8227915001 :omp7 "pon

ne M3 L(Girlhood Studies) n1npa 5712555 Paa NPNRSY NAUPDOID (2P aw

7 R P cnRNRn v
YW 2P A0
2 :myw npon 'R 1 0ORY 2"swn RTINS M
BITVIRI ONIPT NN
https://lemida.biu.ac.il/course/modedit.php?add=resource&type=&course=67166&sec
tion=0&return=0&sr=0

STTAD ZINY ORI NUR LN

Wpam NPuooens nRen Sy wwl (Girlhood Studies) nanya Hw apman wn
OM°2 N°NTIPP2 VAN NTIPI TINR MV SV N0 DR NOATPRT 7PN 19702 o0wh
NIT DY 7aWNN NIWORAT PAPIAV0DR TINKY 2°N127N-0°°N120 201200
D°°7I0° D°AWIAY YA NP 1A PIY° AT 0TI NPT 2040 DA NI2XYNan
OM°2 TR (PRIVINT 13 ,N1P2OVP2I0 ,O0'AOKR ,MITAINT LA ,2P 11AD)
YR 2w MY DY nrnk

72°71 NY2O0TPOT 711277 RO MWD MDNNTT DY 002K DTIPT 211RN
M2XYNT NPM2IN-N1NN2MT N1PITT DR 723,077 727722 .N0220N1D0I10)
9% Y0107 NR 17123 ,0°170A7 AWM 12,0117 %207 DX N33 ,NPen
7172 MY MR NPYDO1NRD ,NINWIY NN I 2NN 0IDWN

MY 2w MY YW NeIn DR NNMP

10727 39N .2

1INV, PIEN

129237 WK 0NN DUIPMAT DOYOIAN DR P01 ,07IP0 W WK 1902
oW w7300 1721 .(Girlhood Studies) mawan *7i% own Hw nnnona®
Girl ) *w1 12 5w 2°20p 1w 12 2NN MIPYE W MW YW 171PNPIND YAl
"2 >7H O°R2 7K D°avp 730 121 .(Girl at Risk) 115°02 mwa 1721 (Power

WA DR MY WK Y ,NONYR NIPNTI0AY DY NPINRT PR 002



TOrOI? MWpant NPAITIND NIPARINDDOR N1N30M 3771 ,00112 0P 77190
O°°TI0° DO TPAN1 0PI 2w 03w PR 0P TI0IDT PIan MW
D3P,V LA MY 2OWN NIV W 377012 2O DPUPOOR DRI
INPINDY IDINT DM 21377 0T DRI SNNAAT VIDWT DR 021 77 PN .MMM
TI0° AWM DY 122 TPRN1 0P DW whwn pona .mYY 2w Ml b
,(Sexual Agency) >1°n 013K :MTYX DWW MAYI SV 1N11RY YA

Sexual ) no1on mnxyn ,(Sexual Subjectivity) n°1on n12°vR*210

NN °01 1 pona .(Sexual Vulnerability) non myoaoy (Empowerment
nrmonm (Vulnerability) nmyas 2oawyan 777 722wn My s Nrnwoy

2w 010°2% YA DWW QPR MY 110702 W00 798 nven L(Relationality)

J77°721 N0 0307 ,MITAINT 10 01K

12IYRT TR
DY .AXI2P2 DO 2P0INDT DPNARD DW NN ARIP 9V 100200 2TNYwn
0°°N1270 DONXM 0127 DWW 2OIEP 2O10I01 NPVPRIVIR NIAEA 127
TR STIVON V02 NOMA TPOY DX L,0MP TN MYE W MY YW 7002

177 2P1 POV RO TIRA

12IMYOWT BoY NUMIDH FINTYT NOION

STZMT NVT 90w 00 DY 220w 002 i oM

nmvna nWwATI ORMP MY KW 'on
NYWn
72 STIAIHY NR1aN 1

1. Kearney, M., C. (2009), Coalescing: The
Development of girls' studies, NWSA
Journal, 21(1); 1-28.

Girlhood ) nyap:
(Studies

bl dn]

X127 ,(2017) .2 ,0m1,.Y ,0207 ,.9 ,799 .2




291 MY TINM ,N1N90 NP0 IR 913 NI
LV ,T99 .V, 002 MY, m002 Mo M3ty

.DO9WI ,0IARD NRXITL(2017) .1 ,0mp)

3. Levin, D. S. (2011), You’re Always First a
Girl: Emerging Adult Women, Gender, and
Sexuality in the Israeli Army. Journal of
Adolescent Research, 26 (1): 3-29.

