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A general critique of Western literary,
historical or scientific texts, especially noted here
from the 1970s on, points to a long history of
female identity exclusion, erasure and other
absences. It is my hope, that in spite of our
differing cultures, my topic may have some
relevance because of your own history of feminist
stirrings in Japan. We do have much in common
concerning our physical bodies, so I am hoping at
least some of the mind/body issues that I will
describe from a psychoanalytic perspective, may
resonate with your concerns too. Several
common themes concerning exclusion of women
have emerged: social and economic power (e.g.
Bordo 1989, 1999); or the erasure of female

sexual desire as in

(for

specifically female,

psychoanalysis example in Freud’s
misdesignation of all libido and active sexual
liveliness as “masculine”); or, say, cultural
anthropology’s awareness of the strictures in the
perpetuation of patrilinear descent that rests on
the denial of the mother’s family line; or in
published texts, where feminist scholars locate a
centuries’ old struggle to find the “silenced”
female voice (Weisenser-Hanks, 1999). Women
who wrote in different eras right down to the 20™*
century, often had to do it in secret and publish

under a male name.

*Yale University

Trying to see beyond historical eras,
geography, different areas of study and local
culture, in trying to seek genuine commonalities
between women over different historical eras in
the West, I arrived at my own particular
psychoanalytic focus and contemplation of the
role of the body itself. In different temporal eras
in the West, theoreticians have claimed differing
so—called “truths” about women’s or men’s mental
states or temperament that they entitle for
example, “femininity,” or “maternal instinct” or
“masculinity” that they claim stem biologically
from simply being born either female or a male.
In the Western postmodern tradition of social
criticism in the 1980s and 1990s especially, this
way of thinking began to be interrogated as
“biological essentialism,” or now also studied in
neuroscience, as “neurosexism” (Fine, 2010). In
other words, just because I am a woman in my
body sex, it does not mean that I simply must be
“motherly.” Or just because I am born a man, it
does not mean that I will enjoy being a fighter.
This acknowledgment helped unmoor sex (the
biological considerations), from gender

(e.g.

Stoller, 1968, 1985, and others later). Liberation

expressions of psychological identity,
in thinking followed, that was more akin to the
stories of real people and their lives. In a simple
way, everyone knows some men who like to be

hands-on parents of babies and enjoy their
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manhood, and some women have no taste at all
for being anywhere near children and fully enjoy
being a woman. The theory that applies is more
relevant, then, when it separates people’s natal
bodies from the inner identifications that
compose their gender portraits. This style of
gender theory speaks of a range of genders in the
plural, and sexualities also in the plural
(Chodorow, 1994), as opposed to a monolithic
either-or description of what is “normal” versus
“deviant.” I like to note that the underlying
continuities to women's or men’s physical
biological developmental sequences are much
more stable and medically recognizable than
people’s  shiftable  psychological attitudes
towards gender expressions (Balsam 2019).
Commonalities especially apply to the natal
body’s identifying reproductive potentials from
infancy to childhood, to adolescence and then
adulthood. This more stable vantage point based
in the body, I think, allows one more readily to
appreciate and expose the overlay of cultural
thinking that
help to co-create gender attributes. My
psychoanalytical scholarly interest is to ask how
and why psychologically, certain claims and
attitudes might come into being and for what
purpose. In that way I preserve the style of
Freudian enquiry without holding to its
psychosexual content as dicta, for the purposes of

thinking more about sex and gender. I try never

to take anything about women patients for

granted! Or men, for that matter, although we

know we each profoundly influence the other.

Empowerment

Women's empowerment invites us to consider
in depth how readily the woman’'s own sense of
power seems to be undermined. Women like the
suffragettes!, and many other collective groups
have challenged society in pursuit of more
authentic and powerful existences for voting
power, for example, or equal education or pay.
They often fight societal resistance and smugness
at a great personal cost to their lives. Equality of
gender treatment is a tenuous value in most
societies that sadly needs our vigilance in every
era. It reverts constantly to unfairness towards
women, (among other groups like gays or those
perceived as foreign), like a default mechanism
akin to the defense mechanism, “the return of the
repressed.”  Disempowering behaviors and
attitudes happen in interaction with others, but
they also emanate from a woman's inner
relationship with herself. (This has been widely
noted in different ways in psychoanalysis since
Karen Horney in the 1920s, if less frequently
absorbed and even less frequently integrated into
metatheory). We need to consider very seriously
the damaging effect on the psyche upon many
women who have strongly absorbed denigrating
social mores as if they were truths about their sex
and gender. For example, women can struggle to

uphold a myth about their willingness to put up

1 A suffragette was a member of an activist women’s organizations in the early 20th century who, under
the banner “Votes for Women”, fought for the right to vote in public elections, known as women'’s suffrage.

White women gained the right to vote in the USA 1920 — black women not till 1965. Japanese women

were permitted in 1945.
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with anything, their masochism, their gentle
compliance, their supposedly “shallow vanity” or
narcissism, or their “lack” of aggression. They
see this as a mode of survival in their families, or
with men or other women, even if this myth is at
odds with their self~knowledge. Examining
unfairness towards women can be a
never—ending and life-long quest, and I can never
rest satisfied that I can ever know enough about
how and why it operates. The more detailed
information that we as psychotherapists can
gather from women in all walks of life, in our
privileged therapy positions as women’s
confidantes, the more informed we can become,
the more we can right and update our own
theories about mental life, and thereby help us
help our patients achieve as freely they and we

would most wish, in whatever fashion those goals

may be framed by them personally.

A Story about the Power of Culture

In September 2020 — just when I was in
deepest mourning for my lost visit to your
beautiful country due to the global ravages of this
awful coronavirus pandemic — the popular
magazine, the Scientific American published an
interesting article on this topic of female
empowerment. This science magazine in the
United States has operated since 1845. (A
Japanese edition was introduced in 1971, so you
too may have encountered this article from their
recent 175-year anniversary edition.) The

editors looked back in a number of ways to

comment on the changing language and attitudes
toward science in the West from 1845-2020,
exposing inadvertent biases and mistakes. One
essay was about women. They showed how
scientific language can promote sexism, using an
old article from 1908, but asking a question we
still ask to-day. Back then the question was
raised: If it is legal in the US by 1908, for women
engineers to be employed, why are there still
apparently obstacles to their employment? Karl
Drews, the male writer who was German and an
engineer, answered  authoritatively  and
unhesitatingly that the obstacles are “due to
women’s comparative weakness, both bodily and
mental.” He explained (we might now say in
feminist slang, he “mansplained”) “..the work of
the [male] engineer is creative .. from his brain
spring the marvels of modern industry

Women’s notable performances have been
confined to the reproductive arts.” (This was
sarcastic.) “The most resolute and indefatigable
of women cannot overcome these difficulties” he
declared. As scientific proof he offered, “There
has been no great women composer, painter or
sculptor [and] .. the best women novelists are
surpassed by men.” This of course was not true
(see e.g, Schowalter, 1977). The sole woman
engineer that Drews approved of, he designated
as “masculine.” I don’t know about Japan, but in
the USA and in my home territory of the UK, and
Ireland where I grew up, one can still hear such
comments! Anything to do with strength,

fortitude brain and body power, creativity must,

2 “the nineteenth century was the Age of the Female Novelist. With such stellar examples as Jane Austen,
Charlotte Bronté, and George Eliot, the question of women’s aptitude for fiction .. had been answered.”

Schowalter 1977.
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from the point of view especially of “the male
gaze,” be seen as male, regardless of the sex of
the individual. Men are certainly strong and
creative, but it is as if womanly strength and
intellectual potency must be banished from equal
consideration. Yet look currently at the
116-year-old oldest woman in the world, who is
Japanese, born in 1903, and this myth is entirely
debunked — she still enjoys learning
mathematics, for example. Women's life
expectancy surpasses men by as much as 5 years
in both the US and the UK. Is that not a minimal
testament to an enduring specific female bodily
strength taken over a lifetime? Freud, too, a fin
de siecle Austrian, and most of his immediate
followers famously, as you likely know, viewed
women and their development strangely too.
Just to remind you in a couple of quotes: Freud
claimed mystification and declared women’s
psychology a “dark continent.” In a 1925 paper
entitled “Some Psychical Consequences of the
Anatomical Distinction Between the Sexes,” he
writes, “Women oppose change, receive
passively, and add nothing of their own.”. There
are many such comments scattered in his work
and letters. Over the years women have
allegedly possessed flimsiness, delicacy, sexual
inadequacy, sexual frigidity, coldness, sluttiness,
sexual voraciousness, (note the untroubled wild
satanic

contradictions!) powers, guile,

self-centeredness, feather-brained thinking —

you name it! Freud, though, to give him his due,
was one of the first doctors to treat women'’s
mental development seriously and listen to them
in just as much depth as he lavished on males. At
least he helped us not to take sex and gender for
granted, but to ask, “Why should this be?” and
“How does this happen in female development?”
Many feminist and psychoanalytic writers
including me, have taken him to task for mistakes
in his theory — his insistence that the clitoris is a
male organ to be abandoned in order to become a
mature woman, or on his universalization of
“penis envy,” or his claim that a baby
normatively, was for women just a substitute for
her wished—-for penis, or his sentences where he
writes women as “castrated.” (not ‘acting as if,
but they ‘are’) These are now acknowledged
markedly phallocentric attitudes towards the
functioning of women’s psyches in relation to
their bodies. But one can still detect them in
modern case reports. Women may wish for a
baby for many reasons — commonly to compete
or identify with her own sister or mother, which
can be the height of woman-to-woman
competition. No man needed for those
psychodynamics! Mothers were very pale in
Freud’s understanding except in their Oedipally
idealized fantasy roles for boys, as being either
perfect hands-on caretakers, or erotically adored
objects or damned from early infancy. We have

come a long way in psychoanalysis in the

3 the male gaze: the assumption in visual and creative arts that the default or desired audience consists of
heterosexual males, and inclusion of women in narrative or art should seek to please this audience with the
objectification or sexualization of these depicted women.

Coined by Laura Mulvey (born 1941), British feminist film theorist in her essay “Visual Pleasure and

Narrative Cinema” (1975) .
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exploration of the role of the mother in a growing
girl's or boy’s mind, and my own cohort and I
have stressed the vital importance of the mother
especially in the girl’s development as a woman.
In fact, I believe that within these internalizations
are the complex core of how women develop and
identify themselves as sharing and having female
bodies. Males do also play a vital but more
secondary role in the particularly embodied
aspect of gender formation.

Freud was ahead of his time on many issues,
such as male homosexuality, or the precariousness
of civilization; and we are indebted to his
development of such majestic ideas as the role of
the unconscious in mental life, so that I think
women have felt especially hurt by his apparent
dismissal of their physicality and his corrosive
nefarious comparison of them with men.

