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IntroductionIntroductionIntroductionIntroduction    

1.11.11.11.1 There has been an increase in sociological literature concerned with 

friendship in modern societies, although it was neglected until recently 

(Allan 1977, 1986, 1989, 1996, 1998, 2007, 2008, Adams, Allan 1989, 

Alberoni 1990, Allan 1977, 1997, Bidart 1997, Bosisio 2006 , Di Nicola 

2002, 2003, Duck 1991, 1993, Eve 2002, Ghisleni 2006, Ghisleni, 

Rebughini 2006, Kao, Joyner 2005, Jamieson 1999, 2002, Jamieson et al. 

2006, Mancdich 2003, Nedelmann 1991, Oliker 1998, Pahl 2000, 2002, 

Rebughini 2006, Rebughini et al. 2011, Silver 1989, 1990, Spencer, Pahl 

2006, Yager 2004, Walker 1994). Sociologists have neglected friendships in 

the past because they have been understood as personal choices rather 

than as allied to the public matters that were the subject of most 

sociological interrogation (Di Nicola 2002, p. 11). The idea of friendship as 

an intimate relationship which belongs only to the private sphere of social 

actors has been rejected in recent years by scholars. One reason for the 

change was that many social theorists turned their attention to the process 

of individualization and in particular institutionalized individualism (Beck, 

Beck-Gernsheim, 2002, p. xxi), which arguably characterizes contemporary 

society (Bauman 2003; Giddens 1992). As a result social thinkers began to 



interrogate the role of friendship in modern life not only in the private but 

also in the public sphere. Ancient wisdom has its part in this new 

interrogation. Friendship is not only a ’virtue’, according to the Greek 

philosopher Aristotle (1983), but a social practice: a social relationship 

between two individuals who freely choose and mutually trust each other. 

Trusting a person permits you to rely on him/her in order to receive advice, 

support, aid, affection but also in order to confide to him/her the 

‘backstage’ of one’s self. A friend is a person to whom you can show your 

dreams, delusions, fears and certainties, strengths and weaknesses (Di 

Nicola 2002, p. 71). The social norm that regulates friendship is reciprocity. 

Friendship also has to be understood also as a feeling and emotion which 

arises between the two persons involved in the relationship (Di Nicola 

2002, Alberoni 1999). As is well known emotions and feelings have been 

strongly marginalized in sociological discourse (Flam 2002).  

1.21.21.21.2 Some turn to emotions has more recently occurred in sociology and we 

seek to combine insights from this with the sociology of friendship in order 

to bring these fields into a new dialogue. The sociology of emotion has 

highlighted that emotions are not purely natural but socially shaped and 

challenged the reason/emotion binary. Scholars have sought to question 

sociology’s traditional focus on the rational, cognitive elements of 

behaviour. This has applied more to the public sphere where (following 

Weber) rationality was judged dominant (see Barbalet 2002; Flam 2002). In 

regard to the intimate sphere the tendency has been to try and highlight 

that rationality does operate there, rather than it being the site of raw, 

asocial emotionality (see Hochschild 2003). In other words, the sociology of 

emotion has tended to say that the public world is not entirely rationalised 

but partly emotional and that families and relationships are not simply 

emotional but subject to social processes of rationalization. Yet the work 

on emotions in intimate relationships has left the emotional landscape of 

friendships virtually untouched, except for rather indirect attention via 

theorising on individualization. 



1.31.31.31.3 Ideas about individualization can bring together new attention to 

friendship and to emotions. Theories of individualization suggest that it is 

a process that can weaken family bonds and work relations and the role of 

friendship for the single individual thus becomes crucially important (Di 

Nicola 2001, Ghisleni, Rebughini 2006). To the extent that there is some 

break from tradition, individualization ‘demands an active contribution 

from individuals’ (Beck, Beck-Gernsheim 2001). It asks them to decide and 

choose the different options for their lives which in earlier times were 

decided by family tradition, by rules around belonging to a specific social 

class or to village communities (Beck, Beck-Gernsheim 2001, p. 4). A more 

predictable life course for individuals has been replaced by biographies 

which have to be constructed by the single individual forced to choose in 

every area of his/her life - education, work, family and so on. As a 

supposedly freely chosen relationship based on reciprocity, friendship 

represents an ‘archetypal’ relationship in modern life (Di Nicola 2002, p. 

113), of particular importance for identity building.  

