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“Beyond Little Vera:
Women’s Bodies, Women’s Welfare in Russia

and Central/Eastern Europe”
April 26-27, 2007

Sponsored by the following offices and programs of The Ohio State

University entities: Office of International Affairs; Center for Slavic and East
European Studies; Department of Slavic and East European Languages and
Literatures; Department of Women’s Studies: College of Arts and Sciences;
Institute on Women, Gender, and Public Policy; and Women in Development

The 3" Biennial Conference of the Association for Women in Slavic Studies
focused on discussions of new research on women’s health and welfare in Russia
and Central/Eastern Europe since 1990. From a variety of disciplinary, theoretical
and methodological approaches, participants considered the changing social,
cultural and political situations in this important part of contemporary Europe and
their impact on women. “Beyond Little Vera” followed up on recent conferences
addressing trafficking of women in these parts of the world, but expanded that focus
to a more general consideration of the treatment and representation of women’s
bodies and welfare. Crises in women’s treatment and exploitation in Russia and
Central/Eastern Europe have perhaps never been more acute, given the now more
entrenched negative impact of the market and “globalization” in this area. Scholarly
exchange on these issues was thus more than merely academic, and the cross-
disciplinary conversations that emerged may have an effect on policy both in the
U.S. and abroad.

Using a multi- and inter-disciplinary approach to women’s health issues — from
domestic relations to sex education, from prison conditions to artistic representations
— the conference explored the wide-ranging implications of the collapse of social
networks and government structures in the former Communist bloc countries.

PANELS AND PAPER ABSTRACTS
Thursday, April 26

Panel 1: Women’s Welfare, Women’s Place: Nineteenth-Century Perspectives
Chair: Natasha Kolchevska (University of New Mexico)

Michelle DenBeste (Cal State Fresno): “The Pursuit of a Degree: Educating Female
Physicians in Late Imperial Russia”

DenBeste argued that women physicians in late imperial Russia should not merely

Continued on p. 2
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be studied as revolutionaries; they are an example of professionalization and career making. Giving examples of
numerous women doctors, DenBeste demonstrated that such women were not merely political, although many of them
desired to improve the lives of ordinary people. Their professional voice and training, she argued, gave them a voice in
fora outside political and even medical structures.

Dasa Francikovd (University of Michigan): “All Patriots, but Particularly Women... Education on the Reproduction of the
Ration: The Czech National Movement in 1850”

In a close reading of an article by Czech patriot and doctor Spott from 1850, Frantikovd described the program Spott
outlined for recreating the Czech nation through marriage and reproduction. Although the article did not generate a
public reaction, Spott’s ideas presented a fascinating gendered guide, placing the responsibility for the survival/revival
of the Czech nation on women and their healthy marital and reproductive behavior.

Kristin Collins (Ohio State): “Bride Capture in Nineteenth Century Georgia: Crime or Tradition?”

Using a case study of an abducted 10-year-old bride from Tiflis, Georgia in 1846, Collins constructed an argument
about the intersection of Caucasian and Russian traditional and official cultures in the mid-19" century. She argued that
traditional behaviors of native peoples had to change with the advent of Russian law in the area.

Panel 2: Remembrance of Socialism Past: Lost Comforts, Abiding Stereotypes
Chair: Angela Brintlinger (Ohio State)

Basia Nowak (Ohio State): “There Is Nowhere to Turn Today: Nostalgia for a Socialist Past”

In a study of the League of Women in Poland after the transition from Socialism, Nowak explored how these women
members of the league reminisced about their past. The data themselves are interesting, but Nowak drew further
conclusions about the ways in which past and present are interconnected. Memories are fragile, she explained, and
while the past affects the present, it is equally true that the present affects the past.

Jenny Kaminer (Oberlin College): “The ‘Angelic Little Image’ Falls from Grace: Rebro Adama and the Reimagining
of Maternity”

The 1990 Russian film Adam s Rib represents a remake of a 1986 novella, House of Women, by Anatoly Kurchatkin.
In her paper Kaminer argued that the novelistic version of the story demonstrates the positive nature of the female
bonds between generations, although everyday life (byf) makes the lives of women difficult. In the film version

of the story, the grandmother is configured as malevolent and tyrannical. Ultimately Kaminer sees the traditional
cult of maternity as being under siege in these texts and asked whether maternity can neutralize social and political
instability.

