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ABSTRACT: Human relations and experiences are 
limited when dominant social orders are enforced 
through state intervention, heteronormative practic-
es and assumptions, and ideologies that rest on the 
]VLMZ[\IVLQVO�\PI\�\PMZM�Q[�I�ZQOP\�_Ia�\W�PI^M�[M`��1V�
this paper, I will rework queer theory frameworks and 
discourse to include asexual perspectives that challenge 
PM\MZWVWZUI\Q^Q\a�IVL�[\I\M�QV[\Q\]\QWV[�WN �ZMTI\QWV[��1�
challenge the idea that relationships cannot be intimate 
_Q\PW]\�[M`��0M\MZWVWZUI\Q^M�QLMWTWOQM[�IZW]VL�[M`�
are considered, including what would happen if  sex 
and physical intimacy were less prominent in creating 
ZMTI\QWV[��<PQ[�Q[�IKPQM^ML�Ja�QVKWZXWZI\QVO�IV�I[M`]IT�
XMZ[XMK\Q^M�I[�I�SMa�KWVKMX\�QV�Y]MMZ�\PMWZa��1�_QTT�
conclude by considering queer literature surrounding 
dominant ideologies and critiques of  singledom, sexual 
ZMXZWL]K\Q^Q\a��IVL�SQV�UISQVO��<PM�QV\ZWL]K\QWV�WN �
an asexual perspective to queer theory frameworks can 
expand critiques of  heteronormativity to consider the 
X]ZXW[M�WN �[M`]IT�QV\QUIKa�QV�ZMTI\QWV[��
_______________________________________
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KZQ\QY]M�WN �\PM�[M`�LWUQVI\ML�LQ[KW]Z[M��

)[M`]IT�8MZ[XMK\Q^M"�,MÅVML
Ela Przybylo and Danielle Cooper use the work of  
queer scholars, such as Michael Cobbs, to question 
the discourse of  intimacy, sexuality, queerness, and 
ZMTI\QWV[��<PMa�M`IUQVM�I[M`]ITQ\a�I[�IV�QLMV\Q\a�IVL�
resonance that can “enrich and expand queer possi-
JQTQ\QM[º��8ZbaJaTW�IVL�+WWXMZ�������������)[M`]ITQ\a��
beyond the identity label of  not experiencing sexual 
attraction or desiring sexual intimacy with other peo-
ple, can be used to question what it is about queerness 
IVL�ZMTI\QWV[�\PI\�IZM�[W�XZWUQVMV\�QV�[M`]IT�QLMWTWOQM[��
Przybylo and Cooper ask what can happen when asex-
uality is more present in our sociocultural understand-
ings of  queerness and sexuality? By applying an asexual 
framework or perspective to issues such as singledom, 
marriage, and the formation of  adult relationships we 
can resist heteronormative assumptions of  centering 
[M`�QV�ZMTI\QWV[PQX[�IVL�SQVUISQVO��?PI\�PIXXMV[�
when asexuality moves from an identity to a frame-
_WZS�\PI\�KIV�[PIXM�IVL�QVÆ]MVKM�Y]MMZ�\PMWZa'�<PMa�
propose that “only through reading asexually can we 
expand and newly trouble queer understandings of  in-
timacy, polyamory, partnership, kinship, and singleness 
and also trace asexuality in unexpected, and perhaps 
even undesirable, locations” (Przybylo and Cooper 
������������:MILQVO�M[\IJTQ[PML�Y]MMZ�TQ\MZI\]ZM�IVL�
discourse with asexual perspectives troubles the domi-
nant discourse that centers sex in political, social, and 
K]T\]ZIT�KWVVMK\QWV[��

Asexual Perspective: Finding Space in Queer 
Theory
Michael Cobbs grapples with the imperative nature 
of  considering sex and physical intimacy in human 
ZMTI\QWV[��+WJJ[�[\IZ\[�\W�M`XTWZM�PW_�[M`�KIV�OM\�QV�\PM�
way of  understanding inherently queer existence but 
NIQT[�\W�KZMI\M�[XIKM�NWZ�\PM�X]ZXW[MN]T�IJ[MVKM�WN �[M`��
The “sexlessness is attached to the singleness” (Cobb 
�������� ��IVL�\PM�[\I\][�WN �[QVOTM�PI[�U]KP�UWZM�
\W�LW�_Q\P�JMQVO�TWVMTa�\PIV�JMQVO�_Q\PW]\�[M`��0Q[�
attempts to leave sex behind in his understanding of  
loneliness and the queer experiences of  singledom fall 
[PWZ\�WN �MZI[QVO�[M`�NZWU�[QVOTMLWU��<PM�[QVOTM�TWVMTa�
ÅO]ZM�KW]TL�JM�I[M`]IT��WZ�\PMa�KW]TL�JM�UQ[KWV[\Z]ML�
I[�TWVMTa��+WJJ¼[�NWK][�WV�\PM�LQ^QLM[�JM\_MMV�[QVOTM�
and coupled connections fails to account for the radical 
ZMRMK\QWV�WN �[M`��.WZ�PQU��[M`TM[[VM[[�ZMNMZ[�WVTa�\W�
\PM�]VI\\IKPML�[QVOTM�IVL�TWVMTa�ÅO]ZM��)V�I[M`]IT�
XMZ[XMK\Q^M�_W]TL�KWUXTQKI\M�PQ[�[QVOTM�TWVMTa�ÅO]ZM[�\W�
include coupled sexless people in intimate and emo-
\QWVIT�ZMTI\QWV[PQX[��

+WJJ[�M`XZM[[M[�QV\MZM[\�QV�M`XTWZQVO�LQٺMZMV\�ÅO]ZM[�
WN �[QVOTMPWWL��<PM�?QLW_��\PM�)V\Q�;WKQIT��\PM�8ZQM[\��
\PM�5I[\]ZJI\WZ��IVL�\PM�+MTQJI\M��)V�I[M`]IT�XMZ[XMK-
\Q^M�KW]TL�KZMI\M�I�VM_�ÅO]ZM�\W�M`XTWZM�QV�]VLMZ[\IVL-
ing queer loneliness but deciding whether to distin-
guish between the Celibate and the Asexual becomes 
LQٻK]T\��.WZ�Y]MMZ�\PMWZa�XMZ[XMK\Q^M[�WN �I[M`]ITQ\a�
and loneliness, the Celibate and the Asexual can serve 
[QUQTIZ�ZWTM[��<PMa�JW\P�LQ[UQ[[�[M`]IT�IVL�XPa[QKIT�
QV\QUIKa�I[�\PM�NW]VLI\QWV�NWZ�P]UIV�KWVVMK\QWV��<PM�
XPa[QKIT�ITWVM�LWM[�VW\�PI^M�\W�ZMÆMK\�\PM�MUW\QWVIT�
alone that Cobb describes in Ardent’s envisioning of  

Introduction 
)V�IJ[MVKM�WZ�LMKTQVM�QV�[M`�Q[�WVM�WN �\PM�ÅZ[\�[QOV[�
\PI\�I�ZMTI\QWV[PQX�Q[�LWWUML��?M�KIV�KWV[QLMZ�OZWKMZa�
store magazines, internet forums, or couples therapists 
and realize that the maintenance of  a long-term living 
relationship relies on the upkeep and adaptation of  sex 
W^MZ�\QUM��5IZS�IVL�4I[[TW���� ������<PM�KWVKT][QWV�
Q[�KTMIZ"�ÅVL�VM_�_Ia[�\W�N]KS�WZ�ÅVL�I�VM_��JM\\MZ��
ZMTI\QWV[PQX��<PM�IKKMX\IVKM�WN �[M`�I[�VMKM[[IZa�NWZ�
healthy, long-term (often straight and preferably mo-
nogamous) relationships results from cultural, social, 
and political discourse on what sex and relations can 
IVL�W]OP\�\W�JM��;M`�ZMUIQV[�XZM[MV\�QV�\PM�M`XMZQMVKM�
WN �ZMTI\QVO�_Q\P�W\PMZ[��WVM[MTN��IVL�\PM�_WZTL��?PQTM�
queer theory troubles and questions narratives that 
maintain dominant ideologies of  heteronormativity, 
monogamy, and aspirational life, it fails to question the 
LWUQVIVKM�WN �[M`�KMV\ZML�VIZZI\Q^M[��-`XTWZQVO�\PM�
possibility of  implementing an asexual perspective in 
queer theory frameworks and critiques allows us to con-
found why sex is so central to queer collectives, move-
UMV\[��IVL�\PMWZa��:M_WZSQVO�Y]MMZ�\PMWZa�NZIUM_WZS[�
and discourse to include readings of  asexuality and 
asexual perspectives can challenge heteronormativity 
and state institutions of  relations that prioritize sexual 
QV\QUIKa�QV�Y]MMZ�IVL�PM\MZW[M`]IT�ZMTI\QWV[PQX[��

I begin the work of  establishing an asexual perspective 
within queer theory by engaging with known queer the-
WZQ[\[�IVL�\PMQZ�KZQ\QY]M[�WN �PM\MZWVWZUI\Q^Q\a��<PZW]OP�
examining Ela Przybylo and Danielle Cooper’s work 
of  asexual archiving of  queer theory and queer history, 
I begin to answer what asexuality as a framework and 
perspective can contribute to the existing literature in 
Y]MMZ�\PMWZa��)[M`]ITQ\a�IVL�Y]MMZVM[[�N]VK\QWV�\WOM\P-
MZ�I[�I�[XMKQÅK�NIQT]ZM�\W�UIQV\IQV�LWUQVIV\�VWZU[�IVL�
LQ[KW]Z[M��5QKPIMT�+WJJ¼[�_WZS�QV�Y]MMZ�\PMWZa�M[\IJ-
lishes “singledom” as a chosen orientation and queer 
ZM[Q[\IVKM�\W�PM\MZWVWZUI\Q^Q\a��0Q[�KZMI\QWV�WN �I�TWVMTa�
ÅO]ZM�Q[�QVPMZMV\Ta�Y]MMZ�J]\�Y]M[\QWVIJTa�I[M`]IT��<PM�
political potential of  rejecting the dominant role of  sex 
in relationships moves beyond the examination of  a 
queerly asexual perspective, similarly to Lee Edelman’s 
[]J^MZ[QWV�WN �IV�QLMIT�N]\]ZM��-LMTUIV¼[�XWTQ\QKIT�XW-
tential of  disregarding heteronormative assumptions of  
reproduction and relationship forming lends itself  well 
to exploring the subversion of  disregarding sex-dom-
QVIV\�VWZU[��-`XIVLQVO�\PM�IVITa[Q[�WN �KWUX]T[WZa�
heteronormative practices such as marriage and family, 
I[M`]IT�XMZ[XMK\Q^M[�KIV�WٺMZ�IV�QUIOM�WN �\PM�N]\]ZM�
\PI\�3QU�<ITT*MIZ�[MM[�I[�ZILQKITTa�Y]MMZ��<ITT*MIZ¼[�
Indigenous-based perspective critiques dominant 
relationship structures and norms to question and resist 
settler-colonial relationship norms becoming so invasive 
IVL�LWUQVIV\��<PM�_WZS�IVL�KWVKMX\[�XZWXW[ML�Ja�
these queer scholars remain relevant and important 
KZQ\QY]M[�WN �PM\MZWVWZUI\Q^Q\a��)XXTaQVO�IV�I[M`]IT�
perspective to key concepts in queer theory can only 
[\ZMVO\PMV�KZQ\QY]M[�WN �PM\MZWVWZUI\Q^Q\a�
 
