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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

R d S S NG E R
S [EI MO AR VR

IR, HRAE

(1. ZROTHER SRR 25, JEM 2410002, HEROTHERE LIS B¢ 210097)

B OE AN PHRAUR  ERARAREHE THRET ERLRAES GhESF £4
Eafei 2R FES, RARIFRIERAREPN I AR PSS, B5E4A T 20 #
240 FREBMHA ST FELARG BRI ELEABRFA S B PR AT BHRAEXR
Ko B F IR A 5 HTIF AT A 37 69 A5 S B3] B MBI B A I A 6 M AY AT ILE, T K
FRTFLEERROBALATLH, AN BRI TR LEARMATRYABSHE, B
RATH B RN B Fe GRS R IR 5 R0 B REAAMY MATE O ZM BB EIRE RATRiE AT
AT DM XA AR BXE G AEZRX AR, EHTER L AERNEALLE LR

T RSO R I ET,

KW I FRBRERRBFHE - LERBERR ST

HE 4 %5 : B3409 SCERARIRAS: A
NEBEE NE— AW B R AW AL A
SBIETRUER, B rES 2. Ak
P& (Sigmund Freud) BISTAE P H7 22 B LA SR, Hok
JEH B T B RE M F R YA, AR Sy,
REREATMMERLA Ay, 70 A4 ) H FR0 B2
FRXRROEE B RCIZE KRG AR
SR 2 ISR, Hd, B RE
ARG T KR I AR B RIS R
MEERIT A, B KRBT i 43 A KJE
hRREE R AA M REIRFY, 20 Hgh
-, ¥R B BHE ( Donald Winnicott) | 3% /R U1 B ( Ronald
Fairbair) . B R4 ( Michael Balint) 2535 [E i 7 52Uk
( British School Independents ) ] & {& 3¢ £ ¥ % & i
TR TORBIBHAIRAE R, MR EARE
WHRTERIERE T 9 S R ESC TR o iR T R
I E ARG BB B B 1] B AAOC RR , kA
R EIR SIS R A BB 2, T2 TR 5MmA
B R o ML FIRAHTIRR I T RS,
AT E IS F G BB WA FEAR,
TR A F RO A £ S % A 0C 3 S8, JR G
SIHTE SR A S AT AR T = A B
NRFEGEAF B —5a) Ji KRR, g i

« BETH ZH

MEHRS:1003 —5184(2019)03 - 0206 - 09

SRR RIS IR A R R, BE J5 SR 4 i
ISR S & R . AT, A ST
ST AR TELE 5 & R IR S RRAE EEAY M
R0 VRS 7 TR L TR A0 B, 3 DA LA I 32 Y
09 BEXT ST 22K S ARG 4 b A S v st ss FD Ay
{HF LAAFUETTA o
1 MIFROBESER
1.1 bt

20 47 30,40 FE4R, B AR E A B ZUM AR
Sz, BEFEM T 2KNENE . L5 XL g
&, IR M INE i 2 AR AR, fENE
W R R ERFZ —, BB R EAEH 217
POE G A TS W, o dE M T Z AT
BB R M2 )L (Anna Freud) . BRFLR 2047 I
MBI IEZI SR T 5 B RS F a0 R |, AU ok
7 T OTER EHR A 783K E ( Melanie Klein) i) JL 2
R AT, BB T AL F s 3R 45 H o e
PR E (B B JB o 5%, 3T T 3 EDRS A 23 Ar o
2£=( British Psychoanalytic Society) (JG iR “H%<")
I 20 SEAXT A 2T RIS E, T R
“EBHEIFE AR (4, H13H44,2013,p.29) HE
W MHE I ATIE S KRR RS, RO
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FEAWC B FE - IR R (the Freud -
Klein Controversies) (JGT#R“EE”) o