1.41.41.41.4 Identity is constructed around multiple belongings that span private 

and public realms, but in which friendship networks are crucial. Those 

networks are not only key in intimate lives but to how social order and 

social mobility operate (Rawlings 1992). Individualization may have had 

some effect but identities still often connect to old categories like class 

(Skeggs 1997; 2005) and these categories play a role in how friendships 

operate. Theories of social capital (for example, Coleman 1988; Putnam 

2000) being especially influential in work demonstrating that friendships 

can be important in offering connections to the ‘right’ people (e.g. Pichler 

and Wallace 2007; Reynolds 2007, Tomescu-Dubrow et al. 2005, Di Nicola 

2006). In addition, other scholars have shown how friendship provides a 

strong ‘kind of social glue’, a solidarity between individuals, although it is 

almost hidden (Spencer and Pahl 2006). However, this and more specific 

attention to the sociology of friendship, have been oddly lacking in an 

analysis of emotions. This collection of articles aims to fill this gap. 



1.51.51.51.5 This Special Section comes out of papers given in the Emotions 

Research Network (RN11) stream of the European Sociological Association 

in Lisbon in September 2009. Scholars there gave a number of papers 

relating to this underexplored topic. This introduction frames those papers 

by exploring why emotions in friendship have been so ignored and what is 

most in need of attention. Most work on friendship assumes that it is 

something that takes place in the ‘private’ sphere. It is clear, however, that 

the ‘public’ world and especially the world of work are also crucial and 

emotional sites for friendship. This introduction explains key social 

changes surrounding friendship and emotions, and discusses these 

changes both in the public and private spheres. From this foundation it is 

made clear how the other articles of this volume will address these key 

gaps in the literature and establish new understandings of the importance 

of emotions and friendship in everyday life. 

Towards a sociology of emotions and friendshipTowards a sociology of emotions and friendshipTowards a sociology of emotions and friendshipTowards a sociology of emotions and friendship    

2.12.12.12.1 The aims of this Special Section are to contribute to both the sociology 

of emotions and to the sociology of friendship, and thus more broadly the 

sociology of intimacy. It achieves these aims by presenting articles which 

discuss original research relating to friendship and emotions across a range 

of topics and in various European societies including Britain, Finland, 

Germany, Italy, and Sweden. Graham Allen also provides a commentary to 

connect some of the key themes that emerge from the special section. 

There is still very little sociology on friendship and emotion is only just 

gaining ground as an area of sociological inquiry.  

2.22.22.22.2 Friendship has been ignored as a topic within sociology, with attention 

usually centring on familial and couple relationships. These have been 

thought more crucial to the workings of social structure and social life. 

More recently it has been recognised that friendship, or at least friendly 

relations, can play a key role in social reproduction (Allen 1998; Eve 2002; 

Pahl 2002; Spencer and Pahl 2006). However, while literature about social 



capital (e.g. Pichler and Wallace 2007; Reynolds 2007, Tomescu-Dubrow et 

al. 2005) deals with the importance of friendship networks, the range of 

qualities that constitute friendship are not well addressed by the more 

instrumentalist focus on understanding what/where friendship can get you 

(but see Bjornberg in this section).  

2.32.32.32.3 The sociology of friendship that does exist has tried to investigate 

friendship in its own right. Efforts have been made to outline the key 

characteristics of friendship such as reciprocity, trust and intimacy (e.g. 

Pahl 2000; 2002). There have also been studies exploring the shifting 

boundaries between friendship and kin relations, some of which question 

the usual definition of the former as chosen and the latter as given (Heath 

2004; Pahl and Spencer 2004, Spencer and Pahl 2006). Some work has 

suggested that friendship has become the model and basis for most 

intimate and especially cohabitational relationships, leading to families of 

choice and the de-centring of heterosexual coupledom in intimate life 

(Roseneil and Budgeon 2004; Weeks et al. 2002; Weston 1991). Despite 

attention to social capital, the importance of friendship in ‘public’ and not 

just ‘private’ life is badly in need of attention. 

2.42.42.42.4 In much of the sociology of friendship there has still been little 

(Ghisleni and Rebughini 2006) or no attention to emotions. What there is 

examines the ‘emotional support’ or care friends can provide (e.g. Spencer 

and Pahl 2006). Friendship is more than this emotionally. In common sense 

terms, it is represented as convivial, sociable, and reciprocal. Anger and 

conflict are not typically associated with friendship, nor do fear, disgust or 

shame spring to mind. Friendships have usually been thought to be ‘fun’ 

and free from the difficulties and obligations of kin relations (Spencer and 

Pahl 2006), but how emotions are related to friendship is in need of 

sociological investigation. 

