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9/21 Week 1 Introduction

I. Theorizing Sex and Gender



9/28 Week 2 Patriarchy and Gender Oppression

Hartmann, Heidi. 1981. “ The Unhappy Marriage between Marxism and Feminism:
Toward a More Progressive Union.” In Women and Revolution, edited by Linda
Sargent, pp.1-41. Boston: South Press.

Rubin, Gayle. 1975. “The Trafficin Women: Notes on the Political Economy of Sex"
Toward an Anthropology of Women, edited by Rayna R. Reiter, pp. 157-210.

10/5 Week 3 Standpoint Theory
Smith, Dorothy E. 1987. "A Sociology for Women." Pp. 49-104 in The Everyday
World as Problematic: A Feminist Sociology. Boston: Northeastern University

Press.
Collins, Patricia Hill. 1986. "Learning from the Outsider Within: The Sociological
Significance of Black Feminist Thought." Social Problems 33: 14-32.

10/12 Week 4 Problematizing * Sex”
Kesder, Suzanne J. and Wendy McKenna. 1985. Gender: An Ethnomethodological
Approach. Chicago: The University of Chicago. Ch. 1, 2, 5.
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10/26 Week 5 From Sex Role to Gendered Practice
Connell, R.W. 1987. Gender and Power: Society, the Person, and Sexual Palitics.
Stanford: Stanford University Press. Ch. 3, 6, 8.

11/2 Week 6 Doing Gender and Difference
Wesgt, C. & D. H. Zimmerman. 2002. “Doing Gender.” in Doing Gender, Doing

Difference: Inequality, Power, and Institutional Change. New Y ork: Routledge.
(originally published in 1987) - Pp.3-24.

Wesgt, C. & S. Fenstermaker. 2002. “Doing Difference.” in Doing Gender, Doing
Difference: Inequality, Power, and Institutional Change. New Y ork: Routledge.
Pp.55-80.



11/9 Week 7 Problematizing “ Gender”
Joan Scott, 1988. “ Gender: a Useful Category of Historical Anaysis.” Gender and the

Palitics of History. NY: Columbia University.
Nicholson, Linda. 1995. “Interpreting Gender.” In Social Postmodernism: Beyond
| dentity Politics, edited by Linda Nicholson and Steven Seidman. Cambridge

University Press.

11/16 Week 8 Deconstructing “ Third World Women”
Mohanty, Chandra. 1991. “Under Western Eyes. Feminist Scholarship and Colonial
Discourses.” In Third World Women and the Politics of Feminism, edited by C.

Mohanty, A. Russo and L. Torres. Indiana University Press.
Ong, Aihwa. 1994. “Colonization and Modernity: Feminist Representations of Women in
Non-Western Societies.” In Theorizing Feminism: Parallel Trendsin the Humanities
and Social Sciences, edited by A. Herrmann and A. Stewart. Westview Press.

[1. Engendered Practices

11/23 Week 9 Education and Socialization
*Thorne, Barrie. 1993. Gender Play: Girlsand Boysin School. New Brunswick: Rutgers

University Press.

11/30 Week 10 Body

Bordo, Susan. 1993. Unbearable Weight: Feminism, Western Culture, and the Body. Pp.
165-212. Berkeley: University of California Press.
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12/7 Week 11 Labor and Production
*Salzinger, Ledlie. 2003. Gendersin Production: Making Workers in Mexico’'s Global
Factories. Berkeley: University of California Press.




12/14 Week 12 Motherhood
Glenn, Evelyn Nakano. 1994. “Social Construction of Mothering: A Thematic
Overview.” In Mothering: Ideology, Experience, and Agency, edited by Evelyn Glenn,

Grace Chang, and Linda Rennie Forcey, pp.1-32. NY: Routledge.
Hays, Sharon. 1996. The Cultural Contradictions of Motherhood. Ch.5, 6.
Scheper-Hughes, Nancy. 1997. “Lifeboat Ethics: Mother Love and Child Death in
Notheast Brazil.” In The Gender/Sexuality Reader, edited by Roger Lancaster and
Micaela Di Leonardo, pp.82-88. NY: Routledge.

12/21 Week 13 Masculinities
Allison, Anne. 1994. Nightwork: Sexuality, Pleasure, and Corporate Masculinity in a

Tokyo Hostess Club. Chicago and London: The University of Chicago Press. Pp.
143-204.
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12/28 Week 14 Sexuality
Chauncey,George. 1993. Gay New York: Urban Culture and the Making of Gay Male
World, 1890-1940. New Y ork: Basic Books. Pp. 1-126.

1/4 Week 15 State and Nationalism
Haney, Lynne. 1996. “Homeboys, Babies, Men in Suits. The State and the Reproduction

of Male Dominance.” American Sociological Review 61:759-78.

Heng, Gerading and Janadas Devan. 1996. “ State Fatherhood: The Politics of
Nationalism, Sexuality, and Race in Singapore.” In Bewitching Women, Pious Men:
Gender and Body Paliticsin Southeast Asia, edited by Aihwa Ong and Michael
Peletz, pp. 195-215. Berkeley: University of California Press.

1/11 Week 16 Accommodation, Resistance and Social Change
MacL eod, Arlene Elowe. 1992. "Hegemonic Relations and Gender Resistance: The
New Veiling as Accommodating Protest in Cairo." Sgns 17:533-57.




Ray, Rakaand A. C. Korteweg. 1999. “Women’s Movementsin the Third World:
| dentity, Mobilization and Autonomy.” Annual Review of Sociology 25:47-71.