)[M`]ITQ\a�Q[�VW\�KWVÅVML�\W�IV�QVLQ^QL]IT¼[�QLMV\Q\a�
or orientation and can function as a perspective that 
questions the centrality and innate inclusion of  sex in 
ZMTI\QWV[�IVL�K]T\]ZM��;PQN\QVO�\PM�NWK][�WN �I[M`]ITQ\a�
as a label or orientation towards a perspective main-
tains space for individuals’ experiences with asexuality 
while providing opportunities for a more encompassing 
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\W�KWV\QV]M�TQNM��ZMOIZLTM[[�WN �XWTQ\QKIT�IٻTQI\QWV[��<PM�
state can encourage couplings that provide a child who 
_QTT�JM[\�Å\�\PM�LWUQVIV\�[WKQIT�WZLMZ��_PQ\M��IJTM�JWL-
ied, middle class), and the Child can become the ideal 
political citizen through ideologically focused upbring-
QVO[��4MM�-LMTUIV¼[�M`IUQVI\QWV�WN �\PM�XWTQ\QKQbI\QWV�
of  the Child and the demonization of  queer citizens 
Q[�ZWW\ML�QV�XWTQ\QK[�QVÆ]MVKML�Ja�KWUX]T[WZa�PM\MZ-
WVWZUI\Q^Q\a�IVL�W\PMZ�[a[\MU[�WN �XW_MZ��<PM�+PQTL�
and the argument for their future frame all political 
LMKQ[QWV[�ZMOIZLTM[[�WN �XIZ\Q[IV�WXQVQWV[��<PM�+PQTL�
shapes the political logic that compels citizens and 
politicians into rational debates around life and pres-
MZ^I\QWV��5IQV\IQVQVO�I�¹ZM[XWV[QJTMº�[WKQIT�WZLMZ�WN �
preferring life to death becomes central to any political 
UW^MUMV\��1\�Q[�PIZL�\W�UIVQNM[\�I�KWTTMK\Q^M�Y]MMZ�
“fuck[ing] of  the social order and the Child” (Edel-
UIV��������!��_PMV�[M`]IT�ZMTI\QWV[�NWZ�ZMXZWL]K\QWV�
IVL�XTMI[]ZM�IZM�ZMUW^ML�NZWU�ZMTI\QWV�UISQVO��<PM�
political, cultural, and social battle for the future Child 
renders any mode of  relating beyond heteronormative 
structures useless and remains present in an asexual 
Y]MMZ�XMZ[XMK\Q^M��0W_M^MZ��QVKT]LQVO�IV�I[M`]IT�
ZMRMK\QWV�WN �[M`�I[�\PM�JI[Q[�WN �PIXXa�IVL�N]TÅTTQVO�ZMTI-
tionships makes it easier to withdraw queer “allegiance, 
however compulsory, from a reality based on the Ponzi 

\PM�KZW_L��<PM�+MTQJI\M�KIV�ZM[Q[\�\PM�[WKQIT��XWTQ\QKIT��
and cultural demands to be physically attached or con-
VMK\ML�\W�W\PMZ[��0W_M^MZ��+WJJ[�ZM[Q[\[�\PM�ZMILQVO�
WN �KMTQJIKa�JMQVO�TQVSML�\W�\PM�[QVOTM�TQNM��0M�ZMY]M[\[�
avoiding the concept that a single life must result in 
UI[\]ZJI\QWV�WZ�KMTQJIKa��1V�I\\MUX\[�\W�I^WQL�[Q\]I\-
ing sex as central to being single or in a couple, sexual 
IK\[�ZMUIQV�KMV\ZIT�QV�\PM�NWZKML�IJ[MVKM��<W�I[[]UM�
the Celibate can function as a political and cultural 
OIUM�KPIVOMZ�_W]TL�ZMY]QZM�IV�I[M`]IT�XMZ[XMK\Q^M��
The Celibate can mobilize to resist social expectations 
of  engaging, wanting, or thinking about sex to queerly 
I[M`]ITQbM�\PMQZ�M`Q[\MVKM��<PM�+MTQJI\M��ZMIL�NZWU�IV�
asexual perspective, could challenge heteronormative 
I[[]UX\QWV[�_Q\PW]\�NITTQVO�QV\W�MUW\QWVIT�TWVMTQVM[[��

Even as Cobbs attempts to abandon sex, his arguments 
IJW]\�TWVMTQVM[[�ZMUIQV�ZWW\ML�QV�\PM�XPa[QKIT��<PM�
¹XZM[[CQVOE���\WOM\PMZ�QV�WZLMZ�\W�MTQUQVI\M�\PM�[XIKM�
JM\_MMV�»¼��+WJJ������������WVTa�[MZ^M[�\W�PQOPTQOP\�
the emotional distance between the members of  the 
KZW_L�IVL�QVKZMI[M[�TWVMTQVM[[��1VKT]LQVO�IV�I[M`]IT�
perspective in Cobb’s queer work on the lonely single 
KW]TL�LMKMV\MZ�[M`�IVL�KWUXTQKI\M�TWVMTQVM[[��-UJZIK-
ing the radical position of  wanting to be single and 
choosing perceived loneliness removes pressures to 
constantly seek out companionship based on sexual or 
ZWUIV\QK�KWVVMK\QWV[��<W�JM�[M`TM[[�Q[�TWVMTQVM[[�^QM_ML�
as so undesirable by most as they unknowingly uphold 
sex-dominated heteronormative standards through 
relationship formations, human connections, and ideol-
WOQM[��;M`�Q[�[W�KMV\ZML�QV�QUIOQVQVO[�WN �QV\QUI\M�IL]T\�
relationships that it seems inconceivable and lonely to 
JM�_Q\PW]\�[M`��)V�I[M`]IT�XMZ[XMK\Q^M�KW]TL�M`XTWZM�
the queerness of  being physically alone or sexless while 
I^WQLQVO�MUW\QWVIT�WZ�QV\QUI\M�Q[WTI\QWV��

Cobb concludes his examination of  the single on a 
KWUNWZ\QVO�VW\M�WN �ÅVITTa�IKPQM^QVO�[TMMX�\W�M[KIXM�\PM�
need for sex and the inescapable alone-in-a-crowd feel-
QVO��+WJJ�][M[�[TMMX�XW[\�KWQ\][�I[�IV�M`IUXTM�WN �PW_�
being alone in rest or sleep after such intimate coupling 
KIV�JM�KWUNWZ\QVO��<PMZM�Q[�VW�NMMTQVO�WN �Q[WTI\QWV�
attached to the lonely nature of  sleep, it is not similar 
to being alone in a crowded room or unconnected to 
LWUQVIV\�[WKQM\a�_PQTM�[]ZZW]VLML�Ja�XMWXTM��;TMMX�
Q[�I�TWVMTQVM[[�WN �ZM[\�IVL�I�XW[[QJTM�KWVVMK\QWV�\W�[MTN��
)[M`]IT�IVL�Y]MMZ�XMZ[XMK\Q^M[�KIV�ÅVL�ZM[\�QV�ZMTI-
\QWV[�_Q\PW]\�VMMLQVO�\W�ÅZ[\�KWUXTM\M�¹MVW]OP�[M`º�
�+WJJ��������� ���<PM�P]UIV�KWVVMK\QWV�WN �ZMTI\QVO�
\W�I�XMZ[WV�IVL�ÅVLQVO�_Ia[�\W�TW^M�I�XMZ[WV�_Q\P-
out needing to engage in the closing of  the distance 
JM\_MMV�JWLQM[�Q[�Y]MMZ��<PM�KWUNWZ\�WN �LQ[\IVKM�NZWU�
pressure to connecting sexually or romantically with 
one person (or any) challenges heteronormative stan-
LIZL[�IVL�[M`�KMV\ZML�VIZZI\Q^M[��

An asexual perspective never moves from single to 
coupledom, the marriage form is never achieved, and 
\PM�KPQTL�Q[�VM^MZ�KZMI\ML��<PM�N]\]ZM�IJZ]X\Ta�[\WX[�
with those who do not engage in sexual intercourse as 
I�UM\PWL�WN �KWVVMK\QWV�WZ�ZMXZWL]K\QWV��:MUW^QVO�
sex from queer theory to expand the asexual perspec-
tive troubles key touchpoints in queer theory and gay 
IVL�TM[JQIV�XWTQ\QK[��;M`�NWZ�ZMXZWL]K\QWV�JMKWUM[�
necessary to reproduce the social order and maintain 
TQNM��0M\MZW[M`]IT�UIZZQML�KW]XTM[�U][\�KWUM�\WOM\PMZ�
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way of  making love, without the sexual act of  lovemak-
ing, always uses an asexual perspective of  leaving sex 
JMPQVL��<PM�IJ[MVKM�WN �XPa[QKIT�QV\QUIKa�IVL�JWLQTa�
closeness does not have to negate relation-making and 
SQV�KWVVMK\QWV��

Asexual Perspective: Applied
I want to develop and engage with an asexual perspec-
\Q^M��1�_IV\�\W�KPITTMVOM�Y]MMZ�\PMWZQ[\[�Ja�I[SQVO�_Pa�
sex and physical intimacy are centralized in all rela-
\QWV[PQX[�\PI\�M`Q[\�W]\[QLM�\PM�\IJWW��?Pa�Q[�Q\�\PI\�[M`�
has been framed as the dominant connection between 
adults? How does relating to people look without sex? 
Removing sex from intimate relationships in dominant 
discourse means enforcing professional boundaries, 
ZM[XMK\QVO�IOM�LQٺMZMVKM[��WZ�NWTTW_QVO�ZMTQOQW][�NIQ\P��
Purposefully leaving sex behind to most people means 
\PI\�aW]�IZM�KPWW[QVO�TWVMTQVM[[��1�_IV\�\W�KPITTMVOM�\PM�
QLMI�\PI\�_Q\PW]\�[M`��ZMTI\QWV[PQX[�KIVVW\�JM�QV\QUI\M��
I can imagine a future where coupledom, marriage, 
IVL�\PM�+PQTL�IZM�VW\�\PM�ZMY]QZML�NWZU]TI�NWZ�TW^M��
I must challenge the celibate loner, the unwedded 
spinster, and demonized death-queer because I have 
\W�ÅVL�_Ia[�\W�[MM�Ua[MTN �QV�Y]MMZ�TQ\MZI\]ZM��<PM�
disinterest of  examining queer existence not centred 
around or framed against sex is a disservice to queer 
M`Q[\MVKM��)[M`]ITQ\a�Q[�IV�QLMV\Q\a�WZQMV\I\QWV�\PI\�KIV�
KWV\QV]M�\W�PQOPTQOP\�LQ[QV\MZM[\�QV�[M`��)[M`]ITQ\a�I[�I�
perspective does not require the aversion or disinter-
M[\�QV�[M`]IT�IVL�XPa[QKIT�QV\QUIKa�\W�JM�\PM�LMÅVQVO�
\ZIQ\��<PM�I[M`]IT�XMZ[XMK\Q^M�KIV�N]VK\QWV�ITWVO[QLM�
queerness to question what relationships can gain or 
become when formed on the foundations of  other 
NWZU[�WN �QV\QUIKa�IVL�P]UIV�KWVVMK\QWV[��)V�I[M`]IT�
perspective can be applied to examine situations where 
long-term couples are feeling pressured to “spice up” 
their sex life, when adults struggle to make intimate and 
emotional friendships due to fears of  “leading people 
on,” or when life partners make decisions together 
_Q\PW]\�M^MZ�KWVVMK\QVO�[M`]ITTa��0]UIV�ZMTI\QWV[�IVL�
experiences are limited when dominant social orders 
are enforced through state intervention, heteronorma-
tive practices and assumptions, and ideologies that rest 
on the understanding that there is a right way to have 
[M`��<PM�[WT]\QWV�LWM[�VW\�JMKWUM�¹R][\�LW�VW\�PI^M�
sex” but to think and consider; what would happen 
if  sex and physical intimacy were less prominent in 
creating relations?

Conclusion
The asexual perspective does not have to be limited 
to asking where and why sex is found in relationships 
JM\_MMV�XMWXTM��K]T\]ZM[��IVL�QV[\Q\]\QWV[��<PMZM�Q[�XW-
litical potential to form groups beyond sexual identity 
or orientation to reject the inherent nature of  sex in 
XWX]TIZ�LQ[KW]Z[M[��:M[Q[\QVO�PM\MZWVWZUI\Q^M�IVL�VMW-
liberal assumptions of  singleness, futures, and marriage 
becomes more nuanced when we label the role of  sexu-
al intimacy and physical relations as central to uphold-
QVO�\PM[M�[a[\MU[�WN �XW_MZ��;PQN\QVO�\PQVSQVO�I_Ia�NZWU�
_PI\�[M`�KIV�TWWS�TQSM�IVL�\PM�UIVa�LQٺMZMV\�NWZU[�[M`�
can take and create relations to step toward a queerly 
asexual ideology where sex and physical intimacy con-
nections are not the focus, roots into the foundational 
ZMI[WV[�NWZ�Y]MMZ�\PMWZa��

[KPMUM�WN �ZMXZWL]K\Q^M�N]\]ZQ[Uº��-LMTUIV�����������
Asexuality can serve as a challenge for reproductive 
futurism and the assumed heteronormative relation-
[PQX��:MXZWL]K\Q^M�N]\]ZQ[U�ZMTQM[�WV�\PM�LWUIQV�
QLMWTWOQKIT�TQUQ\[�WV�KWV[QLMZQVO�I�N]\]ZM��<PM�N]\]ZM�
must be secured through the reproduction of  citizens 
who then ensure the reproduction of  the dominant 
QLMWTWOQM[�WN �[WKQIT�IVL�K]T\]ZIT�WZLMZ[��:MRMK\QVO�\PM�
ideology that relationships are built upon sex can mean 
rejecting relationships built on the future of  the Child 
and the institutions of  heteronormativity that place the 
N]\]ZM�IJW^M�\PM�XZM[MV\��<PM�LQ[Z]X\QWV�WN �ZMXZWL]K-
tive futurism is not only in the lack of  sex but also in 
\PM�M`XIV[QWV�WN �ZMTI\QWV[PQX[�JMaWVL�[M`��:MTI\QWV[�
\PI\�KIV�JM�KTI[[QÅML�QV\W�¹P][JIVL�_QNM�[XW][Mº�
roles can achieve the state’s goals of  the institution and 
VWZU�ZMXZWL]K\QWV�ITWVO[QLM�TQ\MZIT�TQNM�ZMXZWL]K\QWV��
Connecting across family, friends, and kin challenges 
the future of  the Child raised in a white, middle-class 
V]KTMIZ�NIUQTa��
Compulsory heterosexuality and biological repro-
duction often do not happen simultaneously in queer 
ZMTI\QWV[PQX[��<PM�[\I\M¼[�XWTQ\QKIT�IOMVLI�\W�ZMXZWL]KM�
the social order through Edelman’s Child thus directly 
WXXW[M[�Y]MMZ�M`Q[\MVKM��.WZ�\PM�[ISM�WN �\PM�N]\]ZM��Q\�
is against the state’s interests to encourage queer and 
I[M`]IT�M`Q[\MVKM[�IVL�XMZ[XMK\Q^M[��<PM�[M\\TMZ�[\I\M�
imposes a national agenda of  heteronormativity, 
UIZZQIOM��IVL�ZMXZWL]K\QWV�^IT]M[��)\�\PM�PMIZ\�WN �
3QU�<ITT*MIZ¼[�M`IUQVI\QWV�WN �\PM�QVÆ]MVKM[�WN �
settler-states are the imposed notions of  “normal’’ that 
IXXTa�\W�[M`]ITQ\a��ZMTI\QWV[��IVL�SQV�UISQVO�XZIK\QKM[��
TallBear proposes that intimacy, family, and relations 
IZM�QVPMZMV\Ta�\QML�\W�\PM�[\I\M�IVL�QV[\Q\]\QWV[��<PM�
state strives to create the heteronormative assumption 
that all human beings must thrive in a monogamous 
heterosexual marriage where the purpose is to uphold 
oppressive institutions, own property, and create more 
white, heterosexual babies: this desire of  the state is 
LMMXTa�PIZUN]T��<ITT*MIZ�MV\MZ[�LQ[K][[QWV[�WN �LQ[-
course and ideology tied to marriage, state institutions, 
and heteronormativity through the act of  “making 
love” as both physical and emotional connections 
JM\_MMV�XMWXTM��)[�+WJJ�XWVLMZ[�WV�\PM�[QVOTM�XMZ[WV�
QV�I�UIZZQIOM�WZQMV\ML�_WZTL��<ITT*MIZ�WٺMZ[�ZILQKIT�
Indigenous perspectives on how marriage works outside 
WN �[M\\TMZ�KWTWVQITQ[U��5IZZQIOM�ZMUIQV[�QUXWZ\IV\�\W�
political and cultural life, but what does a marriage 
become without sex or family? Applying an asexual 
perspective to TallBear’s work challenging settler-co-
lonialism and heteronormativity enriches the oppor-
tunities of  making kin outside of  marriage laws and 
QV[\Q\]\QWV�[IVK\QWVML�ZMTI\QWV[PQX[�

?PMV�ZM\PQVSQVO�_PI\�ZMTI\QWV[�KIV�TWWS�TQSM�W]\[QLM�
of  marriage, the centering of  sex, and reproduction 
�NIUQTQIT�^IT]M[���IV�I[M`]IT�XMZ[XMK\Q^M�Q[�JMVMÅKQIT��
Making meaningful connections to humans beyond the 
crowd, a spouse or causal hookup, or family members 
KIV�JM�IKPQM^ML�_Q\PW]\�XPa[QKIT�WZ�[M`]IT�QV\QUIKa��
Queerifying kinmaking can entail (or) include more 
than same-sex relationships, polyamory, or communal 
TQ^QVO��1�_IV\�\W�\PQVS�JMaWVL�<ITT*MIZ¼[�SQV�VM\_WZS�I[�
familial (born and chosen) and read kin as an asexual 
IXXZWIKP�\W�ZMTI\QWV[PQX�J]QTLQVO��1UIOQVQVO�I�_Ia�
of  being together, without physically being together, a 
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