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An Abstract:

This thesis records the author’s transition from producing
modern academic literature concerning the social to an
autobiographical method producing postmodem social thought and
theory. The author uses her self, her personal experiences and her
knowledge of more formal social theory with the intent of creating
an academic theoretical perspective of her “everyday.” She
contributes to sociology: 1) an attempt to widen the methodological
and theoretical boundaries of the discipline in creating a well-
rounded epistemological understanding of the caring interaction in
the workplace; 2) the concepts of alienated care in the workplace;
and 3) an argument for an integrated ethic of care that may be
strategically used to encourage intimacy in what she perceives as a
fractured existence in a highly modern society.
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Chapter [

Introduction to The Problem and Question of Modern Care



Her Hands: A Forward

image of my cinnamon painted nails that catch my attention. My fingers are

delicately placed upon the first pages of the book so as to hold it open
without breaking its spine. I stop reading and stare at my nails. Varnished with spice
this morning, the warm hue they hold has already become chipped, unsatisfying. My
memory is jogged. My imagination transforms my hand into that of another. From
my own, I see my mother’s mother’s wedded hand. Her fingemnails, as always, are
perfectly finished in a lively and gleaming fuchsia. This hand holds an artist’s
palette, the other a paint brush. As it sweeps across the canvas, the brush she grips
creates an awesome image drifting in the dark and nearly swallowed by the night.
The faraway lights she paints over this nightshade backdrop are cast upon the water
50 as to hold a hopeful vigil for this long awaited silhouette. It isn’t just any ship -
It’s the ship upon which my grandfather takes command.

Under my hand is a book, in the other a peacock blue pen. It is this very

see her hands again. Her hands are welcoming her children home and holding

newborn grandchildren for the first time, holding my sister and me. They are

knitting sweaters for us, for the bazar, watering plants and polishing silver,
wrapping Christmas presents in gold foil, pulling freshly baked cookies out of the
oven, scooping ice cream and offering chocolates, holding up books for bedtime
sto: izs, tucking us in, cranking her music box so we can fall asleep to its song. They
are cutting my hair, stirring peanut butter and com syrup for my sandwiches, drawing
white lines on fabric soon to be sewn, teaching my sister and I how to make
pompoms. They are mixing paint and holding pastels, planting bulbs and pulling
weeds. These are the hands of a grandmother in constant caring creativity.

more than sweet stories, more than emotional longing, more than forever

clutching her hands, their hands, your hands across time and space. My hands
seek to illustrate and re-create the meaning of care as [ have experienced it and want
to experience it. I've long been watching our hands. They’re letting go, getting out
of hand. Hold on to my words for they are crafted with care from my heart to my
hands and from my hands to this page. Hold on to my words as they become my
hands reaching out to you, telling you, creating for you, for us, a reality, my reality,
our reality? Hold on tight! Follow my hands. Follow my words. Perhaps, there is
a reality awaiting - one we may someday share. Perhaps, we could create the reality,
our reality of shared care.

Iwill share these memories with you for all they are worth: more than nostalgia,



Introduction to the Problem

As health care becomes increasingly technical and commodified at the turn of the
millennium, we of the Modern Western society have erected a social system that produces an
unsettling consequence. This one, is a system of care that can discourage the simultaneous and
congruent occurrence of caring feelings with caring actions within and between individuals
taking part in the care system. Thus, we have created a system of care that indeed can encourage
the break down of intimate caring interactions and at times the prevention of them all together.
This consequence of this breakdown, as I understand, pushes the careworker to envision and live
the ontology of a fractured caring self. The problem here is that the social systems we have
inherited namely, capitalism, high modernity, and technocracy have attacked one of our most
positive social interactions - care. We the members of the caring fields are not powerless and
undoubtedly subject to this detrimental interactive breakdown. After all, it is from our very
hands that this care is born. With the enthusiastic spirit of Paolo Freire at heart, I urge you that it

is now time for each of us to stop and take account of what has gone awry and to remember that

we can be the agents of our caring selves.

