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Abstract

This article explores the intimate historical and modern connection
between manhood and nationhood: through the construction of patriotic
manhood and exalted motherhood as icons of nationalist ideology; through
the designation of gendered ‘places’ for men and women in national
politics; through the domination of masculine interests and ideology in
nationalist movements; through the interplay between masculine
microcultures and nationalist ideology; through sexualized militarism
including the construction of simultaneously over-sexed and under-sexed
‘enemy’ men (rapists and wimps) and promiscuous ‘enemy’ women (sluts
and whores). Three ‘puzzles’ are partially solved by exposing the
connection between masculinity and nationalism: why are many men so
desperate to defend masculine, monoracial, and heterosexual institutional
preserves, such as military organizations and academies; why do men go to
war; and the ‘gender gap’, that is, why do men and women appear to have
very different goals and agendas for the ‘nation?’
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Introduction: political man

‘Political Man’. In the light of a quarter century of ‘second wave’ of
feminist scholarship,1 the title of Seymour Martin Lipset’s classic treatise
on politics seems almost quaint in its masculinist exclusiveness. The same
can be said for Ted Gurr’s Why Men Rebel or for the ungendered, pre-
sumptively male discourse of T.H. Marshall’s Class, Citizenship, and
Social Development or Karl Deutsch’s Nationalism and Social Com-
munication or Barrington Moore’s The Social Origins of Dictatorship and
Democracy or Samuel N. Eisenstadt and Stein Rokkan’s Building States
and Nations or Perry Anderson’s Lineages of the Absolutist State.2 Even
Theda Skocpol’s States and Social Revolutions is a tale of one gender:
men and the making of modern France, Russia, and China.3
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What were the titles and content of these classics of political science
and sociology trying to tell us about the structure and operation of
citizenship, states, nations, revolutions, empires? Feminist theorists have
argued that this absence of women from the work and thinking of these
authors re�ects, at best, their gender blindness or, at worst, their gender
chauvinism. They argue that the result of this gender exclusion has been
to render invisible women’s hands in the making of nations and states.
The feminist scholarly response to this omission has been twofold: �rst,
to illuminate the role of women in politics by chronicling their partici-
pation and leadership in national and opposition politics and move-
ments;4 second, to uncover and document the mechanisms of women’s
exclusion from political organizations, movements, decision-making
institutions and processes.5

While I shall review some of these efforts to ‘bring the women back in’
to the study of nationalism and national politics, I should note that this
necessary and important scholarship has often involved a con�ation of
the terms ‘gender’ and ‘women’. That is, the critique of classical litera-
ture on the nation and state as ‘gender-blind ’ has resulted in an almost
exclusive focus on women – women revolutionists, women leaders,
women’s hidden labour, women’s exploitation , women’s resistance to
domination. While this emphasis on women by gender scholars has
begun to �ll a critical gap in the study of nationalism and national poli-
tics, there remains an important uncharted territory to be investigated .

My primary concern here is on another signi�cant and interesting
question, what is the ‘real’ meaning of the masculine focus of social and
political analyses of modern states catalogued above? Is it possible that,
inadvertently or not, these guys (and gals) were on to something in their
preoccupation with men? That is, perhaps the projects described in these
titles – state power, citizenship, nationalism, militarism, revolution,
political violence, dictatorship, and democracy – are all best understood
as masculinist projects, involving masculine institutions, masculine pro-
cesses and masculine activities (see Pateman 1989; Connell 1995).

This is not to say that women do not have roles to play in the making
and unmaking of states: as citizens, as members of the nation, as activists,
as leaders. It is to say that the scripts in which these roles are embedded
are written primarily by men, for men, and about men, and that women
are, by design, supporting actors whose roles re�ect masculinist notions
of femininity and of women’s proper ‘place’. If nations and states are
indeed gendered institutions as much recent scholarship asserts,6 then to
limit the examination of gender in politics to an investigation  of women
only, misses a major, perhaps the major way in which gender shapes poli-
tics – through men and their interests, their notions of manliness, and
masculine micro and macro cultures.

In her study of gender, race and sexuality in colonialism, Imperial
Leather, McClintock (1995) notes the ‘gendered discourse’ of nationalism,
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commenting that ‘if male theorists are typically indifferent to the gender-
ing of nations, feminist analyses of nationalism have been lamentably few
and far between. White feminists, in particular, have been slow to recog-
nise nationalism as a feminist issue’ (pp. 356–57). And when feminist
scholars do set about to even the gender score, Messerschmidt (1993)
argues, in his analysis of Masculinities and Crime, the gender lens appears
to focus exclusively on women. The resulting scholarship, while more
gender balanced in its coverage, still fails to examine systematically what
is uniquely masculine in a structural, cultural or social sense, about such
clearly gendered activities and institutions as crime, nationalism, politics,
or violence, among others.

I argue that nationalist politics is a masculinist enterprise not to indict
men for dominating national or international arenas, though they surely
do. Nor do I intend to ignore further the contributions of women, though
they have been limited by historical gender restrictions. Rather, my goal
is to explore the fact of men’s domination of the nation-state in order to
see what insights this acknowledgment of masculinity provides us in
understanding contemporary national and global politics.

Constructing men and nations

In her evocative book, Bananas, Beaches, and Bases, Cynthia Enloe
(1990, p. 45) observes that ‘nationalism has typically sprung from mas-
culinized memory, masculinized humiliation and masculinized hope’. She
argues that women are relegated to minor, often symbolic, roles in
nationalist movements and con�icts, either as icons of nationhood , to be
elevated and defended, or as the booty or spoils of war, to be denigrated
and disgraced. In either case, the real actors are men who are defending
their freedom, their honour, their homeland and their women. Enloe’s
insight about the connection between manhood and nationhood raises
de�nitional questions about each: what do we mean by ‘masculinity,’ and
what do we mean by ‘nationalism?’

Masculinity

Recent historical studies of the United States argue that contemporary
patterns of US middle-class masculinity arose out of a renaissance of
manliness in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.7 Scholars
document a resurgent preoccupation with masculine ideals of physique
and behaviour around the turn of the century which became insti-
tutionalized into such organizations and institutions as the modern
Olympic movement which began in 1896 (MacAloon 1981; 1984),
Theodore Roosevelt’s ‘Rough Riders’ unit which fought in the Spanish
American War in 1898 (Morris 1979; Rotundo 1993), a variety of boys’
and men’s lodges and fraternal organizations, such as the Knights of
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Columbus and the Improved Order of Red Men, which were established
or expanded in the late nineteenth century (Preuss 1924; Kauffman 1982;
Carnes 1989, 1990; Rotundo 1993; Orr 1994; Bederman 1995), and the
Boy Scouts of America which were founded in 1910 two years after the
publication  of R.S.S. Baden-Powell’s in�uential Scouting for Boys
(Warren 1986, 1987; MacKenzie 1987).

These organizations embodied US and European male codes of
honour (Nye 1993) which stressed a number of ‘manly virtues’ described
by Mosse (1996) as ‘normative masculinity’, which included willpower,
honour, courage, discipline, competitiveness, quiet strength, stoicism,
sang-froid, persistence, adventurousness, independence, sexual virility
tempered with restraint, and dignity, and which re�ected masculine
ideals as liberty, equality, and fraternity (Bederman 1995; Mosse 1996).
Borrowing from Rosenberg’s (1980) analysis of ‘Sexuality, Class, and
Role’, Rotundo (1987) divided these characteristics among three late
nineteenth-century ‘ideals of manhood’ in the middle-class northern US:
the ‘Masculine Achiever’ (competitiveness , independence, persistence),
the ‘Christian Gentleman’ (willpower, restraint, discipline), and the
‘Masculine Primitive’ (strength, virility, courage).8

Of course, the value of and adherence to these normative manly traits
vary by time and place. While the writers cited above were describing
late nineteenth- and early twentieth-century United States and Europe,
there are other scholarly efforts to de�ne masculinity in more universal
terms. Gilmore’s research on cross-cultural conceptions of masculinity,
Manhood in the Making (1990) shows that there is no universal standard
of masculinity. None the less Gilmore argues that

although there may be no “Universal Male”, we may perhaps speak of
a “Ubiquitous Male” based on these criteria of performance: . . . to be
a man . . . one must impregnate women, protect dependents [sic] from
danger, and provision kith and kin . . . We might call this quasi-global
personage something like “Man-the-Impregnator-Protector-Provider”
(p. 223).

Such catalogues of masculine ideals as the historical and cross-cultural
undertakings listed above are examples of what Robert Connell (1995,
p. 68) calls ‘essentialist’ de�nitions of masculinity: ‘de�nitions [that] pick
a feature that de�nes the core of the masculine’. The weakness of the
essentialist approach is its arbitrariness and easy falsi�ability. Connell
(1995, pp. 68–71) catalogues three other de�nitional strategies besides
essentialist: positivist, normative, semiotic. Positivist de�nitions of
masculinity are descriptions of men in a particular place at a particular
time: ethnograph ies of manhood. They are limited by a lack of general-
izability, inevitable researcher bias, and tautology. Men are what men do,
thus it is impossible for men to behave in feminine ways or for women to
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behave in masculine ways (Connell 1995, p. 69). Normative de�nitions of
masculinity emphasize manly ideals, ‘blueprints’, or sex role stereotypes.
They are limited by their cultural, historical and value assumptions, and
by their emphasis on ideal types which exclude many men, that is, many
(most) men do not behave according to a ‘John Wayne’ model of
manhood (Connell 1995, p. 70). And �nally, semiotic de�nitions of
masculinity contrast masculine and feminine and deduce from the differ-
ence the meaning of masculinity (and femininity): ‘The phallus is master-
signi�er, and femininity is symbolically de�ned by lack’ (Connell 1995,
p. 70). Semiotic de�nitions are limited by their emphases on discourse
and symbolism which tend to overlook the material and structural
dimensions of the social constitution of gender meanings.

