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ABSTRACT

The Freud-Fliess letters attracted attention taidfFsenanny and also to the role played by
nannies in the ideal family of psychoanalytic thedncluded in the models that explained
the bourgeois family since the nineteenth centouy,excluded by analytic theory, the
nanny, ever present in Brazilian upper-class famijlstill poses a question to the father-
mother-infant triangle.
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Poor people! They cannot even retain their own rsame
Freud

Around the sixties - precisely in 1964 and 196%e hannies were put on the screen
by the same actress (Julie Andrews) and made assiat the movies, besides being
shown also in many stages around the world. Onleoh was English, the other one,
Austrian! English nannies were, by then, famous in theinbguand abroad: many a
memorialist and a novelist of the™ 8entury mentioned them, as a source of pleasure as
often as a source of displeas@ustrian nannies were not so famous, until thegevpit
on the analytical scene by Sigmund FrelAimost all of his patients had a nanny or nurse
— some of them had two, what would lead to a cerisfolding of this character, either in
the duo good mother/ bad nanny, or, in a kind @lidation, as good nanny/bad narihy.

Freud’s interest in nannies began, it seems, \nghanhalysis of the cases that would
be known in the analytical literature as those tete in the origin of the ‘seduction
theory’ — and also with his auto-analysis. Hisiiegt, though, extended well beyond the
time of this emergence, as we will see. Notwithdtag, the recent revisions published in
the wake of what is called the ‘Freudian wars’ bad pay much attention to it, maybe
because the authors thought of as a ‘minor’ or ‘estin’ interest’ | will argue here, with
the help of many authors who did pay attentiort,tthat it is a relevant topic, not only for

1 Mary Poppins produced by Disney and directed by Robert Stevenes picture of 1964, arithe sounaf

music directed by Robert Wise, launched in 1965. Betipss originated from texts written by womevlary
Poppinswas a successful series published in between @43B8, by the Australian author Pamela Lyndon
Travers (or P. L. Travers, like Harry Potter’s J&owling), andThe sound of musitom an autobiography
of the nanny, Maria von Trapp. See Anne McLeer Rd0r an analysis about this film as an expressibn
the apprehensions about the feminist movementdrsitkties in the United States. As | am writinggréhare
also some TV series with nannies as central chengdtesides an “ evil nanny” in the series fotdtbin The
Fairly OddParents

2 On the chastisements imposed to some English mulfyotheir nannies, see Yara Frateschi Vieira $198
and Anne McClintock (1995). This late also refemgpportant people, as Winston Churchill, who had a
profound affection for his nanny. One of Freud'sstfipatients was an English nanny and the anabfsis
another nanny was used by Anna Freud to descréb&linuistic surrender’, a type of projection (B&ap.

X).
% Here, | am calling nannies the ones that in therdture about the 19th century are called nanoies
nurses. Strictly, theannywould be the person to take care of the child fariny, while thenursewould take
care of the children when some of them began Iegreomething at home, especially girls (the boystwe
school). But in reality, and in fiction, both ovapped . For a good description of their attribugicend their
destiny when they got old, see Virginia Woolthe YearsHer sister, Vanessa Bell, captured scenes of
nannies and children in the nursery in her paigtingbout the familiar context of Virginia Woolf ‘s
childhood see the research of Louise De Salvo (1988 her case, the seducer was her half-brothémat

the nanny.

* Here | am not thinking about the psychologicatdjection of the good object/ the bad object appsed
by Melanie Klein, as one of my readers understdd,in the sociological relation between nanniegdsa
and the ones that they took care of in infancynaehildhood - as Freud himself used the family ddtpoet
Heinrich Heine to understand his situation in hisagy on jokes.

® See Catherine Meyer, ed., 2005. The less intagestithese wars is the intent to demoralize Freadter

all, who is interested if he did or did not sleefithwhis sister in- law? The most interesting thirage the
conflicts of interpretations of his era.



the domestic economy, and the economy of the affect 19" century Vienna, and around
the industrializing world, but also for a feminisflection in Brazil today.

Seduction theory

To begin with the so-called ‘seduction theory' 1896 Freud published a polemic
article in which he attributed the origin of hyséeto a sexual trauma suffered by his female
— and some male - patients that ranged from sdwarassment to sexual abuse in the hands
of a member of the family: uncles (some of whomenevealed as fathers in subsequent
publications), brothers, guardians, school colleagor nannies. He said that this trauma
was “unhappily” caused “too frequently, by a neiar’}€ In this article he said that in 18
cases of hysteria until then analyzed by him (senrand twelve womengJl of them
showed this etiology, or cause, of the condition e next year, he began doubting his
proposition, and wrote to Fliess: “I don’t beliememy neurotica [neurosis theory] any
more.”” Even if he mentioned the seduction theory in oliters of this year (and also
years after), he began, then, to treat these deeswf his patients as a fantaSy.

Many contemporary authors addressed themselubg toanny theme in Freudian
texts, but almost all of them were interestediginanny. His nanny, from whom even the
name is disputed, could have been a Czech wontathalic, who took him to masses and
reproved him for being good for nothirigHe wrote: “Today’s dream has, under the
strongest disguise, produced the following: she mgdeacher in sexual matters and
complained because | was clumsy and unable to yhiag.” ° And further on: “she
washed me in reddish water in which she had prelyouashed herself’. Telling that his
nanny made him steal money to give her, Freudpntéed his dream as a reproach for
asking money from his patients for his bad treatneéthem, in the same way as “the old
woman got money from me for her bad treatmentthinnext letter (October, 15), Freud
registers what his mother had told him about theagaAsking her if she remembered the
nanny, he got the answer: “Of course”, she said €lderly person, very clever, she was
always carrying you off to some church; when yauneed home you preached and told us

®  Freud,The Aetiology of HysteriaSE, Ill, also reproduced as an appendix to deffl.Masson’ book'he

Assault onThruth. Some of these cases must be the ones transamitiegiStudies on Hysterjédy Freud and
Breuer, originally published in 1895 - among théh® one about the English nurse, Miss Lucy R., amalit
Katharina — whose seducer, presented in the otigitiion as her uncle, was, in fact, her fathecoading to
a note by Freud in 1924. Miss Lucy’s analysis #aln interesting portrait of the life of Viennesamnies.

