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This thes;s examines Freué's use of ‘'masculine’ - and .
- A ot °

*feminine' in the formulatlon of *his conceptlon of female’

- . ’ » /S

¥
sexuality. There are three contéxts in which the,uerys‘

‘magculine’ ‘and 'femlxj‘llne appear "reud s remar..s,én \.he.

'

méaning of"masculine' and-'féhlnnne enaule u* to account

-

e

A -

case, this thesms finds that this account doeq not support

[
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' the-allégatlon that the function af’ these terms. 1i//pqud¢s*
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PREFACE . oL

- . 4
-

. ‘ iscussion of questions pertaining to the role and

) - status; bf women have not always been absent in theorleu of ~
' ¢ B _ . : A
) ethlcs.l' However. to the extent th t contemporary’ trends 1n } .

-

ethlcs dictate that phllofophero con e their 'discussions
" to how values are expressed rather than tb‘how‘tpéy gre"
derived;z.fhié mandaté‘h;s rnormally peen“interpféfed to . N
o "exclude éugh discussions altogether. The'neceséity’;f pre- -, .

sent~ef coming. to terms with the kind of material that Freud's
. e T ’ s
theories abouttwom n represent and the kinds: of questions that.

Y

arise in attempting to do so, suggest that this dictate per-

~

" IR haps has been .too narrowly 1nterpreted nFor, altﬁough Freud's

work hac been charged w1th belng "the stro geat individual

” o3 A%

e " counterrevolutlonapy~f rce in the ideology of sexmal politics i

. N o v
L ] . Fl

. { 5 lsueh cuestions have been discdssed in the wrltlngg of
- y John Stuart ‘Mill, The Subjection of Women (1869), (London: .
‘ Oxford University Press, 1970);-and Friedrich Engelg..%ng 5 : '
4i),

Origins of the Family, Pzivat§ Property ang the State (1
ﬂChicagox Charles Kerr, 1502), to mention but a few.

\ . ’ gy

-

2For a dlSCUSSlon of what contemporary philovopheru . -
¢ concelive thelr function to be.in ethics,. see.G. J. Warnock' Sy¢.
. book Cont Moral Philosophy-(New York:  Macmillan &.
Co., 1969 and Philippa Foot's introduction to the anthology
' - Theories of Ethics (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1970).

A recently publlshed collection of essays entitled Moral - -
Problems and edlted ‘by James Rachels (New York: -Harper & Row; -
, 1971), although it includes discussions of sexuil values, in . oo

B general, does not examine thé sexual values..that pertain to
: the role and status of women in particular. e
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during the period", 'a move to. re-examine tha,t_c_har.ge} raisés-
- B - . . . ) ‘ ' [’
o the very important questions-of how. sexual ¥mlues are .
¢ - - ) Y . . . N
expressed and perpetuated. Insofar as questions pertaining:
\ s " .* to how vallues are expressed are considered -to be the funda-
J . méptal task of moral philosophers to examine, questioné con-~ i
. ' cening the expression and communication of sexual values | ,
- B i ’ b >~ e f . . T s
, . cammot reasonably be excluded, and represent an integral .
' .o part of, the kinds of guestions that_contemporary philosﬁp% .
" "have given themselves a mandate to discuss, It is in antici- '
- ° . / . . S : ' Y B ’ " ¢ e '
. é.pation of digwaussions of this kind of question that this I )
L. o . . - . - . ,
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s . See especially the collection of essays on Freud's .- ,
, theories about  women entitled Wom & An gis, edited by Wt
, . Jean Strouse (New York: Grossman, 197%). The above men- = . ,
b : . tioned charge against Freud is a reference to Kate Millett's .
N Sexual Politics' (New York: Doubleday, 1970), p. 178. N } .
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. In the‘ 'wr'iting;::. of Freud's ‘most o'uts'pokén crittic,
Kﬂate r-ti}‘let't. the ch?rgeoagainst hi's‘théo'ries abogt women i‘s
defended on the basis .of the- ;Srescripti\_/e func.tiEn atiributed
. to the terms 'm;;sculine' and ',féminine' in his @b/r‘ksxz:
g‘/” “.I. . the /,ge,n,e'ra_l effect of Freudian "thought ... was to equate,

even 1o prescribe, what it defines as masculine with the ' j

' biological male, feminine%vith the biological i‘emaLle."l If

-
"

~ the general «charge against Freud's theories about 'women is to

seriously re-examined, the first questions that we must

ask_are: *1.) what is the bacis of the alleration that 'mascu-

line' and ®'ferinine' in rirreud's theories about women are pre- °

scriptive?; and 2) is it justifiable? It is my purpose in
oo, ' . ¢

this paper to congjider both-th)ese ®uestions., Ho'wew;r; sinqq- 7
~Fr‘eua‘s ’theor‘ies about women are numergus, and the number of
con'text's in which Freud uses* the terms 'masculi;:e' and
‘feminineé' varied, 1 will confine my 'dis‘c‘ﬁss‘ion in this paper -
to a discusgsion of thege th)\ questions as they pertain to. the
inter;"ret‘a‘ci‘on of ‘'masculine’' and 'feminine' in orly one,

. o ’ .
. . 3 N j
aspect of his theories about women: his conception of female

o v ,

Ay

\ ‘_.iexuality. . - .
As_concerhs ‘masculine*“and ‘feminine' 'in Freud's con-

ception of female sexuality, I propose to show that the alle- .
gation that zhese terms are prggcx‘iptive is the result of an

’

[V, r N . . Co.
1~ .

, Lo ) ‘ i _ _
) Kate-lMillett, p'. 191. ' . ' ‘ - C




inadequate analysis oIFreud's use of these teérms.” It will
. . . . :
be seen that, inSofar as rreuyd's conception of.female sexu-

ality is concerned, the prescriptive function attributed to
'masculin'e' and 'feminine' is derived from Freud'sg own
, - explanation  of the na_,pplication‘ of these terms. However, it

s : o :
- will also be seen that freud develops another explanation for -

this use in-passages in which he addresses himself directly to

the meaning of ‘masculine’ and °‘'feminine’. If such passages.

I3

5

arle,ltaken into account in the interpretation of 'masculine’

« and 'feminine' in his conception of female sexuality, the -
) ) ' )
allegation that these terms are prescriptive cannot be sub-

' - stantiated. Since inthis thesis I am concerned with the
interpretation of ‘'masculine' and 'feminine' as concerns

Freud's conception of female sexuality only, I would like to ’

-

point out that the conclus'{on&: that are drawn here are not |

€ ¢ -

¢ necessarily papplicable\to the interpretation of °'masculine’
. - -

. ¥ N *
‘and 'feminine’ as congerns other aspects of .reud’'s theories
. £ ’ . ; . .
) ‘ . . |

» about womern. . : S
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© CHAPTER I -

THE. TERMS 'MASCULINE"AND 'FEMININE; IN FREUD'S ° .
T " CONCEPTION Of FEMALE SEXUALITY N

Y

‘The purpose of this -chapter is to show ‘that it -is

Freud’s use of the terms ‘masculine’ and *féminine' in .the

formulation of his conception of femaleisgxuality. énd th
éxplaﬁation'wh;ch in his writings about female sexuality he

L

has y€iven 'it, that are’ primarily responsible for the ﬁnfaﬁor—

‘able response that his cong/ptlon of female sexuality has

Q &

‘e

| .

recelved. In his deflnltlve work on gpe gubJedt of female

sexuallty. the article entltled "Female Sexuallty"..rreud
formulates his theory regardlng the nature  of female sexual—

ity thus: "The sexual 1ife of the woman is regularly split -

\o

up into "two phases. the flrst of whlch 1s ,masculine in char-

e

actér. whilst only the. second 1s specifically femlnlne "{

Because Freud's application of mascullng and 'femlnlne LS

80 intimately bound with the formylation of his thesis_

' LN —_
. .

[

CL, 7

lepemale Sexuality” (1931), Collected Papers,
and ed., J. Strachey, Vol. V, 5th impression (London:-
1957), p. 255.
ject of fehale sexuality are:r "“Three Essays on the Theory of

lity" (1905), The Complete Psychological Work's ©f Sigmund
%zg_%x trans. and ed. J. Strachey, Vol. VII (London: Hogarth,
4953
“tinction Betweén the Sexes" (1925), Collected Papers, trans.
.and ed. J,. strachey. Vol. V, 5th impression (London: Hogarth,
1957); ' "Femininity™ {1933), New Introducto

trans.
Hogarth,

Lectures on

. Psychdanalysis, trans. and ed. J.. Strachey, Lecture XXXIII
(New York: Norton, 965) , )

Other works in which Freud ‘discusses)the sub- |

; "Some Psychological Consequences of the Anatomical Dis- .

L4
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‘conderning the dualistic characﬁ'r of female sexuality. it is

“ .. -necessary that before nslderlng hlS use_pf thlese term "

. : v hls'thesls gz\h&zgfﬁf/‘ flcally outllned*.‘ Thus, the fi

v sectlon of thls chaptér w111 be devotedﬂfo outllnlng and

!

Il
.

. ex 1n1ng thls maln thesms. : . ‘
%in LR N\ /

;r - ~ - - s
' ' Freud's Conceptlon of the Duallstlc . S : S
Nature o male Sexualit . "
N « :
In £his section I propose to show how Freud s thESlo 1"¥~,~-

—— .

ﬁregafdlng the duallstlcﬁgharacter of female sexuilrty. ini-

tially conceived to- demonstﬂ?te a dualism between two alter-_

' - 2
-, nate‘erotlc possibilities in the female, ultﬂmately de )
‘ ry ‘ A
‘ straﬂes a duallsm of a Very dlffefegf order. Freud's thesxsJ
~' - LA

is advanced’ w1th refqrence “to three respects in which the
- -’charaéteflstlcs exh&b;ﬁed by~women in thé flrst stage differ

from-those°exhibited in the se ond. These 1nclude 1) changes S ¥

-

in the prlmacy "of erotogenlc zone; 2) changes in the nature

of sexual behavlor; and 33 changes 1n the p081tlon of

i »

llbldo 3} I w1ll out11n£~and bxamlne Freud s dlscuSSlon of'

3 e .
'd1v1dually. and with partlcular attention to’ the kmd o (

. ',-sexuallty on_the one hand, 1ts.repre551on on _the “other. ¢
~ c , - T - .o ‘v
o . L . T

R . ,l 1. The Duallsm'bf Female Erotogenla &ones -

. ] .+ *. - The dlstlnctlon bé%ween the prlmac» of two alternate
- ) r‘) . . a
“ ero‘pgenlc zones in the female representa the ba51s upon which _

' " P 4 ‘ (




\

)

-
-

f

ality is developed. .

that-in the female~th

which sexuality is e

&n

are two erotogenic zones through

v

essed,

YFemale Sexuaii'ty" ,

. the entire notion of the dualisti¢ character of female sexu-

.

the‘Vagina and thé‘clitoris-

Freud maintains

U :!

A

}’ We have long realized that in women the development of -
sexuality is complicated- by-the task of enouncxng -
that genital zone which was originally the prlnc1pal
one, namely the clltorla, in favour of a new zone --
the vagina. . . ALy . L

\}?nE distinction between, the erotogenicity of thé clitoris and . .
{ -

closes an orlglnal Cllt?rld sen51t1v1ty marked by the-
3

+-of »4ginal sexuality in- the female. Following studleo in

adult femalé“sexuality. the absence of any sena1t1V1ty oX -the

J 5 ' ,
dualistic,” character of female sexuality in accordance .with
' ]

which the clitoris is the genital zone responsible for sexu-

~ality ln the flTst stage. the vag;gg in the second. Despite "

o
the fact‘that notably little evidence is brought to bear on

the existence of Vaglnal sensitivity 'as such, the duallom

-

’ be?we%g first and second stage is nevertheless belleved'by. N

[

Freud to éonstituté/aﬁ identical share of erotic sensitivity ' .

, . . . s
insofar as each"of the two genilal areas are concerned. As

’ . " . ¢ i '
o . : ‘
.3

.

[y

f N - , . s
2 \'Female Sexuality", p. 252.'%or additional discus-

sion_of the distinction between clitoris and vaglna.,see é
also "Femininity", pp. 118ff.. ) (N 3
% J"Tnree Essays", pp-\j?Off- /) o é

: } . ] “ ) ' é

- i

LU
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[ : ’ ™ . . N 1™

. 'Freud proceeds to ‘examine the otgg}ifeaturea,of this dualism,
' this belief is progressively shaken anq'a very‘differént one

v ‘—comes to take“ifs place. = -~

.

) ] 1.2 The Dualism of Female Sexual Behav19r
, Parallellng hlS observatlons regarding a change in the
primacy of erotogenlc zone in the female. Freud observed a

N
corréﬁﬂendlng change in the natupé,of the sexual behavior.:

‘Whéreas the sexual'behaV;og chgpacteristic of the gxciiation
“and gratificatiqn qf tﬁe,clitoriﬂ is active,. that cﬁaracter-
;L. , istiq of;the‘vagina is passive: "We must new add that we a,
‘ observe [EA the iecond staéé? ces A hark dxmlngtlon of the
.active and én %pgmentat;oﬁ of the passive sexual impulses,"u.
- Freud's aséoéiation\of-agtiVe'instincﬁual impulses with thé‘
first stage. and passive ones with thé second is deriveda

-

prlmarlly from the observatlon that whereas the excitation of

' the clltorls is. generally gratlfled throughnnasturbatory acts,
such p031t1ve self—generatlng sexual action is absent-in the

| . gratlfloatlon of what may be said tq1§?nst1tute Vaglnal _;

e

- . 1 - - . s
- ) . v
s , PR C . .
. , . N\ .
. o . .

“ = . ' u"Female Sexuallg. pPp. 267-68, Although Freud ‘some-
- - times speaks of the activé as well as passive instinctual
%\i\ - impulses of.the M'irst stage ("Female Sexuality", p. 264), he
seems more committed to the view that the first stage 1s S
primarily active (Ibld.. PP. 26?ff) y
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ex01tatlon.5 ThUS. the dlstlnctlon betweennactlve and pas- «

sive behav1or marks the second respect 1n whloh female sexu-

allty 1s duallstlc'

female. However. within the very notlon of pa551ve gst' ct- "

" ual impulses is contalned a contradlctlon which, when m

-,

~

fully explored in his analysis of ‘the llbldo. reveals:

1

very dlfferent sort of duallsm is -in questlon.’ -
. . ¢ !