I would like to allow us to place the
psychological confusion about females, and the
resultant disempowerment in a historical
perspective of many centuries of medical
thinking, at least in the West. Nowadays we can
be in a better position to help self-denigrating
patients to explore extensively their damaged
sense of themselves and their body image as
women, rather than impose automatically any
theory that colludes with their own possible
fantasies of being either “failed” men or “failed
women.” We can help them integrate, for
example, their male desires and fantasies into
their gender portraits as females — if that is their
issue — rather than collude with a binary division
in gender that would expect natal females to

renounce totally, rather than own and possess

their preferred qualities as male-identified
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females who can still inhabit their own female

bodies. (Balsam 2001).

Over-Idealization and its damage
Women in the West have been also defensively
romanticized as “The Eternal Feminine.” Belief

in this aspiration can produce individual
self-abnegation. Even Wikipedia admits there is
no clear definition but ascribes .. [to].” the
Eternal Feminine .., Beauty, Truth, Good, Love.”
We know the founders of psychoanalysis would
have looked to the German poet and philosopher
Nietzsche or to Goethe’'s Faust. Goethe’s
“Eternal Feminine” (das Ewig-Weibliche) is a
transcending figure promising salvation from
evil, and links with a Grecian perfect world of
Platonic ideals (Eros); or in Hinduism, Shakti, the
Indian Feminine Goddess; or the Pagan bountiful
Mother Nature; or the Christian Virgin Mother.
Mystics have considered the Eternal Feminine as
“the inexhaustible source of all life, of all
creativity or God.” Let us note together that
these images carry far too much weight on her
shoulders for the building blocks of any basic
theory of inhabiting a female body! In this
version, only a female Goddess can be truly
creative — a flesh and blood woman engineer
can’'t. The elevation of women in this fashion as
well as the belief that a woman is really a man if
she’'s powerful incorporates misogyny, and
disguises fear and condescension. I think we may
therefore safely believe that the human body —
rather than people’s attitudes about it — is the
more stable component of sex and gender, and in
addition has likely been relatively similar from

time immemorial and shared across cultures.
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Some Western History of Medicine

Why talking about the sixteenth century and
not keeping this talk relevant to the 21°* century?
Why so invested in the past? One answer has to
do with the nature of unconscious life. Studies of
historical trauma over generations analysts think
of setting us up for a “generational transmission”
of the traumata into the following generations. I
am not claiming that people from the past think
identically to those today — but rather that some
of the contemporary difficulties may be built on
the same anxieties towards the body that had the

same morphology back then.

Historical evidence of female body erasure qua
female

Fig. 1 is the cover of my 2012 book “Women’s
Bodies in Psychoanalysis.” is the picture of
dainty little 14™ century pregnant woman: from
1396. This comes from an old French treatise
on: “How pregnant women should Behave”
(FIRENZE, Aldebrando da (14th century)
Treatise on medicine. 1356. Fol. 47r.). As the
Black Plague killed off millions and millions of
people, repopulation became a big issue. Thus, to
be fertile was to be beautiful. To project her
fertility, a lady would bend back and stick out her
abdomen, mimicking how it looks to be pregnant.
This body posture, sexy in those days, was called”
the gothic slouch”.

Fig. 2 is from 19" century Italian ceramic.
Doctors used this kind of ceramic sculpture for
teaching demonstration to patients, or to teach
medical students.

Looking at old medical body drawings is a

focused way to study specifically this problem of
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how the female body is seen over history. Given
that the artists and anatomists were male back
then, one sees graphically how the “difference” or
“otherness” of female organs have been handled
close-up and visualized. In fact, these are the
first-known medically supervised anatomical
drawings in the West, dating from the sixteenth
century. Medical dissections are supposed to be
the acme of objectivity — but here, that
objectivity was “in the eye of the beholder”.

Fig. 3 is Male and female organs displayed to
their (from

demonstrate correspondences

Andreas Vesalius' Tabulae Anatomicae Sex,
1538). Vesalius (1514-1564) from Padua, Italy,
with  displaying

revolutionized  anatomy

dissection of the body to students. He also
published diagrams and text together, which we
do today. Till that time Galen, (129 BC-210 AD)
and the ancient Greeks had totally ruled medical
understanding in the West — for the 15 centuries
before. (But this still lingered till the 18™
century in Europe). Vesalius worked with artists
from the Titian workshop to illustrate what he
was seeing on the dissection table. Here we
notice, though, the same erroneous propensity
that I have highlighted in modern times, to
“compare and contrast” too closely women's with
men’'s anatomy, creating confusions of “more
than” and “less than”.

Fig. 4 is Female Sculpture (1522) of uterus
shown like a penis. Note the drama of the
woman’s display. Is she trying to keep her
modesty or is she showing how outrageous her
genitalia are? Fig. 5is the same model: the womb
neck is the same as a penis here. Isn't it an

interesting kind of a salacious pose?
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Thomas Laqueur (1990)* a Berkeley historian
with a good sense of anatomy — describes a
“one-sex” theory, which existed for thousands of
years from Aristotle and Galen through the end
of the 18th ¢ and beyond, where the female
genitalia were literally “seen” as male organs.
Women's anatomy, they declared, it “lacked
perfection,” and because females were “too cold”,
they “retained” the male structures, instead of
extruding them in proper male fashion. Women
thus were inside-out men. The one-sex theory
influences early analytic theory —e.g., the notion
that libido is male; that the girl is a little boy at the
beginning; or Freud's notion that a mature
woman to abandon her clitoris — in order for her
to become a purer female and change over to a
wish for her penis via a (boy) baby! This 20th
century thinking is the same quality of thought as
the ancient Greeks. Eventually the scientific
discovery of hormones in the 1930s moved an
aged Freud more towards a “two-sex” theory,
when he began to admit that a female was not an
exact mirror image of a male. But his followers
adhered to the theory established in 1908.

Fig. 6 is Vesalius’ Vagina as Penis (1543) in
the left, and Vidus Vidius’ Vagina with all male
parts (1611) in the right. This is the most
reprinted image in the West of the vagina being
portrayed as a penis. The uterus is drawn here
as an inverted scrotal sac. Laqueur notes that the
only genital naming language was male right up
till the 18th century.
possible  unconscious

Let us consider

motivations here due to powerful internal
anxieties on the part of the males who created
these pictures. (This is where the past may join
the present, in the treatment of women as
malignant “Other”). These drawings would
definitely support the male’s belief that orgasm
was in fact only generated by a phallic
mechanism (the form of the “vaginal” canal in the
picture). The drawings are peculiar when one
thinks of the doctors’ familiarity with attending
difficult childbirths — looking at and palpating
female anatomy, even if women as midwives
attended most child births. Given the fantasy
inside-out male anatomy, an internal empty
scrotum (the “uterus” in the picture) would
become filled up with a baby. As late as the early
20" century the clitoris was viewed by doctors as
a male organ, and in that period, it became a
target of male hostility in operations to extirpate
the clitoris as a cure for various ‘women'’s
diseases. This behavior could be generated by an
unconscious male fantasy of a dreaded “phallic
woman” — a fantasy described by Freud that
infers a castration anxiety reaction about the
existence of a female's vaginal opening. That
theory began even before dissection was
permitted as you see, but lingered in the
preconscious, as an example of how one can
become misled by trying too hard to fit one’s new
observations to an established but misinformed
theory!

Fig. 7 is Scipione Mercurio’s Female Genitalia.

A, the cavity, or concavity, of the outside of the

4 Thomas Laqueur, a contemporary historian from Berkeley, spent a year in medical school learning about

the body by engaging in anatomical dissection. His father had been a pathologist who allowed his young

son to accompany him in the morgue.
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uterus divided, according to Galen, into two parts;
B, the neck of the uterus; C, the pudendum or
natura (vagina) of the woman; D, the testicles of
women. This is an adaptation by Mercurio of the
well-known and much-discussed drawing of the
female uterus in Vesalius, De Humani Corporis
Fabrica 1543. The uterus is so puzzling to the
artists, that I suggest that massive anxiety
about pregnancy and childbirth dominated the
drawings, rather than as has been suggested, a
focused anxiety only about the female genitals,
that may have informed these pictures. There
was an unholy mystery about how the foetus was
made, carried and extruded — in spite of the
regularity of the event of childbirth.

Fig. 8 is Leonardo da Vinci's (1452-1519) only
Coitus Drawing (1497) he ever made. In 1910,
Sigmund Freud argued that Leonardo was
homosexual, but that he sublimated all of his
erotic side into endless research. (Later
historical research showed he had male students
who likely were lovers.) But Freud picked up on
this “coldly clinical” drawing of heterosexual
intercourse among Leonardo’s notes. Sherwin
Nuland (a New Haven surgeon) noted in his
book on Leonardo, that this penis was so large
compared to the vagina of the woman, that it
would kill her!l NB: Galenic influences of medical
teaching. For example, there is here a duct
linking woman’s nipple with her uterus —
‘fungibility of fluids' (blood supposedly changed
into milk). Also, NB: male duct from lower spine
to penis — sperm was made in bone marrow, and
then was delivered via penis.

Fig 9 is also Leonardo’s Foetus Drawings

(1507~1513). In contrast, these are amazingly
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accurate pictures of the growth of fetuses, the
first time any such illustrations were ever
attempted. Perhaps, importantly, not complicated
by the bodies of the mothers.

In Leonardo’s Notebook:, he mentions “.. As one
mind governs two bodies, inasmuch as the
desires, the fears, the pains of the mother are one
with the pains, that is the bodily pains and desires
of the child which are which is in the body of the
mother, in the like manner the nourishment of the
food serves for the child, and is nourished from
the same cause as are the other parts of the
mother, and its vital powers are derived from the
air which is the common living principle of the
human race and of other living creatures ..”
(1966 p.163, 164). 1 think Leonardo’s is the most
moving description to me, of the female bodily
basis for this fantasy of pre-birth foetal bliss that
we believe humans harbor, and unconsciously
yearn to return to, safe within the mother. The
Japanese psychoanalyst Dr Takeo Doi, in the
1970s conceptualized that the “amae” that is
prevalent in your culture are feelings that all
normal infants, he said, “at the breast harbor
towards their mother — dependence, the desire
to be passively loved, the unwillingness to be
separated from the warm mother-child circle and

v

cast into a world of ‘objective reality’”. (p.7 in
Forward by John Bester). Dr. Doi thought that
these feelings remain especially lively within
adults too in Japanese culture, in both family and
outside relationships. This process is an abiding
developmental psychoanalytic idea. Here is a
commonality, then, of the psychological gift of the
power granted by the basis of the female body

itself amongst our countries, cultures, eons of



HORE N R B SePisedt B - Saggaty v —

history and across continents — attested to by
Leonardo DaVinci, Freud, Donald Winnicott,
Melanie Klein, Hans Loewald, Takeo Doi and
many psychodynamic therapists here, in Europe,
the USA, Canada and South America and China.

Fig. 10 is from 1601, a distortion of, I presume,
the unbearable size of a baby being born,
compared to the vaginal opening. Just to remind
that improved learning is far from a linear
process, and that where anxiety is involved, we
might expect waves of repression against new
discoveries.

Fig. 11 is European Corsets from the 1950s, to
control the female body? In case the woman's
precious and dangerous foetus would jump out
and frighten people?