" Letter to Fliess , September, 21, 1897. In Decerbenas still doubtful when registering a fragmeha
case and added a new motto: “ What has been doymutgoor child?”, in a citation of Goethe. Sesoahe
letters of 1898 and of 1899, in which this doubtdsially shown.

8 The change from the seduction trauma to the simlu€antasy is a controversial one in the analytica
literature, but see Freud'’s essays from 1905 af6.18nd also the revision of Ahbel-Rappe (2006).

° Didier Anzieu (1989) mentions the name most fredjyeevoked in the Freudian literature, the one of
Monika Zajic, but also mentions the possibilityRési Wittek or Magdalena Kabet as Freud’s nanngd8a
Gilman (1993) choose Teresa “Resi” Wittek . Jori€¥ 4) mentions the hostile relations between Czaols
Jews in that region, at the time, including Czedbitizations against Jews.

10" | etter to Fliess, October, 4 , 1897. This lettenich began in October, 3, seems to have signaledds
abandon of the idea of a seduction made by somefuthe family: he explicitly excludes his fatheoifin any
responsibility: “the old men plays no active partiy case, but that no doubt | drew an inferenom fmyself
into him.”



all about God Almighty. During my confinement wiimna (two and a half years younger)
it was discovered that she was a thief, and alstiey newkreuzersandzehnerdcoins]

and all the toys that had been given to you wewaddn her possession. Your brother
Philipp himself fetched the policeman; she then giasn ten months in prison.” The fact
that Freud used his mother’'s remembrance to stienghe interpretation he made of the
dream —in whicthewas the thief - doesn’t matter here, neither dshiification with the
nanny, observed by some analysts of this famows(8l = She”), but it is relevant to
consider that it seems that it was with his autahgsis that the nanny figure began to be
seen as a malignant one or, in the best hypottessiam ambiguous orfe.

In fact, even if the nannies had already been imeed in some other letters of this
same year as seducers, they seemed rather to hected with the fathers perversion with
them — or with some other maid of the house, thatraonly also acted as nannies — and
not to the perversions of the nannies vis-a-visctiiklren of the house, even if these scenes
were present in his 1896 ess&yBut the letters also contained a preoccupatioh thie
nannies in his own family. In a note to the letiENovember, 14, 1897, for instance, he
almost accused the nanny of one of his sons astatiag person when mentioning that the
child had lost his second teeth: “In fact, thetfose wagplucked ouin the night of
November 9 by the nanny; it could have lasted\illzember 10.”[Emphasis added.] He
will also say, in 1899, writing about another sdmosad the tendency to harm himself
repeatedly: “I attributed that to a little hyster#e was the only one who received a bad
treatment by the nanny.” And, commenting a litert@it, he asks where the material for
the familial romance — “adultery, illegitimate atiland the like — came from? “Usually
from the lower social circles of servant girls. Bulkings are so common among them that
one is never at a loss for material, and it is eigllg apt to occur if the seductress herself
was a person in service all the analyses one therefore hears the saony $tvice: once
as a fantasy about the mother; the second timeraslanemory of the maitd[Emphasis
added.] In the letter about his nanny, Freud dat#y the same: coupled his memory of
his old maid to his memory of a journey in whichdasv his mother naket

Nannies, and maids in general, were in fact omagnein the families of Freud’s
circle in Vienna: Hans, who was phobic about hqrpks/ed the horseman with his maid,

' For a detailed analysis of this dream , and thetime of other analysts that pointed to the pofisjtif a
baptism of Freud by his nanny, and that the wateudr mentions could be a baptismal water, see Didie
Anzieu. Anzieu also asks if, maybe, the fact ofudrdnaving had two mothers could be the reason ©f hi
interest about some historical figures that als tieo mothers: Oedipus, Moses, Leonard. Anzieu; 143.
Sander Gilman (1993) talks about the fear, curaembng Viennese Jews, and of fantasies associatgfo
baptism of Jew children by catholic nannies.

12 gee, for instance, Freud-Fliess, letters of De@mb7, 1896; January, 3, 1897; January, 12, 1887 a
May, 2,1897, for scenes of nannies seducers orceedin May, 2, 1897, Freud talked about the “suation

of these young girls in fantasies” and about “sduighly improbable accusatiorsgainst other persons
contained in the fantasies”, concluding that “Thier tragicjusticein the fact that the abasement suffered by
the chief of the family before a maid servant ipiated through the degradation of his daughtemigkasis
added.)

13 ¢ can only indicate that [...],in my case theifpe originator’ was an ugly, elderly, but very otev
woman, who told me a great deal about God Almigirtgg who instilled in me a high opinion of my own
capacities; that latter (between two and a halfg)eay libido towardnatremwas awakened, namely on the
occasion of a journey with her from Leipzig to Vilen during which we must have spent the night toget
and there must have been an opportunity of seengudam [...].” Didier Anzieu says that this journey must
have taken place when Freud was four years ol@9(4132)



intimating her to take off her clothes; the Wolf-Maho, as Freud, had had a peasant
nanny, who also told him religious stories; Dord h&o nurses, one whom she loved and
the other one whom she detested — besides thatatimgy of the K family was seduced by
Mr. K; Anna O. also loved one nurse and had renglfeelings about another; and Anna
Freud also have had a catholic nanny, whom shelldvee older daughter of Freud,
Mathilde, has had a wet nurse, almost never mesdioyet the Freud family maintained a
relationship with her family for many yeats.

