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Work-in-progress: The Politics of storying dependent, frail elderly in fiction 

 

’Novels, like research, are usually inspired by a quest for insight and 
knowledge. A work of art can be very personal in tone but still have an 
objective quality…It has an objective relevance for all of us, by making it 
possible to approach salient problems in a personal, although not private, 
way. It is perhaps more pertinent to speak about generality vs. particularity 
than objectivity vs. subjectivity. …Fiction…combines the subjective with 
the objective, the fate of individuals with that of institutions, the micro 
event with the macro system” (Czarniawska-Joerges and Guillet de 
Monthoux 1993: 8). 

 

’I am fully aware that I have never written anything than fiction. For all 
that, I would not want to say that they were outside the truth. It seems 
plausible to me to make fictions work within truth…and in some way to 
make discourse arouse, “fabricate”, something which does not yet exist, 
thus to fiction something. One “fictions” history starting from a political 
reality that renders it true, one “fictions” politics not yet in existence 
starting from a historical truth’ (Foucault, 1979: 75 quoted from Rayner, 
2003) 

 

As a lay reader of novels and short stories, I approach an analytical, scientific reading of fiction as a 

’cultural outsider’. I adopt a reading strategy of an ‘outsider’, where I am ’outside the literary 

profession but inside the social science profession’ (DeVault, 1990: 916). In this respect I move 

cautiously - and with fear and trembling as in Kierkegaard’s existentialism - into this new territory as 

a non-literary scholar (an amateur), but one trained within mainstream political science and feminist, 

interdisciplinary, social science. In a sense, I will also be an outsider as a feminist to some of the 

fiction to be read, and I will return to discuss this issue of positionality and situatedness later.  

Political science has not been keen to use fiction as sources of knowledge, and only used fiction as 

examples in teaching e.g. using Kafka’s novels as examples of the dark sides of bureaucracy. In 

contrast, sociology has a long tradition dating back to Marx and Charles Wright Mills to use fiction 

e.g. novels providing inspiration and knowledge about society not (yet) available to sociologists 

(Mills, 2002 [1959]). He wanted sociologists to expand their sociological imagination and to discover 

new phenomena and connections. i 
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In my current project of changing landscapes of elderly care, I am trying to develop useful, thinking 

vehiclesii - a new map - to understand a new care geography. One of the ways that I will ground my 

theorizing is to read fiction. There was little scientific knowledge about how elderly experience being 

dependent, frail and how they experience the coming, doing and going (of different kinds of) people. 

So I expect that fiction can offer scientists like me a glimpse into the micro-level and forgotten voices 

that (often) cannot be seen in evaluations of public policies. As a political scientist I have studied the 

governance of elderly care at various levels, its various policy logics and ideals of care, its gendered 

aspects, struggles about recognition of care work and professionalizing. Now I want to investigate 

how governance (and its different paradigms of governance) (Torfing and Triantafillou, 2015; Dahl, 

2019) meets and intersects with ‘realities’ of care – and not as outcomes or output. As social scientist’s 

we continuously use our intuition, and in this case I had an idea of something missing in the (applied) 

research. For me this became evident when my parents started to need help in their old age: I suddenly 

was in the front line of elderly care performed, and not just studying it as an object of investigation. 

I encountered stories of helplessness, difficulties navigating in a stream – or flow - of different 

professional carers and managers, care failures (minor and larger ones), and being an old patient in 

hospitals structured around ‘ideal’ patients (young, able bodied) with a focus upon treatment and 

rehabilitation silencing aspects of care. There was not only a lack of research on this issue, but the 

toolbox of care research dominated by care ethics contained a provincial vocabulary of the past. I 

decided to change my perspective and look for other kinds of knowledge’s about elderly care and its 

governance. I turned to fiction to get access to something that had not, yet, been studied by social 

scientist – and to get different, outsider (foreigners) perspective compared to the one presented in 

social science (Mills, 2002 [1959]). However, to read fiction necessitates methodological reflections 

as novels and short stories are different texts than policy documents and transcribed interviews. So I 

need an analytical strategy, wherefore I venture into methods and seek to answer three sub-questions: 

a) Why should we study fiction as political scientists and sociologist? b) What kind of fiction is best 

suited to my aims? c) How should I analyze the fiction i.e. what kind of analytical strategy should I 

apply? 