Now, to help us not leap to conclusions about
gender composition only judged by exteriors, I
ask you to recall the pictures of the movie posters
we have all seen of “Wonder Woman” (2017) and
“Mulan” (2020). “Wonder Woman” (2017) was
portrayed by Gal Gadot, the Israeli movie actress,
and directed by a woman. She certainly has
power, and can save the human race! Mulan”
(2020) Liu
She

was played by Yifei, a

Chinese-American actress. is another
modern woman superhero, another mighty
warrior, this time who saves China. Both female
figures are offered in popular movies to modern
young girls, to empower their broader gender
choices.

There are interesting differences in the gender
compositions of “Wonder Woman” and “Mulan”,
although they bear external similarities as both
beautiful women, dressed for battle, brandishing
fighters with beautiful

swords, ferocious

7157

WigEasE 21 20214F

streaming black hair. Classically they could be
“phallic” women and would have been seen as
dangerous castrators of males in the older
psychoanalytic texts.

For “Wonder Woman” I would instead suggest
that this visual image could be interpreted as the
height of her style of femininity. She was
brought up entirely by women fighters on an
island — her father a distant God who may be an
idealized abstract but entirely absent. She is
closely modeled on her mother, and other women
there while growing up. “Mulan”, (at least in
the animated version), on the other hand, is like
an old-fashioned 1908 classic Freudian female.
She yearns to be a boy and seeks to become her
father in the spirit of protecting him due to his
infirmity, “makes it” as a pretend-man in a male
world, but then radically drops all her male
identity to go home meekly, marry the handsome
warlord and somehow magically “become” a
mature woman (by rejecting her maleness,
which was Freud's recipe). If Mulan were in
analysis with me, I'd be working hard to try to
help her integrate and not reject her
identification with this father, and to explore the
ambivalent identifications with her mother to try
to help her integration of male-inflected gender
with her acceptance of the powers of her female
body. She may still enjoy the young warlord and
become a mother, if that's what she wishes, but
hopefully without having to try to obliterate a
part of her identity.

“Wonder Woman” seems to be presented as a
very late discoverer of heterosexuality, and that a
man may have a role with a woman in

baby-making is almost a puzzle to her! Her
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interest in procreation shows for about a single
second in this movie! She is erotically titillated by
the attentions of a human pilot, but seems
confused by it, even relieved by his death, and
seems to have a very long way to go
psychologically to discover whatever identity she
may possess beyond her exclusively all-female

inner world as she gets back to the serious work

of saving the planet!

Attitudes to the female body’s capacity for
Pregnancy and Birthing

The male body “phallus” has been the most
familiar icon of power in the West. And it is
certainly a symbol of mature male powers and
sexual as well as potentially reproductive
development, as it is depicted both tumescent and
erect.

The equivalent icon and symbol of undeniable
female body power at the height of its mature
reproductive development is, in my opinion, the
pregnant birthing body of the female. I have
written about this in The Vanished Pregnant
Body in Psychoanalysis (Balsam, 2003) and in
The Female Body in Psychoanalysis (Balsam,
2012), hoping also to make another based on
additional writings. Here is just one important
off-shoot of the thesis, for example: Through a
phallic lens, the male body and its pleasures have
dominated the iconography of the psyche.
Without acknowledgment of the also powerful
female equivalent icon, especially female bodily
pleasures have been underplayed, misinterpreted
and clinically misunderstood. The physical
pleasures involved in sexuality whatever the

object choice is — including masturbation,
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heterosexuality, lesbian, bisexuality or queer —
and the pleasures involved in the choice of
exercising her fertility or not; the pleasures of
athleticism, and also the pleasures of a female’s
brain functioning have been very much
underplayed in our mental health descriptions of
females' lives. T alert you to pay close attention to
whatever clinical accounts and theories you are
now reading. You'll see that almost always, if
subjectivity of the female body is mentioned, it is
depicted as a pained burden to its owner, and a
source of misery. Her intellectual pleasures can
be eclipsed judged by standards of career
achievements measured as if against men. Our
116-year-old Japanese woman speaks
spontaneously to a journalist of her mind’s
pleasure in learning new mathematics, for
example. But rarely is pleasure mentioned in
psychiatric texts, unless it is problematized. And
if freely enjoyed, such as by women in tennis,
rowing or soccer, say, it may be pointed to or
implied necessarily as a masculine quality. Why?
This lens has been the result of the bias and a
tendency towards seeing active body pleasures
as the purview of males. This cultural and
non-rational bias has profound consequences for
and clinical

theory-making accompanying

expectations for symptomatology.

Affecting Patients

The most telling test for me about femaleness
is how silent we remain in our everyday clinical
write-ups about women as women. Rare is the
mention of a middle-aged patient’s childbirth
experiences, for example, or accounts of her

pregnancies that might have deeply affected her
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life afterwards, or her body image, or her sense of
herself and her powers, as well as the psyche of
the particular child that was born; nor after
childbearing age, struggles that she experienced
about her past decisions pro or con child-bearing
are ignored, as if not of interest. Childbirth
normatively has a tsunamic impact on a woman'’s
embodied sense of herself that is also not all
positive. The choice not to have children also has
a profound effect that cannot be pre-judged by a
therapist as either good or bad on behalf of a
woman. The import is within the personal detail.
In addition, a woman'’s reactions to the off-spring
of a particular birth experience are worthy of
interest. They are the resultant physical
creations that grant or hamper affirmations of her
own body empowerment, moreover as the living
animation of babies that she has anticipated in
fantasy ever since her early childhood with fear,
excitement or dread — or a mixture of all three.
A cultural erasure is detected by the general
absence of such sharable materials that one might
think would frequently appear in case
summaries, in papers and clinical thinking. This
material is so common in the lives of women, and
yet so rare to read about. By the time US women
in 2016 had reached the age of 40, 86 percent of
them and in 1976, 90% of them had had childbirth
experiences. An even higher percentage had
been pregnant at one time or another. Unless a
pregnancy is part of presenting complaint, few

therapists will ask about these past bodily

experiences. Group denials and internal
avoidance of the topics have to be involved in the
destruction of linkages in thinking, and thus our
discourse. A kind of hole in our knowledge then I
believe exists — due to these erasures of the
liveliness of on-going connections to a vital

nature of the female body that simultaneously

includes its sexual and procreative import.

Clinical Vignettes

The patients here presented were asking for
help about some current interpersonal problems
and feelings of depression. Their bodies were not
on their minds. The following are the kinds of
stories one can hear from women patients who
complain about other forms of disempowerment
and self-abnegation, and are not consciously
worried about their reproductive bodies at all, but
which may be linked unconsciously and split off
from their awareness thus depriving the person
of opportunities for fully integrating such
experiences:
1) Ms.A, a matronly looking woman, a prominent
lawyer in her mid-sixties, in a recent gay
marriage. Her divorce well past, children grown,
she found herself holding back and timid in her
new romantic relationship. Her partner wanted
for example, to use their considerable finances for
their life pleasure, and to buy a lovely house by
the ocean. The patient reported that, she
somehow, “had no heart for it.” She was feeling

disempowered.

5 “Womens’ Bodies in Psychoanalysis” 2012 is full of clinical detail. In fact, it is by way of clinical
demonstration that I choose to make theoretical arguments for the need for our field to re-address the

whole issue of the sexed body in analysis.

(Area of clinical study: theory of mind, the femaleness of the body, including pregnancy and childbirth)
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In the course of her 5 year 4/week analysis she
lay on my couch with fists clenched tightly across
her breasts. Ultimately, she revealed that since
puberty she’d considered them ugly and too
large, excessive, tried to minimize them, and felt
shame that they showed through her clothes.
Always uncomfortable in her skin, she had been
severely criticized by her mother for her body
shape. Her school performance was A level, but
not stellar enough for mother. Father had
abandoned the mother when the patient was an
infant. Ms. A also had spoken of secret
pleasurable moments of mutual body exploration
with girlfriends underneath the bedcovers in the
dark during sleepovers. This echoed her acute
embarrassment in the daylight at what she saw
as my seeing and being critical of the menopausal
decline of her skin, her big breasts and body
shape.

In the negative maternal transference towards
me, she suffered pained fantasies of my
denigration of her body. She longed for my
admiration (in the positive transference), and
occasionally allowed forbidden but exciting,
delighted fantasies of my sensual pleasure
viewing her large breasts. She declared though
that my body was more beautiful than hers,
losing the competition with mother, as it were, in
fantasy. She was exceptionally focused on the
breast area. So .. her body image expressions
were full of mixed messages of ambivalence. One
could gradually begin to see enjoyment emerging
at times from the mists of the heavy, dark
self-criticisms as she became more confident in

my benign presence. It seemed to me that her

menopause, as well as guilt about her new sexual
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and emotional intimacy with a woman, had

provoked an upsurge of unworked-over
negativity and guilt from her growing-up
experiences. In this regressed mode, she
believed that she should be ashamed of herself for
her gay proclivities, and she did not deserve to
reward herself with a comfortable life, the love of
her partner and an attractive big new house.
After becoming aware of these forbidden
pleasurable thoughts about her body, the patient
then unexpectedly recalled that her childbirth
experiences had been next to miraculous for her.
This took me by surprise too. The large breasts
then had felt “right” because a baby needed them.
I understood more then about her mortification
about her menopause and her contemporary
sexuality. Growing up, Ms.A had so blocked out
anything to do with sex and babies that, unlike
her friends, she declared she had no fantasy that
she would ever have a baby — the idea just did
not appear in her thoughts. (This is of course
what happens in repression due to deep
anxieties.) It thus was awe-inspiring and
incredible to her that an exquisitely formed,
perfect little baby body could emerge unscathed
out of her body — moreover, a tiny separate body
that so filled her heart with tenderness and
admiration. She took on breastfeeding vigorously
and in pride and triumph, with also many
aggressive thoughts about showing up and
showing off her newfound prowess to her
disgusted and scandalized mother! For those
moments, Ms.A felt she had successfully defied
this mother’s prediction that she would always be

a failure as a woman. The love of her own female

body during these seismic events around giving
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birth and breastfeeding had to some extent
shifted the interior geography of her mind, even
though these pleasures were eluding her now in
menopause. Their images could be re-accessed
in analysis and re-ignited for further psychic
integration. Ms.A began to savor the images of
her body that now repeatedly filled her
associations. In turn, this experience of body
self-empowerment helped her see that this was
the way her woman lover saw her, attracted
towards her ample breasts, for example. My
patient began finally also to allow her own mutual
excitements in their sexual contact. Her new
wife, also represented in her transferences to me,
had been unconsciously chosen with the hope to
enhance her own body powers, sensuality and
sexuality, and thus animate this later life object
relational route to her greater fulfillment as she
aged.

2) MsB, a young married woman in
psychotherapy who described her depression
and frustration with starting projects that she
couldn’t seem to finish. She glumly often believed
that she succeeded at nothing. The following
story unfolded: Once she had been her ease with
her physicality, she said. She told about her
prowess in basketball in high school and
popularity with the boys.

