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This new persecution of the peripheral sexualities entailed an incorporation of 
perversions and a new specification of individuals. As defined by the ancient civil 
or canonical codes, sodomy was a category of forbidden acts; their perpetrator 
was nothing more than the juridical subject of them. The nineteenth-century 
homosexual became a personage, a past, a case history, and a childhood, in 
addition to being a type of life, a life form, and a morphology, with an indiscreet 
anatomy and possibly a mysterious physiology. Nothing that went into his total 
composition was unaffected by his sexuality. It was everywhere present in him: at 
the root of all his actions because it was their insidious and indefinitely active 
principle; written immodestly on his face and body because it was a secret that 
always gave itself away. It was consubstantial with him, less as a habitual sin 
than as a singular nature. We must not forget that the psychological, psychiatric, 
medical category of homosexuality was constituted from the moment it was 
characterized—Westphal's famous article of 1870 on "contrary sexual 
sensations" can stand as its date of birth1—less by a type of sexual relations than 
by a certain quality of sexual sensibility, a certain way of inverting the masculine 
and the feminine in oneself. Homosexuality appeared as one of the forms of 
sexuality when it was transposed from the practice of sodomy onto a kind of 
interior androgyny, a hermaphrodism of the soul. The sodomite had been a 
temporary aberration; the homosexual was now a species.

So too were all those minor perverts whom nineteenth century psychiatrists 
entomologized by giving them strange baptismal names: there were Krafft-
Ebing's zoophiles and zooerasts, Rohleder's auto-monosexualists; and later, 
mixoscopophiles, gynecomasts, presbyophiles, sexoesthetic inverts, and 
dyspareunist women. These fine names for heresies referred to a nature that 
was overlooked by the law, but not so neglectful of itself that it did not go on 
producing more species, even where there was no order to fit them into. 
machinery of power that focused on this whole alien strain did not aim to 
suppress it, but rather to give it an analytical, visible, and permanent reality: it 
was implanted in bodies, slipped in beneath modes of conduct, made into a 
principle of classification and intelligibility, established as a raison d'etre and a 
natural order of disorder. Not the exclusion of these thousand aberrant 
sexualities, but the specification, the regional solidification of each one of them. 
The strategy behind this dissemination was to strew reality with them and 
incorporate them into the individual.

1 Carl Westphal, Archiv für Neurologie, 1870.


