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Title : The Appropriation and Circulation of Evolutionary Science in the ContemporagndS
English-Speakinglanosphere

Abstract: The manosphere is a collection of antifen
enthusiasm for Darwinian evolution, especially around issues of sex differences. This research
examinesnanosphere appropriations of evolutionary scidrara three angles. Firstly, it assesses

the scientific literacy of manospherians with a survey, revealing relatively high levels of college
science education and scientific literacy. Secondly, through qualitative discourse analysis, it
thoroughly reviewghe appropriations of evolutionary science found in the manosphere. Overall,
manospherians tend to disproportionately apply biological theories to women, making for a
uniform and strongly deterministic view of female behavior. Moreover, they also cremtevtin
evolutionary hypotheses to make sense of the world through a Darwinian lens. Yet, appropriations
of evolutionary science vary between manosphere communities, depending on their political aims
and narratives. Running through all these appropriatimwgever is a presence of misogynistic
biases, as well as exaggeration and simplification of academic research results. To understand this
phenomenon better, this work finally explores stfenknowledge circulation and acquisition in

the manosphere.

Keywords : Manosphere; Sex Differences; Evolutionary Biology; Evolutionary Psychology;
Menod6s Ri ght s -Aftst;iTviRedtP8l;;MGROW; lkcalp
Word Count: 192,700.

Titre: Léappropriation et |l a <circul ati on des sc
contemporainétataunienne et anglophone.

RésuméLa manosph re est un e maseulrstedls sont unigpao up e s
l eur ent housi as mawiniprme martitul@®®@ment! aw tsujat nles différences
femmes/hommes. Dans cette recherthé,appr opri ati on mascul iniste
est étudié sous trois angles. Premiérement, une quantification par sondage de la culture
scientifique de ces hommes r®v | e des niveaux
Ssup®rieur assez ®l ev®s. Deuxi me mapptopriatignaa r | 6 a
idéologiques des sciences évolutionnaires dans la manosphére sont étudiées. Cette analyse révéle
gue les théories biologiques du cartement sont disproportionnément appliquées aux femmes,
débune mani re simpliste, ce qui cr®e une Vi si
De plus, ces militants en ligne créent leurs propres hypotheéses évolutionnaires pour expliquer le
monde paun prismedarwinien. Cependant, ces appropriations varient selon les communautés, en
fonction de leurs objectifs et de leurs récits politiquesdAala de toutes ces variations, on retrouve

dans chaque communaut ® | a pr Pstations exagérées bui ai s
erronées des résultats de recherche provenant des sciences évolutionnaires. Enfin, pour mieux
comprendre | es m®canigues du ph®nom ne, ce tr

savoirs scientifiques dans la manosphere.

Mots clefs: Manosphere masculinisme ; différences femmes/hommiemlogie évolutionnaire
psychologie évolutionnairePickupArtists ; The Red Pilt MGTOW: ; incels.
Nombre de mots: 192 700.
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Trigger Warning

The present di ssertation focuses on Inter
manosphere, 0 and contains citations as well a
can be potentially shocking, with slurs and profanity, calls to violemcgggyny, homophobia,
antisemitism, or racism. However, in order to faithfully render phenomena, | believe it is important
to depict people and communities through their own words. Therefore, when cited, such shocking
or hateful content was not edited @ngdized. Likewise, the hyperlinks can lead to potentially
disturbing web pages.



Notes on the Text
1) Citing Internet Content

For online content citations, two separate cases were established. On the one hand, full
citations are provided for public activists and content creators, such as writers, bloggers or
YouTubers. On the other hand, posts and comments from pseudonymous Internet users, such as
found on forums or social media, were subjected to enhanced datetiproteeasures. In the
dissertation, they are fully anonymized, and no hyperlinks towards the original web pages are
provided. Such citations are followed by parentheses, with the manosphere community of the
poster, and the year of the pis.g.,(incel, 214)!

The first PhD dissertation on the manosphere was written by Mary Lily and published in

2016. I n her analysis of manosphere content,
irepresent the discour s € Famtasreasan,csteuefrantddrbnythei n a |
use of O6sicbé6 after grammatical, spelling and

content should be assumed to be accurately reproduced, and all emphases (bold/italics) in quotes
should be assumed be original unless stated. Lastly, the cited material contains an abundance of
Internet/manosphere jargon. A glossary of terms is therefore provided in the Appéndixes.

2) Writing about the Manosphere: Word Choices

The manosphere is divided into various subgroups, with their respective platforms, jargon,
and ideologywhich are detaileth Chapter I: The ManospherEhere is however no accepted term
to refer to those. For agreeability of reading, they are interchangeably referred to as manosphere
Agroups, 0 Abranches, 0 and Acommunitieso throu:
meanings and connotatiomsne of which is exactly suited to the purpose. Moreover, tetns
as Acommuni ty durrp*Heweven forease obreadimgyl debided to usespisting

and easily understandable vernacular terms.

Referring to the people of the manosphere, the writers, posters, and commenters, is not
straightforward either. Again, no word perfectly fits the purpose. For example, speaking of
manosphere fAimemberso conveys a miemdershgpdemng i mp

1 These Data Protection measures were ethically approved by the Universities of Kent and Lille (Ethics ID respectively
8-PGR20/21 and QSMDC 202478 S91). For more details on the Ethics Protocol and rationale behind those
decisionssee Appendix 3, 468 hese measures were declared compliant with the European General Data Protection
Regul ation (GDPR) after submission byeAppendixdmMv8ver si ty of
2Mary Lily, Af6The World |Is Not a Safe Place fRWD Menbo:
dissertationUniversity of Ottawa, 2016http://dx.doi.org/10.20381/rues184

3 See Appendix 30, 586.

4There is no agreement on empirical criteria to define what communities really are. In his classic investigation of the
concept, sociologist George Hillery analyzed nifetp ur di f f er ent academic definitioa

widespread disagreement and contradictions. He concluded: AThere i
the concepts [é]: all of the definitions deal with peo
Hillery jr., fADef i niAdromenerd Soddogy20una. R (19565): 1ER3,elA7sYetotlie

concept has proved influential in many fields of social analysis since, e.g., Benedict Anieagimed Communities:
Reflections on the Origin and Spread of National{tendon and New York: Verso, 1983). | will be using the word
throughout this dissertatipparticularly when foregrounding the collective aspects of manosphere groups.


http://dx.doi.org/10.20381/ruor-5184

thususing he word fAmanospherianod throughout the di
itself, because people usually identify by their subgrafdifation, and might not even recognize

or appreciate that label. Yet, it has been used by prominent prereswriters,and on popular

online platformg. Although far from perfect, it is the most parsimonious and appropriate option.

There are women in the manosphekowever, it overwhelmingly attracts men, and is
centered around their interests and perspect.
with the masculine grammatical gender in this dissertation. Indeed, systematic use of the gender
neutral form would convey a misleading impression. When discussing a citation from a
pseudonymous manospherian, he will be assumed to be male, unless there are clear indications of
the contrary.

3) Writing about the Manosphere: Typographical Choices

AManosphereo can be written with or withou
Cambridge Dictionary without capitalization, this dissertation follows &suiforeover,
uncapitalized uses of the term have now widely overtaken capitalized BEsesnanosphere
communities, the ones that have comiyarsedacronyms,ieMendés Ri ght s Acti vi
PickupAtrtists (PUAs), The Red Pill (TRP), ariden Going Their Own Way (MGTOW), are
capitalized. Incelss the onlygroup name withoutn acronym, ani therefore not capitalizedd.

4) Archived URLs

To avoid obsolescence of cited URLS, these vaeckived. With archival, the webpage is
stored by a thirgbarty host and accessible with a new URL, even if the original webpage becomes
inaccessible. This is particularly important for manosphere research, since there are a lot of
platform bans and migriahs, and hyperlinks thus become obsolete very fast. Archival was done
with The Internet Archive, a wellstablished free nonprofit service, which has already stored more
than 800 billion web pagés.Instead of access dates, footnotes throughout the dissertation
therefore refer to archival dates of the cited webpages. Sometimes, webpage display is poor on the
Internet Archive; thankfully, archived URLSs contain useful information, including origindlsJR
as detailedn figure 0.1 below:

5E.g., Paul Elamiylen. Women. Relationships: Surviving the Plague of Modern Mascilinitgon: LPS Publishing,

2019).

S E.g.., I ncel s. whtipd://web.alichive.org/web@02806@L192006/https://incels.wiki/w/Nice_guy

archived June 1, 2023.

"Most notably among Menés Rights Acti viCkap.$,56. for more de
8Cambridge Onl MoamroPDpheioemary, i
https://web.archive.org/web/20230116130323/https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/manosphere

archived January 16, 2023.

9 Uses of the capitalized and uncapitalized term in a corpus of millions of digitized books are compared here with

Google Ngram:
https://web.archive.org/web/20230621150501/https://books.google.com/ngrams/graph?content=Manosphere%2C+m
anosphere&year_start=2010&year_end=2019&corpu8d®&smoothing=3generated and archived June 21,

2023. Fomore details on Google Ngram, deetnote n°201, 51.

0 For definitions of all these groups.esehap | B, 52-67.

Whttps://archive.org/ accessed June 21, 2023 (The I nternet Archive



https://web.archive.org/web/20230601192006/https:/incels.wiki/w/Nice_guy
https://web.archive.org/web/20230116130323/https:/dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/manosphere
https://web.archive.org/web/20230621150501/https:/books.google.com/ngrams/graph?content=Manosphere%2C+manosphere&year_start=2010&year_end=2019&corpus=en-2019&smoothing=3
https://web.archive.org/web/20230621150501/https:/books.google.com/ngrams/graph?content=Manosphere%2C+manosphere&year_start=2010&year_end=2019&corpus=en-2019&smoothing=3
https://archive.org/

Figure 0.1 Reading an Internet Archive URL

Time of archival (GMT)
HH:MM:SS

L

https://web.archive.org/we b{a 0230621 !l 2442 SJlfhtt ps://www.reddit.com/r/RedPillWomen/

$

Date of archival URL of the original webpage
YYYY/MM/DD

With the development of Internet research, citing archived URLs should become the norm,
to maintain durability and relevance of academic work. Admittedly, this depends on the durability
of The Internet Archive itself, but this ngmofit has been operatinsince 1996 and is well
funded??

5) Website and Platform Names

One of the challenges of Internet research is the fast pamdiné changeSuch change
can result in name changes for websites. This was the case fmaithencel forum, incels
(Iceland), which has changed servers and used to be called incels.me (Mexico) and incels.co
(Columbia). Likewise, US social media company Twitter was renamed X in July 2023. For ease of
reading, | refer to those websites by the names they had througbetibf the researdn my
most of my sources.e., incels.is, and Twitter.

6) Referencing

Referencing was done following the Chicago Manual of Styl® etiftion, with footnotes
and a bibliography?

2 For alist of funders, seéttps:/archive.org/aboyt/ accessed June 21, 2023 (The |1
themselves cannot be archived). In the few cases where archival did not function with the Internet Archive, another
similar service called archive.today was used. S¢®s://archive.iss accessed June 21, 2023
homepage itself cannot be archived). URLs from that archive do not contain intelligible information.

13 University of Chicago Pres§he Chicago Manual of Stylé7th ed. (Chicago and London: University of Chicago

Press, 2017). Sdeited Materials and Bibliography, 407.
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Il n July 2017, US Google engineer James Dar
internal mailing |list entit]l?¥Idthdin®emo the voing | de c
empl oyee questioned the California tech giant
the company wrongly assumed that the absence of women from software engineering and
leadership positions was necessarily due to idsgation. Citing scientific research in his
footnoted argument, Damore laid out another explanation: maybe some gender differences in
career achievement were due to biological sex
of preferences andidities of men and women differ in part due to biological causes and that these
di fferences may explain why we dondt see equal

he wrote® By wusing the term fAbiological, 0 Damore r
assumed to be fAjust socially constructedo for
ATheydre universal across human cultures

They often have clear biological causes and links to prenatal testosterone

Biological males that were castrated at birth emsed as females often still identify and act like
males

The underlying traits are highly heritable
Theyodre exactly what we would predi®t from an

Despite stressing these fibiological causes.
overrepresentation at Google. Instead, he suggested measures which took into account what he saw
as fundamental differences between the sexes:

i Women on average are more prone to anxiety.

o Make tech and leadership less stressful. Google already partly does this with its many
stress reduction courses and benefits.

Women on average look for more wdile balancewhile men have a higher drive for status on
average

o Unfortunately, as long as tech and leadership remain high status, lucrative careers, men
may disproportionately want to be in them. Allowing and truly endorsing (as part of our
culture) part time work tHough can keep mor

After the memo was leaked in the media, provoking a flurry of outrage, Damore was fired
by Googl e. I n an internal not e, t he cdmpany?o:
suggest a group of our colleagues have traits that make them less biologically suited to that work
is offensive and not OK 6  h e'® Dmmaret seon became an Internet and media celebrity, wrote

¥ To see t he me mo 6 s text, James Damor e, ifGoogl eds
https://web.archive.org/web/20170809021151/https://diversitymema.avchived July 8, 2024.

15 bid.

16 bid.

7 bid.