2.52.52.52.5 This collection of papers attends to these gaps in the literature, 

discussing key ways in which emotional friendships shape everyday lives. It 



explains key social changes surrounding friendship and emotions, and 

presents original research outlining these changes both in the public and 

private spheres. There are contributions on friendship at work and on 

leisure activities such as drinking and internet use. The issue also attends 

to the crucial part that friendship can play in social inclusion or exclusion, 

as is especially evident for those undergoing times of crisis in their lives 

and those at the social margins such as anorexics and refugees.  

2.62.62.62.6 The first two articles are evaluations of how friendship has changed 

through time and differs across cultures. Cas Wouters uses German and 

English manners books of the twentieth century to show how the emotional 

quality of friendships has varied in those countries and how friendships 

became more informal as the century progressed. He analyses some of the 

characteristic differences in manners between the Germans and the English, 

from the end of the nineteenth century until the 1970s. Rules for 

introductions were the most prominent topic in English manners books, but 

barely mentioned in the German ones. Friendship was a central theme in 

the German manuals, together with topics such as duzen – addressing each 

other with the informal you: Du. Friendship meanwhile was almost absent 

as a topic in English manners books. Although different, both cultures 

show more distant and hierarchical friendship relations being replaced by 

more equal and intimate ones. The differences are explained by placing 

them in the context of their national class structures and by connecting 

them to differences in the processes of social emancipation and national 

integration. Mary Holmes continues this story by examining online advice 

about Facebook etiquette. The popular social network site has become a 

part of millions of people’s everyday lives and there are many websites 

offering advice about how to navigate the friendships formed and 

maintained on Facebook at the beginning of the twenty-first century. This 

paper applies the approach of Norbert Elias and of Cas Wouters, who have 

explored social changes in emotionality by looking at etiquette and advice 

books. Advice about Facebook etiquette can help reveal contemporary 



social rules about emotional expression. Holmes argues that emotions in 

the twenty-first century are reflexively organised not so much around 

emotional norms but around complex relations to others in which 

expanded definitions of friendship require emotional reflexivity in 

navigating those relations. 

2.72.72.72.7 Friendship is typically thought of as conducted within leisure time. 

Jukka Törrönen and Antti Maunu use their data from young Finns’ drinking 

diaries to examine the intersubjectivity involved in emotions. Following 

Thomas Scheff, pride and shame are argued to be the basis of all emotions 

embodied in the management of friendship ties. These emotions are the 

barometers for the character of particular social relations. Pride indicates a 

participant feeling safe and respected within an encounter, while feelings of 

shame indicate that a participant feels negatively judged and social bonds 

suffer. Examples from the diaries provide often moving descriptions of the 

pride and shame involved in managing friendships. The type of sociability 

and social situation are found to produce interesting differences in whether 

pride and shame occur in managing those bonds. Pride and shame are 

more strongly associated with ‘ordinary’ friendships with relaxed and like-

minded people. Here solidarity is key, whereas more competitive 

friendships involving assertions of self and superior status are avoided as 

emotionally unsatisfying.  

2.82.82.82.8 The final section of the issue deals with how friendship and emotions 

relate for individuals dealing with personal problems or within groups at 

the social margins. Friendship can be crucial for people when they face 

difficult moments such as the death of a loved one or loss of a job. Paola 

Rebughini draws on interview data to explain how dealing with the negative 

emotions of a friend at these times requires an emotional competence 

increasingly necessary, but not always found, within individualised 

societies. The article is based on 50 qualitative interviews with women and 

men from 35 to 60 years old and was part of a larger research project on 



friendship and adult life in Italy. Rebughini uses the data to examine how 

negative emotions, such as rage and sadness can challenge friendship, as 

can the inability of friends to deal with the changes to the pattern of their 

friendship that such events bring. Yet people are more reliant on the 

emotional competences of friends within individualized societies. Such 

societies make it difficult to share negative experiences, restricting the 

ability to understand them as part of a collective destiny. It is possible that 

one response to these limitations is to reimagine experiences usually 

regarded as negative. This might be the case with the pro-Anorexics 

studied in the penultimate article. Natàlia Cantó-Milà and Swen Seebach 

agree that the core characteristics of late modern capitalist societies 

produce particular forms of emotionality, including forms that might allow 

anorexics to form virtual friendships via which they support each other in 

understanding their anorexia as a lifestyle choice rather than a mental 

illness. They share their experiences of anorexia through blogs, forums and 

chat rooms in order to continue rather than overcome their eating disorder. 