L4

1. 3 “The LlBido in bemale Sexuallty

'leldo is a psychologlcal term concelved by rreud to
. ¢ .
express the notion of "sexual instinct", or "motive force" of

sexual life.6 Because of its fundamental .role in Freud's

—

- . 5"Female Sexuality"™, p. 260. Sée also **Distinction |
Between the Sexes", p. 194, and "Femininity", pp. 118, 127.
The change from active to passive - 'sexual behavior is also
associated.with a corresponding change of love- obaect in the
female. Whereas active behavior is manifested in connectioen
with the original 1ove- -object, .the mother, passive behavior
accompanies_the transition to father-love (see “"Female
Sexuality", pp. 256, 264 and "Femiminity", pp. 118ff). This
aspect of the dlstxnctlgn between first and second stage' is
developed in Freud's discussion of the Oedipus complex 4n
women. . However, since it is more. dlrectly relevant. to female '
* psycholo®ical development, I have omitted it entirely from
thls discussion of, female sexual development.

| —
6The concept of 11b1do is dlscussed in great%@ detail
by Freud in the following: Three Contribytions to the Theory
of Sex, trags. and ed. A. A. Brill (New York: Dutton, .1982),
pp. 74ff and "The Theory of Libiddé", 4 General Introduction

to_Psychoanalysis, trans. and ed. J. Riviere (New York:
Washington Square Press. 1966), pp. 419 -437. —

- -

hls dlst;nctlon. along,w1th that betWeen,




D : .study of Q%xuality. a dlscu531on of‘the 11b1do and how this
. A

1nst1nct is manlfested in the duallstlc course qf Temale

sexuallty was of utmost“importance tqureud. Not wishing to?

-

- compromlse the unlty of hls concept of 1libido to flt the dual
~ n ture of female sexuality, Freuﬁ orlglnally malntalns that
‘

. although the libido is equally manifest and operative at each
o v etage'of female sexual development, there are-dif!!rences in

*

the two stages concerning the so-called "position of 1ibida".

‘ : er "aims of libido" The aims or position of the libido

. v

represent in . rreud s vocabulary the partlcular behavioral

form of gratlflcatlon that the 1libid g\seeks.'and in female

. sexuallty,thls may be either active or passwe.7 Correspopd-
- fing thus to the netions of acti?e and passive sexual iﬁpdlées
which were discussed in the previous section, the distinction
t\l . - between active and passive airis constitutes the' differegc
oo \‘ P "bétwegn”first{and second stage as far as the libido, the Yery
. _core of‘sexualityb isjconcefned. It i8 above all this feature
: of Fregd's~formulat§bﬁ of femalé)seguality that suggests, more
:coﬁsistenﬁl&‘than‘any other that the dualism in question is'

A
o
g S.

. e -
. ¥ . . i \

, - 7"Female Sexuality", pp. 268-69. For the definition of
- "aims" of llbldo, see "Instlncts and Their Vicissitudes" (1915)
s in*A Gen [ i
. PRGN J. Rickm (New York: Anchor Doubleday, 1957), p. 7
* view that there is an equal .-share .of 11b1do. or of instinctual
| : ' action, in the second stage of female sexuality is also
suggested by the foll wmngx "One might consider character-
“izing femininity ... as giving préference to passive aims

¢ 0 This is not ... the same as pa351v1ty..to achiev as 51v
: aim may cald for .a large amount of activity". (%fEIlcs mine,
"‘emlnlnlty". P. 115). S . .
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A

[

cifically sexual efement of all the other manifestations of -

N -6 - B
“ . . -
of a opeCifically sexual der. For, insofar-as the active

°

[ 3

and. passive aims o{zine 1ibidp are purported to represent an’
gratification. the“existence of a spe-

equal share of- seXu

»

the second stage is‘presdpposed. ? -

’
- —

freud, however, remained-dissatisfied'with this form-
uiation_of'how the. libido is equally manifested ingeach stage |

of female Sexuality.. This dissatisfaction was primarilyvduef

L]

‘to what he felt to be a contradiction in terms contained’ by

or e

notion ¢f "passive instinectual impulses!, or. pa"51ve £ .

ms of 1libido". In "remale Sexuality" he wr%}esx : ¢
Psycho-analysis teaches us to ‘manage with a single -
libido, theugh its aims, i.e. its modes of grati- .
fication, are both active and passive. In this -
antitheSis. bove all in the existence of libidinal-
assive the,rest of our o
Italics mine) -

‘

problem is contained.

The. problem confronting Freud at this time 1s how 1nstinctual

impulses, llbldlnal aims which are by definition active. can

be passive; how ' the. llbldo, by definxtaon ac%}ve Sche it is

o

- an instinct. can be conSisten# w1tb passivity in any form

whatsoever. 't This. difficuity led Preud not only to ques tion.‘

- as he does here, but also to reject the v1ew that,. the libido.

S

is equally manifest in both stages of female developmént.
N\
There.are therefore, passages in "Female Sexuality" and else-

where in which.greud’maintarns~that "more constraint has been

‘applied to the 1ibido 'when pressed into the .femininé fungtion"

\ ' < '

-8
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and that in the second stage of hér devélopment. "a ‘consider-

able part of woman's sexual life is permanently injured" ?

-

Freud's previous p051tlon oh the llbldo in female sexuality

“tatementu such as these reEfesent qu1te an about- face from
and.alter significantly the kind of dualism which tie two-
stagé.theory entails. e ' C .
L ' . ! . £ . - i
‘+ ' Freud's 'indication that repression and constraint mark .

5

XY the status of the libido in the seconds stage of female

developmént.‘sugggst tb%t neither of the twe other character-

T istics of the second stage -- vaginal primacy and passivity --

are representative of sexual expression. On the contrary,

their occufrencg may be regarded as an indication of sexual

s

" repression itself. In this respect, the dualism contained 4n
. L] |

L4

Freud's tonStage theory corresponds(to the polarity between ‘ n i

sexual expression on the one hand and its represslon on the ‘ )'

.. . ”'other. This is lndeed a far cry from what in the flrst .
3 - r .

v ’ 1nstance appeared to be a dualism between two alternate modes )

1

of’ sexual*gxpre551on in the female.. Interestingly enough. it .

iy

g

v 9"l-emmlnlty", P. 131 and "Female Sexuallty", P. 268
’ Freud's view regardlng the repressed state of sexuallty in A
_the second stage is further supported and devéloped in his ,
. theory of the castration complex in women. Through the cas- ‘
- tration complex, Freud explains how the formation of the -
- ©_ second stage is the result of the repression of the first. ‘ , -
For reference to Freud's discussion of the. castration com- ‘ '

‘plex in women, see the followings "Distinction Between the , ;
Sexes", pp. 1891f; "Female Sexuality", pp. 256ff; "Femlnlnlty" y
-, PpP. 124ff Since the theory of the castration complex is also s

‘more spec1f1cally connected with Preud's analysis of the -,
psychological aupects of female development, I have omitted it -

¢
from my discussion here. . ) : ,§

' ' N
' . v
. . ' \
, - - ; a . .
. . .
N ,
5] ‘ . .
v e . . . -
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. Findings in the’

is withdut nerves ....

’
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_is the, version which'states that the. occurrence of the char-

»’

acteristiés of the second stage is an indlcatlon of sexual
A

repression that;5?8 been moat widely gubstantlated to date. A

‘.

field of female sexua%lty subqequent to

Freud's have shown that as far as the dis%inction between the

o
°¢

erotogehic capacity of the vagina and of the clitoris is con-
cerned, the clitoris ﬁlone is respohsible for any erotic €
sensitivity offtheuvagina.lo' This proves Freud's theory
correct in®that absence of‘clltqud.oenalt1v1ty. as ctharac- .
tePizes thg)seéénd stage, will duly ensure/the absence of
véginal sgﬂsitivity, and hence of sexuéf response altogether.

Thus, "as an account of what characteristics constitute sexual

"expression, and which ones repression in the female Freud's

two- stage theory has .been emplrlcally subvtantlated However.'

<

as an account of the course whlch Tfemale sexuality actually
‘follows. “it has not. Nhether or not females ultlma»ely do

succumb to repressive sexual tendenc1es and frlgldlty 1° a
q i ~ -

B

.
10 Accordlng to the Kinsey Report- on sexuallty. as guo ted
by Simone de”Beauvoir: “There is a ‘ereat deal of anatomical
and clinical evidence t most of the interior of the vagina
s have been demonstrated inside the
vagina only’in the anterior \wall, proximate to the Jgse of -the
clitoris." See her book Th cond Sex, trans. an@ed. H. M,
Parshley (New York: Bantam, 9. ' These findings"
have also been substantiated by the further research conducted
on female sexuality of Masters and Johnson. * Their research has
shown that the sensitivity of the vagina is entlrely dependent
upon the clitoris and that the absence of clitorid sen51t1v1ty
'is physiologically responsible -for sexual frigidity in the
female. See Mary Jane Sherfey's celebrated exposition of :
Masters and Johnson, The_ Natire and Evolution of Female Sexu-. !
.ality (New York: Vintage, 1973), pp. 93-94, pp. 115ff. GSee §
also The Hite Repdrt, Shere Hite (New York: Dell, 1977). i

)
o]
\J
&
O




-. ,.stage theory is as much a thecry about what womer. ~o throush, < 7!

.
o .
- .
" »

: . P - s
matter of some controversy, and larsely depends cox the par-
. v ) . N ‘.

» .ticular insténces at hand. However, ingsofar as Freud ' cosgee -
- f .

¢

’

4
Tt

»

as it is one atout what certain manifestations mean, the

[ .« . * . PR

_.particular perspective that ofe has in terms of actual
instances will freatly affect how Freud's theéeory i3 viewed.

. <,

This is bogentially a source of much difficulty withqfespec
, . M P 4

s

c*

o

~ 13 .

to Freud's conception of female sexuality and one which.

- becomes apparent only in dealing with Freud's use of the

terms ‘'masculine’' and 'feminine'. .. ,

©

., 2. ‘vasculine' and 'Feminine' in Freud's
. Conception of Female Jexuality .
* ~

-+ In this section I proposé to show how it is Freud's

use of 'masculine' and 'feminine', a use which'ic represented -

- . .

in his discussion of each of the three aspects of female

.
a

sexuality, and the explanation which in his writingé'abou; . ‘

"women he has given it, that are responsible for the inter-

pretation and denounciations of his theotry. 1In "Female
Sexuality", Freud's explanaxion is primarily in terms of a
[

gomparison with male sexuality, in-accordance with.which the

chargcteristi@s of the 'so-called masculine stage are paralleled

by ones exh;pited in the male,. whereas those of the feminine

~one are not:t "... in female development there is a process

of transition from one stage to the other to which there is
- { !
11

nothing analogous in the male.” I will examine Freud's

A

11

.
SERSTE <

"Female Sexuality"”, p. 253,

1
-
AT - Y




N

: , .
4 application of ‘masculine’ and&‘feﬁinine' 3 it appears in
» * Ay . - ’

3
1

°

t -y T .. .
the context of his discussidn of each of the three aspects
noo !

o ° 4

. i . B C e .
of female sexualiy. 1t will be seen how this, ‘ezxplamation , .
. o o ' s .y, . “ ‘
. . gives rise to theipréscriptive function attributed to Freud's ’

N3 .

o
* [

S i ‘ . ' . - . ' ' Y

use of these terms in accordance with which his conception of
q ! 1 . - ¢ °

¢ t i

felmale sexuality is frterpreted and criticiged. '

9 2 . ’

4 ‘ e

2.1 The Xxasculing and Feminine Erotogenic ’
. Zones in the {Female . %4& - ‘

Freud uses|'masculine® and 'feninine' repeéatedly ¢
N . J

characterize what;are sald to be the two erotogernic zones in Y

N

. ) ' ) N . - D .- . - .
the. female: ‘the clitoris-and the vagina., For instiance, the

- . clitoris is called an organ of "masculine character", ' g'

£

Yanalogous to the male organ", whereas the vagina is referre
to as the "true female organ®. Given that both <hese orrans
. vt } ‘ .
. . . ’
are -exhibited by the female cex alone, the explahation at

A &

1 . hand is that of a comparison between male and ‘emale . v

<t
x
Q

~ ' . erotogenic zones in accordance with which the ferdle has
erotogenic zones, only one of which i1s comparable to the .
"\ . . ’ - 4 ' ’ ’

i N — male's: ' - — v '

The biséxual disposition ... manifests itself much
, : more plainly in the female than in the male. The
latter has only-pne prineipal sexual zone --_ only ' '
one sexual organ -- whereas the .female has two: o
. the vagina, the true .female organ, and the .
- ' clitoris, which is analogous to 'the male.l?

LI

. ) This explanation presumably.seeks to justify‘the use of

'masculine' and 'fenminine' as a means of describing the’
- L
) o

.
* ' A , w

: “ | : ‘ :
‘ 121vi4., p. 255, o | B

’ li

)
N -
Vo Sk sttt 18 2, ; o e
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| erotorenic character of."the clitoris
5y analggy. with the male. However, the,

~and *feminine' can.only worx, according

o

o

that ¢f ke vas.ra

use of ! *rmasculine!

- v

2]

thiz explanation,-

if"there are indeed two erotogenic eones

i the ferale to“{§>

compared,,

v
’

-

u

+
v

- 2

—
-~

.
17T 1

s, there is no eviderce to subtctagliate

a dualistic erotor-enic capacity in the fenale, ard-tne cli-

. “toris ig alone held responsinle for all-erotic sencitivity.
»° .This means that on the one'hand 'masculine' is beins uged to

{ P . -
destrite that which represents the sole source of erotic

«

. e T . .
sensitivity in the feriale, a#ﬁ?on the .other, 'feririne' is

6 :
o

~N.s

uszed to describe an orran IRET in itself has rone.

'3
2

- undérmires ‘the possibility of any descriptive refererice of
, - . ! . o s

L[] 4 - Q -
the term !feminine'{ for not oply is there no erotorenic

. .

?ag%nal

\
insen

3 oL . N . N . .
quality to the vagina, dut tnere is also no conclusive evi-

dence to the 'effect that womenr sguccunmb to

’

-

. .Sitivity. That 'feminine’

" ¢ L] . ) * -~
cannot e used to refer to a

specifically. female phenopénon in this-case, has implica- .
oy, . " ’ . .

pa

o

tions in terms of ‘masculine' as well; for the dnalogy with.

the male that the use of 'masculine' implies, even if its’

referential validity .in terﬂ§lof the erotogenic capacities .
NS R v ) ! ' "‘ f

of the clitoris can’be ascertained, cannot be descriptively

ingful alternative.

-

IN 1 -
valid in the absence of a me

. 2.2 The Masculine and Feminine Sexual .
© Behavior in the Female , e o

©

a

- . -, Freud also uses 'masculfine’' and ‘feminine' to char-

‘acterize the two forms-of allegedjseiual béhavior in the

~

P

’
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female. Actlive sexual behavior.manifested in the pursuit!

‘

1
. : . [E
A

.of clitorid ¢ratification is called masculine, and the pas-|

sivé zehavior of the second stage, dssociated with vaginal

 fFratification, is femlinine, 3 Here, too, the application of

" T *masculine’ and, 'feminine' reflects the assymetrical la~-

. x’ﬁ" )

: ‘tion Letween thi¥’sexes iri accordance with which active -
. Bl - :
sexual behavior is typical of -the male, the passive kind

characteristic cf women only: ’ X

v

“ith thelir entry.intn vhe vhallic phase the di ffera
ences uetlween the sexes-are completely ecllpaed by
the.r arreements. Ye are now obllged to FECOPﬂlze
that the little #irl is a llttleﬁmag,.... But it is, -
not, of course, colng to remain so. s :

However, the assumption that women achieve sexual fratifica-
- . . LN
: : tion througy'two alternate forms of behavior -- the actjve,

" .and pas:;xe kind - 1mp11c1t in a Justlflcatlor for theluse
' .ijbf nasculine and femlnlne is not a well-ﬁounded on
' ‘elther. The fact‘that. on the contrary; passivity in agso-

ciation with an erotically insensitive orcan is typical;o
sexual frigidity,. rather than sexual fulfillment, .in con-’

. iunctian witf the fact that such a state of frigidity is not

" , -necessarily typical of women at all, is geherally incompat~

‘s » . ible ,with a descriptive' use of ‘masculine’' and 'femining’

’

. ‘ ° . . o

. . lebid.. p. 260. Elsewhere.Freud writes:” ",.. active’

- as'well as passive impulses ... if we relate them to the
&1fferent1atlon of the sexes ... we may call them masculline

and femihine" ("Femininity", p. 120). - -

- .