Theorie’s seductions®

It seems that one of the first authors to deal lyidath the question of the nanny in
Freud’s writings was Jim Swan, in a 1974 es¥8$wan refers to the pioneering analysis
of Max Schur (1972) and to the work of Didier Anzjevich has had many editions since
1959. According to him, Schur was the first onaatice the discrepancy between the
German expression that signified something like first seductressJrheberin’- in
contrast with the Freudian theory that postulatedfather as the first seducelrhebel] —
and the English expression, in tB&ndard Edition;the prime originator [of my
difficulties]”. Swan had also noted that Freudannywas a creation of the English
translation, in Ernest Jones’s biography, who ueedvord nanny for the German
expression that meant maidifiderfrad. *” Swan calls attention to the question of the

4 Hans case is in thtandard Editionyol. X. For a feminist critique that attributesaphobias to his fear

of his mother — that spanked his small sister aettaned him with castration - see Barbara Creed3(199
Doras’s case is in the SE, vol.VII.The accountirfgttee choice of Dora’s name for this patient is in
Psychopathology of Everiday Ljfthe observation of Freud about the maids in fsigraph of this text also
comes from there — he used the name of the nanhisafister, a name attributed to her, since oalfjirshe

had the same name as his sister, her mistressNDod-Man case $E XVII ) is also analyzed by Ginzburg
(1989), who observed that in this essay, publistred 918, the seduction theory, supposedly laideasid
1897, re-emerged in Freud's textual scene. The YAfnah also had a religious and amorous nanny, bsesid
an intractable English nurse — and, even if hisisgdss had been officially registered as his sigtere is at
least one mention of his seduction by the nannybéMRappe, 2006:182). About Anna Freud, see Elibabe
Young-Bruehl’'s biography (1992). About Anna it walso said that she had had two mothers: her mother,
Martha, and Aunt Minna, sister of Martha who livedth the Freud family. According to Young-Bruehl,
Freud talked with Lou Andréas-Salomé about the Heargthey shared, since it seems that she succeeded
Freud in the analysis of Anna. Also in Lou Andr&semé- Anna Freud, 2006. This excess of mothets th
Anna had should be analyzed more carefully, sifme l'ecame an expert in child analysis. See, in that
context, M. J. Burlingham, 2002. It is worth meniity that Anna, beginning in the twenties, and rathe
operations of Freud, became higrse— occupying Marthas'’s place — until his death1 939, becoming also
the guardian angel of the psychoanalytical heritzfighe family. Anzieu remarks that nanny in CzécKana
(1989:143). See also Lou Andréas-Salomé/Anna Fi2@h about the wet nurse of Mathilda and her famil

15 The formulation is D. Anzieu’s: “ | am trying tdssociate myself from two very prolific tendenciaghe
last years, one that accuses Freud for abandohageduction theory, the other one of having abaedo
himself to the seductions of theory” (1989:14) [Manslation.].

16 Jim Swan, 1974. | owe thanks to Swan for sendirgamopy of his article, not available in the ditjited
version of the journal.

" The names seem to be applied to both — maidsdaakof the housand of children. For analysis of the
social relevance of domestic service in France Emgland — generally done by single young girls cani
from the countryside , see the classic from LoUidg and Joan Scott (1978). Both show that thezade of
industrialization did not take women off domestirwsce: in England, at the end of XIX century, 40%the
feminine labor force was engaged in this type ofise and two thirds came from a rural origin. Al$ao



Oedipus complex: “What needs explanation is howthikeery of the Oedipus complex
accounts for the boy’s guilty impulses toward histiner but ignores the boy’s arousal at
the hands of his nurse, especially in view of homcmmore attention his nurse gets from
Freud than his mother does.” (p.19) Discussingpthesible interpretations of Freud’s
dreams along his auto-analysis, Swan notes theamte of the nanny’s presence in his
development until his conclusion that “the remat&adircumstance” is that Freud, in
effect, hadwo mothers, “his actual mother — whose nakednessmerg mention in

Latin — and his nanny whom he remembers in assogiatith numerous disturbing sexual
experiences. Having two such mothers, and thedfitlaving the ‘bad’ ugly mother
banished from his life when he was only two and, lallows Freud to maintain a secure
split between the internalized good and bad moth@ys34) “Unconsciously, Freud’s nurse
was his seductress and shamer, his mother theopjeet of guilty desire.”(p.50)

The good mother and the bad nanny, or the goodynam the bad nanny, will from
then on be permanently present in Freud analysaspeany of his patients werepeating
his development as a bd{In any case, nannies or nurses were always preste
Viennese’s bourgeois households, despite theliattas Swan notes, in the case of the
Freud family, his father was permanently at theeeofgpoverty. It is not possible, in this
brief account, to make justice to Swan’s essayjthstworth noting that he made a long
digression about the social relations underlyinguBis boyhood, showing that the
“bourgeois oedipal man struggles to preserve lsismdition and independence from those
on whose bodily labor he in fact depends for histerce and status” (pp. 53-54) — an
observation, as we will see further on, which wé@biment most of Anne MacClintock’s
analysis of Victorian England. And he concludeshd$ Freud's discovery of the Oedipus
complex emerges not only from memories of a sn@aflldguilty, aggressive lust for his
mother, but from memories of dependence on her-t@aependence remembered,
however as the seduction of a small bourgeois,riusboy by a Czech working-class
woman in a province of the Austrian Empire stitogering from the Revolution of 1848.”
(p.64)

After Swan, Jane Gallop was one that analyzedellegance of the nanny on the
analytical scene, beginning with the discussioGatherine Clément and Héléne Cixous
(1975) about Dora’s case, observing that the figlithe nanny, or nurse, did not exhaust
itself in Freud’s identification with a nanny onaaid in this case, but “has a decisive,

thirds of them were single. ‘Maids’ and ‘nanniegnte from this population. | do not have data fostia
but the history of the last maid of Freud’s famiBaula Fichtl — and her tribulations, that includsed
internation in a foreigners camp, in Britain, dgri@econd World War- as a catholic girl, from ruwegin,

who got old in the domestic service, in the spdcgdoyears, seems exemplar. See Detlef Berthelk@96].
Paula ended her life in an Austrian asylum but wexry important in the organization of the Freud ®lus,
when the Berggasse, 19 became one: she knew whenghéng was years before and helped to put things
back in place.