But when married at 22, a late miscarriage due
to an undiagnosed abnormal fetus that had
happened a few years before I first saw her, had
wreaked “a mess on my body,” she said. The
horror of this had left her feeling robbed of all her
poise and all her goodwill toward her body. No
longer could she trust in the bodily nature of her

female confidence. She had withdrawn then from
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her sexuality. Her husband was troubled about
this, but tried to be supportive. It was not about
him, she said. All good feelings about her body
seemed to evaporate into numbness. She was
traumatized by this confrontation with the
terrible fact that not only did she produces an
abnormal child, but that she might easily have
lost her own life while in the act of giving birth in
this difficult, hemorrhagic, and lethal delivery.
Her creativity in other areas of her life diminished
in her depression. She metaphorically said she
could not “expand” anything she did. She was
feeling powerless.

My traumatized patient became pregnant once
more during her four years of psychotherapy.
She was nervous about it, but this time the
end-story was completely different, and she gave
birth to her first living child. She had had a
positive experience with a Cesarian delivery,
where she was awake enough to see her husband
tenderly put the baby boy’s mouth to her nipple,
before she sank into a contented post-delivery
sleep.

Slowly, bit by bit, in the subsequent months she
recovered her teenage bodily confidence,
beginning once more to do her yoga and recover
her sexual enjoyment. The birth announcement
she sent out to friends included a quotation from
Queen Constance in Shakespeare’s King John:
“my fair son! / My life, my joy, my food, my all the
world.” (3.4.103-104). The child’s living birth
had restored for this patient her the assets of her
own body to her soul, re-emerged from the
trauma and grief of devastation of their

firstborn’s death. And her relationship with her

husband and intellectual life once again began to
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flourish.

Conclusion

I have introduced the emotional impact of the
sheer power of the body of women. I have led
you from the anatomical distortions in accounts of
the female body to my suggestion that there are
universal unconscious anxieties and dread in both
men and women of the female body’s power of life
and death that reactively lead to women’s fates in
being subjugated or in her lacking confidence in
her own powers. We all are struggling to cope
with these strong and often unconscious chains of
associations and family and group memories that
can be perceived and feared as overwhelming, if
allowed into consciousness. Simplification into
categorizations of strict binary gender attitudes
keeps the fear of female power at bay. Misogyny
is another way. It names age-old and
contemporary cultural attitudes that suppress
females — as we hear about it in individual
analyses and lives of both women and men.
There is much else to be said about women’s
bodies as attractors of violence and maltreatment,
domestically and as the targets of crime, and as
the targets of oppressive laws that aim to possess
them and crush their autonomy.

The answers of course are multidetermined.
But one feature of “silence” of any kind that we
know psychoanalytically, relates to trauma. The
second patient especially reminds us that every
childbirth — the most female-embodied event
that exists — is a confrontation with death, as
well as with life. Modern medicine can now

comfort us, and soothe our terror of personal

physical annihilation in most cases of birthing.
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But not in all. Childbirth can become a major
source of grief and loss for both men and women.
The woman'’s body has been a cultural Rorschach
for such unholy dread and loss over the centuries.
There is a Somali proverb that says to a newly
pregnant woman: “the mouth of your grave is
open.” But the very same body obviously can
produce the ecstatic joy of bringing a newborn
into the world.

It is not really surprising that all people are so
consciously and unconsciously in awe of the
female body. This is the body, after all, that can
contain a developing whole other human being,
and thus contributes to future generations. Over
the centuries, to everyone, these immense
powers have seemed both magical but also
frightening. The birthing female body has been
and still is, the site of both living joy and

expansion, but carries the possibility also of

heartbreaking death and profound loss.
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omen’s Bodies
in Psychoanalysis

Fig.1 Aldebrando da. Fig.2 Italian ceramic 19""c
Treatise on Medicine, 1356

Fig.3 Male and female organs displayed to demonstrate their
correspondences.
From Vesalius, Tabulae sex (1538)
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testicles

Fig.6

Fig.4 Female sculpture 1522: uterus shown like penis and

Vesalius: Fabrica 1543 Vagina as Penis

and Vidus Vidius: 1611 Vagina with all
male parts

Fig. 5 Same model showing that
womb neck is her penis

DELLA COMMARE
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e

Fig.7 Female genitalia
This is an adaptation by Mercurio of the

well-known and much-discussed
drawing of the female uterus in

Vesalius, De Humani Corporis Fabrica
1543.
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for both boys and girls Venice, 1601

Fig. 11 From Copenhagen Museum: Pregnancy Girdle circa 1950

7257






HORE N R B SePisedt B - Saggaty v —

WigEasE 21 20214F

[ Haam ]
OB RERFEZ -2 NI =XV b
~F B ENrORRE I ZAZHIA T~

Women’s Bodies and Empowerment: Psychoanalytic Perspectives
on Body and Mind

(%)
€N

VRO, B, BHASCIRIC B U 5 A iknydt
R, RIS TR B 1970 SEAR LR T, Kk
TAT YT AT A DHBRRIWIE R L MWDK ED
RWELERLTWS, A2bOLITENIEDH
5H, HAMBAD7 = 3 =2 NEFHOBEIHH 5
DT, INHBRD My 7 PER®RHL L%
B o RAZ2HIIHENICH RIS L Tl b o %
72 EAFES TV D DT, FAASKEHGHTIGB A
LIRRD Z A E kOGRS &b ik
FTh, BIAOHLLDBEELG) ZLEHAT
Voo BEOFERRICHE T 2w ohndio 7 —
SPHLPICENTETWS, 728 21F FE1,
FEFRMEST (B Bordo 1989,1999), & %\ i3HE
MHICBIT 5, 1S, ZYEOMERFCR O A
L female THH & iz (fz 2 iEE&EToy €
F—=X7 2774 7HMEMNE [BYEm] <52
Lwy 7ag Moo 7zE), HHwIE, 2Lz
EXALANFIETO, BRFHEDGE
RO AKFACD A % & 72 LTV DH I EADA
ff&, 72, ABEN Tk 72 IR MO
HiElx, ToRe, TR L] Loz 51y
L7200 IChbEME RO TER
(Weisenser-Hanks, 1999), & F &F 2Rt 5
F RIC20MACICE D T T, TWEDEY E B GE
Wi, KPR LIZLIEZERZREEICTY, B
W THIRT % LdRh o7z,

(B SRV Al'd

* B HE SRR A BRBE A
PRI R BOR A

T—2X<') —H.
EH -k BT

7277

VAY) %7 aF

oW BN, WM, BFZEE, HuRSUbE
ATHIILLT, ZLTHEDS T ST RER
BRI D 72 > TRV 72D o A4k o Jhamtk % 585k
L&D &LT, BEHDNMDYE SN O
LT —<iE, YEZ0L00EEEHET LD
ETHodz, WHETIEERMUS, BERFEELS LN
F X B HEORMIRERLREIIOWT, SF&F
HWbwa [HE| 23R, 728 2E [-tk
Pl L THMEARRE] L2 THMEME] v 54
MV R, SRS EYFH I HIC IS A
FNREICEENTNICL o THELS L EkR
LTWh, TIFEDRR MESY ¥ OEHN 25T
T, FRIZ 80 AR 90 AR, T DFEDE 2 T,
[EMHFAREER] L LTHRONS L) 12h
D, A HTI M2 neurosexism] & LT
R AT LR S TV B (Fine, 2010). S\
Wzl BROYEOWDILIEZL W) 725 TR
FIBHBSALL] 252 0WEE s wbiT
TR, F72 BHICEIRE2SE VI 22T
T, AR LD TV, ZoiikiE,
(EEmEe) 2 DB T A 774714 &LT
DY x v F—FMH S 7= (B Stoller, 1968,
1985, fi), ZHicHEv CTRED MR S h, BEIF
HEOANMOWFEE ADOEXRITEVD DI 5
720 MIHUCIE 2L, FELPHIoTWEEHIZ, FH
WICHED D EDWETHE LTOEVZIELS
BV, FEBIFERBON L THL
ThHhbHIEEZRVIGERKL TV VWS, £




DO GRERE A Tcn 28T =X Y b~ D ke 225 2 BRA T~

B E, L LTE, A22EThFF-72 8
HE, Vo — 1RO DZNNRE—L5Y)
DEET D005, LY THE, CDOLIBRS
ANDY =¥ F =TI, ATH [IEF ] T [k
B Ao [ 7 ZFH R —RL R &k i, X
FFLTV YD HEET, FLTkr YA
TUT 4 b HEETHESN A (Chodorow, 1994)
AR L 72wk, i E72 3B 1o g EkmmA
YeEm s EmBE OB, Ve vy —RBU
JBNADFENBE LT VOLHMEE LY L, X
B MPICEECTEFIICO BRI TH L E V) T
& TH 5 (Balsam, 2019). 4712, FLLRM2 5/
W, HEN, FLTRAMICWF T, AF
NH - 723 RIE 0 b AR, T AcHE
WThHbo ZOPKRIIRET L 0w LB 2%
MRS, Vv — otk LR T A L
WA LEEEERGDLEL LR, NEE
ZL, EHURETIENLNESICRD L, AT
%2 Do RMORMIHIZBT 2F ML, O
HEMICED LI, ZLTaE, diHIRECE
EPHFAET LI E STz, £ L TZEOHMIZM
M) ZLilHb, T07z0IC, RE7uA MR
DEERDOYLEBEMFEL 2hS, LYz v =1
DVThoEeEZ L7201, AL To7EAS
FOLEENEZICLEADL I L LED>
720 RAE, KMERHZIZOWT, FHb L2 h 5
BDERZEIIRLTEZ VLIS IILTW
5 BUBBEIF L TORMETH S, 7272, HW
RSB LA TWAZ LR, M2bI3FML
TwaiIhEd,

IVINT—XY K

LDV I8T — A Y MZOWTHELEZ &8
LMD, WRIIKMER S DT — Bk F
WY FRESIN TV EHE V) L TH D, A
BEMERH suffragettes! 72 B D% < o 4
oL, 7oL ZITEERESC, HHEREEOT
Hhlo, XYEETHRDRFMAZERLT,
KRR L7z ez bid, AN bOAINICS
R zi- T, LIFLISHESoEeEL L
Bl9o. V= vy —fEBRoPER, LotaiiBwn
THMMEAAHETH ), EORLIZBVTD, 5%
B2, b DEBPUETH L, LT,
Mz (BB RIS EARENMD T
=T H)H L TORLSEL VI BISHR D §
b0 THUL, BiftEHNICHEB L7277 4V P A A
AL [WEENLZDDONDHREY | ©XHTH
o N — B TEIREIEIIME & DX Y ALY
THRETLZ LD DD, KON ZHASHY
EOMBRPLRETEILLDH D, (ZhIL, &
THREBEL, HHVITEBITA ¥ HRICHAS
N v bIFTRRVD, 1920ERDH L > -
A= 4 Dk, KihaH CIREL < B4 I TR
ENTVD), HhdbENVHG-bOW L
Vv =0 HETHD0OEHIZ, BN
SNAHSWEEBLIR S NDNL TR EE L DL
PRI G- 2 R 2 7 A — V%, 7z bide Ty
BRI Z RIER LR, e 21, Lidko
I BMBHETDIOIKEMT L LD TE S,
ENHE, HOWDHLILEMAERE V) B,
VXL, FHLWIRIE, BLHL [HoNL%
BHRL] F3ECE, BB [k #ET
Hbo I Z2ZO@BHITEG-bOHCHERE