In a manner that combines several of these de�nitional approaches,
some researchers attempt to articulate the meaning of manhood in nega-
tive terms – what men are not. These de�nitions include a separation
from and repudiation of femininity: being a man is not being a woman,
and no man would ever want to be a woman (Freud 1923; Chodorow
1978; Adams 1990); a distancing from masculine ‘countertypes’, whether
racial – being a (white)man is not being a ‘Jew’ (Green 1993, pp. 101–13;
Mosse 1996, pp. 60ff) or an ‘Asian’ (Espiritu 1996, ch. 5), or a ‘Bengali’
(Sinha 1995), or an ‘Indian’ or a ‘black’ (Bederman 1995, p. 181), or
sexual – being a man is not acting ‘feminine’ and/or not being a homo-
sexual (Mosse 1985, 1996; Duroche 1991; Donaldson 1993). These racial
and sexual masculine ‘countertypes’ are examples of what Connell (1987,
p. 186) calls ‘subordinated’ forms of masculinity.

Other negative, albeit somewhat essentialist, de�nitions of masculinity
re�ect a distaste for the demands of normative masculinity. In ‘Being a
Man’, Paul Theroux (1985, p. 309) complains that, ‘the expression “Be a
Man!” strikes me as insulting and abusive. It means: Be stupid, be unfeel-
ing, obedient, soldierly and stop thinking’. Gerzon (1982, p. 5) de�nes
normative manliness as an impossible achievement: ‘In comparing them-
selves to the dashing �gure riding off into the setting sun or racing across
the goal line, ordinary men in everyday life cannot help but feel over-
shadowed. Even in private, men no longer feel like heroes’. Horrocks
catalogues the costs of ‘patriarchal masculinity:

Patriarchal masculinity cripples men. Manhood as we know it in our
society requires such a self-destructive identity, a deeply masochistic
self-denial, a shrinkage of the self, a turning away from whole areas of
life, the man who obeys the demands of masculinity has become only
half-human. . . To become the man I was supposed to be, I had to
destroy my most vulnerable side, my sensitivity, my femininity, my cre-
ativity, and I had to pretend to be both more powerful and less power-
ful than I feel (Horrocks 1994, p. 25; see also Levant 1997; Messner
1997, pp. 5–6).
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Whatever the historical or comparative limits of these various de�-
nitions and depictions of masculinity, scholars argue that at any time, in
any place, there is an identi�able ‘normative’ or ‘hegemonic’ masculinity
that sets the standards for male demeanour, thinking and action (Beder-
man 1995; Connell 1995; Mosse 1996). Hegemonic masculinity is more
than an ‘ideal’, it is assumptive, widely held, and has the quality of
appearing to be ‘natural’ (Morgan 1992; Donaldson 1993). This is not to
say there is consensus among all men and women in any national setting
about the ideal man. Indeed, hegemonic masculinity often stands in con-
trast to other class-, race- and sexuality-based masculinities. None the
less, hegemonic masculinity remains a standard – whether reviled or
revered – against which other masculinities compete or de�ne them-
selves.

Whether current US hegemonic masculinity is derived from a nine-
teenth-century renaissance of manliness and/or is rooted in earlier his-
torical cultural conceptions of manhood, it is certainly identi�able as the
dominant form among several racial, sexual and class-based masculini-
ties in contemporary US society (see Kimmel 1995; Kimmel and Messner
1995; Pfeil 1995; Schwalbe 1995). The same can be said for other coun-
tries as well – in Europe, Latin America, Africa, Asia or the Middle East.
For instance, whether the manly attitudes and rules for behaviour for
Arab men described by T. E. Lawrence in Seven Pillars of Wisdom (1926)
set the current standards of manliness for men in the modern Arab world
is not so much the question, as whether some current set of masculine
standards exists and can be identi�ed as hegemonic. The answer to that
question is most certainly, yes.9

Nationalism

Max Weber de�nes a nation as ‘a community of sentiment which would
adequately manifest itself in a state’ and which holds notions of common
descent, though not necessarily common blood (Gerth and Mills 1948,
pp. 172–79). Layoun (1991, pp. 410–11) concurs: nationalism ‘constructs
and proffers a narrative of the “nation” and of its relation to an already
existing or potential state’. By these de�nitions nationalism is both a goal
– to achieve statehood, and a belief – in collective commonality. Nation-
alists seek to accomplish both statehood and nationhood.  The goal of
sovereign statehood, ’state-building’, often takes the form of revolution-
ary or anti-colonial warfare. The maintenance and exercise of statehood
vis-à-vis other nation-states often takes the form of armed con�ict. As a
result, nationalism and militarism seem to go hand in hand.

The goal of nationhood, ‘nation-building’, involves ‘imagining’ a
national past and present (Anderson 1991), inventing traditions (Hobs-
bawm and Ranger 1983), and symbolically constructing community
(Cohen 1985). As Gellner (1983, p. 49) argues, ‘it is nationalism that
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engenders nations, and not the other way around’. The tasks of de�ning
community, of setting boundaries and of articulating national character,
history, and a vision for the future tend to emphasize both unity and
‘otherness’. The project of establishing national identity and cultural
boundaries tends to foster nationalist ethnocentrism. As a result
nationalism and chauvinism seem to go hand in hand. Chauvinistic
nationalism is often con�ned to the ideational realm in the form of atti-
tudes and beliefs about national superiority. During periods of national-
ist con�ict or expansion, however, such ethnocentrism becomes
animated. The result in modern world history has been for nationalism
to display an intolerant, sometimes murderous face. Nairn (1977) refers
to the nation as ‘the modern Janus’ to contrast nationalism’s two sides: a
regressive, jingoistic, militaristic ‘warfare state’ visage versus a progres-
sive community-building ‘welfare state’ countenance: guns versus
butter.10

The distinction between ideology and action characterizes most dis-
cussions on the de�nition and operation of nationalism. Nationalist
ideology, that is, beliefs about the nation – who we are, what we repre-
sent – become the basis and justi�cation for national actions, that is to
say, activities of state- and nation-building, the �ght for independence,
the creation of a political and legal order, the exclusion or inclusion of
various categories of members, the relations with other nations. Whether
manifested in action or ideology, most scholars identify the nineteenth
century as the origin of nationalism as a way of understanding and
organizing local and global politics. Nairn (1977) argues that ‘national-
ism in its most general sense is determined by certain features of the
world political economy in the era between the French and Industrial
Revolutions and the present day’. These features include a ‘new and
heightened signi�cance accorded to factors of nationality, ethnic inheri-
tance, customs, and speech’ and ‘the creation of a national market
economy and a viable national bourgeois class’ (p. 333). Similarly, Seton-
Watson (1977) identi�es the late 1700s as the dividing line between ‘old’
and ‘new’ nations in Europe, where the old nations, such as the English,
Scots, Danes, French and Swedes, enjoyed relative autonomy, and the
new nations, basically the rest of the world, mobilized in the form of
national movements to achieve independence, either from monarchies or
from colonialism, articulating a form of nationalism designed to ‘implant
in [their constituents] a national consciousness and a desire for political
action’ (p. 9).

Masculinity and nationalism

By de�nition, nationalism is political and closely linked to the state and
its institutions. Like the military, most state institutions have been his-
torically and remain dominated by men. It is therefore no surprise that
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the culture and ideology of hegemonic masculinity go hand in hand with
the culture and ideology of hegemonic nationalism. Masculinity and
nationalism articulate well with one another, and the modern form of
Western masculinity emerged at about the same time and place as
modern nationalism. Mosse notes that nationalism ‘was a movement
which began and evolved parallel to modern masculinity’ in the West
about a century ago. He describes modern masculinity as a centerpiece
of all varieties of nationalist movements:

The masculine stereotype was not bound to any one of the powerful
political ideologies of the previous century. It supported not only con-
servative movements . . . but the workers’ movement as well; even Bol-
shevik man was said to be “�rm as an oak.” Modern masculinity from
the very �rst was co-opted by the new nationalist movements of the
nineteenth century (Mosse 1996, p. 7).

Other political ideologies of that time, in particular colonialism and
imperialism, also resonated with contemporary standards of masculinity
(see MacKenzie 1987; Walvin 1987; Bologh 1990). Many scholars link the
nineteenth-century renaissance in manliness in Europe to the institutions
and ideology of empire (Hobsbawm 1990; Koven 1991; Sinha 1995).
Springhall (1987) describes the middle-class English ideal of Christian
manliness, ‘muscular Christianity’, with its emphasis on sport – the ‘cult
of games’ in the public schools; he outlines how, through organizations
such as the Boys’ Brigade these middle-class values were communicated
to ‘less privileged, board-school-educated, working-class boys in the
nation’s large urban centres’ (p. 52). Boys from both classes served
throughout the Empire in British imperial armies.

In the United States, masculinity was tightly woven into two national-
ist imperialist projects: manifest destiny, which justi�ed and advocated
westward expansion, and the Monroe Doctrine, which justi�ed and
extended the US sphere of in�uence to include the entire western hemi-
sphere. There is no better known embodiment of this marriage of
manhood and US imperialism than Theodore Roosevelt. Well-known to
have been a sickly child and labelled a privileged dandy in his youth,
Roosevelt was subjected to humiliating attacks on his manliness early in
his political career. When, in 1882 at the age of twenty-three Theodore
Roosevelt started out in politics as a New York state assemblyman,

Daily newspapers lampooned Roosevelt as the quintessence of effem-
inacy. They nicknamed him “weakling”, “Jane-Dandy”, “Punkin-
Lilly”, and “the exquisite Mr. Roosevelt”. They ridiculed his high
voice, tight pants, and fancy clothing. Several began referring to him
by the name of the well-known homosexual, Oscar Wilde, and one
actually alleged (in a less-than-veiled phallic allusion) that Roosevelt
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was “given to sucking the knob of an ivory cane” (Bederman 1995,
p. 170).