HNT LS REN, 25T 194 &
1945 FERFFF T - RINBFE LW, — IR
A2 RS G T B I 5 B S
)R 5 75— J7 T ¥ B SR R S A (] T 30 18 A Y
FWE . EEMS ., LM FIENR KHA H 1B
Bt Bl 58 1 T IR ZJ4H (unconscious phantasy ) \ A< fiE
5z B SN B ARSI, UK
JLERE R AT R RN it . B IR JERHRR
M B ( Sylvia Payne) . ¥ ( Ernest Jones) . Br 455 &
(James Strachey ) . H 3 ( Ella Sharp) . #7# 35k 13
( Adrian & Karin Stephen ) 2535/ 37 57 389 43 3 I 2R
RRS HWE DL, IHHE JEEHX R BRI S E
FIWA . 1946 47 11 A, G305 7Rl B (4R35
W EFE s ER) W T &I B F i
W, XGIRT AL AP (Z S T3k E) T 535
FEH AT IEG A ( EALEE, B3EE, B4 ,2017)
M“BEC R AR . “Hh L AU S TR ER
& AL IR, B 4 i i R A S R B
RflE TR ER AT —F 5 P L 2
PRI R Ge B YN, BV e 7 Jofi 2 Z R ko
KAGGERFI, AEEZAR T XN EE T
3O BB R, AR B R R rp ] N7 ((Middle
Group) 3 HTIRAYE S Uk, “ v IE] /N FE 43 BT U
FINMBE MR EELE B sk 8%
6,10 SR B A Bt 2 AUE L =
AL R, B R LA TERR A E A 417 (B
SR AIR) , AL E 4B 47 (R 4E gy
TR, AR e B Rp AR 8 “ rp[R] /N (B SE
H#IR) o
1.2 REHEEE

BRI, Hr e /NAT BEAE T 20 HH4g 40 4R
KERBHONERAN R, 5 E 2 (Paula
Heimann ) f{) &8 3 F 2 “ 3 57 /41 (Independent
Group) , BRBL AT AL IR Pl 22 PR o A3 %o i
SLEIR BRSO 4 1 KA/ N R g . N, 8
B.(Ann Horne) 75— B AR A RH - JLIE AT D AEKE
AT SLBEAR) — B de i, ML IR HE
ST E AR I — 4, B2 FZE A4 (Lanyado &
Horne ,2006, p. 18) , T HL 7L ( Graham Clarke ) 75 25
CHE PR ITZRE) B 5 F i, L E Mo
7R ( British School of Psychoanalysis) #i3% [ {4

56 £ 27K ( British School of Object Relations ) 52 B~
A E RS SRS , 36 H &Rk R ARSI =M ST
&1 43 #r i ( Clarke, 2011, p. 231 ), B% 2% 1% ( John
Sutherland ) .14 48 11 25 B &R 56 R 2=k 235 1R e B
Fi SR DL B ARER X4 B (Harry Guntrip ) 5
K& 43§ U B & ( Sutherland, 1980, p. 830) , #HAY
), E PR IT BT S B TR T 1A L A R PR A O3
WHIE VRN E R IR & AL F IR, R 2 Sk
RI2AIRINDALLHR o B, DA rg 0K 27 50 A B 3
o 1Y B A BRI S IR A ) T re SR Rl A
TR I BAR O F AT 434 D 14 5 5 B E i 1
S ANZH) A B ——AE R T R RO R
WHEFE) g i, B SO & iR e RELS R LUR 2
LRI R K LB RS 403 B 7 2 IR 1 LA, &%
ACRZIRNTF 46 35 E w2k 7 2 U (55 T, 2008,
pp.3 -6) . L1, BEIINN, M IREE LA
FHRF B/R IL B AIEAARRSE AR 5 IO E IR
A2 PRABRNS ST B R BT IR]  LAdE
) P o R AR 8 R e 2 T BRI WL AR S i PR AR
% B S AT T A

124 W TRENS T E RS 2R e
A AR MAE R IRER G T B RHE BRI
RIE. Horp, phsr F R 5 H AR #2022 IR B9
XoF i LA B I et e Z Aok U AR A& TR,
FEAERIELUF A58 —, R M
FIRVEN— b R Ry 2 BB T B B 2
HE EMAR ERET 53R A IR A 4E IR . &
PL—igga B ks  RESLXBAEARRE
AR AT, B E 22 R R, L4k,
SEFIRIY AR G RG] T 2 A AR 2 2 1 U A A
HOCHEAE A Y Ko XBEE RO 5 W 8L
BRI Z R AR PR, M IR LR 2
5 130 A5 [l ] e SR B D H AR AR S8 B 7 25 49
P EY K, NV WEEY R &H, a5
WICBH (i, P EFIRNE ) AR (L R E) |
FASEU Cam, B A RIBTARSE ) R PEBH (20, WK F I
BTG 22 ) U (i, EREE AT AR IE ) IR (d,
e .

