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Vittoria Colonna;
[ do not want €2 be a lree
[ hat does not prow oul 00/ /Ls own roots

Female &o/{/é«f
ln Search af the PHENOMENON

First ot & aéa/ our way Lhrough Che [ rcket af 50«09&5«4/
fa/(fa&/b/( &mféa/‘/}y/ the /Me/mm/w/( af FEMALE ff/V ms

Quelle: Allare - wikipedia.de



Dear fe/(w/éw Lineke,

Whereas [ appreciate your personal devotion to communicating the

Catholle Moded 0f /[é/rr/}(/k/by
of Pope John Paul II ( Apostolic letter Mulieris Dignitatem ),

I find fault with the title of your blog:
FEMININE GENTUS

Firstly, it is a contradiction in terms: The adjective W suggests tender,

femininity in contrast to the
lntelloctaal and Creative Fower 0f a Femate fe/(/&&’,

Secondly, the term &/(/246’ does not bear any reference to the women addressed
in your blog:
Neither does %///é«f" apply to you, as a mediator of the Pope‘s Ideal of a

Catholic Woman. In this function you are certainly

o Sulf-Custituting Fomals Gonis

Dear Genevieve, I'd call you, a Female 5&/{/&&, if independently from any
male influence, in an act of Femals &%f-éjw(@&‘/fab‘/)g/, you did propagate your
fe/f—&‘eafeo/ Female Va/‘/ééy of the Pope’s male-made ideal Catholic woman or,

if you at least had added improvements from your female point-of-view.

That was exactly what Vittoria Colonna, the géf(«/}(& Female 5@/(/2(8 of Italian

Renaissance, did.

Nor does E”//f(d/@ é///éf apply to your f&/f(d/e aaafé/(ae, who are

indoctrinated by you according to dochm Pauyl’'s Enzgklika



Mmulieris Dignitatenr. They are no female geniuses, but believers
of the Roman Catholic Church.

I guess, the reason why you misapply 5&/(/2(&’ in the headline of your
blog, and why you incorrectly combine the term fa/(/&& with the

adjective fe/r(/)(/ke, is not a negligent use of terms, but a matter of

straining after effect.

Feminine fe/(/&&’ g assuages the female longing of being a self—fashioning
individual, ineradicably engraved in the unfulfilled soul of a Bourgeois
wife imprisoned in the everyday drudgery of her boring marital life, an
unfulfilled longing even inherent in a Catholic woman, who is also
denied the fundamental human right of pursuit of happiness by self-

realisation, because, according to your formulation “feminine vocation is

a call to live as an icon of her Holy Mother Church.”

%«/‘& f/}(aeﬁefy:

Dr. Maria Musiol

maria.musiol@t-online.de

Quelle: Wolfgang Stuck — wikimedia.org




/ew///}gz Down /

GENTUS in OUR BRAVE NEW WORLD
How /%/6 and /”/‘6’ Lo owyiac{y 90 fe/(/&&

THINK LIKE A GENIUS!

From: Scientitic American Mind Volume 23, Issue 5

PREVIEW by the two authors:

“Women tend to choose work-life balance rather than the pursuit of eminence

— although the choice is not entirely freely made.
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By Sandra Upson and Lauren F.Friedman

Try this simple thought experiment. Name 10 female geniuses from any period
in history. Odds are you ran out of names pretty quickly. The message is clear:

Something is rotten in the state of genius.”