BCitedinPaul Lewis, A6l See Things Differentl|l yoThe James Dam

Guardian November 7, 2017,
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his story for thevall Street Journat® was interviewed in th&uardiarf® andwasinvited by many
conservative and AlRight pundits on their YouTube channélsScientists weighed in on the
memobs evidence, with evolutionary scientists
rejecting it?2 The Google memo scandal thus became embroiled in much broader ideatagical
scientific debates around the biology of sex differences. On the one hand, Google seemed to stand
publicly for the feminist gender constructionist perspective, according ttigcrimination and

social factors could account for most, if not all gender differences in personality, skills, and
Ssubsequent career choices and outcomes. This
sl ate, 0 i .e., tvioreanbelegptaindd byatlturdl foroea alondy ant that biology

is irrelevant to account for the life of our uniquely complex spé&éié@n the other hand, right

wing pundits joined with Damore in insisting that innate sex differences could explain patterns of
employment. To make their case, evolutionary psychdoghich is explicitly mentioned in the

mema was the discipline of choicé.

However, when writing his memo, Damore did not solely base his argument on the state of
the art of evolutionary sconceens foregendeHegualtyl irstbe e x p |
workplaceby t he fact that HAhumans are generally bi;
evolved because mal es?Yet this digurehtaapit malel disposaliliys p o s .
does not stem from evolutionary science, but from the writings of Warren Farrell, a key figure of

https://web.archive.org/web/20240708161543/https://www.theguardian.com/technology/2017/nov/164ames
googlememainterview-autismregrets archived July 8, 2024.

¥ James Damor e, i Why I WaWall Strieat eJdurnalb AugustG dy g 20€7, ©
https://web.archive.org/web/20240708161908/https://www.wsj.com/articlesAmagfired-by-google

1502481290archived July 8, 2024.

XLewis, N6l See Things Differently. 060

21 Such as Canadian psychologist and popular author Jordan Peterson and Canadian white nationalist podcaster Stefan
Molyneux. For more on Jordan Peterson, see foommt@8, 52 The AltRight (for Alternative Right) is defined by
scholars as fian international set of groups and indiuvi
whose core belief is that O6muhicgutual anddiemearn aly 6eliist aisyda@&md ag «
justice warriorsd (SIJWs) who allegedly use 6épolitical |
white mal es. Put simply, t hgobalisidroupmng thed afferay er aRd igcha 16 & asl tae rf
to traditional/ establishment c onser v awing,diberall dénocraiid, | reje
cultural hegemony in Western society and the rights derived from it. They reject what leadligigt digure Jard

Tayl or has called the O0dangerous myt hdinteodlia thegrightsloi t y whii
women, LGBT+ persons and ethnic and religious minorities or, if not these rights, at the very least the movements
themselves that seek to advance those Thelgthrmatonal Much as
Right: Fascism for the 21st Centurflondon and New York: Routledge, 2020), 2.

2For sympathetic reactions to the memo, see Lee Jussi
Quillette August 7, 2017,https://web.archive.org/web/20240701074238/https://quillette.com/2017/08/07/google
memofour-scientistsrespond/ ar chi ved July 1, 2024; for a critical re

do scientists think about the biological claims made in the document about diversity written by a Google employee in
August 20 1hftpa://abchiv@.is/62is@rchived July 8, 2024.

23 This concept was popularized by the massively influential book of Harvard psychologist StevenTPiak&iank

Slate: The Modern Denial of Human NatMew York: Penguin Books, 2002).

24The evolutionary behavioral sciences, including evolutionary psychology, are preise@tep. || B, 115120.
®Damor e, ifGoogl edbs | déewa signtific aritiquebof thiomalé disposabéity natrative, see
Chap. V, A, 230-236.
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the antifeminist Whewb aRcugihgtcsaracteoin thisndiseertafion

As revealed by th&uardian Damore, who selidentifies as a libertarialeaning centrist, had

i ndeed r ead The Myth af MdlebPeawerh vBich feminist frameworks are turned
upside down and society is presented as impervious to male suffering and prone to put women on
pedestalg’

From the ideological crucible of the early
back to the 1970s, and with the rise of the Internet in the 1990s, an online conglomerate of
antifeminist mends groups ZXRmmoowng atsh & shee girnmaunpss |
Pill o community, where heterosexual men share
on an adversarial vision of gender dynamics grounded in evolutionary psychology. On Reddit, one
oft he manosphereds favorite soci al medi a pl at
di scussed, becoming the Red Pill communityds |
the hundreds of men discussing the events, there was unanimous agreemém Gaogle
engineer was fired for stating uncomfortable biological truths that are common knowledge in the
manosphere, as expressed by one of them: AThi
attempts at silencing it.o (TRP, 2017)

Indeed, although the manosphere is home to various communities and subgroups with
different agendas and interests, these are united by their enthusiasm for biological accounts of sex
difference®Men6s Ri ghts Activists claim that mal es
unfavorable cultural norms towards men. Dating coaches of the Phatkigp (PUA) community
write booklength guides aiming to teach men how to leverage fundamentahgbsgical
differences between men and women in their seduction endeavors. Involuntary celibates (incels)
attribute their celibacy to the inferior genes which doom them to a life of sexual rejection by choosy
females®®In all those cases, both the ramkdfile and key ideologists in those groups claim to be
grounding their ideas in scientific research, chief among which is evolutionary scientific research.

I n those spaces, feminism, mknslkeat eeconateudtin
politically motivated wishful thinking which does not fit available data.

At the core of this political divide lies the perennial nature vs nurture debate: can
psychological and behavioral differences between human groups, or between men and women be
attributed to environmental factors, such as climate, parenting, or nutoitiby,heritable genetic
differences? Virtually all scientists studying these issues now agree that this dichotomous framing
of the question is too simplistic, as expressed by evolutionary biologist Suzanne Sadedin in her
critiqgue of the Damore memo:

26 Warren Farrell (born in New York in 1943) is a political scientist turned writer and activist who has dedicated his

life to writing about and discussing genderissées.r hi st or i cal det sdeClap . BAB8 kot Farr el
details on the interview | conducted with hi@hap. IlI, C, 161.

’Lewis, A6l See Thi ngs TbeMyth ef MalenRoley: WayoMensre theeDisposalsler Sexe | |,
(London: Fourth Estate, 1994.0r mor e d et MythlofdMale PowdfsaeChag. |, 4142s

28 For a history and genealogy of the contemporary manospher@hagel, 30.

29The historical, ideological, and organizational features of each community are descfbegir B, 50.

30 A group-by-group breakdown of manosphere appropriations of evolutionary science is provicleabinV, 228.
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AThis nature versus nurture dichotomy is comp
seriously. Rather, modern research is based on the much more biologically reasonable view that
neurological traits develop over time under the simultaneous ndéuef epigenetic, genetic and
environment al influences. Everythind about hum

As an empirical question, the nature vs nurture, or sex vs gender debate is therefore
extremely difficult to unravel. When men and women diverge on a given trait such as
competitiveness, this could be caused by a combination of factors, some of whiochsadered
Abi ol ogical 6 (such as testosterone | evels or
(such as gendered socialization or institutional norms). In fact, this biological vs cultural
dichotomy, while intuitive, is too simplistic to ament for themyriadsof ways in which all these
factors interact with each other: for example, genes can be activated or not depending on the
environment (which is called fAigene expression
situations, eté? Throughout this work, Will refer to this hegemonic view in the life sciences as
the Ainteractionisaé ftrhmewoamnkedr bjpo&adedi nbds

However, what is at core an empirical question has long also been a political one. As a
reaction to scientific racism, eugenics, and particularly after the horrors of Nazism, most
hereditarian or biological accounts of human behavior were discreditedeandas inherently
reactionary and dangerous in the poawIl era® Yet, science kept on developing. Today, a
variety of fields, propelled by advances in genetics, statistics, evolutionary theory, endocrinology,
or cognitive science, study human behavior and societies through a Darwinian lens. In the
evolutionary behaviar | sciences, Charl es Darwinbés theor
remains the theoretical cornerstone to understand human life, just as it sheds light on every living
organism, from viruses and bacteria to plants and nonhuman animals. From thenl@&0s an
the political debates around the science of sex and gender, these disciplines have proved very
controversial, since they explicitly link human behavior to genetics via evolutionary tHeksy.
shown by the polarized reactions to the Damor
raging today, withdifferents i des pi cking opposing exaggerate
fiblank slaté or the extreme biological determinism of the manospftere.

In the present dissertation, | aim to explore the manosphere side of the phenomenon. Indeed,
there has been growing attention to this nebu
researchers and the pré&sgs their ideology has spread and mutated online, and as a few

3'Suzanne Sadedi ndp Sciemissthink abdubtheBioldgical Claims Made in theDocument about

Diversity Written by aGoogleEmp | oy ee i n Au g hips:/aziOva.ig/@ls\archiad duly 8,,2024.

32 This crucial point is developed at lengthGhap. II,A, 109-111.

33 This history is sketched i@hap Il, 94.

34 These controversies areviewed and analyzettiroughout Chap 11, 94.

35 For contemporary political controversies surrounding scientific research, see Alice @egerj | eods Mi ddl e
(New York: Penguin Press, 2015). For academic conflict betweeng®nce advocates and critical scholars in the

social sciences and humanities, see Ullica SegerstraleBeythnd the Science Wars: The Missing Discourse about
Science and Sociefpplbany: State University of New York Press, 2000).

3¢ For an exhaustive literature review of manosphere reseasghChap |, C, 79.
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radicalized men have committed terror attatkBut little is known about the vision of human
nature underlying these groupso6 i1 deologies. Y
evolutionary science in those online spaces. The manosphere is home to enthusiastic Darwinians,
who could notbe further from thecreationist beliefs of the US evangelical RightWhether

discussing social structures or individual behavior, manosphere discourse offers to the curious lay
reader a bizarre worldview where humans are often reduced to competing genes and reproductive
strategies. This type of thinking, however, is qtatmiliar to evolutionary scientists, who employ

it on a daily basisDiscussinghe manosphere in a 20Béston Globarticle, UC Santa Barbara

evolutionary psychologist Daniel Conrye am t hus wrote: HAPeering int
like walking through a funhouse mirror version of my science. The manosphere view of
evolutionary psychology is distorted, filteredlsect i ve, ard embel |l i shed. 0

How exactly is evolutionary psychology distorted in manosphere discourse and ideology?
How are Darwinian principles i nvpolkialdgehda? s upp«
These were guiding questions throughout this research. Looming even larger over theseague
over the Damore controversy, is the issue of sex differences, and the view of women promoted by
evolutionary science: is it inherently sexist, and if not, why is it so amenable to being appropriated
in sexist ways? Indeed, it is clear that the mahespis home to high levels of misogyny, with one

of its main platforms even | isted as a fdhate
Aavilificat FOftentimds, thisamsegyny & framed by manospherians as a simple

remi nder ndwame m mermne adi fferent. o I n fact, Suzan
who criticized the Damore memo, acknowl edged
that #A[t]o an evolutionary bi ol ogi snstiuctedise i de
simply i MiHoavesviebrl,e.sche stil |l call ed the memo i

Ahints of racism, 0 which sheramghuedglad amont é a
state of scientific researéh.

Clearly, the issue is more complex than just accepting or rejecting the idea of biological
differences between the sexes. Life sciences keep on amassing evidence of sex differences. For
instance, the more we learn about the impact of hormones on beliagionore behavioral sex
differences will be uncovered, as males and females have different hormonal configurations and

37 For a review of incemotivated deathly attackgstimating the death toll at around 50 since 2Gb¢, Bruce

Hof f man, Jacob War e, and Ezr a Shap Btudes in CoAflcts&eTernoiismg t h e
43, no. 7 (2020): 5687, https://doi.org/10.1080/1057610X.2020.1751459

38 US creationist opposition to Darwinian evolution is addressedhiap I, B, 131.

3% Daniel ConroyB e a m, AiHow the I ncel s Th&vaBosmpe dGlobéMay e 8084ar c h, o
https://web.archive.org/web/20240615015137/https://www.bostonglobe.com/2024/05/16/opinion/evolutionary
psychologyincelmanospherg/archived June 15, 2024.

O®Southern Poverty Law Ce rBuoyed Whitd Supremadistsanr2017, 8pardiagtBacklasil r u mp
Among Black Nationalist Groupso
https://web.archive.org/web/20221123111508/https://www.splcenter.org/news/2018/02 /habhgtarmp-buoyed
white-supremacist®01 ~sparkingbacklashamongblacknationalisf archived November 23, 2022.

41 Suzanne Sadedin, answerftdVh at do Scientists Think about the Biolocg
Diversity Written by a GdQoaadhteps:/Empve.e/§2karchived July8,2024.t 2017 ?,
42 |bid.
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response$’ Evolutionary theory is the grand theoretical framework which allows to guide
scientific investigations and explanations for those differences, stating that over time, males and
females have evolved different physical and behavioral traits to face t@@ctee reproduction

and survival challenges. This empirical knowledge is descriptive, and does not prescriptively
dictate any course of action, nor validate any ideology over another. Yet, as Sadedin explains in
anot her pi ece: A Wheepablicj thad svidepce enssdyndgets-adatedt imto t h
ideol ogical cannon fodder. Sometimes the inte
butthe data are neither %6

In the manosphere, enthusiasm for scientific research on sex differences is unabated.
Antifeminist ideologues and pundit advance a Darwinian view of sex differences, buttressed by a
mix of cuttingedge research, basic Darwinian principles, and evoluggs@eculations, but also
exhibiting double standards, exaggerations, and blatant misogyny. As a work of sociology of
science, my research aims at disentangling this complex phenomenon. Doing so requires both a
constant comparison with the scientific liteena which is being thus appropriated, and a scrutiny
of the specific ideological and political landscape of the manosphere, a combination which fills a
gap in the manosphere research literature.

