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Introduction 

Studies on men and masculinities are, in one sense, ancient. Men have studied men for 

centuries, though often as an ‘absent presence’. Men have historically dominated the written 

word, in academia, research, science, histories, literature, religion and many further arenas. 

Often this domination has taken the shape of men writing about men, and for men, generally 

implicitly so. And even when men have written on and about women, this has often been 

largely for an audience of men. Meanwhile, for a long time, ‘gender’ was largely seen as a 

matter of and for women; men were generally seen as ungendered, natural or naturalized. This 

absent presence and naturalized understanding that has operated through much of history is 

taken up in Genevieve Lloyd’s (1984) thesis on the relationship between man and reason. 

Thus, men and masculinity become the benchmark against which everything else about 

human nature is explained, and ‘men’ and ‘masculinities’ as individuals, groups or categories 

have typically not been problematized. This is now no longer the case, as exemplified in the 

relatively rapid growth of various kinds of studies on men and masculinities: some less 

critical, some more critical; some framed outside, even antagonistically to, feminist, Women’s 

or Gender Studies, some framed within those studies.  

The broad approach and framing we focus on here, namely, critical studies on men and 

masculinities (CSMM), highlights how the gendering, yet absence presence, of men and 

masculinities is located within systems and relations of gender power and domination, and 

how understanding this necessitates drawing on the full range of feminist and critical gender 

and sexuality scholarship, as part of feminist, Women’s and Gender Studies. So while 

studying men and/or masculinities does not in itself guarantee criticality, CSMM foregrounds 

the critical impulse, unlike some other approaches to the object of study, such as those men's 

studies, that include men’s rights and some men’s movement positionings. 
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In this chapter, we examine the institutionalization of explicitly gendered studies on men and 

masculinities, that is, the making, reproduction and change in more durable academic 

activities, structures and interventions. Whilst acknowledging our Anglophone bias, we seek 

to understand these developments within a geopolitical perspective. In this, we make some 

connections with policy and activism, and to substantive and theoretical developments in 

CSMM, but to explore those areas more fully would require two further chapters.  

 

Naming and Framing 

Different studies on men and masculinities pass under a number of names, including ‘men’s 

studies’, ‘masculinity studies’, ‘critical masculinity studies’, ‘critical men’s studies’, ‘male 

dominance studies’, ‘studies on men and masculinities’, ‘critical studies on men’, or simply 

‘men and masculinities’, or our preferred term, ‘critical studies on men and masculinities’. 

These different namings may seem innocent, but they are also associated with, and thus index, 

different orientations to men and masculinities, and indeed different ontologies, 

epistemologies and relations with feminisms.  

Let us start here with the term ‘men’s studies’; the term may seem the most obvious and 

innocent enough, but it is not; indeed naming can be politically dangerous. The term is used in 

different ways, even within the Anglophone world, as well as in other languages. Sometimes 

it is almost an equivalent to CSMM, especially when prefixed as critical men’s studies. More 

often, ‘men’s studies’ is ambiguous – are these studies on and about men or studies that 

‘belong’ to men, a form of homosocial arena, even if comprising men defined as progressive? 

Are ‘men’s studies’ intended to be an equivalent, a parallel, a competitor to Women’s Studies, 

or even Gender Studies? Are these ‘men’s studies’ to be done critically at all and/or in 

relation to feminism? Sometimes, explicit, gendered studies on men and masculinities are 

conducted without reference to feminism or criticality or gender emancipation, or speak 

against feminism, giving men another platform to exercise their voice. Imagine if (non-

critical) White Studies were championed by white people against Black Studies. For these 

reasons, CSMM, conducted by women, men and further genders, as part of feminist, 

Women’s and Gender Studies, are necessary (Hearn, 1997, 2004). CSMM encompass various 

orientations, including that labeled (critical) masculinity studies, even if those strands usually 
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focus their critique more on masculinity than men. Significantly, in contrast to some ‘men’s 

studies’, women have, in some parts of the world, for example, Central and Eastern Europe, 

been leading the development of CSMM, as part of feminist theorizing and praxis (for 

example, Blagojević, 2000/2005). 