Introduction to the Question:

Last September [ began to write a proposal for a forthcoming Master’s Thesis. My plan

was to ask of others the following questions:

. Please describe what the concept of “care at work™ means to you.
. Please describe your role as someone who “cares at work.”

. Please explain how you know how to “care at work.”

. Please describe why you “care at work?”

. Please describe what “caring at work™ does to you?



As I formulated the questions, [ not only thought of myself but [ remembered myself. [
remembered my own social being and social life. Most specifically, I remembered how my
summer employment had impacted my own life. From there, the above questions emerged along
with an important revelation from the theorizing about care that [ was doing at the ime. [t
became increasingly apparent to me that this project I was planning to undertake was not only
about others, but very much about myself as I fit into a flawed system of care. Once again, I
posed the exact same questions. Only, this time I directed them towards myself, (which to me
makes the most sense as they were in effect formulated with myself in mind). It was at this
point that my reflexive thinking began to yield the most useful data, then thoughts and more
importantly, further questions. Herein lies a most excellent and fascinating epistemological
discovery: the questions, the data and the analysis of these, find themselves in a familial co-
existence lingering in the memoirs of the everyday life that I had shared with others. Notice I
have not yet written anything of a conclusion. I will explain my reasoning for this later but for
now, let us leave this aside and concentrate on the above questions as I have reformulated and

amalgamated them into one.

The Theoretical and Practical Question:

Bryce Courtney entitled his novel The Power of One. In its simplest conception my
theoretical question borrows from this title by asking: What is “the power of one™? This is the
rudimentary question that [ hold at the core of this endeavor. However, in its development a

second, more elaborate question is born. This next question invites and involves the other in an



integral way. It is the following: Considering Anthony Giddens’ Theory of Structuration', what
is the potential power of one member to shape the meanings and practices of social interactions
occurring within their society? Where is this potential for power and agency located and what is
its form? How might this member locate and maximize his or potential for power and agency?
More specifically, I ask these questions about my own membership and participation in caring

interaction in relation to the structures and system of care.

Theoretical Applications:

After much field experience, reading and thought, I have come to the following response
to the above stated question®. Let us begin with the theoretical backdrop upon which I will patch
the material application in a layered fashion. Where Karl Marx (1992) contended that social
power is determined by a classed division of labour, Foucault (1972-1977) argued that power is
relational and infinite. As I see it, neither one is right nor wrong. The inherent base to this
backdrop begins similarly to Anthony Giddens’ (1979) assumption that structure and agency
exist in a relationship of duality with each other. This is so on at least two counts that [ have
found in practical terms within the field of care at work. The first is that when constructing

social theory we should reserve some space for the power of the agent in relation to the

For an adequate elaboration of Giddens’ Theory of Structuration please refer to:
Chapter 2 Agency, Structure in Giddens (1979).

(5]

Note here, I am not proposing rhe answer to the question posed it is simply my
own response. [t is my own plan for a project of agency and a libertarian self
transformation. While the theory I am about to construct may be applied to other
social situations, it may not necessarily be appropriate. This is not to say that the
theory will be of no use to anyone but myself or any situation but the present one,
rather that it will need to be reworked accordingly.
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structured system he/she exists within while realizing the constraints that these structures can
pose. Giddens’ second point, as I apply it here, is that throughout our practical quests and
theoretical explanations we should realize that structure may not only be a hindrance to agency
but can also be an avenue for agency.

[ had first suspected that those who are most capable of exerting agency against or even
in line with structure do so because they set their driving discourse and their actions in a state of
congruence and synchronicity. I think I was right but this response was insufficient. Although
bringing together action and discourse is a legitimate and useful starting point, assuming that
one might modify the structures of a system alone seems to be a step in the wrong direction. [
knew that because of the dialectical aspects of the social I would “also need to engage others in
my project of shared care so that it eventually becomes not my project at all but eventually our
project just as the care will be ours’.” I also knew that “while resistance may be necessary, it is
likely to be insufficient without common participation*” because the type of shared care [ was
looking to build could not exist in singularity. How would I get others to join me in this project?
I thought I had no idea but a child reminded me how simple it could be. It seems there were

others looking and holding out their hands.