L 1@ NS EhEsw % suffragette 13, 20 LB O L HIGBIFMAED X ¥ N—T, k72613 LS BHE]
DOREWIFEDICIZ, VD EEHME women's suffrage & L THI SN S ATGREBIZBIT 5 BEMEEZ RO TH -
720 KRETIEE AL 1920 12 REM % 157278, AL 19654 F THRON LD o 72e AR

1945 4R 121572



HORE N R B SePisedt B - Saggaty v —

HAViEH) L LTH, WlAbidIhzREOHT
D, BHDHVIZHERMO LN L OELFERE L BT
Wb, ZYITHT AR TFORGEERED ) O
—HEOERIZZ Y RT, wHAlLLTREENAD
HETVDLONIZONWT, k) LTHLMED
W HESE b, BB ANLERER E L
T, BT HLWITFHEOME F L v ) iHH Lok
Weho, SESERULORMI L5052
EDTER LD FMAERZ, FA72D OHERAE
ANIWR 513 E, FMEFIZOWTORLLED
MEmEIEL, WHIELIENTE, TN
THBIE, BELRAEDTELMR) HEIC—
FALHHET, 23V EDEI RV HFTHZD
BEMHESS LW BT, EET 5
DEPTFONDL LI B,

EDINT—ICDVTDR h—U—

20204F 9 H — HERBIEO Z 0¥ As Lo
FIANA R T Iy IHEDOLDI, ELw
HANOF A DT, To2n B0 LT
Wb ) EZFDOL EII— NROD LHMERE,
AL2T74 7427 - TAXYR 2N, ZEoOL Y
RT =AY MDD FE Y ZIZDOWTHKDOD %R H
2L 720 Z OF MR IEORE T 1845 41258
Fla sz (HARRD 1971 FITHTI E Nz T,
HIALREDITEER ST O ZOfEFHz BIC
L7zhdb L) 747 —72525 WiED
184545 5 2020 FEDH DO A =¥ AT 55
FERREOLEILIIONT, WAVALRIETIRD K
DaAybML, AERGNATARBELEZRIRL
oo 10Oy A REEIOVWTOL DI, B
SIZWRICRHFAER V) OB EEN I E L2
R nir 1908 FE DI Wil Z VTR L7275,

WigEEmE 2l 2021 4F

75 HTHERLCwLEMZ Lz 20
MBI R ST 7z, 1908 4F F Tl ik
KETLUDOL Y V=T ORAPEETH o727
SIE, ZERIZCKEOBEIH S »REEL’ D
500 ? FAYADIY Y =7 THEHRLES D
H=I o T ab— A, HERIICEEEE R {, RE
& THARRIC D A ¥ &7 VT b DAY 7255
S0RORE] LER KOFTHTIZ(GDT =
IZAMDAT YT [HERBIHE L]
LIy pb Lhiwnd), [y =70
L v ) OREENTH % F L THRO TR A
SIFEBROEREEI B E NS ZEOEH T
ENRT A=V ALWVIHIDIZY T I T4 T
T (BE)ICROND] (TNIREATD 5,
I TG vy Tays54 77—
bl o TWD)o [HbRECTENMS T O
THoTHIOWEEEMTELR V] LIHEES
L7zo ORL7RHFMIIC &L 2 &, [HK%
ZHOEINE, WK, H2VIEWARITV RV (Z
LO) WD EWERTH > THHMIT T
BVl THIZDBAAEETIERZVEWBIAIR
Schowalter, 1977 &), 72V — A0SR L7z
W—DLMoryy=7%, HiE (BNl &
ML 720 FAZHARIZDWTIEZAS 228, KER
RO TH HREE, ZLTRPE-2TA VT
FERPZIZHC Z LA
B | RS &ML ERC S hoT), £ L TAl
VISR L 722 b 0133 X, SRS B oag P
OBEHI S, ZOMAOWER & ZBRER < HE

YRFT, 29wy axy

male L RSN 5, BHIEE»ICH 2 ) A4

T4 TN, oKL, HerdrmoliReu
22 BE IS5 Rl SBR S R T iE % S
HBWESTHb, L2AT, MREEHD 1165

2 MNOMRIEZMER OB 5720 V2 Vv F—AF 4V, Y¥y—av b-7R0r57RYVg—Y -1
v N EBHE 2P EBZTFNIE TEORENOF IOV TORMIZ- &2 Tw 5,

Schowalter 1977.



DO GRERE A Tcn 28T =X Y b~ D ke 225 2 BRA T~

DEMEERTH L. WZIZ1903FEAEThoOH
ANTH Y, (KD S) MFHIEETE I N5
7ol 2L, RHBEAREREFEILRZELAT
Who KHOFMIKRETHEETLHELY 5
FIEIERV, ThaEd, —EERL, HREnT
FEERW MDD R W E D BAR OFERTIX
B HREKOA—ZA M) T ATHE 701 b
b, TLTEDHELBT2HbOREED, Ak
EARHM->TWB LI, ‘ML Z0FREE L%
HTRZ. BOulT201c0nl o3I HL L),
a4 MIEMbE FIRL, ZEoLEE TR
Kke| ZEBS Lo 19254E0FL, [
BYEDOENOLRIRFEDZ, ZI22WT] DT,
i TRVEEZEARISHE S v, WIS ZITIS 72
JTHSZ SIS L] EENTWwS, [k
D% DA Ay ME, HOMEMRPFMIHL S
b BRWAEH, ikiE, #o5, BE, MRk
A, ARRE, Gk, BEEE, VERICERRA S 2
GAECTER BN LT, B BCHOL,
PO LHITHEEZ, ZEMbrdbrolih
T&7. L2L, 7u4 M2 5L 31UL,
AT ZVE DR FEE I ANCT D AL A, PV #
RITOEELFAL LI ITZEORFICEL FEuT
72, WHOIOERMO—ANTH B, PRl dos
MFT, BbiEME YLy y—IiconTH &
EFI, [EHLTTH %0 ? | [KHEDFETIE
ChEEHI %507 | LEMTES, 4{D7x
I =X PRAE EORMONT OFRFEL, Pho
MEROM) ZRc LML C& 72 NS, 2
UM R BYZREDS, ALK R S
OIS REZ L W) HOTIR, [R=2

KL O—feft, T2, Kb A EHERIZIZ,
LWL > TEATW R 2D BRI
WERVEW) FER, FLME [FESIShTw
2] (ZOEHITHREHESTWD] TEEL, %
BENT (VB EEPNILELY, Thbid
HSHTIE, OB EEOBRIZBT KDL
RIBERELC T 7235 L < BRI 2 BB 2 L 3Rk S
NTwz, L2aL, &fRoEHRE IS %
RO 5 eNTED, WHIEE L OBE TR
LR ARELES S K HDDOIIRERRICK
TP —LTH Y, Itk
BWOTHEIZ 2 D 5. BHIZIZ I ONE»AE
Ths ! 704 FOEFETIE, FOFIZLoTo
IF A T AN RIELKI B ORE 2 v, B3
IR IS, EEEARETEEY, HHVIE
PEZ IR, F 2R BIFLEN A S OB L v IR
OFR L SNz KT, Bbidilies
WoOREL22H 500 OB B H % RIEHESE
LCT&7, ZLTHROME &R, ZIED
DIFEIIBNT, NEIBOTHEETHLHZ L%
FRLTE 2, %, ZhsolNifbodiz, &
PZED LI ITHEL, KMo S k% LG LI
BOLLTHSHSEZIHWT 200 L) iR
W H 5 L, RIIMEL Wb, B2
EETEH D75, FIZY = vy —EROEMH LT
i, SR GEEERIZTORTH D,

a4 M, BEHEREE Lo G % &,
% DT OB E A LTz, ZL TR
7zHix, 7uA b OBEERORAATGORE R &
ONKRLGMEORBEOREEZZITTW5, 205
CE, WO EREE B S S FICHRL 7

3 WMDY the male gaze : WEMAIEN T — FOHFT, HO5PLDBEEINDL DLW S N B BIK
DEREZOREL O S, ZLTEMEZFED R 7 — MIANLIFIZE, Ihbofihrh/l -z xs
IEHELVIEINEALTAHZEICEoT, BIREZZEREDL I IICERTREL V) BViAL, 4 FY 20K
e ] PR 35 K Laura Mulvey (1941 48R S ) Lo v v 4 [HEWNENE F 557 1 7 % WM Visual
Pleasure and Narrative Cinema] (1975) DHCTlE- 7253,



HORE N R B SePisedt B - Saggaty v —

Zrl BETHEEOELHEEERILIZE
Lo, BRI L Y DIHOEEE L0/
&, RxES,

T R B LHAGRELE, ZORE U
JtiE, A EHPETI, BibidiciE s R
BHEOBRNBNICH L ELzv, SHELS
i, HENZBEIC, AANAERTREEOD
UM TR 5 vid TRkl v ) KM
LREEET B L) v 2GR D HEIAYICHI LD
JrIERLIE, MkzbEBTREELTO
BowzHCKE kA A — Y % LHIPH MG &
HONLEMBILGEICVWDL I ENTE L, 2L 2
X, b2 — s LEd kb
M I — BHomEe =t LTo
VIV —RIRE I D ENTED, Vv
F—D A L, 4ROt E H I & BEE
FTL5OTIERL, FLHTESOLED FERIIE
BT LN Pk E—(L L7z E LTHGDS
LOHHEEETFICANLOTH R, TN TES
(Balsam, 2001),

BRIFER LS ZDIEE

FIBRIC VPR D LB RIS TR DLk 5
bl LLCu~xryF v IlEZLNTE,
DFELHF LD LT, MADHCHIEAER
ENb, 74 FXRF4 T TTHMMHERERIT RV
B, [REOEZMERAHD D3, B, # OE] Ll
LTCWw5, ffai ofliagEiE, Yokl
THFED=—F 2R 7 =T D7 77 A b w2
L7:2t%, BbldoTwd, =7 [k
EDOLME B B D (das Ewig-Weibliche) | &, #
LA THY, WELRDODSORFEHIH
L, ¥V Yy o7S b o (Eros)
R, AVEOBLMTHILY Fo—HDY v
TA, AT OBPLERLRLHK, %)
MROBPE ) 7 ERKOD L MR E R 3k

-
—

7317

WigEasE 21 20214F

DU BDLbDE [ETOEGORELZ DR
WR, BLEOHE, HHVIdM EEZTE, 2
LA A=TVRHEDITHLEDOFICELOL
MY, Lo BREEIT % 5 5 W 5 LG
OMREHZLZ->TLEI L) T LI, —HI
FEALLD | SORGTIE, ZHEOMPZTAEIZ
A& THY, MERAOHLLMEL YV =T13%
TRV, SOXHICLMELY EFL L,
ZLTHRECTIRH IR L IR LB LSS
LiE, IV VS (RS ICuE SR, Bz
RFLABELERKT 5. LEF>T—ADH
FEANDOEBELY S — ANOBHKZD L DD I
by P ALV —DIVEELTEETH
D, EHICZENREOE DS L% B2 THIEK
MEPLTWwAEZ L%, AbiREeIfELoN
L&, FAEES,