B HRRNZmiSRE,. —Jm,20 e
50,60 AR 3 RS M o0 BT DR A S 1 B T 38,
SRS IR AT R T) R 7R A R AT B
ERPLE . 75X —“BHFH7 35T, L IR
Mriii & B — i SC R AR F TR Ry o™



208 i BEE R

2019 4E

B IR BIE, AT T5R A SN I A S A i
R FEYT LRSS EE, I ER TEX
TEJLFE & b 7R H , BETI7E 5 3 38 BB 27 UR A9 2L [
BN TS EEXRBEBMTRMEAKR R RE
SLZFIRAPRE B T2 AN R A R
NEHLE AR B BT R RS
AT B TR R B3R R A A B R EEUE
2, flan, HERH A RFE R R LR LK
JeIe, BRI IR - B4R R RO g
M AKEEEF TS, ELARAE DL IR IR % 44 2% (primary
object —love) g FEA BRI A ARk R R JRHIE,
SRLE . M EIRTEENE ERZ o TR 4 T H B
S P A AR M DL R RE R B A
B —HH,“BRZE, EEAROEFESH
M43 & ( Heinz Hartmann ) | 73 B B ( Emst Kris) 18
it Z8 R ( Rudolph Loewenstein ) = A #H ( Schafer,
1999, p. 339) WA A T SR I IR R Z S5 W1 20
MIIESE I 56 E PRl & R R Iz AR Rk Z b, 2L E 1Y
WM aERMF AR RPITERK. BHiL, ZEK
H FR O B2 [ (1 2R O R e Wy 2 i SO
PRAMTRIWI R BB, (H —F R A KB3048, £ H
WAL 2 A B EENEE R B,
AT, B 70 AR, MERENZAXREHHR
EALHE 2 EE KR &, BRI ERR
Bl SEGHES ., EX -HELRHIRER
T ML IR O R 2 A R K R T 3R R
ST AR, [ B £ 4 RO 0 2 s ) (M G ol 4
POl , MR T S — B &, REMIIFHA
TAELERBIS ST ) Z %, BIT e E EEE M
SEAEYR AR EEE B0, R0 R SR A A 3 ]
FRAE , TR S AR OB S TE g , RIE I S 2RIk
REALE A2 DL & 1A F LR 8 R S H R —
PE( Lanyado & Homne ,2006,p.24)
B=LBORBIEE . B, ARG BRI L
FEIAIT R R MSLFIRI ST IR AR A SC R EL
1] Ry ), A P TR PG YT R X P A
WHIT LR A, T EALIGYT MR A , o
WS B E Z AR RAEITF SR EREME,
BEWBONRT I F 44, B B S Pk R
ik ; B EEiasr i B2 h A B T 58 4 SR
Az, MRARRS 53REH A S RER, W REE
VT SRR E N HIREH . b, hiTEER
Mo 5 BT Z AN OC &R, AR R RHRRTE IE /Y

SITIBTT Z 50N B RN R . K, IBAT
BEMRBESBEN, BEMIER R R AR
A%, PhSTEEIREY 2 HT U B MR AT BB AR, 98 I
XA P AR , SR FE TR X B 1% AT S I
FORRRE , B G T X B 16 R R 2 S B R B B (L
Tt AR BB RS IR 39 20 A AR A 20 A
PR E RO EE R TR, AR BB — 1
BHBREE AL G T M TR ANGRYT Bh i 4 2% F
R, FEEEX RBAE R SR AR R BIERTE
KMNESEH FHEY R B RS E, BRGNS &
HH SR, B, LEIBITEARE UK R
REXFH D EMBAN 2 HTI6YT, 40 A T (Masud
Khan ) ¥38 BRI Se4 %t L2 B skin sy R iz
BT RAEE.

2 ST EEIREY P 5 R AE

2.1 W&

ML FIRAZOA JLTE T oR , ET X0 i o
PrREEAGZ , F— o TN A R JRIT e B
B &2 #A RS B, AR R
STk, BEAR T PR S e, s AR IR T
AP B4 Sy, BRI - SR A S WA
F R XA (Lanyado & Horne 2006 ,p. xii) . 1E W&
/R (John Bowlby ) ZE45 5% (Tan Suttie ) FJ{ 22 5 1R
MEIE) —~HHF 5P EE: “ T4 R KRR AR
WA T ST R R o B NE - R LR RENE

