Masculism

The first kind of secular response to feminism came from Ernest Belfort Bax, a
socialist theoretician in the height of socialism at the beginning of the 20th
century, and an associate of Karl Marx. Bax wrote The Fraud of Feminism in
1913, which was in essence the first masculist text. However, the term masculism
did not gain usage until the end of the 20th century and even today is sometimes
misspelt “masculinism” or even confused with misogyny.

Masculism is an ideology which emphasizes the “complementarity®” of the
sexes and freedom of sex role expression. In contrast, feminism advocates
equality across the board and eschews any sex role differentiation. This resulted
in the sexual equality laws of the early Sixties®. Masculists maintain that sex
differences are too great and varied to be legislated by government and that the
constitutionality of those laws are questionable. Sexual equality laws support
feminism and are built on the construct of Civl Rights Laws. Masculists claim
that these laws ended up” serving mostly women while men were left with only
their basic constitutional rights.

Masculists claim that a power imbalance between men and women has been
created by feminism. Feminist assumptions of an all powerful patriarchy are

considered untrue and “mythical,” as well as their claims to powerlessness and

1) complementarity: A543 (FB#fiE) .
2) Sixties: 19604 h
3 end up: Aol -o} =, =AY dlFstA] 2 A2 =Y. to find yourself in a

place or situation that you did not intend or expect to be in

93




victimhood. Many masculists maintain in their writings and analysis of history
that feminism has fulfilled it's own myth of patriarchy by producing an exclusive
and powerful matriarchy as witnessed in their control of political parties, media
and academia®. Many masculists ascribe to feminism the high rates of divorce,
alienation of the genders, female chauvinism, love-shyness®, disintegrating
communities, fatherless children, highschool dropout, drug addiction,
consumerism, teenage pregnancy, suicide, violent crime (especially murder), road
rage®, and overfilled prisons. Others argue that all these points have reasons and
origins that are multi-faceted in nature, and that feminism is not the sole cause of
this.

Some masculists further state that sexual equality laws (beginning with the
Civil Rights Act of 1964) have resulted in making feminist ideology, as they see
it, as mainstream—that such laws serve primarily women and have created
significant unconstitutional discrimination against men. While, in their view,
some feminists rail against an "all-powerful patriarchy,” many masculists
consider patriarchy “inevitable.” Many masculists accuse feminists of
characterizing women as powerless victims of patriarchal oppression, and of
using this as a device to justify the negative views they may have of men and the
moves seen as the curtailing of men’s rights. Some masculists claim that so-called
“fascist feminism™ has achieved a covert matriarchy by means of such devices,
helped by chivalry” towards women that itself undermines the notion of female

oppression.
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Masculist observations
Masculists cite many instances of what they see as anti-male discrimination.
Their claims include legislation viewed as one-sided, selective enforcement, and

neglected civil rights including:

- child custody strongly favoring mothers

-some men being incarcerated® for the inability to pay unrealistic child
support payments

- children aborted or given up for adoption without fathers’ consent

-men risking their lives in conscripted” military service (though women are
also conscripted to military service in Israel)

- high-risk employment, but receiving no special honor for doing so

-men charged in some domestic violence'” cases, even when victims

-men charged in some rape and sexual harassment cases with no evidence
beyond the plaintiff’s claim, with greater repercussions™ as a result of this

-research and free speech repressed unless pro-feminist; feminists argue that
most research performed by women has not been given proper regard

-men fired from their jobs for dissenting with feminist ideology in the
workplace

- hate crimes against men

- relative lack of funding for men’s health

-lack of advocacy for men’s rights and entitlement programs' for women

only
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-special government agencies for women’s affairs with no corresponding
agencies for men’s affairs
- Earlier age of autonomy for women than men in some countries. (In some

states of the United States women may legally move out of the house at 17,
but men have to wait to be 18.)

- routine infant male circumcision

Some masculists also note that feminist ideology is taught in universities,
where it is misleadingly labeled as “Women's studies.” Of course not all
universities carry such courses under this label, and neither do they all teach
feminist ideology as the sole material in the course. In some Women's studies
courses 'masculinities’ are discussed, although many masculists would identify
these courses as an attack on men and not consider such courses to be outside of
the feminist perspective.