Jane Gary Harris (University of Pittsburgh): “Representations of Aging and the Elderly in Contemporary Russian
Prose”

In an act of “cultural gerontology,” Harris explored the representation of aging in Russian prose throughout the latter
part of the 20™ century, arguing that there are some contrasts between the portrayal of elderly women and men, but
perhaps a stronger contrast remains from the traditional young/aged binary model of Russian culture. Examples of
parameters for comparison included fantasy as a coping mechanism for the problems of aging (in women); the death
bed scene of life in review; the theme of friendship (in women and men); the changes in traditional roles, particularly
caregiving. Harris put forward the thesis that the elderly are expected to behave in a passive manner, but also gave
examples of aggressive behaviors.

Panel 3: Women in the Ward: Doctors, Patients, and Those at Risk
Chair: Jill Bystydzienski (Ohio State)

Lestaw Niebroj (Medical University of Silesia, Katowice, Poland): “Feminization and Prestige in the Medical Profession:
A Polish-Czech Comparison”

Citing a 100-year-old slogan (“Begone from Poland the monstrosity of the Woman-Doctor!”), Niebrdj described a
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situation in Poland and the Czech Republic today where women represent 55% of doctors. In the segregation of
specialties, as he described it, just as in Germany, the U.S., and Israel, in Poland and the Czech Republic the most
prestigious specialties are those occupied by men, including surgery and internal medicine. What Niebroj terms
“horizontal segregation” leaves women doctors engaged in more patient-focused work, while male doctors are more
likely to be engaged in scientific and/or administrative work.

Ema Hresanova (University of West Bohemia, Plzeri, Czech Republic): “The Commercialization of Maternity Care,
Consumerism and Emerging Social Inequalities among Parturient Women in the Czech Republic”

In a study of two small, provincial maternity hospitals, HreSanova explored the relationship between socio-economic
status and reproductive health. Building on her ethnographic research she found out that her participants—midwives
and obstetricians—see a particular group of women who are better off to have more “difficult” births than women who
have lower SES. This, however, contradicts many known theories about the relationship between SES and health.

Kamilla Bargiel-Matusiewicz and Agnieszka Wilczyiiska-Kwiatek (Medical University of Silesia, Katowice, Poland):
“Women’s Unemployment in Poland and its Consequences for Psychic Health”

Bargiel-Matusiewicz and Wilczyniska-Kwiatek described a project through the foundation “Domain of Development”
(www.domenarozwoju.pl) that offers vocational and psychological counseling for Polish women suffering from the
high unemployment rates in Poland (an 89% increase among women since 1989). At present, approximately 8.7
million women (60% of the total unemployed) lack employment. The vocational guidance project includes individual
and group sessions with a goal of endowing participants with the skills both to get a job and also to cope with failure
and crisis when they occur. The unemployed persons taking part in the project become more aware of their strengths
and are able to plan vocational development with full awareness of their skills. An awareness of their own worth also
facilitates satisfactory human relations, the researchers reported, and helps the participants become more assertive and
to express their emotions in a constructive way.

Panel 4: Hard Time: Addiction, Abuse, Rehabilitation
Chair: Stella Resko (Ohio State)

Maureen Murney (University of Toronto): “(In)authentic Femininity and Alcohol Addiction in Western Ukraine”

Based on 13 months of ethnographic research ending in October 2005, this paper described the relationship between
the discourses of ‘normative’ and ‘deviant’ behavior (as defined locally); health-seeking practices; and the daily lived
experiences of alcohol-dependent men and women in Lviv, Ukraine. Murney described the complexity of working with
institutions (such as narcology hospitals and clinics), of finding self-identifying women alcoholics to interview, and
of the various alternative treatments available to alcoholics in Ukraine (from herbal remedies, hypnosis therapy and
Christian sorcerers to “modern” peer support groups such as AA). Murney concluded that, in accord with discourses
about a return to ‘traditional’ values, women are expected to serve as protectors of both family and nation, thus their
individual problems with alcoholism come to symbolize an abandonment of the nationalist project.