There are many reasons why studies on men and masculinities are developed, and these may 

be very often different for women, men, queer or trans people. There is a long history of 

women writing (critically) about men. This can be traced back to the so-called First Wave of 

feminism and to the voluminous writings of Second Wave feminism. Hanmer (1990) reported 

54 feminist texts published by 1975 on women’s lives and their relationships to men. 

Additionally, different feminisms have different grounds, ontologies and epistemologies for 

studying men, as suggested in the question, ‘Can men be subjects of feminist thought?’ 

(Harding, 1998): becoming “truly rational men” in line with feminist empiricism; criticizing 

bourgeois, sexist ideology, in line with marxist feminism; refusing to be men, following 

radical feminism; becoming historically situated feminist men, as according to socialist 

feminism; and developing multicultural, global feminist analyses on and by men. In such 

various ways, some men may claim to be “feminist”, and some women may attribute 

“feminist” to some men. Ironically, liberal feminists, who may have most ease in allying with 

men, may have the least reason to theorize men;  radical feminists who may keep the most 

distance from men, socially and intellectually, may have a stronger motivation to analyze 

men, not least because subversive analyses of men as a gendered social category are part of 

that political and academic project. Meanwhile, Messner (1997) outlined different motivations 

for men to become interested in gender politics, and that would clearly include feminism and 

gender equality, ranging from the costs of masculinity to the recognition of difference and to 

the search and support for gender justice (see Egeberg Holmgren and Hearn, 2009). 

Furthermore, men adopt different discursive positions in relation to (other) men (Hearn, 

1998).  

 

Critical Studies on Men and Masculinities 

Critical Studies on Men and Masculinities specifically present critical, explicitly gendered 

accounts, descriptions and explanations of men and masculinities in their social and societal 

contexts that bring them into sharper relief as objects of theory and critique. The idea that 
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gendering men and masculinities derives from a fixed, inner trait or core is problematic, even 

antagonistic, within CSMM; men are not to be essentialized and reified. CSMM have 

developed in part through critique of the (inter)personalization of gender relations and men, 

and specifically sex role approaches, to the completion of multiple local ethnographies, as in 

the “ethnographic moment” (Connell, 1998). Key early texts include the feminist collection 

On the Problem of Men (Friedman and Sarah, 1983), and texts by gay/bisexual/straight men 

(Snodgrass, 1977; Tolson, 1977). There are obviously different narratives about the sub-field, 

for example, to what extent social science research is emphasized. For instance, a relatively 

early expression/intervention within the humanities occurred at sessions on men, feminism 

and feminist theory at the 1984 Modern Languages Association (MLA) convention, leading 

onto the volume Men in Feminism (Jardine and Smith, 1987).  

The 1980s saw many texts on Black and minority ethnic men and masculinities that 

contributed to the demythologizing of racist stereotypes and discourses. Gender-subversive 

concerns have figured throughout, as with such questions as what is/counts as a “man”? In 

developing CSMM, certain themes have been stressed that have often been in contradiction 

with definitions that privilege and prioritize men; as such, they have exposed and examined 

issues often ignored such as, local, personal, bodily/embodied, immediate/present. This has 

led to questions about sexuality, family, fatherhood, emotions, everyday life, and so on that in 

turn, have attracted more attention than the ‘big (socio-political) picture’ (Connell, 1993).  

In all of this, the development of masculinities theory from the late 1970s onwards, most 

famously through the work of Connell (1995) and colleagues, has been central in the 

institutionalization of CSMM, particularly through the employment of the concept of 

hegemonic masculinity, in its various interpretations, uses and critiques, including those of the 

hegemony of men (Hearn, 2004) and manhood acts (Schwalbe, 2014). The concepts of 

masculinity and masculinities have been at times difficult to define, in that they can refer 

variously to: practices, configurations or assemblages of practice, identities, types, structures, 

institutions, processes, psychodynamics, discursive, and so on. A key complication is that 