 

Different ideas about fiction: facts, stories or knowledge? 



  Hanne Marlene Dahl 

3 
 

In social sciences there has been a niche of research discussing and analyzing fiction. Lately one 

strand has developed into fiction as a research practice, where researchers create and disseminate 

social research through novels, poems, short stories, films and music (Leavy, 2012, 2015). It is not 

my aim to write fiction. I will only study written texts that belong to fiction. Within the mentioned 

niche of research, there are different epistemological positions (from realist to post-structuralist) as 

well as different understandings about the relationship between science, reality and fiction. There is 

a joint preoccupation with knowledge and a recognition about the role of fiction in the social sciences 

as crucially dependent upon the boundaries of science (Mills, 2002: 29). These boundaries are 

arbitrary as we know from Wittgenstein’s famous analogy about the development of knowledge (what 

we know and do not know) and the changing river (Wittgenstein, 1988) as well as from a history and 

sociology of science (Kuhn, 1970; Lyotard, 1984). 

Different epistemological positions exist on the uses of fiction within social science. But there are 

also different ideas what fiction does and can be used to. I will now plot the ideas on a continuum 

starting from a realist, epistemological position and ending in a social-constructivist or post-

structuralist position. Surprisingly, even epistemological realist such as Joan Rockwell (1974) would 

find data in fiction. For her we can deduce social facts and values from fiction. In literature she 

identifies a reality, that social researchers don’t find by referencing other peoples work in the 

circulation of ideas:  

‘…the extraordinary proliferation of books based on books, theories breeding theories, 
footnotes giving rise to footnotes, with very little attention paid to the real world 
surrounding the matter under discussion’ (Rockwell, 1974: vii) 

So instead of searching for truths in scientific books, Rockwell identifies values and norms of society 

in novels that gives a better grasp of reality that a self-referential science. She argues that the societal 

context matters for what we can know from novels and short stories. In an example from the Victorian 

age she show how a contextual sensitivity is important in order to understand what can be said and 

by whom. Being a realist, eliminating bias is important, wherefore class bias, for example, is reduced 

using a comparative method where several novels from the same period are compared. She writes: 

’And if the writer is bound to reveal in his writings what are his real norms, regardless 
of any intention he may have to the contrary, and if norms are not mere personal 
attitudes but social values, given by the grouping or society to which he belongs, it is 
possible to read of the norms of the society back from the norms of the writer, whether 
expressed intentionally or not’ (Rockwell, 1974: 133).  
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Whereas Rockwell identifies context as important for the interpretation of texts, there is no reflection 

about her role as a researcher (and her own situatedness).  

In a less realist vein sociologist Charles Wright Mills presents his idealistic version of sociology as 

one based more upon a sociological imagination and a research practice using fiction to gain 

inspiration. By reading Balsaz one would gain knowledge about different classes in a particular point 

in French history and simultaneously the researcher could specify his research interest and design 

(Mills, 2002: 204). However, Mills went even further in his endorsement of fiction. In his view, 

fiction could replace research where there was none or inadequate research. The sociologist could 

gain knowledge about private troubles and relate them to the more macro-level transformations, and 

societal problems: 

’In the absence of adequate social science, critics and novelists, dramatists and poets 
have been the major, and often the only, formulators of private troubles and even of 
public issues. Art does express such feelings and often focuses them – at its best with 
dramatic sharpness…Art does not and cannot formulate these feelings as problems 
containing the troubles and issues men must now confront if they are to overcome their 
uneasiness and indifference…’ (Mills, 1959: 18) 

 

Fiction could link macro-oriented theorizations with the lived realities at the micro-level. Mills wrote 

this in 1959, but today we still find an echo of him in the quotation above by Czarniawska-Joerges 

and Guillet de Monthoux stressing the fate of individuals (from fiction) as linked to that of social 

institutions by researchers (Czarniawska-Joerges and Guillet de Monthoux 1993: 8). 