Teresa Polowy (University of Arizona): “The Female Face of Violence: Russian Culture and Violence against Women”

Since Polowy’s planned paper is due out soon in the volume Times of Trouble: Violence in Russian Literature and
Culture (U Wisconsin P, December 2007), she did not read her paper, instead choosing to respond to Maureen
Murney’s paper and speaking about her own long-term project focused on Russian men and women authors who write
about alcoholism. Generally speaking, women drinkers are portrayed negatively in Russian literature written by men,
whereas in literary texts written by women, the women drinkers receive a deeper, closer, more compassionate look.
Polowy did not go so far as to say that these were positive portrayals, but rather suggested that women portray women
drinkers as outside the norm and sometimes romanticize them as being on the edge of rebellion.

Marianna Klochko (Ohio State): “Individual Time Preferences in Prison Population: The Effects of Rehabilitation
Programs on Women vs. Men in Ukraine”

In her presentation, Klochko talked about “time discounting,” explaining that deviant behavior is affected by a desire

Continued on page 6
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Mentoring Column

To “Vice Alley” and Back:
An Administrator’s Tale

Denise Youngblood is Professor of History and interim
department chair at the University of Vermont. She has
served on the AAASS Committee on the Status of Women
and the AHA Professional Division and is currently a
member of the Mentoring Advisory Council at UVM.
In this issue'’s mentoring column, Denise recounts the
unexpected challenges (and occasional rewards) of her
first foray into unmiversity administration beyond the
departmental level.

I’ve witnessed—and worked for—many changes for
women in academe since I entered Stanford’s doctoral
program in history in 1974. Like many women my age
(55),’ve been a “first” or an “only” more times than [ care
to remember. I was the only woman in the University of
Vermont Department of History when I joined it in 1988;
the first and only woman to be promoted to full professor
of history; the first and only woman to serve as chair,
etc. The most difficult challenges I’ve faced, however,
occurred in my two years’ serving in “Vice Alley” (as
we dub our central administration), as Vice Provost for
Faculty and Academic Affairs from 2003 to 2005.

What I’d like to do in this space is to discuss my path
to central administration, my successes and conundrums
as a vice provost, and the reasons I burned out so quickly.
I had thought I was well prepared to maneuver the
impediments for women in higher administration, but
my sojourn in Vice Alley taught me a great deal more.
As universities adopt business models and academic
governance becomes more and more professionalized,
it’s critical for faculty, especially women, to continue
pushing for seats at a table all too frequently dominated
by career administrators with backgrounds in law,
finance, and marketing. Because there are still relatively
few women who can serve as administrative mentors, |
hope my experiences, both positive and negative, may
offer some guidance to those among you interested in
higher education administration.

I knew I’d eventually assume administrative
positions at my institution. I like to be in charge (a trait
honed early by “bossing” my younger siblings), and
I’'m good at institutional politicking and navigating
bureaucracies (my training as a Soviet specialist helps).
My early career path, which was non-traditional, also
prepared me well for central administration. After I

received my PhD in

1980, a soft teaching market and family issues kept me
in Palo Alto. Fortunately for me, the AAASS moved to
Stanford in late 1981, and I was appointed as Assistant to
the Executive Director (the estimable Dorothy Atkinson),
responsible for a broad array of tasks from newsletter
production to convention management. As interesting as
this work was, in 1987 I decided to look for a faculty
position, as my once bizarre specialty (film) had become
a hot topic for historians. I ended up at UVM as an
affirmative action hire.

After fourteen years living in another country
(northern California), the overt sexism I faced in my
department and in the classroom at Vermont came as a
genuine shock. I tried to turn adversity into an advantage
(although the emotional toll is another story). The
members of the small cohort of tenure-track women who
came to the university at this time were determined to
succeed, not only according to the standard benchmarks,
but at a Bolshevik tempo at that, even though some of us
had small children. We did twice as much as we needed
to do to get tenure; came up for full professor quickly;
earned the university’s highest awards for scholarship
and teaching at relatively early points in our careers, and
SO on.