masculinity is often linked to men and/or male bodies; sometimes, there is a separation of 

masculinity from men/male bodies, as in female masculinity (Halberstam, 1998); and a 

further critical position is that the concept of masculinity, like femininity, is to be used 

sparingly, if at all, in seeking to move beyond binary positions, languages and attributions.  
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In Cultures of Masculinity, Edwards (2006: 2-3) outlines three phases in the development of 

studies on men and masculinities: a first based on the sex role paradigm in 1970s, in which 

men and masculinity were understood in relatively static, culture-bound and/or micro-

sociological ways; a second emerging in the 1980s primarily out of criticism of the first, with 

a more political rationale, emphasizing power relations; and a third clearly influenced by 

post-structural theory, particularly questions of normativity, performativity and sexuality. 

These map somewhat onto distinctions between more liberal reformist, structural resistance, 

and deconstructive rebellious framings and feminisms (Lorber, 2005) that suggest different 

approaches to changing men, men as subjects, men as objects, and men’s relations to feminist, 

Women’s Studies and Gender Studies scholarship, and thus tensions within CSMM. 

These various characterizations are an over-simplification, but not a gross one. Recent years 

have seen further diverse influences on CSMM, from different feminist traditions, 

globalization, postmodernism, transgender studies, postcolonialism, queer studies, and science 

and technology studies. Arguably, we are now witnessing a fourth phase of CSMM, with 

greater attention to international, comparative, supranational, global, postcolonial and 

transnational approaches (including migration, global inequality, war, and so on), materialist-

discursive, new materialist analysis and approaches, and more rebellious positions on gender 

hegemony. There has been an important expansion of studies on or from the “global South” 

(for example, Cornwall and Lindisfarne, 1994; Ouzgane and Coleman, 1998; Cleaver, 2002; 

Pease and Pringle, 2002; Jones, 2006; Donaldson et al., 2009; Cornwall et al., 2011, 2015; 

Ruspini et al., 2011; van der Gaag, 2014). 

While not playing down differences between different investigative and epistemological 

traditions, the broad critical approach to studying men and masculinities can be characterized 

by: 

 an explicit and specific focus on men and masculinities; 

 taking account of feminist, gay, queer, and other critical gender and sexuality 

scholarship; 

 recognizing men and masculinities as explicitly gendered; 

 understanding men and masculinities as socially constructed, produced, and 

reproduced, rather than as somehow just “naturally” one way or another; 
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 seeing men and masculinities as variable and changing across time (history) and space 

(culture), within societies, through life courses and biographies; 

 emphasizing men’s relations, albeit differentially, to gendered power; 

 spanning both the material and the discursive; 

 interrogating men and masculinities through intersections with other social divisions.  

To summarize, CSMM, methodologically, emphasizes historical, cultural, relational, 

materialist, anti-essentialist, de-reified, and deconstructive studies on men and masculinities, 

and is committed to developing studies along those lines. Overall, CSMM resists the potential 

to recentre men’s power and moves, if only implicitly, towards the decentring, the othering, of 

men, through both naming and deconstruction. Whatever, the exact forms these interventions 

take, a material-discursive space is opened up for further critical inquiry. 

 

Conditions of Development 

In terms of academic institutionalization, a geopolitics perspective is important in 

understanding what drives, differentially, the development of CSMM globally. Explicitly 

gendered critical studies on men and masculinities developed initially in 1960s and 1970s by 

women and men in Australia, North America, and North-West Europe. This Anglophone 

hegemony within CSMM is now being challenged, with increasing emphasis on the 

establishment of clear non-Anglophone research traditions, and the growing body of work 

produced and being produced across Europe, Latin America, North, South and East Asia, and 

Southern Africa (for example, Gutmann, 2009; Vigoya, 2018; Novikova and Kambourov, 

2003; Morrell, 2001; Shefer et al., 2011). Increasingly, transnational concerns across borders 

are on research agendas often with attention to globalizing/glocalizing men and masculinities. 

In considering what might be the conditions that are giving rise to CSMM and its diverse 

development, it may be useful to locate it in relation to some more general societal features. 

