
Aphrodisy

This chapter will be the last and most astonishing one of this book. 
We are well aware that patriarchy needs to recognize itself in a morality - 
and a morality is always a morality that tends to regulate the modalities of 
gender rapprochement - in order to impose it on everyone. Officially, for 
patriarchy, sexuality is intended only for the “reproduction of the species”. 
By relying on the reproduction of the species - and many "comrades" and 
other personalities reproach me for constantly focusing their attention on 
this pivot - all the morals and religions of this patriarchal world have as 
their centre only the mastery of the pleasure that sexuality could be 
required: in this morality, pleasure is disgraced because it distracts from 
reproduction (“You will give birth in pain” even today...). This state of 
mind is reflected in trade between people, the economy of the exchange of 
goods, virtue and services, centred on the reproduction of the object in 
order to obtain a power that nowadays coagulates in plus-value. This 
control of sexuality consists, above all, in repealing it in its essentially 
“pleasurable” aspect, in such a way as to keep it away from any 
infringement, unless the only “reproduction of the species” is to transfer it 
to the object (even if it means objectifying everything, today: 
merchandisation). But, my friends, a moral blinds everything that is not it. 
And, on closer examination, when the sexuality of “reproduction” should 
be limited to the organs devoted to reproduction only - the “genital” organs
- that is, please, to the elabotation of the male gonad - the testicles, prostate
and seminal gland - and that of the female gonad, I mean the ovaries, 
fallopian tubes and uterus, this morality consists in concealing what is 
inherently devoted to pleasure, that is, in the female sex, the vulva-clitoris 
and the vagina, and in the male the penis and the glans. Of course, we must
add to this what patriarchal morality shamefully calls “erogenous zones”. 
For such a dissociation to the detriment of pleasure sexuality, the elements 
of language (the “genital” organs) include all sexual organs and their 
accessories dedicated to pleasure for the sole purpose of reproduction. 
However, these sexual organs intended solely for pleasure (the “Cry of the 



clitoris” has recently been heard as the “only” organ intended for 
pleasure...) are the vulva, clitoris and vagina for women and the penis and 
glans for boys. Okay, but then what is it? There are two reflections to be 
made: the “genital organs” are related to the hypogastric nerve and the 
“aphrodisiac” organs are to the pudental nerve, even if there is, of course, 
an intimate entanglement between the ends of these two nerves, as for the 
rest. And the second is that when Wilhelm Reich talks about “genital” 
character (suitable for reichian orgasm), he is actually talking about 
“aphrodisiac” orgasm, which refers to aphrodisiac organs that have 
nothing to do with the reproduction of the species (except than that 
incidentally), such as the petal or nectar for pistil or flower ovaries, for 
example. This allows us to approach character problems through 
alterations in the perception of aphrodisiac organs and not “genital”: the 
problems of affective diseases are related to aphrodisiac organs and not 
“genital”. When the anti-sexual satisfaction morals - anti-aphrodisiacs - of 
patriarchal religions avoid distinguishing these two aspects of human 
sexuality (or any other animal, whatever it may be, since no other animal, 
other than us, intends coitus for anything other than pleasure, knowing in 
*nothing* genitality stuff !) it is so that we avoid to come in contatct each 
other on the simple princeps of the pleasure of our sexual encounter: the 
vulva-clitoris, the vagina, the glans, the penis, the penis - and the 
erogenous domains, and indeed, love. I noticed that you have to repeat and
repeat the same sentence again so that it can be heard, first of all, and 
eventually understood (although I have repeated 10 times to my neighbour 
who runs his generator, that he has not yet understood that he makes my 
life painfull). Animals do not mate to “reproduce”... because they know 
nothing about the “genitality” *completion* of the coitus, they know 
nothing about the consequences of this mating. As a result, they copulate 
for *pleasure* and nothing else: the attraction they have for each other 
doesn't pivot on anything but the pleasure of mating and its immediate 
consequences, the *peer* orgasm. Religions and the current capitalist 
morality do not conceive that there can be any vital movement but 
“reproduction” (of capital, merchandise, power, gendered and social 