Her history seems very similar to that of Hannativ@ok, mentioned bellow: in 1972 a physician s#iat
her health problems - when she was 70 — were defieen “ a neurotic obligation to work”.

18 The sociology of the nannies was analyzed in adensed mode by Jack Goody. Searching for the
etymology of the word, Goody remarks that, sinadhd of the 16 century, maids offered ‘serviceshiore
than one sense, since ‘nanny’ was also, in theodities of that time, a synonymous of ‘prostitutsd
reinforcing the sense of the ‘bad nanny’ (1969:2429)ody did not mention the psychoanalytical litera
and seems to have arrived at his conclusions im@ependent way from it. He observed, also, thateso
dictionaries made the word to derive from the naofesnne, Anna or Hannah.



structural relation to psychoanalysis in generdilie family never was, in any of Freud’s
texts, completely closed off from questions of emit class. And the most insistent locus
of that intrusion into the family circle (intrusiarf the symbolic into the imaginary) is the
maid/governess/nurse. As Cixous says, ‘she isdleih the social cell’.*®

Cixous's reading of Dora’s case, here resumed bipas that what Freud did not
stand for in his relation to Dora was the fact eing dispensed by her — as would be the
case with a nurse or a nanny — at a fortnight'&cedt “Neither Dora nor Freud can
tolerate identification with the seduced and abaedogoverness.” (p.145) For Freud,
being so ‘feminized’ would signify to accept theagt of women circulating in an exchange
of women made by men. For Dora, it would signifgttehe, and notwithstanding her social
position, was also an object in this exchange. Buttrary to what Gallop says, this was
not an analysis of Freumhd Dora, antedating Lévi-Strauss analyses — it wag RBdo was
enraged for “being handed to Herr K as the prickistolerating the relations between her
father and his wife’?! If anyone, she was the one who anticipated Lért&6 theory on
women’s circulation.

The intrusion of nannies —or of subaltern classisthe bourgeois households would
be summed up by Anne McClintock in 1995, this texeling the race variable to the
research universe. She will also resume the quesfi&reud’s nanny. She summarizes this
part of her research as the analysis of “one ofrtbst successful vanishing acts of modern
history”, the vanishing of domestic lab4f.And, as she indicates very well, it took a lot of
work to make out an appearance of the leisureeftitdle-class housewife. The excellent
iconography she exhibits in the chapter dedicasetbtnestic work almost explains by
itself her argument. The curious story of the Stdme Arthur J. Munby and Hannah
Culwick — his wife and domestic servant — is alntbstist to the background in this
analysis. Munby, who had the habit of picturing anawing women from the working
classes, and also of turning them black in his drgsy had also had a working class nanny,
called Hannah, and a delicate and distant mother.

19 Jane Gallop, 1992:144. As Ginzburg, Gallop alsmarks that many years after supposedly having
abandonned the ‘seduction theory’, Freud mentivrs 1931(Female sexualitySE, vol.XXI): “ The part
played in starting [phallic activity] by nurserydigne is reflected in the very common phantasy wiiakes
the mother or nurse into a seduceActual seduction, too, is common enouihs initiated either by other
children or someone in charge of the child [nurgdinaho wants to soothe it, or send it to sleepmake it
dependent on them.” Gallop. id.ibid., interpolatidrers; emphasis added.

?n his analysis, Freud said that Dora did not want tdrbated like a nanny or nurse because her seducer
proposed to her using the same terms that he aossetitice the nanny of his childreRrtggment of a case of
hysterig p.106). So it is interesting that he choose tmaeof a nanny for her.

2 Fragment p.34. Gallop expresses it this way: “ Daed Freud have discovered a fragment of the general
structure which thirty years later Claude Lévi-88= will call elementary kinship structures, thst the
exchange of women between men” (p.132, emphasisddd8he repeats the same observation at page 147.
On Freud resistance in identifying himself with fame positions in his dreams, see also Anzieu Swdn
(passim.

2 page 164.

% |tis not the case to repeat the coincidenceb@hames that reappears in the Freudian family momaor

in the universe of patients and analysts- that afgmears here — but it is worth mentioning thadne of his
drawings Munby identifies himself with the delicdtamale figure of Victorian women, in front of aogs,
and darkened, masculine figure of a woman workexkiag Pierre Bourdieu’'s analysis about the
‘feminization’ of men from the dominant classest analogous to a ‘masculinization’ of women frone th
working classes. On Bourdieu and the * masculinaidation’, see M.Corréa, 1999.



It would be very difficult to follow the complex $tory told by McClintock here, but
it is worthwhile to remember that she invokes daormadvanced by Julia Kristeva —
abjection - to underline that “ the abject is sdmreg rejected from which one does not
part”. (p.71) The notion, coming from Mary Dougkssay on pollution, could have been
put to a better use theoretically in her treatnoémace, as we will see. As she proposes to
articulate the notions of gender, race, classsaxdality, the author tries to show how the
thresholdfigure of the nanny/governess/ maid (already estdieH. Cixous and J.