Especially important here are the geopolitical positionings of men and masculinities within 

the processes of globalization, neoliberalism, (post)colonialism, (post)imperialism, and the 

structures of metropoles, semi-peripheries and peripheries or margins (Blagojević, 2009). 

Such positionings are often created at the intersection of class, gender and racialization, and 

frequently affect and relate to power, capital accumulation, patterns of violence, migration, 
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health and well-being, subordination, and so on – which in turn affect the form and content of 

CSMM. In many world regions, slavery, colonialism and postcolonialism are fundamental to 

the framing of these studies. Closely linked to these geopolitical forces is the relative power 

of the market, the state, feminism and gender/sexuality politics more generally. For example, 

the place of the (welfare) state and gender equality in and across the Nordic region affect the 

construction of men and masculinities in research and policy.  

Academic and intellectual traditions more generally also impact on CSMM, with clear 

contrasts across different parts of the world (Hearn, 2000/2001), even whilst most CSMM 

work is against the academic mainstream. For example, in the US, there have been many 

studies based in role theory, psychological and social psychological approaches, culturalist 

theory, and Critical Race Theory. Without overstating the contrast, Western European studies 

on men and masculinities, for example, have taken different methodological paths, with 

greater influence from critical social theory, whether Frankfurt School, poststructuralist, 

humanistic or postcolonial. Further traditions are found in other world regions, for example, 

the intersections of Confucianism, communism and modernity in China and for the Chinese 

diaspora (Louie, 2015, 2016; see also Song and Hird, 2013; Lin et al., 2017). Interestingly, no 

volume adequately represents ‘Asia’ holistically; many volumes purporting to represent 

‘Asian’ masculinities address specific geographical regions, countries and cultures of Asia, 

with marginalization of others. As Kwai-Cheung Lo (2010) writes: 

Although it is all too obvious that the concept of Asia was and still is a Western 

construct, I want to look at the dimension of “Asia” as a sign. Whether it is a fully 

loaded entity or simply an empty signifier with no determinate meaning, Asia as a 

proper name always already designates its presence as opposed to its absence. 

Finally in this section, while most studies have been framed nationally or locally, the 

increasing importance of cross-national research collaboration should be noted. This includes: 

extensive links across Europe, especially through European Union research and policy 

projects, such as the 15-country CROME project (2000-2003), the five-country FOCUS – 

Fostering Caring Masculinities project (2005-2007); The Role of Men in Gender Equality 

report  (2011-2012) (Scambor et al., 2013), and the IMPACT – Evaluation of European 

Perpetrator Programmes project (2013-2014); the International Men and Gender Equality 

Survey (IMAGES), beginning in 2009, and recently reporting on the Middle East and North 
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Africa region (El Feki et al., 2017); and various global North-South collaborations, such as 

between Nordic countries and South Africa (Shefer et al., 2018).  

For the remainder of this chapter, we focus on forms of institutionalization, before some 

concluding comments. 

 

Forms of Institutionalization  

Across the various approaches noted, there has been a considerable growth of publications in 

CSMM. Since the 1970s many collective publications, research groups and centres, national 

and international research projects, journals and book series have appeared. Though early 

work was scattered, Kathleen Grady, Robert Brannon and Joseph Pleck, and MIT both 

produced bibliographies on men and masculinities in 1979; in 1985, Sam Femiano collated 

US syllabi into a mimeographed publication, and August produced a ‘men’s studies’ 

bibliography; and a UK-based sourcebook followed (Ford and Hearn, 1987/1988/1990). A 

more recent, broad-ranging resource is Manhood and Masculinity: A Global and Historical 

Bibliography (Janssen, 2007). The Australia-based XY Online, a major bibliographic online 

resource, was created in 1992, and is now in its 20th edition.  