€

Q"Femininity“, Pe 118.
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o
o : . 1§ , '
. . .

here as well. What the implications of thhﬁ‘are. become

& . _‘ .
clearer in Freud's$ treatment of the terms *masculine” and
. ‘ ) )
5 . . . o ey -
*feminine’, in connection with the problem of libido in
.  female sexuality.

4
'

2. 3 The iasculine Libidg in_the Fémale ’

°

‘3 4 ) ‘“xth reference to the lxbldo in- fema®e sexuallt;.
I : Y ) ' s
rreud altoge;her‘abandons the use. of *feminine!, mailntairing

that "livido is invariably and necessigily'of a masculine !
. . ” \

nature ... whether it occurs in mgfroe in women", ahd that

"

cos the_ju}taposition ‘feminine libido' is w;tﬁout any
' justifiégtion:"%5 The“reason.{Ob this is self-evident' in .8
.tefms of’ﬁow *libido' is defined. For cieafif. fh;?fér as

v _ —  Freud exp11c1t£; maintained that the llbldo cannot be suc-

cessfully chanelled into that position requlred for tire ' s

formatién ¢f-the second stage of female develepment and still

| oo remain inst}nctuélly operative.'the fact ;hét fhere is”ﬁéy
ostensible manifestation of the libido at this stage éoes

. indeed render the‘juktapdsiiion 'femininé'libido' without.'

V,justificatibn. In this recognition, Freud seefs to have--

at least

antigipated in adv rt of the dif Eﬁﬁty

engendered by his as 1’ e' and 'femln e'. For,
; iver avoided the problems
resultlng rom the use of.'feminine’ tor what are neither

sexualy nor nwces arlly female phenomena However. his-

3

s 15«Three Essays", p. 219, and “Femininity*, p. 13L.

S
ot g s
-
Q
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" insistence in nevertheless using 'masculine' for the libido

in the female only serves to bring‘the other aspect 6f the

difficulty to the forg. For, more blatant than at any other
. o7 , “a .

point is the*fact that Freud is using the term 'masculine’

LN o
to characterize that which, by hig own admission, ‘represenzs
¢ L]

rd

and constitutes the sole incentive for sexual life in the

female. One'cannot help but be  struck by the inappfgpriape-

A

ness of the use of 'maécul&he' here, and even more so¢, of
the analogy with the male so elicited. For this is*an

analory whlch 1s itself only reasonable to make Tf lto-

)

absence in the relevant context cgn be establlshed. To tﬁe

~——
extent that there is but a 31ngle llbldo and that lt is

characterlstlc of the flrst stage of women S deuelopment

~describe it as ;feminin '.16 What, if any, is the

descriptive value of Freyd's use of 'masculine' in this, and

‘-

o - ‘all the other instancq;j;f his characterization of female

fty. becomes the source of some‘consternation.
The Prescrlptlve Functlon Attrlbuted
o 'Masculine' and 'Feminine* = ~° .

n lieu of descrlptlve use thepeggii;%ij/ggs\peen
sted that 'masculine’ 1n.connection wi the llg‘do is
“ )
¥
16, - R .
Simone de Beauvoir introduces the notion of a

“fémlnlne libido” in her dlscu551on of Freud's reluctance
to recognlze the original and unique. nature of the 1libido
in the female in Tha Second Sex, pp. 35, GLYEE,-

.

~ -

e g iy 1P T

only, one might reasonably argue that it is more suitable to

Alrton St L0 R s M L

- .
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prescriptive: ' .

[that/ Freud dﬁ{lned the 1ibids ... as masculine ...
" . gives one som cht into the Vlctorlan character
‘of Freud's own exgal attitudes,- through 152 assunp-
'« tilon that sexyal act1v1ty 154zfor men."17 '

3 . [ [
In the face Qé whajlturns out to be the repre331ve~character

of the Qecond stage, as well au,the dlfflculty of- evtabllgﬁ

ing the referentlal dchrlpt;VG m@anlng of 'masculine" and

o

'feminine', this eas 1ly lends ltself to the suspicicn that

the use of ‘nasculine andg, femlnlne ln:each and’ every cqn—

a7

“text that thege te ms appear, 1is preocriptive: that in the
L
,context';l female sekuality, these words-hre used to condone

the develo ment of certaln ch racteris lCS in women,,to pro-
’ L

[}

P _J/Hlblt that of others. In the 1%ght of what those- character~ v

glstlcé corresponding to Freud's use are, thgs suggests that

+

accordlng.tp Freud{ﬁmmen must avoid the pdrsﬁit ofikéxual'

-

gratlfdcatdon, conflne themselves .to sexual pa551v1ty. and e

—

/MaVOld sensations resultlng'from the major part. of thelr

-

.

sexual anatomy be frlgld in short. Though such declara-
§7an are not expllcltly madeﬁgy Freud the t}pw that T .
‘ 'mascullne' and *feminine' are prescrlptlve 1mplleg “that sucﬁ

declaratlons are at least suggested.'and introduces a whole

‘ . . ‘ © : 2 - * - -

- . . PR VN

> t
8

oo T s J — .
. v 17xate 1illett, Sexual Politics (New York: Doubleday, -
" 1970), p. 192. Kafe Millett Interprets Freud's use of '
'Mmasculine’ and 'feminine' as prescriptive w1§h‘respect to
" the characterlstlcs of activity and passivit and libido as -
: . well. See Sexual Politics, pp. 190, 192. This interpreta-
tion is also taken-up by anggher of Freud's critics, L
. .Germaine Greer. in The Female Eunuch (London: Macglbbon & TS
Kee, 1971), p: 192 > , 2

] , h /7
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other slant to his conception of female sexuality.
7

The importance of the interpretation of Freud's use
of 'masculine' and ‘'feminine’ for an evaluation of his con-
ception 6f femdMe séxuality as a whole cannot be over-

estimated. The ﬁréggi}ptiﬁe function attributed to.the use
&

of these terms determinés how Freud's\work on female ‘sexu-

ality is interpreted and céiticized. For, if it were noﬁf
: . ' ' .
for this, Freud's theotries about women are an account of the

" nature of Temale sexuality, the evaluation and ¢riticism of

which depénds on the empirical validity of its claims. In ‘73
. ) \ it

P

the light of his use of fmésculinel and 'feminine', however,

and particularly the prescriptive interpretation whfch,‘:
3 ] ' '. L N
suggests itself, Freud's conception of female sexuality no -

.longer looks like .an account:of how¢women are, or were. -

Instead. it eﬁergeé as a normative account of *how they ought

' . -

to be, which_yas,pnljxdisguised as an empirical one. As

such, Freud's conceptiqn of female sexuality becomes subject

. :to faf»gravér‘and more defamétory charges than aﬁyvbnought'

against a straightforward empirical account. ~For, the
~ ] IS

" "indictment which'og¢curs in almost every critical evaluation

‘ of Freud's conception of female sexuality is that it main-

tains and advocates sexual values which are discriminatory

b
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and repre551ve for women, -3uch an“Lndlctm has tremen-

. -

dous force im.an age of’ sexual llberafion such as ours
3 »
with its emphasis on the value and-benefit of sexuality and

-

sexual expression for all,. and has caused Freud's theories
. . . "
, about - ‘women to’receive a'particularly unfavorable, even
R ]
hostlle seception; for, even 1f ‘the sexual mores which se%p

to be reflected in Freud S theorles stlll have sohe:
3

aaherents. they are nevertheless dlsﬁurblng or gownright

, - o . ]
repugnant for others, and especially’for’%hose committed to

their elimination. Dhus. if any restoratlon of the value

of Freud s work on female sexuallty is to take place, lt

7

must becln with a re- examxnatlon of the meanlnv of mascullne

o 1

. \s\

’

' . ; ThlS charge agalnst Freud s formulatlon of female
sexual¥ty is best put forth by Kate Millett in her Sexual
~Politicsi"see entire section "Freud and ‘he Influence of
Psychoanalytic' Thought", pp. 176-203. Others in whose work.
this charge is also echoed are: -Simone de Beauvoir, The
Second Sex, pp. 45ff: Germaine Greer, The Female Eunuch,

" pp. 96ff; Shulamith Firestone, The Dialectic of Sex (New
York: Bantam, 1971), section eﬁtitled "Freudlanism: = The
Misguidad Femlnlsm“. pp. 61-70.
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Addregses hinself to the question of the neaning &f-

. -
-

terms 'masculine' and 'feminine'. In thgge passages, it
will be seen that Freud presents grounds for a wholly

@ifferent interpretation of-the méaning of' 'masculine' and
- ot . ' .

'feminine"'. I -

%

.'\

P

-
&

<

v

i lgAmongst the recent literature on Freud's conception,
"of female sexuality, there has been one attempt to extricate
Freud from the hostile reception he has ‘been given. In
books and articles, Juliet Ilitchell attempts an arcument in
' favor of''the descriptive significance of Freud!s conception
of female sexuality whose major force lifes with the claim
- that women are repressed in the very manher which Freud out-
+lines, imposing upon themselvés .just thcse values which '
Freud's theories reflect. Sge particularly her book, .
Psychoanalysis and Feminism (New York: Random House, 1974).
. 3ee also her article "On Freud and the Distinction Betwed® -
the Sexes™, Min Women % Analysis, ed. J. Strouse (i‘ew Yorx: '
Grossman, 1974), pp. 27-36; and an earlier work Jomen's
Estate (ilanchester: Penguin, 1971), pp. 162-71, However
interesting and well-meaning lMitchell's argument is, the -
attempt to re-instate descriptive significance to Freud's .,
conception of female sexuality reverts to a position regard-
.ing the condition of sexuality in women which cannot be .
© 'definigively blished. I
Dell, 963), Betty Frie resents a similar argument in
favor of Frend, qualifying it, however, with-mention of the
faqt that the descriptive 'significance of Freud's works on
men is relevant to his ovn times only. (See chapter
entitled "The Sexual Solipsism of Sigmund Freud", pp. 95-
117). Friedgu's, is by far the most sensible positiofi, though
still limited as far as a re-evaluation of Freud's work is -
concerned. - . . ) L o

7

4

eminine Mystigue (New York:’
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y . . FREUD'S REMARKS ON THE MEAWING OF
| .o 4 ‘ "HASCULINE' AND~ FEWININZ

. .

. ~

o

nd 'femlnlne l In a. footnote

Fr o o added in lglﬁ to. His ”Thr e Essays on the Theory of Sexu-

SR N , allty". lntended to- clarlfy the appllcatlon of mascullne
- in the preced”ﬁg text to’ llbl%&f Freud’ 1ntroduces three

. . Senses in which, according- “to- him, mascullne “and 'feminine"
.. ,.can be used: . 1) the viological sénse; 2) the-sociological
~ ¢ . - N .
sense; and 3) the psychological sense. ' - P
- _ ’ *Masculinie' and 'feminine' are uséd sometimes in the '
' ‘ sense, of activity and pas51v1ty, sometimes in, a bio-
loglcal and somefimes again in 2 sociologlcal sense.
The first of these Ehree meanings .is ... servicedble
_ . in psycho-analysis. . . ‘

- ) o The 1915 footnote represents Freud's major discussion of'the'

/

.- ) . , T : we .
' lFreud discussgs e meanlng of 'masculine' and , ¢

& -, e *feminine* pr;mdflly in a g footnote added in 1915 to his
. "Three Essays on th Theory of Sexuality"” (1905) PP. 219- o
_ 220. Other passagek in which Freud remarks on the meaning
: of 'masculine' and \feminine' .are to be found in the follow-
.ing of his works: "CThe Psychogenesis of a Case of Homo-
sexuality in a Woman" 11920), Collected Papers of Sigmund .
Freud, ed. J. Riviere (New York: Basic Books, 1959), pp.
. 202-203; Civilization and Its Discontents (1930), trans. J,
Strachey (New York: Norton, 1961); n. pp. 52 53; -and
; "Femininity" (193 ), pp. 113-115. . "

2"Three Essays", p. 219, . I S ‘ P
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ﬁeanfng'of ’maSculiﬁe'
8

o : . throthout his work in Wthh Freud develops the ana1151s of

“the three senses. For this reason, I will examine Freuﬁ?s

’ " 'u ’ N . . “ \ . l .. Y .
discussion of each.sense individually, making reference to -
v R A T Co . N

- - . the relgvant pagéages which,appéar elsewperé'as well.

/in Phe fiologlcal Lense .
" —_————r

} . - . . . /

%i;§§gTuse.oﬁ 'masculife’ ahd- 'feminine' in the biolog< .
- . . ical sense is a use which, faccording to Freud's remirks in

ce ‘the 1915, foo\tnote, is pr¥marily determined by the biological

e r pnoducts}“ by e~"presencenoff§p¢rmatozoa or ovaorespect—
o 1vely”. and thys corresponds to the use of‘\male' and

1, N . . s . . s »

. v/ - . - )
- © " "female'. How ver:, although in this.footnote Freud regards
° this use as one whose "applicability can be determined most

- easily”, there are indications in passages of later works
. 2 . '

that the biological criteria for the use of 'maseculine'. and
. 'feminine’ 1q&thls sense are rot as deflnltlve as they would

seem; fFor Ihstance, in 1933 Freud lntroduces.a second cri-
LR ‘ “ N \

terion -for the use of mascullng"and_'femlnlne in this

'i bilological sense: the anaxbmical sexdai“tharacteristics of

o »

males ihd'females.“ Wlth respect to these characterlstlcs.

e 0 ) QEBeuﬁ(gflntalns that an absolute dlstlnctlon between the
sexes 15 not ‘so ea51ly dlscernable. For, w1th1n.the anatom-

- L , _
“ical genital ‘structure of each sex there are indications of
. co 1 ‘ Torow !
" the pPesence of organs characteristic of the opposite sex as
- v K . ’

. ] “» )" F} - h « o . .
-« 1. The Use of 'liasculine' and ‘Feminine'" - ‘g

t

7

N

a
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well: "... portlons of the male sexual appqratus also appear(

‘in womeﬁ's bodies, though in an atrophled state, and vice

‘ vérsa in the alternativefcasew"3 This view concerning the

manlfested in both sexes, as opposed to atdlstlnctlon between

e

equilaferal distribution of anatomicall sex characteristics

.in malés and females, repreéents one aspect of Freud's theory

of biéexpaLity -- a théory according to which each individgal

.exhibits both male and female characteristicsu -= and is

extremely important in himdiscussion of "the meaning of*

«

e . . s ’ )
!masculine' and 'feminine’, . . 'L

A} . , ' » ' B
In Freud's discussion of the use .of 'masculine' and
N N td .