Organization and Direction of This Exploration
This paper is organized by five chapters that will soon follow the present one. The next

chapter is a methodological chapter that explains and justifies the use of the method employed

This statement is as I wrote it in earlier versions of this Thesis.
This statement is as [ wrote it in earlier versions of this Thesis.

5



throughout this exploration. It is important to understand that my conception of theory and
method maintains that they are not separate entities. What I have done over the past two years
consisted (and still does) of creating several theoretical contingent foundations. The method
used, autobiographical writing allowed me to move back and forth and re-create the meaning of
my findings. More importantly, this method allows me to look back on the claims that [
attempted to make over a year ago and locate and critique the claims, as well as, extend or
adjust them accordingly.

In Chapter III I explore the first notion of the duality of structure, that is that members
may have an impact on structure as well as structure having an impact on the identities and
practices of the member in his or her social role. Here I will advance my concept of alienated
care as is adapted from Marx’s (1992) concept of alienated labour. At this point in my
understanding I was still regarding the structure as posing a hurdle or threat to agency.
Although this is not to be considered a misunderstanding, it was simply incomplete. Therefore,
this contingent foundation was an insufficient theoretical framework for describing the fuil
potential of the agent and the use of structure to promote agency.

In Chapter IV, I will give an in-depth exploration of my own caring self. The reason for
this chapter was to help me locate my self as an agent within this structure of care. What I found
and developed here was a postmodem ontology of the caring seif - my caring self. In Chapter V,
[ will visit once again with structure and incorporate the “other” in a more integral way. Itis
here that the project takes on a new meaning from “my” project of shared care to “our” project
of shared care. In terms of speaking about the social, this is a very important chapter as I push

my self to ask not only where is my power but where is our power. In this chapter, I develop a



well-rounded understanding of Giddens’ Duality of Structure (1979) as I incorporate the
necessity of structure and acknowledge that the structure from which I experience is one that has
important historical roots.

In Chapter VI, [ will draw on the work of Joan Tronto and Bemice Fisher (1990) in order
to help me redefine care. Also, I will apply Tronto’s concept of the ethic of care to my own care
with the intent of showing the possibility and political necessity for integrated care. I will re-
introduce my own concept of shared care as extension to Tronto’s (1993 )understanding of the
Ethic of Care. I will use Michael Ignatieff’s (1984) analysis of the needs of strangers to expose a
haunting reality of the “caregiver.” Throughout this chapter, and the entire thesis, [ explore the
fracturation within my self and my understandings brought on by my Catholic schooling and my
university involvement with Women’s Studies as a discipline. Let us now move to the

methodological and theoretical contexts.



Chapter II

Methodological and Theoretical Contexts



Methodology:
Introduction

[ continue here the quest we began with our Honors Class collective project entitled:
QUEST: Locating a Sociology of Oppression and Liberation. It was our mission to locate a
sociology that uncovered oppression rigorously and sought liberation creatively. I have found
this liberation in the form of “self-life-writing.” I have chosen this form of writing because it
lends well to the feminist “by, for, and about” women type of sociology that Harding (1987)
suggests. It is my hope and attempt to make a significant contribution to the widening and
acceptance of broader methodological boundaries containing social study while maintaining a
high academic standard. I strive now not only to locate this liberatory sociology but also to
realize it both theoretically and methodologically as theory and methodology become zippered
together throughout this exploration of the social'. [n accomplishing these goals, I will weave
together “self-life-writing” and theoretical exploration in an attempt to produce an academic

explanation of social phenomena related to care in the workplace.

On Feminist Theory and Methodology
As researchers of social phenomena and producers of knowledge, we need to be
accountable for the work that we produce. In saying this, [ mean that we must think critically

and reflexively about the ramification of the bodies of knowledge that we set forth as well as

(V8]

This concept originates from Strauss & Corbin’s (1990) concept of shifting back
and forth from the fieldwork to theory production. This ability to “zigzag”
through the research/writing process enhances the liberatory nature of the
research process as it provides many open avenues for inquiry, avenues that may
not be foreseen in the beginning stages of research.