Another important form of broad-based institutionalization is publishers’ book series, 

including those from: 

 Unwin Hyman: Critical Studies on Men and Masculinities 1988-1990;  

 Routledge, namely, Male Orders 1990-95; Critical Studies on Men and Masculinities 

1990-95; Critical Studies of Men and Masculinities 2016-;  

 Sage: Men and Masculinities: included 15 edited thematic volumes 1992-2002, 

culminating in the 500-page Handbook of Studies on Men and Masculinities (Kimmel 

et al., 2005);  

 Zed, and subsequently Springer-Palgrave Macmillan: Global Masculinities;  

 Hong Kong University Press: Transnational Asian Masculinities. 

Routledge have published the 2000-page, 5 volume collection, Men and Masculinities 

(Whitehead, 2006), and the 700-page International Encyclopaedia of Men and Masculinities 
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(Flood et al., 2007) (also see Kimmel and Aronson, 2004). Large overviews have been 

produced in German with emphasis on the humanities (Horlacher et al., 2016). The Routledge 

book series launched in 1990 Critical Studies of Men and Masculinities was explicitly 

feminist, profeminist, gay-affirmative, alive to postcolonialism, and had a strong international 

advisory group of scholars from those directions. In contrast, the Routledge book series of the 

same name launched 2016 takes a different approach, aiming to explore how men will fit into 

a new and changing world., and is much more men-centred, and without an international 

feminist presence or profeminist positioning.  

Teaching in colleges and universities began sporadically from the 1970s in the US and from at 

least the early 1980s in Europe, including teaching for students in social work, women’s 

studies and social sciences. Research groups and centres have been formed, partly to support 

undergraduate and postgraduate teaching and doctoral researchers, for example, at Bradford 

University from 1985, and the joint Manchester Universities Campus from 1988, both in the 

UK. During the 2000s, the Unit for Critical Studies in Men and Masculinities, Nottingham 

Trent University, UK, ran a Diploma course on men and masculinities, with a focus towards 

social work, violence and children. In Sweden, CSMM research groups date from 2006 in 

Linköping University, and 2014 at Örebro University (linked to GEXcel Centre of Excellence 

established 2006, and more recently the GEXcel Consortium also involving Karlstad 

University). In Australia at the University of Wollongong, the Centre for Research on Men 

and Masculinities (CROMM) was formed in 2011, with the Engaging Men in Building 

Gender Equality conference the following year (Flood and Howson, 2015). The Center for the 

Study of Men and Masculinities was established in 2013, SUNY, USA, followed by a major 

conference in 2015, and has began a masters degree on men and masculinities. The Centre for 

Masculinity Studies (CeMAS), Aalborg University, Denmark, was established in 2016. In the 

University of South Africa, the Research Unit on Men and Masculinity (RUMM) has recently 

been established, following summer schools in 2016 and 2017.   

Some centres have a more male-affirmative stance. The University of Massachusetts at 

Amherst, USA, Men and Masculinities Center supports male student success and healthy 

masculinities from a male positive, multicultural, pro-feminist perspective 

(https://www.umass.edu/masculinities/). In Western Illinois University, USA, The Center for 

the Study of Masculinities and Men’s Development states “Research is clear that men are in 

http://www.wiu.edu/
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crisis, particularly men from underrepresented populations. However, considerable 

disagreement exists about how to most effectively support men's engagement and 

development, while maintaining focus on social justice. The Center … aims to provide quality 

scholarship, advocacy, and programming that positively influences college men’s 

development in a manner congruent with gender equity and social justice.” 

(http://www.wiu.edu/coehs/es/csmmd/). 

An activist slant is foregrounded by the Masculinities Network (M-NET), operating from the 

Centre for Human Rights, York University, Canada (http://rights.info.yorku.ca/m-net/). This 

self-represents as a community of self-identified men intent on repelling silences around 

violence and sexual assault, by: encouraging men to take personal responsibility for their role 

in preventing gender-based violence; exploring and challenging how masculinities are 

socially constructed and expressed via reflection on gendered selves; investigating relations 

between masculinity, violence, and rape, and working for gender-based violence prevention 

on campus. Extra-university activist centres include Centar E8, Serbia (http://e8.org.rs/), and 

the Center for Men and Masculinities Studies, Bangladesh (http://cmmsbd.net/). 