This pattern of overachievement, especially taking
a fast track to full professor, was essential to our success
as chairs. Although the rank of full professor says little
about one’s administrative and leadership skills, it had—
and I think still has—a great deal to do with credibility
at the college and university level. Serving as chair, a
“line” management position that is different from, say,
directing a department’s graduate program, is also a
necessary step to achieving credibility at higher levels of
administration. The chair role offers the opportunity to
demonstrate leadership as well as financial and personnel
management.

The typical “next step” would be a position as an
associate dean before becoming a dean (a transition that
most often requires a move to a new institution). I was
reluctant to move because my (second) husband is also
a tenured professor at UVM; we’re very aware of how
fortunate we are. I had served four years as chair and
had announced my intentions to step down at the end of
the fifth year when the Provost created a new position
in his office to supervise all faculty issues, including
the university-wide reappointment, tenure, and review
process and the administration of the first faculty union
contract, in addition to academic issues such as the
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university catalogue and academic program review. I
was tempted by salary (my son had just started college)
and by flattery (colleagues persuaded me that I was the
right person for the job). These are not particularly good
reasons for a significant career move.

The Provost also thought I was the right person
for the job. First, he wanted to hire a woman, because
there were few in the central administration. Second,
I had significant program review experience, having
chaired the Graduate College review of programs in
the humanities and social sciences. Third, I possessed
unusually detailed knowledge of state regulations and
university policies governing faculty appointments,
reappointments and tenure. This knowledge came from
building a new faculty after 40% of the department took
a buyout and from being the lead defendant in a multi-
year tenure denial case in which the plaintiff (a woman)
accused me of sex discrimination. Fourth—though this I
didn’t realize at the time—the Provost was counting on
my reputation for “frankness,” so that I could play bad
cop to his good one. This last point became a serious
problem, as he began to retract or modify decisions that
we had discussed in detail and that he had fully approved,
thereby implying that I had overstepped my authority and
undercutting what real power I did have.

There were serious issues from the beginning,
most of them outside my control. The President and the
Provost did not get along. The President began promoting
more people to vice president or associate vice president
so that his “side” was more numerous. The two vice
provosts—myself and the Vice Provost for Multicultural
Affairs, an African American woman—were excluded
from the so-called “cabinet meetings” and from retreats
and social events. The relative importance of faculty and
multicultural affairs at the university became clear.

Needless to say, at the many, many meetings to
which we were invited, our voices were not heard.
(This was also true for the woman who became the Vice
President for Research shortly after I joined the Provost’s
Office.) In addition, I faced resistance from the deans,
most of them women, who felt that my presence and

responsibilities lessened their authority and access to
the Provost. At the time, I thought this reaction reflected
unfounded insecurity on their part; now I’m not so sure.

As I became more and more stressed, my worst
characteristics came to the forefront. I can be impatient,
inflexible, and brusque. I don’t particularly like team
work, especially when the team is not of my choosing. I
hate sitting in meetings for hours, painstakingly parsing
words for the umpteenth time while attempting to mask
my irritation and boredom. I was often required to make
weighty decisions instantly, without necessary reflection
and forethought. (I'm decisive, but not that decisive.)
In short, I have some serious personality deficits for a
job that requires consensus building among large and
complex constituencies. A diplomat I’m not.

Nevertheless, I canlook back on myaccomplishments
with pride. The union leadership and I successfully
established a good working relationship between the
new union and the relatively new administration and
negotiated a second contract. With the assistance of a
wonderful intern from our graduate program in higher
education administration, I produced the university’s
first analysis of faculty retention and promotion by race
and gender. I also designed and implemented our first
faculty exit interviews and hired a dynamic new director
for our faculty mentoring program. Finally, together with
the Director of Diversity & Equity, I launched a major
overhaul of faculty recruiting procedures, a process that
continues.

I am happy to be back to the teaching and research
I love. I continue, however, to put the experiences and
knowledge that I gained in the Provost’s Office to good
use both in and outside my department. I am an active
mentor of faculty women, which I really enjoy. I have the
freedom to write columns like this one. And I successfully
negotiated the terms under which I’ve agreed to serve as
interim chair for AY 07-08. I think I’ll a better chair this
time around.