Literature Review and Research Positioning

Social scientists studying the manosphere have long recognized the importance of
evolutionary sciences, and in particular evolutionary psychology, in manosphere ideology. In one
of the earliest and most cited theoretical articles about the manogpitdished in 2019gender
and media schol ar DebbipoGihgcthhushetoognroi npéd-
is almost exclusively dominated by evolutionary psychology, which relies heavily on genetic
determinism to explain male and f*d@wogdarslatere havi c
in a short paper on the state of manosphere research, Ging and Murphy even included evolutionary
psychology as one of the manosphereds definin
antipathy toward feminism, their reliance on evinary psychology and their belief that Western
civilizat i of®Howsveryimspiee of thesh acknawledg@ments, there have been very
few studies specificallpddressing the issue.

“®Eg,El i zabeth Hampson, fASex DifferenceActhv@ogontal olypBYV
Teresa Pigott et al ., niSex inOhefOkfadHandlooekof EvotutioAanyPsyehology Di s o r
and Behavioral Endocrinologyed. Lisa Welling and Todd Shackelford (New York: Oxford University Press, 2019),

43i 66; 405 432.

“Suzanne Sade WhahdoFemimsssThimk of Qistinct GenderRoles inOther Species, folExample, in

Chi c k e ns ?hitpd://a@live.is/alDnCarchived July 9, 2024.

“Debbie Ging, fAAlphas, Betas, and | nce MenandMaseulnitieszi ng t |
22, no. 4 (2019): 63&7, https://doi.org/10.1177/1097184X177064648649.

%Debbie Ging and Shane Murphy, #ATracking the Pilling
Met hodol ogi cal Framewor ks i AolRISelected Pagers df Inldimet Besgafiely e Re s e
https://doi.org/10.5210/spir.v2021i0.12124
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The earliest study of this topic is commun
most classic seduction guide in the manospfiet@alyzing this text calle@he Mystery Methqd
she rightly ipie cleart fiiom thes beginhitgathat this text operates within an
evolutionary, wessentialist permfact her researchf t he
guestion on this text is, to my knowledge, th
abused) to under s t*Thelstudypmedastas astsite decoastrictiory df the
probl ematic approach to womends consent found
to depict female sexuality as fixed and monolithic, and thus as easy to control and manipulate for
male reads>® Thi s was al so found b ydurmgheriethhogrgphist Ra
immersion inside the London branch of the Pickup t i st fAs e du c4As pamofleo mmu n i
observations and interviews, she noted how these men claimed to possess biological truths about
women and sexuality, underpinned by evolutionary theory. This alleged expertise, she argued,

functioned as a fdlived méemdlsogy,nd ewlifc s ed H apma
justification for pursuing their sexual ur ge
di scour s e, sociol ogi st Shawn Van Val kenburgh
evolutionary psychology. He doe®tnbelieve however that the manosphers& based on
superficial mi srepresentation of EP, O but i
Ai mplicatedod in the construction of manospher
investigationof these supposedly vakee ut r al sci eBti fic di scourses

These social scientistsd research objective
manosphere discourse on sexual ithe fplk apprapriattoe x di f
and misuse in the manospRarse ficfci @enadli dticortareyr
picked and selectively juxtaposed to cteate
However, this research often shows no clesgparation between criticisms of manosphere
appropriations of evolutionary sciences and criticism of evolutionary sciences themselves. For
example, at the end of her critique of Mgstery Method A manda Denes equates
Mystery (2007)Jike evolutionary theorisisemoves female agency and instead positions female
sexuality as an essentialized experienc® that

““Amanda Denes, fBiology as Consent: Problematizing the
Womendés Studi es 3I4mo.5 201H:14110,hiend:/ddt.ay/10.0016/].wsif.2011.05.002

8 |bid., 414.

4 bid.

®Denesd analyses on €hhp.I¥,Bj260R0F.e are prolonged in

%Rac hel Seduttieni Meh, Masculinity, and Mediated Intim@sgw York: John Wiley & Sons, 2018).

2Shawn Van Valkenburgh, @dDigesting the Red ®Renahd Mascu
Masculinities 24, no. 1 (2018): 84103, https://doi.org/10.1177/1097184X188161192; 93. His claims are

investigated irChap. VI|, D, which reviews contacts between evolutionary scientists and the manqsjétere
Maddal ena Cannito and Raffaella Ferrero Camoletto, f
Pseudoscientific Theories abBexas 3, She.x 4 ([2002): t54®/O7, Manosp
https://doi.org/10.3390/sexes30400894.

54 1bid.

Denes, fABioladdp demphraserst mdi ne). Claiming that evol ut]
agencyo is perplexing, considering the key role ascrib
whichled some @cent ury f emi ni st PDestent ofdVarmedescrived akde Kivap Ih 8,99.

Sarah Hrdyds research, a more recent evol GhaplioBy®L.y sci er
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In fact, throughout the article, she keeps subjecting evolutionary psychology to stereotypical
charges that have been repeatedly debupfkdgkisting social scientific researcbn the
manosphereften presents a straman version of evolutionary psychology, mostly based on citing

a handful of critical sources and outdated, contentious research, but rarely demonstrating firsthand
knowledge of the field. This straman avatar of EP obscures thesggmological advances in the
discipline, driven in no small part by feminist scientists within the fiéld.

As a consequence, these researchers aim at deconstructing manosphere discourse on issues
such as mate preferences and sex differences, but they rarely, if ever, delve into the empirical
evolutionary scientific literature on these issues. For example,Canniand Ferrer o Ca

study of Red Pil |l t heories i s titled, AThe
Pseudoscientific Theor i é¥et adntoary to wisaeane coutd framh e Ma
the use of the term Aempirical o in the title,

This is not enough. It is my contention that instead of broad disqualifications of entire scientific
fields, a detded and precise critique dhe manospher@ sises and misuses of evolutionary life
sciences should be solidly grounded in stdtéhe-art empirical research from those sciences.
Therefore, we turn next to instances where the evolutionary scientists who produce and know this
empirical research confront manosphere (mis)uses of their disciplines.

I n a recent ar t illegitireate€hildren: tHowBddy Liamyaagdaxpentd s
Under mi ne LeDpa eMpenadltsand Zloteanu, two psychology researchers, explain how
selfstyled online body language experts propagate unfounded information abeuéerbah
behavior, with the most popular YouTube video of the kind reaching 49 million Heffter
debunking the claims of this video, they call on other researchers to do the same:

AfOne way to help the public evaluate what bod
compare their claims with actual research findings. This could, of course, displease body language
experts. Yet if they appeal to science, either implicitly orieipyl, they must expect and accept

%Chief among which are accusations of fiessent Clap.i smo an
Il, B, 127-128andChap. II, A, 109111.She al so menti ons evolutionarthat psychol
cultural and social wvariables are part of ibdj4g2. Thisvi r on me
is howeveran inaccurate portrayal of the field, which recognizes the impact of cultural forces on Darwinian evolution,

as explained by evolutionary scientist Randol ph Nesse:
have been replaced by formudats that recognize both as essential to any full explanation of human behavior.
Furthermore, it is increasingly recognized that the causal pathways are multidirectional; selection forces shape
capacities for culture, and culture gives rise to new sefedticces that further shaped our ancestors in cascading
process that runs away to vas complexity, o0 Randol ph N
Evolution, Culture, and the Human Mineld. Mark Schaller et al. (New York: Psychology Press, 2010),5087

57 For the role of feminist scientists in the evolutionary behavioral scienceShsgell, B, 122.

%8Cannito and Ferrero Camoletto, iThe Rules of Attractic
®Vincent Denault and Mircea Zloteanu, dADarwinds 111l egi:
Dar wi n 0 s Evbletignarg Human Sciencds(2022) https://doi.org/10.1017/ehs.2022.50

0] . e., Wl RED, AFor mer FBI Agent & x YloaiTudMayHxd 02008, 0 Read

https://web.archive.org/web/20231017142558/https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4jwUXV4QaTw archived
October 17, 2023.
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scrutiny. They cannot reject the rules of science, while simultaneously using science as a source of
l egi t ™ macy. o

Theirs is a remarkable example of scientists intervening to address and debunk online
misuses of their area of expertise. Their line of reasoning is sound: if online content producers
claim to ground their message in scientific research, they shouldtadtaepg their claims
scrutinized by researchers. At conferences, | keep meeting evolutionary scientists who are worried
or annoyed by manosphere misuses and misrepresentations of their findings. But do these scholars
engage with manosphere (mis)uses efdiscipline?

For approximately ten years, the only academic article assessing uses of evolutionary
psychology by manosphere communities was a wemplacentone. In a 2012 issue of the
Evolutionary Psychologjournal, psychologists Nathan Oesch and Igor Miklousic reviewed two
influential PickupArtist dating guide$? Their objective was to confront the contents of the guides
with the state of empirical research. And the
would seem clear that there is in fact a substantial degree of psychological research tosuport
claims made by the [Seduction] Commuritihey argued® Over and beyond empirical critique,
they even supported Pickdpr t i stry in general, affirming th:
origins outside of academia, o0 it was -hafdounded
courtship and relationshp experi ence, 0 and could even #dl es
relationships be t%N\etethey dickacknoaviedde thab maaynof the Pickup
Artistsdo techniques wer er dwniog wed Plinieconelusignt, lsrug.p
they i1 ssued a call for more thorough researct
important area for future research would be to more closely analyze a broader spectrum of
community literaturea n d deter mi ne t he scientific® verac
Understandably however, given this glowing review of manosphere seduction guides in a major
evolutionary psychologjpournal, this was seen by critical social scientists as a sign of endorsement
and conflation between academic evolutionary psychology and its online manosphere®Version.

The growing misogyny of online manosphere communities and their widespread reliance
on evolutionary psychology have not gone unnoticed by evolutionary scfaiafact, in a short
survey | ran on US evolutionary psychologists in 202ar(ple sizen=44), | asked them how
concerned they were about Aevolutionary scient
i deol®®gyydoone reported no concern, with twent

®Denault and Zloteanu, fdADarwinés Il legitimate Children,
2Nat han Oesch and I gor Miklousic, AThe Dating Mind: Evo
Co u r t Bvolutipnarg Psycholog$0, no. 5 (2012): 89909, https://doi.org/10.1177/147470491201000511

53 |bid., 905.

54 |bid., 901.

55 1bid., 905.

56 1bid.

E.g., Van Val kenburgh, @ADigesting the Red Pill,o0o 93.

58 The growing misogyny of manosphere communities is documented furtGeajn I, C, 92.

89 For details on survey design and administration Glesp. 11, B, 146Complete survey materials are reproduced in
Appendix26, 551
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great deal o (n=11). 'l lustrative of t hese ¢
communityods recent reneWedr i mxammelsd, iHKa tttrey mat
study of the 1incel manosphere community feat
psychol og y!'THeissue, she ardues, istnot that incels get the scientific literature wrong,

but that Athey are inflexible or superficial

consi der alternative explanati o’AShe goes ohltoe conm
demonstrate how their views are too determini s
the same misconceptions about evolutiGnary ps)

Recently, several evolutionary scientific content producers and popularizers have decided
to engage with manosphere (mis)uses of science on social media aadademic platforms.
Alexander @datepsych on Twitter, MSc in Cognitive and Behavioral Neurasciams a page
where he shares research on attractiveness and dating, with 28,000 folf@rehss social media
and his blog, he has been posting gitaeen criticisms of manosphere beliefs and narratives, with
titl es s ucManespher@aghVeohgAbontAlphasanBet as, 06 and #fAThe E
Epi st emol ogy "&imilatlyhseiené @atcagtar antl Ph® student at the University of
Mel bour neds Evol uti on Lab Ma c k e n andubtagkpilly has
manosphere pundilive on YouTube® On hisSpeciepodcast, Murphy has received evolutionary
researchers interested in the manospheaged shared clips on the social media video platform
TikTok critically engaging with manosphere appropriations of sciéhtlese examples show
that the younger generation of evolutionary scholars is concerned about popular understanding of

"0 For example, at the 2023 Human Behavior and Evolution Society (HBES) conference in Palm Springs, California,

there were two posters on incels (including mine) as well as two presentations, one of which was even granted the
societyods New | n vfers tbesy a postgraduat® w sesedrch. See  program  here,
https://web.archive.org/web/20231017161900/https://conference2023.hbes.coomi@pt/uploads/2023/05/HBES

2023 PalmSpringsProgramBook.pdf archived October 17, 2023.

“"Kat hryn Baselice, AAnalyzing | ncel CulturdandEvgutioR?d,me Lens ¢
1 (2023): 4258, https://doi.org/10.1556/2055.2022.00053-54.

2 1bid., 53.

7 1bid., 54.

4 As of writing, Twitter.com, Alexander @datepsych,
https://web.archive.org/web/20231017164736/https://twitter.com/datepsych?ref src=twsrc%5Egoogle%7Ctwcamp%
5Eserp%7Ctwgr%5Eauthcarchived October 10, 2023.