RERHRER R BE & MR (Suttie, 1988, p.
xvi ) JSE AR K T S8 2 OB A S B A SME
TG FIAUR , AR B 12— BLSE (WA F R b AT T A
BB AT, A RT3 —F i ik, EAR
MR, HESEAE—F 8 T/ it B S
Y pg B 4EF TAE 7 =" (Laabs — Siemon, 2010, p.
1246) . Gulw] 24 B ARG 24 2 A% S8 5 43 57 I 08 2% Hr
(Michael Parsons) fIT 5 : “ i 37. 227K i 40 AT =) F°
B SRVE ZE (M B A M (LT HE S BT R R R
AR AT R — . TR, X B e S
Sz IR AT IR R R 28— Fh SR 4 ]
—E” (Parson, 2009, p. 222) . H —, M7 FIR K
PO AT AR B L, — 5 TETE T 20 S S IR B 2% A0
REFRIEA BRGNP 5 B AL A,
MRERFEETIILEL R BRI ERET LM
G5 BRI E X RS R T AL
TR TR — RIS M ATE A, NS B A
[F] B8 A %o [] — 288 i) A J TS ) ) b o 491
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At P R AR LA B LR SR R S i 2 B
PERIME &— 2 /R LB “ N # 3R 2% (internal
saboteur) , B AR 45 “ ZEAS B (basic fault) |, 3E @
PHRF“ 88 47 B BEE” (good enough mother) | * {2 1
PEFF 527 ( facilitating environment ) | “ 3 JE 25 [A] 7
(transitional space) %, T Ui, 74 37 =R B AR A HY
WIRBELR AR R S, 5 2 BRI =M o
IR IR AR B EFE SR O R B .

BT AIREE — U S — S,
BARARATAERA B R O, T2 H B e 5
25 I VR DR RV ROR DL BGR PR R UT B E  R A T
BELEG/E—E (Kohon, 1986, p. 74) ;{HZHE b, 57
IR B 24T BLAA F R T AN B B AR,
TE R —Fh BT ) “ A 74848 (Independent tradition )
HIAE B AT B o 520, AT THE B A R S B, BN
T EAS 3T AT AT AR AL, TR
S A Y B ATAL (Rayner, 1991, p. 9) 5 [R]i, it
TR H IR MR RS, A BAGEH

ERTATREE MHELIS B AR, EREI B R £ T

fo B, AT —BOA AT R E LR R A B BLC R
WEZEME, AAMRHCEEERR B MEL R
MEE R TREEMmMAER ZRK T, BRI E
SERBLSE (A0, ELASL R RER ) T AEAS BB P AR BL L 5
(ERR) 138 LB L3 R R B ZAE T .
2.2 #ie

WAL EIRAN R T BABREER I EH BT
TESR A AR FNAE W N2 IR , I B R ; ]
B, ST 2R IR 0 R O R IS IR A AP IR R SE R
&, FTEA KRR MBS

S TR R ST 2 IR AL RHAE , BN
“HER . &EBEMIFIL” (Lanyado & Horne,2006,
p.xii) o IEUIERANTE Y« SEAR M ST 2 JRAE B 43 BT Ui
[ RS R IR BIABATT 2 T 30 38 AR [ AT A P
ST RIE 25 7 (Rayner, 1991, p. 4) o fEAZ KK
FALGE BRG], 20 57 2% IR 14 43 A D388 2% v ] BT
FHEIREUE , T AR 2 L O e TH
ST SRR SR 4 0y 3, B Ry R AR TR B
AR PEZS B, B0 T4 T 38 B 2 IR 190 BR 54
HEARXRRBAEGHEG R M AT, e
WHIRITEOR EHEFI bSO A R B A H A
HTT BT o EAD, AT 7E R 52 55 I R i PR 5K
BRSO R e BB IR ) (P AR SR, T DA B2 (R
AT BRSO AR, B AT AT DUE AR A

FERBAIR SR K1 3 A SUB I A 7772 B I8 (1 o i 1k
S AR

5, RAVER ML IR B AR, BEARBLAE
HERRZEE T, L RRIE IR S TG L
WL A IRTENAR 0B R R REH R B S ALL B
F7 7 W20 B AR AL S LR IR R R
PR RLE AN H 0 A BE 5 325100 BB 1 AR YR 7R
TR IR BTN 5 AL AT U0 B R IR, SR R B 1
FEAPETTHINEEEM, JRUE I, X =RHE
KGR I HH S 2 IR B RS R B R L B
E—X AR M. BRI E , ML 2RI & R 5E R 4
FENTHRIPNPMR 50RO ELAEN, RET
ZOLSRRNEHEARRR, ERSFHEILKR
S MA S AR RO B R R 1, IR S LR
HASEECH R R R 2 H B R R R H R R 8 R
JEo WL, KR e T R ENEERRATF, LIE
BRI B 2 RS 2R, 3 B B E T S 41 ER
RS BEFR R, R, M58 24 i 5 8
FZ B R AR, BRI BUTRYE & B B =W
S USRI — RV R B 15K R 2 R ARG
HAHTAR B2 AE M AT I6 YT R 5 1 RO B4R A AR
HEo BVF, WU AR [ 3 I A3 i R = Ui B
(John Keene) FTiA g IR FE , R JEBHRR B & Aok
oA 23X 157 R AL SR B R R Ak de iy AU AY
SRSt S5 ( Zeavin,2015,p. 791) o