Some universities, in response to these courses, also carry “Men’s studies”
courses. Some feminists argue that this is somewhat redundant®® as they see
academia throughout history has been predominantly focused upon the issues of
men and not women. Critics of this view note that areas such as engineering do
not deal with or study gender ideology directly. They point out that few people
would consider areas where women make up the majority, such as nursing, to be
legitimately considered as areas of Women's studies.

The greatest area of disagreement among masculists has to do with religious
proscriptions' for gender roles. This is largely a matter of degree: some
masculists claim a general leadership role for men and greater contributions to
society, while others argue for relative equality between the genders. The term

masculism has been used interchangeably with the men’s rights movement, but
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this ignores the many gender neutral and humanist groups in the men’s rights
movement. Liberals in the men’s rights movement often reserve the term
masculism for the conservative branch of the movement. However, the liberal and
former feminist author Warren Farrell describes himself as a masculist. One of the
divisions between the liberal and conservative branches is secularism versus

religion, with the liberals more prone' to take a gender neutral stance, as

pioneered by Farrell, or a religious approach as represented in The Inevitability of

Patriarchy by Steven Goldberg. Liberal masculists point out, in this regard, that
the same conflict existed in feminism until the past few decades when the women
of the political right that were in favor of patriarchy were converted to feminism.
Some adherents of masculism, but not all, claim it is an attempt to counter
ideology with ideology and in that manner create a “New Patriarchy.” Some
claim that, despite these differences, there is seemingly no conflict in goals within
the majority of their movement, only in liberal-conservative dynamics.
Masculists, in general, envision a greater role for men in both the family and
society. Most masculists note that child custody is assigned to fathers less often
than to mothers. They argue that this should be made equal or even reversed,
citing a lower incidence for all child development risk factors in single-parent
households with only a father as compared to those with only a mother. They also
argue that women initiate the majority of family breakups, and that this is
exacerbated'® by women'’s expectation of full custody, and that the expectation
of custody by the father would therefore reduce the divorce rate. Feminists claim
that changes to allow more equal custody would coerce women into staying in
marriages against their wishes in order to maintain contact with their children.

Others, including many masculists, suggest that men are already in this
invidious" position.
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The Sex Discrimination Commission of Australia, has stated that equality in

child custody should begin with “equal parenting time while the marriage is
intact,” and the Commissioner has suggested that only when men work part-time
should fathers be given the same opportunity as mothers to parent™ their children
after a separation. Therefore, while the Sex Discrimination Commissioner believes
that caring for children is compatible with mothers working fuli-time, she does not
appear to believe the same is true of fathers working full-time. It is this
inconsistent treatment of men and women, in this case by the Australian Sex
Discrimination Commission, that many masculists, humanists and fathers’ rights
groups wish to change. Members of these groups also point to the necessity of at
least one ‘breadwinner®’ in a family, typically requiring long working hours.
Some masculists state that one of their goals is to overturn what they see as the
“covert® matriarchy” and elect masculist politicians, whom they would consider
more altruistically motivated. Most masculists support opportunity for women,
though some envision®” structural changes in taxation or other areas to
compensate for what they see as natural differences and expectations between

genders.

An alternate view of masculism

There exists an alternate view of masculism as a complementary movement to
feminism, the so-called “New Masculinity.” In this viewpoint, both feminism and
masculism are attempts to correct disadvantages induced*” by gender roles.

While feminism addresses® areas where women are seen to be disadvantaged
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such as equal pay and promotion®, masculism addresses areas where men are
seen to be disadvantaged—for example, criminal prosecution and sentencing,
according to masculists of this view. These masculists may object to specific
aspects of feminism or to the expressed views of specific self-defined feminist
groups, but do not reject feminism as a concept, or believe that the feminist
movement as a whole is hostile to masculism. Warren Farrell states in The Myth
of Male Power that both genders are hampered by the gender roles of the past,
which he said was “bi-sexism,” sexism which oppresses both genders. On his
web page, he further expands on this compatibility, stating: “I use two
podiums™: Dr. Farrell, Masculist; and Dr. Farrell, Feminist.” Another example is
found in Fred Hayward's speech to the National Congress for Men in 1981: “We
must not reverse the women’'s movement; we must accelerate it. [Men’ s
liberation] is not a backlash®®, for there is nothing about traditional sex roles that
I want to go back to.”