“ Al exander, AThe Emotional EDate sPsyehwlogly.compMarcho 16, 2028 e Red
https://web.archive.org/web/20231017165459/https://datepsychology.cesnfthi@onalepistemologyof-thered

pill/; fi Wthea Manosphere Gets Wrong About Alphas and Bet®ate Psychology.comJune 8, 2022,
https://web.archive.org/web/20231017165457/https://datepsychology.cortheimatinosphergetswrong-about
alphasandbetas/ both archived October 17, 2023.

“Entrepreneur s iirMacken Marphyi DRTW Hr9ten Advice, o0 YouTube.c
https://web.archive.org/web/20240604074905/https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Puydi_,d&hechived June 4,

2024, hoe_mat h, iSEX FI GHT: Macken Mur phy V'S hoe_m
https://web.archive.org/web/20240605085044/https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GDSsg\Rjehised June 5,

2024. For more on these interactions andny interview withtMacken Murphysee Chap. VII, D374.

7 Including Alexander from @datepsych, incel researcher William Costello, and myself. For list of episodes, see
https://web.archive.org/web/20231017172438/https://pod.link/133482 &b€kived October 17, 2023.

® The most popular of these clips have reached more than hundreds of thousands of views, see
https://web.archive.org/web/20230905044816/https://www.tiktok.com/@mackenmurphy?laregeteined October

17, 2023. For more details on his online interactions with the manosphe@haeeVil, D, 374.
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the discipline, and use social media to spread research findings and dissipate misconceptions. The
present research prolongs their efforts.

Social scientists and evolutionary scientists alike are aware of the need for researching
manosphere (mis)uses of evolutionary life sciences. Yet, as shown by the brief literature review
above, there are very few studies on the matter. Evolutionaryistseare ideally suited to criticize
manosphere appropriations of science, however, they tend to approach social issues from an
fiul ti mateo perspective, that P TEisisbngerstandabki ng t
also encouraged by their career needs for publication in evolutionary science journals. Yet, there
is little evidence that this approach is relevant to understand the nuts and bolts of a particular
movement and ideology in its spicicontext®® On the other hand, social scientific studies put
more emphasis on the political and ideological contexts of the manosphere and show greater
knowledge of the state of research on the manosphere and online social movements in general. The
present researclinas at combining the strengths of both sides. As shown by the research of Finnish
scholar Ullica Segerstrale on the sociobiology controversy of the 1970s (which was an inspiration
for the present work), a sociologist or historian of science can combinéntimate knowledge
of a given scientific fieldbs methods and epi
and sociological phenomef&This is the aim and ambition of this dissertation, as exemplified by
its two supervisors, one a historian, and the other an evolutionary scientist.

Indeed, inquiry into manosphere (mis)usadénce firstly needs to be carefully laid out in
its historical, scientific, and ideological context: to understand how science fits into an ideology,
this ideology itself needs to be contextuali?&dror example, understanding the position of
manosphere antifeminists around evolved sex differences requires understanding stemiding
suspicion and opposition of feminists towards such explandtioBsyond those canonical
features of social science, the present research is strongly embedded in the evolutionary scientific
literature. To evaluate the veracity of online manosphere claims, a corpus of science textbooks was
therefore constitute# As expressed by DEachalénge themisitryidgitm t e a n
hel p the public sep a rdareteit wouldde iwdossible to Scrutimine alt h e ¢
the scientific claims made in the manosph&enault and Zloteanwrite that even debunking all
the claims in the one body Il anguage vi®eo the

™ For an explanation of the ultimate/proximate distinction in the evolutidnelmavioralsciences, se€hap. Il, B,

116.

80 Evolutionary approaches to human behavior tend to be general fundaswetae level inquiries. Thus, there is

plenty of research on political tribalism-gnoup biases, or dominance hierarchies, but rarely does research apply an
evolutionary lens toggecific political movements like Communism or Nazism for example.

81 Ullica SegerstraleDefenders of the Truth: The Sociobiology Delf@teford: Oxford University Press, 2000). Such

was also Thomas Kuhndés approach. Wi th a training in ph
with his classic book, Thomas Kuhfihe Structure of Scientific Revolutiof@Ghicago: The University of Chicago

Press, 1962).

82 The manospher@ &leology and its different subgroups are detaileGhap. 1, B, 50.

83 This is exposed in sectidbhap. I, A, 112; Chap. Il, B, 121.

84 See details in Chaptél, C, 160.

%Denault and Zloteanu, fADarwinés Il legitimate Children,
8%T h ey unghcking aitd comparing claims to research findings, even if very effective in showing the actual nature

of what is disseminated by body language experts, is extremehctimea s u ribidn g , 0
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Therefore, a key step in this research was to identify patterns and recurring themes in manosphere
discourse. Rathghan examiningeach claim, the goal is to produce an ideological and scientific
critique of manosphere uses of science on popular themes such as sex différBetaited
attention is also given to the specifics of each manosphere group and divergences between them,
as they do not uniformly cite the same researchiwetl on the same issué&This research project

can be divided into three broémtuses

Research Questions

The first theme pertains to the scientific understanding or literacy of the manosphere. How
knowledgeable are manospherians about life sciences and evolution? How well do they know the
theories and concepts? This isadf-evident line of questioning that comes to mind when trying to
study the reception and circulation of science in any group. Before identifying and criticizing
potential biases or misconceptions, an assessment of scientific literacy should be coS8duhbted.
an assessment necessarily involves comparison with the general population, especially given the
still contentious nature of evolutionary theory in the United States. This should be coupled with a
general appraisal of the role and image of scienci#ase online communities. Is it trusted,
admired, despised, criticized? Is it central or peripheral to those communities? etc.

The second theme relates to the uses and appropriations of science. This is the main focus
of my research and the one that requires the mosigfiamed analysis. It encompasses many
research questions: what scientific concepts and ideas are routinely invoked in the manosphere and
to what end? How does this fit in the broader narratives, valuesbgectives of these groups?

How do these appropriations differ from the scientific literature? Are there recurring biases or
misconceptions? While manosphemnunities mostly mobilize scientific knowledge around
issues of sexuality and sex differences, | also examine how scientific concepts and ideas can seep
into other domains, such as personal identities, life narratives, or beliefs about the past and future

The third theme revolves around the circulation of scientific knowledge. How and when did
this knowledge start to propagate? What are the sources of scientific knowledge in the manosphere?
Through which channels does it circulateft the Internet, ideas circulate and mutate between
different groups at an unprecedented pace, which calls for attention to the mechanisms underlying
these dynamics.

Dissertation Outline

In order to answer those research questithespresentdissertation is divided to seven
chaptersThe first two chapters lay out the historical and conceptual bases necessary to understand
and discuss both the manosphere and evolutionary science. The third chapter details the research
methods and data used, before the analysis results are expoutigetinal four chapters.

Chapter I, AThe Manosphere: Hi story, Soc
Man o s p h er eestaBlisheghe isleological genealogy of the contemporary manosphere,
starting in the United States in the 1970s up to this day. The five contemporary manosphere

87 Such analyses are to be found in ChapVIvV
88 A groupby-group analysiss provided inChap. V: The Avatars of Manosphere Science, 228.
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branches areclassified and definedand their points of convergence highlighted. Lastly,
manosphere research is thoroughly reviewed.

Chapter 11, AEvolutionary Sciences and Geni
ideological appropriations of Darwinism in the United States starting in theetury, as well as
the controversies surrounding evolutionary approaches to human behavior on issues of sex and
gender. The contemporary state of those scientific disciplinassessedalong with ongoing
criticisms and debates.

Chapter | I: IEthics, iDMta Cofleatidrs and Data Analysiso opens wi t
epistemological and methodological considerations on the present research, its object and its
limitations. Then all the study design, data collection, and data analysis choices are detailed and
justified.

Chapter 1V, AEvolutionary Sci e+dliemateOnlime t he N
Communities Appropriate Evolutionary Reasoni
manospheriansé fondness for evol uticldtemeyrly sci e
then argues that manosphere discourse depicts instincts as inflexible and irresistible forces, a
framing which is disproportionately applied to women, leading to a negation of their agency, and
even of their humanity. Moreover, it showstthdot of the seemingly scientific discourse found in
the manosphere consists of manospimeed e ev ol usioormsaroy i @jsuo®t As a
Darwinian discourse circulating in those online spaces is sufficiently distinct from the scientific
stateof-thear t t hat i1t justifies being | abeled as it

Chapter V, AThe Avatars of Manosphere Scier
by Each Group According to its Aims and Ideol@ggy r evi ews t he speci ficiti
group, as they all have different focuses and interpretations of Darwinian evolution, mostly guided
by their respective worldviews and agendas. In spite of this diversity, the core of manosphere
science seents always revolve around sex differences, with a suite of similar underlying biases,
which are addressed in the followiolgapter.

Chapter Vi, AManosphere Science: How Sci «
Ideology Combine to Create a Sexisrwinian Worldviewd cr i ti gues manospher
sex differences, by comparing it to the relevant scientific literature. Not only does it reveal
widespread misogynistic double standards and value judgments, but it also finds a wealth of
unsupported claims and selectiwgerpretation of the available evidence. Then, this chapter
explores the distinctly nonscientific aspects of manosphargibism, which have more to do
with traditional misogyny, pseudoscientific fads, and philosophy of history than with empirical
research.

Chapt er Nit Knpwledge Addquesition and Circulation: Exploring the Emergence
and Online Propagation of Manosphere Scigncee x ami nes t he mechani sn
manosphere science emerges and circulates. In order to explore this complex and dynamic
phenomenon, it details the original roots of manosphere science, the architecture of manosphere
websites and platforms, as wels the knowledgsharing and sciendearning practices of
manospherianginally, it investigates the role of evolutionasgientists themselves in this process.
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Geographic Challenges in Studying the Manosphere

One of the main challenges of the present research olk@sats uncertain geographic
contours. Most of the public figures interviewed, cited, and discussed hail from the United States,
from manosphere icons like Rollo Tomassi and Warren Farrell, to evolutionary scientists like
Macken Murphy, Michael Mills, and Gie Gehef® However, when it comes to the manosphere
user base, the picture becomes much blurrier. Evidently, the manosphere is a transnational
phenomenonas speaking English is the onigquirement forentry and participation in its
communities.Yet, the cultural and ideological influence of the United States in those spaces is
paramount. For that reason, the political context of this dissertation is mostly American, whether
in the geneal ogy of the man o s(@hbpterlenthewalittcdi a f o
history of Darwinism, with a focus on U§jures anddebategChapter Il) and in analyses of the
contemporary manosphere, with a focus on online culture wars and political polarization. It is for
that reason too that | recruiteccaunterpart of US respondents to compare manossiuevey
respondents witf? Yet, | could not ask manospliemsabout their whereabout¥hey tend to be
quite suspicious, arttlis would have been likely to scare them off and compromise data collection.
Although my analyses are mostly embedded in the US cultural context, it must therefore be kept
in mind that this is necessarily imperfect, owing to the immatel&ineatiors of Internet
communities.

Summary

Throughout these analyses, | show that manospherians collectively produce and maintain a
body of Darwinian analyses on sex/gender and society which is quite distinct from evolutionary
scientific literature. This discrepancy cannot be ascribed to solasaypderstandings of scientific
results, as manospherians exhibit a far above average understanding of Darwinian evolution.
Rather, it is better understood as an ideological appropriation of science, guided by political aims
and values rather than by a s#gior truth. Indeed, when scientific results fit manosphere ideology,
they are touted as incontrovertible proof for manosphere beltite those which do not are
conspicuouslyabsent from manosphere discourse. Beyond this motivated ghekigg,
manospherians also employ th&arwinian imagination to generate their own evolutionary
narratives on the past, present, and future. Lastly, when evolutionary research fails to support their
worldview, they turn towards outdated, pseudoscientific, or nonscientific sources to ground thei
empirical claims. Underlying all this is a wealth of misogynistic value judgments, emotions, and
double standards. So far, science studies have mostly focused-soi@mte movements such as
religious creationism, climate change denialism, oraetx, but the present research also reveal
how online communities ofselavowed science enthusiasts can end up distorting and
misrepresenting sciéfic results This calls for increased scrutiny the mechanisms and politics
of sciertific knowledge acquisition andirculationin the digital landscape of the 2tentury
Before proceeding to #€analyses, the manosphere and its communities are thoroughly presented
in thefirst chapter.

89 For details on those interviews, selkap. 11I,C, 161.
% For details on the survey, s€kap. Ill, B, 146.
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CHAPTER |-
THE MANOSPHERE

History, Sociology, and Ideology of Contemporary
Manosphere Groups
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fWelcome.

| imagine one of, if not the main reason, why you are here is because of the fact ibat this
the only place left online where the troubles of men are taken seriously and the truth is
spoken without an ounce of pc bullshit.

In spite of whatever title we choose to adorn ourselves with, in my case | consideamyself
MGTOW monk, we are all men living in this increasingly hostile society anbldt@ming
harder to ignore thélatant double standards in the treatment of menwochen and men

of all backgrounds are becoming very much fed up wottMIGTOW, 2019)

Introduction

In this open letter to other manosphere groups, a proponent of the Men Going Their Own
Way (MGTOW) philosophyaddressefian ol i ve br & ofcothér manosphene mb e r
communities. In his view, all these mare fAir ef ugees, 0 unitedodotyi Itene
soci et yheolamshs chmpervious to the Atroubles of r
shows is both the variety of manosphere communitietheagetter targets four other different
groups, and theimilarities between them, as it also emphasizesbommon ground shared by the
wholemanospherdJnderstanding therigins,diversity, and nuances of manosphere ideologies is
the purpose of this chapt@efore delving into the subject matter of this resedricteological
appropriation of science (chaptersW) and circulatn of scientific knowledge (chapter Val),
it is necessary to introduce the manosphere, its history, ideology, and its different communities.
This chapter contains several original analyses and contributions to the literature. Indeed, by
combining primary historical sources, contemporary onlata,cand the relevant social scientific
literature, it providesa detailed ideological and sociological genealogy of the contemporary
manosphere.