Roosevelt set out on a campaign to reinvent himself as a man’s man.
Two symbolic themes formed the foundation of his self-reconstruction
effort: his claimed connection to the American West and his assertion of
an imperial America. His campaign was phenomenally successful, and
within �ve years he was running for the mayor of New York as the
‘Cowboy of the Dakotas’, embraced by a press which now praised him
for his ‘virile zest for �ghting and his “blizzard-seasoned” constitution’
(Bederman 1995, p. 171). This remarkable transformation can be traced
to his writings and to a real estate purchase. In 1883 Roosevelt visited the
Badlands in South Dakota and purchased a cattle ranch (Morris 1979).
Following the death of his wife in 1884, he temporarily withdrew from
politics and retreated to the ranch, but not before he began his public
metamorphosis from a ‘gilded youth’ to a ‘masculine cowboy’ by grant-
ing the following interview printed in the New York Tribune:

It would electrify some of my friends who have accused me of repre-
senting the kid-glove element in politics if they could see me galloping
over the plains, day in and day out, clad in a buckskin shirt and leather
chaparajos , with a big sombrero on my head. For good healthy exer-
cise I would strongly recommend some of our gilded youth go West
and try a short course of riding bucking ponies, and assist at the brand-
ing of a lot of Texas steers (Bederman 1995, p. 175).

Roosevelt’s cowboy career lasted only six months, but his book
Hunting Trips of a Ranchman published the next year, in 1885, followed
by Ranch Life and the Hunting Trail (1888) and the 4-volume The
Winning of the West (1889–1896), secured his public identity as a real
man. Roosevelt continued to reinvigorate  his manliness by other writings
[The Strenuous Life (1902) and African Game Trails: An Account of the
African Wanderings of an American Hunter Naturalist (1910)], and by his
bellicose demand for and support of the Spanish-American War in which
his ‘Rough Riders’ personi�ed themes of the US frontier and US
imperialism.

Hoganson (1995; 1996) describes the role of masculine imagery in the
discourse surrounding one campaign in the Spanish-American War, the
Philippine-American War which began in 1898 when the US sank the
Spanish �eet in Manila Bay, and which lasted until 1902. Following the
sinking of the Spanish �eet, Filipinos began a �ght for national indepen-
dence. This set off a debate in the US about what should be the US stance
towards the former Spanish colony: should it be free or become a US
colony? Theodore Roosevelt was a central actor in this debate, and his
position was clearly in the imperial camp: ‘We of America . . . we, the
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sons of a nation yet in the pride of its lusty youth . . . know its future is
ours if we have the manhood to grasp it, and we enter the new century
girding our loins for the contest before us’ (Hoganson 1996, p. 3). It was
not only Roosevelt who cast the debate in gendered, as well as ageist,
terms. Prominent anti-imperialist, Senator George F. Hoar, was referred
to by an ally of Roosevelt as a ‘fossil’ and was encouraged to give up his
place in the Senate to ‘a young man who is progressive and who lives in
the present and not in the musty past’ (Hoganson 1996, p. 3). The ‘Philip-
pine question’ became a contest of young men against ‘old women’
(although women did not have the vote at the time), and the discourse
spread to the (male only) voting constituency:

What this country needs most at this time are patriotic Americans not
a lot of old women and decrepit politicians in their dotage who pose
as statesmen . . . the nation has outgrown you. Give yourself a rest in
some old man’s home and give the nation a chance to grow (Hogan-
son 1996, p. 3).

Theodore Roosevelt’s speeches and writings, and those of many of his
contemporaries, re�ect a racialized, imperial masculinity, where adven-
turous, but civilized white men tame or defeat inferior savage men of
colour, be they American Indians, Africans, Spaniards, or Filipinos.
Whether conquering the US frontier or ‘protecting’ the western hemi-
sphere from European colonialism, Roosevelt’s masculinity depended on
a chauvinistic, militaristic nationalism. Given the close association
between nineteenth- and twentieth-century ideologies of masculinity,
colonialism, imperialism, militarism and nationalism, given the fact that it
was mainly men who adhered to and enacted them, and given the power
of those movements and institutions in the making of the modern world,
it is not surprising that masculinity and nationalism seem stamped from
the same mould – a mould which has shaped important aspects of the
structure and culture of the nations and states in the modern state system.

Men’s and women’s places in the nation

Nationalist politics is a major venue for ‘accomplishing’ masculinity
(Connell 1987) for several reasons. First, as noted above, the national
state is essentially a masculine institution. Feminist scholars point out its
hierarchical authority structure, the male domination of decision-making
positions, the male superordinate/female subordinate internal division of
labour, and the male legal regulation of female rights, labour and sexu-
ality (Franzway, Court and Connell 1989; Grant and Tancred 1992;
Connell 1995).

Second, the culture of nationalism is constructed to emphasize and res-
onate with masculine cultural themes. Terms like honour, patriotism,
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cowardice, bravery and duty are hard to distinguish as either nationalis-
tic or masculinist, since they seem so thoroughly tied both to the nation
and to manliness. My point here is that the ‘microculture’ of masculinity
in everyday life articulates very well with the demands of nationalism,
particularly its militaristic side. When, over the years I have asked my
undergraduate students to write down on a piece of paper their answer
to the question: ‘What is the worst name you can be called?’ the gender
difference in their responses is striking. The vast majority of women
respond: ‘slut’ (or its equivalent, with ‘bitch’ a rather distant second); the
vaster majority of men respond: ‘wimp’ or ‘coward’ or ‘pussy’. Only
cowards shirk the call to duty; real men are not cowards.

Patriotism is a siren call that few men can resist, particularly in the
midst of a political ‘crisis;’ and if they do, they risk the disdain or worse
of their communities and families, sometimes including their mothers.
Counter to the common stereotype of mothers attempting to hold back
their sons as they march off to war, Boulding (1977, p. 167) reports that
many mothers of conscientious objectors during World War II opposed
their sons’ paci�sm.11 The disdain of men for paci�sts is considerably
greater, as Karlen (1971) recounts in Sexuality and Homosexuality: ‘In
1968 paci�sts set up coffee houses to spread their word near military
bases. A Special Force NCO said to a Newsweek reporter, “We aren’t
�ghting and dying so these goddam pansies can sit around drinking
coffee” ’ (p. 508).

Fear of accusations of cowardice is not the only magnet that pulls men
towards patriotism, nationalism, or militarism. There is also the mascu-
line allure of adventure. Men’s accountings of their enlistment in wars
often describe their anticipation and excitement, their sense of embark-
ing on a great adventure, their desire not to be ‘left behind’ or ‘left out’
of the grand quest that the war represents.

I felt the thrill of it – even I, a hard-boiled soldier of fortune – a man
who was not supposed to have the slightest trace of nerves. I felt my
throat tighten and several times the scene of marching columns swam
in oddly elliptical circles. By God, I was shedding tears (Adams 1990,
p. vii; see also Green 1993).12

Finally, women occupy a distinct, symbolic role in nationalist culture,
discourse and collective action, a role that re�ects a masculinist de�nition
of femininity and of women’s proper place in the nation. Yuval-Davis and
Anthias (1989) have identi�ed �ve ways in which women have tended to
participate in ethnic, national, and state processes and practices: (a) as
biological producers of members of ethnic collectivities; (b) as repro-
ducers of the [normative] boundaries of ethnic/national groups [by enact-
ing proper feminine behaviour]; (c) as participating centrally in the
ideological reproduction of the collectivity and as transmitters of its
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culture; (d) as signi�ers of ethnic/national differences; and (e) as partici-
pants in national, economic, political and military struggles (pp. 7–8).

While some of these roles involve action, women participating in or
even leading nationalist struggles, the list is short and the same names
are heard again and again. As Horrocks (1992, p. 25) notes when dis-
cussing the male dominance in public life: ‘The exception – Margaret
Thatcher – proves the rule’. Indeed, Jayawardena (1986) Walby (1989);
Yuval-Davis and Anthias (1989); Tohidi (1991); Anthias and Yuval-
Davis (1992), among others, note the pressure felt by women national-
ists to remain in supportive, symbolic, often suppressed and traditional
roles.

Faced with these constraints, sometimes women attempt to enact
nationalism through traditional roles assigned to them by nationalists –
by supporting their husbands, raising their (the nation’s) children and
serving as symbols of national honour. In these cases women can exploit
both nationalist and enemy or oppressor patriarchal views of women’s
roles in order to aid in nationalist struggles. For instance, in situations of
military occupation, male nationalists seen on the street alone or in
groups are often targets of arrest or detention. Women are less likely to
be seen as dangerous or ‘up to something’, and so can serve as escorts for
men or messengers for men who are sequestered inside houses. Similarly,
women are often more successful at recruiting support for nationalist
efforts because they are seen as less threatening and militant (Edgerton
1987; Sayigh and Peteet 1987; Mukarker 1993). Edgerton (1987)
describes Northern Irish Catholic women’s use of traditional female
housekeeping roles as a warning system against British army raids; the
practice was called ‘bin [trash can] lid bashing:

When troops entered an area, local women would begin banging their
bin lids on the pavement; the noise would carry throughout the area
and alert others to follow suit. . . At the sound of the bin lids, scores of
women would emerge armed with dusters and mops for a hasty spring
clean (p. 65).

In addition to these ‘weapons of the weak’ (Scott 1985; Hart 1991),
women have also participated more directly in various nationalist move-
ments and con�icts, involving themselves in cadres and military units
(Jayawardena 1986; Nategh 1987; Sayigh and Peteet 1987; Helie-Lucas
1988; Urdang 1989). Despite their bravery, sometimes taking on tra-
ditional male military roles, and despite the centrality of their contri-
bution to many nationalist struggles, it is often the case that feminist
nationalists �nd themselves once again under the thumb of institutional-
ized patriarchy once national independence is won. A nationalist move-
ment that encourages women’s participation in the name of national
liberation often balks at feminist demands for gender equality.

Masculinity and nationalism 253



Perhaps the most well-known case of a nationalist movement ‘turning’
on its female supporters is that of Algeria. In 1962 Algeria �nally freed
itself from French colonial rule. The struggle had been a long and bitter
one, and the �ght for Algerian independence had been notable for the
involvement of Algerian women. Daniele Djamila Amrane-Minne, who
interviewed women veterans of the Algerian liberation movement in Des
Femmes dans la Guerre d’Algerie, reports that 11,000 women were active
participants in the national resistance movement, and that 2,000 women
were in the armed wing of the movement (Kutschera 1996, pp. 40–41).
Despite this extensive involvement of women in a Muslim country’s mili-
tary movement, once independence was won, Algerian women found
themselves ‘back in the kitchen’ (Boulding 1977, p. 179), forced to trade
their combat fatigues for Islamic dress and the veil (hijab).13

Lest this discussion of Muslim nationalism lead the reader to see
masculinity and nationalism as an organizing and hegemonic relationship
only for Islamic societies, it is important to remember that religious
nationalism, indeed all nationalism, tends to be conservative, and ‘con-
servative’ often means ‘patriarchal’ (Yuval-Davis 1981; Lievesley 1996;
Waylen 1996). This is partly due to the tendency of nationalists to be
‘retraditionalisers’ (Nagel 1996, p. 193), and to embrace tradition as a
legitimating basis for nation-building and cultural renewal. These tra-
ditions, real or invented, are often patriarchal and point out the tenacious
and entrenched nature of masculine privilege and the tight connection
between masculinity and nationalism.