This view, essentially, is that masculism in some form can assist and aid the
women’s movement and feminism, though this has met with encouragement and
trepidation” by feminists. Some feminists believe that space for women to have
a voice would be threatened by the presence of men, or that a growing presence
of men in the women’s movement would displace the voices of the women.
However some feminists greet masculist interests in the women's movement as
being a key way for the ending of sexism in society. Some masculists, however,
decry® this idea entirely, and do not believe that masculism and feminism can
possibly co-exist culturally. Most masculists agree on the political incompatibility

of masculism and feminism.
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The current state of masculism

Masculism and father’s rights have edged® further into mainstream thinking
with various Western governments reviewing laws on child custody after divorce,
the legality of circumcision on male infants, child support guidelines etc. The
Internet has helped groups network® together and frequent campaigns and
demonstrations are attracting media attention, especially on father’s rights.

Recent opposition to masculism includes statements in a government-funded
$75,000 report requested by Status of Women Canada, a department of the
Canadian federal government. The report examines a wide variety of masculist
web sites and states: “these groups are largely composed of white, heterosexual,
middle-class men who have not been successful in coping with the challenge to
masculinity posed by feminism.” This report also advocated that the people listed
in the report be monitored and possibly prosecuted for “hate speech”™ due to
their disagreement with feminist ideology. Proponents of masculism have noted
that the characterizations made of masculists by this Canadian report could
equally be applied to many Western feminists (white, middle class, unsuccessful
coping with modern life, etc.), however such generalizations fail when
considering women and feminists outside of many Western countries. Many men
too in such countries do also face other hardships that may or may not be directly
related to gender. Some postcolonial feminists acknowledge this and aim to

correct these inequalities for men as well as women.
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Do Men Oversexualize Encounters with Women?
Research on gender differences in inferring sexual interest

While the stereotype of men as oversexed has been around a long, long time, it
wasn t until surprisingly recently that scientific research began to offer empirical
evidence for this long held belief. Since the early 1980s, a body of psychological
research has developed providing empirical evidence that when (presumably
heterosexual) men and women engage in brief interactions, men tend to rate the
interactions as more sexual than women. This result, termed the oversexualization
effect, has been replicated” in dozens of studies.

A recent study, published in the journal Psychology of Women Quarterly set
out to both further replicate these findings, and also to look a bit deeper into what
is going on behind men's oversexualization. Specifically the researchers looked at
the extent to which men’s beliefs and evaluations about themselves as being
typically masculine or typically feminine influenced their oversexualization of
encounters with women. The prediction was that the more strongly “masculine-
typed” a man was, the more likely he would be to oversexualize encounters with
women.

Participants filled out surveys to asses the extent to which they are “typed” to
their gender, called “gender schematics®,” engaged in brief interactions with

someone of the opposite sex they had never met before, and then were asked to
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evaluate the interaction in terms of general partner evaluations, physical
attractiveness of the partner, and how sexual the interaction was.

Within their brief conversation, partners introduced themselves and talked
about college experiences. There was no significant difference in how men,
compared to women, rated their conversation partners on agreeableness or
extroversion®. Nor was their evidence of sexual chemistry, as partners did not

share a tendency to find each other attractive or desire a future interaction. Their
findings included:

® Men rated their female partners more sexual than women rated their male
partners.

B Men in this study think in more sexual terms than the women when
evaluating brief encounters.
m Men associated “conversational smoothness” with sexual interest.

m Men distinguished perceived friendliness from sexual interest in their
partners.

There was no significant correlation between the extent to which a man is
“masculine-typed” and his sexual assessment of the encounter. Women, but not
men, rated the overall partner and conversation more positively when they
evaluated the physical attractiveness of their partner positively. In other words,
the hotter® the guy, the nicer he seemed. These findings, while preliminary and
limited in some ways, offer arguments against some of the stereotypes being

investigated.

Firstly, the extent to which a man conforms to specific gender ideas seems to
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not be strongly related to how likely that man will sexualize an interaction. This
seems to counter the stereotype of the “man’s man” who thinks everything is
sexual, versus those guys who are “just like a girl friend” who would be less
likely to assume a sexual intent in an interaction.

Secondly, the finding that the physical attractiveness rating was more
indicative for women of overall evaluations, offers a possible alternative picture
to the stereotype that men are looking for sexy women, but all women want is a
good sense of humor. The researchers point out that on the one hand this might
indicate that women weight® physical attractiveness differently than men, but on
the other hand the women may have first evaluated the male partner positively,
and out of that evaluation they rated him more physically attractive. Nonetheless,

the findings definitely call for more research.
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