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‘cognitive acknowledgement of vulnerability’ a priority over experiencing, sensing, feeling and
seeing vulnerability.
Probyn, Elspeth, ‘Writing Shame’, in The Affect Theory Reader, edited by Melissa Gregg and
Gregory J. Seigworth. Charlotte, NC: Duke University Press, 2010, pp. 71-90.
This publication is extremely significant for my (novel) concept of ‘vulnerability’ which depends
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