9



accounting for how we know what we are saying that we know. This means that if we are to call
our work feminist, indeed we will need to account for why we choose to call it so. [ would like
to make clear here that I am not assuming that research that is qualitative, others or my own, is
or would be necessarily “feminist” by virtue of being qualitative. We need to bridge and apply
feminist theory with and to the methodology we use if we should want to call it feminist. This is
where the idea of by for and about women becomes important because it pushes feminist theory
into practice.

[ agree with Harding when she states that there is not a “feminist method.” Rather, it is
the methodological context and application of feminist theory that make research feminist
(1987:9). She explains adequately that bringing feminism into the methodological research mix
is not simply about “adding women in” nor will I tell you is it simply about adding myself in.
While adding women in was necessary, we have learned that there was more, there were
epistemological questions about research that women and feminism have brought with them
(1987:4-5). This is where, [ will come back to agency. Harding (italics in original 1987:3)
writes that “feminists have argued that traditional Epistemologies, whether intentionally or
unintentionally, systematically exclude the possibility that women could be “knowers” or agents
of knowledge. . . Feminist epistemology places women in positions whereby they are
considered “knowers” by suggesting alternative theories of knowledge. Further, their experience
has been validated as important data that can be described and analyzed to explain women(s)’
realities. The point that there are multiple realities of womanhood is an important one because it
means that researchers should be careful not to assume to know the reality of other. Importantly

here, experiential multiplicity means that women and men of all backgrounds should be afforded

10



space and a variety of methods with which to outline and express our lived reality. Let us now

take a closer look at the current method employed.

Labeling the method

For quite a while [ referred to the method [ was using as the auto-ethnographic method.
Now after retracing my steps, I realize this was not an exact equivalent. Despite my intention of
producing this particular form of ethnographic writing, [ certainly did not follow the traditional
ethnography recipe. First, [ am not writing the life of my “ethnos.” Who would my people be -
the circle of women with whom I do care work? We may all be white females? that come
together in one home to care for others for a wage, but our life histories and social circumstances
vary greatly. Our reasons for caring for a wage are not the one and the same and this may
profoundly affect our concepts, experiences and practices of caring for a wage. [ am not trying
to put into words the everyday lives of the women with whom I do care work. [ am very specific
about whose experience and reality [ am expressing - my own. [ am speaking my truth, my
reality, with my words (to the greatest extent that I know how to or even can). This by my
standards is part of what constitutes this research as feminist. However, this does not mean that
this project is bound by singularity. Others may well identify with parts of the experiences or
theoretical explanations. The present study is one of the social in that it is a study of the self
(my self) within and in relation to a society (modern Western Canadian Society with interacting
systems of capitalism patriarchy and technocracy).

Second, my postmodem conceptual framework allowed me to play with the spacial

Z Recently, one man has joined our care team.
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borders of the field(s) and the subject of study while doing this research. In actuality, [ feel like I
have trespassed across many spaces of my own life. Being self-reflexive was more of a struggle
than [ had anticipated because the self has many faces, many places and with memory many
times. I skipped out of my spacial place in the public field and into my own private family life,
educational life and social life. Nearing the end, [ was swirling together realities of the public
and private spheres conjuring a spell of weird emotions.

Most recently, | have been introduced to the work of Laurel Richardson. (Richardson,
1997) Her kindred words have reminded me that it is this messy play in our fields that breathes
life and strength into our words. My eyes began to tear as I read her most powerful words:
“Fields are where ethnographer’s go; and I am the ‘field’” (1997:4) [ am the field' There you
have it, an historical reality forever altered. It was not that I didn’t already know that I could be
the field as clearly I have been researching my self as a field far before reading these words. Nor
was it that [ needed her to tell me researching myself was permissible for me to do so, as I was
and would continue to do so regardless of anyone else’s advice or letter grades. My
undergraduate education taught me to take chances when it comes to academic style, form and
content. [n this way, [ am fortunate to know the alma mater Richardson envisions in the later
parts of her book. It was a nest that remains categorically unnamed by the “Fathers™ of any one
discipline or school of thought. It’s “mothers™ nurtured me long enough to make me “quietly
confident.” Then, knowing before I that I was readied, my alma mater pushed me free to fly the
fields. Richardson’s words make doing what I was taught and determined to do (write the
realities of lives - my own included) an identifiable almost comfortable endeavor. No longer do