Gallop), always between the house and the stieetamily and lewdness, expresses the
Victorian splitting between the good and the baanan — the saints and the whores — and
“has its origins, then, not in an universal arcpetybut in the class structure of the
household.” (p.87) It was “the contradiction betwéiee barely repressed power of the
waged female domestic worker and the relative tdgdower of the unwaged wife” that
was at the roots of this duplicity. So, it is ayghat she did not include the markeragiein
the list of notions to be considered, since she tampletely in the apprehension of the
perspective of childhood in the relations with ti@ny — the bad nanny in opposition to
the good mother, even if the latter was a violerd.o

All the subtlety that she demonstrated in her aislgf class-relations in Victorian
England is left aside when the author moves tolsafrica, more specifically to
accompany the history of novelist and feminist ®I8chreinef? Since Schreiner
denounces the domination of the acgwylahs— black women — over children, her fiction did
not gather any sympathy from McClintoéRAs her rendering of domesticity in England
had a strong inflection in class relations, hedyms of South Africa is strongly inflected
by thecolor question, much more than by traial politics question?® When retracing the
conflict as betweeBlacks and Whiteghe author forgets the nuances she had regish¢red
the beginning of her work — when she showed, fstaince that white Irish were not only
sociallyblackened as a way of disqualification in Victariangland, but also morally
downgzr;aded. So, race turns out as a synonymoudaf @nd the political aspect of racism
is lost.

% McClintock (1995), chap. 7.

% Qlive Schreiner (1855-1920), self-taught, and \afsm had the experience of working as a govermwess,
the daughter of a couple of missionaries — a Gerfatner and a British mother — who went to Southiosf
to work and that had to endure a situation of em&@overty . Her mother spanked her cruelly angueatly

— which is maybe the origin of her fight, lateraatst the laws of spanking the Blacks of her courince a
small child, she used to escape to a world of ntday-dreaming like Anna O. and Anna Freud waié sf
doing. Her first novelThe story of an African farnpublished in 1883, first under a masculine alesned
her an instant celebrity in Victorian England, andny leading intellectuals, among them Edward Gagre
Havelock Ellis and Eleanor Marx, became her frietds sensible portraits of her, as a feminist actilvist,
and of her works, see Doris Lessing (1973), RutanBon (1990) and, specially, her own letters (1988)
McClintock misread many factual points of her beggny and also when she says that her attitudesdswa
prostitution were a projection of her own vulnempbsition and that she did not have a real actpraie
with the lives of prostitutes - see Brandon, cit.

% Race politicsinstead otolor, could have helped to understand the complexutation between ethnicity ,
nationality, gender (in the case of Schreiner,dbhmmplicated relationship between a German wedlefatn
aggressive English mother, and the nationality,yedtdeveloped, of being a South-African), andgiet — in
the case of the natives, as well as in the casigeofolonial agents. Not to speak of the mestiZdsazk and
white.

%7 Yet, she was very sensitive to the political aspet racism throughout her book — it is only wisre
turns to the analysis of Olive Schreiner’s fiction the blackayahsthat she traces that sharp division line —



As the author herself observed, color itself isermugh to be a sign of otherness — in
the case of Schreiner, the difference is also gbyeage: in her fiction, she shows a female
child dealing with oppressivadults The fact that she became an activist, opposiag th
racialist positions of her country as an adultvehavell her lucidity about its government
when grown up. McClintock also loses sight of thetthat the Schreiner’s anti-racist
struggle could have been produced in an analogamsen as the fascination Munby had
for working women — that is, in the daily convivtglof both of them, as children, with
working and Black women. The notion of abjectioposes something that we
incorporatein childhood and from which we cannot get freéascination or a repulsion.

Leaving aside the rich uses of psychoanalysis s@erof in the case of
Munby/Culwick, McClintock treats Olive Schreineragrivileged colonialist, even if
Schreiner’s family was a poor one, and even ifddgeribes, she doesn't analyse the
aggressions Schreiner suffered as a child, herrautdations, her day-dreams and
allegories, her asthma — a long-life companionasf-hand “an obscure sexual calamity
that befell her”[275]: all of which made Schreinvery alike her Viennese contemporaries -
and her reactions indeed made McClintock dub hatept as “hysterical” [264]. Seeing her
sorrows as “a peculiarly colonial predicament” tpra colonial culture “which has no
memory”, McClintock loses sight of her human coiditand reduces her position to a
paramount example of “imperial faith”, even if femmended her “extraordinary
foresight of African politics” and lamented thatefhpolitical essays... remain by far the
most neglected aspect of all her writing” - a negihe didn’t remediate[281,293] Being
white, the oppressed and humiliated small girhia fictions of Schreiner could not benefit
from McClintock’s sympathy given the fact that lffgmale) oppressors were black — so,
the complex articulation proposed about race, clgsmsder and sexuality is lost here as a
fundamental dimension of the constitution of seityids lost — childhood experienc®.

Such experience, Schreiner took to her fiction tander political writings, not to the divan.
Not being a Jew, and not living in Vienna, she pedahe fate of many of her female
contemporaries, as Dora and Anna O., who receivd@dgmosis that accompanied them
through life and who showed symptoms very simaBthreiner’'s own, the symptoms of
women who did not share the social conventionseif time, and their families — but only

blacks against whites — as an overall and sovergigion, forgetting all nuances, as age, for instamvhich |
think are very important in the case of maids, botSouth Africa and in Brazil.

The recent polemics on the race question in Brazithe academic literature as well as in the mekés
emphasizedd nausearthat race does not exist. See, for example, the issu¥e& magazine of June 6,
2007.Racism notwithstanding, persists. See the important waykSander Gilman(1993) about racism in
Germany in Freud’s era and, about the debate irUtlited States today, also part of the debate ewiBr
Sears and all (2000).

% For Freud and Breuer (1974:58)ysterics suffer mainly from reminiscencé@riginal emphasis.) Even if
she uses Jim Swan analysis, McClintock did not owprthe analogy between Freud’s and Olive’s cases,
which both accepted a good mother (one Jew/ ther d@hitish) and rejected a bad nanny ( a cathaelig
Czech one/ and an African one): the Victorian cestesulting from the structure of the domesticdsdwld,
does not extend itself to the colonies, and doésake in account the ethnic debates.

