Sociology of Intimacy
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Spring 2024
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Instructor: {175 %% (Hsiu hua Shen)

Office: A\$1:C601

Office hours: 1h h 3pm on Wednesdays or by appointment
Telephone: 03h 5715131 ext. 34532
Email: hhshen@mx.nthu.edu.tw

Overview

According to The Oxford English Dictionary, intimacy refers to: 1. (a) the state of
being personally intimate; intimate friendship or acquaintance; familiar
intercourse; close familiarity. (b) euphemism or sexual intercourse. (c) closeness
of observation, knowledge, or the like. 2. Intimate or close connection or union.
Three crucial elements about intimacy come from this definition. First, intimacy
covers a range of personal relations including between family members,

romantic partners, sexual contacts, married couples, close friends, religious
associates, or close working partners (lawyer/client, child care giver/ parents...).

Second, it takes means and rituals in the forms of physical, emotional, material,
and/or informational exchanges to establish and maintain the state of being
intimate between people. Finally, intimate unions are originated from and
extend to become groups, organizations, and institutions, such as family, church,
and various associations.

This course, sociology of intimacy, intends to explore the roles of intimacy in
people’s lives, in building social organizations and institutions, and in forming
and transforming (in terms of establishing, maintaining, and disrupting) social
orders and human society within specific social and historical contexts. Our
primary focuses will be on investigating various forms of gendered intimate

relations centered by being included and excluded from the institution of
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marriage and ask (1) How have economic, political, and social processes shaped
the ways in which we construct intimate relations and culture? (2) How have
intimate relations and culture shaped the ways in which we organize economic,
political, and social lives, and build organizations and institutions? (3) While
intimacy is tended to be framed as positive force and essential element to human
security and stability, how are gendered intimate relations in the name and form
of love, sex, kinship, or social and political partnership as means and sites of
social control and violence? (4) While intimacy is seen as the soul and heart of
modern individuality and life (for instance, family as Haven In a Heartless World,
Lasch, C. 1977. New York: Norton), how have various forms of intimate relations
shaped the ways in which we construct individual and collective identities? The
goals of this course are to understand how the so- called “large” social processes
are intertwined with day-to--day intimate lives and to show how intimacy is

both a construct of and an influence on social processes.

Course Requirements and Expectations

1. Participation (30%)
Students are expected to attend class regularly and participate actively in
discussion and in dialogue with one another. They must read carefully and

critically the assigned reading before each class. 24 ELE FERERKK13:30
mr, SHEROEREAIR A B I RE IR, BEHA6R, FEZIER. FER
FERH R, 2ENRIERTIRMERFS2EE.

2. Weekly Short Response Papers (20%)

Students are required to write 4 short response papers (approximately 1-2
page) during the course of the semester. Each paper should be a response to
that week’s set of readings (and films, if applicable). It should include a precise
and concise summary of the main arguments in the readings, identify the
common themes and/or points of disagreement among them, and pose an
interesting question or series of questions about the material under
investigation. These papers must be posed to the University Eeclass system by
10am on the date of class. In the class, we will discuss the questions raised in

these papers.
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Please note that any student who is caught cheating or plagiarizing will be
referred to the appropriate University authorities. Any student with questions
regarding what practices constitute academic dishonesty should feel free to
consult with me.
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Course Schedule and Required Readings

Week 1 February 22
Introduction
Course Introduction and Overview of Syllabus



Week 2. February 29

FER

Week 3. March 7 (£:8

Jackson, Stevi. 1993. Even Sociologists Fall in Love: An Exploration in the Sociology of
Emotions. Sociology 27: 201---220.

ER 2007 - (RERGR) - (ERREREEHE) -

Week 4. March 14 (WfE{EX F 2 />FE3 M chapters)

i, SHH (Lawrence Stone) %, JMK#ERE, 2000, (B AZE/\HALK
JE. VEELGSINY M. &db: Z2H. (Stone, Lawrence. 1977. The Family, Sex and
Marriage in England, 1500-1800. New York: Harper and Row), ###i1,3,5,6 ¥
Coontz, Stephanie, 2005. Marriage. A History: from obedience to Intimacy or How
Love Conquered. New York: Viking, Chapters 3, 9.