:*feminine' in the biological sense, the theory of bisexuality.

is partlcularly important. In the first place, by emphésiz- *

1ng a dlstlnctlon between types of anatomlcal qualities

-

the énafpm?dﬁl qualities manifested in each, this- theory

éﬁallengés‘the belief in an absolute anatomical distinctien,
between the sexes. In the second place,‘it also challenges,
in this'reépgcf,.;he decisiveness of the biological, critexfa

on the basis of which 'masculine’ and 'feminine’ arg, ‘terms

3"Feminini‘ty“,- p. 11&.° RN

y L Y

uIbld.. p., 114.. Bisexuality is also discussed by ,
Freud in his "Three Essays", pp. 219ff; and with specific
reference to the biological .distinction in Civilization and
Tts Discontents, n.’, pp. 52-53. .There is also another
aspect of the theory of blsefuallty which concérns behavior.
This aspect w1ll be dlscussed in the sectlon below. p. 26.

\ 8
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applicable to only one sex at a.time. ]

“ , ‘Since, however, apart from the very. rarest, cases,
only one kind of sex product ~- ova or semen --
: . : is nevertheless presefit in one person, Yyou are
« bound to have doubts as to the decisiye signifi-

> . cance of those elements ...5 (Italics mine) t , '
) With this challenge to the décisiveness of the biological '

products in establishing criteria for thé 'use of 'masculine’

and 'feminine'f the tﬁeory of bisexuality furnishes grounds

o i . for a non-biolygical use of these terms. 'On the basis of

\Q\ ' h . » . ° 4 X
¢ : v this theory of the equal distributiori of male and female
characteristics in the anatomical structure of the genitals

of each sex, “masculine' and 'feminine’ are terms applicabie

- o

to either sex. It:is such a depar%ure from the conventional

biological application of these terms that characterizes the
a . ¥
- use of 'masculine' and ‘'feminine' in each of the other two

&

senses discussed by Freud in his remarks.
| ’ ’ - ’ '

2. The Use of 'llasculine' and 'Feminine‘
*in the Sociological Sense

v . In his I915 remarks Freud also discusses the use of
. ‘masculine' and ‘feminine' in what he calls the sociological
sense. The notion of a socioiogical‘senqe\is what we would

norﬁally translate as a behavioral sense; for, the charac-

teristics in connection with which the terms 'masculine’ and

‘feminine' in this sense are used are the characteristics of

3 - activity and passivity evidenced in the behavior of"

S \‘gv N

] 2

» \t\\ 5"Femininity". p. 114,

- -
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individuals. A .
. v =5
The ... sociological-meaning /of ‘'masculine’ and -
'feminine'/ receives its connotation from the
observation of actually existing ... individuals.
» - Such observation shows that in human belngs pure.
masculinity and femininity is not tb be found ....
Every individual on the contrary displays a mix- )
ture vof 'character-traits belonging to his own and ?
to the opposite sex; and shows a combination of
“activity and passivity whether or not these last
character- tralts tally w1th hls blologlcal oneq.é'

The role of the theory of blsexuallty. in this case behav-
>

AT joral bisexuality, 'in terms-of providing grounds for the
appllcatlon of 'masculine' and 'feminine' to either sex, is
lmmedlately introduced in Freud's. dlscu551on of this sense.

..

A 3 Howeyer,.Freud*dogF not in 1915 go into-a detailed examina- ™
tion of how b;sexhality;is manifested in the behgvior of -
males and‘females. otper than simpiy stapiné that'both '

~activity and passivity are manifested. e

It is not until 1933 that Freud'actual}y infroduces
instancés of bisexuality in behavior. With examplés'ranging‘
‘from animél to -human behavior, éreud'attempts to show how'(

v bothkgctivity and'passivity are exhibited in the behavior of

| either.séx.7 CurQPusly enough, ﬁowever% Fréu@'s examples of

L]

bisexuality in the human species do not at all show that two.

[4

alternate kinds of behavior, the active,and'paséive~kind, are

o

A ra

- ' ) ' ' 6"Three Essays”, n. (1915), p. 220. Further use of

the term "character-trait" (see espeolally Civilization and
Its Discontents, London: Hogarth, 1969, p. 33), provides
good reason to interpret thls term to mean behavioral tralt.

a

fe. SO T R e
< .

e

?“Femznlnlty P. 115

e v ) : o L4
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exhlblted by each -sex. On the contrary, empha31s is placed

on show1ng how any one type of behavxor ~- be it manlfested
in’ the male or in the female -- exhibits both act1v1ty and
passxv1ty. Freud shows thlS‘by pointing out that the dis- e
L + tinction betweep eetiyity'and passivity in accordance with
| ‘ _' which some behavior.is clas$ified as ‘activé' and other as
| | 'pagsive’, is primarily‘thenresult of a gremmatieal distirc-
tion. For instance, with respect to the charaeteristically
. female act, the act of lactatlon, Freud points out that this
‘act "may equally be descrlbed ds the mother suckllng the -
‘baby or as her belnv sucked by 1t" 8 By thus recogn121ng
helfunctlon of our use of active or passive voices in
. oo ehafacterizing behavior, Freud situateé'the distinction
. " between activity and passivity'which we ordiﬁaril? attribute -
| toibehavior, and in accordance with which we apply 'mas-
culine® and *feminine' when referring to” behavior, wiehin
. the structures of our linguistic or grammatical representa-
J) oy tion of behavior. In this way, without relying on evidenEe
such. tﬁai vould confi;;‘the'presence of altefnate kinds of
‘ Co- behavior in males or females. Freud nevertheless Supplles

\ : grounds for the use of mascullne and 'femlnlne'. to'char—

A . acterize the behavior of either sex. With regard to the

- evidence of bisexuality inskfar as male behavior is con-

] - »
.cerned, Freud relies on a similar sort of example,

o,
| S

]

- 81pia., p. 115.




-2y -

A i a

maintainirg that "men are’not ablé’to iiyé in coﬁpany with
. their own kind unless they develop a large amount of ﬁas- -
. . ) . .
" - .sive adaptability."9 In this exampie-as well, thoughlﬁét as
clgariy'as in the preceding onet,the afgumgnt‘in favor of
bisexuality makes use of ‘the linguistic structures through

L ]

which behavior is represented, rather than structures through

" which it is manifested.
Thus, Whergaé in his 1915 r@marks ;n the use of 'mas- o, s

* culine' 'and 'femining: inothe soc;ologica; sense, ?reud |
suggests fhat the use of these §erms te ‘characterize the
behavior of both males and females'is based on empirical = . -
facts rélatipg to bisexuality, in his 1933 dis;ussion of the

,evidence for bisexuality Freud does not pfoducé'any,empirical . .
evidence to th;s effect.' On theigdntrayy, his emphasis on %
the grammatical, or extra-behavioral, structure of the con- ¢
cepts of éctﬁvity aﬁd‘passivity maKes the mafter of specific
forms of behavior, as well as that of which formslare |

. typical of what sex,'i;relevént”to the application of ‘'mas-

- “culine' .and 'feminine'. On th;l%asié of observationé,regard-
ing the nature of érammatical form and its relation to actiy-

-

ity and passivity, Freud. develops grounds for the application

el

3

of 'masculine' and 'feminine’.to qhggécterize the behavior of.

‘depend on observation of

s

either sex, which do not in any way

nature of the behavioral structures in question. This -

i

+

?Tbid., p. 115.
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‘on the use~of 'masculine® and.*®feminine' ln psychology

Y \

y L 4

[y

departure from non-linguistic empirical structures, ahd cor-

respondlng empha31c on formal ¢tructures. 1n the form?latlon,

of .erounds for the use of mascullne and ‘*feminine' bDecomes

extremely important in Freud®s discussion of the use of 'mas-

.‘f

culine™ to characterize Aibido, and is taken up. in his dis-
* * - i ° ' -“/ .
cussion of the-use of /'masculine’ and 'feminine' in the psy-

chological sense.

", .

—

‘ — ’ — .
3. The use of-'iiagculine' and ‘'Feminine’
* 1n the I'cychologzical Sense

An explanatxon of the use of magcullne and’ 'feninine,
in pSJcholo;y, nd spec1f1callj of tke use of magcullnn' to .
characterize the psycholofical concept/o{.libido. is the
primaf& objective of Freud's éﬂti:e 1915 footnste, as of all:
his discussions‘of %be‘meaning of 'masculine' and "feminine'
The foétnofe was aﬁded in 1915 as a’supplemeﬂt to the text of
1905, in whiech Freud ralntalno.that “libido is invariably, and
necessarllj of a maucullne nature". Aware perhaps of the

dlfflgultles that such:an assertlon'might engender, Freud.

-sought %o clarlfy this use by 51tuat1ng it amongsg*those

other énses in which according to hlm the terms Qascullne

remarks

and, ‘feminine’ can bevuseda For thls reason, Freud'
ust

be considered in the context of his remarks on the other W0

.
Voo

uses he outlines.

In his remarks, Freud stipulates that the sense in /.

{
which °*masculine' and 'feminine' are used in psychology is

-
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f
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*in the sense of activity and passivity". In this stipu-

&
lative sense, 'nasculine’ and "feminine' yould seem to ger-

respond to what Freud: call., the SOClOlOblcal sense, but 7 SR

tm.s JJ.., not so. The dxfference is that in psychology, - ) 5 ‘

b
)

according to Freud, the use of 'masculine® alone i¥ ‘appro- '
priate. ' The reason for this difference isg two—fo':lc‘i. and
constitutes the distinguishing feature of the psychoiogical <
sens;e. In the ' first place, that te wm.ch in psychology tera 3
like "masculine' and 'femnlne are relevant is the libido. |

In the second pl_ace. *libdido' being the psychological term

for. the sexual instinct, must by definition be active. l

‘I‘herefore. if 'mascuiine' and 'i’eminine' are used-iﬂ psy-l

choloby J.n ,the sense of activity and passxv:.t.,. 11’. follows

that 'fem:.nlne' cannot be appropriate in this context. and

that.'masculine® alone must be used. Freud summarizes ‘this

LY

as follows ir the 1915 footnote: -

- - . .
vhen,, for instance, libido was described in the text
above as beipg 'masculine’', the word was used in .

- this sense /of actlvity]. for an instinct is always i 8
active even when it has a passive alm 1in v1ew.11 i e
(Italics mine) . T

1

The mention here of the distinction between the lribido}aj‘gb p ‘ o
12 o !

the "aims of 1ibido" is extremely important. . It und

lines the fact that although the aims. of libido, its . S §
; ’ SR L .

. . [ 7»
; . . . \

-~

| lo"‘rhree E’ssays" ;1 (1915), p. 219. R o
1l1pid., n. (1915), p. 219. I EUE R
=“See Chapter I .above, p. 9. : Lo e
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behavioral expression, may be either active-or passive, this -

T

» '5 ] R . . s
. dualism”is not true of the libido itself. However, it also

raises the question of why ‘'masculine', (or for that matter
. "feminimelf) nust be used for what im practical terms (is
.diyofoed from any sooci}ic pgnifespafions in male or female
.indivl&ualsf'llﬁis io on ab;urdity which%Freud\himself was . e
! ' faced with when in a- later work he wroﬁe "you cannot éivé
the concepts of “‘masculine’ and 'fenlnlne any néw‘connota;
tiom:t ’he. dlstlnctlon 1s ‘mot a psychologlcal one. “13 Yet
K in hi attenpts to formulate %he problem. rreud hlmself ogo—

¥
v1des us with the key to 1ts solutlon.

C ' In another footnote, to be found in- ClVlllzatlon and )

R - Its Dlscontents. Freud characterlzes the dlfflculty of ;

4 N

o Lntroduc1ng*a psychologlcal meaning of mascullne or . ' - ]
-femlnlne through the llbldo as follows: "....though

e

o 3 anatomy. 1t is true., can p01nt out the characterlsvlc of - e

lb 5

oot . maleness and femaleness. psychology cannot"”. The°d1ff1-

. . ‘ Y

. . oulty w1th which Freud thlnhs himself confronted is. that . B

whereas ‘gnatomy, or bjology to be more pregise, provides
9 ’ & ’ . ! ' ’ .
' ‘empirical referential criteria for the use of 'masculine' and

L . - *feminine', psychology does not. For 'libido', insofar as,

2

. thls represents the conceptuallzation of sex in psychqlogy

lS necessarily 1ndependent from whatever its actual N N
%

v

-

Lwpemininity”, p. 11k. o SN

’

T e T 14 51v111zat10n and Its Dlscontento (New, York° R
’ ! ~ T . NOI’tOn. 1961)' n-' pq 33 . -
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‘4o which 'masculine

'does it provide a

manifesta%i

In this way,'lt’does not provide a dnality
_'feminhwd{might correspond. Nor
ngle identifiable element to which even o U

might be skid to refer. It.is ih view'

,of the cumulatlve effect of these two dlfflgultles that the., = '

'~use of 'masculine' in psybhology {to characterlze the llbldo)

7, ' < ..

"i§ questionable,¢as wOuld,be of‘course the use of any one

~

1

»

31n§le séﬁbdenomlnatlon. ‘ . 3_ f . ' ;

© =

'by Freu&'s »0Wn remarks on‘tﬁé socio'ogical sense of 'mas-

¢ r “
.

v,

However, formulated thus, it becomes possible to see )
e Y
What Freud. and those of us disturbed by. the use o ;'mao . v

'cullne' for the 1lbld0, may not have seen: that tﬁtslls a .

Y »

pseu o-probleém, the solutlon of whlch if the rest of Freud's
Marﬂs on the meaning of‘ masculme and. 'fgh{une are

talen lnto accoun@w is self- ev1dent. For though it is indeed

true that: 'llbldo ’ belng a,concept whlch 1s meanlngful
w1th1n the grammar of, psychology alone. doss not correSpond | .o
to any emplrlcally ldentlf&able sexual element (elther in
UEhav1or or in anatomy. or ln‘gnythlng else), this does no{ . » \ T
vfhply tﬁet i%’cannot,nevertheless function to provide

crlterla for the qgg ot mascullne' or 'femlnlne' in psy-
chology. There 1s no§ﬁule that states that the crlterla for
the use of masculipe and\”femlnlne must be in the foqm of .