The friendships created are perceived as extremely solid and important but 

the shared commitment to anorexia is almost impossible to transcend 

online. Instead pro-anorexia communities are based around escaping 

everyday problems and create a personification of anorexia as “Ana”, which 

attains a religious-like character. These friendships may be meaningful but 

are maintained only by devotion to “Ana” and resemble the secret societies 

discussed by Simmel. Yet this reveals some of the problems of maintaining 

meaningful friendships, or forming new emotional ties within the 

conditions of late modernity. This is especially the case for those who are 

socially marginalised. Ulla Bjornberg illustrates the devasting effects of a 

lack of friends and other ties on socially marginalised asylum seeking 

families with children in Sweden. She explores the difficulties such families 

have in building social capital in friendships and other relationships. Legal 

and social constraints within the host country can make forming 

relationships with others difficult for asylum seeking children. In order to 

overcome these constraints trust and social recognition are important, as 



they occur in both formal and informal interactional settings and in the 

policies and rules of host country authorities. Here we see that friendships 

are not simply a matter of private and voluntary emotional ties but occur 

within wider social landscapes which can bring private and public together 

in ways that may promote but can also undermine meaningful and 

emotionally rich friendship relations. 

2.92.92.92.9 Overall this collection of papers provides important new insights into 

friendships as emotional relationships that occur across all social spheres. 

What is perhaps most significant is what they indicate about the ways in 

which individualization may weaken certain social bonds, but can also 

provide spaces for new kinds of relationships to develop. It seems clear 

that friendship is becoming more and more important in many people’s 

lives as more traditional bonds between kin and couples undergo 

considerable change. Individualization does not inevitably bring 

disconnection but as those traditional ways of relating lose their hegemony 

individuals may increasingly turn to friendship as an important way of 

maintaining relations to others that might better accommodate 

contemporary expectations about autonomy and equality. Whether this 

promise is realised requires further exploration of the range and 

significance of different forms of friendship, and this special section sets 

out on that path. 

 

ReferencesReferencesReferencesReferences    

ADAMS, R.G. and ALLAN, G. (1998a) (eds.) Placing Friendship in Context. 

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.  

ALBERONI, F. (1990) L’amicizia. Milano: Garzanti.  



ALLAN, G. (1977) ‘Class Variation in Friendship Patterns’, The British 

Journal of Sociology, vol. 28, no. 3 (September), pp. 389-

393.[doi:10.2307/590002][doi:10.2307/590002][doi:10.2307/590002][doi:10.2307/590002] 

ALLAN, G. (1986) ‘Friendship and Care for Elderly People’, Ageing and 

Society, vol. 6 , pp 1-12. 

ALLAN, G. (1989) Friendship. Developing a Sociological Perspective, New 

York: Harvester Wheatsheaf. 

ALLAN, G. (1996) Kinship and Friendship in Modern Britain, Oxford: Oxford 

University Press.  

ALLAN, G. (1998) ‘Friendship, Sociology and Social Structure’ Journal of 

Social and Personal Relationships 15(5): 685-702. 

[doi:10.1177/0265407598155007] 

ALLAN G. (2007) ‘Friendship, social inequality and social change’, in G. 

Ritzer (ed.), The Blackwell Encyclopedia of Sociology . Oxford,  

ALLAN, G. (2008) ‘Flexibility, friendship, and family’, , , , Personal 

Relationships, vol. 15, no. 1. (March 2008), pp. 1-16.[doi:10.1111/j.1475[doi:10.1111/j.1475[doi:10.1111/j.1475[doi:10.1111/j.1475----

6811.2007.00181.x]6811.2007.00181.x]6811.2007.00181.x]6811.2007.00181.x] 

ARISTOTLE (1983), Etica Nicomachea. Italian translation in Opere, vol. VII. 

Laterza: Bari, Book VIII, chap. 1, pp. 193-194 

BARBALET, J. (ed.) (2002) Emotions and Sociology, Oxford: Blackwell/The 

Sociological Review. 

BAUMAN, Z. (2003) Liquid Love: On the Frailty of Human Bonds. 