[ feel like a “trespasser” in my own life as I mentioned in my earlier writing above. Richardson,

12



kicked down the “no trespassing” sign that modernists hung over the self, and freed me of a
lurking guilt that I was doing sociology in the wrong place, the wrong way. “You can’t go
against the grain all you life!” My mother has wamed me since [ was a young child. She was
right. It is far too much work and far too lonely to keep up forever but it is also quite necessary
at times if we are to develop any sort of self. Finding a literary community of writers and
sociologists with whom I may, in my own way, “cut against the grain” has lessened the load and
fostered a sense of belonging.  Their thoughts assist mine as my new understanding emerges
and the reality of shared care is co-created. Something else I will take from her writing: the use
of afterwards and forwards. Although I was doing this before, [ will use the concept differently
as a way of introducing and situating the pieces of writing in this anthology of the self.

Other times, in between this process, were not so exciting. Even the physicality of my
movement was almost nil as [ sat in a form of meditation. I spent great lengths of time locked in
my own head so to speak in a state of whirl winded theoretical pondering, anxiously anticipating
my Committee’s every comment, question or criticism. Despite my outwardly still behaviour I
was in a state of intense inward labour. In hindsight, however, my quiet efforts would have been
aided by requesting the assistance of others more promptly. I have tried to be my own most
ruthless critic of my ideas before they even hit the page. At other times during this catatonic
labour, I leaped back in time to my childhood using my memory as a legitimate tool. I used
memory, in part, for the same reasons that Patricia Hampl (1999:32) expresses in her response to
the question why question authority? Why question the expert scholarly knowledge? She
writes:

My answer, naturally, is a memoirist’s answer. Memoir must be written because

13



each of us must possess a created version of the past. Created: that is, real in the

sense of tangible, made of the stuff of a life lived in place and in history. And the

downside of any created things as well: We must live with a version that attaches

us to our limitations, to the inevitable subjectivity of our points of view. We must

acquiesce to our experience and our gift to transform experience into meaning

You tell me your story, I’ll tell you mine.?

My own use of memoir writing differs in that it is used to produce scholarly knowledge at the
same time as it questions it. When I have used memoirs, it was in relation to a theoretical
context. Now, [ plan to look back on memoirs [ have written at different times in different
spaces and locate their meanings theoretically. In other words, theoretical explanations or
descriptions of lived experiences have and will become data to be called into question and
further analyzed at a later time. This experience-memory-theory relationship is explored below
and as I see it is a strength of this exercise, despite Hampl’s noted criticism and my own of the
problematic of subjectivity.

Although rigorous self-reflexivity often brought me to times and spaces that I had not
anticipated visiting or even wanted to, the product, it would seem, is a more well-rounded and
rich analysis. Memory for the most part was unintentional and inevitable - at least that is the
way it worked for me. One thought or sensation jogs the memory of another in a causal fashion.
Other times the surfacing of memory seems to have no logical connection. Sometimes my
memory storms and these floods and flashes may be an annoyance or a distraction but other

times - the other times these memories inform and inspire a clarity that might never surface

elsewhere. Again other times, instigate its direction, though this practice seems only to yield

The task at hand may begin with a game of “tell-tale” but our endeavor moves
beyond as this as a negotiation of our life histories fuels our self-identities and
intimate interactions.

14



further detail and not usually a new insight. Not to admit these connections and to lobby for
their accepted legitimacy as an integral in social theorizing would not only be dishonest but also
the shameful loss of our most tangible resource as writers - our selves.