—Denise Youngblood, University of Vermont
e 9

= Call for submissions (and suggestions):
“Mentoring” and “Trailblazers: Women in Slavic Studies” columns

Is there an issue we haven’t addressed in our “Mentoring” column to date? Would you like to celebrate the accom-
plishments of one of our illustrious forebearers in the field of Slavic Studies? If you’d like to write a guest column (or
suggest a topic), please contact column Angela Brintlinger (brintlinger.3@osu.edu) or general editor Nicole Monnier

(monniern@missouri.edu).
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AWSS conference, continued from p. 3

for immediate gratification, or a high level of discounting of behavioral consequences. Her work with the Kharkiv
Institute of Social Research in summer 2006 had targeted a prison population and the possibility of individual time
discounting change. Ideally rehabilitation process should help prisoners to extend their time horizons and start
valuing the future, which will help to prevent future deviant behavior. Data analysis showed that in Ukraine the
ability to defer gratification is more likely to be exhibited by females, older people, those who receive letters by mail,
and those who are single. Contrary to initial expectations time discounting is actually decreased with factors such as
spending time in mandatory rehabilitation programs, spending time in prison, writing letters home and not receiving
responses, being in prison repeatedly, and being imprisoned for a serious offense.

¢8 Evening keynote speaker: Maria Bucur-Deckard, Indiana University: “Gendering Dissent: Of Bodies and
Minds, Survival and Opposition under Communism”

In her evening keynote address, Maria Bucur-Deckard spoke about the relationship between gender and dissent.
Dissent, she argued, is coded masculine, and this reflects a misogynist view of political activism. Bucur suggests that
we might explore anti-politics in the private sphere - in the family, the body (such as controlling one’s sexuality), and
in the retreat from politics, which is also a form of opposition. The task of dissidence in the 1980s, she argues, was
to advance the cause of civil society; now, perhaps, a movement for political parity (as in Joan Scott’s Parité) will
spread to the former Communist nations.

Friday, April 27

Panel 5: Trafficking: Realities and Representations
Chair: Yana Hashamova (Ohio State)

Shawna Herzog (Cal State Fresno): “Sex Trafficking: A Gendered Perspective”

In describing a “fourth wave” of trafficked women from the former Soviet Union, Herzog detailed the feminization
of poverty in the post-USSR and pointed out that the $7-9 billlion dollar trade in women is the third largest illegal
revenue stream in that society.Nadia Shapkina (Georgia State University): “Anti-trafficking Interventions in Russia
and Ukraine: Analyzing the Activities of NGOs”Shapkina spoke on anti-trafficking campaigns, focusing on NGO
networks such as La Strada in Ukraine and the Angel Coalition in Russia. Striving to create institutional ethnographies,
Shapkina discussed education, prevention, and assistance to victims, and commented that Ukraine was quicker to
recognize the problem of trafficking than Russia.

Natasha Olshanskaya (Kenyon College): “From Interdevochka to The Spot. Prostitution in Russian Film and
Society”

Olshanskaya began her presentation with a quick history of prostitution in Russia, noting that the yearly income
earned in the prostitution trade exceeds $1 billion. She noted that in 2006 72% of Russian citizens disapproved of
prostitution, while 88% approved of adultery. As part of her larger project on prostitution in Russian film and society,
Olshanskaya discussed three new films: a 20-episode television film set in a Moscow brothel called “Accursed
Paradise”; the 2005 film The Italian, set in an orphanage and featuring a teenage prostitute not as a martyr or angel,
but rather as a child with skills; and the 2006 The Spot (Tochka), a film that demystifies prostitution, in part through
the grainy picture that offers the feel of a documentary.

Emily Schuckman (University of Washington): “Lilya-4-Ever or Victim Forever?”

Schuckman looked at two films in her presentation, the 1989 Interdevochka and the more recent 2002 Lilya-4-Ever,
considering the differences between representations of prostitutes versus girls who are trafficked as well as the
anxieties of the glasnost’ period as opposed to those of the present day. Lilya, she argued, is represented as a martyr
and a warning and becomes a symbol of the vulnerable Russian nation.