At the other end of the continuum we have social-constructivist and post-structuralist researchers who 

inscribe themselves in narrative, interpretive communities and discourses (DeVault, 1990).   

‘…all four texts provide nuanced accounts of persisting individual selfhood that 
challenge reductionist biomedical views of dementia. …but they also enrich scholarly 
and practical approaches by providing (imaginary) access to the subjective world of 
those afflicted’ (Krüger-Fürhoff, 2015: 105). 

‘…that the story, though fictional, is an account of a real-world situation that can 
referred to in more general terms’ (DeVault, 1990: 895) 

 

In the quotations the reader of fiction gets access to stories such as the ‘subjective world’ as advocated 

by Krüger-Fürhoff, whereas in DeVault’s interpretation we get access to knowledge as the stories are 
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referred to ‘in more general terms’ which often is a signifier for knowledge. However, in both 

perspectives the scientific reader analyzes fiction and the fiction itself is part of larger, overarching 

discourses that constitute the textual traditions, which both the researcher and the artist operate within 

(DeVault, 1990: 889). They are – in a sense - prisoners of the existing discourses at a given moment. 

Beyond these epistemological differences there are different ideas about the role of fiction. Similar 

to Mills’s argument about fiction supplementing inadequate research, is the idea that fiction gives 

access to areas of reality hardly accessible. Leavy writes about ’accessing hard-to-get-at dimensions 

of social life’ (2012: 254), whereas Krüger-Fürhoff, mentions lived realities that are ‘…shameful, 

taboo, or collectively suppressed’ (2019: 112). Both see literature as an entry into that which cannot 

be said, or only can be talked about with great difficulties. This resembles what Foucault has termed 

silence, or silencing (Foucault, 1984; Dahl 2017). Silence is not outside of discourse. Instead, silence 

is a constitutive feature of any discourse and therefore lies inside the discourse. In this sense, silence 

is a ‘constitutive outside’ in this deconstructive, relational reading. Since silence is a condition of 

possibility for any discourse, it becomes part of the inside, consequently attaining a constitutive 

character (Staten 1985). That which is outside, the silence, becomes a precondition for what is inside 

and hence, a part of the discourse. Silence and speaking are mutually constitutive and interdependent. 

As a necessary precondition of any discourse, silence is a mechanism that allows discourses to mask 

or silence their own fabrication (Carrette 2000: 32–33). Silence functions alongside the discourse, or 

in the words of Foucault: 

Silence itself – the things one declines to say, or is forbidden to name, the discretion 
that is required between different speakers – is less the absolute limit of discourse, the 
other side from which it is separated by a strict boundary, than an element that 
functions alongside the things said, with them and in relation to them within over-all 
strategies. There is no binary division to be made between what one says and what one 
does not say (Foucault 1984: 27) 

 

Similar to this is Deleuze’s position, where he views fiction as attempting to: ‘…drill holes in 

language in order to see and hear what lies behind, and to release new colours and sonorities’ 

(Buchanan and Marks, 2000: 1). Fiction gives access to that which is difficult to put into words, and 

gives us access to it without putting it into clichés.  

Both Krüger-Fürhoff and Bauman see literature as an exile of unwanted truths. Fiction becomes an 

exile for truths, which we don’t want to know: ’Banished from reality, truths may only hope to find 
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their exilic ’second home’ in the house of art’ (Bauman, 1997: 126). Taboos, or subjugated 

knowledges. But Bauman goes further than this. Like Rockwell Bauman wants to contextualize 

fiction in order to understand what can be said and by whom. Bauman see current reality as liquid 

modernity described in the following way: 

’bewildered by the paucity of sense, porousness of borders, inconsistency of sequences, 

capriciousness of logic and frailty of authorities’ (Bauman, 1997: 124), 

For Bauman fiction is something complementary to that which we perceive as ‘reality’. And fiction 

becomes the alter ego of a society and gives the reader what he/she is longing for (Bauman, 1997), 

that which does not (yet) exist in the real world. Fiction is the complementary Other and creates 

meaningfulness: 

