Dollz Mania” online dress-up game were used as a starting point 
for discussing the desirable “beauty” ideal. Subsequent interviews with children’s mothers provided 
additional information on maternal intervention strategies on consumption practices. 
 My goal in this presentation is to explore the way “childhood” is constructed through children’s 
interpretation of the concepts of “beauty” and “sexuality” and their engagement with the social and 
cultural context of the “beautiful” and “sexualized” ideals that are promoted by the media. The major 
contribution of this paper is that it attempts to link feminist theory on beauty and sexualization with 
empirical data, based on children’s experiences and understandings of these issues. 
 Results indicate that children’s understandings of “beauty” and “sexuality” are deeply influenced by 
mass media models. More specifically, “beauty” is often conflated with “sexuality”, which means that 
many girls’ attempts to become beautiful lead to practices of early self-sexualization. However, social 
factors (socioeconomic background, urban/rural location, religion) must be taken into account, since they 
seem to be related with different levels of children’s media critical thinking skills and sexual agency. 
 
References 
Egan, D. 2013. Becoming Sexual. A Critical Appraisal on the Sexualization of Girls. Cambridge: Polity 

Press. 
 

15:30 - 16:00: COFFEE BREAK 
 
 
16:00 - 17:30: SESSION 7: SEX, SEXUALITY AND COMMERCE II 
 
 

‘Mature Women Who Like to Show’: Sexuality and Agency in Online Photographic Self-
Presentations of Older Women 

 
Anna Kurpaska – King’s College – London, UK 
 
The proposed paper will examine issues of sexual agency and ethics in sexually explicit photographic 
self-presentations of women aged over fifty distributed on photo-sharing sites such as Flickr. It aims to 
question whether sexualisation of the aging female body by the woman herself can open up potential for 
agency, as a wilful and knowing embrace of female sexuality and sex-positivity, and intentional 
subversion of representational conventions and social norms that prohibit older women from expressing 
sexuality and eroticism as elements of their identity. The paper will address the photographic practices in 
question in relation to the discourse of ‘new aging’ characterized by emphasis on rejuvenation and 
maintenance of functioning sexuality (Katz and Marshall 2003: 13). It will also discuss this phenomenon 
of pornified self-display of aging women through the lens of Foucault’s notion of technologies of the self 
(1988) and feminist theories concerned with gendered performances of selfhood and Butler’s theory of 
performativity (1990), aiming to critically examine the significance of explicit demonstrations of hetero-
sexuality for the construction and expression of femininity in contemporary culture. In particular, it will 
attempt to examine the complicated positioning of the sexed aging female body within the postfeminist 
sensibility (Gill 2007), where sexualisation of the self is expected mainly from young and conventionally 
attractive women but denied to those who do not meet these exclusionary standards, and in relation to 
shifting attitudes towards sexuality and its representations exemplary of wider ‘democratization and 
diversification of sexual discourse’ (McNair 2002: 205), such as ‘pornographication of the mainstream’ 
and ‘striptease culture’ of sexual self-revelation. 
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Challenging Sexual Freedom On The Issue Of Women And Porn 
 

Verena Chiara Kuckenberger – University of Graz/Medical University of Graz – Graz, Austria 
 
The role of pornography in our society has changed in the last decades. The accessibility through the 
Internet shifted the pattern of consumerism, and in general it became more openly debated and partly 
more accepted. In our current perception, porn is a part of sexual practice, almost an ‘every-day-thing’. 
Despite this development there is a perceptible gap in the understanding of pornography concerning 
male and female sexuality. While the consumption of pornography is conceived as something ‘natural’ 
for men, for women it is still a divided issue. In my research I challenge these differences, by questioning 
their origins and legitimacy.  
 Previous opinions that had a significant impact on our recent understanding of the topic suggested, 
that women take no pleasure in looking. This assumption implicates, that women are not interested in 
pornography and are not aroused by watching explicit material in the same way as man are. Consuming 
pornography is still kind of a social taboo, in terms of being socially accepted for women to consume 
porn and to talk about it. This derives from self-regulation as well as regulation through the society, both 
being influenced by a certain sexual script for women. Over and above the debating of these cultural and 
historic dimensions, research raises the question about differences in porn consumption – is there a 
more ‘suitable’ version for women? A ‘right’ pattern of consumerism, concerning the frequency or the 
circumstances? Analysing the production of ‚porn for women’ or ‚couple’s porn’, findings suggest there 
are certain implications how it is more ‘appropriate’ for women to consume: e.g. if they consume with 
their partners, consume only every once in a while, at a certain time of their lives (just to try that once 
etc.), consume products that are custom made for women, if they follow certain characteristics (e.g. no 
anal sex, no cumshots in the face).  
 Those differences are pointed out, analysed and partly contradicted. Conducted Interviews with 
women about women’s porn give further insight in their reactions to actual productions, which concur as 
well as oppose those stated views. 
 