372
1. Abu-Lughod, L. (2009), Dialects of
Women's Empowerment: The International

Circuitry of the Arab Human Development

1902 Ml 2
W 7Y

Q°axyn 0w

Report 2005, International Journal of e
Middle East Studies, 41(1), 83-103.
2. Gonick, M., Renold, E., Ringrose, J. &
Weems, L. (2009) Rethinking Agency and
Resistance: What Comes after Girl Power?
Girlhood Studies, 2(2): 1-9.
a0l 0
3. Peterson, Z. D., & Lamb, S. (2012),
Adolescent girls’ sexual empowerment: Two
feminists explore the concept. Sex Roles
66(11-12): 758-763.
4. McRobbie, A. (2008), The Aftermath of
Feminism: Gender, Culture ans Social
Change. London: Sage, 5-25.
s Critical "
1. Gill, R. (2007), Critical Respect: The -"Respect
difficulties and dilemmas of agency and S

‘choice’ for feminism: A reply to Duits and




van Zoonen. European Journal of Women'’s
Studies, 14: 65 —76.

o)l
2. Brown and Gilligan (1993), Meeting the
Crossroads: Women's Psychology and Girls'
Development, Harvard University Press, 18-
41.

nibSipatalaleRl g

fabi AN dlabivin!

721
1. Young, I. (2005), 'Lived Body vs. Gender:
Reflections on Social Structure and
Subjectivity', In I. Young (Ed), On Female
Body Experience. New York: Oxford
University Press: 27-45.
i)l
m>123 nPnn AR-PRY-IR ,(2017) 20,2001 .2
INR) 2 MTMRRN 29P2 NPNNAN 720D AT
L7372 790 MYy Nk (AR 11 0OMRY
0N,V 79D .Y 1200 MM, 007002, 1700

.86-110 ,0°5u17 , 01381 NR¥IT ,(2017) .2

AORIIWINY 1A

721
NRXIT,M7N72 990877 (2016) .0 13090 1
125-179 ,1mRnn yiaopn
o)
2. Burkett, M. & Hamilton, K. (2012),
"Postfeminist Sexual Agency: Young
Women's Negotiations of Sexual Consent”,
Sexualities, Vol. 15(7): 815 — 833.

MT3Nm =P

72
1. Bay-Cheng, L. Y. (2015), The Agency
Line: A Neoliberal Metric for Appraising
Young Women’s Sexuality, Sex Roles,
73:279-291.

bl dn]

VIDMT R
209 SMaansT
il-Hh

oW TN VDY

mavl




03 228 — UMW »an 9X" ,(2020) .,y n 2
MY 5w PN VIDW "ITI0N Y7 NP 3N X
L7 Y 202 ,'799pN" DW 0vanna MYy own

T
3. Reid, J. A, Elliott, S., & Webber, G. R.
(2015). Casual hookups to formal dates:
Refining the boundaries of the sexual double
standard. Gender & Society, 25, 545-568.

727
1. Schalet, A. (2010), Sexual Subjectivity
Revisited: The Significance of Relationships
in Dutch and American Girls' Experience of
Sexuality, Gender & Society, Vol. 24 (3),
304-329.

301’0
2. Harvey & Gill (2011), Spicing It Up:
Sexual Entrepreneurs and The Sex
Inspectors, in New femininities: Post-
feminism, Neoliberalism, and Subjectivity
(eds Gill R. & Scharff C.) Houndmills,
Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.

NP1
naps R N
YR 2w
Sexual )

(Subjectivity

721
1. Bay-Cheng, L. Y. (2019), Agency Is
Everywhere, but Agency Is Not Enough: A
Conceptual Analysis of Young Women’s
Sexual Agency, The Journal of Sex
Research, 56 (4-5): 462-474.
2. Harris, A. & Shields Dobson, A. (2015),
"Theorizing Agency in post — Girl power
Times", Journal of Media & Cultural
Studies, 29 (2): 145 — 156.

010
2. Tolman, Anderson & Belmonte (2015),

bRy 9397 S01'ANR
2w Y
sy

(Sexual Agency)




Mobilizing Metaphor: Considering
Complexities, Contradictions, and Contexts
in Adolescent Girls’ and Young Women’s

Sexual Agency, Sex Roles 73:298-310.

<0902 7BX

Liberated: The New Sexual Revolution

ndon TRIYH

Ny Hw 0°anIna

72
1. Gilson, E. C. (2016), Vulnerability and
Victimization: Rethinking Key Concepts in
Feminist Discourses on Sexual Violence.
Signs: Journal of Women in Culture and
Society 42 (1): 71-98.