Section A outlines the genesis of the contemporary manosphere. Starting from the 1970s
and the Mends Liberation Movement in the Unit
1970s1990s, until this activism moved online with the advent of theretan the 1990s. Those
forefathers created a paradigm from which mos
Paradoxically,it began with a movement of men who were avowedly strong supporters of
feminism. The similarities between these groupsamayzed, as well as their relationship with
science, and their legacy in the contemporary manosphere. This section is based mostly on primary
sources from that period, as well as the few available scholarly sources. Additionally, Warren
Farrell, the mosprominent activist of this period, was interviewed to shed light on that hi€tory.
Contemporary academic sources are rare, for these movements are nowadays relatively unknown:
this section i to my knowledgé the firstthoroughattempt at establishing a genealogy of the
manosphere.

Section B defines and presents the contemporary manosphere. A typology is established,
constituted of five Dbr anc-Arssts, TheMRehHRlsMeRGangt s Ac
Their Own Way, and incels), which are then described. After delineatengpticifics of each

%1 For more details on the interview, sekap. IlI, C, 161.
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branch their similarities are highlighted. These form a core of shared manosphere beliefs and
features. Based on this analysis, | provide mw definition of the manosphere.

Section C is an extensive literature review of manosphere research, ranging from 2004 to
2024. It details the different methods and disciplinary outlooks that have been applied to studying
these online communities, as well as some of the main findingalsdt focuses on the
unprecedented surge in public attention, funding, and interest from various disciplines that incel
research has been witnessing. Finally, | evaluate the current state of manosphere research and draw
some general conclusioabout the maospherdrom this assessmefit

%2 To my knowledge, there exists no such extensive literature review of manosphere research, encompassing five
communities and all relevant social scientific fieldscondensed version of this literature review was published in

Louis Bachaud, fALa manosph re angl opRewaf@ncaise tdes sciences6 hor i :
de | 6i nformati on ,mit28 @024)tieEs://jcumaEwpendditoa.ord/rsia/15570
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A. THE PRE-INTERNET ERA: THE GENESIS OF THE
MANOSPHERE

AlThe Mendés Liberation Movement (197!
1.a.Deconstructing and Escaping Postwar Masculinities

In the United Statesn the 1960s1970s traditional genderoles came under attadk.
Middle and uppeclass women organized nationally to challenge their rigid maternal and
housekeeping duties, and to fully integrate the economic, intellectual and political life of the
country*I nspired by the revolutionary idmgsiwass of
then called some men started questioning their sex rtdléd6he phrase fAMends Li
thought to have originated in a New Left magazine in £870.1973, a Californian collective of
men issued a manifesto. They argued that masculine values fostered inequalities, hierarchies, and
violence, and were responsible for both individual and social ills. They rejected what they
considered as traditional saulinity altogether:

iWe, as men, want to take back our full humani
up to an impossible oppressive masculine imagong, silent, cool, handsome, unemotional,

®They were then called fisex roles, 0 which is the phras
became t he mo s t common term i n t he 1990s, S ec
https://web.archive.org/web/20231002132955/https://books.google.com/ngrams/graph?content=sex+role%2Cgender
+role&year_start=1920&year end=2019&corpus=2819&smoothing=3generated and archived October 2, 2023.

For details on Ngram, see footnaot¥201, 51.

94 This was not the first feminist mass movement in the United Sates, as it took the best part of a century of activism

for female suffrage to eventually be adopted nationwide920 with the Nineteenth Amendménat least in theory

as voting restrictions remained for different groups up until the 1965 Voting Rights Act. This is often referred to as the
Afirst waveo of feminism. After Worl d War [ I with the
increases in life expectancies, and the rise of the service industry, mostly -edllezgged middlandupperclass

women fought for a change in cultural attitudes towards female labor and for equal acceptance in all sectors of the job
market and in govement. The movement spread to gender issues in most areas of society (reproductive rights, family,
relationships, sex, etc.) and is often referred to as
historians have questioned this framework f emi ni st Awaves, 0 e. filhehisttrivaty Del a
organi zing frame of fifeminist waveso has not proved up
h i st loucyyDgeld@p,Feminisms: A Global Historyl ondon: Pelican, 2020), %n this question, see al$tancy

Hewitt, ed.,No Permanent Waves: Recasting Histories of U.S. FemiiNew Brunswick: Rutgers University Press,

2010).

%As shown by the Google Books Ngram Viewer ,h -19%0se phrase
and reached peak popularity in the mi@i70s,
https://web.archive.org/web/20231113140912/https://books.google.com/ngrams/graph?content=women%27s+liberat
ion&year_start=1900&year _end=2019&corpus=2019&smoothing=3It might even have been more widespread

than fAfeminismo for a short period in the early 1970s,
https://web.archive.org/web/20231113141807/https://books.google.com/ngrams/graph?content=women%?27s+liberat
ion%2Cfeminismé&year_start=1950&year _end=2019&corpus2@h9&smoothing=3both links generated and

archived November 13, 202Bor details on Ngram, sdéeotnote n°201, 51.

%Jack Sawyer, fi O hibemdtiom AuguilstSdptembea@ciolem197®. The New Left is a broad label

used to designate the studéed protest movements of the 196870s in the West. As opposed to their unionist and

Marxist forebears, these movements placed less emphasis on economic ars$ledsp and more on cultural issues

(sex, soci al and family structure, raci al and gender
intelligentsiad positioned itself as crid ioarld dn wwharrdssh a
ed.,A Dictionary of SociologyOxford: Oxford University Pres4,998), 447-448.
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successful, master of women, leader of men, wealthy, brilliant, athletihemch vy . 6 We no |
want to feel the need to perform sexually, socially, or in any way to live up to an imposed male role,
from a traditiona American society [é]0

Mostly drawn from the ranks of the radical left and of the-aati student protest
movements of the 1960s, Menb6s Liberation star:!
four liberationist bookength manifestoes were publisheden and Masculinity, The Male
Machi ne, Me minsd Wal e rehilteidemnMan® Thbsé sale writers lambasted
traditional masculinity, and envisioned a new egalitarian future, where men would be able to spend
time with their families, escape what was described as thecaahing corporate life, be open
about their emotions, and stbjaling behind the veneers of machismo and homop8biarren
Farrell was the most prominent male liberationist, a tireless advocate and organizer for the
movement.

The term fimovement o might be misleading, f
andi nf l uenti al as its feminist count enlkpthe t s, a
women's movement, with its card carrying memb:i

demonstrations and other appurtenances of an organized crusade, men's lib is fragmented and
al most un®@h@r anarich. 0gr assr oot activity -of Men
raising groups after the model set up by radical femifists the 1970s, all over the country,

these small groups of men gathered to discuss their relationships with masculinity, with their
wives/partners, and with women in genéfalThese sessions aimed at deconstructing everyday

sexist behavior and creating a space for men to express their emotions. Male liberationists also
issued periodicaJ®rganized and joined feminist protestad from 1975, held a yearly conference

on men and masculinif® Journalistic accounts agreed on one point: those men were

""The Berkeley Men's Center is a col | eroléstewcetypesfandtoen st r
define themselves in positive, nonchauvinistic ways. It has been active since 1970 and includes men of all sexual
orientati onss OCeBretrere,l efiyB eMeknedl e pl19MBgeprodsiceddreloseph PlecManaJadk e s t o
Sawyer, edsMen and MasculinityEnglewood Cliffs: Prenticélall, 1974), 17374.

98 Joseph Pleck and Jack Sawyer, edlen and MasculinityMarc Feigen Fastealihe Male MachinéNew York:

Mc GrawHill, 1974); Jack NicholsMen&6s Li ber ati on: A N@ew York: Penguin Booksh o f Me
1975); Warren FarrellThe Liberated Man: Beyond Masculinity: Freeing Men and Their Relationships with Women

(New York: Random House, 1974).

®For a more detailed description of t heAuM®onrées DULi ber at
Masculinisme, Un Mouvement dbéhommes F®ministes 0: indé®t o]
Genres et Militantismes: Pluralité Des Formes de Mobilisations Féministes et LGBTQe d . Gudesi pe d o
Doctorales sur le Genre (GEDoG) (JoinviéePont: Double Ponctuation, 2022),i4B.

W jsa Hammel, AMends Lib Al most UhetlewYgkTimeshudustddere, a Gr o\
42,

101 Starting in the late 1960s, many feminists were disappointed with the National Organfpatddfo me n 6 s
reformism, as well as by the sexism of traditionahefig and student protest organizations. A decentralized network

of radical feminist groups emerged over the country, lambasting the sexist social and sexual order and engaging in
protests, thorizing, as well as consciousneassing groups. For a landmark history of the movement, see Alice
Echols,Daring to Be Bad: Radical Feminism in America 198¥75 (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press,

1989).

2The number of these groups was then esti mated at arou
The National ObserveDecember 1973.

3|1 n 4a9@gbpup of men who were enrolled in a womeno6s stu.
they announced as fAThe First National Conference on Me
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overwhelmingly white, middielass, and collegeducated®® Historian Kirsten Swinth adds that
they usually had ties with New Left, antiwar, and civil rights activism, as well as with feminism,
in the latter case often through their female partters.

1.b. Relations with Feminism: From Honeymoon to Divorce

Betty Friedan is one of the most influential American liberal feminists of the@tury°®
In her 1963 bestsellefhe Feminine Mystiqushe denounced the malaise caused by the strictures
of the (white, middleclass) female sex role. Three years later, she was one oftherntters and
the first president of the National Organizatifum Women (NOW). Far from seeing men as
enemi es, Friedan thought they were also the v

iMen are not allowed to admit that they somet.
their own sensitivity, their own need to be passive sometimes and not always active. Men are
not allowed to cry. So they are only khliman, as women are ortglf-human, until we can

Y

go this nex¥® step forward. o

This excerpt could have been taken right ou
Liberation and liberal feminists were ideologically aligned at the t#h&hus, Warren Farrell
chaired a National Task Force on the Masculine Mystique inside M®Wilma Scott Heide,
president of NOW between 1971 alnbdrated®@n4 , i TaH es o
work Warren Farrell is doing does and will have universal and profound importance for our nation

conthued bei ng held in various cities each year throughout

I n 1978 the M&M i n Los Ang e Iseedatidnal ©ganiaatidarMerbAgdinstiSexisnd par t i
(NOMAS), https://web.archive.org/web/20230912113410/https://nomas.org/about/hidrehived September 12,

2023.

YHammel, fAMends Lib Al most Underground, but a Growing
O5Kirsten SwinthF e mi ni smés Forgotten Fight: Fahig(CanbridgenHawamde d St r o
University Press, 2018), lation931 of 8171, Kindle.

106 As opposed to radic&minism (sedootnoten°101, 34, liberal feminism is the more established and organizational

branch ofuS feminism, which fights for equal rights and opportunities for women through advocacy and lobbying. It

is sometimes called Areformistodo or fimainstreamo femini
structures and tries to integrate woniem s i de t hose. As such, Aift]he tenets o
most familiar and wi despr efreminisro,LibesadimNancy Mapié ediTheriildy Lucy B

Blackwell Encyclopedia of Gender and Sexuality Studigkboken: John Wiley & Sons 2016),
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118663219.wbegss138

WBetty Friedan, @dAbor t,bBebruary A6, Wedmspaedhsdeliv@ied dt the fist Nptionhal
Conference on Abortion Laws in Chicago, lllinois,
https://web.archive.org/web/20230626134934/https://awpc.caticenter.iastate.edu/2022/02/2 abamiams
civil-right-feb-16-1969/ archived June 26, 2023. NOWb6s first St at eme
for a Afully equal partnership of
https://web.archive.org/web/20230607125404/https://now.org/about/history/stateinent
purpose/#:~:text=The%20purpose%200f%20NOW%20is,truly%20equal%20partnership%20with% 2inctewed

June

108 This was not however the case with all feminists, as some radical feminists argued that a symmetrical approach
obscured the power relationship between the sexeg,skelow, 37.

109 National OrganizatioforWo men, fResol ution on Establishinph9al Task F
https://web.archive.org/web/20231002130014/https://[feminist.org/resources/fechirnaicles/pariii -the-early
documents/resolutienn-establishinea-taskforce-on-the-masculinemystique1971/ archived October 2, 2023.
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and the world, o she n3%Feninistwdadgen Glarid Steimems wap u b | i
particularly sympathetid. n  Mar ¢ F e i TheeMale Maclsinesehaeu owsr ot e AThi s
compl ement to the feminist revolution, yet it
ot herhal f. o

For those male and female activists and tF
then conceived as two sides of the same coin.
for feminists, because it tried to rally men to the cause. Thas)eri_iberated ManFarrell goes
at Il ength to explain (to men) why womenodos | i be
Steinem also favorett? If women took responsibility for their lives, Farrell argued, men would be
relieved of their demanding breadwinner role. If men and women shared housework and childcare
equally, they would show more respect and mutual understanding. If women werefiaiiesio
as individuals with their own interests, careers, and preferences, this would make romantic
relationships and family life richer and happitt.