29 As she calls attention to the “resistance andntesent” of the nannies — and not to the dominaxested

on the child — McClintock therefore seems to bevidlis that it was exactly this dominance thataameverse
mode, was insisted upon by black women on the fistngtene, that made Schreiner discover early en th
myth of a “universal feminist solidarity” (p.267).



to be so labeled by one of our contemporary ferimiiers.*° To reduce this complex
web of experiences — in Africa, in England, andwigle web of friendship with
contemporary writers and her political and intellet life, always beset by ailments is, to
say the least, to impoverish the career of ona@ftost interesting Victorian woméh.

Here, we would need a long digression about tke,ushich are implicit in her
analysis, about the notion of culture — in thissga®lonial culture. | will be content,
however, to mention an observation from Elisabethdnesco - that may open the way for
such a discussion - about Jung, who “sustainecetreaty people had a different mentality
from its neighbors and that, being so, it was neags to the well-being of science, to
construct a psychology adapted to the collective gbevery nation.” “It is the soul of the
nation. It is the collective ‘thing’, occult anddksh through which man keeps being a
sleepwalker.” (1989:176/75

Guilhermina; our nannies

In 1912, Augusto dos Anjos (1884-1914) evoked poam Freud’s experience: “My
wet nurse Guilhermina/stole the coins that the Brogave me”, and concludes: “You had
stole the coins, but I, my nurse/ | have stolenegh8ince | stole the breasts/ Who gave
milk to your daughter!® This is one of the few references about the faat black wet-
nurses had to abandon their children — or to giilke &as a second chance to them — when
they were called, or hired, to feed white children.

In an analysis very similar to McClintock’s, San@eham (1992) made a careful
evaluation of the relations between maids — ambamtthe wet-nurses, that were best paid
—and masters and mistresses at the end of theeamtatand the beginning of the twenty
centuries in Rio de Janeiro. The overall data aedagous to data from the United States
and Europe — a majority of women dedicated to dtémesrk and, among them, a
majority of black (here) and single women. Grahdso avokes some famous characters
from Brazilian society who have had relations wiinnies or maids. Machado de Assis,
for instance, who did not pay his maids, and RusbBsa, who claimed to have to recur to

30 It seems curious, as she was also a championsigaiti-semitism in her country, that Olive appdae
her husband, after a long separation, in the yéaneo death, as a “small and dark Jewess”. Brandon
(1990:91)

31 See Doris Lessing’s essay.

32 My translation.] In another essay | developedstusion on this theme (Corréa, 2007). And, efén i
seems that Roudinesco is aghast against Jungdém twr contrast him with Freud, she points to atipelly
relevant consequence of the idea of “ differentpgbeflodifferent cultural logics”, for a long time ggent in
Anthropological debates - implicit here in the as& of metropolis and colonies.

% Ricordanza della mia gioventu, iBu (1912), cited by Koutsoukos (2006).] My translatjohe
photograph of the poet, ten years old, completh hdtots and a little leather whip in his hands (beaiy was

a photographic convention of the time?), evokesahe of Munby used by McClintock in her book — but
here, the signs are reversed: the elite of propantyed owners was in decline and the poetry ofustm dos
Anjos was an expression, individual and familidrthis decline, and not of an ‘imperial power’ skems that
the poet fell in love with a subaltern young wonvemom is said to have been killed by orders of hatrar
and that she had left a permanent imprint in hetnyo Seevww.vidaslusofonas.pt/augusto_dos_anjos.htm




a wet-nurse for his daughter, since his wife cawdtido the feeding? Here, as in Europe ,
the maid/ nanny was a crucial figure for the kegmhthe family. In both places she was
stigmatized - the emphasis here being more in dissibility of the transmission of diseases
than in the transmission of bad habits, but, herthare, it was poverty that signalized a
danger for the family. Here and there, also, thelslaannies were, sometimes, objects of
desire of the masters — but the seduction of dnideems absent from the literature, at
least in what respects small children, in Bratitdems that, in the Brazilian case, color
was a kind of veil that colored poverty — alwaysaked first by social reformers, be it on
their attack on slums, be it on the attack tortli@smadhat came to the city from the
spaces inhabited by the poor and that menacedtmseholds in which this poor people
(poorfemalepeople, beginning with the slave ones) made ansiun.*® But, certainly,
poverty was black.

In a beautiful essay in which she retrieves thea(§mational bibliography on the
nanny theme, Rita Laura Segato begins pointindatite discussions, on the context of
the Abolition debate, a propos the evils of “conitaation and moral corruption that the
black presence was introducing in the intimacyheftasters’ homes*® What means that
the female black women were present, first as wetes, then as nanniesias-secgshat
did not give their milk to the childre’. Showing that the prevalence of women in
domestic work is the continuation of a long traahitanalyzed by Tilly and Scott in their
study about the industrial revolution, and by Gratiar 19" Century Brazil, Segato
mentions the official statistics of 2006: 94.3%doimestic workers are women and 61.8%
of them are black, grardas.She also mentions that, in her researches on Bvaatlian
religions, she found thé¢manjawas the “legitimate mother” of tharixas— the biological
and juridical mother — and th@xumwas their “surrogate mothefemanjawas the

3 Gilberto Freyre also remembered some historicatatters who mentioned their black nannies, asoSilv
Romero and Joaquim Nabuco. About Nabuco, he mentiotetter of a friend of his father who had to
accompany him to the Court: “ The boy is happiewnbat | told him that his nanny would be with him”
(1984:354). It would be worthwhile to compare thisnembrances to the ones registered by McClintock
about English literary and political charactersthimk about the importance of nannies in the difeso many
public men in the nineteenth century.

% Graham’s work, published in 1988, was originalilled House and Streeind was openly tributary of
Roberto Da Matta’'s analysis @arnavais, malandros e herois [Carnivals, Rogues] Beroes].