’ …to cut the infinite chaos of reality down to an intellectually manageable, 
comprehensible and apparently logical size’ (Bauman, 2997: 124) 

If fiction is something radically different and compensating for realities perceived, then this makes 

analyzing fiction difficult as a strategy to know something about ‘reality out there’ unless we use a 

kind of inverse analysis. However, we don’t know yet the characteristics of the fiction to be read, and 

whether Bauman’s societal diagnosis is plausible and useful. On one hand, I could argue that this is 

an empirical question, but on the other, I could along with Wittenstein, Lyotard and Foucault argue 

that the ‘empirical’ and the criteria to judge it, are related to the context, dominant social discourses 

and scientific paradigm. So I am caught in in infinite regress and can just make an argument about 

fiction being radically different or not in a particular discursive context.  

Researchers studying fiction increasingly legitimatize it in order to gain access to voices from below, 

marginalized groups not heard. However, ‘voice’ is used in two different understandings. One use of 

‘voice’ is advocated by Krüger-Fürhoff, where she considers fiction as giving voice to communities 

and their experience with for example, public health care systems (2019: 114). Voice is thus an 

empirical representation – or presence- of a group. This is similar to Spivak’s notion of the ‘subaltern’ 

that have not been represented nor able to speak within the dominant, colonial discourse (Spivak, 

1988). 

In different vein, Beck Jørgensen (1993) also studies ‘voice’ through current and historic novels/short 

stories about public administration in order to get knowledge about the meeting between the 
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authorities and citizens. This gives him access to the micro level of meetings and their informal 

elements. A different picture of bureaucracy and authority emerges than in social research. According 

to Jørgensen this ‘voice’ is not an empirical one, but a theoretical voice different from Weber’s ideal 

type of legal-rational authority. Voice is for Jørgensen not an empirical fact, but a theoretical one: ’so 

it could be constructed’ (1993: 270). Different voices than the dominant one make visible change, 

chaos, friction, turbulent processes and simultaneously try to escape, confront and penetrate 

authorities (Jørgensen, 1993: 298-299). Others have described Jørgensen as having a ’…a grass root 

perspective of power. Instead of telling of stories of success and glory, the novels whisper despair 

and helplessness. They articulate the tacit and the secret’ (Czarniawska-Joerges and Monthoux, 1994: 

10). Again, the issue of the suppressed and tacit knowledge emerges. So instead of being sources of 

information, fiction becomes sources of meaning: ‘They are versions of the world’ (Czarniawska-

Joerges, 1993: 320). They are stories – and theoretical ones - that are alternatives to the dominant 

storying of bureaucracy. In this sense fiction increases the plurality and complexity of the world, 

where they argue that: ‘It is here where the novels reveal their most unique capacity: to grasp the 

complex without simplifying it’ (Czarniawska-Joerges and Monthoux, 1993: 13). They are 

simultaneously stories and knowledges of the world. 

Summarizing, I have identified different views of fiction and its role in the social sciences. Whereas 

some consider fiction as bringing us facts about social institutions and values in a particular context, 

others stress fiction as providing knowledge about hard-to-get-at aspects of reality. In a similar vein, 

some researchers stress the role of fiction as giving us access to suppressed knowledge’s, taboos, 

voices of marginalized groups or silenced stories and knowledge’s. Finally, the idea most unsettling 

for my project is that of Bauman’s advocating fiction as being the alter ego, the opposite of reality, 

relying upon a view of social beings in need of certainty, predictability and meaningfulness. Outlining 

my own position as being parasitic upon literature, I view fiction as giving voice to and access to 

some of the subjugated knowledge’s. The intention is not exclusively to gain access to any kind of 

subjugated knowledge’s (silenced subjects and objects), or hard-to-get-at realities. I hope to gain 

access to those silenced realities relevant for my grounding of new thinking vehicles in the lives and 

realities of fragile, dependent elderly where care can be performed by significant others, 

professionals, care workers and voluntaries. The fiction selected has to be thematically relevant which 

lead me to my next question: What kind of fiction is best suited to my aims? 
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All kinds of fiction? 