Cambridge: Polity Press. 

BAUMAN, Z. (1995) Life in Fragments. Essays in Postmodern Morality. 

Cambridge: Basil Blackwell. 



BECK, U. and BECK-GERNSHEIM, E. (2002) Individualization. London: Sage.  

BIDART, C. (1997) L’amitié un lien social. Paris: La Découverte. 

BOSISIO, R. (2006), ‘Studiare I vissuti dell’amicizia’, in GHISLENI, M. and 

REBUGHINI, R. (2006) Dinamiche dell’amicizia. Riconoscimento e identità. 

Milano: FrancoAngeli. 

COLEMAN, J.S. (1988) ‘Social Capital in the Creation of Human Capital’ 

American Journal of Sociology 94 (Supplement): S95-S120 

[doi:10.1086/228943] 

DI NICOLA, P. (2002) Amichevolmente parlando. La costruzione di relazioni 

sociali in una società di legami deboli. Milano: FrancoAngeli. 

DI NICOLA, P. (2003) Amici miei. Fenomenologia delle reti amicali nella 

società del benessere. Milano: FrancoAngeli. 

DI NICOLA, P. (2006) Dalla società civile al capitale sociale. Reti associative 

e strategie di prossimità. Milano: FrancoAngeli. 

DUCK, S. (1991), Friends for Life. The Psychology of Personal Relationship. 

New York: Wheatsheaf.  

DUCK, S. (1993), Individuals in Relationships. London: Sage.  

EVE, M. (2002) ‘Is friendship a sociological topic?’ European Journal of 

Sociology 43(3): 386-409. [doi:10.1017/S0003975602001157] 

EVE, M. (2002), ‘Is Friendship a sociological topic?’, Archives Européennes 

de Sociologie, XLII, pp. 386-409. [doi:10.1017/S0003975602001157] 

FLAM, H. (1990) L’uomo emozionale. Milano: Anabasi. 

FLAM, H. (2002) Soziologie der Emotionen. Konstanz: UVK. 



GHISLENI, M. (2006) ‘L’amicizia nella società moderna’, in M. Ghisleni and 

P. Rebughini Dinamiche dell’amicizia. Riconoscimento e identità. 

FrancoAngeli: Milano. 

GHISLENI, M. and Rebughini R. (2006) Dinamiche dell’amicizia. 

Riconoscimento e identità, Milano: FrancoAngeli. 

GHISLENI, M. and REBUGHINI, R. (2006) Dinamiche dell’amicizia. 

Riconoscimento e identità. Milano: FrancoAngeli. 

GHISLENI, M., REBUGHINI, R. and GRECO, S. (2011, forthcoming) L’amicizia 

nell’età adulta. Legami d’intimità e traiettorie di vita. FrancoAngeli, Milano.  

GIDDENS, A. (1992) The Transformation of Intimacy: Sexuality, Love and 

Eroticism in Modern Societies. Palo Alto, CA.: Stanford University Press. 

HEATH, S. (2004) ‘Peer-shared Households: Quasi-communes and Neo-

tribes’ Current Sociology 52(2): 161-179. 

[doi:10.1177/0011392104041799] 

HOCHSCHILD, A. R. (2003) The Commercialization of Intimate Life: Notes 

from Home and Work. Berkeley, CA: University of California Press. 

JAMIESON, L. (1999) “Intimacy Transformed? A Critical at the ‘Pure 

Relationship’”, Sociology, vol. 33, no. 3, pp. 477-494. 

JAMIESON, L. (2002) Intimacy, Personal Relationships in Modern Societies. 

Cambridge: Polity Press. 

JAMIESON, L., MORGAN, D. H. J., CROW, G. P. and ALLAN, G. A. (2006), 

‘Friends, neighbours and distant partners: Extending or decentring family 

relationships?’, Sociological Research Online, vol. 11, no. 3: 

<http://www.socresonline.org.uk/11/3/jamieson.html> 

[doi:10.5153/sro.1421] 



KAO, G. and JOYNER, K. (2005) ‘Do Race and Ethnicity matter among 

friends?’, Sociological Quarterly, vol. 45, no. 3, pp. 557-573. 

[doi:10.1111/j.1533-8525.2004.tb02303.x] 

LAYDER, D. (2004) Emotions in Social Life: The Lost Heart of Society, 

London: Sage. 

MANDICH, G. (2003) Abitare lo spazio sociale. Giovani, reti di relazione e 

costruzione dell’identità. Milano: Guerini Associati. 