inequalities, etc., in short, of the corollary “plus-value”, of the 
*mineralized* value), they cannot accept that life is initially focused on the
pleasure of sexual encounter, aphrodisiac, because this destroys its 
character structure. Only the organs dedicated to the functions related to 
the female or male gonads (including the specificity of the femininity of 
pregnancy) are reproductive, *all* the other sexual organs are dedicated to 
the pleasure of sexual encounter, to aphrodisiac pleasure. I call these 
organs the “aphrodisiac” organs. The purpose of aphrodisiac sexual organs 
is “pleasure”. However, the sympathetic corroboration of these aphrodisiac
organs often does not reach their *maturity of perception and self-
perception*, because the various fears and pains that surround them from 
living alone in a capitalist society (which hides behind its pollution the 
patriarchy in motion), involve and induce misdeeds that affect them in the 
very foundation of their delicate flesh (their covenant, their propensity to 
share, their availability, their emotional lability, the one that precisely goes 
to meet the other) AND the fears linked to reproduction, because it is only 
the woman who must then assume it, over whom the man thus takes a 
power. In The Father in primitive Psychology, we discover that there is no 
immediate relationship between “genitality” and aphrodisy, since girls and 
women - who almost devote their lives to the delights of sexual 
rapprochement - only get pregnant within ONE percent of the time *out 
of* marriage. This means that any violence against a woman's aphrodisiac 
organs disrupts her native ability NOT to reproduce the species: rape 
disrupts a woman's ability NOT to reproduce the species. However, rape 
only concerns female aphrodisiac organs (although you need a well 
anaesthetized dick to rape and the hatred of aphrodisiac sexuality). All the 
aspects that the patriarchal sexuality shows us, where the only destiny it 
understands of the world is the object as a support for power, are intended 
to hide its emotional disease: rape. Prostitution is an aphrodisiac 
relationship terribly altered by patriarchal morality that does't tolerate no-
reproduced, like Onan's story. Everything in patriarchy is about 
reproduction and, as we have seen among the people of Trobriands and 
other filliated tribes (inheritance by daughter – fille – lineage), exept love, 



to only reproduce, one must rape. Patriarchy fixes human sexuality 
(whereas all other animals, ALL, do not care much about it) on the 
reproduction... of this multiplicative morality (while life is a continuous 
division), whereas it is simply oriented towards the pleasure of meeting, 
exempted from the harmful modalities of this patriarchy: violence, 
excessive maleness, exploitation, disintegration of childhood, rejection of 
the female from social life, fear of oestrus blood, plus-value, virginity, 
veneration of the object as a power tool. To me who is submitting this text 
to you, it seems that a return to the aphrodisiac aspect of human life (since 
we are the only ones animals in this impasse of patriarchy) that all our 
relations, both among ourselves and with our environment, take a 
completely different measure of its impact, that of pleasure without 
exploitation, without plus-value, without object as a support for power, the
brotherhood of accomplices and lovers of life, no? Because, as Wilhelm 
Reich notes, until the problem of the aphrodisy is resolved, the people will 
demand their subjection to any power, to a leader, by sexual immaturity, 
oops: unfulfilled aphrodisy! Raising a child, boy or girl, in the context of 
reproduction will not give the result of a life lived - in strict respect for 
others, but the search for collaboration leads to respect for others - in an 
aphrodisiacal, delightful way (a baby does not play with its genitals but 
with its aphrodisiac organs). These organs belong to us in our own right 
and to share those of others, we must have her/his full approval and 
support full membership. Everything has to be redone, rethought, 
otherwise it's this disaster! Starting with anatomy books and sex education 
courses: « We can distinguish two aspects in sexuality, as you well know, 
the one concerning the reproduction of the species (genitalia) and the one 
concerning the only pleasure you have already intimately met, which 
includes the delicate and sensitive aphrodisiac organs and the exciting 
“erogenous zones”... »
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