Feminine shame and masculine honour in the national family

Many theorists of nationalism have noted the tendency of nationalists to
liken the nation to a family (McClintock 1991; Skurski 1994); it is a male-
headed household in which both men and women have ‘natural’ roles to
play. While women may be subordinated politically in nationalist move-
ments and politics, as we have seen asserted above, they occupy an
important symbolic place as the mothers of the nation. As exalted
‘mothers in the fatherland’ (Koonz 1987), their purity must be impecca-
ble, and so nationalists often have a special interest in the sexuality and
sexual behaviour of their women. While traditionalist men may be
defenders of the family and the nation, women are thought by tradition-
alists to embody family and national honour; women’s shame is the
family’s shame, the nation’s shame, the man’s shame.14

There is no clearer example of the politics of dress and demeanour
than the politics of the veil in Islamic nationalism. Outside the home
many Arab and Muslim women wear traditional dress, ranging from a
modest covering of the arms and legs in Western-style dress to which a
head scarf is sometimes added, to the Iranian chador, a body-length  scarf
or cape worn over street clothing, to the full facial and body covering of
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Saudi women. Many of these women assert that such dress is their pre-
ferred choice. They argue that being veiled is liberating, since the veil
shields them from the sexual gaze of men (Makhlouf 1979, p. 86), and
allows them to be a person, not a sex object – a status unavailable to
Western women (see Tohidi 1991, pp. 255–58). Other veiled women have
taken up the veil as a symbol of nationalism in anti-Western, anti-col-
onial, or anti-imperial rebellion against Western-allied regimes who out-
lawed the veil (for example, in Iran; see Nategh 1987). For other women,
veiling is a means of signifying their discontent and protesting their loss
of economic and social position as a result of urbanization and industri-
alization (MacLeod 1991). Finally, for other, often immigrant, Muslim
women, the veil represents a barrier against assimilation (Pfeil 1994, pp.
214–17). Many veiled women, however, including many once in the
second category, resent their lack of choice in wearing the veil, and bit-
terly complain that what was once an act of de�ance against a corrupt
government or occupier, is now used by their own men to control and
oppress them. A number of the accounts in Augustin’s Palestinian
Women (1993) express regret and outrage at enforced veiling:

The reason why most women here in Gaza put on the shawl is that they
are forced to. It is becoming dangerous for women not to cover their
hair when they leave home. Some Muslim fanatics have even threat-
ened to throw chemicals at women not wearing a shawl. There are, of
course, deeply religious women who wear a shawl out of commitment.
Other women rationalize, and regard the shawl not as a part of funda-
mentalist Islam but as a symbolic sign of the struggle for liberation, the
Intifada. And a lot of women are forced by their husbands to cover
their heads (Berberi 1993, p. 53).

These women face a dif�cult choice in resisting enforced veiling. If
they stand up for their rights as women, they appear to be disloyal to their
community, traitors to the national cause. In situations where ethnic and
national communities are under siege, many women are not willing to
protest patriarchal impositions such as the veil, including these Palestin-
ian women activists:

We can’t open up a second front now. Our battle is not with men. In
the context of struggling against the occupation . . . we have to post-
pone questions of gender liberation till after liberation. . . When we
have our own state, we will work on women’s issues (Augustin 1993,
pp. 37–8).15

Questions of women’s dress and demeanour are really questions of
purity and, oddly, of male honour. Women’s sexuality often turns out to
be a matter of prime national interest for at least two reasons. First,
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women’s role in nationalism is most often that of a mother, the symbol of
the national hearth and home. Yuval-Davis (1993, p. 627) reminds us, ‘In
France, it was La Patrie, a �gure of a woman giving birth which personi-
�ed the revolution’. In their discussion of Afrikaner nationalism in South
Africa, Gaitskell and Unterhalter (1989) argue that Afrikaner women
appear regularly in the rhetoric and imagery of the Afrikaner ‘volk’
(people), and that ‘they have �gured overwhelmingly as mothers’ (p. 60).

Second, women’s sexuality is of concern to nationalists, since women
as wives and daughters are bearers of masculine honour. For instance,
ethnographers report Afghani Muslim nationalists’ conception of
resource control, particularly labour, land and women, is de�ned as a
matter of honour; ‘purdah is a key element in the protection of the
family’s pride and honour’ (Moghadam 1991b, p. 433). El-Solh and
Mabro (1994, p. 8) further re�ne the connection between men’s and
family honour and women’s sexual respectability as a situation where
honour is men’s to gain and women’s to lose: ‘Honour is seen more as
men’s responsibility and shame as women’s . . . honour is seen as actively
achieved while shame is seen as passively defended’.

It is not only Third World men whose honour is tied to their women’s
sexuality, respectability and shame. While female fecundity is valued in
the mothers of the nation, unruly female sexuality threatens to discredit
the nation. Mosse (1985) describes this duality in depiction of women in
European nationalist history: on the one hand, ‘female embodiments of
the nation stood for eternal forces . . . [and] suggested innocence and
chastity’ (p. 98), and most of all respectability, but on the other hand, the
right women needed to be sexually available to the right men: ‘the
maiden with the shield, the spirit that awaits a masculine leader’ (p. 101)
to facilitate ‘the enjoyment of peace achieved by male warriors’ (p. 98).
These images of acceptable female sexuality stood in contrast to female
‘decadents ’ (prostitutes or lesbians) who were seen as ‘unpatriotic,
weakening the nation’ (Mosse 1985, p. 109) and dishonouring the
nation’s men. Both willing and unwilling sexual encounters between
national women and ‘alien’ men can create a crisis of honour and can pre-
cipitate vengeful violence. Saunders (1995) describes the outrage of Aus-
tralian men (white and aborigine) about voluntary sexual liaisons
between African American servicemen and Australian women during
World War II, which escalated to such a high level of ‘racial and sexual
hysteria’ that six black GIs were executed for allegedly raping two white
nurses in New Guinea (p. 186).16

Sexualized and militarized nationalism

Concerns about the sexual purity and activities of women is not the only
way that sexuality arises as an issue in masculinity and nationalism. Enloe
(1990, p. 56) argues, ‘when a nationalist movement becomes militarized
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. . . male privilege in the community usually becomes more entrenched’.
She is referring to the highly masculine nature of things military. The
military, it turns out, is also highly sexual. I am referring here to several
(masculine hetero)sexualized aspects of military institutions and activi-
ties.

First, there is the sexualized nature of warfare. Hartsock (1983, 1984)
argues that all forms of political power, including military power, have
an erotic component; she points particularly to a masculine eroticism
embedded in notions of military strength and valour. Classical history is
replete with references linking strength and valour on the battle�eld with
masculine sexual virility, hence Julius Caesar’s (1951) admonition to men
to avoid sexual intercourse before a battle (or in more modern times
before that social equivalent of war, sport) so as not to sap their strength.
Mosse (1985, p. 34) discusses debates in Germany about masturbation
and homosexuality as sexual practices that endangered national military
strength, and describes war as an ‘invitation to manliness’.

A second way that military institutions and actions are sexualized
centres on the depiction of the ‘enemy’ in con�icts. Accounts of many
wars and nationalist con�icts include portrayals of enemy men either as
sexual demons, bent on raping nationalist women, or as sexual eunuchs,
incapable of manly virility. Bederman’s (1995) analysis of Theodore
Roosevelt’s nationalist discourse provides examples of both. In African
Game Trails, Roosevelt adopts a colonialist’s superior, indulgent attitude
towards African men, whom he describes as ‘strong, patient, good-
humored . . . with something childlike about them that makes one really
fond of them . . . Of course, like all savages and most children, they have
their limits’ (Bederman 1995, p. 210). Roosevelt’s assessment of Native
Americans was less patronizingly benevolent, since Indians represented
a military threat to the white man whom he saw as

not taking part in a war against a civilized foe; he was �ghting in a
contest where women and children suffered the fate of the strong men
. . . His sweetheart or wife had been carried off, ravished, and was at
the moment the slave and concubine of some dirty and brutal Indian
warrior (Bederman 1995, p. 181).

Mosse (1985) describes portrayals of women on the battle�eld as
victims of sexual aggression or exploitation along the lines depicted
above. He notes, however, that ‘women haunted soldiers’ dreams and
fantasies’ (p. 127) in other roles as well, either as ‘objects of sexual desire
or as pure, self-sacri�cing Madonnas, in other words, the �eld prostitute
or the battle�eld nurse’ (p. 128). Enemy women are more uniformly
characterized as sexually promiscuous and available: sluts, whores, or
legitimate targets of rape. The accounts of virtually all wars contain
references to and discussions of the rape, sexual enslavement, or sexual
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exploitation of women by not only individual  or small groups of men,
but by army high commands and as part of state-run national policies
(see Brownmiller 1975; Enloe 1990, 1993; Sturdevant and Stoltzfus
1992). As Theweleit (1987) summarizes: ‘Woman is an in�nite untrod-
den territory of desire which at every stage of historical deterritorial-
ization, men in search of material for utopias have inundated with their
desires’ (p. 294).