Dear Sndia Upson and Lawren F, Friednan,
[he CoverFhotonontage of the Special (ssue of the Anericar
Sotentiffic Mid - THINE LIKE A GENIUS - is positivistic:
Futting Magie Glasses on the suub nose of an ambitins swarty-
pants t/fa/(s’f/}a/‘e& Bond ﬁk/ mto fe/(/&&
ﬁf course, your inotation to THINE LIKE A ¢E/V/é/f nakes an
appeal b0 youwr bourgeois readership ,women cabived] cribbed,
aoxzf/}m{ bound ix to” their /rr/é///fe erisis, because iy therr /'0/&,
lhouph somehow managing @ work-tlffe balumee”, they have rot
been able to fa%f// their imnermost gearning afsz &%—fé&é/bfr/}y
ix @ Frominent 7;/0 Fosition,
/De/%cy@ tée% witl gel a belter chance afteﬁ /e/)g/ faa/ét
by Yl Ta

" THINE LIKEA GENTUS,
bt HOW D0 GENTUSES THINK??
St #HOW DO 90U KNOW 77

FEMALE CENIUS

SHROUDED (N M9STERY



Female Gentus: Oh, the Words - the Sound/

Female fe/(/é«f - mells on owr twyae@/

[ he two ﬁe&aa/(c//}g/ words send shivers up and down our ‘50/}(@6’./
But ng,'

As /wg/ as Fematle &4{/&&’ remains Shroded ix a Divive Auwral/

7;% to deseribe Femate fe/(/é«f as a tHaman Fhenomenon and you
witl c/ertﬁ% the /%;//'a,/, //

Dear Jutla /fﬁ/[f’sza,

Considering the widely spread discredit of the term GENIUS in our
BRAVE NEW WORLD of Identical Human Products, considering the
Pubiic outcry FEMALE GENIUS will arouse, rejected as it has been, as a

mere feminist phantasm by an army of male misogynists, I admire your
P y y gy y

courage of choosing the title 7THE FEMALE GENIUS - HANNAH
ARENDT for your biography..

Your explanation that you see in Genius

a M@/‘@%a Ui invention That saves as fﬂm ‘{%”Cﬂ af
eyaa//by it @ world without transcendence
reveals gowr orealing a divine awra roud youw heroe to enhance her
singubarity, at the same time hiphljphtip youwr eliict and rather cryptic
node. of writig, evoking the indidual am/ﬂ/@a/K/ af Hoanah Arend?
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in narrative, associative, intuitive mode of writing, M o&w» o{ 4

At the end of your introduction you are posing the essential question,

whether Hannah Arendt owed what you, cryptically, call her #l%b/aa/
&//(/&6’ to her g): mmum/lﬁtj, Though emphasizing that the question is a

legitimate one, you refuse the answer:

[ do not want o answer it at the a/e///}(/(/}gx,,,, / /ﬁefe/‘ 1ot b0 give a
c/ef/}(/'b‘/a/( at the oulsel so that the answer can disti? /'L‘@e%f afb‘eﬁ /at/éqtfy

ao«@/&/e/‘/}g/ a namber 0f em/r(/ﬂ/e@,

Dear Jubla fristosa,

Your cryptic, associative, idiosyncratic rather than diagnostic and
analytical mode of writing aims at encrypting rather than unfolding
the intellectual and psychic complexity of Hannah Arendt’s
personality, you, alone of all people, pride yourself of getting to
grips with.

ﬁlfryém/

Your mode of presenting fails the most extraordinary aspect of
Hannah Arendt, who was so much more than just one more female

intellectual.

HANNAL ARENDT WAS THE ONLY WOMAN OF THE
TWENTIETH CENTURY WHD ROSE 70 THE CHALLENGE DF
THE WORST MALE DESTRUCTIVENESS MANKTIND HAD EVER



EXPLERIENCED. 70 THE DESTRUCTION DF HEP TEWISH
PEDPLE BY THE WAZI COVERNMIENT OF CERMANY

Hannah Arendt’s Female Genius

e NOT a%ﬂ/aa/f

Her female genius is no® divine, not a phanbom ner a

phcantaswm
Her female Genius is a

Homdn Dhesomenan

KKKKKK KK

TOWARDS A PHENOMENDLOCY
Of

FEMALE CENINS
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Never researched, let alone defined,

must be substantiated by distilling

A

Femate ;e//(/&&e& are &/f—(/ef/)(ec{ fe/f— 72/}(5/}9@ LQ//Ifa/y
Horanes, working as FUTURISTS in ﬁa/f-/}f(/o@ec/ (sobation to
propagate therr Authentic Female (deas about 2 Better
//fe in a Better world,

VITTORIA COLONNA

[ do not want to be a lree that does not prow f/om (L own

r00ls.