=, B RM L IR AR REIBH 7 —
FEHE, LA ST &R L3R IR A
HEHRE S, MR FARRREFREREIL
AN A EER(ER) Z MM EEM, B
SEHISNERFR SRR S LD BR R AR . R
R ICHAR 5 2 B Y B P ok i BN 2 3
ARG R FARYR , BRLE, S0 W IR B 7 A
SrATG e R P N R AT B B H SO RIE SR
%, BEANMUTERE S A T RS A&, &I
BT g — A~ 2% ) B AR I R 1 IR B 52 2
I o [T, 3ok 7ofr L ST 4t AR B2 20 A AR S — 4
HLH) RA R RSN, BETT SR T ITE S0 4
BT ERBE, MBS ERE, XF AL
B IR B0 45 AP R 1A TS B SRR I R I 5K
P, B B R SR IR A BY Fe 5 B 3
TR, BETTH BR RS HORAEAR o
3 MUFRMEERRREZOERR

IRERHT B /R I BRI AR 2 57 S IR s B
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AR BE KRS T 22 5K, AT 8 L3 1R A
FEAE YRGBT LR B IR I . X,
T BT B X = A0 70 Hr I A A0 RS BTRR, B
FHMLFIRM B R BRI,
3.1 BEAHK

IEJERHRR (1896 - 1971) 23 # 4 iy LB
A JLEAB I AT I o AT, B e
KE# TR A" (Roazen, 2002, p. 23) o At H H LI EE
BRI F AR A B RS DL KA R AT 3l Y
HRTIRR, T 7 2= R B 7 S 1 1X3R ( Spelman,
2013,p. xv) . RAEMBAGIA G M L5 IR I
JE  HATERERE AL FEAY, T E AR
Far A B R R RGN Fem, 53RN —ie
BN R RIS I 3L [F B # 3 (Padel , 1991, p.
326) , HEWM N R EEXFZRBMAFTAN GE
FR « HERANH,2003)

ERRHEM L O R RS 30 )RR
23 (B IR 4E 0 T PR AN IR FL A (A SC R I ) 1y JLEE
KA AT RIS, SR A R B B OC R U HE R 3R 1R
BERZ R RN R A LB O B R R i o6
HEEA . EMEXR, LESEENRIXRNE
s e ARSFIRE 5, R J5 R A BRIC FR B 2LT
[ R R 5 i o R AR R AR IR . B TRJERE
7 ) RIS B S AR R A0 S AR Y B8 A A
J#%( Spelman & Thomson — Salo,2015,p. 24) ,{H H 3
WA KW SR 2 IR i 2 R R
(Summers,2014,p. 16) , H A, “ ¥ K" (transi-
tional object) F1“ i ¥ PLF " (transitional phenomena )
AT LA IR e R i e AR ) MR, i U8
FRGEEREIEM I AR R E AT R —
T (BRI TN, 2008, p. 282) o fthik g, 2 ¥ & (A F
WPEBLR L LR (SRR —) BlMs (5
BARMDE) ANTRIERN R ESEPNEE
LG Z B, 6 JLEE O3 R R BA A A Bl R
HITER . WT O, Al e SR SE 55 S0 30 52 Z A 4R i
TR, ARSI A TR T A&
“HhE R 5EEERCESA . RERH R R
NG O ARTE B — R fE GE B, B AR 1Y “ 8
BHEfE 4" ( Winnicottian tradition ) BY, “ J& JE Bl 45 BL
[1)” ( Winnicottian approach ) , B AB(E4: ] 35 N .
(1) FIRAZER O IR IR T R 5 (2) EALEER
I/ EABE R R EXREENIER; (3)18A
220% 3.5 ( experiential truth ) % 5 3 £ (history —

taking ) [RYEEZPE ; (4) LIRS R ML , BOR 4axd (1
55 (5) S E TR BALANIE, A2 E T
(full analysis) 24T 8 H AU SEPRAY. (Spelman &
Thomson — Salo ,2015,pp. 23 —24)