To illustrate the diversity in teaching, we take some examples from Australia, where there are 

several university-based courses and subjects on “men and masculinities”.  At the University 

of Tasmania, the “Masculinities” subject aims to uncover the meaning of masculinity and 

explore why it exists at all,  focusing on culture and following the growth of men from 

boyhood to old age taking account of class and race.  Masculinity is not seen as inherent, 

natural or given, but linked to gender performance. The subject of “Masculinities” at the 

University of Sydney takes a more strident CSMM approach with the claim that masculinity 

is an effect of power linked to oppression, specifically women’s. Its case study methodology 

suggests the social construction of masculinity through investigation of various practices that 

produce it and forms of representation that sustain it. The University of Wollongong’s “Men 

and Masculinities” subject within Sociology emphasizes men’s positions in gender relations, 

the shifting and contested social organization of masculinities, current scholarship on gender, 

key concepts in masculinities theory, and alternative approaches to understanding men and 

change. The major theme here is hegemony, leading to the critical investigation of men and 

masculinity’s privilege, priority, and possibilities for change. Less explicitly about men and 

masculinities are subjects run at the Australian National University and the University of 
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Western Australia whose objective is to understand history better. The former addresses the 

existence and impact of masculinity on Western History including global exploration, 

imperialism and anti-colonialist reactions. The latter discusses constructions of masculinities 

within case studies in Europe, Australia and Asia since c.1700. 

Thus, from this brief review, there seems to be no ‘natural’ home for men and masculinities 

studies: they can be just as easily be located in history as gender studies, as cultural studies or 

sociology. Further, if the descriptions of these subjects mean anything, then people want to 

study men and masculinities at university level and do so drawing broadly on feminist 

scholarship. However, a significant footnote is the University of South Australia example 

where a “male studies” course was dramatically reformed by the university in 2014 because it 

was considered ‘anti-feminist’, due to its intellectual links to men's rights and anti-feminist 

groups, some of whose leaders lectured on the course. The university decided to reduce the 

course to two health-based subjects, with all teaching undertaken by university staff. 

At another level, the development of research and teaching into the sub-field of men and 

masculinities has led to a small number of professorships and senior positions. The earliest we 

know of are a Professorship in Men’s Health, and a Professorship in Men, Gender and Health, 

Leeds Beckett University, UK; both were made redundant in 2017. The first generic 

Professorship in Critical Studies on Men and Masculinities was instituted at Linköping 

University, running 2006 to 2013, and a Professorship in Gender and Masculinity Research, 

Oslo University, Norway, following initial ministerial funding, began shortly after and 

continues, with both based in Gender Studies. A personal chair in Masculinities Studies was 

awarded, now curtailed by retirement, at Curtin University, Communication and Cultural 

Studies Department, Australia, and a personal Readership was recently created in Critical 

Masculinity Studies at Newcastle University, UK. 

Beyond teaching and related institutional appointments, research has been a strong driving 

force in the CSMM development, and important here are the developing contacts made by 

researchers across institutions that lead to and/or constitute conferences, networks and 

associations nationally and internationally. The American Men’s Studies Association 

conferences, whose organization began in the 1980s, have become regular since 1993, with 

the 26th event held in 2018. Earlier Men and Masculinity conferences had led to the Men’s 

Studies Newsletter, in 1984 (Doyle and Femiano, 1999/2013). Other newsletters have 



 

12 
J. Hearn and R. Howson ‘The institutionalization of (Critical) Studies on Men and 

Masculinities: Geopolitical perspectives’, in L. Gottzén, U. Mellström and T. Shefer (eds.)                    

Routledge International Handbook of Masculinity Studies, Routledge, London, 2019. 

 

included International Association for Studies on Men Newsletter, produced from 1993 for 

some years in Norway, and Nieuwsbrief Mannenstudies (the Netherlands) from the mid-

1980s. In the UK, profeminist organizing within the British Sociological Association dates 

from about 1982 (Hearn et al., 1983).  