[ spent very little time watching the other, at least not until more recently. I
concentrated mainly on my self and my experience of the field and in this way, [ was the subject
of my own study. The point here was to locate myself in my many fields and so that [ could
know and understand the position from which I was writing. This study progressed from an
exploration of the seif within a structured system, to one that involved the “other” in an intimate
way. [ think at first [ knew I would at some point have to find and introduce the “other.”
However, along my journey I had unintentionally left this essential task on the back burner for
far to long. Until, I was reminded by my Advisory Committee that a caring interaction would
probably entail the “other” and that this area would require some further attention and analysis.
Once again, [ set out across my life’s terrain open and ready to find the other after much self
exploration. It could have been a long and perilous trek for I was looking in the wrong direction,
- still inward. With one serendipitous question, the other found me, reached out for me, and
informed me about the kind of care I was in search of. It is the first of some recent lovely stories
[ promise to tell in due time.

For now, [ realize that [ have some further methodological and epistemological questions
to answer to. For example: Where does the study begin? Will it ever end? What is the value of
narrative writing? What is my impression of the reality of these events? How am I using the
narration of these life events? Does my life experience inform or illustrate the theories I am

presenting? Does it do both? Am [ creating a gender-unaware theory relying too heavily on my
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experiences? Am [ being oppressive by concentrating on my own somewhat privileged voice as

opposed to creating a space for less-privileged women? For now, let us start with the beginning.

Articulating when the study began:

Studies, especially studies of social interactions, do not begin with proposals or even
with the idea that we might conduct a study. I would argue that these studies begin long before
the birth of the question that we are to pursue. I say this, first because the question itself is
situated in a social and communal epistemological context as Nelson explains about knowledge
(Nelson, 1993:150). The questions themselves, like the knowledge that is produced from them,
are produced by “epistemological communities.” The new question is based on previous
questions and questions to follow will relate to this and maybe other questions at once in the
past. Notice how an intricate web of questions and knowledge is formulated. Some are personal
questions some are academic questions but they are all related one to another somehow, some
more directly than others. With this web of abundant questions and plausible answers, we
usually need to hone in on specific questions for the purpose of not being overloaded by the
whole web. Notice that I say “hone in on” and not extrapolate a question or set of responses.

We cannot, nor should we try to dislocate a question from the web and think of it as existing
outside of or independent from the web. Instead, we should “hone in on” the question(s) and
take an astute look at where it sits within the web and further examine why and who asked what
question(s). [ have been searching through my knowledge web (that exists once again in relation
to others’ knowledge webs) to find where this study began. I have located more than one point.

Allow this example to illustrate:

16



As [ sat with my sister and younger cousin in one of the bedrooms at my
grandparents’ house, we leafed fondly through old family photo albums. Most of our

own pictures were ruined in a flood but my grandmother has kept many more safe. I

studied my baby pictures with care and I was thrilled to see one that I had never seen

before. It was one of my mother and me; she was holding me shortly after my birth. [
have been searching for a time and place where my study of the caring self began.

Though it did not strike me at first, I realized as I read Stanley’s discussion of the use of

photographs in biographical writing. With this photograph and childhood memories in

mind, [ am quite sure this study of care began some twenty-four years ago, as my mother

held me close to her caring self.
Yes, this may be where [ started to experience and learn about care on a personal level and it has
become a legitimate place to begin in feminist literature (Reinharz 1992:260). However, this is
not where my academic study of care began and it is certainly not where “our” academic study
of care began. This brings me to the question: Can I separate my personal studies from my
academic studies and further from their academic studies? Assuming I could (and I don’t think I
can) would I even want to enforce such a break? I will explain my answer in tracing the roots of
my academic beginning of this study as it is tied to that of my past professors.