If one searches for fiction on old age, there is an abundance of books about dementia/Alzheimer’s.  

‘…the topic of dementia has conquered the book market in recent years, and there seems 
to be no end to the rapidly expanding genre of Alzheimer’s stories’ (Krüger-Fürhoff, 
2015: 90) 

Stories about dementia have popularized and dementia is no longer an exiled truth in Bauman’s 

terminology. But stories about old age, or of receiving care, has not flooded the book market.iii So 

there is not an abundance of relevant literature available, and at the same time not all fiction about 

old age is included as they must be relevant to the theme studied. Some use science fiction as a source, 

argue that it can be used to look into the future. They view science fiction as stories with a creative 

foresight (Bina, Mateus, Pereira and Caffa, 2017). However, I have delimited myself from studying 

science fiction on the storying of dependent, frail elderly. I have also excluded poems, except if they 

were part of collections written by elderly themselves. In my search for novels, short stories and 

memoirs of family life, I asked fellow researchers and librarians in three countries to identify relevant 

stories about old age, vulnerability, dependency and the coming and going of people to help and care 

for them.iv From them I got a heterogeneous material including novels and short stories written by 

recognized authors, diaries written by family members/significant others, short stories written by 

elderly people themselves and novels written by researchers. I also got a novel produced by a well-

known anthropologist having done research about people’s lives in hospice written as fiction (Miller, 

2017). The genre is ‘’faction’ and I wonder whether this book should be included in the sample 

analyzed, or alternatively, read as secondary literature.  

The various types of literature are representative of various sub-genres of fiction, where memoirs, for 

example, are often considered closer to ‘real’, historical material. However, I have not divided the 

material into different genres, but instead treated them as fiction en toto and only developed one 

reading strategy for the material.  

There were also some books travelling beyond the boundaries of the three welfare regimes: 

UK/Australia, Germany and Denmark. v These were included in the sample as they presumably relate 

to similar realities of dependency and care beyond the three welfare regimes. I have included some 

classics that several care researchers referred to e.g. ‘The diary of a good neighbour’ (Lessing, 1984). 
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However, I have not consistently searched for classical novels such as used by Czarniawak-Joerges 

and de Monthoux (1993: 15). I have neither looked for historical novels nor novels storying old age 

in the past such as pursued by researchers using fiction to describe historical developments (Kahtri, 

1980). My sample is primarily recent literature, although one or two older novels are included. These 

older novels are not included to execute a historical discourse analysis, but instead to provide me with 

an outsider’s perspective to current fiction and ‘realities’. 

I have searched literature from three different kinds of societies with notoriously different welfare 

regimes (Esping-Andersen, 1990): Liberal (UK/Australia/USA), conservative/continental Christian-

Democratic (Germany) and social-democratic (Denmark). Different types of welfare regimes built 

upon different ideas of the state, market and family, and the role of women (their unpaid care work). 

Although there have been feminist critiques of the typology by Esping-Andersen, there is not a 

commonly agreed typology of elderly care regimes (Bettio and Plantenga, 2004; Rummery and Fine, 

2012). However, the three countries differ widely to the extent they rely on informal care. Denmark 

exhibits a state financed (institutional) elderly care model, whereas Germany relies on the family and 

obligatory insurance based care. In contrast, Australia, England and the USA rely on community care 

and markets (the latter termed a ‘care industry’ Rodriguez, 2014).  I have selected the countries of the 

origins of fiction based upon a principle of maximum variety (Przeworski and Teune, 1970) and 

selected the countries strategically (Flyvbjerg, 2006). 

I apply a comparative analysis studying fiction from three, different contexts, where I presuppose a 

relationship between fiction in one language and its welfare regime. However, I am not adhering to 

any kind of mirroring of social realities in fiction like in Rockwell’s position or to a reference theory 

of meaning. Its’ an open question whether fiction from three welfare regimes are more different than 

similar.  