Further reading:
Seidman, Steven, 1991, Romantic Longings: Love in American, 1830---1980London:
Routledge.

Week 5. March 21
Giddens, Anthony. 1993. The Transformation of Intimacy: Sexuality, Love, and
Eroticism in Modern Societies. CA: Stanford University Press, chapter 3, 4, 8, 10.

(RCEEE, MREEE 2001, (BUEEBRREEE. SUCHEIE. 2, %) . 816
Bt -

Further readings:
Jamieson, Lynn. 1999. “Intimacy Transformed: A Critical Look at the Pure
Relationship.” Sociology 33(3): 477---492.

Week 6. March 28

Intimacy as forms of economic transaction (4£73g)

Zelizer, Viviana A. 2011. Economic Lives: How Culture shapes the economy.
Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, chapter 2.

TR, 2021, BiE, BB 7 IR E: BERIEERR B8 % B4, Taiwanese Journal
of Sociology, (70).

HEE, 2010. ~/OFTE=EMNRZEG: B THRE =K. 881 ZH3E£ET, (80), pp.3-
56.

e

Chen, Meih hua. 2017. Crossing borders to buy sex: Taiwanese men negotiating

gender, class and nationality in the Chinese sex industry. Sexualities 20 (8): 921h
942.

Week 7 April 4
ERIF:



Week 8 April 11

Intimacy as a Form of Labor ( £3& )

Hochschild, Arlie Russell. 1989. The Second Shift: Working Families and the Revolution
at Home. (% —#m¥t: ARSerEnfar EAREMAIHE) , 51,2,10, 155,

Bz, 2014, <MOCBE. M. A, BoemFEpERA TS, «FEHtE
Sy 5527 W1, H97-140.
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Brennan, Denise. 2007. Love Work in a Tourist Town: Dominican Sex Workers and
Resort Workers Perform at Love. In Love and Globalization: Transformations of
Intimacy in the Contemporary World, eds. Mark B. Padila et al., 203-225. Nashville, TN:
Vanderbilt University Press. (iE i fRH#)

Week 9 April 18

RBME/ BRA  (FESCLE+ 57EM R 30

Duncombe, Jean, Dennis Marsden. 1993. Love and Intimacy: The Gender
Division of Emotion and Emotion Work'. Sociology 27(2): 221-241.
i, UESEHE, 2011, CFEELRIZBHEREGR. HREREERR) , (P
B R BAEA T 22 9R ) , 31:159-182,

BB (20200 o ATERIEARAA TS B3R 5 R EEEATE)E A RS KR
R Em R FER R >, (EEITY , 11(1), 1-20.

RSE (2019) o KE:A, HRPPFEETR? o BV BB A 2 VIR AL .
HEEEREET], (35), 89-123,
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ZFHH and BIES, 2015,  (RARBIH SR B A (0 PR BB R L . DL SRR
BIM S R AEENED ,  CPEEFLET]) , 28: 157-196.

Kindlon, Dan &Thompson, Michael. 2000. (iZFEHIEFEN: B B % A A
! ), GeFHED . 646 FEEHR.

BHAREL, 2018.  (GREIAMFEER, FRHIAGEA 7 A, PEScfeisys, BT
B/ AGr] wRERFEME. ), (@R , 16(1): 1-50.

Reid, Julie A, Elliott, Sinikka, Webber, Gretchen R. 2011. “Casual Hookups to Formal

Dates: Refining the Boundaries of the Sexual Double Standard.” Gender & Society 25
(5): 545-68.

Week 10. April 25 GEFEE)

Non-Monogamies : Open relationships & Extramarital relations

Labriola, Kathy. 1999. Models of Open Relationships, Journal of Lesbian Studies
3(1-2): 217-225.