 
Feminist Porn: Debates Around Ethics and the Freedom to Desire 

 
Alessandra Mondin – CRMCS, University of Sunderland – Sunderland, UK 
 
The paper will explore the various efforts to put into practice a feminist ethics of representation and 
production as defining characteristics for feminist porn. For instance, feminist porn directors, like Tristan 
Taormino (2013), and feminist porn performers, like Jiz Lee, put the care and respect of the performers 
and the exercise of their agency as one of the key features of feminist porn. The independent erotic 
filmmaker Petra Joy goes further, suggesting that feminist porn, by definition, should subvert 
conventional rules and present equality of the sexes (Sabo 2013, 49). For instance, she opts for 
boundaries around the type of sexual acts shown in her films, and in how they are performed, choosing 
‘not to portray any sexual actions that many women experience as degrading such as forced fellatio, 
extreme anal sex and cum shots into the woman’ s face’ (Joy 2013). Another vision of feminist ethics 
around content is present, for example, in the words of the erotic writer, film director and producer Erika 
Lust when she argues that it is impossible to label certain sexual acts or preferences as feminist and 
some others as not feminist (Sabo 2013, 50). Defining certain acts or practices, ‘feminist’ or ‘non-
feminist’ brings to the fore the hierarchizing of some desires as ‘more ethical’ than others, a worrying 
possibility whereby some desires – for example, the pleasures of temporary and consensual self-
objectification, BDSM, consensual and risk-aware violence, extreme fantasy, or desires that are sensitive 
in political terms – are delegitimized as failing on some ethical standard and are therefore ruled out as 
viable and feminist desires. The paper will also tackle this issue in terms of the audience's 
understandings, desires, affective resonances, and expectations they have and how they deal with the 
productive tensions of feminist porn. 
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10:00 - 11:00: SESSION 8: SEXUAL PRACTICES AND POLITICS 
 
 

Sex, Money, and Revolution: Pursuing Practices of Freedom in Contemporary Cuba 
 

Megan Daigle – University of Gothenburg – Gothenburg, Sweden 
 
Since the economic crisis of the 1990s in Cuba, pursuing relationships with foreigners has emerged as a 
viable means of accessing hard currency, consumer goods, travel, and emigration – of gaining 
admittance to a perceived better life. For young Cubans, these interactions form the basis of a complex 
sexual-affective economy, now a normalised part of life in Cuba, and have become a means of resisting 
scarcity and isolation. State institutions, on the other hand, have condemned relationships between 
Cubans and foreigners as transactional and emotionally vacant, categorizing the Cubans involved as 
‘prostitutes’ and enacting a programme of mass arrests and ‘rehabilitation’ centres. The state's approach 
renders all interactions with foreigners suspect, focusing particularly on sexual/romantic liaisons between 
(Afro-)Cuban women and (white) foreign men. By locating virtue in austerity and linking up young 
women's sexualities to notions of national pride, honour, and identity, it serves to pathologise and 
criminalise those who associate with tourists, dress provocatively, or frequent heavily-touristed areas. 
This characterisation of ‘deviant’ women as troublesome bodies renders them vulnerable to multiple 
forms of violence in their everyday lives. 
 In the context of escalating repression, sexual-affective relationships can be read as a practice of 
resistance. In turning away from the values and ideals of Revolutionary ideology, and refusing the 
pastoral and rehabilitative ‘care’ offered by state institutions, young Cubans disinvest themselves from 
normative power and resist subjection. As Deleuze points out, “*life becomes resistance to power when 
power takes life as its object.” The mere act of living life, freely and happily despite the risks, becomes a 
mode of resistance and self-creation. Using sex, sexuality, affect, the body, and even love as tools, 
these young Cubans engage in a kind of aesthetic self-creation which presents a pointed ideological and 
political challenge to the operation of power and subject-formation in Cuba.  