Inthemidl 9 70s, the Mends Lithsepeak ttwas alignbtomtretree nt w
liberal feminism of Friedan, Steinem and NOW, both ideologically, with an emphasis on the
necessity of escaping traditional sex roles, and strategically, by trying to recruit educated men to
this egalitarian program. Yewvhen interviewed by a journalist in 2019, Gloria Steinem did not
even remember ever hearing the phr diweéthisimenods
osmosis proved to bié?Indeed, by the early 1980s, male liberationists would be completely split,
with one faction still supporting feminism, and the other going its own way.

1. c. fForks in the Road?Oo: The Scission of 1

Mendés Liberation had a broad and rather v
demographics: from whiteollar workerswho resented the corporate drudge, to gay activists and
radical Marxistswho wanted to rethink society entirely. Despite these differences, the movement
was held together by criticisms of postwar masculinity and commitment to gender equality. Thus,
it participated in the Equal Rights Amendment (ERA) campaign of the 187Dse ERA, which
would constitutionally enshrine gender equality, wasaasepowerful enough to unite and
mobilize al/l supporters of Menbs Liberation,
socialists. In 1972, it was passed by both houses of Congress, but never managed to gather enough
state ratifications. In 198€he Republican party withdrew its support, Ronald Reagan was elected,
and the ERA would never come to pass even though the ratification deadline was moved® 1982.

110wilma Scott Heide in FarrellThe Liberated Manopening praise for the book.

11 Gloria Steinem in Fastealihe Male MachingXV.

N2see for example, Gloria SteinemlimejAVghsazl, 1970. Woul d Be Li
13 Farrell, The Liberated Man.

4 Nona Willis Aronowit z, AThe 6 Me n 0 ¥ice LMafete 183 2019 n 6 Mo v
https://web.archive.org/web/20240828095441/https://www.vice.com/en/articte&hsliberationmovementtime-

forgot/, archived August 28, 2024

115 Notably through an organization called Men Allied Nationally (MAN) for ERA.

WFor a political scientistos analwhg WelLosifhe BREChicaghpRA def e
University of Chicago Press, 1986). Today, the ERA is
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This marked a t
t he ERA, t he me
femi nYsm. o

rning point for male gender a
60s movement was in sharp disa

The main bone of contention was the notion of male oppression. Inspired by radical
feminism, an antisexist faction of Menb6s Li be]
men about their sexist individual and sexual conduct. Angtioaiprefused this framework, which
they claimed obscured madpecific issues and sufferiddf Chief among them was Warren

Farrell, who had always insisted on a symmetr.
liberation were only temporary labels, two sides of the same platform, a position thatdtes rsisl|

tohold to this day: AMy fundament al beliefs he
movement to criticize women, or a women's movement criticizing men and calling them the
oppressors. [é] We should have a gender 1| iber.

While this approach may have been compatible with the liberal feminism of NOW, for
which abstract Amystigqguesodo and fAsex rolesodo c

compatible with the more radical st agumehs of f
the notion of sex roles obscured the power r €
explains, adding, fAOne might as well talk, as

slaveo wn e r  &tTordughghatdens, the sex role rhetoric of Male Liberationists looked more
conservative than revolutionary, as if men were avoiding responsibility for their actions.
Sociologist Michael Messner thus summarizes the inherent limits and contradictioi®efifle
liberationism:

i Menos |l i beration discourse wal ked a tightro]
leadersacknowledged that sexism had been a problem for women and that feminism was a
necessary social movement to address gender inequalities. But they alsal stredsigh costs

of the male sex role to menods®health, emotiona

As Messner points out, Menbés Liberation in
against women and an e mph a $%lsthupatiracfed geeple withz ar d s

Organization for Women, Constitutional Equality,
https://web.archive.org/web/20230905052408/https://now.org/issues/constitimqraity, archived September 5,

2023.

7)Joe Interrante, fdDancing Al ong t hRadichl Areeciddp,inac £(1982);h e Me n
53/ 71, 58.

1181bid, 5860.

9Warren FarrellMay 2023, interview with the author. For more details, Ghap. Ill, C, 161.

120 Barbara Ehrenreici;he Hearts of Men: American Dreams and the Flight from Commit(iewt York: Anchor

Books, 1983), 124. Born in Missouri, Carol Ehrlich was an anarchist and radical feminist active in the 1970s, who is
mostly remembered for her essagcialism, Anarchism, and FeminigBeltimore: Research Group One, 1977).

2IMi chael Messner, AThe Limits of &6The Male Sex Rol eo:
Movement s 6 GBndes & SodiatyR,aq. 8 (1998): 2556, https://doi.org/10.1177/0891243298012003002

256.

122 This phrase was the title of a successful book by psychologist Herb Goldberg published in 1976. Although his
criticism of male sex roles was rather aligned with tha
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different focuses and agendas. Some were more interested in rooting out male chaeiavhidm,

some were more focused on male well being. Thi
Li beration movement in the | ate 1970s: AThe ¢
resolutions at the national conferences in St. Louis (1968 Angeles (1978), and Milwaukee
(1979). And it began to emerge withid*Andcal m
Aby t he 1980s, O sociol ogi st Mi chael Ki mmel

crosstoads. o

By 1981, the scission was complete, with the +walled profeminist men creating the
National Organization for Men (NOMY® According to Warren Farrell, theaetiviststhought that
imén i ssues should only exist t¥%Inthisminddteegr ee t
betrayed the cause of gender equality, along with feminists. For profeminist sociologist Michael
Kimmel, the blame lies in the oppositecamp A Once women began to make
me n 6 s bdebly makingrape, sexual harassment, and domestic violence part of the gender
dynamics that were under scrutiny he men 6 s | i*?bAbtherstart ofittee 1980st therd . O
was no more Mends Li be Daspite their diffecent eiengaints orttllis s p e a
scissionall sides actually agree on the cause: some activists thought they should be auxiliaries of
feminism and primarily sought to combat male oppression of women, while others refused this and
kept on advocatindfor me n 6 s | sagaingthe stictudes of the male sex rol. third
movement attempted to escape the conflictual arena of gender politics altogether. The next section

focuses on the latter two, since profeminist men are not a part of the marmosplb s geneal og

A. 2. The Menodés M®OWgment (s) (1980s
2a.The Birth of the Mends Rights Movement

The faction of men who started opposing feminism did not suddenly become male
supremacists. Rather, they had supported feminism and the ERA in the attempt to solve some male

dismissive of organized gender politics. As a therapistléiened hegust wanted to write a book to help men feel
better about themselves, without any guilt. This book c
movement. Herb Goldber§he Hazards of Being Male: Surviving the Myth of Masculine Privi{ligev York: Nash

Publishing, 1976).

2The phrase fimale chauvinismod was then quite popular to
Vi ewer , i ts popul arity peaked in 1974, i n t
https://web.archive.org/web/20230925090140/https://books.google.com/ngrams/graph?content=Male+chauvinism&

year_ start=1950&year end=2019&corpus=819&smoothing=3generated and archived September 25, 28@8.

details onNgram, see footnote n°201, 51.

2 nterrante, fiDancing Along the oOPf8/ci pice: The Menods M
125 Michael Kimmel,Angry White Men: American Masculinity at the End of an @®ew York: Nation Books, 2013),

105.

1261t was renamed National Organization for Changing Men (NOCM) in 1983, then National Organizatiden

Against Sexism (NOMAS) in 1990. It is still active today, see
https://web.archive.org/web/20230627131536/https://nomasanahived June 27, 2023.

27TWarren FarrellMay 2023, interview with the author. For more details, Ggap. Ill, C, 161.

128 Kimmel, Angry White Men104.
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specific issues. Chief among those were the male draft and child custody after thvimdeed,

between 1964 and 1973, the Vietham war had taken a heavy toll on young American men, as almost
two millions were drafted and sent to fight abroad, by virtue of being born#dfer some men

at the time, this made the idea of male oppression very difficult to swallow. Surely a true gender
equality movement would combat this, they argtiédnd indeed, the ERA would have made the
maleonly draft unconstitutiond®?These acti vists who addressed n
masculists, masculinists, or aeembersoft he Menod6s Ri ghts movement . T
founded in 1977, was called Free Men, iaowadays known as the National Coalition For Men
(NCFM).133

Similarly, as divorce had become more commonplacE? child custody was
disproportionally, if not automatically, attributed to mothE€fsin the 1970s, states started
guestioning this maternal preference, considering a presumption of shared custody in disputed
divorces, but NOW did not support this appro&ttzor feminists, it was unthinkable to grant men
equal rights to their childrenédés custody aft.:
childcare before divorce. More importantly, a blind presumption of joint custody would put ex
battered wives imlanger, by forcing them to regularly interact with their abusivausbands®’

2These two issues feature prominently in oMeeFreeihg t he ea
Men: Exploding the Myth of the Traditional Mdliersey City: New Atlantis Press, 1985). The book features a chapter

on custody entitled AWhen D&dd)y Garddtonke ohadcdy sAITY pdri e
Drafto (-221) . I n our interview, Warren Farrel!l agreed th
were the main reasons. And men have made very Ilittle pr
seeChap. Ill, C, 161.

0 The official number of conscripts for the Vietnam War is 1,857,304. In the 119&Bs, most of these male activists

would also remember the Korean War draft (1,529,539 con
(around 10 million conscri pts), Sel ective Service Syst e
https://web.archive.org/web/20230925144222/https://www.sss.gov/higtakgecords/inductiorstatistics/ archived

September 25, 2023.

Blsee BaumliMen Freeing Men"The Sexist Draft," 22241.

¥2The ERAOG6s text stating that AEquality of rights under
or by any state on account thecreatisneol gelddemeutral draftudr the aholitere r e q u i
of the maleonly draft. For successive version of the ERA text, see
https://history.hanover.edu/courses/excerpts/336erg.atchived September 30, 2024.

133 NCFM website https://web.archive.org/web/20230628104416/https://ncfm.arghived June 28, 2023.

134 The US divorce rate doubled between 1965 and 1IR%ber t Mi chael | AThe -Bifdse i n Di
AgeSpeci fic Coemygraphys)rtos2,(1878): 1782, https://doi.org/10.2307/2060521, 178.

3The dominant juridical principle,ati nthheer ittiende fwasn sthiel
Er a, as stated in this 1920 | aw treati se, fWhere the ct

preferred as their custfrdomnF at kernd&sd RPmopMartyy Atnon Glaislodr,
Child Custody in the United Stat@dew York: Columbia University Press, 1994), 113.

136 bid., 123;125. California was the first state to establish a joint custody preference in 1980.

B'This is still NOWbés position, as this ideological and
Il rene Wei ser and Mar ci a Pappas, fiFat her so Responsik
https://web.archive.org/web/20140512230817/http://www.nownys.org/fathers_resarchived May 12, 2014. See

also, National Organizatiofor Wo me n , i FiaNeWwsletrOof the NOW Family Law Ad Hoc Advisory

Committee T SPECI AL REPORT, O
https://web.archive.org/web/20121018120803/http://www.nowfoundation.org/issues/family/FamilyLawNewsletter
Fall2012.pdf archived October 18, 2012.
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For Farrell, who had spent years campaigning to get fathers more involved with their children, this
was the last straw:

AEveryt hi ng we n tsevenges WwheruNOW chme tolt @gaimsi the presumption
of joint custody. | couldn't believe the people | thought were pioneers in equality were saying
that women should have the first option to have children or not te tlaildre® that children
should not have efual rights to their dad. o

Resentment towards feminism started growing. It was accused of strategically disregarding
what MRAs started call i ng:HinTehnedsse rfiegnhitnsios ter b
because shared parenthood is seen by many women as a threat, it is a political hot potato best
dropped, 0 Daniel Cal ¥Simidaat980s MBMRAs ®&ighe¢d.

fumed about the perceived | ack of feminist su
men cause war. Politicians perhaps, but not mi
my | infakeactivist aleaded?! Resentful of the lack of popular and media attention for those

mends issues, the movement accused its former
AMends | iberation recogni zed bahlsexe¢s, asfactwhelt vy | a
femi ni sm t effahsarly MRAleadarwmote, addliifyF e mi ni sm is transf
our eyes into YHiseildeforpréfeaministimeniwsrehadhdi Today 6 s mal

feminists are largely men filled with sédtfathing who expiate their guilt through the worship of a
goddess who gets her kicks out of dumping on men. They ignore or belittle the role restrictions
men have |lived with, and rigidiy follow the fe

By the 1980s, Mendés Rights had become aut ol
1993, Warren Farrell publishéithe Myth of Male Powewhich became the canonical text of the
movement“*°In it, he explored structural disadvantages facing men, such as higher rates of suicide,
workplace fatalities, or homelessné&He also addressed the new-batton issues of feminism,
such as sexual harassment and rape, each time refusaidne described amesided narratives,

¥ Steven Svoboda, i AN Il nt er vioOe wMenwabiotgh 1997War r en
https://ia902600.us.archive.org/22/items/20230628 20230628 1237/archived June 28, 2023.

¥¥This was paralleling the emergence of fAwomends issues
in the 1970s as shown by the Google Books Ngram Viewer,

https://web.archive.org/web/20230929121623/https://books.google.com/ngrams/graph?content=women%27s+issues
&year start=1900&year_end=2019&corpus=#l9&smoothing=3 generated and archived September 29, 2023.