 

A comparative, feminist discourse analysis 

Doing discourse analysis of political-administrative documents is one thing. Doing a discourse 

analysis of novels, books, memoirs etc. is another. Discourses form and limit the understandings 

available and in so doing, they constitute a horizon of understanding. Such a horizon limits what can 

be said and done, including the positions persons can occupy legitimately (Norval 1996: 4). In this 
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way, the discourse limits the objects being dealt with, the subject positions that agents can occupy 

and the legitimate ways of arguing (Dahl, 2000). 

Fiction is not about defining a socio-political problem and identifying policies to solve/reduce these 

problems as in policy papers. In fiction stories are told for the enjoyment, education and civilizing of 

its readers. Or giving readers an experience of what they don’t experience in their daily life as aptly 

phrased by DeVault: ‘…readers often look to novels for information about the lives unlike 

themselves’ (DeVault, 1990: 917), which is similar to Bauman’s position. 

For me discourse theory is not a cookbook with readymade recipes, but a toolbox that needs to be 

adapted to the material analyzed. The German researcher Krüger-Fürhoff advocates a ‘politics of 

storying illness’ (2019: 113) which refers to the way illness is storied in fiction and how power is 

embedded in storying: reproducing, dominant discourses or subverting them i.e. identify elements of 

empowerment. Power is imbedded in what is told, about whom (the subject positions possible) and 

the effects upon society e.g. reproducing or having subversive effects on dominant discourses. To 

adapt her metaphor to my work I would rephrase it into: ‘storying dependent, frail elderly’, and I 

would additionally look for the ‘discursive effects’ such as argued by Carol Bacchi (2009). ‘Storying’ 

or Foucault’s notion of ‘fictions’ are verbs designed to highlight the agency involved and de-

naturalize the existing as can be seen from the quotation in the beginning of this paper. 

I will read each text twice using different analytical strategies at each reading (Dahl 2000; Hyvänen, 

2003). In the first reading, I will screen relevant fiction, get familiar with the storyline and read the 

texts from each group (and national context) at a time: English, German and Danish. Within each 

subgroup and each text, I will identify the storying of care, who is doing what kind of care, the role 

of the state, or if care – and the carer doing the care (professional or not, paid or not) - is silenced.  

In the second reading, I am interested to what extent it fictions care as a success or care failure, and 

how it relates to – or is unrelated to feelings of indifference or connectedness, and from this I can 

possibly identify an ideal of care (Dahl, 2000; Bødker, Langstrup and Christensen, 2018)). When I 

an analyzing the stories and who is doing the care, I am interested in the subjectivities storied. But I 

also interested in their discursive effects at the individual and discursive level i.e. which kinds of 

fictions are reproduced or subverted (disrupted). In my analysis I will also identify the discursive 

rationalities (Foucault, 1972) reproduced in the storying of old age, families/significant others and 

commodified (and professional) care. Rationalities are legitimate ways of arguing that exclude other 
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ways of making an argument (a logic). I will consider similarities – and differences – in the 

comparative reading across the three language specific groups of fiction. In this way I am performing 

a comparative discourse analysis, that can be used to identify less obvious ‘silences’ in discourse than 

marginalized voices. Silences that related to the absent (and historically suppressed or forgotten), or 

to interrogate the ways in which silences establish those discourses as pervasive (the dominant i.e. 

the natural). The different approaches within comparative discourse analysis entail that reflexivity is 

employed in varying degrees (Dahl, 2017). Comparative discourse analysis is ‘a potentially fruitful 

mode of empirical research’ (Howarth, 2005: 346). However, the comparative prerogative is often 

seen as self-evident (Kantola, 2006) and with little direct reflection upon its perspective, 

preconditions and aims (Howarth, 2005). In her book on feminism and state theory, Johanna Kantola 

(2006) stresses that ‘comparisons reveal silences’ (2006: 38). However, Kantola’s focus is on who is 

excluded from speaking (Dahl, 2017) similar to Kürger-Fürhoff’s position. Silence becomes 

identified with the absent voices of marginalized groups. This view of silence as the excluded voices 

contrasts with Lawrence’s (2005) study, which illustrated how the discourse of citizenship limits the 

indigenous group of Sami to claiming ‘minority group’ status. Kantola is concerned with groups, 

voice and access to discourse, but in contrast Lawrence is concerned about how the discourse, through 

its rules of relevance and dominant concepts like ‘citizenship’, enables some and not other groups to 

have access to a position of speaking and becoming recognized as a legitimate speaker. I will try to 

look for both kinds of silences, where Kantola’s position is similar to what was previously referred 

to as an empirical ‘voice’.  