\.;|

emplrlcal features. On‘the con£5§§¥) as it is oroughf ouE'-'“ ~

(3

. _y
cullne‘ ‘and 'femlnxne , ~the crlterla for the use of these L

- -

terms, where these apply to behav1or, are‘essentlally 2.7 L
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grammatlcal (secondarlly, even 5001$loglcal if we stop tor

thlnk abqut how grammar functlons), and not, emplrlcal at

all. ,What it is esséﬁfial to undegstand'is\that.whep Freud - -

éays that: the 1ibido is 'masbulihe' . the term
. . - "t

) and“WQat it means, functlons in very much

languaéé does, in providing grouﬁds for the \use bf"'mas-
culirme' or ffqmlnrne . What we/HZ§@ 13 the use of 'mas-
. culine' in the psychologiﬁal sense, ‘is a different way of

cﬁaracterizing behavior than we do in the sociologiC@l sense.

sculine’ reflects~the y, -

ar of 'llbldo . CON-

For, thé‘clgig\th t the libido-is '

fact that in accordance with the grami

f

" for passivity; and consequently, nd g¥ounds for a cor}espond;.fw
. . - " .

v ing use of - 'feminine*.

o . Viewed in this light, _‘11b1 ar;de from its sig- '

nlflcance as 4 concept which is in

$tructure Qf péycho;ogy,as a whole, has a very specific

*

»

function in terms of'the meaning of ’maéeuliné"and"femin%ne'. /’f\\
In one: passage. Freud points out about the llu;do what on : -
’ . first glance mlght.apggar paradoxlcal and absurd: that there

is ‘'only ,one libido, and "to 1tself we cannot aSSLgn any sex". 15

‘ * -r% ’ \Thls statément Captures somethlng of thé sxgnlfgcance that
‘ -the concept of 'llbldd has in ter%s of the meanlng,gf mas-'
A '
: L _ cullnej ‘and 'feminine ' For 'libido' is unique in that,-
v w .
. \
- f o - lﬁ"Femﬁninity".'p. 131.
| N | (O
U ¢ . . .
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although it is a coneept formulated to characterize the sex- -
. . )

™ e .
. \éiij element par excellence, it remains dlsengaged rom the

ind of polarity of obp051tes whlch is normally inveked by
our conce?tlon of sex., As a result, it also permits us to
dlsengage this polarity from the concepts of maSCullne and
'femlnlne as well. In this respect, the use of mascullne'
in thelpsychologjigi’sense is akfunetion of neithe} the dis-

tinctionqbetween sexes, nor of any distinction whatso-
¥

“ever. Once the grammatical priorities of this use are

admltted it becomeo possible to see at the determining

pr1n01ple is here that of asexuallty. an thlS affects -the
meaning of 'feminine 1n the psychologlc 1 senge as well,

" For, although there is no ba51s for the use of 'f nine
within the grammar of "1ibido',,this doe&wgrt imgi:\;hat

, « 7 .
'feminine' does not have a psychological sense. It would on

the contrary oe meaningful to use this term in such cases
where the absence of Libido i$ being expressed. Hoy,euch
'caéeé ere.tq be decided uoon is another issue Qnich must
call upon otner psychological principles than those governing
'livido', and does not concern us here. However, what does

' 4
concern us is the fact that 1nsofar as the use of mascullne

and *feminine' in the psychologlcal sensa\%s concerned, we

'have before us a case in whlch,the application of 'masculine’

or 'femininé'. is governed by factors belonging to.neither an
. 4

empirical, nor even dualistic structure. This point ig of
fundamental importance in terms of understanding what it

Py

e i, Sk, - abs .l

ottt L b
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' means to use mascullne “(or 'femlnlne ) in psychof%%y. and
- . o

v represents perﬁaps one of the mpst SLgnlflcant 1n51ghts to- .

be derived:from Freud's remarks-on the meanlng,of ‘mas-

,
o

o ' culine” and: 'feminine’'. o
; \ L

To Sum up: ' Freud's remarks on each of the three

¢ senses in which. the terms 'masculine' and 'feminine' can be

- used, explore the possibilitiés of a-non-biological appli-

’ '. o cation gf'thesg terns. ﬁr.each case, grounds are developedf'
- .~ + for the.use of 'mascuiine' and ‘feminine' other than those:.

suggested by the biological sexual distinction. Such grgﬁﬁds

juétify the use of ‘'masculine' anid ‘'feminine' to characterize

fhe anatohy.fbehavior. and libido of any given individual"oﬁ

Ex

male or female sexual génder. In the following chapter I

w1ll examine how the grounds that Freud developes in hls

a

remarks justify his own appllcatlon of the terms masculrne‘

"and ‘feminine’ » in the formulation of his conception of -

female sexuality, to women. v i - o

w N




CHAPTER III -
o . ) . X
THE USES OF 'NMASCULINE' AND 'FEMININE' IN FREUD'S
) CONCEPTION OF FEMALE' SEXUALITY

: -
The purpose of thls chapter 1s to show that, in ligﬁt

o

of Freud S remarks on'the meanlng of - mascullne' and-

r~

2 .
«_tfeminine', the allegatlon that his use of.'masculine' #d

'ﬂeﬁinine' in his cohcea}ion“of female sexuality is pre;
_ . . . scripﬁivé, is-not justifrqsle. In %he firstlchapter i{ Qas
- seen how the prescriptive function aftributéd to ‘masculin%‘

' and 'femlnine is prlmarlly the result of the. explanaézon

which, 1n "Female Sexuallty" Freud provmdes. However, in

w

+ the last chapter it wgg’g;en that Freud's remarks on the
meaning jof '‘masculine’ and 'feminine', also prov1de.an
exblan'tion for this use. In this' chapter it will be seen

— that/an interpretation of his use of 'masculine' and

feminine " ln.llght of‘th/}e remarks suggests a comparloon

with what is called the use oftwords in a secondary sense,
in accordance with which an alternative to a prescrlptrve.
function can be éstablis@gd. Srnce‘Fﬁgrd's remarks deal
with each of.the three conéexts‘in woich 'masculine'iahd
?

*feminine apﬁear in Freud's conception of female sexuality,

I will deal Qifh‘each con@exfiindividually.

U3 *
\

T
¢
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on the biological sense, 1

1. * Thé Biological Sense and the Use of - - ™
‘Tiasculine' and 'Feminine' 1in, the : s
Expressions "The Clitoris is Mas- '
culine” and "The Vagina is Feminine"

¢

11} show that give
A" -
s ppssible, contrary to what his

In this section I Freud's remarxs

v

¥

explaqg?}pﬁ'in “Fe@ale Sekué&i%y" suggests, to establish‘tﬁe.
descriptive function of Freud's use of 'fAsculiné’ and
'Iemininé' fo'characteriieffhg fémgie genifélig;

4 The use of 'masculiné'lapd ‘feminine' to charatterize

the. two female sexual organs -- the clitoris and the vagina --

and the pulportedly erotogenic distinction they represent, is

‘a use which falls within the scopéfof Freud's remarks .on the

use of 'masculine' and 'feminine' in the biolozical sense.
1
1

Phisidoes not mean that this is a biological use; for, as was

seen in the prgyious chapter, Freud supplies grounds, through(ﬁ\\

the theory of anatomical bisexuality, for an application of
'‘masculine' and 'feminine' which is very differert ffom their

use in a-biological sense. From such grounds, nothing
: . .

follows regard}ngfthe existence pf an erotogenic distinction

‘

between the vagina_and,the c%itorist"The»theory_of anatom-

# = " -
ical bisexuality is no;\a\t eory about the neurological

character of the sexual or an$., -but about their anatomical

one. As a result, findings that deny’the existence of an
.» . . V ’ ‘ . N
erotogenic distinction between the vagina and the clitoris

are of little consequence to the question of, whether or not .
thé expressions “"the clitoris is maécuiiﬁe" and "the vagina'
. . R .,

-is feminine" are descriptive. The explanation that appears

S L .




fact that‘the'meaning of 'feminine' does ho

- culine' involves.

¢
23

- . -
-

[N

4

in ;Femalé Sexua}ity", insofar as it summonslthé exigténce
éf an erotogenic distinction, leads us }nto supposing that
the des¢}iptive function of 'feminine' ha§.sometﬁinglto’do
with reference to.an efo%ogenic cqpacity specific to the

végina.\,iz\is in thi% way that it also leads us into sup-

posing thét, because no such independent ﬁacity is found

questioﬁable. However, givén énatomicgl lsexuaiity{“}he
presuppoée such
reference to erotogenicity makes it now possiple to estab- .
lish its descriptive function.‘as well as‘to qistinguish.
more clé%rly the particular problems that the use of ‘'mas-
Although the theory of apgiomical bisexpality‘pro-

vides different grounds for'the"appl%cation of 'masculine’
+ C

‘and “feminine' from those of /A biological distinction, this

is not as such reflected in the expression "the vagina is

‘feminine”. , In this expression, the meaning of 'feminine' is

essentially the same as in "the ovum 1s feminine". 'For the

,_,-—/

'vagina. lfke the ovum, is a property of the. female sex. only.

In this respect, -the biological meaning of 'feminine’ is

retained, and tﬁis word makes.reference to the female, 'in

- H , . . '
‘this centext, in the same way that it does in the context of

-the expression “the ovum is feminine". Consequently, we can

éasily'establish the descriptive function of ‘feminine’.

However, the use of 'masculine‘—YE\aNgufnwre-cqmplex matter.

a
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- “ . ’ ,
Clearly we cannot, in a like manner, establish the descrip-

tive function of 'masculgne' in the expression'"the clitoris
. .
: (
is masculine”. The clitoris'is not a male organ, an¢ 'mas-

culine' does not have a.biological reference. Thls maxes it .
netessary 'to distinguish somewhat more EIea;lx between the

referential meaning that 'feminine' has in-"the vagina-is

-~ feminine", and the kind of meaning 'masculine’ has in “the

clltorls is masculine". . ' o

e

A useful way of characterlzlng the d;fference. and of :

v

repneeentlng the pecul;apltles with which the use of 'mas-
culine',p?esents us, is_f rough the notion of §ec0ndar§

\ Sense;' First introduced b ﬂlttgensteln and later developed
- ‘ln the article "Secondary Sehse" by Cora Dlamond.l this is a |

., notion which serves to distidnguish the meaning of words in
cases in which words are used outside their ordinary and

familiar contexts from their meanlng in the erdlnary one.
sz no# lmplylng that in such cases the words mean something
different than they ordinarily do, (hence the notion qf a
secondary ee se), yet'at the same time acknowledging that

. . ,
differently, the notion of secondary‘éense pro-

they are use

vides ‘the means o l&voiding certain conflicts. In partlcular.
it helps avoxd the klnd of confli¢t which éréses when. given

a use of a word which departs from the familiar or original

v

s w

s <

Angcombe (Oxford Basil 'Blackwell, 1963):
Diamond's/article "Secondary Sen®¥e", in Proceedings
of the Aristotelian Society, 1966-67. <« \ .

-

o T ’
o
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one -- as happens with 'masculine' in the expression "the
s

’ - v . ) < d
clitoris 1s masculine"” -- we cannot explaln what the Mord

H

means in a manner analogeuﬁ to how we explaln what it meqns

! in 1ts more famlllar context. Diamond descrlbes this in the

-

following:

..» when we *talk about meaning, we Hon't always mean
use .... The fact that the secondary use fuse in a
secondary sense/ is different from the primary need
not lead us to think that the meaning nust. be differ-

( ent and then to cast about for what -that meaning '
might be.

With the application'of "masculine' in "the clitoris is mas-

culine" since the clitoris is a feflale organ, we cannot
P ‘
explain Wnat thls word means-as we ordlnarlly do, in other

\ - words, we cannot explain it in the way that we do when deal-
" i ing with the expressions "the penis is masculine" and "the
| sperm is masculine". However, this need not lead us away

from the possibility of a descriptive use. What the notion

. . 2 . .
of a secondary sense brings out 1s that meaning is no
p . ‘ ,
3

7 : arthough the word '‘masculine’ in this context does\not rdtain

-

always a function of use. It is‘neveriheless possi
~ .

its descﬁipt}ve meaning by virtue of reference to a

préperty. it has a descriptivé use. Unlike the .use of 3'mas-

culine' and .'feminine' in the expressions "the penis is

: 1
“ ' 2"Secohdary Sense", pp. 20¢7208.

.

3Understandlng the meaning of a secondary sense 1is
"dlscuzsed by Dlamond pp: 191ff, and by Wittgenstein,
p, 21 b ‘

_ - ‘ -~
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masculine" and "the vagina is feminine", the use of ‘mas-
.culine' in "the clitoris is masculine" 1s not a function of

the referential meaninglof this$ word. The qhestioh whether .

' to

‘masculine’ here is used to desc¢ribe is therefore not a

v

quéstion about the word 'masculine', but about the sen-

"

/ . -’ - v )
tence, "the clitoris is masculine", in which this word

appears. -

N
3
- L}

.. Although the nse of words in a secondary _sense

réflects‘the creative or inventive possibilities of language,

and represents that means wﬁereby new thought about the
world, new'pergeptions'of relationships, are expressedﬁh this -

does not mean that all'instancps in which words are used in a °

L]

! secondary sense are intelligible. According to- Yittgzenstein,
both the expressions "I am calculating in my head", and "the
: vowel e 1s yellow”, are examples of the.use of words in a

\ secondary'sense'.5 However, whereas the former is a very

 popular metaphor, and in this respect intelligible to us all,,
the iatter.is not. <Though we might no{ distinguish,as
cléaély as is‘neoeséary between saying "T am:Ealculating on

_ papgr“. and "I am“calculating in my head" (hehce the number Bk

-~

ofjphilosqphiéal problems about “"private” thinking that

4

. u"gecondary Sense", pp. 191ff. Uittgenstein also,
talks about figurative expressions, or expressions that ,
primarily give us a picture, with examples from the use of
words in a secondary sense (Philosophical Investications,
pp. 178, 184).

Sphilosophical Investizations, p. 216.
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accessible and inaccessible comparisons elicited by the use

-

T
- N &

rgéult). nevertheless we can:t reasonably say that' we don;t
)uriderstand« what is. m:ean% ‘by this ‘expx‘:'ession. At le‘ast not

in the sense 1in which someone wh_’c‘) never‘ learned to calculate

on i)aperl(or" out loud) wi,lll‘sa:'/ that he or ;he doesn't, and . =
'presumabiy ei'erypne' in our sc;ciety has learned to calculate

out loud at lgas.'t. Now the case 1s slightly dif‘fe,rent‘ with

" the véwel e is yellow", \ittgenstein does not £0 intp the
differences, except in suggestific that the assoc iations thdt = ° .
.th;s use; or metaphor, 'im})lies are of a more.individual or-
subjective qrde'r.(’- which r;malces what is meant by ‘this expres-

sion a relatively less accessipie matter thar': in the case o‘f

"1 anm calc;ulat}ng in my head". 'Now in dealins with‘t';he

expression "the clitoris is m;scgline" tas a use of the word
V'ﬁn';asculine';in.a secondary sense, the question that we nusi

ask if we ar"e to kno;ﬂ whether this expressidon 1s descriptive,

is how dccessible the compariséns that it makes-are to us,

\

and how they dge so? . ) . .

-

Diamond.distinguishes between what we might call

v

of words-in a éecqndary Sense when she talks about the truth-

-

1pid., p. 216. ‘ : C

. "wSecondary Sense*, pp. 205ff.-

&




'denial of

) . . .
expression "the clitori

- 4y < .

éiisqyellow" a step further, by replacing his notion of

.individual .and collective associations, with that of argu-

'
L ’

able and non-arguable ones. On the §hestion of the truth-

status of expressions in which words are used in a secondary
. e '

sense, Diamond writes: . . v
_ ‘ 4 @ - +
It is o6bvidus that the truth-status [Whether there can
be truth or falsity/ of what is said in a primary
linguistic activity does not settle the question of
the truth-status of-what is said in’ linguistic activ-
ities secondary to it ... if one ,wants to ﬁnow about
v the truth-status of a secondary. use, what one must do
iz look and see whether-there is assertiori and denial
within the linguistic activity with which one is con-
«cerned, and if so, what form it takes. .