PHFEF DFELED—ih

MA 16RO & 25 L, 21l
LEEICRERVDEAL )N ? L WREICETF
THIRT 20759 5 ? 2O ZNE, BEEkA G
OWE LR D %, MAEBRZEL ST
RO S, SR, DRIMER R ORI
Fl&EfkAng [UEEE] ohicih7zbidw2
EER Do BEDONADPGHORIH EAELTHL
EIICEZTVE, EERLTVWZATIEARY
— LA, wWOornBUROWHIZ, & Fkk
DIEEE T H IS 2 FBROARZLIH LT
WL ZEEFERLTVS,

ZHEDORFICHF DL EEDEHHEICE T DEER
EIEL

M1, 20124F0ROFEE, [RGB
LUVEDHIR] OFA, 14 WAL u] B T/ 72 4T
RO TdH 5o Z OHEIE 1396 - OTEHT, H
W7 7 ¥ ZDOWH VIR IR OIE L Wik # v



DO GRERE A Tcn 28T =X Y b~ D ke 225 2 BRA T~

751 (Firenze, Aldebrando da (14 1H:#2) & 2255
1356. Fol. 47r.) 7 H > T %o BILIH A E )T
ANbOMwatEo -, ANOOTEMEIK S 4
PEoleo ZOOFRINEELVSD LR ST,
HOOEGREN) Z IR 572012, Wicid Lk
S LCTHEZREML, MRL WA L) I
B2 Bl Tz, ZORBIE, ZFoRML
TlREry—=Thy, [Ty 7WIEZ5TEH] L
Hhihiz,

21%, VIR DA 5 ) 7T OWETH 5, FEhif
IV HEDEEEFE~NOTEY AL —
Yarvoiew, HHVIE, BEEEICHRZ LD
flio Tz,

BORPICEFINRHZ L 2 L1, ZOk
PORTCEHUEDHENED LI M oNT W
e D) M2 BARIZHFZE S B 720 AT
LN TH Do MR FH LT DR
BU o7zl s ZLEEETLE, EDXHIC
WOl [Ee] 2 MEEE] »3bh, 7
u—X7 v 7EN, WHILINTE 20N
Zhbnbe TR, INHIIHETHO CTESN
WCEAS S NZ@EIE LTHIS T T, 1615
DHDTH 5B BEAMHAMIZ, FEEOmE L
WRAONDBEZ — LAHLIZTh2b L)1,
ZOFBME [HEAOH] Ik TEEEET
5,

M 31x, BEMOREZHIAT 57201 FR S
N7z L L oOliE#R T 5 (Andreas Vesalius
@ Tabulae Anatomicae Sex, 1538 £ 1))o £ % Y

T D237 % T Padua i & D7 = 1) 7 X Vesalius
(1514-1564) &, AR % A A, i 4
YAIICE R 720 E2051%, SR HT S
91, AMERE TF A M —#ICHRL 72, #

DEE T, 7L/ Z(129-210) L HEF Y ¥ v 23,
VD PR 22 IR & SE AT SR L T /e, 2
15 Ic b7z Tz (LA L, S—1a v /8T
FZOLEAI8MIE THRIFLZ). Y
21, T4 Y 47—/ &k Titian workshop ® %
EOWMI 23T, BHEO Rz b 0% M#t
L7z L2L, 22T FE7, AAHEHL TV
AL R Uit M6 10, 3 7% b b RO
Wiz BEo b0 LFEL  TIEBRE] L3 &7,
i3 (%] 2 [Diew] hpoRELZFI&REI L
TWBZ LD bh b,

M 41%, FTEIARZZADIIITGRENTVEL
TEDORA (1522) TH 5. KHEOHiPNTTOFT<
WHEHL T LY, HiddE s 2 ie s L LT
WEON?ENED, WROMEEFCPIZEAT
BHRVONPERLTVLON?H51E, WEET
VT, ZCTRFEHEAR=ZALFELT 55,
FIRTRNDVED LR — XTI AR ?

IRF IR L 723 — 2 L— DN EZTH D
k< A -5 v % — Thomas Laqueur (1990)*1&, [—
DD one-sex| Him b XTW5b, FIUIT)
ANTVART L ) AOKH» LA TAEDL, S5
218l A M 2 T A AEAE L7, KMkt % T
MY BUROEHRE LT [R5] EXHTHb,

ZHOFE L v oIk, [ZetCRIFb 0]
T, TLTCKHE [W723&8%] T, BETH
MR T 28b 012, BEEoEN THice &
FoTWa] EHESIEBWE L7z, DX ) LIRS
HOHEELTH D, —o WAL, W OHH
HEme B 5.2 72 7z ziE, VERF=13%
L wIEz, 2L THLRPRMIDTEOF72
EVIEZR, HEVIIHRAL LMY M) R
EREHET A — ZFIUT L DMK RIS R D, X

L bR 9 h—lE, AT AN TREN=7 L—ROBURDIEDR R, EFEHCRHFEE T T2
LTEMZHEIL, SRRSOV THEAL, BOLBIHHEZETH ), W BF PO TEALETTIZ

T ERFAFLTN,



HORE N R B SePisedt B - Saggaty v —

A (BO)FRE 2 AERT L | 20TH
b, L) 7 FOEZTHL, TD201HHKD
Z2HE, HREY) Yy oEZHTEEBPEALTH
%o 1930 4EACIT R IV E U R EMIC R s 7z
LT, DwWIZEWLZ7AAL M, L) [Zo0
1% two-sex| FEROH By SN, LD IEfEL
BUEDOIT—A A=V TRV, LRDIHD,
L2 L, IRou 172513 1908 4 12 37 S L 7- Bl
R 720

6oL, Tz TADR=ZALELTD
J#(1543) ©, 458 Vidus Vidius O F VAT
THEENZEA61I) TH D, R=A L LTHinh
7ok, VTR DR SNIETH L, TH
MBS DOBREDO L) ITHPNTVD, T v —
1, 18 F T E ORI B b 02T
otz bifiiL T,

ZIT, INLoBEMCBENICH S, W
U NIARZZ & 2 IR B O e % 5 2
THEI. (TN, KHEESTEDbLW [ &
LTHI &), BEPBELREPLEIAHTH
5)o TNOHDORMIZ, AV H A LIFEBICIZH
oz (famo [ EORR) I > Toh
T2V BUEMOEZEIEo 3 ) EEMNTT
Wiz T ORI, BERIZZ B SHERE OB Tl
HILICERTWLRI L2 EZLLUWTHD
=& RINEDFELENRIRDO B Z Y LT T
WzE LTh, EfidZEo ML $720,
720 LCWAIE3TTh s, B0 AMEEED
FRLEVHLEEEZ DL, KADZES
T [TEDIE, KL ATHZENE L)
X7 5725 9, 20 MIEICZE->TH, 27U MY
ZNIERIC X > CTHMRE R sh, ZoRT
X, BomEomERY, SEIER (Ko

IWRDBEHE L LTZ ) M) AUBRoOFRH» b
TWieo TOX) BfThiE, BomE#RNLIH
ThHHEA LV [HRHEME] ICkoThl&RS

EQ) =

7337

WigEEmE 2l 2021 4F

ENTZDESLH, TOXMETTA ML, KO
JEB IR OAFAENS DWW T DO RBAL BUG7E & HE
L7z TOHGN, HEADH > TS L) ITfE
BIDSEF S NBEHCA FN22S, BIERO I
ERodze TNRFHLVIEREZ, ZLTWEAS
Mo TVAHGRICHEIAIY TIID LI ETHE
2, NFWRIEED IINDbNE OB TH %,

X 71& AFEA—% - 2)F 2 4 Scipione
Mercurio DLW TH 5, AL ATk 5
L&, FEOIMIOFERER MM 2 DD
PNTW2b, B FEHEH. C: atoftEild
Wi, D K0S, Zhid, Y=ty
A @ De Humani Corporis Fabrica G, f#4%1543
FIHER L7z, L THHALTE L Oz Eh
TELHOTEDRM (K6 /) %, AVFay
FHYEL7AEMTH B0 FEIBEFRIZE > TIE
WICAWIRTHD 572, Th 2 RAIRENE & /el
EODLIEREARBEINSOBE R T
Wl LERET S, SETRRENTEZLD
12, WHRPZTICOWTORRIENT 20T
3%, wrllLTRE 2 HRh, BATEHED,
JEAHHI LI S a opiconT, FfEshTwn
VB EZIZEH -7 Ao
HHHEFIZLHED ST,

K8k, LAFIVEF - ¥4 »F Leonardo da
Vinci (1452-1519) O M— D P38 O $i i (1497) T3
5o 191042, Y= b -7uf b, LI
TN FEEREE 728, ZoWFEoMiiioeT
A R EMRCHIELZ, L@l (BBOK
PRI & 5 & PHC BB b8,
BEOLLIEOBENZ Sz RENT) LHL, 7
A M, LAV FORFOHTIO [T
BRI 7% JBVE B O PEAT 2 ORI E H LTz,
Yx¥—% 4 v+« X—5 ¥ K Sherwin Nuland CK[E
Za=~"ATYONRE)F, LAFIVFIZONW
TOFEOPT, ZOXRZAFLHEOEIZILENS




DO GRERE A Tcn 28T =X Y b~ D ke 225 2 BRA T~

ERETEDL, AR TAL ERik Lz B
FHENOHRE) XY OH L ADEEITTE
Ho 72E 2L, KUEOABE»SFHIIENO L
Mo Twd — MEEROABT ] (MEASZ
HEohciticEbb), TLT, BhoFHT
WAL ZZHEE L TV EICDEE — B
PHBETELN, TLTRZAZMELCGRIENT
Wb,

B9 b, LA FokEoRE (1507 45 5
15134E) TH B MRS, T EBIEOBED
BLEEERICHIVZRT, 2ok RREL
MOTORIRIE T2, BERZI LI, BLHL, B
BOHKIZ L > THHML SN 572D TH S,

LA FIV RO — bOHRT, JEIZKRD X138
RTW2o [ 12002 NDEEEHE D L9
2, BEBOBCRPEM AL, o &kodh
W ET-Eh DA, RN H LBk & —141L
LTWwb, 1, EMORENT LD EZE,
O FEE LA H P TERLNLD L
FfTH Y, TOHEEZIE, ANELMWOEY O
HEaCHli 5 2 HHITH 22250057263 T
Who o] (1966 p.163.164), L A& F v Kotk
i3, AR DBEHL-DDOTH D, ZIUTARD
AL bl EAETORKEOERO L 212, #HHO
JENTREIZWOEN L E 2 A, HEEHBRIRD -
WEH) 77 v V=2 5 TD, KD R
DR BTH D, HAROKMAINRTH 2 15
FERRIE, 197081, HEADILIZEFE > Tw»
5 HzZ] %, @COEERARORFFLETH S
WAL L 7zo MRl Fah i T — KTT,