An important shift in the relations of feminism, men and masculinities was the invitation from 

the organizers for sessions on ‘Men's Responses to the Feminist Challenge: Relationships of 

Theory and Practice’, at the 3rd International Interdisciplinary Congress on Women entitled 

’Women's Worlds, Visions and Revisions’ at Trinity College, Dublin, 1987. The first major 

international conference was in the UK in 1988, leading to the edited book, Men, 

Masculinities and Social Theory (Hearn and Morgan, 1990). In 1997, the first South African 

conferences were held, post-apartheid. There have been five Nordic conferences since 2006, 

one in each of the five Nordic countries, under the auspices of the Nordic Association for 

Studies on Men and Masculinities. Since 2006 there have been occasional sessions on CSMM 

at the International Sociological Association Congresses. In Canada, the Réseau Masculinités 

et Société research network organizes conferences. The third in a series of conferences on 

“Political Masculinities” took place at the University of Koblenz-Landau, Germany, 

December 2017, with a summer school in August 2018 (see Starck and Sauer, 2014). Other 

summer schools have held in, for example, Denmark, Latvia and South Africa. The first 

international conference on men and masculinities in Turkey was at İzmir in 2014, with a 

second conference planned for 2016 postponed by the political situation. The 2016 

“Narratives of Masculinity” conference held at Bielefeld University, Germany, was 

introduced as the first such international conference, though it was clearly not. Recent 

conferences in Latin America include: “Igualdad de género desde la perspectiva de las 

masculinidades”, Mexico, August 2017; “Violencia de género y masculinidades: Desafíos en 

la intervención con varones que ejercen violencia basada en género”, Uruguay, November 

2017; and “Nuevas Masculinidades”, Mexico, December 2017. More specialist conferences 

range widely, for example, the 2017 Extreme Masculinities International Conference at the 

University of Vienna within the discipline of anthropology. 

A further significant expression of institutionalization through publication is in the form of 

specialist journals, including: American Journal of Men’s Health, Boyhood Studies: An 

Interdisciplinary Journal, The Journal of Black Masculinity, Journal of Men’s Health, 

http://www.mensstudies.info/journals/culture-society-and-masculinities/
http://www.mensstudies.info/journals/culture-society-and-masculinities/
http://www.blackmasculinity.com/
http://www.blackmasculinity.com/
http://www.blackmasculinity.com/
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Journal of Men’s Health and Gender, The Journal of Men’s Studies, Masculinities & Social 

Change, Masculinities: A Journal of Identity & Culture, Men and Masculinities, NORMA: 

The International Journal for Masculinity Studies, Psychology of Men and Masculinity, 

Spectrum: A Journal on Black Men, Thymos: Journal of Boyhood Studies¸ and World Journal 

of Men’s Health. Discontinued journals include Culture, Society and Masculinities, 

Fathering, International Journal of Men’s Health, Journal of Men, Masculinities and 

Spirituality, and Masculinities (US, not Turkey). Special issues have been produced in ‘more 

general’ journals since the early 1970s, for example, Impact of Science on Society, and Black 

Scholar. Two recently established open access journals are Masculinities & Social Change, 

and Masculinities: A Journal of Identity and Culture. The former emerges from a lack of 

relevant journals in Spain and Latin America, and publishes in English, Spanish, Catalan, 

Euskera and Galician. The latter, based in Turkey, is a “biannual journal of interdisciplinary 

and critical studies of gender and masculinity … related to the representations of gender, 

particularly masculinity, formations of gendered identities, cultural, social, and aesthetic 

reflections of masculinity in culture and literature.” 

Collaborations in the CSMM sub-field have also been driven through policy-based research, 

as well as national and international conferences, for example, those held under the auspices 

of the European Union in Örebro, Sweden 2001, Helsinki 2006, and Brussels 2012. Nordic 

governmental cooperation led to a Nordic Men and Gender Equality Programme 1995-2000, 

and a Nordic Region Coordinator for Men’s Studies/CSMM at the Nordic Institute for 

Women’s and Gender Studies (NIKK) in the late 1990s and early 2000s.  