Panel 6: Negotiating Welfare and Worth in Post-Socialist Societies
Chair: Esther Gottlieb (Ohio State)
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Jill Massino (Bowdoin College): “Women, Welfare and the Self in Post-Socialist Romania”

In post-socialist Romania, Massino argues, the transformation of the welfare state has altered the relationship between
state and citizen, gender identity, and women’s everyday lives. While some feminist scholars have criticized the welfare
state for reinforcing female dependency, in socialist Romania women experienced increased autonomy and, in some
respects, an improved standard of living as a result of the benefits and provisions offered under state socialism. With
the shift to a market economy, however, many of these benefits have been scaled back or eliminated altogether. This in
turn has affected women’s ability to provide for themselves and their families, their self-identities and conception of the
state, and their attitudes toward the communist past.

Abby Drwecki (Indiana University): “Playing with Power: Women’s Self-Defense (Dis)Courses in Poland”

Drwecki has been studying the changes in tropes of feminine identity in the post-Communist era through interviewing
Wendo trainers in Poland. Wendo is a feminist self-defense technique that originated in Canada and is taught by women
for women. In two-day seminars, participants spend 40% of their time on physical aspects of self-defense and 60%
on assertiveness training, relaxation techniques, and confidence building. The Wendo trainers emphasize a “science of
assertiveness,” teaching the “art of communication” to women.

Martha Bojko (University of Connecticut): “Gender, Sexual Exchange, and Political Economy in post-Soviet Ukraine:
Young Women and ‘Realizuvatisia’

On the basis of data collected from 200+ survey subjects in the 18-28 year age group in Uzhgorod, Ukraine, Bojko
reported on challenges of education, employment, and gender inequality. Adaptational strategies in post-Soviet times
among this cohort include reliance on parents; reliance on social networks; migration; early marriage; sexual exchange;
and internet dating.

¢8 Luncheon Keynote Speaker: Helena Goscilo, University of Pittsburgh “New Regimens: Women’s Bodies in
Post-Soviet Russian Culture”

In her lunch keynote, Goscilo presented an overview of women’s bodies in post-Soviet Russia, arguing that dominant
current trends reflect not feminism, but the traditional transformation of women into beautiful commodities. Not
professional skills, but the often semi-bared bodies of the media-hyped Russian international tennis stars and models,
owners of chic gyms, and Oksana Robski, best-selling author of books documenting the life of the obscenely rich,
provide paradigms for young women. Robski, the widow of an oligarch, hosts “For You,” a television lunchtime
chat show that offers “aspirational viewing” and purveys advice about attracting and seducing males. Obsessed with
physical appearance, many average women reportedly spend 12% of their income on makeup and attend special schools
teaching the art of manipulating men. Symptomatically, Ksenia Sobchak, the Russian Paris Hilton, has recently written
a book with Robski titled How fo Marry a Millionaire. Though in an interview Sobchak explained that the book was a
send-up, it is being taken seriously in Russia, where numerous contemporary women see marriage to an affluent man
as the ultimate goal. Indeed, Robski acquired fame and money through marriage, as did Moscow’s super-wealthy Elena
Baburina and Ol’ga Slutzker. Web sites such as www.russiandreamz.com attest to the marketability of young Russian
flesh, purchased by older suitors from abroad whose gushing testimonials indicate that they have found the wives of
their dreams.

—Conference notes by Angela Brintlinger, The Ohio State University

X Submission deadline for Fall WEW

If you would like to submit items to “News of Members” or “General Announcements,” for the Fall issue
of WEW, please send your items to monniern@missouri.edu by September 15th.
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BOOK REVIEWS

Editor’s Note: 1 will periodically post new books for review on awss-1 or in WEW. 1 also welcome suggestions for
appropriate books to add to our list. In keeping with the AWSS mission, books for review should address issues relating
to women or gender in Eastern Europe and/or Eurasia. Books will be assigned on a first-come, first-served basis. We ask
that reviewers return their reviews within two months of receiving the book and adhere to WEW guidelines, which they
will receive on agreeing to review.

The following are available for review:

Olga Bembel-Dedok, Vospominaniya (Minsk: Propilei, 2006).

Alexandra Bitusikova, Women in Civic and Political Life in Slovakia (Banska Bystrica: Research Institute of

Matej Bel University, 2005).

Alexandra Harrington, The Poetry of Anna Akhmatova: Living in Different Mirrors (London; New York: Anthem

Press, 2006).

If you have any comments or suggestions, please don’t hesitate to contact me (bhemenwa@gmail.com).