ZUFHICTE SN WHOR, W TFoY— 27
FEENT [BBINIE] ofFICHTAThL O
B ] BIETHAH LS 57 (p.7 John Bester
o ThEE, 29 LAEEESHADO Lo T
&, REOH, A, WHOREEICBWT, KA
OFIZH LY DIFEEEZLE STV LEER

7347

7oo TOT TR RIIFEEMM O OFEOHLT
Hbo €T, KEOEEKZNERPIERE Ko
TH 2 HNT87 — LS LHE 2 8 ) 9121k
M7-boE, b, BWEL, 2L TRELBL
72, EMDASNE — LFFNVE - T v
F7uA4 bk, FFUVF-v4=Zav b, X7

— 74V, NYR L=, LIRS,
ZLTIZHA, I—mavs, kE #+5, B
K, HEOZ ORI EINCHFHEREIC L o
T Z T 5b,

101, 1601 FEDFEMTH B, BEO L L
T, AFNTL BRBRBIER AP /-WREZDE
AN TV D LHENT 2, FHOYEFIEEHEY
LTt ALR3EEL, ARPHESTHE, Bl
WIERICHT 2 MIEDBEIMLEEDL 2 L 25z
TBEIIHo

H11iE, 19504ERoa—agy xoavty b
ThHbo WHEOYHKREIL Y u— LT 5720TH
59 e TT—THOEE TRk IR ATROH L
TAL2ZBENZIETIEIVT RV 5D,

FRRZFCTHIB SN D Y = v 5 — DR O
SV BEANRZ LD 5o
RAY—DHEHE [Ty F—-v—<r] (2017) &
[2—=5 ] (2020) # BWH L TIE L, [TV
F——==v] Q007X 1 AT TNVOREE, 7
V- A Ky b Gal Gadot A3E U7z, 2o B oo WL
Thbo HLITHENINNT—2Db5TEY, AH
ERHEDNTESL | TA—F ] (20201, I
BT A A NZHE, ) - 4 —7 = Liu Yifei A% U
Twd, HLOBBROLMEA— - -0 —Tif
Nkt Thy, SZTERPEZHE). EH5D
LGS, BUROBE W ROFIZAR DB % WL
HC, WRABIZEDIRENY = ¥ 5 —0@IR
5 AT VNI =T, [TV F——<V]
L= V| TIEY = v ¥ —ORERIZIZEREG N
WD DB, SARIEEBLTw5, Wig e bRk

L X9Hig,



HORE N R B SePisedt B - Saggaty v —

LW THY, HERCSGE2EA, JJERY M
L, s L) kL VWEELAT 2EBORT:
Thbo MTIMITIE, MLoEIE THRN] ZHE
LTz SN 22AF, dwkfha it ogfE il
RBofahirlB8HEL LTHRIONZTHA I,

[PV F— =2V ] OWEIX, ZOHENA
A=V, LLAWELD ZMEMEAR S A VO3
ELTHMINTELZLERLV, LI, B
he 2T E > THTON: — LD
s < -, AL S IR EAE 7S
B, BEAETH o 72, Wik, BEZOED
DLV % HiE R EF VIS L THE - 720

MBI [A=F V1 (DR BT ART
1), REENO 1908 4ED T 7 T 4 b IRtk
DEITH B, WRIFFOFITH 5 I EITHEN,
IR X EFAHH) L LTRBICEAL)EL, Bo
HRTHEEDOLY Z2T2H 2T, ThE [5H]
L7z L2oL, BREUTA T 747 4% 35X
TV IET, MICKIZREY, NrHaiiige
WL, (704 boWJEERY, BE%E
FB LI X o V) BEHED X ) Ik L 722t
[T2o72]e BLA—F U HROSH 221725
LD T4 ZPNT, X2 H L o—1t
ZHHET, ZLTRBlEOT Y ENL Y MR
—ALEBRT L L) ICBGICHENT D59,
ZNC Lo T, BITmErshzv v y—L,
WL DLUVED B b DT —DZF L %, K
PRETED LT DA, b LENDIEL
DL L THIL, BRIEECRIFERL L
IR L Z EOWFEERD I DS, b IZA
BOTAF VT4 74D HLELIETD
CEMLICENDTEBE LW,

(Do F—-9—=<r] TiE, BUEL FFEIC
BELBRTL LI ETHIA TS L) TH
Bo BYEDTAED D720 20tk & S e % 572
T LAZVEV) X, HhkEETLWN

7357

WigEasE 21 20214F

BRI | L DEHNORNE, O TIE
AD 1B LIRENLh o7z | i, AR
OB Ty M HSBLEFT SN, PEICE
By D0, TNICL->THRELALHICHZ S,
WO CTHBIIEMEND DD, Wl ok
BEH) L) ERGEFICUBRED, §TLX
HCTHEINZ-AFONBIR A BB L, HkZH
BPFIIANONLMOPDTA TV T4 T4 %
R 5121, BOGHNZED ) LTS L5
59,

PEIR & HERTRER T ED B AFEEAICAT SNTREE

VTR, B0 ED THH] 5, —FgiE
GNNT—DT A Thb, TLTHHAHA, K
WL BT — LW E LT, ZL
THEIHRE ) DFEDOGH L LT, ZIUEIRIE L7,
PR LB THAN T 5,

FSED T A4 2 v & A L7 THM I B
FAWARZEO R NT — DR B, RO
T, KUOMIRINEST 2 5Kk TH L, RIZZD
&%, [T O TR L 72w o &R
(Balsam, 2003) 8 X O° [#5#53HTI2 BT 5 D
k] (Balsam, 2012) 128 &, ZONEEZ45HD
HERITHZLE2TELTWVD, TOEZPLIR
HELEE B2l X5, L7438
b3 2B5121, BREVWI LU A ZML T,
PO YKL ZOPEENT 4 2 MLE LR L TE
7oo MEICBAN B LD T A a3 v 29KEIN DL 2
Ll o Too BRIV BARNY PR LN
iS4, BN, BIRMICEHEINTE 7, &
7Y AT )T 40 b B SRR — B
BOBRMWE VATV, Nk vaT N, v 4
ThEREL — NEERGMTHo T 72,
T ELEOL ENEPORIUCEHDL LY, H5D
W AR = e R 2k o BN 3 ) o P2
b, BT b ORGP < o NE TS



DO GRERE A Tcn 28T =X Y b~ D ke 225 2 BRA T~

TN S N7z S ADEHA TV SRS
MRMEmIIOWT, HoeiERE) LI
ATELEST L, BT Vo TRWEE, & L&k
F= CINGE & NNV (N GRY (IS A=y 2
B, BBLRERSHANT VD, KEOMWRE
DIEREICEEN, Fx ) THEEOIREEDF 5 THE
BT 220D &) ITHE S HIB S N5, 72k
ZE, 11650 AARL M, NFNFLIrv—F
YA MIHLWHEEEE ) OIEELWEES Tw
%o LHL, BHEELZTNE, TOEELAN
FAHEZOEICHNS 2 L1ZFE A SN, 2
LCHEEFHBIZT AR R = MR v 7 —=,
FHIVo T EEELALSEA, 43 FE Y
By EHEMENsNZE)Bbhb, dr, &
DV ¥ X, TEER G AERAREE SO b o b
WBNA T A LMEMDFERZENSETHD, DI
LA IEE RN A 7 RS, BRI & ZhiZ
P SEBEFEN ORI T, B ERGEEY
726 Ll T& 7z,

BECEZDIRE

ML oT, AMMERD DY RTRTH
1%, &M women & L TCOLHEIZOWTDOFR:
HOHEOKRWEERORT, fzbhEhizy
LBZ RS> TVDBNTH D, 7oL 2I1E, TIERE
DWMFEDORER L By, WL DZFDHD NEIHE L
WA L2 1 H N WITIROFA, 5 vidH
GFOREKA A=, HEVIHITHERZ DS
T—=IZOoWTOEHR, FhEIhZzoTFLEdbo
itz El2onwTid, WE I oNnD 2 Lh%
Vo F7o, MEWRERERE #XTH5, HED
FEBRHEEIET HVDDPEIZ O TR

KBRS B EHEE, 7B ML B LBV E 9IS,
Il En s, MR, Bz, ko g Rkt
ENZHOEMRISHEED L) R EE2 5.2 5,
FRITRTRY T4 7L n) 2T ETREV, T
ELRREVE VI BIG, EEEEE b
53 0T, KA D > THEEF RV HE W)
DI ZRH > TTHILIITER . HELRS
Lix, TOMADT 4 F—=NVZH b, MZT,
DOLEMEOREOMBEREBICE D EFhzTEb
DR, HHICHET 2. TLEbbiE, HkH
BOBRHIZ N7 — A V2 HETHILER
ATDHLVIIMET S L)%, HRELTED
R RAIER TR Y, S 51, Foklasi
BHIRM S, BECEPREN —dH2vid s
DIODANELo72BW— L Ly, XM
DOFTFH LTV, FbrALWwHEETVS
TEZXThb, LMHEL, r—A%<1) —%
WO, BRIRIEGIC HIZIC BN, ok Rkl
TR EM AR TWE I Enn, 5
HMTED, COFMBLEDONEIZIZETE R
7205, ) volzERHID -7 iliHEN TV
Vo KT 2016 4E 12 40 S 7 o 7o 0 86%
23, 1976 SETHIIF 0% 2%, HPEZREER L Tz,
MO TOIIRARERDOEI AL, S HICE W, i
RS EFO—F TRV, IS 0#EIE0 Lk
REBRIC O W TR QB HHFT I L ALV R,
C OFEEIIRT 2 B IR N 2 L, W
EOOBRDPY D, DWTIIHZD DS HOBIHEIC
bbb, 2L OMERCH 2T
DHEL LRDBTFAET DL, BIMEL S, T0F%L
LR, RN B & A gl R [ & Eh
UMD JROEGII b EE D, A&

5 “Womens Bodies in Psychoanalysis” 2012 1Z1Z5E L WERIRBIA S S SR SN T Wb, FEBE, BMaHTic
BOTHNOH 2 FIRIZOWTOREREERIZ, BbogErd 5 —EEHT 208N H 50T, b
SR e T 5 L )IGRALZOD, BEFOIRIRE WS FikTh b,

(BRERFAZ DML | DOER, BAEOREN, HREEEZSD)



HORE N R B SePisedt B - Saggaty v —

EL LB OORD) ZERT 572012
5, &

HET

RIRSRM
CZTRIRT A BHEIE, BIEOWLOhORA
BFRO I &9 DO BAF O 72012 3% KD T
&lzo WLABDGIKIZE ZHD LICIF %D
Zoo WFD X9 Bk ZMRE» S EH5T
& Lo BB N T =B ERNZRE
disempowerment X H O €& ik 2, HEH DEGM
PEFED HIRIC OV T ERIICIE & LR LT
EEFIIIIBTCn T, Az
BTy PLTWh, TOLDIIHLIBIZL
D &9 KB E SEEITHRET 2 MAAHAE ST
Wb,
L)MsA RO H 5 LT, 60FIXOFH LA