A third sexualized aspect of militarized con�ict is the use of the mas-
culine imagery of rape, penetration and sexual conquest to depict mili-
tary weaponry and offensives. A commonly reported phrase alleged to
have been written on US missiles targeted on Iraq during the 1991 Gulf
War was, ‘Bend over, Saddam’ (Cohn 1993, p. 236). There is a tendency
in national defence discourse to personify and sexually characterize the
actions of states and armies. Cohn (1993, p. 236) reports that one ‘well-
known academic security adviser was quoted as saying that “under
Jimmy Carter the United States is spreading its legs for the Soviet
Union” ’. She reports similar sexualized depictions by a US defence
analyst of former West German politicians who were concerned about
popular opposition to the deployment of nuclear Euromissiles in the
1980s: ‘ Those Krauts are a bunch of limp-dicked wimps’ (Cohn 1993, p.
236). Such sexualized military discourse is very much from a hetero-
sexual standpoint, as is clear when we consider the imagery of rape
during the 1991 Gulf War: attacks that needed to be defended or retal-
iated against were cast as heterosexual rapes of women (‘the rape of
Kuwait’); attacks that were offensive against the Iraqi enemy were
phrased as homosexual rapes of men (‘bend over, Saddam’) (see also
Cohn 1987; 1990).

Conclusion: defending masculinity

What does this exploration of masculinity and nationalism tell us? For
one thing, understanding the extensive nature of the link between
nationalism, patriotism, militarism, imperialism and masculinity helps to
make sense of some puzzling items in the news. It has always seemed a
mystery to me why the men in military and para-military institutions –
men concerned with manly demeanour and strength of character – often
seemed so agitated and afraid of the entry, �rst of blacks, then (still) of
women, and now of homosexuals into military institutions and organiz-
ations. This unseemly, sometimes hysterical resistance to a diversity that
clearly exists outside military boundaries makes more sense when it is
understood that these men are not only defending tradition but are
defending a particular racial, gendered and sexual conception of self: a
white, male, heterosexual notion of masculine identity loaded with all the
burdens and privileges that go along with hegemonic masculinity. Under-
standing that their reactions re�ect not only a defence of male privilege,
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but also a defence of male culture and identity, makes clearer that there
are fundamental issues at stake here for men who are committed to these
masculinist and nationalist institutions and lifeways.

Another puzzling issue which this study of masculinity and national-
ism has illuminated for me is the question of why men go to war. In the
early 1990s, US Public Television stations aired a series on the US Civil
War. I listened, night after night, to the voices of men and women in both
the North and the South, and their accounts of the dangers, horrors, long-
ings, sadness, anger and despair arising from the bloodiest con�ict in US
history. Night after night I asked the same question – why did these men
continue to �ght?

I could understand the motivations of southern men – from their per-
spective they were defending a homeland and way of life. I understood
the ‘principles’ on each side: states’ rights, union, abolition, and I under-
stood the power of conscription and of�cial coercion to enlist.17 Even
given all of that, what I did not understand was why the northerners were
�ghting, indeed were volunteering to �ght. For instance, there was at that
time, in the mid-1800s, just as there is now, ample evidence that African
Americans were not held close to the hearts of northern white men or
women. And while there was an organized movement against slavery in
the north, there is no reason to believe that this issue enjoyed wide and
fervent enough support to generate such high levels of northern partici-
pation in the war.

I found the �rst clue to the solution to this puzzle not in scholarly
research, but in my own family – in my husband’s disinterest in my won-
derings. That rank after rank of northern male cannon fodder lined up
to die in massive battles such as Gettysburg and Antietam did not seem
problematic to him at all. That I found this so inexplicable and that he
found it so dull, suggested that the answer lay in a domain that was likely
to be very gendered as well as very assumptive. Now we both know the
answer: masculinity and nationalism.

Certainly there are wars that men resist, and there are men who resist
all wars. However, once a war is widely de�ned as a matter of ‘duty’,
‘honour’, ‘patriotism’, a defence of ‘freedom’ and ‘the American way of
life’, etc., then resistance for many men (and women) becomes a matter
of cowardice and dishonour. For men confronted with this unpalatable
threat of public humiliation (why isn’t he at the front?), there are added
some sweeteners: the allure of adventure, the promise of masculine
camaraderie, the opportunity to test and prove oneself, the chance to
participate in a historic, larger-than-life, generation-de�ning event.
Given this stick and these carrots, for many men the attraction of war
becomes as irresistible as it is deadly. My husband intuitively grasped this
reality; I had to write this article to ‘get’ it.

This is not to say that all men or all women respond in the same way
to ‘a call to arms’. As noted above, there are racial, class and sexuality
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differences in men’s and women’s views of hegemonic masculinity and
appeals made on that basis. Indeed, many women are patriotic, con-
cerned about honour, mobilizable; many men are critical of hegemonic
masculinity and nationalism, and not mobilizable. And there are his-
torical moments when hegemony wavers: the widespread resistance to
the war in Vietnam was one such moment. Further, masculinist and
nationalist ideology can affect women as well as men. Take the epithet,
‘wimp’. I have argued above that this is among men’s most dreaded
insults, but that for women this is either not on their list, or nowhere near
the top of their list. Carol Cohn (1993) was called a wimp while partici-
pating in a RAND corporation war simulation. She reported being
‘stung’ by the name-calling despite the fact that she was ‘a woman and a
feminist, not only contemptuous of the mentality that measures human
beings by their degree of so-called wimpishness, but also someone for
whom the term wimp does not have a deeply resonant personal meaning’
(p. 237). Cohn’s explanation for her reaction centres on the power of
group membership and reality-de�ning social context. While she was a
participant in the simulation, she became ‘a participant in a discourse, a
shared set of words, concepts, symbols that constituted not only the lin-
guistic possibilities available to us but also constituted me in that situ-
ation’ (pp. 237–8). In other words, Cohn became ‘masculinized.’

But why don’t women who participate in masculine organizations or
situations ‘feminize’ those institutions and settings, rather than becom-
ing, however momentarily, masculinized themselves? Do women who
join the military become ‘men’? Or if enough women join the military,
will they ‘feminize’ it? Is there a critical mass, a point at which women
cease to become masculinized in masculine institutions and begin to
transform the institutions according to the feminine interests and culture
they bring with them to that setting? I wonder, is the gender make-up of
governments why nationalism is more associated with preparing for and
waging war than with building schools, museums, hospitals and health
care systems, social security systems, public transportation, arts and
entertainment complexes, nature preserves? While states concern them-
selves with these things, they never seem to become the ‘moral equival-
ent of war’.

The answer to this question of women becoming masculinized or mas-
culine institutions becoming feminized is an important one for making
sense of national and international politics. As women enter the politi-
cal realm in greater numbers around the world, will we see a shifting of
state agendas and a decoupling of nationalism from masculinity? Enloe
(1990) is sceptical. She notes the limited change that has resulted from
the many nationalist independence movements around the world, and
observes that in many post World War II states it is ‘business as usual’
with indigenous masculinity replacing colonialist masculinity at the
helms of states:
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Given the scores of nationalist movements which have managed to
topple empires and create new ones, it is surprising that the inter-
national political system hasn’t been more radically altered than it has.
But a nationalist movement informed by masculinist pride and holding
a patriarchal vision of the new nation-state is likely to produce just one
more actor in the international arena. A dozen new patriarchal
nation–states may make the international bargaining table a bit more
crowded, but it won’t change the international game being played at
that table (Enloe 1990, p. 64).

There is one �nal puzzle that this exploration of masculinity and
nationalism has begun to solve for me, that is, the different way that I, as
a woman, may be experiencing my citizenship compared to the citizen-
ship experience of men. According to a Southern African Tswana
proverb, ‘a woman has no tribe’ (Young 1993, p. 26). I wonder whether
it might not also be true that a woman has no nation, or that for many
women the nation does not ‘feel’ the same as it does to many men. We
are not expected to defend our country, run our country, or represent our
country. Of course, many women do these things, but our presence in the
masculine institutions of state – the government and the military – seems
unwelcome unless we occupy the familiar supporting roles: secretary,
lover, wife. We are more adrift from the nation, less likely to be called to
‘important’ and recognized public duty, and our contributions more
likely to be seen as ‘private’, as linked only to ‘women’s issues’, and as
such, less valued and acknowledged. Given this difference in men’s and
women’s connection and conception of the nation and the state, it is not
surprising that there is a ‘gender gap’ dividing men and women on so
many political issues. Thus, the intimate link between masculinity and
nationalism, like all hegemonic structures, shapes not only the feelings
and thinking of men, it has left its stamp on the hearts and minds of
women as well.

Notes

1. The ‘�rst wave’ of feminism was the suffrage movement of the late nineteenth and
early twentieth centuries; the ‘second wave’ began in the late 1960s; see Rupp and Taylor
(1987).

2. Lipset 1963; Deutsch 1966; Marshall 1966; Moore 1966; Gurr 1970; Eisenstadt and
Rokkan 1973; Anderson 1974.

3. Skocpol (1979); Skocpol’s most recent book, Protecting Soldiers and Mothers
(1992), re�ects an expansion of her thinking to include women and gender as issues to be
addressed in political sociology.

4. See Kaplan 1982; Alvarez 1990; Kennedy, Lubelska, and Walsh 1992; Augustin
1993; Salas 1994.

5. See Hearn 1987, 1992; Brown 1988, 1992; Davis, Leijenaar, and Oldersma 1991;
Witt, Paget and Matthews 1994; Glenn 1995.
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6. See Eisenstein 1985; MacKinnon 1989; Walby 1989; Enloe 1990, 1993; Davis,
Leijenaar, and Oldersma 1991; Brown, 1992.

7. This renaissance is generally attributed to efforts to �nd new answers to questions
about men’s roles in a rapidly changing industrial economy and the mobilization of women
for entry into the economy and politics; see Mosse 1985, 1996; Carnes 1989; Rotundo 1993;
Bederman 1995. Leverenz (1989) identi�es the beginning of this shift in de�nitions of
manliness, away from a preoccupation with self-restraint and gentlemanliness to a more
modern emphasis on competitive individualism, a bit earlier – in the mid-1800s.