-Betsy Jones Hemenway, Book Review Editor

W W

Reviews

Tightrope Walking: A Memoir. By Josephine Pasternak.
Edited by Helen Pasternak Ramsay and Rimgaila
Salys. Postscript by Rimgaila Salys. Bloomington,
IN: Slavica, 2005. xv, 283 pp. Notes. Index. Paper
$29.95.

Josephine Pasternak’s interesting, but sometimes
rambling, memoir gives the reader a vivid glimpse of
the Russian intelligentsia and its interconnectedness.
Born in 1900, Josephine was the third of four children
of the artist Leonid Pasternak. Boris, the oldest and most
famous sibling, is frequently mentioned, especially in her
childhood memories of Molodi where the family spent
summers. The memoir as a whole provides interesting
insights into the personality of Boris Pasternak, his work,
interests, and associations.

In the early chapters, Josephine recalls scenes from
her childhood in pre-World War 1 Russia and tells her
story as if answering a grandchild’s questions. At times
the narrative is enchanting and at times tedious. The
reminiscences of childhood friends and infatuations
could be shortened. Were these years emphasized as a
memory of the carefree days before World War 1, the
Bolshevik Revolution, and exile abroad? Far more
interesting is the section about life in the early years of
the Bolshevik regime. Josephine was actually managing
comparatively well in the new society but wanted to
continue her education abroad.

At twenty-one Josephine left Russia without her

family and started a new life in Berlin. Her parents
joined her there, and her father was well accepted as
an artist in Berlin. The newly married Boris also lived
there for a while. Josephine and her sister studied at
the University of Berlin. At 24 she married her much
older second cousin, Frederick Pasternak, whom she
had always regarded as an uncle. They were attached to
each other and married when he was about to transfer
to Munich. The memoir covers the early period of their
marriage which soon revealed their differences in values
and outlook. Josephine quietly resumed her studies in
philosophy and obtained a doctor’s degree.

The image of a tightrope reflects her view that her
life was divided into many parts, and she was trying to
balance them all: her life as wife and mother, her life as a
scholar, her family in Germany and in the Soviet Union,
and all her disparate friendships over the years.

What is most intriguing about the book is Josephine’s
acute perceptions of people and events as well as the
torment she feels in various situations. At times, she is
only an observer of things happening to her as well as
around her. At other times, she suffers over the plight
of her family and friends. During her lifetime she had
several episodes of nervous illness, especially after a
major loss such as her father’s death.

Because of her father and brother, she became
acquainted with many famous people from Ilya Ehrenburg
to Albert Einstein. As a result, we see new dimensions
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of world-famous people with whom she interacted even
briefly, both in Russia and in Germany.

Despite a slow start, the work is quite engaging.
Especially interesting are her descriptions of the early
Soviet period and of Berlin in the 1920s. The memoirs
are perhaps most useful for a women’s studies course or
a history course focused on early twentieth century. It is
not intended for a popular audience or for readers without
a background in Russian history. The insights on Boris
Pasternak may be useful for Pasternak scholars. Rimgaila
Salys’s lengthy postscript analyzes the work in the context
of Russian women’s autobiography and underscores the
significance of studying women'’s self-perception of their
lives in the context of the larger society in which they
live.

—Norma C. Noonan, Augsburg College

Living Gender after Communism. Ed. Janet Elise
Johnson and Jean C. Robinson. Bloomington and
Indianapolis: Indiana University Press, 2007. xii,
263 pp. Bibliography. List of Contributors. Index.
Photographs. Tables. Cloth $45.00.

The edited volume Living Gender after Communism,
which includes works from both established and younger
scholars in a variety of disciplines, is an important
contribution to the growing literature on women and
gender in postcommunist states. The contributors work
from a number of disciplines, including political science,
art history, sociology, anthropology, and history, and
the work is tied together by the common endeavor of
exploring the development of gendered identities and
discourse in the post-Soviet space.

