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state communism with the beginnings of 
Christian society. Prague anthropologist 
Blanka Soukupová analyzed the intel-
lectual world of the Jews in the Czech 
lands in the 1960s at the time of relaxa-
tion of restrictions as well as a time of 
hope within the intentions of reformed 
communism. The renewal of the minor-
ity, as the Jewish representatives wanted 
to realize it, was also a renewal within the 
boundaries of the Communist Party. The 
Jews enriched social discussion with the 
topics of multi-ethnicity and multicultur-
alism of the Czech lands before the Sec-
ond World War. At the conclusion of the 
first day of the seminar, moderated by the 
Bratislava ethnologist Monika Vrzgu-
lová, Peter Salner presented his paper. 
Salner, concentrating on the period 
1945-1953, underscored the postwar 
ideological differentnesses of the Jewish 
minority, clarified the causes of its ten-
dency toward communist ideology and 
post-Holocaust relation of the minority to 
Palestine (Israel).

While the first day was devoted to 
analyses of the relation of the Jewish 
community to communist society, the 
second day was dedicated to the sub-
jective experience of the Shoah after 
the Shoah. The organizer of this panel 
was Monika Vrzgulová, the head of the 
project Construction of life of the Jewish 
minority of Slovakia after 1945 in bio-
graphic narratives. In the introductory 
paper, the well-known Bratislava phi-
losopher Egon Gál reflected on the theo-
ries devoted to possible recurrence of the 
Shoah. The Prague anthropologist Hed-
vika Novotná introduced the audience to 
the theoretical frame of her doctoral the-
sis dealing with memory of the Shoah. 

The central point of her paper was Halb
wach’s and Assmann’s interpretation of 
memory. The Prague psychologist and 
psychotherapist Monika Hapalová ana-
lyzed a few individual Jewish memories 
from a psychological point of view. At the 
conclusion, Monika Vrzgulová spoke 
about the influence of a collection of tes-
timonies on the researcher in the course 
of his scientific path (using her own 
example) and about the character of the 
remembrances of the respondents of dif-
ferent historic periods.

The space of the Jewish religious com-
munity in Kozí Street and the ritual din-
ing room contributed to the scientifically 
demanding, though friendly, atmosphere 
of the seminar. The second evening the 
celebration of the Day of remembrance of 
the Holocaust and heroism (Yom Hashoah 
Vehagvurah) also took place there. Its 
focal point was the solemn lighting of the 
candles and the projection of the docu-
mentary film of Israel television Children 
from a photograph about the fate of Slo-
vak children who survived Auschwitz. 
Those children were photographed for 
propaganda purposes by the Soviet liber-
ators at the most famous Nazi concentra-
tion camp. 

Blanka Soukupová
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Working woman are traveling the globe 
as never before. Each year millions leave 
their homes and their families in Third 
World countries for jobs in homes and 
nurseries and as babysitters of the First 
World.

Kofman (1999) estimates 1 million 
legal migrant workers in homes of the 
EU countries. The rising demand can be 
seen especially in those countries where 
the labor market of public childcare and 
care for the elderly or handicapped does 
not suffice (for example, Germany, Italy, 
Great Britain etc). This demand corre-
lates with the ageing of the European 
population, changes in the family struc-
tures and with the development of new 
social and cultural lifestyles. Women, 
for instance, leave their home for work 
because they perceive this as the only way 
to sustain their family. 

The international conference Care 
and Migration at the Goethe University 
in Frankfurt brought together experts 
from different disciplines in the field 
of care and migration. The conference 
was inspired by the renowned American 
author Arlie Hochschild, who gave the 
keynote lecture Global Traffic, Female 
Services and Emotional Life: the case of 
Nannies and Surrogates. Sociologists, 
anthropologists and social theorists 
examined the impact of the reproductive 
crisis on receiving countries while also 
shedding light on its impact on sending 
countries. Relevant issues included: new 
conditions of domestic and care work, 
the impact of the financial crisis on social 
reproduction, the debate on paid care 
and citizenship, as well as transnational 
care relations. Organizers focused on the 
following questions: “Who takes care of 

the young and the old, disabled people and 
people who need care on a daily basis? Who 
shops, cooks and cleans? Who cares?” 

Despite certain difficulties, the 
participants of the conference defined 
domestic work as work that involves 
processes necessary for sustentation and 
reproduction of human life, i.e., among 
others childcare, so-called reproduction 
service and domestic chores. The theo-
retician of globalization Sassen (2001) 
asserts that paid domestic work is not 
regarded by migrants as the worst type 
of jobs, particularly when we take into 
account that female migrants do mainly 
“dead-end jobs”; they rather consider it 
as a regular job. It is not perceived as real 
work though and the research shows that 
when it becomes paid work it is not as 
well respected as before (Sotelo, 1994). 
Domestic workers are considered to be 
the most endangered group of migrants 
regarding the threat of violence. A cru-
cial problem in the position of migrant 
aides is their inequality which was criti-
cally reflected upon at the conference 
many times. 

The lecture given by the above-men-
tioned Arlie Hochschild, the author 
of famous sociology bestsellers The 
Time Bind, The Second Shift and Global 
Woman, was an important and keenly 
awaited contribution to the conference. 
Apart from other reasons, Hochschild 
also became famous for introducing the 
term global care chain which captures 
the hierarchical outsourcing of care that 
involves several tiers of women: migrant 
domestics or female relatives in the glo-
bal South at the bottom, international 
migrant domestic and care workers 
in the middle of the “chain,” and their 
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female employers in the North at the 
upper end.