EJRRHRHE XM TS 5 SR R R R B
B PEFIRE WE 3 B SRR (Mishne 1993 ,p. 241) , 4]
BAWE-ERGE BB, (HHE &L
BEE ) T] PR T S22 0 g H i 38 s8R &, ELEOOL
SOz BEE A AR AT B AR
B Ry A M Sz A IR 20 A D < 38 BT ((Cassullo,
2014,p. 343) . MIARS — =M T F XK
HI AR , B R X A P a3 T 5 e e K 1
#Z—" (Nicold,2015,p. 21) , A BA B IR 4
Wil B, A A2 B RS T
Hritt 5t rp A E 2 & (White,2006,p. 5) , H 244 L
FEA R E SR B AL R AT R E
X NBRREH T E R U R 2 IRk FiEs
TRE) BT MBS “ H R PR IR R O 2 R L AE
HIFEEAS B 5L 554 (Hamilton , 2013 ,p. 129)

3.2 BARNE

BRIR UL (1889 — 1964 ) 754 =2 KE U 4 K
FIRE RIS HT 5 50, SRR SRR ) B R R EHE
WRVRERRRE AR R EMWTRE , R4
IR DB g i ar i sh S S E . IEMNERE
= (John Sutherland ) $5 1}, “ [ 2 /R IR ) IR R Ge
FEH DAt s 0 R vh S 5 i AU LURRROA #4 BE
(IR T3 ZE R ST AR A A AAR G, AT S T
HERXNFEA.” (Sutherland , 1989 ,p. 162) 2¥ /R I
BUR R B IE I R IR B R R
(Clarke,2006,p.9) , HoA AHE N “ BARR RIS
ZA” (Xing,2015,p.180) ,

/R DUBTERG # 43A B 38 I PR 532 F 7 T
HRVE B 2 QR I TTER . AE TS B, At 30 i A7
B NG RSN I IIe/E ! T RN IE
H5ES B M UEERR IO AE L,
Ay, AMERIAZ Lo 02 B 3R (ego) , BR—Fh 5 A= Bk
) BRR ELFEITS 0 B E R B S A PR RE
ARG ZR PR B 54, .45 1 e 2 B 3 (libidinal
ego) [ /It % B & (antilibidinal ego) FiH.L B K
(central ego) . AMEERINA TR HREELXRN
B RERRERE DR ERLREEZWAB R
RINEENR, & JLENFRAE IR ERER
TS IR, 1 8 JLHEAEAE ( being ) 5 REK (relating )
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W I E BB AR . MR R )
TETZAR TR EG E R KK (object relating) , THdE T
SRPIRBE 2 B3 e o TEMmPRSE R b, 28 /K DL
FETH T A BEAT FHE P e 30 2 AR SR pt 20 A
1GY7 RIS B B R, F R fl o R e — UK
PR ELARZS B RERY , T 4 Rl L2 AR R R PR 2R K
(BB RRFH) U RARAER R R B
HEER . H By Hir 2@t BaE
BEMEERRUR MBI E ARG WS, TE
FEEWIFIMZ AR R 2B IR SRR KRR
o WA BRM B HRACREMTZENT
B2 HE Pkt o TAESEE, MR A EZEA
M SLK R IS AR EE R E LA T B AL
e It RR T —MBEAREMEEN LA
>3 % (psychology of art) . #% ¥ 45 2 10 ( James
Grotstein ) B IFISTE : “ 354 1k, $ /K I BRI 2
XL JERE LR E Q0 )5 MRS AR 2 E
NI BERG5  & 8 B FIBHESL,” (Grotstein, 1994,
p-123)

PR B DB AR SRR O ISR AL R i B
MBI BB 1, b X O FEE AR H A R 3
FRAENRE P AT S = A B KA, AS (U 2 A %
RIS IR &, IRE RS 45 1 R HE R
Gy & W) VFAY: At 1E TE HE B 55 98 7 ((Hughes,
1989, p. 15) ;35 2K BOAE B 20 A TAE S P A IR 1T
S, TR DU A B R X R I BIEA
X4 B A B0 24 56 T AR I3 3l e 3T ( Dicks)
X AR A IR TR L S BB AR X TR KR BE RS YA
PSR U) IR 1) 5% & B 9 ) & &7 (Tairbairn,
1952,p.1) o B/R BRI FIACREIL T £
25 GE0E g1 T KM T I FE A" (Scharff &
Birles, 2014, p. 39) , HL7EKE # 73 A7 B8 & SR B 26—
Mt eH, BENEE N TTERZ — (O0gden, 2010, p.
102) , EEZFHFEHNN, “JLFHIA T 1945 5 LU
PR R BRI T DT 2 2 3 /K I B
R, S IR AR B NER BE 1 H LU A IR SR TR
(Padel ,2014,p.343),

3.3 e

EARHF (1896 — 1970 ) 22 3 [ 45 9 7F FI 5 & 4%
PR P 3BT DT R PR I8 A, 3 35 i 27 TR B 78 o 7
BRZ— MR RCRIEERTTE, S
TRJERHRF B /R I B — A 9 [ 5727 IR 19
= {4t ( Oppenheim — Gluckman,2015,p.1) ,