% Rita Laura Segato, 2006:5;[my translation]. Theneback of wet-nurses in the United States — and the
introduction in China- were noticed as a scandaleéwspapers and magazines in 2007. See, for irstanc
the magazindsto € May, 2, 2007, the discussion about this comeliatke international scene and the note
saying that this practice is banned in Brazil byeTHealth Services. About the growing presence of
‘imported’ nannies and maids in the United Statesning from poor countries, see Barbara Ehrenreich
Arlie R. Hochschild, eds., 2004.

37 Ignoring the South and North American systemslafesy, McClintock says, in a passage about nannies
in Britain : “ Surely no other culturdas divided female sexuality so distinctly alonass lines. Working-
class women were figured as biologically driverleéochery and excess; upper-class women were naturall
indifferent to the deliriums of the flesh.”(1995;86mphasis added) This ignorance links itself wath
analysis (like in the case of Olive Schreiner) tivatludes slavery from the debate on the colonigjept. In
America, women-workers were, before the constitutbclasses, the slaves. See Graham(1992). Seéhals
reactions of the socialist feminists to an analagdivision in Russia, in the question of serfdomtlie
biography of Alexandra Kollontai (C. Porter, 198@ince her book is a careful deconstruction of the
Victorian image of the fragile woman, feminist saidts, or socialist feminists, are strangely ab$sesm
McClintock’s analyses — and particularly in whafers to the links established by Olive Schreinahvthe
London socialists.



equivalent of the English mother, registered inlifeeature already cited: the “cold mother,
distant and indifferent”. The author did not deyetbe discussion on the attributes of
Oxum but uses some iconographic material — as ofitttarp of D. Pedro Il with his black
nanny, attributed to Debret — to show the importaoicthe “black mother” in the national
scene. She also uses another interesting andtgsistiows the transformation that the
photographic images of children and their nannigesed from 1862 trough 1885. “Unitil
the 1880s, the photographs captured children inpositions that were in vogue in the
international scene at the time; but, in Brazig typical European scene of a mother with
child near her face was substituted by the blackipan place of the mother.” But, around
the 1880s the compositions shows the progressieation of effacing the figure of the
black nanny that, nevertheless, continues to sustiaibaby on her lap so that he could be
photographed, and “ the black nannies becamelartréie pictures: a hand, a pulse, until
they disappeared altogether from the images”;ifst $hown with pride, her full face
present, than held back from the images, not fataséd not shown, till they are entirely
banned from the national scen&”

Disappointing her readers for not treating the tjaegosed in the title of her essay —
Brazilian Oedipus: the double negation of gended eace— the author did not deal
explicitly with the question posed by Jim Swan: hiewt that a child denies its first
experience with the nanny and transfers it to tbéer. But she gives some insights about
the answer. Maybe the child does not deny it, ®ambivalent about it, as the notion
proposed by Mary Douglas suggests —abjection atssmsiambivalence.

Gilberto Freyre’s proposal is well known; whendmalyzed relations between the
masters and the slaves, he said, often enought thas in the intimate society with the
black mothers that the attraction of white menlexk women was developed: “From the
slave orayahwho cradled us. Who gave us milk. Who gave us fasthg her hand to
amalgamate the nourishment she gave to us. Frooldh#ack woman who told us the
first animals and ghost stories. From the finstlatawho freed us from a worm in the foot.
From that one that initiated us in physical love gave us, in a creak bed, the first
sensation of being a complete man”. (1984:283; nanyslation.) Sociological romanticisms
aside, Freyre, as Graham, makes a convincing garfréne ‘intrusion’ of the women ‘of
color’ in the intimate life of the white (or not sdhite) Brazilian family, one that resulted,
it seems, also in an intimate society between statel black (females) in our country —
even if the vice-versa was almost never the case.

It seems that this attraction has been congealdeiBrazilian myth of thenulata,
but if this myth could only be created by the nemabf the black woman (Corréa, 1996)
and if the ‘black mother’ gives place to thnellatain the Brazilian imaginary, does it
suggests an ambivalence between the white andabl imothers?

What is denied and incorporated in this affectioawaviality in childhood is still to
be analyzed. But, observing any Brazilian middiessineighborhood today it is possible to
notice that the conviviality of white children withack nannies is not only a historical
relationship, but it is firmly grounded to this damong us. Maybe we could advance in
our questioning about what is denied and whatdsrporated in these childhood
experiences using McClintock’s suggestion aboutti@icity present in the Victorian
household — but, maybe, no longer thinking aboadistinction between the good-mother

% Segato is here citing from the important work diféla de Andrade Deiab, A memoéria afetiva da
escravidao; [my translationRevista déHistoria da Biblioteca Nacionall (4), October, 2005.



and the bad- mother (the saint and the whore)indtlie ambiguity that the figure of the
wet nurse/nanny/maid incorporated in nineteenthurgBrazilian society and incorporates
till this day.

In an important research about the pictures of Blae Brazil, Sandra Koutsoukos
(2006) dedicates a whole chapter to the wet-nursgynly making a good analysis about
a series of pictures of black women with white dteh in their laps, but also describing the
social perception about these women, either by caédoctors or by literary fiction, or
about the relationships they maintained with threilias they served. It is very clear that
the wet-nurse expressed,the same persoethe duplicity which has been appointed in the
literature between the mother and the nanny. Stieisxplicit figure of dubiousness — she
could take to the homes she worked for all evig thaybe she carried, or all the goodness
and care expected from someone who gives her makahild not her own. Either attacked
on the medical literary works or lovely remembebgdamilies, the wet-nurse embodied an
ambiguous figure that could be good and aathe same timé&®

This ambiguity would only be solved by the firm ele$e, on the part of medical
doctors, of mothers breastfeeding their babies t@dubsequent attack on “mercenary
nurses” — black and white, that came with the nvasishmigration - when this ambiguity
would be resolved in the duplicated figure goodhmeobad nurse. But, with the persistency
of the use of poor and dark women as nanniesathisiguity returns*® And it will also be
relocated in other terms, exposing the anxietigh@families about this figure — that,
when seen in a benign light, ‘is as if part of thmily’, but, in a malignant light, it is
someone who brings the evils of the world to ingldehome.