In other words, the Question whether there can be truth or

fa131ty in an expreSSion in which a word- i used in a

gecondary sense. is not determinsd on the baSi of its use
in the primary sense. This means that as ‘far s thé expres-

sion "the clitoris is masculine” is concerned the queetioh‘
of its truth or falsity cannot be settled in the manne}
appropriate to the expregfion “the penis is masdéuline": It
cannot. in other words. be settled by virtue of empirical

verifiability and reference. What, therefore. we must look

-

. for in dete(\\einb whether the expreSSion “the clitoris is

masculine” is descriptive. is whether there is assertion or'

y kind inwelved, and if so, what form 1t takes.

¢ 3

Lodked upon thus, At becomes_possible'to see how the

13 masculine" is descriptive,

T A e
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‘although not"inithe biological way that "the vagina is

femanlne" is descrlptlve. 01n the expressxon "the clltor;s

9

“is masculxne“. the ¢clitoris is descrlbed by way of alluded'
reference to the male -penis. This allusion,. achieved

through the presence of the word ‘masculine', asserts a

relatiomship between the clitoris and the penis which is -

‘neithér uhigtelligible nor particularly“difficult to«defendl
1,\— .

TK% evidence 'that gan be brought to bear in favor of it, is

in the form of pointing out the similarities between
5 ' '

-features of the clitoris and ones of  the penis. However,

t

”-insofdr as'it is equally possible to point out the differ-

lences. this lS the kind of eyxdence that we might call

"cumulativé eviderice™; evidence that suggests a particular
conclusion, -or way of seeing’”things.9 0f course, the ques-
tion of truth or falsity becomes a far more argudble matter

»

than with regard to a bioldgical description; but, to the

,extent that it can be argued.for, this is sufficient to rive

the'exp?essiqn “the clitgfis is masculine" a desériptive
character. To deqy in tQ;s respect that it'is gescriptive.
is to deny a greaf fange'of)new-perceptions that auseéondary.
or figuyagivé use of werds can bring about{ It is note-

. /
worthy, in this'connection, that the partlcular perceptlon

<

of the clltorls that a descrlptlon of it as 'masculine’

. v
t

Isee Philosophy and Psycho -analysis (Berkeley:
Unlver51ty of California Press, 1969), the article "Gods",
p. 157, and "Philosophy, Metaphysics and Psycho analy51s“
 Pp. 268ff and p. 277.
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.Qixék o entafls. is not one that is generally accepted . "he fea-

¢

tures of therclltorls that Lis comparlson with the penls;

empha51zes, are not ones that have been conventlonally
¢ acknowledged to exist. That a grow1ng‘awareness that thie.\
#! | 1s so has begun to express 1tself may very well be a '
' trlbute to Freud hlmself and to hlS unconventlonal use of

N ]
'mascullne'"here. ‘ C s

2. The Sociological Sense and the Use of , '
‘lMasculine' and 'Femlnine' 1n_the
. Expressions "Active Behavior is llas- ’ -
) - ' . culine” and "Pasgive Behavior is ' I 4
. - Feminine" ‘ '

) ) ‘Insthis secfion I'propose to 'show that it is equallj

\

possibdle, if Freud's remarks on the sp[ioiog;cal sensq are

taken into account, to establish a destriptive function of

Freud's use of 'masculine' and 'feminine' by analogy with

<

the use of wordsrin a secondary sense in this instance ag

PN

well. H&wever, it will be seen that here differences in

e manner in which the theory of bisexuality as it per-
/ .

tains to sexual behavior is defended, although they do not

‘alter the assertion-character of these.expressions, have

4
LN

-~ -some bearing on the form that it' takes.

- ’ ‘ The use‘of 'maseuline' and“‘feminine' to cheracter—
ize female sexuai behevior in the two alternate stages of
development. outlined by Freud in st theory of female sex-
o ) ) uality, 1s an instance of what Freué also calls the use ofﬁ
_'masculine' and 'feminine' in the sociologicdl sense. 'In

his discussion of -the sociological sense it was seen that

- - 4

é B ' .
. .
v o
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** a theory of bisexuality similar tofpﬁat“introduced in the

remarks on the -biological sense governs the application of

i
'

‘masculine’ and-'feminide’ As does thé theory of anatom-

lcal bisexuality, the theory of behav1oral blsexuallty also
| O S

offers’ an alternative ‘to Freud s-explanation in "“Female

» s
. méxuallty" and one whlch ylelds an alternatlve trea ment f

/’/\*q thlskﬁse as. wil&. .
PN Given h cemarks on the SOCLOIOggcal sense,_ Freud's

- g 5

use of 'masculine’ and ‘'femining' in the context of discus-
sions about femalg gexual behavior is, in both cases, a use

[df‘theée’words in a s condary‘senée. The mheoryiof bisexu-

ality discussed 1n the remarks, contrary to the explanatlan

4

‘in.’ remale.Sexuallty"- .does not entall a dlstlnctlon betWeen—

actigf and passive rodes of behavior eithEr in’ males or in

SN T /

females., In “this respect“ although Freud lS talking about
r:

the sexual behav1or of the female 'in the expre551ohs "active

- S

’

be@pv&or is masculine“ and “passiﬁe behavior is’ feminine",

the term ' f mlnine does not here make ‘reference to femalb

'

. behavior. This’ takeS'both ‘masculine’ and ‘feminine' out-

[l

“éidé the prdmary and -biological contexts in which these word§
refer to properties~of’ﬁaleness and feﬁalehess. As a resﬁlt

. wWe mps{tzbok at the truth status of the expre551ons in whlch

. .

they . appear to determlne the nature of thelr use here as well
The theory of bysexuallty outllned in Freud s remarks
<

on the sociolog1cal sense ‘iz extremely 1mportant in determln—

ing' the truth-statud® oﬁ#deScfiptive—stafus. of the .

4

w.:.‘.'...,- [
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.‘ expressions "active behavior is masculine" and "passive '

behavior is feminine". The manner in which this theory:is . -
2 f

)
defended in connectlon with behav1®r, however, although it ~
' v L . \
. does stggest that these expressions have an-assertion- - "
L] 4 [

‘\Zr - character, has implications with respect to the form that e
- L »‘rheir assertion-character takes, thaﬁfdistinguisﬁ tﬁem from_, rf[.
' ] thehexpressiogs'"ﬁhe clitoris islmasculineﬁiand "the vagina ! .
,JV | is feminine". .Fer in Freud's remarks ondfhe sociological ,.' ;

-, ! . .
sense and the examples of'gﬁfexuality in. thé human species
which he provides, no evidence reflecting a distingtion . = ..

o )
between modes of ‘behavior, or behavaoral patterns, is brought

’

¥
.tq.bear.lo Jhereas Freud s the vy of anatomlcal blsexu—

- o

“petween the male and feﬁafe anatomical Sexual organs, ahd

represents a dlstlnctlon be?ween the séxual organs ‘that”™ .,

v - ' constltute the feﬁhle anatomy. Freud's theory of behavioral. K
;& o ' blsexuallty (as. we mlght call 1t). and whatever dlstlnctlons -
~ ‘ \\. it represents, 1is not in a like manner defended on the basis

of a projedted‘relationship between hale and female modes of.
behav1or. As\?as seen in"my section dealing with'Freud‘s
‘remarks on.the soc1ologlcal sense, the notion of a behav10ral

A,.k, 4? bisexuality is 'defended on the. basis of grammatlcal. rather

$
[
i
3
1

than behavioral relationships,. as a result of which the two v ‘ i

L

. expressions "active behavior is masculine" .and "passive

7

. ) Py ”” . .
) LI . - 1‘ ‘ /‘[ v - .
) o - 1OSee°bhapter II above, pp. 26ff. ' (// - A
€
' 1
m P > « . i
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‘behavzzf is feminine" cannot be taken to: suggest a-distiﬂc-

tion b€tween alternate behavior in the female. The dis-

. ‘tihction between 'active' and pass1ve that is relevant

» ‘e
. -

-,

>

~w

A

% . , . .
., female ... seizes hold of her ,and penetrates mto her".

her(e is a dls’ttnctlon between.modes oY llngmstJ‘ represen-—‘

tation of behav1or"rather than a dlspinctlpn between modes
.
of behavior Itself. In thls respect, we mlght consider

these sentences punctuated thus "active" behav1or is mas-
. . ’% . 4 : .
culine and "passive" behavior is femlnlne. For the dls—¢ ,

tinction that they entertaln is the dlstlnetlon between our

. \

representatlon of any behavior as elther ‘active '—er
pa551ve'. and not at all a distindtion between active}and
passive types of behavior. . \\

That this is the kind of distinotion in question doe

" not deny or reduce the assertion-character of these expres-

ysions. = For there are certainly arguments one can prdduce
‘ . .. N - .\

against or' in favor'of them, and indeed Freud hiﬁself has

produced somé of the best.ll He has also shown in psssages

much maligned by ﬁis_critioq (Whe have perhaps not quite

g understood, or examined Freudfs point in writing ;pam:)a

v

quite consciously in fact, how the use of the actlve voice
in repre@entlng a ‘male actlon yer31stently occurs in the

representation of male sexual action: "“The male pursues the |
‘ 12

-

1 . .
¢ kY
.

'

{ H

llSee Chapter II above, p. 27.

!
" o o !

lZ"Femipinrty“. p. 114, ' . _
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This is o%f passage whlch is frequently quoted in condemna-

tions of Freud. an
) _ in which it occurs.l

often thh little regard to the context

4
It is believed that in tnls passage

. Freud is expressing and‘nerpetuating the polarization

between activity and passivity as concerns male and.female

) : -t LT
sexual* behavior. The fact, is overlooked tha& in the follow-

ing lines Freud calls thls sort of polarlzatlon (commonlj

attrlbuted to hlm) as "the error of superlmpomtlon“lu

i v

brought about by the adaptablllty of our language to both
« X

active and passive voices in representing behavior. ° hat

.such”polarizations should be attributed to Freud himself
\\ ” ‘ [ ' 4 '
only goes to show just how perspicucusly Freud has identi-

fied the problem. . Edr. not only are-these the kind of argu-
T L ’ ~
ments that m)ght.be produced in favor of making the asser- e

tions 'that the ekpressioné discﬁssed in this section entail¢
they are also the kind of arguments that might be brought up
against the a55001atlon of act1v1ty w1th males and pasvamtj

with females. That such ass001atlons can now be seen to be-

-

3 .. the result of how our ordinary language behaves, and not

¢ necessarily of how males and females behave, is extremely
3 ’ v

. ) L0 .
important., The possibilities, in terms of -a modification of
" ordinary lénguage, that tq%g recognition presents can pro-

" vide us with an additional means, alongside that of social;

-

3
, 13See Kate Millett's outraged reference to, this pas-
sage in Sexual Polltlcs, p¢ 193,

, .
. ¥ . ‘.

ly"Femlniqity". p. 115,
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political or sexual change, of controlling whether these

. ’ associatiogs are rejected or retained.

3. The Psycholosical Sense and the Use
. of 'Mascullne in the Expression
“Libido is Masculine®

4

In t is secfion I stpose to §yow that in llght of
Freud'e remarks on the use of ‘'masculine’ anﬁ ‘feminine' in
establ;sh the. descriptive function of his use of masculxd&*\\\
~ in "“the llbldo is mascullne" the reasons for thls are such

that 1t is equally dlfflcult to°estab11sh its- prescrlptlve

- . funqtlon. rlt w1ll be seen that not only is the use of 'mas-
g . culine' here comparable to the use of words in a-secondary
g . seqsee‘but that, moréoger; thé kina of assertion involvgd'in
. : "the libido 1is mascuiine"mis a secondary-asse tioﬁ actiJity
.- such that it does not conform to the kind of dssertions

: . 1mplAc1tnyn what we call either the descrlptlve or .the pre-
14 . R * 4
' scriptive function of propositions.

-

& . Although Freud's pemérks on the use of 'masculine' ' »

and ‘féminine: in the psychological sense are not®a drastic
0 I 5 ’

departure from the explanation of the use of ‘'masculine’ to
charaéterize the libido given-in his“ﬁritings about women,

there are nevertheleSs a few addltlonal factors that are

L [

[
bvought to bear on the use of mascullne which are absent

fpom his explanation in “"Femalg Sexuality™. These are
primarily the relation of . activity and passivity to the’

iibido.'qnd the notion of asexyality that,is derived-from

o d o b}

/
the psychologlcal sense, although it is not pOSSIble to . a

)
4
¢
¥
i
K
!

c o
i
1
)
5

o
i




terms of the tendencylto attribute a pre-

' this Trelation.

. » . . « 8! PR
scriptive functiop to 'masculine' in the proposition "libido .

is masculine™, and>pspecially in'tefms of the kind. of Teason-
‘ ~

ing that nguces.it these factors are extremely  -important.

For, as it was seen in my first_chapter,~thelpo$ition that

~

‘ﬁasculine"is prescriptive -- in this as well as all the

other contexts of Freud's use -- seems to be a position’

reasoned for on the basis of the-fact that it is not descrip-

lti;7ﬁ Although the shortcomings of this sort of reasoning
\ﬁé e already been discussed with—resp®et; to ‘the other -

»

T - -
inéfancesiof Freud's use of 'masculine'-sa \*feminine', it
- )

is not the.same problems thategyise with it*nére. In thist

case, it is the reason why it is belié??gfkhat 'masculine

L 4

is not descriptive not the conclusion that it is?/{. that T

s inappropriate. For, the view that 'masculine’ is not -

connected‘@ith the fact that it is -

1 I
descriptive is somkho

used in speaking of t female libido, female sexual ' . o

5, Freud defined fthe libido ... as mas-
++.» This rfot only seems to invalidate the .
of bisexuality, but gives one some insight-, ' -
he Victorian charaeter of Freud's own sex-

ual aftitudes, -- through its assumption that

sexuall activity is "for men”".I> (Italics mine)
2 T .

-Setting ide the fact that it is not bisexuality, but asex-

F . ’.-‘

uaIff?ﬂ hat is relevant here, this whole passage seems to

suggest that it is only to the extent that 'masculine’' is

L]

lS.Sexual Politics, p. 193.

3 AN

A
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not used to mean “of men" that it means “for men". That, in : .-
. ) other words, if 'masculine' was used in discussions abouyt

male sexuality, this use would\Fot be objectionable. How-

L

ever, to suggest this is to overlook a findamental fact

¢

‘v//A~ about the concept *libido" 1tself. For, if we consider

| Freud s remar%s. and in partlcular the notion of asexuallty

pre

16 ’

there are good reasons that emerge

. - as concerns the libido,
why ‘'masculine' cannot, in this context, mean "of men" under
' : N -
any circumstances. Teo imply that }t could is to treat the

AY

term 'libido’ as we do. the term ‘'sperm’ (for instance), or

PP

, ' any other term which represents a property of somé kind.

%hat 'libido;‘does not represent such aloroperty is ﬁade

}klear by'the nption of asexuality so fundamental to it; for -

fhoﬁ”can the notion of esexuality be consistent with sgxual
pfopértiee?- Again, a pafallel.with secondary éense emerges
to the extent that we cannot account for the meanlng of .
'masculine’ here as we do when refereA;e.to a SpeCLflcally .
male property 1is being made. Therefore, here as well, we
must examise the ent{}e sentence "the libido is masculine® ™’

; . o

before any qoestions about its cse can be decided on.