EHkEa R ER RS RXC RN IITZ
— BT IR R X — O B S AR
B AR RIED ., MR, MR 5 R &1k
(AR MR ) @K R, X Fh ) B3k
FELIEFTIB R AR R AR , IR I )5 R TR 14
REMER, “TER KRB A B, B aR AL
BrE BRI FI5R 47" ( Balint, 1965, p. 84) o {1 7f—
AR IR IR R B JRUR AR G R—— R B R 1
(ocnophilia) F1 i & 1415 [i) ( philobatism ) , 335§ H —
FHH BB SRR R AL PR BT B R OC R
(RMEME, EHa 0, 3845 ,2010) , 53 4b, ik B2
— T O EHLRE BT TR AR ke A0 B 43
S =Fp X I, B ¥ X 48 ( the area of creation) .FtZs
{5 % DX 38 ( the area of basic fault ) AR I IE H vh 2 X
1, (the area of the Oedipus conflict) , 43 HIF5{CEE A .
WMAFZARER . MICHE DA TR HEA B
KB AR R R R E ALK, H
KEIS B—ATVEMN . EFFEIRRRIA TSR
AR RS NS FRIE 5 E AR YR, B A BRBA 2 S
BB RBRMER . Fith, EME X 0o
WITTEAR E 2 —MEARXR NG, Kb — 1 &
EHMER A AN BRI, IR
TEE TR (genital love) . HUA1LAEBAT
B b xF 2 M I B B BRHKBAR 25 (state of oral de-
pendence) HAAR: —~“Fi B FF 4" (new beginning) ,
A RESTARBEA B (Rycroft, 1995, p. 13) s VA YY 49
SRR T o B VA BE 487 4 ) Ak 1 AR Bk s /KO-
A R I TERR 2 (Malcolm, 1981,p. 135) o fipRe
EMHR— BB BEABB N, AER ST
AR BRI BB AR , A SR PR T B E S, R E A
PLRAR W s (7 )], b R 2IE R EAS A H
ffEfMIE B . TEEARBBIRINTIEN  BRE’
RIS W ZHiT , AR 20 5 2T - - BT B B ) o —
AR, B E AR A RN E RS
(Balint, 1972 ,p. 121)

EbRER SRR E IR N B AR R M PIAL
B#" (passeur) ( Ricaud ,2007 ,p. 324) , TEHESHAE
gr¥TiE 3 1 & e R & U E 1 1 7R A (Ricaud,
2002,p.21) . th 36 F J5 4 55 1A 7% i 328 LA B R
FTEERRR, R EER TR R P MIEFTEN
RGN GRS T TAEE R T EEE R,
HORAT A B BT IR (R BE S W A W 45 43 A 0
BEA A, RSty R VG R E, “ X —
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FORUL, b2 LU M I M I & SB35
(Ricaud,2002,p.22) . ELAREEXAE M 24 52 B 1) fi
KRETHRTE FAtb 5088 - EARFRIL M A A~ Ak
Fi/h” B HE R REEBHTERSN, R
BRATHOAE , F5REE AN X B H R F & H
THEE T DA% 3 B (R B AR AR, 6 T FF A — b LA
AN O B,
4 ZE5TH

LT, i SE 2R IFJE R — AR B L R 2
IR M — ML T IR B B G o IE QA% ARAH
¥&(Jay Greenberg ) FlIK ] /K ( Stephen Mitchel ) 7K i
e (AT ] A E s - F R E &
T —1* 22IR L (EA) iy T — e 3t [A] (1 1] 7 A
BAET T — K ¥V " ( Greenberg & Mitch-
ell, 1983 ,p. 221 ) it 57. 2% Ik (11 43 17 I 1R 46 48 PR P 4T
R RIS R , U SRR EZBUE B
g, PR A2 AR AR RER”
“TRELI B, S A Dy — BB A BRI
S BVRPR R S0 B AN EE R 73BT (non —
aligned analysts) , B AR A2~ —FEAF-Z45E F0
AZLIHR 5347 IE” (Kohon, 1986, p. 49 ) ; [F] KT, f
TIXEERE EREER A ik R RS, 8 R
FEHRNCBEATER” (Casement,1990,p. 14) , HER
“TCr] #2580 B AE I (terminally open — minded )
(Hamilton,2013,p. 25) . ST, fENERX RIS
PRSIl DA B iR ok R B IS 1M R B8 T & T
& AT R T A A I I SR O A A
AR, DI & B S 1E y H A ke vy 3
W, AR R 22 3¢ TR M 20 B B R B R 938 WL
FLIBHESL T — RGP0 BT A 4. XA
“EHEN” LGB EE T K
P IE S S 22 RS LA A TR AN R R Y T ORI