In a recent discussion, in a workshop on Humam®RiGommittee in the Brazilian
Senate, a Father Claudio Antonio Delfino, exprebseanguish about lesbian nannies:

“For instance, | have a niece of one year andrtwaths. Imagine that we put
someone as a nanny of this baby and discover lleatvas a homosexual and ill-treated the
child, which is defenseless. The question is: afiecovering this | would have, or have
not, the right to dispensing this person, becahsenss treating the child in a manner the
family considered improper?*

39 See, for instance, a criminal process, refereddytsoukos, about a slave wet-nurse that, on kngwiat
her deal to care for a child included her libenatet the end of it, began behaving herself in éediht
manner than what was expected. This led to a cests@l judicial battle between her lawyers andséhof
her masters: a ‘darling’ at the beginning, she m@g persecuted for her ‘ingratitude’ (2006:204).

0" This ambiguity goes well beyond the color-line:tire case of wet-nurses, they were rejected not onl
because they were Black — even if it was implicitie medical discourses — but also, maybe maielgause
they were poor, sick, and ‘mercenaries’. See Eliehrand Hochschild (2004) for some analyses oflaim
relationships between White children in rich coiggtrand their poor , and also darker, nannies. &hes
contemporary scenes evoke many cases referred bigdidkos for Brazil. As it happened with the doriwest
labor of poor or slave women that made possibleetkistence of an ‘iddle’ elite in the past, tod#yst
invisible work from ‘Third World® women make pos$ibthat their sisters from the ‘First World’ engage
themselves in professional work outside the hontuA the relationships between mistresses and nraids
the Brazilian contemporary scene, see Azeredo (1888 Kofes (2001).

*1 My translation.] The workshop was convened toadetihe Law Project 122/2006, that proposes tadefi
“crimes resulting from gender, sex, sexual orieataand gender identity discrimination or prejudit®©ne

of these crimes is the dispense of an employeehbyemployer. Father Delfino is responsible for the
Episcopal Comission for Life and the Family for tNational Council of Brazilian Bishops (CNBB). See
Simdes, 2007, who referred this meeting to metHercontext of the debate as a whole.



More than a century after have being supposedin@dned, the seduction theory
continues to be evoked to name the dangers (ort@mah that haunts the families —
forgetting, or negating, the inside dangers thaevpait in scene by various analysts, for a
long time. This is the scene in question in thisade: the threats to children come from the
inside or from the outside of the famil{?An the debate on the seduction of children, the
first answer seems to point to an internal menab&h is reinforced by the contemporary
bibliography on sexual abuse and inc&SA second answer points to outside dangers —
signalized by aggressions on class, ethnic, raceligious bases — which, entering by the
back doors, as if it where, menace the supposezkepetamilies. Or, as Gallop asked, is
the family open or closed to the world?

Maybe to think about how nannies, from all partshef world, particularly those who
come from poor countries to rich countries, or frpoorer parts to the richer parts of poor
countries, have been important as second mothetsildfen around the world, could help
us to think about how the intersection of soeially subordinated categories (of which
nannies always are a part, either as part of ethigcant groups, or of subaltern groups,
girls or women recruited to take care of childred avho were recruited because of their
race, class or age position) and #ige of the categories subordinated to them -the atvldr
whom they take care of —maybe it could lead uetiect about the relevance of the infant
life for our adult life.

The pest

| read somewhere that, when entering New Yorkjsrfirst trip to America, Freud
commented to Jung: “They do not know that we airgorg them the pest”. The pest, as a
metaphor of something brought from the exteriagh®interior, certainly continues to
spray itself until this day, in the realm of Frearihistory: there is always a letter, an
interview, or a document never seen before thawstbat things were not really as it was
thought they were, that what was shown wasatidhat was to be shown, or that what was
shown did not corresponded to the analysis madat iShthe fantasies about this history
are part of an interminable analysis or an analyitisout end**

It seems that the same occurs with the nannieisisiarses — all the discussion we
have accompanied shows a certain unanimity inlaéysis: they are an external danger
(from outside to inside, from the street to the Bpfrom the public to the private) that put
at risk the existing familial relationships. Thennges/maids, as keepers of an old history,
acknowledged by the few, bring to the interiorlod household a pest that, finally,
expresses itself in some manner. The recent [208W} of a spanking without reason of a

2| am not sure iD encontro marcadpA Time to Meéf a 1956 novel by Fernando Sabino, was one of the
first urban novels to put in scene the importanicéhe maid’s room for male adolescents’ sexualatiitn,

but surely his observations made visible certamiliar habits of middle-class youngsters. Theseilfam
habits are still being represented in the Braziaap-operas till now. An analysis of Brazilian digclass
architecture, focusing on the maid’s room wouldtaialy be an useful tool for feminist discussions.

“3 But see lan Hacking (1999) thoughts about theasaminstruction of the idea of child abuse as an
exacerbation of contemporary sensibility that &fsposes a restriction on adults to helping childrepublic
places.

4 see Mikkel Borch-Jacobsen and Sonu Shamdasaré, 200



domestic servant — and other poor women — in Ridatheiro, in a bus stop, by middle-
class youngsters seems to point to a greater protblan the one expressed in the
newspaperfait-divers,or in the indignant letters of readers or editaria the newspapers:
a structural intersection between the classedsrcthuntry, historically present for many
years, and which refers, maybe, to the questidheofoung people trying to live out in the
streets the abjection they incorporated at hokbgctionbeing a notion that expresses
incorporation and expulsion- brings inside and jputis Maybe us, as feminists, should
think more about it.
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