In their opening chapter, editors Janet Elise Johnson
and Jean C. Robinson reflect on the larger changes taking
place in gender attitudes and discourse in the region.
They assert that under communism, the state “held an
almost complete monopoly over the politics of gender
construction” and that “the gender politics prevalent
under communism never challenged the validity of gender
difference because it was assumed that all differences
flowed “naturally” from the sexual and physical
differences between women and men” (7). Moreover,
the communist party-state allowed few opportunities for
agents to negotiate gender. While careful to note that the
transition has not necessarily been “good” for women,
Johnson and Robinson suggest that what has occurred
is a process of “gender multiplication,” whereby the
lessening of state control has allowed different gender
ideologies to develop, including both neotraditionalism

and several types of feminism.

Tania Rands Lyon, in the article that follows, expands
on this assertion through the analysis of interviews
collected in Saratov, Russia. Lyon finds that Russian
patriarchy is not as entrenched as it appears, and while
gender fantasies might suggest the neotraditional roles
of sexuality, passivity and the private sphere for women,
in fact women are “actively experimenting with the
combination of gender models that suits them best.” (26)
In fact, she asserts that in this period of transition women
may have a broader base of gender-roles from which to
choose than men, thanks to their mobility as a labor force
under communism.

Subsequent articles relate to various ways in which
postcommunist women have “embraced different ways
of gendering...depending on their particular context of
the postcommunist experience.” (12) While the articles
in the volume are uneven in quality, several stand out
as particularly strong. Shannon Woodcock’s “Romanian
Women’s Discourses on Sexual Violence,” suggests that
women’s fear of sexual violence in the public spaces
of Bucharest helps construct private space as more
appropriate for Romanian women, and that the identity
of these imagined attackers (Tigani, or Roma, men)
“disavows Romanian masculine complicity in sexual
violence and simultaneously claims protection for
the Romanian feminine subject within the naturalized
gender roles of the hegemonic ethnic group” (164). In
another well-argued piece, Svitlana Taraban explores
how Ukrainian internet brides exploit neotraditional
gender ideologies which they do not necessarily share
in order to open up opportunities for themselves. Anna
Brzozowska, in “Deficient Belarus? Insidious Gender
Binaries and Hyper-Feminized Nationality,” argues that
while national identity is typically defined with so-called
“masculine” traits, Belarusian self-description is replete
with implicitly “female” values, such as vulnerability,
passivity, victimization, muteness, invisibility, and
smallness, and that this reinforces Belarusian negative
self-evaluation. Ewa Grigar also presents a fascinating
look at contemporary Central East European female
artists. She argues that in reaction to the suppression
of individuality in the communist period, female artists
are using the female body “as a cipher for the search for
individual identity” (93). They are challenged, however,
not only by the state of postcommunism, but also by
an epidemic consumerism that threatens to suppress
individuality. Janet Elise Johnson contributes a piece on
the growth and development of crisis centers in Barnaul,

which argues that “the collapse of communism...[has]
Continued on next page
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allow[ed] feminist orientations to be considered and
adopted by those in power.” (41) In other words, despite
both weakness and a reliance on coercion in the criminal
justice system, gains have been made in convincing the
state of its responsibility for protecting women from
domestic violence.

Other articles are less effective. Anne-Marie Kramer’s
piece on the abortion debate in Poland argues in part that
opinion polling on abortion, which is constructed as an
opposition between the modernist (secular) left and the
neotraditional (Catholic) right, and suppresses the gender
dimension of the debate, “contributes to the association
of masculinity with the exercise of citizenship.”(74)
While her methodology appears sound, the subject
matter is too narrow to admit of any real contribution to
understanding gender-role construction in Poland. Iulia
Shevchenko’s article suffers from the same narrowness:
she assesses women’s participation in the Russian Duma
1995-2001, and finds that women tend to advocate for
women-centered issues only when they are less partisan
(i.e. relating to neotraditional gender ideologies). Azra
Hromadzic’s article on Bosnian war rapes suggests that
top-down categorization, such as focusing of ethnicity and
gender, on shared oppression, or through medicalization,
should be substituted for a bottom-up approach of
listening to individual stories. While Hromadzic makes
an important point and uses some fascinating material,
she ultimately generalizes as much as those she criticizes,
arguing that the stories “encompass enormous creativity
and individual capacity for coping with violence in highly
profound and subculturally specific ways.” (181)

In her concluding article, Nanette Funk discusses the
relationships that have developed between women from
the region and the West since the fall of communism. She
asserts that differ