WV

HLT, BOERMEESE L. i, 2% DR
HEES L, TELDWALTVZD, ZoHLWE

FRROHFIZIEIRIC 72 > TEARAD 2V 2 LITAK
Do, HRD/S— M F =L, FoE IFANER S
L7l & Eai vy, £ L Cililic
LLWRETHVWZWER S Twiz, BHIEED D
[ZIICIERAHET ] & L7z, fldidos
T =BT LKL TnW,

54EM, 84 MoSHr o, HZIZASOAE
DL THEEZMIBY O T, ROWMEOFRH T2
Wi72b o Ttze BAIIS, PLAHSMZ L
DiE, BHEHLSK, wob HGOILE B, K
ETX, BREZLEZTVT, 5/MECL
EHELT, M2ASRAZTLEIDERTALL
ELTWzE ) T EEolk, ZLT02bdHY
DFFOHSICHEELS, BEISAEE ED
CHEHIEN Tz, ML DFRORHIZA LAV
BololZ, BiZk o T2 LV TiE %
Mo Tze KHEUIELHFLIB ORI, B A2 ¥ T 7z,
F-MsAlX, BHEVRZLAL XL, OT

7377

WigEEmE 2l 2021 4F

DRFEL XY FAN=—OTORGHETBHE VO K
ZECN B2l VI MEOETOREIZOWT
bilil7ze Shud, AL OBREMONOTEZ
Eh, REGAFERAEZ A THHL DB LD

WA S T, BOXROPTELRIT LS &
o TR 726

RITK T 2 Btk BRI O T, IR
WL DHEZ TR LTWDEE WD D5 0NEJBICHE
LA7ZZ Wi (BkiER o ©) RoRE s i
L, ZLTRICEADELRORE 2ABEZRTH

REME O 2132 & v ) SO B L = o2 %
L2720 LA LIEKIE, RSN X 0w
REESL, WhIREHOHR TR E ORWICHN
DX ol BIFFICMOBY I
bole T HEDHEA A —TDEIBIZ
TYENVL Y ZADRAG LA v = VIZHiHTW
720 RAIEEELFETH D, LIWLHIREET 21
ONT, ELRWACHHOZ» S, &
PHBROND X)X o7, WO, %5
ML L OF LR, HRIBE S ~OIRE
BICK T, TNFTURIL T o 72l
WCREBR L 7- H OO L IR O 2 & F 1) A3
RSN, LRIz, T OBTIRE
W, I EPRAEEHENTHL L 2T
RETHY, ZLTHERIRBELES L,
F =5 D%, F L CHRMAEHEL OB
L v EHERE LTz,

H & O GRIZO W T ORI Z 12 505D
Wiefk, BFEIIEINI S MEORBRIDEZITIFIZ
EAETHNZ 7B L7z, TR DE
Wi AEAKEVWI EIE, SERETLA [IEL
Wl Il otz RHERAVENEZLEL LT
Wb IFZEI S, MREBEO Y
a7 VT4 BRSO E KO FED
720 KA 2T, MsARERELELAD
CLEFETESRL TR RSN -720T, KiE

ZICEY

IN— |k



DO GRERE A Tcn 28T =X Y b~ D ke 225 2 BRA T~

LILES T, HARRD » A% R0 2275 St
LEWEHES L — Z0FEZPREFEIRIL
B hhole (TNIEFDHAAMNRLITL
LMEDT=DICAELB)e 2056, BFIZERL
CERE NS D 2 ADBRD, B THSO
BEMPOHRTEZEVw) 2 &L, Hikice > TR
MOEPRELEFTS LW o7, S5,
5 L 3RO/ S % BARDSE 53 D0 & 345 & B
Tili7z Lize iz o i 52, 751
FEBFURICHZ SR, $RES0H L0
oo LWz, BR824 LB T &
PLEEDITS, L) BENLE ZIZHT -
1 ZFINH LRI, wobkkr e L TR
WZe LERHEOTPSIC, MsAWE) TLRMT
/LB U7z MELRALLEV) ZASOHBIO
FEOMIZE L Tk AG S OZ%O
RANOEEL, BHOLONWRA V7)) TO)
MEWSSPEZ B TREST, BRINCE-S
72BEE, SRS OPEE BT Tz, KT
HTENLDA A=VIZHOT 7 L AR
D, HORKEN, SHITOHRAICE 72, Ms.
AlZ, HEOBA A=Y 2 KEbWIILD, 4%
NN R LEH OB L, SEE,
COHKNREC T V8T — X v b ORERD,
LOLHEDBAIN L E EIWEZ T WD 0%, 72
EZEBADPWL DB BRABCEINLTND S
Lk, RIS T N, ROBFIEF T,
PERHEANC B W THIEICHE ST 2 L2385 X
o Tz WAOIFH L WFEL, BAOEBOH
WCHELEINTLLH, WL HH O SN 8T —
B, 7 a7V T4 EEmOLIE, ZLT
ZNUCE - T, EMEERQLZBIC-REAEEEE 2
LN, ZOBRDONEONGHMBEEEEE LS
52 xS T, MEMIIGERS Tz,

2)Ms.BIE#H VBB Z M COMBRE L I Tw
Too WkiE, HEOTOY 2 s b 2IEDTHEH

-
—

7387

TEZH)bhwnE, ) OBEHAPEEFRL TV
7o MIZHWIHTE R VE, Phiiz LiZ LIk
WELTWze ELTC RD X BElEHER L7z
WLIZEBE, POTIIHSOGEE L THHRL
BTz, BRIERICE, BRIENATy MR
BT, ZLTHOTIIHETO NG D72, &

SH.

I;JH’)f:o

LA L, 225 TS L C, RROWBORIERIZ,
BWiAT DD T2 o P2 WO R O 72 DI IRE I
WMEL, TLTENB [ROYEEXF v AT v ]
L7z e BRIEFE - 720 SORMIHD S, WKL,
HHESLHFOHRIHT 2 07ehb ) OF T
EEbRE V) BEIC SNz, Hlciddidse,
ZHE LTOARGB LY 2 5 SRR IS A3
Fhhotze TS, BRIFWAER»LH &2
bolee RITYBERLZD, HLEFKR—-—PLLD
ELDNT 720 IRORETIZ RV, L KIEFE- 720
ZLT, HEOBRANOIFFE LWEWIZT -0
AL TIEEIC R 720 ZOWEETHIMZ L
BOEW 20 E ) FES ZELITAOMIC, &
HhTELrEAMLLZTTERL, BHFEY
Db IR Twizhdb v v R
NEFEICHEHMTAZEICED, HREIE2TS
Nizo HROEEDMOFEFORIFENED, 5 2K
BOFTHA L7z, RIS, #22&232L
iy MEoEEL L] BTER koS-
Too BENIRT =ML Tr o Te LKL T 72,

MR ERRI-ZOBEE, 4 EBOLH
FEOBICH ) 1R L 72, 2z TiiLkid
MR 72 o 7288, SRR T4 #EV, K
BROTHEETWEFEDEEAL, HEUHIC
LB WED ROKBRE 5720 EZADHEDO TR D
M, KBBORE 2 AOOZWELOIEIZE >
EMTHORELTHS, WL L CTHlEo
WWIRD IZE B 72,

WoL Y ELLTD, Z0HOE sy ATHZR



HORE N R B SePisedt B - Saggaty v —

0REOHHR~NOHEBZMEL, ahxd o —JF
B, v 7 AQETLEHE L, KAITH
MEOMOLEDOHRIZ, HLEFT A7 AETD
BERERLRY AR N =Y C Y S E Xt
ZHIH U720 [HPEF | Fedsdy, IAED, s
&R, BROMAOET] (3.4.103-104) T
EQPEETHEEIN-ZLIE ST, o k)
SIS DM EDERY, 01 T OREDFTEIC
LB MR BMENPSEE L7z, 2L THELD
R OBRR MR A FESHOER I XL L7z,

>72

bt
RETHRIE, KO FROMIKT 287 =73,

BB OWHHICE 2 A HBICOWTHAMLTE
720 T LMD BRI T ZIAH OED S IL7ZE

BERL, RIZBMEISSZMHICH, KO EKO
FFOE LD NT =0T %, Wl Y 7% TR

R L BMHEAET B EVH 2 e 2L &
LCEIUTHIB LT, XM sEons, b
B WVIEHGORT —IZEFER KRS LV ) IEmICD
B> TVb, 7z bIEEd A, T oislz,
LiZLix i
AT 2 72DIW LT b, ZhbORE
I, Bk EaZ EATE2LLTH, JEHEh
LH0LHMESNEN SN D, W E =57
HLIEEEARM D L v ) HALIZ X o T, ktkos

AT AR IR BEVWR LR TV 5,
==L FLROFETH L, hUTHL TH LY
LHHNE O SALIERE TH 2 — F72 B AME A5
WoOWTHRHEL LM EONETBNTY, Z
MOV THVWTWS X912, KHEDOHERIZOW
TIHBIZH 72 SAFEONIREZ LDV DH S, K
JENTORNRCEREEEDITLZL0LLT, &
LZVITEGEOEME LT, L TREEX/RL,
LD AR OBRE Hin o IMEEA o= L 2
B E,

IVY

7397

WigEEmE 2l 2021 4F

BEZRDBBLAAERICLHMTE, LirL, B
LSRRG > TV D X912, vk blk
B oL, FIUIBBRLTWS, FRICE
2HFHOIERDRT LI, HOWBMEX—
CHFET 2 Tl b LD H ISR S L 72
T % I & female-embodied event 7275 — A2 721}
THL, BEDMEEI . 4 HTITERESFD,
2B ORI OMEDW 2T S, MAKZ
HRMBEROBM 2 DL LD TE L, Ll
B ERFR RV MER, BEICE - TR
o Th, EEERRROFEREREZ) 2
b WHEOHKE, b oM, ok kb
ZF LR & I3 5 ki —
Yx N TANE RS TE, YR TOZL
DI TREPMOTIHIET 2L, [HRIZDED
LWz ]EE 9o Lo L2044 I LA,
HHRICH L ik 203 L) ik L 3 5 e
%, HoICEANTIENTELDT,

ETONAD, FEFITERY DO MR K
HOBEREEML TV I LI, FEBRIETELN
ETETUELBV, MROF, FELTW DA
4k & WAk contain, FMUT L o THEKD
HARUCHKST 201, ZOGKLEDOTHL, fifit

LD, A&I2EoT, TNHDEN) Hinew
R —ZEMTHY, LArLEALVIEDOTDH

Holze TELRECKEOHKIL, HEESL
LB LIROYTHH oL, 43295 D
BT TWBH, 72D 2T B L) BRI E T
VLD IELATREDTH 5,

e

FRINICH 72D HAAIFE A RA IR & 72
L. BEZIHEEZW/AZ&F L, 5L L THEHL
BLEFES,



	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part7
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part8
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part9
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part10
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part11
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part12
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part13
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part14
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part15
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part16
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part17
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part18
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part19
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part20
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part21
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part22
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part23
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part24
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part25
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part26
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part27
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part28
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part29
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part30
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part31
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part32
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part33
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part34
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part35
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part36
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part37
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part38
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part39
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part40
	横国大相談室研究論集第21号：図書館用データ - コピー_Part41