8. In her study of the reuni�cation of the US North and South in the decades following
the Civil War, Silber (1993) argues that there were distinct northern and southern notions
of manhood prior to the war, and that they converged during the masculine renaissance of
the late 1800s to create contemporary US normative masculinity. On the eve of the Civil
War:

Southern white men relied on a code which counseled both chivalry and violence, both
deferential respect to white womanhood and the forceful passions and energies that
shaped their social power. They were men who constantly had to demonstrate their
superior strength and force to the surrounding community, whether through dueling,
drinking, or gambling. Northern middle-class men, in contrast, lived . . . a “culture of
dignity,” in which institutions �gured more prominently than notions of honour and
community. These men abhorred many of the vices of southern men and committed
themselves to individual self-improvement, to economic responsibility, and most of all to
self-control (Silber 1993, p. 8; see also Adams 1990, pp. 25–6).

This gap in notions of manliness before and during the Civil War was in contrast to a more
uni�ed notion of manhood leading up to and culminating in the 1898 Spanish-American
War. In that later con�ict the combined participation of both northerners and southerners
reaf�rmed the latter as members of the ‘South’s return to the patriotic fold’ (Silber 1993,
p. 195) and established a common sense of ‘manhood’ between the two groups of men
which represented a blending of northern and southern manly ideals:

The patriotic propaganda of the Spanish-American War rested on the foundation of the
reunited, military patriotism of northerners and southerners, especially the white people
of the two regions. Moreover, the new symbolism of reunion also rested on the turn-of-
the-century images of invigorated masculinity (Silber 1993, p. 196).

Thus, the US marched into the twentieth century armed with a sense of both uni�ed nation-
hood and uni�ed manhood.

9. See Mernissi 1987; Kandiyoti 1991; McCleod 1991; Moghadam 1991a; Manastra
1993; Massad 1995; Mehdid 1996.
10. Hernes’s (1987) analysis of ‘Welfare State and Woman Power’ suggests these
themes represent the feminine and masculine sides of national state politics.
11. Boulding argues that women play a clear role in preparing ‘children and men for
lifelong combat, whether in the occupation sphere, the civic arena, or the military battle-
�eld’ (1977, p. 167); see also Adams 1990, pp. 131–2 and Vickers 1993, pp. 43–5.
12. Women’s observations of men off to war are consistent with male accounts, as illus-
trated by Vera Brittain’s description of her son, Edward’s embarkation for World War I in
Testament of Youth:

He has departed, leaving home laughing, with a delighted sense that he is not to be one
of those men who will be branded for life because they have not taken part in the greatest
struggle of modern times (Adams 1990, p. 131).

For a discussion of adventure in paramilitary organizations, see Gibson 1994.
13. Algerian women have paid a high price for their resistance in recent years.
Following the suspension of the results of the 1992 elections, whose outcome would have
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installed a pro-Islamic government, Islamic militants have escalated their armed opposi-
tion, and women, particularly those who do not wear the hijab, have become targets of their
violence:

Crimes against women included abduction, torture, rape, gang rape and killing, crimes
which were common by mid-1995 . . . Feminist, militants, female journalists and teachers
are particularly targeted, some of them forced to lead a clandestine life, having to hide
from the bullets of the killers and their knives by constantly changing addresses and
covering their tracks’ (Mehdid 1996, pp. 93–94).

For new accounts of these attacks, see Youssef (1994) and Steinfels (1995). Despite these
perils, Hasan (1994, p. xv) notes that women’s interests remain an issue in nationalist
debates: ‘Forging community identities does not imply or guarantee that women will always
identify themselves with or adhere to prevailing religious doctrines which legitimize their
subordination’.
14. The seriousness of women’s capacity to shame men is re�ected in the legal justi� -
cation for a husband’s ‘honour killing’ of his wife in cases of alleged adultery in Brazil
(Thomas 1992).
15. Enloe (1990, p. 60) argues that waiting is a dangerous strategy:

Every time women succumb to the pressures to hold their tongue about problems they
are having with men in nationalist organizations, nationalism becomes that much more
masculinized. . . Women who have called for more genuine equality between the sexes –
in the [nationalist] movement, in the home – have been told that now is not the time, the
nation is too fragile, the enemy is too near. Women must be patient, they must wait until
the nationalist goal is achieved , then relations between women and men can be
addressed. “Not now, later”, is the advice that rings in the ears of many nationalist
women’ (Enloe 1990, p. 62).

Women who press their case face challenges to their loyalty, their sexuality, or to their
ethnic or national authenticity: they are either ‘carrying water’ for colonial oppressors, or
they are lesbians, or they are unduly in�uenced by Western feminism. Third World
feminists are quite aware of these charges and share some concerns about the need for an
indigenous feminist analysis and agenda; as Delia Aguilar, a Filipino nationalist feminist
comments: ‘When feminist solidarity networks are today proposed and extended globally,
without a �rm sense of identity – national, racial and class – we are likely to yield to feminist
models designed by and for white, middle-class women in the industrial West and uncriti-
cally adopt these as our own’ (Enloe 1990, p. 64); see also Jayawardena (1986, ‘Introduc-
tion’) for a discussion of Third World indigenous feminism.
16. Luszki (1991) documents the role of General Douglas MacArthur in the execution;
white American men also ‘agreed that black men should be forbidden access to Anglo-
Australian women’ (Saunders 1995, p. 187).
17. See Jones (1994, pp. 122ff) for a discussion of the coercion faced by war-wary men
in the former Yugoslavia during the 1990s.

References

ADAMS, MICHAEL C. C. 1990 The Great Adventure: Male Desire and the Coming of
World War I, Bloomington, IN: Indiana University Press
ALVAREZ, SONIA E. 1990 Engendering Democracy in Brazil: Women’s Movements in
Transition Politics, Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press
ANDERSON, BENEDICT 1991 Imagined Communities, London: Verso
ANDERSON, PERRY 1974 Lineages of the Absolutist State, London: NLB
ANTHIAS, FLOYA and YUVAL-DAVIS, NIRA 1992 Racial Boundaries: Race, Nation,
Gender, Colour and Class and the Anti-Racist Struggle, London: Routledge

Masculinity and nationalism 263



AUGUSTIN, EBBA 1993 Palestinian Women: Identity and Experience, London: Zed
Books
BEDERMAN, GAIL 1995 Manliness and Civilization: A Cultural History of Gender and
Race in the United States, 1880–1917, Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press
BERBERI, YUSRA 1993 ‘Active in politics and women’s affairs in Gaza’, in E. Augustin
(ed.), Palestinian Women: Identity and Experience, London: Zed Books, pp. 43–54
BOLOGH, ROSLYN WALLACH 1990 Love or Greatness: Max Weber and Masculine
Thinking – A Feminist Inquiry, London: Unwin Hyman
BOULDING, ELISE 1977 Women in the Twentieth Century World, Beverly Hills, CA: Sage
Publications
BROWN, WENDY 1988 Manhood and Politics: A Feminist Reading in Political Theory,
Totowa, NJ: Rowman and Little�eld
—— 1992 ‘Finding the man in the state’, Feminist Studies, vol. 18, pp. 7–34
BROWNMILLER, SUSAN 1975 Against Our Will: Men, Women, and Rape, New York:
Bantam Books
CAESAR, JULIUS 1951 The Conquest of Gaul, Baltimore, MD: Penguin
CARNES, MARK C. 1989 Secret Ritual and Manhood in Victorian America, New Haven,
CT: Yale University Press
—— 1990 ‘Middle-class men and the solace of fraternal ritual’, in M. Carnes and C. Griffen
(eds), Meanings for Manhood: Constructions of Masculinity in Victorian America, Chicago,
IL: University of Chicago Press, pp. 37–66
CHODOROW, NANCY 1978 The Reproduction of Mothering, Berkeley, CA: University
of California Press
COHEN, ANTHONY 1985 The Symbolic Construction of Community, New York: Tavistock
COHN, CAROL 1987 ‘Sex and death in the rational world of defense intellectuals ’, Signs,
vol. 12, pp. 687–718
—— 1990 ‘ “Clean bombs” and clean language’, in J. B. Elshtain and S. Tobias (eds),
Women, Militarism, and War: Essays in History, Politics, and Social Theory, Savage, MD:
Rowman and Little�eld, pp. 33–55
—— 1993 ‘Wars, wimps, and women: talking gender and thinking war’, in M. Cooke and A.
Woollacott (eds), Gendering War Talk, Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, pp.
227–46
CONNELL, ROBERT W. 1987 Gender and Power: Society, the Person and Sexual Politics,
Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press
—— 1995 Masculinities , Berkeley, CA: University of California Press
DAVIS, KATHY, LIEJENAAR, MONIQUE and OLDERSMA, JANTINE 1991 The
Gender of Power, Newbury Park, CA: Sage Publications
DEUTSCH, KARL 1966 Nationalism and Social Communication, Cambridge, MA: MIT
Press
DONALDSON, MIKE 1993 ‘What is hegemonic masculinity?’ Theory and Society, vol. 22,
pp. 643–57
DUROCHE, LEONARD L. 1991 ‘Men fearing men: on the nineteenth-century origins of
modern homophobia’, Men’s Studies Review, vol. 8, pp. 3–7
EDGERTON, LYNDA 1987 ‘Public protest, domestic acquiescence: women in Northern
Ireland’, in R. Ridd and H. Callaway (eds), Women and Political Con�ict, New York: New
York University Press, pp. 61–83
EISENSTADT, SAMUEL N. and ROKKAN, STEIN 1973 Building States and Nations,
Beverly Hills, CA: Sage
EISENSTEIN, HESTER 1985 ‘The gender of bureaucracy: re�ections on feminism and
the state’, in J. Goodnow and C. Pateman (eds), Women: Social Science and Public Policy,
Sydney, Australia: Allen and Unwin, pp. 104–15
EL-SOHL, CAMILLA FAWZI and MABRO, JUDY 1994 ‘Introduction: Islam and
Muslim women’, in C. F. El-Solh and J. Mabro (eds), Muslim Women’s Choices: Religious
Belief and Social Reality, Providence, RI: Berg Publishers, pp. 1–32

264 Joane Nagel

http://antonio.catchword.com/nw=1/rpsv/cgi-bin/linker?ext=a&reqidx=/0304-2421^28^2922L.643[aid=83958,csa=0304-2421^26vol=22^26iss=5^26firstpage=643]
http://antonio.catchword.com/nw=1/rpsv/cgi-bin/linker?ext=a&reqidx=/0304-2421^28^2922L.643[aid=83958,csa=0304-2421^26vol=22^26iss=5^26firstpage=643]