Cohen, M.T. 2016. An Exploratory Study of Individuals in Non-traditional, Alternative
Relationships: How “Open” Are We?. Sexuality & Culture 20, 295-315.

Hsiu-hua Shen. 2005. ““The First Taiwanese Wives’ and ‘the Chinese Mistresses:” The
International Division of Labour in Familial and Intimate Relations across the Taiwan
Strait.” Global Networks 5 (4): 419-437.

Z

Heckert, J. 2010. Love without borders? Intimacy, identity and the state of compulsory

()



monogamy. In Barker M and Langdridge D (eds) UnderstandingNon-Monogamies. New
York: Routledge, 255-266.

Barker, M. and Langdridge, D., 2010. Whatever happened to non-monogamies?
Critical reflections on recent research and theory. Sexualities,13(6), pp.748-772.
Klesse, C. 2006. Polyamory and its ‘Others’: Contesting the Terms of Non-

Monogamy. Sexualities, 9(5) : 565-583.

Week 11. May 2

Friendships (ZE MR E)

Bachmann, L. 2014. Female friendship and gender transformation. European Journal
of Women’s Studies, 21(2), 165-179.

Migliaccio, T., 2010. Men's friendships: Performances of masculinity. The Journal of
Men'’s Studies, 17(3), pp.226-241.

Hughes, M., Morrison, K. and Asada, K.J.K,, 2005. What's love got to do with it?
Exploring the impact of maintenance rules, love attitudes, and network support on
friends with benefits relationships. Western Journal of Communication, 69(1), pp.49-
66.

W

e

ML and EHAR, 2013, RERAR[FMMEACRE B 2 N IR aE S 22 SR b, L
BOHEWR, 44(4), pp. 829-852.

Rotundo, E.A., 1989. Romantic friendship: Male intimacy and middle-class youth in

the northern United States, 1800-1900. Journal of Social History, 23(1), pp.1-25.
Harry Blatterer, 2015. Everyday Friendships: Intimacy as Freedom in a Complex World. PSFL

Week 12 May 9
AIDS, Intimacy, and Medication (4£3g)
Guest Speaker: &3 Z i

Tseng, Po-Chia. 2021. “Subordinated Agency: Negotiating the Biomedicalisation of
Masculinity among Gay Men Living with HIV.” Sociology of Health & Illness 43(6):
1486-1500.

Keogh P, Dodds C. 2021. Tempering hope with Intimate Knowledge: Contrasting
emergences of the concept 'uninfectious' in HIV. Sociol Health Illn, 43(5):1100-1116.
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Week 13. May 16

Violence, Technology, and Intimacy (33 %38 + #E—$ )

Hobbs, M., Owen, S., & Gerber, L. (2017). Liquid love? Dating apps, sex, relationships
and the digital transformation of intimacy. Journal of Sociology, 53(2), 271-284.

CHEN, Y. C., FANG, N. H., & WANG, P. L. 2023.  (HUr/4888 0 55 /1288 2
70 5 (LIS 36(3): 261-292.

a5, =AM and $EIERY, 2015, CHUEFRAR D32 B85 — LR BUE RS B iR 4



AR, (CEEHE T/EZLT) 15: pp. 51-80.
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Andreassen, Rikke. 2017. New kinships, new family formations and negotiations of
intimacy via social media sites. Journal of Gender Studies, 26 (3): 361-371.

Cynthia Brown, Michael Flood & Kelsey Hegarty. 2022. Digital dating abuse
perpetration and impact: The importance of gender. Journal of Youth

Studies. 25(2):193-208.

W

Week 14. May 23 (£/biE =fEchapters)
(AT 4R NS ? ) Evalllouz, 2012. Why Love Hurts: A sociological
explanation. Polity.

Week 15. May 30
Students’ Presentations

Week 16. June 6
Students’ Presentation
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