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CONTEMPORARY JEWRY

INTRODUCTION: GENDER, SCHOLARSHIP AND THE
HOLOCAUST

Debra Renee Kanfinan, Guest Editor
Northeastern University
(Comtemporary Jewry v, 17 1994)

itc 2 ing mterest on the part of some academicians in "women
mdfﬂpbcﬂ?gmhﬂmmm within the framework of what has
bemcaﬂﬂdhysomcfaﬂniﬂmhalﬂﬂlhe"addﬁummmdsﬁfmp:ml?.
Such &n analysis is distincely different from the gender approach taken m this
special edition of Cantemporary Jewry which foceses not only on wemen,
but also on the gchnh:l}'mnﬁtqummofrﬂ}ingpmﬂnﬂl}'_m ﬂ:mm_a:.l
and methodological models based on the micrests, uonmns,lmwmhms
miemimmnfmeu.ﬂmofﬂsmmmesismumﬂmm
ut“M"ahwm}lﬂmmMnhutismfmpnmmftﬂ'}mw"
has been primarily tnderstood fhrongh a master narratve dwelopadmleach
scholarly discipline by amd through a predomimately male voice. Linden
observes that she and the other conmtributors to this special issue of
Contemporary Jewry: _

are differently positioned m the nascent mnwrmmabumwmm_n

in the Holocanst. We are decply invested in the material-sermotic

reality of terms such as "women,” “gender,” “Holocasst,” “Jews,”

“power.” “agency,” “victms,” “survivers,” and “memories.” Dur

stakes in these terms signal our intellectual and political commit-

mmmvuhmmﬂ}ﬁnnmgmmﬁwﬂasmmmﬁmgm
the . . . priority of different kinds of evidence and different
methodologies. Our iatellectual and political commitments set the
boundaries of what we can and cannot know about the world we hive

in. which is also (but aot only) the world of the Holocanst (p. 19).

My article, the lead article, addresses the vosiferous “aﬁmw"wﬂ?:.in
mciolug}'uuﬂ::mpicoflh:}hhcm.lugmﬁmﬂtﬂpmmgml
foundations shared by many of the social sciences, through a strong
Wbmﬁcm&diﬂ.ﬁr}inﬂmhnpedaﬂmﬁudjdmmp_bx
udmmdphﬁnmsuchasthtthcmB}'mmiﬂn,galmk
between theory and expericnee, 25 1s done in feminist models, the Holocaust
mnmmammmammalmmmnmufm
men amd women. _

In her article, Linden accentuates the focal point for this special section
ﬁshemmhmaaxpmﬁmafﬁmwmwhuwmmgﬂm
earliest to ask feminist questions about Holocaust scholarship and narratrve.
lhlhmm}'mhﬁmmﬁﬂhgﬁ&hhﬂmmﬂ‘whﬂnﬂmmmh




4 INTRODUCTION

endeavor itself and focnses on the links between the questions we ask (or do
not ask) and the ways we measure and define our sociological inguiries.

Tec begins her article by reconsidering her sarlier conclusion that a
gender amalvsic was thearetically mnimportant to her research. Her empirical
study of the experiences of men and women in the Byelorussian forests and
in the partisan movement uncovered patriarchal pattemns and traditions
which affected the lives of these forest dwellers differently. often forcing
men and women lo engage in different strategies of survival and resistance.
Tec comes to new understandings about differsaces, not only between men
and women, bt among women as well,

The last two articles, by Lagerwey and Budick, raise umportant ques-
tioms about the socio-culinral Impact of text and fiction on the contemporary
memory and imagmation of the Holocaust. Each author shows how the
Durkheimian tradition of collective represeptation works within
contemperary gendered responses io the Holocanst. Lagerwey explores how
the reception and popularity of Ebe Wiesel's, Night and of the Diary of Anne
Frank are constituted by the gendered natore of these works. In contrast fo
Lagerwey's analysis, Budick begins with a close contexmal malysis of
Mind-Body Problem, the work of one of the most popular of modern Jewish
fiction writers and a recent recipient of a MacArthor sward, Rebecca
Goldsiein. Althongh each bepms at a different level of snalysis, both
contributors move beyond the individnal texts to the cultural configuration
of these texts for the modemn imagmation. For Lagerwey. the gender lens
provides a focus on the way these popular narratives serve as a "fragile
bridge between event and memory.” Budick wesves issues of contemporary
Jewish identity aromnd the theme of reproduction as she explores the
gendered legacy of the Holocaust within popular contemporary fiction. Each
snthor challenges the oft-claimed wmiversality of men's m—mug,
interpretations and experiences. Fach shows the way personal stories
conpect to socio-historic scholarship and cultural understandings of the
Holocaust.

The purpose of a gender apalysis is not to compare and canfrast the
expericnoes of men and women during the Holocaust in order to establish a
hierarchy of pain end suffermg. Nothing would be more mtolerable. Rather,
the purpose of a gender analysis is to show, as in all other areas of
scholarship, that gender, like class, ethnicity, and geography, is always part
of oor everyday lives, Any analysis which fails to recognize gender fails m
its scholarly mission. Beginning with a critique of scholarly disconrse and
moving toward the gender specific expenences of Jews in hiding, in
resistance, and in the coptemporary culfural imaginatiop. these articles
explore moharted territories in the study of the Holocaust and its cffect on
contemporars Jewash life and scholarship. Contemporary Jewry is among
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e first if not the first academic journal to devots a special section to gender
u!ﬂ:md}'nrﬂmiinlncm,lnnlnsing,Iwm&ldﬁk:mrhmhﬂ;e:a!hﬂr_
] Alan Winter, whose encouragement, mtelligence and coergy were
mmmmgmmwwmmmmpmm