 
 

A New Outburst of Sexuality: Post-Soviet Georgian Woman Poetry 
 

Ana Kopaliani – Tbilisi State University – Tbilisi, Georgia 
 
In 1986 a beautiful Russian young woman who attended broadcast conference between the Soviet 
Union and the USA told to an American journalist in a too much assuring voice, that there was no sex in 
the Soviet Union. This expression has inspired lots of parodies later but it can serve as a good metaphor 
to consider such taboos sex and sexuality used to be in Soviet society and therefore in the culture of the 
U.S.S.R. 
 This kind of prohibition coincided the traditional Georgian point of view about the question, which 
put a huge gap between the ideas of ,,sex" and ,,love", exposing them to be totally separated and even 
contradictory concepts. Though there are a lot of old folk poems, including love poems, that are written 
by female authors, as we can guess from their contents, they rarely include any obvious sexual 
innuendoes. 
 Woman poetry is a quite new issue in Georgian literature. For post-Soviet Georgian female poetry 
sex and sexuality have become crucial issues. Wrapping sexual features in metaphors is still actual but 
not for obscuring things, just to make more poetic impression. Women frankly speak about their 
experiences of free love, abortion, men's attempt to repress the sexuality of the woman they already 
,,own", about their sexual strivings and dissatisfaction, about tedious habit of being wives, about adultery 
and lesbian love. 
 The increasing urgency of sexual issues is both result and background for changing social and 
mental values in the post-Soviet Georgia and show the country's striving to be integrated with the 
western (European and American) world. 
 
 

11:00 - 11:30: COFFEE BREAK 
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11:30 - 13:00: SESSION 9: IDENTITY, POLITICS AND THE PERSONAL 
 

“There were eight of us, but we didn’t even know how to ask”: The Construction of a Political 
Subject among Positive Women in Mexico 

 
Ana Amuchástegui – Universidad Autónoma Metropolitana-Xochimilco – Mexico City, Mexico 

 
Currently in Mexico one of every four people living with HIV is a woman: approximately 50,000 women 
live with HIV, affected by stigma and in fear of disclosing their status. Too often women face their 
diagnoses alone and isolated and thus their organized participation in public policies has been very 
limited.  
 Although there is an increasing body of research around women and HIV in Mexico, it has not 
addressed the processes by which WLHIV recognize themselves as a collective political subject. This 
presentation will discuss the findings of a participatory research carried out with a Mexican organization 
of WLHIV in 2010. Through the autobiographical narratives produced horizontally by 21 members of the 
organization, this research looks at the subjective processes of entitlement they have undergone in order 
to exercise and claim their health and social rights collectively.  
 Qualitative analysis shows that mechanisms of social exclusion operate heavily on WLHIV’s 
possibilities of producing a political subject: a) an epidemiological exclusion by which the initial 
construction of “risk groups” associated with stigmatized populations (IUD’s, sexual workers, 
homosexual men, etc.) produced the illusion of absence of risk for monogamous women, b) an 
institutional exclusion in which mechanisms for participation have been marked by gendered structures 
and sexual identity politics, c) an exclusion from medical attention, whereby the specific needs of WLHIV 
(particularly reproductive and sexual health and rights) have not been recognized and met, and d) a 
political exclusion, by which the state’s requirements of a citizenship approach to governance has 
framed WLHIV’s efforts to become stakeholders in the national response to the epidemic. 

 
 

Developing the Function Acquisition Speed Test for Anti-Gay Bias 
 

Aoife Cartwright – National University of Ireland – Maynooth, Ireland 
 
Heteronormativity may be defined as the general set of constitutional, legal and societal practices which 
establish a natural heterosexual norm, and together create a climate hostile to non-heterosexual 
sexuality (Kitzinger, 2005). Significant research has been conducted in recent years on these practices 
as well as on the various ways in which they inherently limit sexual freedom and liberty (e.g., Hegarty et 
al., 2004). 
 However, to date, little experimental/technical research has been conducted to examine the sorts of 
discursive practices that are established and maintained at a cultural level in relation to non-heterosexual 
behaviour. For example, modern anti-gay attitudes are generally conceptualised as negative evaluations 
of same-sex romantic or sexual behaviour (Morrison & Morrison, 2002). It is not clear, however, whether 
the predominant attitude among anti-gay individuals is the belief that gay people are “bad”, “unnatural”, 
“abnormal”, “disgusting”, etc. 
 Thus, while we can readily observe the socio-cultural factors that both marginalize and discriminate 
against non-heterosexual individuals, it is imperative that we directly examine the mediative nature of 
verbal behaviour in this process. That is, it is necessary to conduct a comprehensive investigation into 
the prejudicial attitudes/belief systems that both maintain and are maintained by these heteronormative 
verbal practices (i.e., forms of verbal categorization and linguistic stereotypes).  
 This paper will report on a research programme designed to provide a functional analysis of 
contemporary anti-gay attitudes. Specifically, this research aims to identify the particular verbal networks 
maintained by Irish society in relation to non-heterosexual individuals and relationships using the test 
methodology known as the Function Acquisition Speed Test (FAST; O’Reilly et al., 2012), in addition to 
identifying the attitudinal correlates of these verbal relations (i.e., religiosity/authoritarianism/SES). In 
doing so, this research will provide empirical insight into modern sexual prejudice, as well as elucidating 
the role of language as a mediator of cultural heteronormativity.  
 

