


 We want to free ‘the family’ from the Oedipal (following Deleuze and 
Guattari’s Anti-Oedipus – the family as a kind of organisation that must 
colonise its members, repress their desires, and give them complexes if it 
is to function as an organizing principle of society)

 We acknowledge the role of post-industrial notions of ‘the family’ in 
reproducing Patriarchy and Capitalism 

 We acknowledge how ‘the family’ (as concept and lived experience) 
is subject to various forms of  social stratification such as class, race, 
sexual orientation, age, disability and gender (which do not exist 
separately from each other but are interwoven together) 
 (see for example Collins Hill, Ben-Moshe and Magaña)

 We are acutely aware of the heteronormative and/or essentializing 
of the family and what it can fall prey to (for example, Edelman’s No Future, 
where the child as the image of the future is problematised as that from 
which the queer body is both unable and prohibited from engaging with)

 ‘Families’ (however configured or defined) are complicated, with 
their own challenges and traumas

 When we invoke ‘family’ - not in the propagation of a set idea of 
family - we want to open up possibilities of alternate families in which 
liberation might be possible. 

 We also want to continually expand the arena of concern from 
familial relations to broader relations (thinking of D & G, Helen Hester’s 
ideas in Xenofeminism, as well as Donna Haraway’s thinking “make kin, not 
babies!” which acts as a form of alternative (re)production (social, species 
and other) that encourages communities of difference to emerge over and 
against replication of the same existent hierarchies. 

 With this thinking we want to include and to grow non-
anthropocentric or non-human-centred relations
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“thinking-with – that is, becoming-with – is in itself a 
way of  relaying... 

But knowing that what you take has been held-out entails 
a particular  thinking ‘between’. It does not demand 
fidelity, still less fealty, rather a particular kind of loyalty, 
the answer to the trust of the hand held-out. Even if this 
trust is not in ‘you’ but in ‘creative uncertainty’, even if 
the consequences and meaning of what has been done, 
thought or written do not belong to you any more than 
they belonged to the one you take the relay from, one way 
or another the relay is now in your hands, together with 
the demand that you do not proceed with ‘mechanical 
confidence’.

“Two pairs of hands are needed, and in each successive 
step, one is ‘passive’, offering the result of its previous 
operation, a string entanglement, for the other to operate, 
only to become active again at the next step, when the 
other presents the new entanglement.

But it can also be said that each time the ‘passive’ pair is 
the one that holds, and is held by the entanglement, only 
to ‘let it go’ when the other one takes the relay.”
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