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| conducted research on the theme of 'The resistance to the hegemonic status of the ideology of
romantic love in nineteenth-century America' between April 1 of 2017 and March 31 of 2018. The
ideology of romantic love began to exert enormous influence over the middle classes in the first
half of the nineteenth century. This marks the time when the family form known as the 'modern
family' attained hegemonic status within the middle class, and the ideology of romantic love
became the cultural ideal behind the monogamous form of marriage that this type of family was
based on. However, there were groups, notably the Mormons, the Shakers and the Oneida
Community, who resisted this ideology and adhered to paradigms of intimacy that did not fit with
the prevailing norms of intimacy and dyadic romantic love. In this research | focused on the Oneida
Community, and in particular its leader, J. H. Noyes. From diaries and other documents, it is clear
that while Noyes was not against 'love' per se, he was strongly opposed to 'romantic love'. The
type of 'amative intercourse' that Noyes proposed did include 'affection’, but not 'romance’, and
interestingly, Noyes's explanations of why he is against the ideology of romantic love provides us
with accurate descriptions of the characteristics of this ideology as it existed at the time. Although
he was clearly against romantic relations, he himself was involved with a woman in a relationship
that can only be described as 'romantic' at its core. In the end, he espoused the necessity of using
rationality to control one's passion.
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The resistance to the hegemonic status of the ideology of romantic love in nineteenth—century America
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I conducted research on the theme of 'The resistance to the hegemonic status of the ideology of romantic love in nineteenth—century
America’ between April 1 of 2017 and March 31 of 2018. The ideology of romantic love began to exert enormous influence over the
middle classes in the first half of the nineteenth century. This marks the time when the family form known as the 'modern family’
attained hegemonic status within the middle class, and the ideology of romantic love became the cultural ideal behind the
monogamous form of marriage that this type of family was based on. However, there were groups, notably the Mormons, the Shakers
and the Oneida Community, who resisted this ideology and adhered to paradigms of intimacy that did not fit with the prevailing norms
of intimacy and dyadic romantic love. In this research I focused on the Oneida Community, and in particular its leader, J. H. Noyes.
From diaries and other documents, it is clear that while Noyes was not against 'love’ per se, he was strongly opposed to 'romantic
love’. The type of 'amative intercourse’ that Noyes proposed did include 'affection’, but not 'romance’, and interestingly, Noyes's
explanations of why he is against the ideology of romantic love provides us with accurate descriptions of the characteristics of this
ideology as it existed at the time. Although he was clearly against romantic relations, he himself was involved with a woman in a
relationship that can only be described as 'romantic’ at its core. In the end, he espoused the necessity of using rationality to control
one's passion.
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