In terms of broader policy, practice and developmental work, MenEngage has now become a 

major global umbrella organization with over 700 members and constituted by networks in 

Africa (17), the Caribbean (5), Europe (16), Latin America (10), North America (2), South 

Asia (5). The November 2014 2nd MenEngage Global Symposium in New Delhi attracted 

over 1,200 people and 400 abstracts from 63 countries respectively, producing the ‘Delhi 

Declaration and Call to Action’ (http://www.menengagedilli2014.net/delhi-declaration-and-

call-to-action.html). There is a host of local and broadly progressive intervention and 

development projects and campaigns working on changing men and boys, with especially 

strong activity in Latin America, Southern Africa and South Asia (for example, Chowdhury 

and Al Baset, 2018). 

http://www.mensstudies.info/journals/the-journal-of-mens-studies/
http://www.hipatiapress.info/hpjournals/index.php/mcs
http://www.hipatiapress.info/hpjournals/index.php/mcs
http://jmm.sagepub.com/
http://normajournal.wordpress.com/category/journal-issues/norma-1-1/
http://normajournal.wordpress.com/category/journal-issues/norma-1-1/
http://www.apa.org/pubs/journals/men/index.aspx
http://www.jstor.org/action/showPublication?journalCode=spectrum
http://www.mensstudies.info/journals/thymos-journal-of-boyhood-studies/
http://www.mensstudies.info/journals/thymos-journal-of-boyhood-studies/
http://www.mensstudies.info/journals/culture-society-and-masculinities/
http://www.mensstudies.info/journals/culture-society-and-masculinities/
http://www.mensstudies.info/journals/culture-society-and-masculinities/
http://www.mensstudies.info/journals/fathering/
http://www.mensstudies.info/journals/international-journal-of-mens-health/
http://www.mensstudies.info/journals/international-journal-of-mens-health/
http://www.mensstudies.info/journals/international-journal-of-mens-health/
http://www.menengagedilli2014.net/delhi-declaration-and-call-to-action.html
http://www.menengagedilli2014.net/delhi-declaration-and-call-to-action.html
https://www.routledge.com/products/search?author=Romit%20Chowdhury
https://www.routledge.com/products/search?author=Zaid%20Al%20Baset
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There are also signs of some increasing overlaps and movements between policy 

development, NGO/INGOs, academic work, and entrepreneurialism. This might in some 

cases entail activities ranging from some individual researchers’ strenuous self-promotion, 

self-marketing websites and offering themselves to be conference keynotes, to small-scale 

consultancy on equality and welfare issues for public sector and NGO clients, through to more 

elaborate contractual work for international corporate businesses, thus bringing their own 

translations and contradictions. 

 

Trends and implications  

Overall, there has been a significant quantitative, qualitative and geographical expansion of 

the sub-field of CSMM. This has occurred over recent decades, from roots located in feminist, 

Women’s Studies, Gender Studies and other disciplines. The alignment of CSMM with 

feminism and profeminism is an imperative feature of its epistemological frame as is the 

continuing development of investigations into men and masculinities in popular 

consciousness and the intersubjective space between civil and political societies and/or the 

social and the political. This type of work brings to the fore previously neglected areas, such 

as men’s violences, conditions for complicity/aspiration in the context of hegemony, and 

critical policy in such areas as migration, work and health. In addition, or as a consequence of 

the CSMM’s epistemological frame, key theoretical innovations continue to be developed, for 

example, around hegemony (Howson and Hearn, this volume) and challenges to privilege and 

absent presence within popular consciousness of ‘ideal’ masculinity. Studies towards global, 

transnational, postcolonial concerns, including cross-national, cross-language studies, and 

scholarship from the global South and semi-peripheries continue to grow, elaborating the 

existing work and understanding at the global level. The institutionalization perspective offers 

evidence that the sub-field continues to grow and contributes important knowledge to the 

broader field of Gender Studies and feminism; notwithstanding this, the sub-field remains 

characterized by contestation, with strong, if uneven and shifting, links across activism, policy 

and theory.  
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