For details on Ngram, séeotnote n°201, 51.

“Daniel Calvin, fAThe ®OentFieeiny MenfExplodingrthe Mythwosthie draditional Malen

ed. Francis Baumli (Jersey City: New Atlantis Press, 1985),9985197.

YFErederic Haywar d, @ WeMaVRreeing\Mea: Exploding the Myth of fhé Teaditional Male

ed. Francis Baumli (Jersey City: New Atlantis Press, 1985),33839.

“2Ri chard Haddad, fAConcepts and Ov er MenEreeingMen:tExpledinglenoés L
the Myth of the Traditional MaJeed. Francis Baumli (Jersey City: New Atlantis Press, 1985),88183.

WRichard Haddad, # FMené&rkeing Nem:aEExploding ithe Mhythdof the Mraditional Madd.

Francis Baumli (Jersey City: New Atlantis Press, 1985), 269, 269.

YRichard Haddad, @To dManyFiEengMenl ExploBimgihe Myithsftthe Traditional Male.

Francis Baumli (Jersey City: New Atlantis Press, 1985), 290, 290.

¥5Farrell, The Myth of Male Powem our interview, Farrell stated that he now regrets the title, preféfrird®aradox

of Male Powey whi ch is c¢closer to his position. He al so does
AMenbés | ssues. 0

146 For contemporary statistics on these mattezefootnote n211, 5253.
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and calling for resocialization of both seXé§Although he had not reneged on his gender
egalitarianism, his positions definitely placed him well into the antifeminist camp. By a strange
twist of history, a group of former feminist men had become stalwart antifeminists, a divide which
would only accetuateover time.

2.b. The Rise and Fall of thel9OdWgnods Myt hop:

The ter m @ my firdt uspddoe Amercan psyanaogist Shepherd Bliss in 1986
to describe gatherings that had been occurring under the aegis of American poet Rdfigrt Bly:

Aln the Mendocino woods each year since 1982,
together drumming, reciting poetry, learning aikido, playing volleyball, telling stories, making
masks, listening to presentations by men like Robert Bly and psychologist James Hillman, and
dancing a wild saiba | ate into the night. o

These alimale retreats were the beginning of what would become a nationwide movement.
Inspired by myths and folklore, poetry, as well as Jungian psychoanalysis, several New Age writers
tried to redefine masculinity based on what they saw as ancientrwideey diagnosed a crisis
in masculinity in contemporary American men. To answer this, they wrote books, organized
lectures and retreats specifically destined for a male audience. With a therapeutic spirit, the
movement sought to help men feel better exutress their pain and emotions. In psychoanalytical
fashion, relationships with the mother and the father were particularly central in these attempts at
unearthing past traumd® i Myt hopoet so insisted on the impo
fatherson bond, which they saw as dysfunctional in American society. They notably ignored the
topic of women and gender relationships in general, focusing instead on male experiences,
emotons, and bonding. To be as inclusive and nonconflictual as possible, political discussions
were also carefully avoidéd*l t is difficult to generalize on
for it never was an organized force, nor a cogent ideology, as explained by sociologist Michael
Schwalbe:

7 Farrell, The Myth of Male Power

148 Robert Bly (19262021) was a Minnesotan poet and a famous opponent of the Vietnam War, founding and heading
the American Writers Against the Vietham War organization in the 1960s. He received the National Book Award for
Poetry in 1968. He later turneddor gani zi ng mends movements and theorizing
WShepherd Bliss, fAiBeyond Ma c hhesYoya Jouriiahl€1986) 3¢40,38. Blisss Mo v e m
remar ks el sewhere that the movement was just called dt
Amyt hopoetic, 0 see Shepher d BI The BoliticstoMianhbod: fPmfeniirisctMeMe n 6 s
Respond to the Mythopoetic Men o6 s Mo v e ede Mithael(Kirmel t h e
(Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 1995),i23¥7, 292.

The theory behind the mythopoetic mends movement and i
Schwalbefi The Theory BellinddctkhengPrtdet ilco,nd Cage: The Menbds |
American CulturgNew York and Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1996),55

BlFor a thorough and critical press account of the move
Movement St al ks t h e The WWaslkington SiPdst , Eebruary 3, 1991,
https://web.archive.org/web/20220629173057/https://www.washingtonpost.com/archive/lifestyle/1991/02/03/mens
movemenistalksthe-wild-side/83d3e851.384484c8e43c4e30e1229f4/ archived June 29, 2022; for the most

complete academic overview of the movement, based on three years of participant observation and interviews, see
SchwalbeUnlocking the Iron Cag

I
M
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Ailtdéds true that mythopoetic activity was not c
or restricted to those who swore allegiance to a particular set of beliefs. There was, however, an
underlying philosophy (derived in large part frormdian psychology), a circurtding group of

teachers, a body of inspirational literature, nationally circulated publications and many similarities

of practice among the mythopoetic melR?6s groups

Nothing illustrates the popularity of the movement better than the commercial success of
Robert Bllog dolsn: ALBb&k B\bout Meli® Written by the most prominent mythopoet,
this exploration of masculine comutg-age mythgemained on thBlew York Times we e k|l y non
fiction bestseller list for the whole of 1991, even topping it eleven times that*ear.

At the time, the country saw men flocking to mythopoetic retreats and seminars, escaping
everyday life for weekends of lectures, poetry, drumming, dancing, howlingssardhing, and
male bonding. So prevalent was thisnd that sociologists Kimmel and Kaufman wrote that
Ahundreds of thousands of meno had participat
source thisestimat€®Wr i t er Susan Faludi concurs and writ
fifty thousand men in the | ast half of the 068
seminars fenroll ed mor e t Falhthigbefore thetpublicatianrod me n
Iron John If the exact figures are uncertain, observers and scholars agree on the demographic of
myt hopoetic men: ANedehyi &l edwasehwehetesexehf
Michael Schwalbevrites®’

The mythopoetic mends movement briefly bec:
US, obscuring all other$8 For example, when introducing his book on masculinity if-48d
19"century America, hi storian Anthony Rotundo
for us in an era with Thhe rigeamk &zse dd ursetn 6jsa arkoevte

B»2Mi chael Schwal be, AMyt hopoetic Mendm Pics ¢&f Manlsooda Sear ¢
Profeminist Men Respond to the Mythopoeti c,edMbliohGet Movem
Kimmel (Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 1995),i288}, 187.

158 Robert Bly,Iron John: A Book about MefReading: AddisosWesley, 1990).

154 1t only dropped of the ranking for the last three days of the year. Bestseller lists were obtained from:
https://web.archive.org/web/20230622154537/http://www.hawes.com/1991/199archived June 22, 2023.

Mi chael Ki mmel and Michael Kauf man, @ We @Hedoalittcsovar ri or
Manhood: Profeminist Men Respond to the Mythopektic Men
Michael Kimmel (Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 1995)4B8515.

156 Susan FaludiBacklash: The Undeclared War Against American Woliigw York: Crown, 1991), 3109.

"Mi chael Schwalbe, AMythopoetic Mends Work as a Search
attendants marginalized drifters. On Bly's retreat roster were lawyers, judges, doctors, accountants, and corporate
executives; at one wilderness esipace, the group included several vice presidents of Fortune 500 companies and

two televisionstation owners 0  F, Bdckiadhi319.

38l recall that, before the mythopoetic movement captu
it meant anything at all to most peopl e, pr obHalyl y sugg
Brod, AThe Politics of t hdheWglitichodMaohoadi Pcofevirist Men Rddpprwddome nt |,
the Myt hopoetic Menbs Movement,ed Mahael Kimmel (Phadelph@prengle i ¢ L e a
University Press, 1995), 896, 90.

159 Anthony RotundoAmerican Manhood: Transformations in Masculinity from the Revolution to the Modern Era

(New York: Basic Books, 1993), 1.
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Aopposing the views of mends movement | eaders
more precisions were needed to identify mythopoets, and Bly in parttéllar.

By the mid1990s, the movement started declining, before virtually disappearing at the turn
of the millennium. There does not seem to be much research focusing on this rapid decline. In our
interview, Warren Farrell commented on the demise of mythopodide \We was friends with
Robert Bly and saluted mythopoetic male bondi
spelled by its | ack of politics: Al't doesnodt
| t 6s | us t% Taus, haargues,itimight hate been a curiosity for the media to report on
but did not have what ibbk to gain national prominence, and therefore quickly disappeared. In
2000, after reviewing the mends movements of
wrote: fnall of these men's movements Bmo& i n seEe
of the major publications within each movement. Attendance is dramatically down at various
event £An&] oyet, although this did not happen
Il nternet revolution was already well on its w
new ones.

2.c. The Advent of the Internet and the Birth of the Manosphere

I n the 1980s, online message boards <call e
discussion system Usenet. At first, these werdidential, with access being limited to universities
and a few tectsavvy individuals. Yet, as they became more accessible in the late 1980s, Usenet
newgroups became increasingly popdfdDi scussi ons of menés i ssues
perhaps not too surprising, since the population of early Internet users was predominantly male,
white, and educated, similar to tdomitated&ndt he v e
still confidentiab online spaces allowed men to gather and exchange views far from female or
feminist presence. Manosphere wri tworulldenmtl ridan
cool if we had a place we could go and talk, and be honest about the horseshit we wade through
on a daily basis angust be dudesd'®* Usenet proved to be a precursor for later technological
developments in social networking such as forums and social media, and as such it contained the
Afearly seedso of what would become the manospl

AThe early seeds of the modern Manosphere <can

1980s, particularly thaltmenf ami | y of newgroups. Thatds where

online began. Thatoés where the Manosphere bega
¥aln the early 1990s, Bly's mythopoetic nlemeéns movement
movement i n t he Mighag MdssaerRoliias sf Masculingies:.M&n in Movemer{tanham:

AltaMira Press, 1997), 8.

81 Warren FarrellMay 2023, interview with the author. For more details, Ggap. Ill, C, 161

®2Kenneth Clatterbaugh, ALit e8igns: dourmeal obVoméenhineCulture &hd Soblegyn 6 s M
25, no. 3 (April 1, 2000): 8834, hitps://doi.org/10.1086/49548890.

183Michael Hauben and Ronda HaubBietizens: On the History and Impact of Usenet and the IntérnstAlamitos:

Wiley-IEEE Computer Society Press, 1997).

841an Ironwood,The Manosphere: A New Hope for Masculirf@ed Pill Press, 2012%-book location 2%
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it developed, it transformed with the technology, becoming in turn Yahoo! newsgroups, mailing
l i sts, websites,®and, eventually, blogs. o

Other malecentered and antifeminist newsgroups at the time were alt.dads.rights,
alt.feminazis, or soc.mefi®St arting in the 1990s, men also b
in newsgroups for nearly a decade, secretly working to turn the art of seduction into an exact
sci elWadhese seduction enthusiasts aArdt icsotascohes!
APUAs, 0 and their main venue was the newsgrou

forum, an international cabal of PBAMes$Strgussadual I
writes 188 With the World Wide Web, the appearance of blogs, forums, and later social media,
Usenet fell into oblivion. Yet, online mends ¢

from the original MRA and PUA groups, eventually forming the manosphere.

A.3. Takeaways
3. a. Similarities Between Early Mends Movel

How does this genealogy of the manosphere shed light on contemporary developments? In
order to answer this question, simi-19a0swilt i es b
be briefly outlined.

Demographics and Group Mobility

Firstly, al l journalistic and academic acc
samecharacteristicsactivists were overwhelmingly white, middle and upglass, & well as
college educated. This relatively high level of education can explain two features. First of all, books
played a prominent part as these movements were based on a canon of books written by their chief
organizers and ideologist® This might be a bias coming from available historical sources, but it
seems that in the 197s9 9 0s mends movement s, books were n
magazines, or TV and radio. Secondly, high levels of education also explain why these gioups ha
an online presence as soon as the late 1980s, in the days when the Internet was still restricted to a
small computesavvy population.

There might be a very simple reason for this similarity between groups: the same men often

participated in different movements. Warren F
165 |bid.
% Al i ce Marwick and Robyn Caplan, ADrinking Male Teal

Ha r a s sHemimst Media Studies8, no. 4 (2018): 54%9, https://doi.org/10.1080/14680777.2018.14505H4s

study is the only one in manosphere research to include Usenet content in its dataset (the archival of Usenet being
rather patchy and the navigation difficult). AFeminazi 0
to disparge feminists who are seen as too radical. According to the Google Books Ngram Viewer, it originated in the
late  1980s  (during the Usenet era), and has been gainifeyor ever  since,
https://web.archive.org/web/20230913132041/https://books.google.com/ngrams/graph?content=feminazi&year_start
=1930&year_end=2019&corpus=&019&smoothing=3generated and archived September 13, 2B@38details on
Ngram,see footnote n°201, 51.

167 Neil StraussThe Game: Penetrating the Secret Society of Pickup Afiste York: Regan Books, 2005), 9.

168 |bid., 125.