SUSAN SONTAG

[ think af /f(y&e/f as @e%f—a/‘eatec/,

[ don ¢ f/’f ~ leh bix wablingsy. ek gehire Kerner aya/(/{faf/b/( an, loh

J;Wwée IMMEr Kar (X memen e/d'w/(e/( /Vam/(, leh habe ;/M/fe&' Vertranen zu
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dem, was /e&f/}g/ Solbstdenken nennt, das meiver Ausicht nach niemals
erselzt werden Kann, weder duroh /c/ea/af/é noch durch ﬁgfeﬂ‘//aée
/%/)(«/g/ nock durch ”Ze/‘zecg/a/y,

I don’t fit — I am independent. I do not belong to any organisation. I only
speak for myself. I put my trust on what Lessing called “Self-Thinking”,
which in my opinion can never be replaced neither by an ideology, nor by

Public Opinion, nor by any settled conviction.
Kristeve, Arendt S.183

B.
Female &4{/&4&&@ are féa&gma/‘e & @/k/?@/ Sistors

exce ///g/ i creative mitelloctual bvelness:

[ te a/(é //fe af the mind 1& Che sensation 0f /e/}g/ alve,
Without thicking the mind i dead,

SUSAN SONTAG:

/ n af/‘a/é/ 0/ /ﬂa&&/bo/f% and af c/e//ﬂe/(c/e//we, %s’//g/ my mind
nakes we feel active /aab‘wmma@/ That ¢ good,



LA DUSE:
Who Knows how to comprehend, loarns every day,

Conserousness 1¢ Cantamount to mwyb‘é and oy, pain and

Uberation,

C.

/[é/f(d/e 5&/(/2(6" versus Weile Genius

5@}/{/3/'0/1, Kenaissance, fﬁeab‘/&/'b}, Kevival
against

Heardened tBhinking cud rigid weile dogwabism
Baldassare Castiglione on VITTORIA COLONNA:

Her subline, even divive intefloct penetrates into matters hitherts aknown to
others.

kK kX kK

//f(@}/;(d live fe/ﬂa/@ cred L‘/Z»/?%
vVersus

Rigid Artefdacts of Homo Faber
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Indeed, the substantial difference of male genius and female genius
originates in physical and psychic differences of the two sexes.

Both, men and women, conceive creative ideas as individual geniuses.

BU7

Wale geniuses ocbjectify Bheir credabive ideds in
cocperdbion, bent om cousbruing ever-lastiug,
perfect systems of dabsolyte vealidiby.

Whereas

/(/Wf(@/( endowed by nature with the protection of life in its fullness, in

its diversity, in its dynamism, and in its natural growth are averse to the

rigidity of wedle systews

and

welle-Cabriceated arteldcts.

fe/(/éaf women turn inward to find Aulhentic z%mwff engraved
in their Pemate Soubl, take their pens and create Comnter-Sobutions
emerging from their /emate /my/}mt/b/(, from their Authentic Femate
[hirking, and from their

&/f(//éeéafmbe ﬁ/(ta/cy//aa/ /De/af/’ﬁw lre,

/[élf(a/é ;6/(/2(&&? qualify one-sided wele artefacts. They

expose weeile eleimws of absolyte validiby to the

ﬂy/(a/r(/&@ af //fe,
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Their Female (kstincls tell them that L/FE (S CHANGE and will

override and has overridden all weile claims to

Eterndl Permauence
of Bheir wmdle artelfacts

5o far!