 
Moralities of Gender, Sexuality and Kinship: Navigating Silence and Disclosure in Kin 
Relationships 

 
Wim Peumans – University of Leuven – Leuven, Belgium 
 
In this paper, based on ethnographic research on same-sex sexualities, transnationalism and morality, 
the author looks at the multiple and ambivalent ways in which lesbian, gay and bisexual men and women 
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with a Muslim background perform silence and disclosure in the negotiation and performance of 
sexuality in everyday life, specifically within kin relations, both in Belgium and transnationally. 
 Drawing from Zigon’s anthropological theory of moral breakdown, the paper first argues LGB’s with 
a Muslim background navigate the disjunctures and asymmetries of multiple heteronormative and 
homonormative institutional moralities and public moral discourses of subjecthood, kinship, gender and 
sexuality, some of which transgress national borders. Therefore, the moment (or series of moments) 
where one realises one (also) feels attracted to persons of the same sex constitutes a (series of) 
moment(s) of moral breakdown. 
 Secondly, to arrive at an alternative understanding of ‘the closet’ and ‘coming out’, it is argued 
many interlocutors play with locking and unlocking the closet and in doing so they stress the importance 
of both tacit knowledge on the one hand and silence as a language on the other. 
 
  

13:00 - 14:00: LUNCH BREAK 
 
14:00 - 15:00: SESSION 10: SEXUALITY AND THE 'PROBLEM OF PERVERSION’ 
 
 

Pragmatic Arguments for a Concept of Perversion 
 

Christian Perring – Dowling College – New York, USA 
 
There has been considerable philosophical debate as to the nature of sexual perversions, and whether 
there are any. Priest (1997) has argued there are none, while Miller (2010) has argued for a pragmatic 
approach to the concept, on which the battle between competing conceptions of perversion should be 
decided on the basis of the preferred social function for perversion. I argue that neither author has paid 
sufficient attention to the relation between the concept of perversion and the concept of sexual mental 
disorders. I argue that before the late nineteenth century, the concept of perversion was largely a moral 
one, but with the advent of medical approaches to deviance, the moral side of the concept was reduced. 
However, as modern psychiatry has developed its categories of mental disorders, the concepts of 
perversion and disorder have split apart, with perversion returning to its older moral roots. So the social 
function of the concept is now largely that of moral condemnation. By way of contrast, the concept of 
sexual disorder, while not completely morally neutral, is primarily aimed at clinical treatment and help for 
individuals whose lives are not going well. If we accept a broadly pragmatic account of the role of 
perversion, then the question of whether we should have such a concept becomes whether we need a 
concept to morally condemn some sexual behavior or desire. This would primarily be applied to behavior 
that harms other humans, especially rape, but could also be applied to behavior like necrophilia and 
bestiality. This would lead to a revision in our practices of what counts as perversion, since rape is rarely 
counted as perverted behavior, and indeed is often seen as typically masculine behavior. I argue in favor 
of using such a moral concept of sexual perversion on pragmatic grounds. 
 

 
Limits of Sexual Freedom and the Notion of Perversion 

 
Nenad Cekić – University of Belgrade – Belgrade, Serbia 
 
The main goal of this brief analysis is to present two connected theses: 
1) If we have a philosophical duty to avoid unnecessary and misleading disputes about sexual morality 

and/or ethics, we have to analyze some key value-charged notions in traditional sexual morality. We 
shall try to show a need for such research by showing conceptual uncertainties in real and potential 
uses of the notorious notion of perversion. 

2) Conceptual analysis is not everything that we can do in theoretical sexual ethics. However, it seems 
to be a mandatory starting point. It could clear the path ahead. 