At the Frankfurt conference, Hoch-
schild compares Filipinas who leave their 
families to care for the children and eld-
erly of the 1st world with Indian surro-
gate mothers who bear children in India 
for clients in the 1st world. As Hochschild 
argued: “Both are pursuing private rescue 
strategies in the absence of public answers 
to their needs at the cost of facing great 
emotional challenges.” She spoke about 
“drawing lines around their intimate lives 
in global times,” which she calls the glo-
balization of the life cycle. She pointed 
out the importance of asking about the 
exact nature of this kind of emotional 
work that occurs in babysitters and sur-
rogates.

However, I absolutely do not agree 
with her claim that the inequality between 
an Indian surrogate mother and her client 
can be leveled out when both parties con-
sider the carrying of the baby to term and 
the giving birth to the baby for money as 
some kind of an exchange or a gift.

Ursula Apitzsch of Goethe Univer-
sity in Frankfurt examined in her paper 
Care, Migration, and the Gender Order 
transnational spaces as topographies 
of typical biographical trajectories of 
migrant women. These trajectories are 
constituted and they are being continu-
ously reconstructed by the phenomenon 
of transnational border-crossing activi-
ties in order to supply the rich countries 
with care work from poor countries of the 
global periphery.

I believe that it’s essential for the 
research of transnational families to 
understand the role of migrants in glo-
balization: globalization makes migrants 

live parallel lives which, in turn, accel-
erates the globalization itself. Tran-
snational families can thus perfectly 
exemplify the politics of segregation. The 
receiving society profits from migrants’ 
minimized needs and from the high 
volume of migrants’ manpower. (Parre-
nas, 2001). The receiving countries sup-
port migrants on low wages who work in 
transnational types of families because 
they don’t have to be responsible for 
migrants’ reproduction. 

Helma Lutz & Ewa Palenga-Möl-
lenbeck of Goethe University in Frank-
furt then demonstrated the issue of 
transnational families on their research 
findings (from biographical and depth 
interviews). They presented their The 
“care chain” concept under scrutiny which 
focused on the management of the care 
gap by Polish migrant women working 
in Germany and Ukrainian care migrants 
working in Poland. The researchers 
asked the following questions: “How is 
care arranged for children and elderly 
family members who stay behind? What 
does transnational mothering mean for 
the children (partners, elderly parents, 
etc.) left behind in practical and in emo-
tional terms?”

Lutz and Pallenga-Mollönbeck made 
an attempt to classify new types of family 
and care that develop when grandparents 
and even more distant relatives take on 
reproduction activities of Polish women 
who have left their country. They pointed 
out the important role of new technolo
gies (namely mobile phones and the 
Internet) in communication between the 
members of transnational families. These 
technologies are crucial in “updating” of 
family relations. They also interestingly 
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analyzed the public and media discourse 
that form the public opinion on “bad 
mothers”: migrants who leave their chil-
dren (“social orphanism” according to 
the media) in order to work abroad. 

The conference, however, didn’t stay 
only on the theoretical ground of research 
presentations and analyses. Many contri-
butions promoted the activistic stream 
of feministicly orientated sociology. Ute 
Gerhard of the University of Bremen 
(the author of “Gender and Citizenship 
in Western Europe”) analyzed femi-
nist studies of today by conceptualizing 
the provision of care as a central hinge 
of gender justice and she extended the 
framing of social rights to include family 
and domestic rights and obligations. She 
tried to link both discourses on care and 
citizenship in order to give reasons for 
a model of women and men as citizen 
earners and carers. Gerhard inveighed 
against gender inequalities that, accord-
ing to her, develop because men do not 
sufficiently participate in childcare and 
domestic work. She argues that the neo-
liberalistic concept of work-and-home 
management forces “Western” women 
to procure a childminder. It’s the women 
from the “East” who have to leave their 
own children due to the bad economical 
situation to look after somebody else’s 
children (Hochschild coins the term 
“alternative loving” here).

The participants in the conference 
agreed on a more resolute solution of the 
given situation, though on a rather vague 
level, I dare say: by activism, by pushing 
“Western” countries towards increase 
in financial aid to the developing and 
so‑called “pink” countries (whose GDP 
is for the major part based on remittances 

of female domestic workers), e.g. the 
Philippines, by improving the legal status 
of female migrants, particularly in the EU 
countries, by supporting the development 
of NPOs that liaise with domestic work-
ers, etc. As many authors of the presen-
tations work as consultants in European 
institutions and cooperate actively with 
international organizations and NPOs its 
more likely that they will find more spe-
cific solution to this problem. 

Conference Contributions by Ursula 
Apitzsch, Margrit Brückner, Birgit 
Geissler, Ute Gerhard, Lena Inowl-
ocki, Karin Jurczyk, Juliane Karakay-
ali, Maria Kontos, Helma Lutz, Ewa 
Palenga-Möllenbeck, Maria Rerrich, 
Helen Schwenken, Marianne Schmid-
baur, Kyoko Shinozaki, Helen Sch-
wenken, Gabriele Wenner, Brigitte 
Young. 
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The 11th conference of the “Biograf” jour-
nal brought several surprises. The first 
one was the conference itself because 
in the past year the working session of 
the authors and friends of the Biograf 
did not take place and the continuation 
of the long and popular tradition could 
have been endangered. Fortunately (in 
my opinion at least) these fears were 