ENLOE, CYNTHIA 1990 Bananas, Beaches, and Bases: Making Feminist Sense of Inter-
national Politics, Berkeley, CA: University of California Press
—— 1993 The Morning After: Sexual Politics at the End of the Cold War, Berkeley, CA:
University of California Press
ESPIRITU, YEN 1996 Asian American Women and Men: Labor, Laws, and Love,
Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications
FRANZWAY, SUZANNE, COURT, DIANNE and CONNELL, R. W. 1989 Staking a
Claim: Feminism, Bureaucracy, and the State, Cambridge: Polity Press
FREUD, SIGMUND 1923 ‘The Ego and the Id’, The Standard Edition of the Complete
Psychological Works of Sigmund Freud, vol. 21, London: Hogarth Press and Institute of
Psychoanalysis
GAITSKELL, DEBORAH and UNTERHALTER, ELAINE 1989 ‘Mothers of the
nation: a comparative analysis of nation, race, and motherhood in Afrikaner Nationalism
and the African National Congress’, in N. Yuval-Davis and F. Anthias (eds), Woman-
Nation-State , New York: St Martin’s Press, pp. 58–78
GELLNER, ERNEST 1983 Nations and Nationalism, Oxford: Blackwell
GERTH, H.H. and MILLS, C. WRIGHT 1948 From Max Weber: Essays in Sociology,
London: Routledge and Kegan Paul
GERZON, MARK 1982 A Choice of Heroes: The Changing Faces of American Manhood,
Boston, MA: Houghton Mif� in Company
GIBSON, JAMES W. 1994 Warrior Dreams: Violence and Manhood in Post-Vietnam
America, New York: Hill and Wang
GILMORE, DAVID D. 1980 Manhood in the Making: Cultural Concepts of Masculinity,
New Haven, CT: Yale University Press
GLENN, EVELYN NAKANO 1995 ‘The Race and Gender Construction of Citizenship:
From Categorical Exclusion to Strati�ed Citizenship’, paper presented at the annual
meeting of the American Sociological Association, Washington, DC, August
GRANT, JUDITH and TANCRED, PETA 1992 ‘A feminist perspective on state bureau-
cracy’, in A.J. Mills and P. Tancred (eds), Gendering Organizational Analysis, Newbury
Park, CA: Sage Publications, pp. 112–28
GREEN, MARTIN 1993 The Adventurous Male: Chapters in the History of the White Male
Mind, University Park, PA: Pennsylvania State University Press
GURR, TED 1970 Why Men Rebel, Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press 
HART, GILLIAN 1991 ‘Engendering everyday resistance: gender, patronage, and produc-
tion in politics in rural Malaysia ’, Journal of Peasant Studies, vol. 19, pp. 93–121
HARTSOCK, NANCY 1983 Money, Sex, and Power: Toward a Feminist Historical
Materialism , New York: Longman
—— 1984 ‘Prologue to a feminist critique of war and politics’, in Judith H. Stiehm (ed.),
Women’s Views of the Political World of Men, Dobbs Ferry, NY: Transnational Publishers,
pp. 123–50
HASAN, ZOYA 1994 ‘Introduction: contextualising gender and identity in contemporary
India’, in Z. Hasan (ed.), Forging Identities: Gender, Communities and State in India,
Boulder, CO: Westview Press, pp. viii–xxiv
HEARN, JEFF 1987 The Gender of Oppression, Brighton: Wheatsheaf
—— 1992 Men in the Public Eye: The Construction and Deconstruction of Public Men and
Public Patriarchies, London: Routledge
HELIE-LUCAS, MARIE-AIMEE 1988 ‘The role of women during the Algerian liber-
ation struggle and after: nationalism as a concept and as a practice towards both the power
of the army and the militarization of the people’, in T. E. Isaksson (ed.), Women and the
Military System, New York: St Martin’s Press, pp. 171–89
HERNES, HELGA M. 1987 Welfare State and Woman Power: Essays in State Feminism,
New York: Oxford University Press
HOBSBAWM, ERIC 1990 Nations and Nationalism since 1780, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press

Masculinity and nationalism 265



HOBSBAWM, ERIC, and RANGER, TERENCE 1983 The Invention of Tradition,
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press
HOGANSON, KRISTIN 1995 ‘The manly ideals of politics and the imperialist impulse:
gender, U.S. political culture and the Spanish-American Wars’, PhD dissertation, Yale
University
—— 1996 ‘Fighting over the Fathers: The Gendered and Generational Bases of Political
Legitimacy in the Philippine Debate, 1898–1902’, paper presented at the annual meeting
of the Men’s Studies Association, Washington, DC, March
HORROCKS, ROGER 1994 Masculinity in Crisis: Myths, Fantasies, and Realities, New
York: St Martin’s Press
JAYAWARDENA, KUMARI 1986 Feminism and Nationalism in the Third World,
London: Zed Books
JONES, ADAM 1994 ‘Gender and ethnic con�ict in ex-Yugoslavia’, Ethnic and Racial
Studies, vol. 17, no. 1, pp. 114–34
KANDIYOTI, DENIZ 1991 Women, Islam, and the State, Philadelphia, PA: Temple
University Press
KAPLAN, TEMMA 1982 ‘Female consciousness and collective action: the case of
Barcelona, 1910-1918 ’, Signs, vol. 7, pp. 545–66
KARLEN, ARNO 1971 Sexuality and Homosexuality: A New View, New York: WW
Norton
KAUFFMAN, CHRISTOPHER J. 1982 Faith and Fraternalism: The History of the Knights
of Columbus, 1882–1982, New York: Harper and Row
KENNEDY, M., LUBELSKA, C. and WALSH, V. 1992 Making Connections: Women’s
Studies, Women’s Movements, Women’s Lives, London: Taylor and Francis
KIMMEL, MICHAEL S. 1995 Manhood in America: A Cultural History, New York: Basic
Books
KIMMEL, MICHAEL S. and MESSNER, MICHAEL A. 1995 Men’s Lives, New York:
Allyn and Bacon
KOONZ, CLAUDIA 1987 Mothers in the Fatherland: Women, the Family, and Nazi
Politics, New York: St Martin’s Press
KOVEN, SETH 1991 ‘From rough lads to hooligans: boy life, national culture, and social
reform’, in A. Parker, M. Russo, D. Sommer, and P. Yaeger (eds), Nationalisms and Sexu-
alities, New York: Routledge, pp. 365–91
KUTSCHERA, CHRIS 1996 ‘Algeria’s �ghting women’, The Middle East, April, pp. 40–41
LAWRENCE, T. E. 1926 Seven Pillars of Wisdom: A Triumph, New York: Doubleday
LAYOUN, MARY 1991 ‘Telling spaces: Palestinian women and the engendering of
national narratives’, in A. Parker, M. Russo, D. Sommer, and P. Yaeger (eds), Nationalisms
and Sexualities, New York: Routledge, pp. 407–23
LEVANT, RONALD F. 1997 ‘The masculinity crisis’, The Journal of Men’s Studies, vol. 5,
pp. 221–31
LEVERENZ, DAVID 1989 Manhood and the American Renaissance, Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press
LIEVESLEY, GERALDINE 1996 ‘Stages of growth? – women dealing with the state and
each other in Peru’, in S. M. Rai and G. Lievesley (eds), Woman and the State: International
Perspectives , London: Taylor and Francis, pp. 45–60
LIPSET, SEYMOUR M. 1963 Political Man, London: Heinemann
LUSZKI, WALTER 1991 A Rape of Justice: MacArthur and the New Guinea Hangings,
Lanhan, NC: Madison Books
MACALOON, JOHN J. 1981 This Great Symbol: Pierre de Coubertin and the Origins of
the Modern Olympic Games, Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press
—— 1984 ‘Olympic Games and the theory of spectacle in modern societies’, in J. J.
MacAloon (ed.), Rite, Drama, Festival, Spectacle: Rehearsals Toward a Theory of Cultural
Performances , Philadelphia, PA: Institute for the Study of Human Issues, pp. 241–80
MACKENZIE, JOHN M. 1987 ‘The imperial pioneer and hunter and the British masculine

266 Joane Nagel



stereotype in late Victorian and Edwardian times’, in J. A. Mangan and J. Walvin (eds),
Manliness and Morality: Middle-Class Masculinity in Britain and America, 1800–1940,
Manchester: Manchester University Press, pp. 176–98
MACKINNON, CATHARINE 1989 Toward a Feminist Theory of the State, Cambridge,
MA: Harvard University Press
MAKHLOUF, CARLA 1979 Changing Veils: Women and Modernisation in North Yemen,
Austin, TX: University of Texas Press
MANASTRA, NAJAH 1993 ‘Palestinian women: between tradition and revolution’, in E.
Augustin (ed.), Palestinian Women: Identity and Experience, London: Zed Books, pp. 7–21
MARSHALL, T. H. 1963 Class, Citizenship, and Social Development, Westport, CT:
Greenwood
MASSAD, JOSEPH 1995 ‘Conceiving the masculine: gender and Palestinian nationalism’,
Middle East Journal, vol. 49, pp. 467–83
MCCLINTOCK, ANNE 1991 ‘ “No longer in a future Heaven”: woman and nationalism
in South Africa’, Transition, vol. 51, pp. 104–23
—— 1995 Imperial Leather: Race, Gender and Sexuality in the Colonial Contest, London:
Routledge
MCCLEOD, ARLENE E. 1991 Accommodating Protest: Working Women, the New
Veiling, and Change in Cairo, New York: Columbia University Press
MEHDID, MALIKA 1996 ‘En-gendering the nation-state: woman, patriarchy and politics
in Algeria’, in S. M. Rai and G. Lievesley (eds), Woman and the State: International Perspec-
tives, London: Taylor and Francis, pp. 78–102
MERNISSI, FATIMA 1987 Beyond the Veil: Male-Female Dynamics in Modern Islamic
Societies, Bloomington, IN: University of Indiana Press
MESSERSCHMIDT, JAMES 1993 Masculinities and Crime, Lanham, MD: Rowman and
Little�eld
MESSNER, MICHAEL A. 1997 Politics of Masculinities: Men in Movements, Thousand
Oaks, CA: Sage Publications
MOGHADAM, VALENTINE M. 1991a ‘Neo-patriarchy in the Middle East’, in H.
Bresheeth and N. Yuval (eds), The Gulf War and the New World Order, London: Zed
Books, pp. 199–210
—— 1991b ‘Revolution, Islam, and women: sexual politics in Iran and Afghanistan’, in A.
Parker, M. Russo, D. Sommer, and P. Yaeger (eds), Nationalisms and Sexualities, New
York: Routledge, pp. 424–46
MOORE, BARRINGTON, JR 1966 The Social Origins of Dictatorship and Democracy:
Lord and Peasant in the Making of the Modern World, Boston, MA: Beacon Press
MORGAN, DAVID 1992 Discovering Men, London: Routledge
MORRIS, EDMUND 1979 The Rise of Theodore Roosevelt, New York: Ballantine
MOSSE, GEORGE L. 1985 Nationalism and Sexuality: Middle-Class Morality and Sexual
Norms in Modern Europe, Madison, WI: University of Wisconsin Press
—— 1990 Fallen Soldiers: Reshaping the Memory of the World Wars, New York: Oxford
University Press
—— 1996 The Image of Man: The Creation of Modern Masculinity, New York: Oxford
University Press
MUKARKER, FATEN 1993 ‘Life between Palestine and Germany: two cultures, two
lives’, in E. Augustin (ed.), Palestinian Women: Identity and Experience, London: Zed
Books, pp. 93–107
NAGEL, JOANE 1996 American Indian Ethnic Renewal: Red Power and the Resurgence
of Identity and Culture, New York: Oxford University Press
NAIRN, TOM 1977 The Break-up of Britain: Crisis and Neo-Nationalism, London: New
Left Books
NATEGH, HOMA 1987 ‘Women: damned of the Iranian Revolution’, in R. Ridd and H.
Callaway, Women and Political Con�ict, New York: New York University Press, pp. 45–60