NEDELMANN, B. (1991) ‘Amicizia’, Enciclopedia delle Scienze Sociali, vol. I, 

Istituto della Enciclopedia Italiana. Roma: Treccani.  

O’CONNOR, P. (1998) ‘Women’s friendship in a post-modern world’, in R. 

G. Adams and G. Allan (eds.) Placing Friendship in Context. Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press.  

OLIKER, S.J. (1998) ‘The modernization of friendship: individualism, 

intimacy, and gender in the nineteenth century’, in R. G. Adams and G. 

Allan (eds.) Placing Friendship in Context. Cambridge: Cambridge 

University Press.  

PAHL, R. (2000) On Friendship, Cambridge: Polity. 

PAHL, R. (2000) On Friendship. Cambridge: Cambridge Polity Press.  

PAHL, R. (2002) ‘Towards a More Significant Sociology of Friendship’ 

European Journal of Sociology, 43(3): 410-423. 

[doi:10.1017/S0003975602001169] 

PAHL, R. and Spencer, L. (2004) ‘Personal Communities: Not Simply 

Families of ‘Fate’ or ‘Choice’ Current Sociology 52(2): 199-222. 

[doi:10.1177/0011392104041808] 



PHILLIPSON, C., ALLAN, G. and MORGAN, D.H. (2004) Social networks and 

social exclusion: sociological and policy perspectives. Aldershot: Ashgate.  

PICHLER, F. and Wallace, C. (2007) ‘Patterns of Formal and Informal Social 

Capital in Europe’ European Sociological Review 23(4): 423-35. 

[doi:10.1093/esr/jcm013] 

PUTNAM, R. (2000) Bowling Alone: The Collapse and Revival of American 

Community. New York: Simon and Schuster. 

RAWLINGS, W. K. (1992) Friendship Matters: Communication, Dialectics, 

and the Life Course. Piscataway, NY: Aldine Transaction. 

REYNOLDS, T. (2007) ‘Friendship Networks, Social Capital and Ethnic 

Identity: Researching the Perspectives of Caribbean Young People in Britain’ 

Journal of Youth Studies 10(4): 383 – 98. 

[doi:10.1080/13676260701381192] 

ROSENEIL, S. and Budgeon, S. (2004) ‘Cultures of Intimacy and Care Beyond 

‘the Family’: Personal Life and Social Change in the early 21st Century’ 

Current Sociology, 52(2): 135-160. [doi:10.1177/0011392104041798] 

SILVER, A. (1989) ‘Friendship and Trust as Moral Ideals: an Historical 

Approach’, European Journal of Sociology, vol. 30, pp. 274-297. 

[doi:10.1017/S0003975600005890] 

SILVER, A. (1990) ‘Friendship in Commercial Society: Eighteenth-Century 

Social Theory and Modern Sociology’, American Journal of Sociology, vol. 

95, no. 6, pp. 1474-1504. [doi:10.1086/229461] 

SKEGGS, B (1997) Formations of Class and Gender: Becoming Respectable. 

London: Sage. 



SKEGGS, B. (2005) ‘The Making of Class and Gender Through Visualizing 

Moral Subject Formation’, Sociology 39(5): 965-82. 

[doi:10.1177/0038038505058381] 

SPENCER, L. and Pahl, R. (2006) Rethinking Friendship: Hidden Solidarities 

Today, Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press. 

STETS, J.E. and Turner, J.H. (2008) Handbook of the Sociology of Emotion, 

New York: Springer. 

TOMESCU-DUBROW, I., S?omczy?ski, K. M. (2005) ‘Friendship Patterns and 

Upward Mobility: A Test of Social Capital Hypothesis’ Polish Sociological 

Review 3: 221-237. 

WALKER, K. (1994) ‘Men, Women, and Friendship: What They Say, What 

They Do’, Gender and Society, vol. 8, no. 2, pp. 246-265. 

[doi:10.1177/089124394008002007] 

WEEKS, J., Heaphy, B. and Donovan, C. (2001) Same Sex Intimacies: Families 

of Choice and Other Life Experiments, London: Routledge. 

[doi:10.4324/9780203167168] 

WESTON, K. (1991) Families We Choose: Lesbians, Gays, Kinship, New York: 

Columbia University Press.  

YAGER J. (2004), Quando l’amicizia fa male. Tea: Milano (or. ed. 2002). 

 