301’0
2. Bergoffen, D. (2009), Exploiting the
Dignity of the Vulnerable Body: Rape as a
Weapon of War, Philosophical Papers 38
(3): 307-25.
https://doi.org/10.1080/05568640903420889.

N5 NIYOaD

10

721
1. Cense, M. (2019), Rethinking sexual
agency: proposing a multicomponent model
based on young people’s life stories, Sex
Education, 19(3), 247-262.

b0
2. Burkitt, I. (2015). Relational Agency:
Relational Sociology, Agency and
Interaction, European Journal of Social
Theory, 19(3) 322-339.

3. Sugarman, J., & Martin, J. (2011),
Theorizing Relational Agency. Journal of
Constructivist Psychology, 24(4): 283-2809.

MasupseID
3 ahkFahl=Tst)
Sy W Twn

NN 0K

11

RN

nYpI dw 3en

12




1. Ahall, L. (2018), Affect as Methodology:
Feminism and the Politics of Emotion.
International Political Sociology, 12: 36-52.

NITANT DY INRD

b0
2. Oskala, J. (2004), Anarchic Bodies:
Foucault and the Feminist Question of
Experience. Hypatia, 19(4): 99-121.
12 YA Mawnn 13

1. Butler, J. (2012). Sexual consent: Some
thoughts on psychoanalysis and law.
Columbia Journal of Gender and the Law,
21(2), 3-27.

301’0
2. Bay-Cheng, L. Y. (2019), Agency Is
Everywhere, but Agency Is Not Enough: A
Conceptual Analysis of Young Women’s
Sexual Agency, The Journal of Sex
Research, 56 (4-5): 462-474.

SASDT 17Tab

nasn

721
Ahmed, S. (2017), Living a Feminist Life,
Durham, NC: Duke University Press, chapter
3.

b0
Ahmed, S. (2014), “Dated Feminism.”
Blogpost, Accessed April 10, 2014,

Dated Feminists | feministkilljoys

WIN S1RT PEIR 14

NP1 STIRYA

RTP NWSIT LA

TR

DMWWI[TY MR LT

NGrglahi 21 WRIA MWK 2NN 2 Y °NMN) 2*NYW1A NN N2k



https://feministkilljoys.com/2014/04/08/dated-feminists/

YW DRIPY 2°9731°92°27 200397 IRp *
;002 o°72 Ndnnwn *

20MPR NYvn nwaT *

10PN MbuR

NPNNPO2 MPRW DRI 0122702 DONRNTA TR YW 0101 2210 naxn .1
(20%) TnRn% ¥a12) 72517 IR o2

(80%) Twnna vMBN — 0P 0120 NTAY 2

NIV NMWIRA ROR N°IDNT 070 ¥ YARIW AWATT TIRDD MIND MTIAY 19300 RO*

ORMA

27 WYX 7D .N.aMIT YW anTIaY D NehR 190X OTava Lpoo 1o wnoE
2R 0°9902 7791V R L7719 2990 NP.0ITIV0T DW NIRY 119V 2 .7IpnT OR 701972

SIMINT PPIRT ORI PV 002NN V990 By 770y RO

3D IR 9290 .7
N°91077 TV WA A0 RIN AN IWAT) 1% 20% — Rn nan nbon L1
(oMP2

¥ 80% — 0P 019°0 nYun .2

STDTAHAN

125-179 ,7mIRnn Y1200 DRXYT,M72077 970872 (2016) .9 1309

W INP1H VIDW :"ITI0N 2T NV 7N DR O3 DaAR — 70w »nn HR"L(2020) 1,700 0
708,970 Ay 20 ,'89°pn" DY 02amna NTYR 20w Ml

NNR) I MNP0 2722 NN 2903 QINT MY NN (IR-XY-2IR L(2017) 0,200
,OMIPY L. 79D .Y 2D MW, 002,070,737 1911 1Y IR (AR 11 DRD

.86-110 ,0°5217 ,0338n NRXIT,(2017) .



MY TINM L1190 NP0 RS2 MIA NIV X1an L(2017) 2 ,am17 L. 020 LY 7D
L0137 NRXIT,(2017) 2,091 ,.9 ,799 ,.9 ,12W12 MW /2077902 , 00707 ,m7370 :jom

Rakirivamk

Abu-Lughod, L. (2009), Dialects of Women's Empowerment: The International
Circuitry of the Arab Human Development Report 2005, International Journal of
Middle East Studies, 41(1), 83-103.

Ahall, L. (2018), Affect as Methodology: Feminism and the Politics of Emotion.
International Political Sociology, 12: 36-52.