D.

fé/f( a/e 5&’(/ uses versus Welle InGellectual Rigidity

VITTORI& COLONNA
gave ample proof of her 5/‘662(7#6 Z/Zf@//;(&ﬁf’ as a /[é/f(d/é ¢6/(/2(J" in

opposibion o wele dogmebismw by refining obsolete wedievel

wenbeliby, as a %/f(a/(/:f’lf venturing on sderosemet religicus
myths, challenging God€eather to answer for the shameful death on the

cross he inflicted on his only son. [/ttora applied her extraordinary imaginative

strength, her powerful intellectuality, and stupendous rhetoric to remake the
meile wedievel icon of Bhe GodwobBher into 4 [/MZ% ﬁ?w(a/(
5@/)@} and yet a Woman Diivrire, lavishing on Maria he greatest-
/00&?/3/6 //(')"6//;(6«%’ making her an unparalleled /6’/6—%6{6/ fﬂ/‘
/(/ﬂ/f(e/( and a protective shield against male vilification of women in her

patriarchal society, thus increasing the Va%(@ 001 /[é/f(/;(/;(/ (%
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SUSAN SONTAG

Turned her back on the rigid wele-dowineated acadewic system
to become a cfé/f —ﬂef/}(ec/ /[/-‘ee/a/(&e /Eé/f(a/& 4{5@//@0 lfadg
grounding her essays on her E@/f(dé faé/ea L‘/Il’/% albeit of

exemplary validity, to counteract sBifling redcBiondry
Philistinism of inberprebabion. According to her female

intuition, she proclaimed:

ln he /ﬁ/cwe af hermenealics we need an erolics 0f art,

HANNAH ARENDT,
the Fa/f(a/e &/{/Zt@ //?/—/}g/ i the dearkest periocd of history

was challenged by wdle destructiveness of hiBherto
miwmaginable dimensions:

Bhe extermination of her deusish Pecple
by the Nazi Government of Gerweacny.

A wdle challenge wsithoyt da precedent!

Hana Arendt mastered the wparalloled provocation of a Femate
Gentus with the capacity of selff-thirking, with extraordivary
nsipht and cogritive capacitios, with the detlermiation to aot i her
personad authentic way, with her readiness (as an independent,

16



selff-rebant woman) to cast obsotete Jewish conventions over board,
because they did 1ot provide adequate sobutions.

Loen iy Uhese ew/oaa/at/}gy circamstances r%/(/mé Arendt

demonstrated the cowrage of her conviotions, in spite of being aware
that her Un ~Ueanish answer Co the Nazi' Harror wodld scandalize
the male Jewish Lstablishment entrenched in Undarsm,

Oty tamnak Arendt s Headstrony Keaction, Unegpected and
Misunderstood wntit this a/ay, rose to this @,&fl‘éﬂ(@é 04&//@@/}%
e/ot/oem@ écw‘/@/}y secasion, without a /Mwec/e/(zf i the whote af

zzfla/r(a/( 7%'5’50/7.

In her interview with Joachim Fest Hannah Arendt said about the

Holocaust and Ausschwitz:

7t should not have é%ﬁe/(e/, Ohe cannot cope with it!”

According to her, Eichmann should have been put on trial at an
International Court for Human Rights. She declined the Jerusalem show
trial against Eichmann, because eye-for- an- eye and tooth-for-a-tooth
retaliation, is in need of equilibrium between perpetrator and victim.
The crime must be repaid in the same coin. But Eichmann was not a
demonized villain like Macbeth or Jago or Richard III.

Instead Eichmann was only a cog in the machinery of the Final Solution

and certainly not one of the masterminds.
17



The punishment of one morally, personally and intellectually deformed
Nazi functionary, who refused to plead guilty, because he was forced to
obey the order of the German NAZI Government to organize the
deportation of a million Jews into the death camps, did not fit this
genocide of unparaﬂeled dimensions in Human History, but debased the

Human Dignity of the million Jewish victims in Hannah Arendt’s view.