Masculinity and nationalism 267



NYE, ROBERT A. 1993 Masculinity and Male Codes of Honour in Modern France, New
York: Oxford University Press
ORR, JAMES 1994 ‘Masculinity in Trouble: A Comparison of the Primitive Masculinity
Movement of the Late 19th Century and the Modern Mythopoetic Men’s Movement’,
paper presented at the annual meeting of the Midwest Sociological Society, March, St Louis
PATEMAN, CAROLE 1989 The Disorder of Women: Democracy, Feminism and Political
Theory, Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press
PFEIL, FRED 1994 ‘No Basta Teorizar: in-difference to solidarity in contemporary �ction,
theory, and practice’, in Scattered Hegemonies: Postmodernity and Transnational Feminist
Practices, Minneapolis, MN: University of Minnesota Press, pp. 197–230
—— 1995 White Guys: Studies in Postmodern Domination and Difference, London: Verso
PREUSS, ARTHUR 1924 A Dictionary of Secret and Other Societies, St Louis, MO: B.
Herder Book Company
RIDD, ROSEMARY 1987 ‘Powers of the powerless’, in R. Ridd and H. Callaway, Women
and Political Con�ict, New York: New York University Press, pp. 1–24
ROSENBERG, CHARLES 1980 ‘Sexuality, class and role in 19th-century America’, in E.
Pleck and J.H. Pleck (eds), The American Man, Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall, pp.
219–54
ROTUNDO, ANTHONY 1987 ‘Learning about manhood: gender ideals and the middle-
class family in nineteenth-century America’, in J. A. Mangan and J. Walvin (eds), Manliness
and Morality: Middle-Class Masculinity in Britain and America, 1800–1940, Manchester:
Manchester University Press, pp. 35–51
—— 1993 American Manhood: Transformations in Masculinity from the Revolution to the
Modern Era, New York: Basic Books
RUPP, LEILA J. and TAYLOR, VERTA 1987 Survival in the Doldrums: The American
Women’s Rights Movement, 1945 to the 1960s, New York: Oxford University Press
SALAS, ELIZABETH 1994 ‘The Soldadera in the Mexican Revolution: war and men’s
illusions’, in H. Fowler-Salamini and M. K. Vaughan (eds), Women of the Mexican Country-
side, 1850-1990, Tucson, AZ: University of Arizona Press, pp. 93–105
SAUNDERS, KAY 1995 ‘In a cloud of lust: black GIs and sex in World War II’, in J.
Damousi and M. Lake (eds), Gender and War: Australians at War in the Twentieth Century,
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 178–90
SAYIGH, ROSEMARY and PETEET, JULIE 1987 ‘Between two fires: Palestinian
women in Lebanon’, in R. Ridd and H. Callaway, Women and Political Con�ict, New York:
New York University Press, pp. 106–37
SCHWALBE, MICHAEL 1995 Unlocking the Iron Cage: A Critical Appreciation of
Mythopoetic Men’s Work, New York: Oxford University Press
SCOTT, JAMES 1985 Weapons of the Weak: Everyday Forms of Peasant Resistance, New
Haven, CT: Yale University Press
SETON-WATSON, HUGH 1977 From Nations to States, Boulder, CO: Westview Press
SILBER, NINA 1993 The Romance of Reunion: Northerners and the South, 1886–1900,
Chapel Hill, NC: University of North Carolina Press
SINHA, MRINALINI 1995 Colonial Masculinity: The ‘Manly Englishman’ and the ‘Effem-
inate Bengali’ in the Late Nineteenth Century, Manchester: Manchester University Press
SKOCPOL, THEDA 1979 States and Social Revolutions: A Comparative Analysis of
France, Russia, and China, New York: Cambridge University Press
—— 1992 Protecting Soldiers and Mothers: The Political Origins of Social Policy in the US,
Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press
SKURSKI, JULIE 1994 ‘The ambiguities of authenticity: Dona Barbara and the construc-
tion of national identity’, Poetics Today, vol. 15, pp. 605–42
SPRINGHALL, JOHN 1987 ‘Building character in the British boy: the attempt to extend
Christian manliness to working-class adolescents, 1880–1940’, in J. A. Mangan and J.
Walvin (eds), Manliness and Morality: Middle-Class Masculinity in Britain and America,
1800–1940, Manchester: Manchester University Press, pp. 52–74

268 Joane Nagel



STEINFELS, PETER 1995 ‘In Algeria, Women are Caught in the Cross-Fire of Men’s
Religious and Ideological Wars’, New York Times, 1 July, pp. 8, 10
STURDEVANT, SAUNDRA P. and STOLTZFUS, BRENDA 1992 Let the Good Times
Roll: Prostitution and the US Military in Asia, New York: The New Press
THEROUX, PAUL 1985 Sunrise with Seamonsters, Boston, MA: Houghton-Mif�in
THEWELEIT, KLAUS 1987 Male Fantasies, Vol. 1, translated by Stephen Conway,
Minneapolis, MN: University of Minnesota Press
THOMAS, DOROTHY Q. 1992 Criminal Injustice: Violence Against Women in Brazil –
An Americas Watch Report, New York: Human Rights Watch
TOHIDI, NEYEREH 1991 ‘Gender and Islamic fundamentalism: feminist politics in Iran’,
in C. T. Mohanty, A. Russo and L. Torres (eds), Third World Women and the Politics of
Feminism, Bloomington, IN: Indiana University Press, pp. 251–65
URDANG, STEPHANIE 1989 And Still They Dance: Women, War and the Struggle for
Change in Mozambique, New York: Monthly Review Press
VICKERS, JEANNE 1993 Women and War, London: Zed Books
WALBY, SILVIA 1989 ‘Woman and nation’, in A. D. Smith (ed.), Ethnicity and National-
ism, New York: E.J. Brill, pp. 81–99
WALVIN, JAMES 1987 ‘Symbols of moral superiority: slavery, sport and the changing
world order, 1900–1940’, in J. A. Mangan and J. Walvin (eds), Manliness and Morality:
Middle-Class Masculinity in Britain and America, 1800–1940, Manchester: Manchester
University Press, pp. 242–60
WARREN, ALLEN 1986 ‘Citizens of the Empire, Baden-Powell, Scouts, Guides, and an
imperial ideal’, in J. M. MacKenzie (ed.), Imperialism and Popular Culture, Manchester:
Manchester University Press, pp. 232–56
—— 1987 ‘Popular manliness: Baden-Powell, scouting, and the development of manly
character’, in J. A. Mangan and J. Walvin (eds), Manliness and Morality: Middle-Class
Masculinity in Britain and America, 1800–1940, Manchester: Manchester University Press,
pp. 199–219
WAYLEN, GEORGINA 1996 ‘Democratization, feminism, and the state in Chile: the
establishment of SERNAM’, in S. M. Rai and G. Lievesley (eds), Woman and the State:
International Perspectives, London: Taylor and Francis, pp. 103–17
WITT, LINDA, PAGET, KAREN M. and MATTHEWS, GLENDA 1994 Running as a
Woman: Gender and Power in American Politics, New York: Free Press
YOUNG, CRAWFORD 1993 The Rising Tide of Cultural Pluralism: The Nation-State at
Bay, Madison, WI: University of Wisconsin Press
YOUSSEF, IBRAHIM M. 1994 ‘Bareheaded women slain in Algiers: killings following
Islamic threats’, New York Times, 31 March, p. A3
YUVAL-DAVIS, NIRA 1981 Israeli Women and Men: Divisions Behind the Unity, London:
Change International Reports
—— 1993 ‘Gender and nation’, Ethnic and Racial Studies, vol. 16, no. 4, pp. 621–32
YUVAL-DAVIS, NIRA and ANTHIAS, FLOYA 1989 Woman-Nation-State , London:
Macmillan

JOANE NAGEL is Professor and Chair of Sociology at The University
of Kansas.
ADDRESS: Department of Sociology, The University of Kansas, 716
Fraser, Lawrence, KS 66045-2172, USA.

Masculinity and nationalism 269

http://antonio.catchword.com/nw=1/rpsv/cgi-bin/linker?ext=a&reqidx=/0141-9870^28^2916:4L.621[aid=321165,csa=0141-9870^26vol=16^26iss=4^26firstpage=621]