[ think [ can actually pinpoint the root of my academic study of care work. I was in the
third year of my undergraduate degree. It was in a Women’s Studies class, “Women Theory and
Ideology.” My assignment was to present Charlotte Perkins Gilman’s Herland. (Gilman, 1970)
At the time, I remember finding the concept that the women did not “own” the children but
shared them with the community and shared the work that went along with having children, an
interesting and novel idea. It was after this presentation that I started to write about motherhood
and the politics of housework. Does this matter? Yes! Herland maybe had not set the stage,

because I had informally studied care in my own family and at university I studied the sociology

of the family and sex and gender prior to this, but Herland introduced me to what I now know as
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socialist feminism, (even though that is not what Gilman called it. She called it humanism.)
(Lane, 1979) It remains with my thinking today in the form of two rather simple thoughts: How
wonderful it would be to share children along with the work and love that they bring with
themselves. The other thought was how rotten it would be to throw men away and all they have
to offer to care (not that I think this is what Gilman was suggesting we do as she did recognize
strength, amoung other traditionally masculine traits, as desirable).

It was not an accident, that I stumbled upon these ideas at that time. They were chosen
for me by a professor who had intended feminist goals and particular views about the politics
and economics of housework. My academic study of care can be linked to others’ personal and
academic agendas. This current study fits within an epistemological context of personal and
academic discourses that are wildly intertwined. It is very much a product of my family’s care
for me and my professor’s personal academic pursuits and the social, political, historical and
economic context that these occurred within. The reason that [ accept this grounding in these
discursively and epistemologically located beginning points is that I can use them to my and our
advantage as reference points. I must question and deconstruct® these reference points and their
direction, as they will direct me in similar or new directions from others and are useful as such.
As well, I will be able to build upon existing knowledges related to care or critique and

deconstruct these existing knowledge bases.

My motivation for turning the study of care into an academic study:

“The concept of deconstruction that I am referred to is based on Weedon’s (1986)
discussion of post-structuralist analysis in that at very least I want to peel away understandings
unti} their “political assumptions (are) explicit” (p.20).
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It is not a wonder that stumbling upon these ideas has pushed my motivation to choose to
study care. I come from a long legacy of caring mothers and fathers. I have studied the
sociology of family, the sociology of sex and gender and the sociology of intimacy with
professors who have shaped my taste for academic literature. [ was raised by a mom who at
different times worked inside and outside the home and an equally caring office working dad.
Though their care was equal and equally wonderful to experience, it was different. Their care
was indeed gendered and yet, sometimes [ am sure that this care was woven with some common
fiber. The point here is that through socialization my parents and others have worked to create
and shape my caring self.

In high school some of my friends became mothers and I observed their experience that
often seemed to be a great struggle. My experience of giving childcare has been through my
summer jobs. More recently, I have taken a job as a “student” careworker at a group home for
developmentally challenged people. This is one of the experiences that illustrates from where
my current interest of the study of care is motivated from.

As I rock an eighteen-month-old child that [ have known only for a few hours, I
feel an immense connection. I have fed him, changed him, played with him and taken
him with me to do errands. Now he is cuddled against me sucking his soother and his
eyelids are beginning to look heavy. He seems content and trustful in my arms. I like to
think it’s because of the care I gave him that day. I choose to continue rocking during
my fifteen-minute break. Upon realizing that [ have other mother work to do, I put the
resting child to bed. The phone rings - it is his mother calling to check on him, She asks
the usual questions: Did he eat well? Did he cry before bed? My response helps put her
at ease. [ can tell she misses him. I know I will too.

Somehow, sometime, I developed a “caring self.” Instead of having my own children I

choose to write about what it is like to care for others’ children how our current set of care is

deficient and often “alienating” as I have argued elsewhere.
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The important point here, is that despite the entrance of feminism into my academic
career [ still think that motherhood is idealized and romanticized through my experience, and
that is why I choose to study mother work. The idealized views on care and motherhood that I
am returning to will impact my research. The cultural views that I hold about motherhood will
shape the way that [ interpret my experiences at the same time as how I experience mother work
will shape what [ know and want to say about it.