Yet she accepted the assignment by the American magazine THE NEW
YORKER to travel to Jerusalem and to report about the Eichmann trial.
Later, Hannah Arendt again and again emphasized in her interviews

that she had even read the interrogation records covering 2000 pages,

before she formulated her /0 é@/(ﬂ/f(@/(d/ /D é/‘d&’@ dol 1/%6 5#/1/#// 7_ ¢
pf f V// and used it as the subtitle of her report. The Phrase caused an

outcry of indignation and scandalized the Jews entrenched in Judaism,
who reproached Hannah Arendt for making light of the Holocaust,
whereas the opposite was true:

The Jerusalem Show Trial gave Eichmann the opportunity of pleading
his innocence, because he performed his “duty” as a functionary in
zombielike obedience to the Nazi Government.

The execution of just one “ethical Hanswurscht” (Arendt!), a mere
functionary of the true perpetrators, who split the extermination of the
Jews up in diverse actions performed by many functionaries, was no
adequate way of recompensing the extermination of a million people.
Hannah Arendt is right: genocide could not be revenged by the Hebrew

law of retaliation.

18



tow didl Hannath Ahrendt wanage to lire on, herself?

Like all other /é/f(d/é ;6/(/2(&66’ she put her trust in the

ﬂy/m{/b@ af //fe

to overcome welle destbruction.

She wrote two books to enhance ID@/"@WM/ ”{If&//&&fdﬁ/ //2/@//){6&? as

the self—protective bastion against totalitarianism. One of her books

deals with %05/% //f@ A second book deals with 7_ fe //f& 0f the /”//(/

Copyright pixabay Christian Birkholz

Horaklitas
[Il’é/‘%(fé/;y f/m&’ and /m‘é/}y remans,
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Timelios Sisters of Nind

It is an ironical turn of fate that the glory of most male
geniuses, for instance of inventors or of politicians, of
Napoleon, Bismarck, Hitler, who claimed eternal fame for
the changes they brought about in the world for better or
worse, vanished, because their artefacts thought to be

permanent, collapsed before long.

[ e ﬂy/m/f(/w of Life

have always got the better of

sBatic arteladcts
of

Howo Faber.

7%4{/@1}@/‘,

femate (naginative Creations
originating in
femate Understanding and FPartiopating

mn

&@/{a/}w //a/f(a/(/@

have resisted Decady, because they are
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Timeless.

Feminive Callse
For

Liveliness

cannot be obgectified

but must be /ﬁﬂét/&' 66/

7- é@/‘&fﬂ/‘&

in chronological sequence,
in Varying historical circumstances

have made the same demand

FOR

Liveliness

endangered
by
welle-wmeide artefacts
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By 76(4//&{?/}%
wdlle rigidity, abstraction,
ome-sidedness., dogmerbism

in their

Afmy/}mmﬁe //Keﬁa/y Countor—lorlils

from their more

on

fe,/(/&@ //me/(

have always %ﬂea/w/ and will never cease to %aea/
to

welle uwsorld meakers

to

restore Lirelness

and

to protect

//fe w its Falbyess,

As their

Cassandra Calls

have been in vein,
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New Female &/{/Z«%&
witl ﬁe/ﬁeat Lhem,

ﬂf course,
/Lé_’//é’&(//;y/ 4&0/%IWM we can go on
c//‘ea/f(/}g/ 001 a
Woman on Wings
/@&/}y oul af Mankind,
/Daé’é/}g/ aside
welle world wmeakers
/@/{@«//}gz
Qur weam-wmdade ysorld.
Bettor

we dream Of

weaile and W

&o/ae/»at/'o/r

for a



Homanized Wordd

Populated with

cgﬂ/}"/'lf@a/ Hoaman 5@/2@}@,

on whom

Nature

lavishes her

Cornac cy/éz 0f //f@,
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