Howarth (2005: 333-335) makes the case that a comparison of texts enables an alienation from one’s 

naturalized context, through its confrontation with another, not too similar text. In this way, 

comparative discourse analysis can be used to identify silences within discourses that operate to 

sustain taken-for-granted truths (see Ronnblöm, 2011: 21). Comparing a text from another context 

with what is considered to be ‘obvious and natural’ facilitates de-familiarization, a distancing from 

what is (Howarth, 2005: 333) – and of ‘seeing things out of their normal context’ (Shklovsky, 1917) 

– a gaze akin to the anthropological gaze of the foreigner.  

Here I am specifically interested in the way relations between the fragile, dependent elderly and others 

fictions, and the way care is storied as continuous or discontinuous, as having a unityvi or being 

fragmented. In this reading, there is also an attention to space, the spatialization of care (Langstrup, 



  Hanne Marlene Dahl 

12 
 

2013), where the home, the hospital and the nursing home are created as the discursive and material 

effects. 

Feminists have continuously stressed the situated character of our knowledge’s and that we write and 

talk through localities (Harding, 1986; Haraway, 1988). This is just as true for researcher and authors  

of fiction. For feminists there are no gender-neutral or ungendered reading of the material. I read 

novels, short stories and memoirs formed by my position of various intersecting dimensions. This 

intersectional perspective was originally advocated by Crenshaw as a critique of the way legal 

discourse couldn’t deal with intersections of various dimensions e.g. of being both black and a woman 

(Crenshaw, 1991). Whereas some argue that intersectionality is the feminist method (Puar, 2012), 

other feminists have criticized the uncritical application of the concept and its theorization (Carbin 

and Edenheim, 2013). I will read the material formed by my gender, race, class and my feminism not 

seeing these categories as stable, structural categories but as sociological and political dimensions 

woven together, reproduced and potentially transformed. My intersectional lens is a perspective that 

helps me to be self-reflexive about my reading including being a daughter of parents (84 and 85) and 

how this possibly relates to my reading. As feminism is a contested concept discussed at length 

elsewhere (Wollstonecraft, Pateman, Cixous, Kristeva, Verlo), I will  not discuss it here. I will only 

briefly describe its implications for my analysis. My feminist lens means being attentive to the way 

texts are gendered directly and indirectly. So I analyze gender, care, dichotomies, silences and 

tensions. I will look for the direct ways that gender reproduced and transformed in the texts i.e. 

gendering and de-gendering. Gendering is about reproduction and stability of existing femininities 

and masculinities and their hierarchical relations, whereas de-gendering is about transformations of 

existing gender identities and power relations involved. So I study and identify the kind of 

femininities and masculinities that populate the storying of elderly care. In my gender lens I will also 

study the indirect gendering such as performed in care. Feminists has brought care onto the scientific 

and political agenda and redefined the liberal, theoretical understanding of agents of autonomous as 

inter-dependent (Tronto, 1993) and revealed the strongly gendered distribution of care. So I will look 

for stories about care, dependency, vulnerability and care needs. I will also look for dichotomies and 

valorization e.g. able bodied vs. dependency, and valorizations are hierarchies that often go 

unnoticed. Silence has been an important theme in feminist philosophy and research (Whitford, 1992: 

Bacchi, 2009, Dahl, 2017), and as described above, attempting to identify what cannot be said in 

relation to care, needs and care giving is important as well. Noticing tensions within the texts is a way 
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of being attentive to struggles and power, and tensions here refers to ruptures in the storying, where 

something does not fit together nicely.  

I develop my reading strategy along with the reading, where I go back and forth between the analytical 

strategy and the literary texts to adapt the reading strategy to the fiction read. 
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vi By ’unity’ I refer to the presence of coordination between different persons and post-humans doing- and performing- 
the care, or the presence of one carer. 