[ have also noticed that this fascination with motherhood and care has shaped that
language that I use to discuss and analyze care. My reality is inscribed in my language as Susan
Ehrlich (1995:45) might say. Even when [ am not writing about care it is interesting that [ use
the expressions “with care,” “carefully,” “Mother Earth” “for better or worse” a great deal
more than [ used to. The language that I once used was more pessimistic and less inviting of
motherhood because I think that I was resisting what I thought of as a rrap that my teenage
friends had fallen into. It is not a wonder that threw in newly found words such as “patriarchy”
and “male dominance” in relation to child care as much as I could. Motherhood or care a
“choice?” I thought not. There seemed to me at the time nothing “choice” about it. Thus, this
word was only used in the context of “choice,” lack thereof.

[ am quite sure that this language was shaping what the reader would or could take from
my writing as will the language I will use in this current paper and it was related to my
experience of care and motherhood ideals. If we look closely we may see how a reader’s life
experience not only colours the description and analysis of social phenomena but the very
language that the researcher works with to produce the work. I am not saying that the reality of

the situation is skewed by my limited language, (although this is a possibility). Rather, I am
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empowering the language that my feminist voice speaks by saying that these words are tools
with which [ paint the reality that I will show you. I am asking the reader to look carefully at the
words that I choose to write with as they are, as much a representation of my reality, as the ideas
that these words come together to mean. Here, the reader may find my newly found concept of
feminist agency of the subject as I have come to understand the concept through Michel
Foucault’s writings on power and knowledge, and Anthony Giddens’ writings on the duality of
structure (1979) and the transformation of intimacy (1992) and Sandra Harding’s (1987)

discussion of women as “agents of knowledge.”

Learning through experience - an Epistemic Fallacy?

[ will begin this section with concepts form Maria Lazreg’s “Women’s Experience and
Feminist Epistemology: A critical neo-rationalist approach™ (Lazreg, 1994) I will bring other
pieces in, in relation to this one. In this piece Lazreg is arguing for the acceptance of women’s
experience as a valuable resource in the production of feminist knowledge. Lazreg, however,
maintains that relying solely on our experience can create gender unaware epistemologies. It is
precisely by using women’s experience as central that we encourage autonomy in the feminist
inquiry process. And, while this is true, the voice of the “I”’ can often be misconstrued as a
generalized or even natural voice and can, if not used carefully, be oppressive to other women .
In examining the complexities of bringing women’s experiences and personal lives into
academic writing, Lazreg realizes that rationalism needs to be coupled with experiential
theorizing. If feminist empiricism does not challenge the scientific bias through experiential

theorizing, it may fall into the same epistemic fallacy as traditional empiricism by possibly
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reproducing such a bias. These experiences are too often taken for granted as reality, while
thought that the experiences themselves are discursive construction is ignored. Lazreg, is
arguing for a knowledge of women that is scientific without being positivistic. That is, that only
the researcher is the “true knower” of the personal experience and that others are less knowing.
Further, what gets chosen as important to know becomes more and more subjective. This too
has a duality in being both autonomy producing and oppressive. This is so because the
experiences of others may be deemed as less important to know while our own experience or the
experience of the subjects we are studying may be deemed to be more important. Lazreg’s
concluding remarks are of great significance. She explains finally that if we are to use
experience in feminist writing we should use it with multiplicity and diversity. Moreover, that
we need to push our work beyond the immediacy of experience through critical, reflexive and
rational thinking. At this point I would like to draw on Stanley as I begin to assert my own

position on the subject matter.

Bringing in the High Value of Narrative

In a piece of work that [ recently finished I wrote the following words “It is in the
reflexive analysis of the experiences that the biography moves from mere journalistic reporting
and into legitimate, critical and theoretical writing about the social experience.” This is one
part of what Lazreg was trying to explain I think. [ agree with her point that we must reflect

upon and discuss experience in order for it have any value because it is not enough to put forth

*This quote is from a paper that I submitted in to Alan Hunt for 53.524 Consuming
Passions Winter 1999 Term. The paper was entitled: Hail Mary...A Feminist Understanding of
the Relationships Between Corporeality and Motherly Self Concepts in a Highly Modern Society
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