Dominant liberal (or, more accurately, libertarian) paradigm in sexual ethics tells us that the term 
“perversion” can result in more trouble than benefit. The reason is that perversion is a “Janus term” with 
two interacting “faces”. The term perversion has both strong evaluative (in this case: negative) 
component and rather vague descriptive “content”. Obviously, it is not the only such concept of that class 
but its close relationship with the concept of sexual freedom makes its position central. On the other 
hand, the term “perversion” in sexual contexts is sometimes used as a synonym for “unnatural”. From 
the libertarian point of view, the potentially ambiguous use of the term with strong negative emotional 
charge could even jeopardize the freedom in the extremely sensitive area of sexuality. Here is one of the 
clearest formulations of this thesis: “…homosexuality is sufficiently characterized as minority sexual 
behavior. Others [other “perversions”] are more properly described as atypical, unusual, perhaps very 
unusual, sexual behavior. As for their moral status, some, such as fetishism or transvestism, are surely 
morally indifferent. Others, such as pedophilia or necrophilia, do raise moral questions. But these 
questions are neither answered nor, indeed, best put in terms of the distinction between natural and 
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unnatural or perverted.” Therefore, this is the author’s opinion, “…the concept of sexual perversion is 
quite unhelpful and is best discarded altogether.” (Primoratz, Ethics and Sex). To cut a long story short: if 
we keep the notion of perversion in philosophical service we could exploit its emotional charge and 
interfere with the freedom of sexual choice without any need for (descriptive) justification. In metaethics, 
that process is well-known as (Ch. Stevenson’s) “persuasive definition”. 
 Is this argument absolutely correct? 
 Sexual liberation is a fact and probably an irreversible process. But does it mean that “The True 
Liberal” must discard all negative connotations in the language of sex? 
Any list of sexual perversions is utterly arbitrary. On the other hand, the meaning of term “perversion” is 
in perpetual evolution. Let us mention some “traditional” ones: homosexuality, sexual sadism, sexual 
masochism, exhibitionism, voyeurism, fetishism, transvestism, pedophilia, necrophilia, and zoophilia… 
 We have already used the phrase “negative evaluative meaning”. That phrase is general enough to 
cover all kinds of negative reactions to any “perverted” sexual activity: moral condemnation, rage, 
disgust, outrage, and so on. Nowadays homosexuality and bisexuality is left out of the list. Sadism is in, 
but what to do with consensual mutual sadomasochism? Is it a perversion or “unusual sexual behavior”? 
If the liberal “harm principle” is the only basis for negative attitude towards some old or new sexual 
practice, what is wrong with possible consensual necrophilia (using someone’s body for sexual purposes 
after his or her death with prior consent obtained)? What is wrong with consensual cannibalism? If we 
can donate organs or whole body for medical purposes, why could we not donate the whole body, or 
some organs for sexual purposes? What is the moral reason that forbids selling own body or body parts 
to some necrophiliac and/or cannibalistic society? Why is group sex a best-selling product of the porn 
industry? We could stop here and say that the term perversion is functional in all these contexts because 
its evaluative meaning is not limited by any descriptive characteristics of any sexual activity. 
 The fact is that some sexual practices have never been under serious theoretical inquiry. Some are 
still taboos. Internet is full of “cream pie” and “golden shower” movies. What reason can be given for 
condemnation of those practices? Maybe it could be disgust, like in the case of necrophilia and 
zoophilia? But why does nobody speak about objectophilia? It is the fact that internet via the concept of 
virtual sex brought us just a step away from accepting that sex with machines and objects is “not very 
unusual”. Sex toys may be only aids or props. However, imagine a virtual “sex machine” analogous to 
the famous Nozick’s experience machine. 
 To conclude: libertarians are right when they remind us that the term “perversion” due its powerful 
value-charge could be abused. However, picture a sex vocabulary without that notion. Negative concept 
of perversion warns us that some boundaries in sex must exist. Descriptive meaning of that term could 
vary. We may even say that it should vary because sexual habits are in constant change. The concept of 
limits in sex has a regulative, rather than an exact constitutive or even cognitive function. 
 Finally, there is some irony in the current practice of using the term perversion in the positive 
context. A very few people would be offended if her or his partner said something like: “MMMM…You are 
very naughty. I couldn’t imagine how perverse you are!” 

 
 
15:00 - 16:00: COFFEE & DEVELOPMENT MEETING 
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