To take 'masculine'’ aS‘a‘secondEry sense, And the use ~

of "masculine’ in "the libido' is masculine” as a use of the

9

term in a secondéry sense, we are still left with the ques-ﬁ

:
‘e

| S
+

tion of whether this sentence describes anything. Freud's

3

[

o e e

— 4l§5ee Chapter II above, p. 34
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-

" way, it becomes evident that if the sentence "thé libido is

_5: -

I

notlon of asexuality, and peErticularly the relatlon of

actlylty and ,passivity to lIbldo from which.it is derlved

-

lS equally relevant here For, insvfar as the~11b1do is
not a characterlstlb or propenty. (even if 1t does repre-

sent the sexual 1ns»1nc»t? which can be-SLngled out in anJ
A -

hasculine? ﬁh-to be understood at all; it is not sufficient

here to hnderstand the meaning of *maeculine' in order to
understand what it means;to say that “1ibido ig masculine”;
'Libido', being a concept. or term, which does not incor-
porate a distinction betweeh alternatives, does not at all

reflect the biological distinction which is so. fundamental’ -

" to the familiar distinction between !mascul%ne' and

'feminine':‘ a. distinction through wh;ch We'understand the
meanﬁhguof these terms in their primary contexts. Thus,‘it
is'nof by understanding ‘'masculine'’ in its primafy sense
that we understand "libido is masculine”, It is by under-
staneing"masculine; in ‘Freud's stipulative‘sense of

'active'l?'that we understand this proposition. In this.

[

L VU

respect, the question whe the? t@efé is assertion in this
sentence must flrst address 1tself to the quegtion whether

there is assertion in the sentence "l;bldo is actlve" Now
, R i

’

there is no doubt that there is assertion here. What is

e v et « 0 e e e
\

being.asserted is the active character of all sexual

175¢e Chapter II above, pp. 29-30. . - o

PO
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expre551qn ndé matter what partlcuiar form it takes. -Showing

thls to be true mlght include brlnglng out the active

o,

element in what are ordlnarlly consxdered passive acis.,

"‘Shéwing for instance how the ' so- called "passive" femdle

sexual behavior requlres a great deal of activity. Using

theﬂactive‘voiqe'ih describing her sexual behavior might
help in accowﬁlisﬁing th;s. ,“ oo o -
. However, that thefe is assertion in "libido is active™ .
& . . does not imply thatlthere is assertionwin “libido is.mas-
,- culine". For, when.it is said that "libido is masculine".
' . more is m ant than 1s meant by *libido is actlve"- it is
1mq//gd :ﬁgt a 51m11ar relatlonshlp mighit hold true between
. . ‘masculine’ and "feminine' with respect to libido, as holds -
‘ true‘betweén ‘activity! and pa551v1ty In other wordst toi
understand the "l;;ldo is mascullne“ we nmust first see th;\\\ﬂ_,

~

distinction between 'masculine’ and ‘feminihe' in terms of

F N

the dlstlnctlon between’ act1v1ty and ‘passivity’ rather
- - than in terms of the dlstlnctlon lmpll;#t in thelr primary
senses. the distinction between ova and semen. What it
‘would call *for to see it this Qay gives us some idea of what
‘it would‘require for the proposition "libido is masculine"” : ;7

3»..r . to have an assertion-charmcter.. It would require above all

a modification of our con¢eption of sex, -such that it would

Radd

“no longér revolve around the biological distinction, as it'

B , '

gcertainly does -- a fact to which the p#imary senses of

A . . .

i

—%




'maséuiine3 and -'feminine' atfést.lB In Rhis event,
culine'“aﬁd *feminine’ mlght have ste other prlmary senses, -
perhaps even the senses of activity and passxv1ty that~
Freud S0 wanted them to have.' This not being the case mié\}

lead us to suppose that "libido is- mascullne" is not an

‘ assertlon at-all It 1s certalnly not what we would ordln-

()

arlly call an assertlon., At least not in the sense vin

) whlch we under*tand deScrlptlons or prescriptions to be ~-

assertlons. 19 However, to.deny that it is an assertlon .
} fails to take into account the kind® of representatlon of sex
. . ,{\}-

- _ . that the.grammar of *libido’ entails. For this reason, a

possibly better way to charaéferize its assertion-character,

”

[ -
Tﬂ' .+ is through Diamond's no%icﬁ/of a ”secop&ary ésssrtioh—
. A . Nlﬁ °
activity".
. - o . . . s C
./ : L 18,

W1ﬁtgenste1n discusses the kind of 01rcumstances

that are required for understandlng some secondary uses in
. #282 of Philosophical Investigationg. These often require
+ a modificatlion of- the very bas) concepts in question. It

-1s the possibility of being le to_ imagine such circum- .

stances that suggest to Wirxfgenstein, and others following .
/ﬁlm, that statements £ uring this-kind pf use cannot.be’ ‘3

thought of as either frue or false, or ag nonsensical

(P. #282). Stanley Cavell develops the notion of "new ‘
o - categorles of criticism" for dealing with .such statements: SR
"The Availability of Wlttgensteln s Later Philosophy", ‘
- Wittgenstein: The Philosophical Investigations, ed. G. '
' R Pltcher {New York: Anchor Bocks, 1966).

L4

' 19We understand prescrlptlons to be assertions in the
., sense that they are telllng us ‘what to do.. This "action-
: guldlng character of prescrlptlons is discussed in G. J.
. Wdarnock's account of R. M. Hare's prescriptivism in Con-
; . . temporary loral Philosophy (New York: Macmillan, .1969); .
' , - see also R. M. Hare's The Language of Morals (Oxford: %,
- Oxford University Press, 1972)', pp. 12fI. .
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‘There may be activities secondary to what we else-
where call assertion and”denial. To recognize that.
they are secondary assertion-activities.is to see

the mistake of analysin~ them as merely disguised
expressions of will or feeling ..... Moreover to .
recognize that they are not just plain assertions .

is not to be committed to saying Ehaf they are

merely fictional or make-believe.?0 '

In this way, we can avoid the mistake of treating'the sen-
tence "libido is masculine" as an assertion in. the ordinary

sense; -a mistake made when one treats this sentence as-an

expression of Freud's sexual mores. At thée same time, how-

e . >
ever, we avoid denying that in terms of Freud's psycho-

logical principles, it is a meaningful statement. "For if we

gan divorce from our understandihg'of'this statement what we
mean by ‘'masculine' and ‘feminine', ‘there is no ‘reason to

assume that Freud meant thia;pfoposition'to prescribe .any-
' ! R

thing at all. The kind of doubts that Freud himself felt

about using: 'masculine' in .connection with the libidoZI'is. “

. -~

3 . :
an indicatiQn of how little he meant it to do so.’

.-

L. The Function of ‘'Masculine' and o
'Feminine' in Freud's Conception ' ,
of Female Sexuality . noa

Freud's remarks on the meaning of ‘'masculine’ apd . .-

1

‘feminine' enable _us to account for his use of. these terms,

in each of the three contexts .in his conception of female

sexuglity that they appear, as a secondary and unconventional

.

20 : N, K ) T S
"Secondary Sense", p. 207.

21Seg Chapter II above, -p. 31. - .- ] . &
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use of words. To account for it thus, not only has implicéu.

i tions in terms{of our recognition that these words canéiz:

‘used to express a new perception about. women, it also has
implications in terms of the kinds of insights that we can | ‘
derive from it. In this section, I will discuss the furc-

. . tion of ‘masculine' and 'feminine'. in terms of'providing,
insights regarding‘wha{ the old-established models goyérnfnga
our perception of wo&en are; and how they are perpetuatedr

[ hd F}

On the question of what an unconventional use of

words can bring about, John Wisdom writes the following:

—

In onder to grasp complex and unmanageable
patterns we are always using models, other patterns
which we have grasped With every name _ we apply we

" compare one thing with another ....
o The metaphysician brings into the.light certain
. " old-established and invaluable models which we use
in order to grasp the characters of sorts.of ques-
tions, .stateéments, proofs ....
. ‘The psycho -analyst also tries to bring into .
. : the light models which dominate- ‘our thought, our 22
- , . talk, our feelings, our actions, in short’ our llves.

© it d&w&. -

Vit

«lThe p0551b111ty of brlnglng into the light. uradltlonal and
. ' old-established models through the use of familiar’ words “in
new and unf;miliar ways.’has for Wisdom invaluable potemntial. R
Fo;,,al;hbugh a tradifiﬁnalfﬁse may by virtue of the assopi;
ations i£~brings about ”bring‘order into bewiidering flux", ) i
. it may also "in the interests.of unity blind lus/ ... to

e the diversity .of the individual".?B' When talking about how

j .
L

a3 . 7 ‘
, , - 22upnilosophy, Metaphysics and Psycho-analysim’,. . Y
© p. 27%, \ B ' :
[/ ) C . .

231bid., pp. 274-75. y

o e ———
.
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0,

“the psycho- analyst brings- into the llghtﬁfld establlshed '
modelg. Wisdom is not specifically discussing the models

that a conventional use of *'masculine' and ' feminine brinég
. . L4 - [
out, nor is he discussing what an unconventional use can do.

~
N

Yet it is very much such insights, derived from Freud's
application of ‘'masculine' and ‘feminine',” that are rele-
vant here.

” -

. ' ‘ 2 . R -
--In the section’outlining Freud's conception of female -

»

'sexu#lity.<l ppiﬁted out ‘that Freud's thesis regarding thé

dualistic nature of, female Sexuality; given the kind of,

k]

" dualism it sets forth, is not wholly persuasive in strict

empirical térmé.‘ Fdr although its claims ﬁﬁgarding what
'constltutes repreSSLOn in-the female have been empirically
substantlatbd 1ts claxm that ‘women are by and large thus

repressed, hagonot. Nﬁdhlf we take the klnd of p051t16n

_on Freud's use of mgsculall and 'femlnlne that his

1 -

- ' 3
“sremarks on the meaning 6f these terms suggest == that it 'is

a secondary and unconventional use through which the old-

'a ¥ ‘e -

'estabiishgg and traditional models. governing our perception

of ‘women are revealed -- this adds & different dimension to -
his work. In'this‘case) it is a dimensibn that'giQeé‘it the

M -

kind of value that surpasges its value 'as a straightforward ;
emplrlcal account. and does not presuppose that lt must : -

‘have a-value as a normative one. For. instead of d;Eidlng
v o ‘
\ \

, ?héee my‘Chaptér I ibove.,pﬁ. 11-12. \
t ) ' ' ] . \ ¢ ' ‘ . - "

.
;
-
.
.
a
:

.



s . . - 59 = ’ ' » s
R . -

¥ [l _— - 0 N N ‘/. -
- u . o <¥ . . |
« ‘ . (, B3
¢ ‘ ! . ! ﬁg
. "t

" about the meanifiz of 'masculine’' and 'feminine®' on the basig

ob what Freud says about worén, we will look at what new

’

”énsights can be derived ffom what Freud says about wo&én. on
» ' the basis of wh;t'we.now know abtout the meaning of ‘'mas-
}’- culine' and 'feminine®.in his conpeptiop’of female ‘sexual-
- ‘ ) ity; and the unconventional way in which ﬁhese terms are
Beiﬂé uséd. Tp‘ﬁhis.eﬁdz an examination of the assumptions:

o underlying criticisms of Freud's use of ”magcuiine' and

-~ 4 -

.+ 77 . ifeminine' is paf%icularly revealing.
One of.-the deepest felt cr1t1018ms of -how Freud uses .
: . the terms “masculine"* and femlnlne' is that, in assoc1at1ng

aét1v1ty with 'mascullné' and pas51v1ty w;th *feminire', he
) ' is’ suggest;ng that men are. actlve and women pass1ve.25

There is -the 1mp11c1t and erroneous assumption in this’
- ' . ‘ L e

» ,crltlgism that' mascullhe' and 'feminine’' -are analogous to

)

‘male' and 'female’. It is ironical indeed that this

. 3 o . . - . . Y '_
o : assumption‘ is attributed tO'Freud hJ'.mself»;26 fprg tﬂe5e l‘s ]
L f . ¥
’ *llttle in the manner-in which he uses the tqrms to 1ndlcaue

o

that thls is an assumption that is his. Yet,.not only is

the association of actifity with 'masculine' and passivity

, " -with 'feminine' a quite commonplace association, the assump-

> .

LY
s s et el e A 3 A O ST LA

tion often is that men are active and women ‘passive. This

+.* " - is‘because it is also generally believed that the
. . 3 . :

LS

' . ) ) i - « “‘ . ) ., ~ -
‘ S o 25Kate Mlllett. pp. 190ff- S : S\ |
. - ' . ) . . . ') -

S 261b1d.. Pp-1 19011, S | SN
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aSSOCLatlon of 'masculine' with.the eharaqteriétics,of

X - "7
act1v1ty. aggress1on and sexuality, and *feminine' with ®
* a “ '/\'
those of pass1§;ty. and repression, cgﬁei about as a result.
© , ° . —_— . 4

1 ]
of how womern are or have been. That this is what is gener-
’ 12

v

-

allI believed is suggested by the partlcular m151nterpre-

on thatﬁ in the above mentloned crltlclsm Fvéud S use

~ ‘

of . mascullne and femlnlne has recelved For, the fact _.

« tat

<! "W
> thatﬁthe conviction that mascullne‘ and' 'feninine' are’

E

analogous to: 'male’ \pﬂd 'femalek»-- that in other words,
'maéculine' represents male character;stlcs. and 'femlnlne'

}emale ones i- should persmst, where it is cLearly not a

o

‘ cas& of thls at all, is partlcularly revealing.” It’ reveals

\

-~
3,

-’ > -
and pa531ve and that,they can undergo expre551on and we

’
.

the extent to. which 1t is we, and not Freud, who belleve

v : ‘* Lk

2 that the association of masculln,gb w1th act1v1ty and

N —

'femlnlne w;th pass1v1tytls bound Mo the_partlcular
. 4
cgsradﬁerlstlcs that males and females are observed to

- N * L . a
. dlsplay.

T
. . However. what tends to-happen as a resuit of thls

.
"

. belief is that, when we n6 longer flnd that women are U

LY

pa551ve. when we see that they are’ expressxng themselves in -

.~

unprecedented ways, or when, as. *p Freud's conqeptlon of _

- femdle sexuallty, we: are told .that they can be both act1Ve

, .
repre831onvof their sexuallty, we,fee& faced with ‘only two\(

p0551b111t1es for.the use of mascullne' and. ' f¥minine’':,
. Lo '

Y _—- ‘o
elther we accept-ﬁhe.association of- 'masculine’ with activity

[y

LR




-

. . e
By e g TN .

E

.+~ characterized in both ways, léads usQito suspect that ‘the .’

. Coe ;e ) ' o v

R ) o ' C . . f,i

and 'femininef,@ithﬂpassivity but treat it as prescriptive, ' .4
or we rejecf it altogether ‘and neturn to a biological

appllcat;on in accordance with which only mascullne is
vv, A S ) -

used to characterize men, and only 'femlnlne' to character-‘,

1ze women.27 ‘At this point, .we cannot help asklng ourselves

whether these are, indeed, the only:iwo possibiligies. avail-

able;\and'%mre signifieantly, whether they are that distinct.