Ahmed, S. (2014), “Dated Feminism.” Blogpost, Accessed April 10, 2014,
Dated Feminists | feministkilljoys

Ahmed, S. (2017), Living a Feminist Life, Durham, NC: Duke University Press, 1-
18.

Bay-Cheng, L. Y. (2015), The Agency Line: A Neoliberal Metric for Appraising
Young Women’s Sexuality, Sex Roles, 73:279-291.

Bay-Cheng, L. Y. (2019), Agency Is Everywhere, but Agency Is Not Enough: A
Conceptual Analysis of Young Women’s Sexual Agency, The Journal of Sex
Research, 56 (4-5): 462-474.

Bergoffen, D. (2009), Exploiting the Dignity of the Vulnerable Body: Rape as a
Weapon of War, Philosophical Papers 38 (3): 307-25.
https://doi.org/10.1080/05568640903420889.

Brown and Gilligan (1993), Meeting the Crossroads: Women's Psychology and
Girls' Development, Harvard University Press, 18-41.

Burkett, M. & Hamilton, K. (2012), "Postfeminist Sexual Agency: Young Women's
Negotiations of Sexual Consent", Sexualities, Vol. 15(7): 815 — 833.

Burkitt, I. (2015). Relational Agency: Relational Sociology, Agency and
Interaction, European Journal of Social Theory, 19(3) 322—-339.

Butler, J. (2012). Sexual consent: Some thoughts on psychoanalysis and law.
Columbia Journal of Gender and the Law, 21(2), 3-27.

Cense, M. (2019), Rethinking sexual agency: proposing a multicomponent model
based on young people’s life stories, Sex Education, 19(3), 247-262.

Gill, R. (2007), Critical respect: The difficulties and dilemmas of agency and
‘choice’ for feminism: A reply to Duits and van Zoonen. European Journal of
Women's Studies, 14. 65 —76.


https://feministkilljoys.com/2014/04/08/dated-feminists/

Gilson, E. C. (2016), Vulnerability and Victimization: Rethinking Key Concepts in
Feminist Discourses on Sexual Violence. Signs: Journal of Women in Culture and
Society 42 (1): 71-98.

Gonick, M., Renold, E., Ringrose, J. & Weems, L. (2009) Rethinking Agency and
Resistance: What Comes after Girl Power? Girlhood Studies, 2(2): 1-9.

Harris, A. & Shields Dobson, A. (2015), "Theorizing Agency in post — Girl power
Times", Journal of Media & Cultural Studies, 29 (2): 145 — 156.

Harvey & Gill (2011), Spicing It Up: Sexual Entrepreneurs and The Sex Inspectors,
in New femininities: Post-feminism, Neoliberalism, and Subjectivity (eds Gill R. &
Scharff C.) Houndmills, Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.

Kearney, M., C. (2009), Coalescing: The Development of girls' studies, NWSA
Journal, 21(1); 1-28.

Levin, D. S. (2011), You’re Always First a Girl: Emerging Adult Women, Gender,
and Sexuality in the Israeli Army. Journal of Adolescent Research, 26 (1): 3-29.

McRobbie, A. (2008), The Aftermath of Feminism: Gender, Culture ans Social
Change. London: Sage, 5-25.

Oskala, J. (2004), Anarchic Bodies: Foucault and the Feminist Question of
Experience. Hypatia, 19(4): 99-121.

Peterson, Z. D., & Lamb, S. (2012), Adolescent girls’ sexual empowerment: Two
feminists explore the concept. Sex Roles 66(11-12): 758-763.

Reid, J. A,, Elliott, S., & Webber, G. R. (2015). Casual hookups to formal dates:
Refining the boundaries of the sexual double standard. Gender & Society, 25, 545—
568.

Schalet, A. (2010), Sexual Subjectivity Revisited: The Significance of
Relationships in Dutch and American Girls' Experience of Sexuality, Gender &
Society, Vol. 24 (3), 304-329.

Sugarman, J., & Martin, J. (2011), Theorizing Relational Agency. Journal of
Constructivist Psychology, 24(4): 283-2809.

Tolman, Anderson & Belmonte (2015), Mobilizing Metaphor: Considering
Complexities, Contradictions, and Contexts in Adolescent Girls’ and Young
Women’s Sexual Agency, Sex Roles 73:298-310.

Young, 1. (2005), 'Lived Body vs. Gender: Reflections on Social Structure ans
Subjectivity', In I. Young (Ed), On Female Body Experience. New York: Oxford
University Press: 27-45.

10



:NSOMIN OYIPT AW T
Feminist Perspectives Towards Girlhood Studies and Sexuality of Young

Women.

11