M ST AR BARAGR 50 SER 2AIRARAEAE N — R
WBVRAAAE I RIETIRE (BB X Rt i & SR I 5%
MAAN T, 148 2 8 i s S P 2R IR, X N2 W 85 15
COIRE I ) BN 22 7 B 1 (John Mcleod )
B« ST AR C R T R B AR 3 ) S
GUEHIFW A (Meleod 2003, p. 96 ) X —iE Wi Hp
FARRIEA I UER o Ml Sz S IRTE T RO A2 A 4
B G R E B — I 2 b, R TS S TR TR
Wik B Tkl B 22 B 48, S0 IR HRS A
SRR T — R BABRM KR 1, I
Wi T 2G4 0KE i 2 A7 AR B 3 2 980 ( Sutherland,

1980,p.858) . RAEYA M A KEH T HRE &
A B RS, I N (R 453 = A A ) (AL S
IR SR =MW epo, R RIS 7E R
—NTESE B T B 5 00 B PR ks {EL
SEAFIRMR THE BRAE 3 E RS #t 43 A 0, JE LR IR 2
FHFE ] ( Winnicottian approach ) 5 77 3§ [R B[] #lI
“¥1FEE B ” (neo — Bionian approach) ( Kernberg,
2011 ) 4t [Fl4 B ERS A T sh s . TEARKRHR
FE b MSI2HIRE 2P A—F“BIRERHE (post -
Winnicottian ) I 4% 5 /&2 & 3E B , iX 0 R0 0K 5 e B
iR “ i BRILIGHKIBIEE " ( Giovacchini, 1990, p.
3) MBS LI,

LR E F 4 L IR T I % T T (Peter Lo-
mas) 35 1, “ QSR IH ISR TAEA RVHEHNET,
A2 — Fh RS2 W 58 2 % E,” (Lomas,
2004,p. 92) WK , ML IRV T AFTE 70 REEAEHN
KERBMA TSNS = AZ—, g T %%
V-4, e a8 & JRARBER T R IE, SO KD
S TR REIB IR R, R 2T A —JT
IR R ) T R AR OC RS, B AR
Bt &R R o , 5842 ] LAUR, 57 22 IR A2
Y T SR AT I s SIS R R B SR A
R, R XAESE E LA R B AR M s R
R R ERREEMIEA, [/ ot 2 GG o b
{EFR P A SR —H 5T o

SEXH

B, (2008). “AZH] " BIRE R it —— R # T B Ak oK
FHEeHE (BLHAWR30) . ERAE.

&L, WG, (2013) . (2% (HE - TESRBIEAL 1941 - 1945 (H
ARG B . AL RE.

FAFE, BRE,FHAH. (2017). “BMLZF"5“FTiH
W [ R TE ER R AT B IR D BER S ,40(1),
244 -250.

FRIETE. (2008 ). F KX R FE i 1 5% 4] - i JE FHE P 72 . 18
M AREECE S At
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The Eclectic Approach of the Object Relations Revolution of
Psychoanalysis: A Review of the British school of Independents

Wang Lijun', Guo Benyu’
(1. School of Education al Science, Anhui Normal University, Wuhu 241000
2. School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University , Nanjing 210097 )

Abstract ; Since the birth of psychoanalysis, it has experienced ego revolution, object relations revolution, self revolution, relational revo-
lution and neuroscience revolution. The British Independent School is the main initiator and eclectic power in the object relations revolu-
tion of psychoanalysis. It was born out of the Freud — Klein Controversies within the British Psychoanalytic Society in the 1940s,and has
made significant progress both in scale and psychoanalytic theories and techniques. The independent psychoanalysts critically absorbed
various kinds of existing psychoanalytic point of views with an open and eclectic attitude ,and formed psychoanalytic thoughts of object
relations different from Kleinians. The Independents and their theories show the connotations and characteristics of independence, open-
ness ,relationship and authenticity. Donald Winnicott, Ronald Fairbairn and Michael Balint are the key figures of the School of Inde-
pendents ,they all constructed their own unique object relations theories,which prompting the psychoanalytic research paradigm from u-
nitary drive mode into dual object relations mode, promoting the further development of the object relations theory,and laying the foun-
dation for the subsequent development of psychoanalysis.

Key words: School of Independents ; object — relations ; “the Freud — Klein Controversies” ; psychoanalysis