If we con51der Freud's. remarks on the meanlng of mascullne

4 v

_we come to the CODClUSlon that they are ﬂot

.as distinct as it would appear., ) . ; o - hE

. ahd 'femlnlne

In the discussion of Freud's remarks on the 'socio-
A} 3 \

logical-sense of ‘'masculine’ "and ‘'feminine’
28

Y -
belleve that the a550c1atlon of mascullne

in the preceding _ < L

section of this chapter, it was seen tha% Freud did not

with.aetivitf

and - 'fem;nlne w1th pa331v1ty comes about as a result of how

—~frerr—afid women qu. or of observatlon of the characterlstlcs. -

* that thein Bhavior dlsplays. On the contrary, Jhis empha51s

. .on how little any given mode of behav1or has to do with

‘active’ og as-'passive“ leads .

. /4 ’

whetheruwe‘;haracterize it as
us away frol supposing that women. as such, have aggthlng to"

" do ﬁ‘kh.the matter here. In this respect. the fact that T 4”

Freud makes it clear that any.glven kind of behav1of can be S

. . .
A “ - -

»

¢ " 271pid., p. 192.
' 28, b e en "
. : See above,.pps 45-50.
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. . ~ association of activity with 'masculine’' and passivity with’ x>

'‘feminine' expresses a cultural Sather than an empirical

. . . . s
J ., _definition of men as aétiye and women as passive. To the
// L s extent that a cultural®definition is a prescription of

sorts,* we can see now how the two alternatives suggested by
. .. \ . . .

v .

the'notibqs of a biological and a prescriptive application
ﬂl ;ﬁ .. . of 'masculine’ and 'feminine' are not necessarily ‘mutually - )

y . : S -
: exclusmve. For, it is not the fact that women are passive,

Lo ,but the fact ‘that culture deflngb them as pa531ve,(;hat is
) reflected and expressedllﬁ the association of actlf!ty with

! " L3

. : o T
mascullne and passivity with 'feminine'.. In this respect

. it is to the ektent that we implicitly recognize’this, that
©owe take'lssue»w;th that assoclatlon. For, it is not essen-
tfally with that association itself that we wish to quarrel,

' ,; ° but with the partipulaf definition of women that it 'repre-

: . . o . . 8

.)7/ ‘ - sents to us. However, to.suggest that we could revert to a’’

-

conventional, biological appliéafion of 'masculine' and

~ .'feminine' in order to av01d the a55001atlon of mascullne'

t

s , f wyph activity and *feminine' with pass1v1ty, is to quarrel

"“%with the wrong issue. 29 phe association does not itself

RS o " v s
- v & v .
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., ®
< - Dacemdsieiacgatns . e

s 291 should paint out here that when speaklng of the
. ‘ onventlonal and* unconventional usés of ‘masculine' and
< > ' emlnlne I am referrlng to the primary biological use on
§ .. _ thi one hand. and the' secondary, non-biological ones on.-the *
' othew, Since, in general, the critiques of Freud have a Ly "a
tendency to suggest that’ Freu®”s is a conventional use,.

T ‘wish it to be kept in mind that in the context qf this, paper,
o Freud's uses of ‘'masculine’ and ‘feminine': to the extent that,
they are secondary uses (with the exception of his use of :

<+ 'feminine! for . the vaglna). are consideried unconventlonal

g sers
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represent that definition; for as we have seen, it is not.

- .-mod33'of .associating 'masculine’ with male characteristics,

-

‘ and ‘fe iﬁing' with female ones, and only secondarily with

women. For this reason, any ‘suggestion that we do so to

- 65 -
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repﬁesented‘in Freud's use of the assoclation.- ©This

definition is"primarily represented in the more fundamgn%al

the .associdtion of ‘*masculine‘' with activity and ‘feminine’

“ R =

with passivity itself. Consequently, it is esgentially with

-
the model?of a53001at1ng ‘masculine’ w1th the 'male' and’ . Vﬁ
P 3

'femlnlne with the 'femgle , inherent’in the confentlonal ) , _;
biological application of 'masculine’ and 'feminine', that.ye
must'contend."lnwthi% respect, to“reducgkthe-termg('mas-
culine' and 'feminine' to 'a strictly bioiogical meaning, is

actually to the interest of.the cultural definition of

av01d the prescriptive element, is ultimately self- - -
7 K ' \ K
defeaflng. 'On the contrary. ‘it is the conventlonal big- ‘ .
'
‘ logycal use 1tself that is to be questioned if the, pre- N

" For, what Freud has shown us, .through his unconventional use

‘definition is contained, expressed, and perpetuated through

7 ' :
3

scriptions suggested by the cultural definition of women are

to be divorced from thé non-biological use of’ the terms

‘masculine' and “feminine' and from the association of . «~
> ! LY .

activity with 'masculine' and passivi%y'with«‘feminine'

e gt S, s e 8

of 'masculine' and 'feminine' about the.oid—estdblished cul-

tural definition of womer, 1s the extent‘to'which this g .

!

. - ’ ., .
the conventional biological application of 'masculine'\?nd i

e
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‘feminine'. In this rqspect:.only a move to drop.-of at

L

e .

least modify, the bialogical uses -- uses’which,:given‘the .
A= ..: existence sf the terms 'male'~and'ﬂfemaie'_ére redyndant
anyway'-- cgh frustrate the‘perpetuafion and expression of
Yhe‘culfhral definition‘of women tﬁrough &hg use of the
terms ‘'masculine’ <and ‘'feminine’. - AN .

. #
N It is unfortunate that critics, in their interpre-

tations of-Freud, have sought to attribute a prescriptive

/

‘function to Freud's own application of the terms imééculine'

- and ‘feminine'. This has not only blinded them to the value

of A descriptive non-biological application of these terms,_L°

it has also blinded them to the danhgers of a biological one.

In the advicer to return to the bioldgical and reject the

)

. ‘ nbn-bio}ogical one, “they have merely re-enforced thé pap-’
ticular prescriptions and definitions they were trying so

desperately to expose. They have instilled in women a fear

of being 'passive', and an indignation.at being *masculine’

as well. And they have in. this way, led them to feel

threatened by.any.one'qf their potentialitiés, and by all of
S - .
thgir diversity., In this case, we have a considerably more

acute case thap what Wisdom called a blindﬁess to "the
| " diversity of the individual";.what'we have is a blindness to
w - " -4 14 ! ~ \ .
the individual altogether. By not: recognizing that, in his
. 0 . v A . .

applic%tion of *masculine’ and 'feminine', Freud has
- borrowed thevocabulary of our cd}ture while leaving its

- ’ k presqppositidnslbehind, critics who object to Freud's use of
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thesg terms on the grounds that they are prescriptivé, per- .

mit xheméelves, and those of us who go along with'fhem, to

“

' L 4
_remain magipulatéd by the very forces we are trying to over- .

come.. For it is when like Freud ‘wé too are able to borrow

the vocabulary,of‘our.cultpre'withoutfretaining its pre=

.

suppositions, that our own definitions of what we are " can
beginJto cbmé into play. 'Wg might begin by more freely )
. . . - A . *y .
» 7 . idefitifying with the c¢haracteristics that both *masculine’
and 'feminine' describe. 4 e
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CHAPTER IV . )
- THE' PHILOSOPHICAL IMPLICATIONS -
° o An examination of Preud's'use of 'hasculine"and' : -

.'feminine' has 1mp11catlons that go beyond a strict evalua-
= tlon of his theorles themselves. It can 'serve to clarify the’
’ .
use of these terms in'general.A It is not unusual in the -
‘course of everyday convepsation to speak_pf women (or:for
- " that matter, men) as being "masculine" in tﬁe%r display of

certain chaggqteristics,’purgﬁits.'and ro}es, or "£eﬁinine?
insofax as ofhers are concerned. When this happens, we do
not know always whether there is prescrlptlon or descrlption
lnyolved; yet it is rmportant to know this 1f we are to know
- what the commﬁnicatiop is about, and how. -to deal w1th ‘it. |
' In‘attackiné Fpeud'é theories about women,on,gpe basis of
) . his‘qse of"mascqline' and 'fe@inin?’.'Freud's critics have

enabled us to recognize that these-terms can act'as value

terms, expre551ng ‘those values that the notion of a sexual - -

A e g .
; L ENOTRER I,

* . politics .impliés. But they have not enabled us to under-
stand how the terms act in thls way. In remalnlng prlmarliy -

-* concerned with discrediting Freud s theorles themselves. tﬁe'_ SRR

critics have not in their dlSCUSSlonS recognlzed the neces- ' ;

- sity of examining the particular conditions under which ; h

.'‘masculine’ and ‘'feminine' acquire their status‘aésxalue

v et et o+ s

terms. Consequently, we. are given to believe either that ,

this status is inhqreht in the vocabulary of ‘masculine’ )
i . R ! ¢ - - 66’ - X v . {
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end 'feminine' as such, or inherent in Freud's 'use only, and

)

the particular dlfflculty of dlstlngulshlng between the pre—

scriptive and descriptive applxcatlons of. these terms is

\

ignored. This has hadefit,extremely difficult to discern

when a given communication is prescriptive, as well as what

the'values underlyipg its presériptiens are. For, getting

clear about whether there is prescrlptlon 1nvolved. or about’

.

what the presupposxtlons and . values underlylng the prescrlpt-

Pl

ive applications of ‘masculine® and ‘femlnlne' are, means
L

-
g (O

‘getting clear about the parflcular condltlons under which
these terms acquire their péescrlptlve meaning. This
requires a general study of how mascullne’/f\ﬁ< femlnlne
behave; a study which takes 1nto account both the number of”
desorlptlve as well as prescrlptlve uses. R

when in this thesisg- 1 defend FreuQeagainst the alle-

gation that his use of 'mascuyliné' and 'feminine' is pre-

'seriptive, my object is not primarily to defend Freud's -

?

theories themselves. or to generallze about his use of -
mascullne and femlnlne 1nsofar as other contexts are:
concerned. On the contrary,'my concerﬁ is to show how wet
cannot generallze about Freud s use of. mascullne and
*feminine' without overlookln the partlcular condltlone

under which these terms acquire a prescrlptlve stafus.' For

as I have shown. ln the ‘context of hls conceptlon of female,

)

"sexuality, the use' of these terms is  descriptive. The pre-

scriptive application of these terms requires acceptance

»
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of the biologlical standard, and although this standard is

accepted in our culture, it7is not one adopted by Freud in
[ 4 \

this particular éontext of his work. In terms of a general

N ‘

study «f how 'masculine' and ‘feminine'' behave, the impli-
éations of this~are twofold. .It suggests to us that an
examination of Freud's use of ‘masculine’- and ‘feminine' is-
not solely relevant to an understanding of the fact that

‘these terms behave as value terms, but to an undérstanding
/

of the particular conditions under which they do<§b. It

~

also'suggeﬁts that particular attention should be paid to
each individua; context in which ‘masculine' and 'feminine'’

appear.

.
-

There are at least three other contexts, 'in addition

to that of his conception of female sexuality, in which

Ffeud hées these terms. .They include (1) his conceﬁtion of-
female psycpological-de?eldpment.:(2) female soc¥al develop-
ment,\anq (3) his theory of dream interpretation, as well as

those contexts in which Freud -is concerned with male sexual,

N -

psycholdgical and social deV%lopdeht.' Each of these provides

a valuable model for analyzing and examining the behavior of

!

‘masculine’ and 'fgminine: and the particular.conditionk
under which these terms acéuirp prescriptive méhn%ng. In
cdnfining the present’ study to an examination‘qf_the dbntext
of his concep@idn ok female sexuality, I have deliberately B i

exclyded from my discussion Freud's use of ‘'masculine’ and

‘femininé' in each'of the other contexts. My reason for

¥ N ]
- . y
.

-




o
& BN
‘ . N - 4 .

doing so has been that in this work I have been concerned’

_6]).. ‘~, »

[

" primarily with eXayining.and challenging the allegation that

be appreciated. If, in other wqrds§ an examination of

Freud's use of 'masculine' and 'feminine' is prescriptive.

‘It is only after the presupposSitions that this allegation
~ b - :

—

_engenders have been challenged that the full benefits of an

examination of Freud’s use of 'masculine’ and 'feminine' can

‘
I.

Freud's use is to have impliéations for a.study of how

‘masculine’ and ‘feminine' acquire their status as value
- ’ * S > B
- . . . s » .
terms, and-not remain limited to an evaluation of his the- -

e N \

ofies-abouf women; thed it is the partigular conditions that

characterize Freud's use of ‘'masculine' and ‘feminine' in
each indiviqual context, and the differences between them,
that must be examined. I should like at this point to

stress that,” in arguing that Freud's use of “'masculine’ and

_ *feminine' 'in the context of his conception of female sexu-

Al

ality is not prescriptive, I am not suggesting that-it is

" not prescriptive in the other c¢ontexts. What I“am suggest-

.

- ing ks that we cannot argue about any one use, on the basis

of generalizations about other uses, or evén on the basis of
indications external to the particular context at hand, and
still hope to arrive at an understanding of how thesé terms

act as value terms. ‘If for instance we wish to argue that

Freud's uség;are all consistently prescriptive on the grouﬂ?s

that there is a standard of normality and mental health built

.
into the very notion of psycho-analysis, then we are
- X . ‘ .

e s ———
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defeatiﬁg"ou’r pur'p.ose. Not only is it questlonable _whether
Freud belleved in this standard (it 1s much ‘more typical of
Freud's popularlzers.’ amgethe institution of psycho- N ,
analysis’ itself :thax-a.oif Freud's work as su&), "it is pre-
cisely the possibility 'of uncevering a range. of'standards

" whereby '*masculine’ and ‘feminine’ become,prescrip%i've.th‘at
an examination of Freud's use affords.

Q . .

_ " By way of conclusion, let me mention/ﬁxe kind of
d

hnd ‘

direction that I envisage for subsequent studies, It goes °
w1thout saying that a truly cogent picture of the dym.m:.cs
of sexual politics cannot exclude an exanunatlon of Freud s

., use of these’ termg J.r% each of the contextsrln which :they |
appear,, incluc‘fingl of coZ:se his use of these terms in the t\,
context of the for;nulawtion of his theories~about men, as
wefl as women.“ For, in prov1d1ng a varl_g\ty of contexts, -

'Freud provides us w1th an extremely r‘lCh and vast reper-
toire or index of uses in which te _exanune the behavior of,
these terms. How,-"mascﬁline,'r and 'feminine' are used in
these contexi;s. how their use in one context compares to

-

thelr use in another, whetka?r there is prescrlptlon 1nvolved

"and, if 80, what are the particular standards appealed to in
eac;h case. are but some of +the questlons that such_(future
studles could con51der. In -addition, it might be useful :te
'compa.re how mascul:me and 'feminine’ acqgaire their signi-
,‘flcance as value terms,. with how such words as ‘good' and

'‘bad' do so. In this resp_ect. although the prmciples
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governlng moral values are not necessarlly those g\ermng

[ 4

the kinds,of values \that the notlon of séxual polltlos

-

) implies, neVertheless. the similarities and differences -

derived, is worth investigating.
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