169 A list of key books from this period is provided@ited Materials and Bibliography, 1.G; 1.H, 4467.
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Li beration Movement, the Mends Right’swdbvemen
as in mythopoetic gatherings. And he is far from being the only one. Activist Jed Diamond also
recalls participating in male consciousnresai si ng groups in the 1970s
Rights conferences in the 1980s, as well as mythopoetins '

TheMasculinity Crisis

Al |l the mends groups examined were predicaé
malaise, if not crisis. Male liberationists employed the sex role model to put a name on their
predicament: men were leading emotionally impoverished lives, prevented Ibysmacdrom
forming intimate and genuine connections, and were entrapped in an unsatisfying socially imposed
breadwinner role. Mythopoets insisted on the lack of fasberbonds and of rites of initiation for
young men. Meno6s Ri g théerspdint o ngliog out@ntnale biasesiav en f
the media or in courts, and bemoaning | ack of
reverting the trope of men as the oppressors, to men as the oppressed. They thus resorted
abundantly to the nain of a crisis for men and boys in contemporary society.

Scholars have noted the ubi qui'®@verditort hi s n
and |l ocations, di scourses around masculinity
threatened, and at risk. Inherently unstable, masculinity is always in process, under negotiation,
needing to be O0shosed wmpgpabdnsei MBadtmeEehyritdso & mi e
in an article titl ed YfiFdresacioldgisttFeamncim iDupadeér, this i n Cr
recurring trope of a masculinity crisis is a reactionary strategy: it obscures male power and
domination, usually blames women for social changes, and mobilizes resources and emotions
towards a reinstatement ofatlitional values and a sexist hierarchy of the s&Xegvhile
demonstrating a conscious antifeminist strategy in all historical cases is not easy, it does seem that
the masculinity crisis trope reemerges in times of political and social transformations, in particular

01n our interview, Warren Farrell explained that he helped found the organization, yet his stay with the profeminist
men was shoit i v e d: i | knew Robert Brannon and the people tha
perspective. | knew theyere just manipulating me to take over, and | just felt | would go on and do my owyothing

Warren FarrellMay 2023, interview with the author. For more details, Skap. Ill, C, 161.

Jed Diamonli,vaiTWweatry in t he Thdelaliics of MankoednBrofémsnistaMen n
Respond to the Mythopoetic Mends Mov ePndadelphial Pempgle t he M
University Press, 1995), 3130, 314315.

172 30ciologist Francis DupuiBéri shows that just a quick query famasculinity crisi® andfimen's crisié on online

PhD dissertation libraries and bookstores finds research dealing with all the Western world in the last five centuries,

as well as Latin America, Africa and Aslde then examines the cases df-teéntury England, Revolutionary France,

and late 19-century US and Europe, which all witness@dasculinity crisi® panics, Francis DupuB ®r i , fiLe
discours de lacrise de la masculiniéec o mme refus de | 6®galit® entre 1|l es
ant i f ®Réecherckes fémirist@s, no. 1 (2012): 8909, https://doi.org/10.7202/1011118ar

@WJudith Allen, fAMen Interminably in Crisis? Rddisat ori ans
History Review82 (2002): 191207, 199 https://doi.org/10.1215/0163654%0282-191.

"She reviews three history books on masculinity and fi
crisis.o She adds that AThis theme of Acrisis in mas:
mascul i nity  mbretha fwentyebooksios the issue. She also remarks that there is no such generalized
panic about a fAcrisis of feminilbd,206206.i n books around wc

"SDupuisD®r i , fLe drisesde la massulind@eo hme refus de | 6®galit® entre
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in response to changes in gender norms, which may explain why it has been quite opellar
the feminist breakthroughs of the 1978

In the Shadow of Feminism?

Despite their claims to represent the fmen:q
movements could compare with the cultural, political, organizational, and legal success of
feminism. Despite its many branches and varieties, feminism was (dhds)sta broadly
recognizable movement, claiming to represent women and speak on their behalf. Yet, mainstream
press articles of the time treated nE€Ands move
indeed, none of them ever competed with the popular and political support enjoyed by feminism.
They rarely managed to penetrate the mainstream media, or to influence public policy and
institutions?’®

To go further, | would argue that all these movements lived in the shadow of feminism.
Indeed, discussions of gender were already heavily framed by the more influential feminist
frameworks and concepts. Menoés Li braenanhiieon r e
profeminist men decided to embrace them altog:
the oppositional path, and started combating feminism. Yet, all these approaches were reactive to
feminism. Kenneth Clatterbaugh points out this simiat y bet ween mends mov
begins with a feminist viewpoint, wheth@r or r
In fact, the relationship with feminism was the issue that split the movement in the late 1970s.
Neither pro, nor antieminist, the mythopoetic movement tried to create something diffé#ént.

Yet, its esoteric New Age synthesis did not manage to live on in the 21st century.

' n her book on contemporary online masculinity and p
anyway, the current masculinity o6crisisé has raged for
Ashcraft,Wronged and Dangerous: Viral Masculinity and the Populist PandéBristol: Bristol University Press,

2022), 155.

177 A rather sympathetic 19lifemagazi ne article on Mendés Liberation oper
to meet may strike you as being incredibly wrought up o

them fia kind of embarrassaidvg Wamgu ar d o difgBadgtshr, 19Bardrde/ |, 10,
52.

One illustration of this gap is how uncommon the phras
were and still are compared to their female equivalents, see Google Books Ngram Viewer,
https://web.archive.org/web/20230929144959/https://books.google.com/ngrams/graph?content=\WWomen%27s+Liber
ation%2C+Men%27s+Liberation%2C+Women%27s+Issues%2C+Men%27s+Issues%2C+Women%27s+Rights%2
C+Men%27s+Rights&year_start=1950&year end=2019&corpu28d®&smamthing=3 generated and archived

September 29, 202F%or details on Ngram, sdeotnote n°201, 51Another is the existence of a state feminism
represented by womenés policy agencies t hfominsidetheve to
state apparatus0 Joni L o \Btata daminisn ane Balitical Representati(@ambridge: Cambridge

University Press, 2005), 4. There is no male counterpart to state feminism, which led Warren Farrell to chair a coalition

to create a White House Council on Men and Boys as a counterpart to the White House Council on Women and Girls
during t he Ob ama administration, see t he coa
https://web.archive.org/web/20230929153309/https://whitehouseboysmen.org/PROEXEMUTIVE-
SUMMARY-White_House Council_Boys Men.as@archived September 29, 2023.

179 Kenneth ClatterbauglGontemporary Perspectives on Masculinity: Men, Women, and Politics in Modern Society

2nd ed. (Boulder: Westview Press, 1997), 14.

BWKenneth Clatterbaugh, an astute analyst of mends mov
movement . The mythopoetic menbds movement came wunder h
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This analysis of similarities betweengrent er net mendés movements r
to understanding the contemporary manosphere. Firstly, boundaries between groups were fluid and
men circulated between them, which is even truer with online actifisBecondly, books were
cruci al in the devel opithusbe givemspesial attentiodmheralyt s, an
the rhetoric of a male mal ai s e!®Lastly, nonedfthdses , i s
movements make sense except in light of feminism and its evolutions, which should be kept in
mind.

3.b. Sciencand Human Naturei n Early Menés Movement s

What was the role of science -1990s?tDldohsye me n ¢
contain the seeds of contemporary manosphere enthusiasm for evolutionary biology and
psychology?

Mendbs Liberation

|l nherent to the ideology of Menbds Liberatio
for differences between men and women: those were thought to be the sole product of sex roles. In
The Liberated ManFarrell acknowledged some innate sexual differences, but always put the
emphasis on the way social conditioning exacerbates tftSer example, premenstrual tension

symptoms might exist, but a study shows that
and conflict in a wom&heoweother ipsophersean
Farrell asked. Hi s concl usi on: AMen and women

instincts must be learned through teaching. Our culture teaches women, discourages men, and then
claims the instinctfop ar ent i ng i s % Aboujwokence, be alsoowroten . 0

i Mo st bi ol ogi st s today agree that me n do not
aggressiveness is a product of two faceors t endency and-aondteabtee tveon vi r on

showing the difficulty for a male gendbased movement to exist independently of feminism. Kenneth Clatterbaugh,

AMyt hopoetic Foundat i on sThe®alitics dfl amhoddgRrofeinidt Mdn &Respohdytq the i n
Myt hopoetic Mends Movement ( Ahiadetphize TeivpletUniversity Bress,d99%),e ad e r s
44i 63, 61.

8l For the contemporary manosphere, this is discussed belGhaip. I, B, 67.

182 Manosphere books feature prominently in my qualitative discourse anabysifyll corpus materials in Appendix

9, 501.The role of books iscientificknowledge acquisition is exploréa Chap. VII, A, 351.

183 This is still true of the contemporary manosphere Glesp. |, B, 68.

184 This was the reflection of a popular strand in the social scientific research of thelBF@3sthat highlighted the

di fferentiated social cond-rblenpngssetirgsrbsl andabogput i
paper,whichwoud t hen be reproduced i n L-Rdledresstrésam thesSociaizatork s, Ru
of t he M&3yehologital RepbriSpno. 2 (1959): 4568, https://doi.org/10.2466/pr0.1959.5.h.457. For an

example of the intertwining of sewle research and (male and female) liberationist agendas in th&9#0d, see

I dahlynn Karr e, iStereotypedsSdédxxr Rali d® r aGothmyRieatiohe c S x & |
Education25, no. 1 (1976): 4%2, https://doi.org/10.1080/03634527609384598

B Warren FarrellThe Liberated Man: Beyond Masculinity: Freeing Men and their Relationships with Wblaen

York: Bantam Books, 1975), 13. First published in 1974 by Random House (New York). Citations refer to the Bantam
edition.

186 |bid., 113.
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interact to produce aggressiveness or passivity. The implication is that environment is a variable
and that by its very nature, agg®fessiveness is

Those passages and many others reveal a great deal of confusion over the nature/nurture
conundr um. The terms are far from clear: wh at
what i s this Atendencyo f or ma élaberatiopnisidexacne i f
biological sex differences can be summed up as follows: (1) they muggdt; but are almost
meaningless compared to the strength of socialr@exconditioning; (2) they are abusively
assumed to be true, then made worse by clifionees, much like a seftilfilling prophecy®and
(3) it is possible to create a gendeutral human role and society through cultural procé$3es.

Mends Rights

As described earlier, the Menbés Rights mov
the late 1970s. It also shared the same aversion towards biologjcaliyded explanations for
behavior. Thus, in 1985, an activist wrote about the moveniefithe wunder pi nning
phil osophy are based on the | earned behavior
sociobiology is the maj d°%l ndettheer nii 9n8altsi,o nMeonfd sr oR
still focused exclusively on nurture, while rejecting the influence of nature. Writing in 1997,
sociologist Michael Messnethusi nsi st ed t hat Amost menos ric
construttionists. o

When Farrell wroté'he Myth of Male Powean 1993, his position had shifted. This time,
biological sex differences were acknowledged. However, they could (and should) be overwritten,
he argued, for both sexes to be finally liberated. This would not however be easy, he wrote, for
iChangi ngfmiylelairenosf genetic heritag¥®Todayl | pl &
Farrell has forfeited his original blank slate positions, and incorporates more life scientific research
in his writings, for example on hormones and animal behavior. In our interview, his position now
mirrored the scientific consensus, i.that the nature/nurture dichotonigy pointless, for those
factorsare i nextricably rel ated: %% hetjested. B8 dajectoayt ur e
over the past fifty years reflects the broader success of evolutionary approaches to human behavior.
In fact, Michael Mills, a professor of evolutionary psychology | interviewed, recalled reading

1871bid., 95.

8E g.,i On e -fuliling ryth is that women, by nature, are physically the weakejosexi h56.d . ,

BMeno6s Liberationists WM\ ejeation pfbielaygimthesocialsaencesf as tebcebed o s t
in the next chapter, s&hap. II, A, 102.

Tom Williamson, @A Hi st oMeyFreeifigMerh Explddiagttie slythvbbthed raditional, 6 i n
Male, ed. Francis Baumli (Jersey City: New Atlantis Press, 1985),20822 Sociobiology is presented in Chap. Il,

A, 105.

191 MessnerPolitics of Masculinities92.

192 Warren FarrellThe Myth of Male Power: Why Men Are the Disposable(Bexdon: Fourth Estate, 1994), 253.

First published in 1993 by Simon and Schuster (New York). Citations refer to the Fourth Estate edition.

193Warren FarrellMay 2023, interview with the author. Fdetails on the interview, see Chap. IIl, C, 161.
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F a r r Myth bfdlale Powein the 1990s and advising Farrell to look into evolutionary scientific
research, which he thought would enrich his vision of sex differéfites.

Myt hopoetic Mends Movement

The foundational definition of mythopoetic thinking by Shepherd Bliss unequivocally
rejected what he <call ed Réathen tham remnmoying radonal, | o g |
analytical, or political thinking, this approach thinks mythopoeticaliye., using symbols,
met aphors, and ar chet yP°ahus, itisaocgonder, tiat ntythopogticot e i
thinkers reject eS8ocidogistdaadpplitical ddiestistoaifar faes: Poéts and
myt hol ogi sts offer metaphors. Both facts and 1
years latet?® Mythopoets simply offered a different but equally valuable account of reality, he
contended: AThe sciences and mythology are uni
is. Linear reasoning differs 2 OQnotme surface, rthet i v e
manosphereds current fascination for | ife sci:
at the anti podes -scientifit Atteudem yyethtloepe care tsemie sirailaritias
between those phenomena.

Firstly, psychology was omnipresent among mythopoets. Prominent writers and retreat
organizers included psychologist Shepherd Bliss, and Jungians such as clinical psychologist Aaron
Kipnis, psyclwanalyst Robert Moore, and most prominently, theorist and former head of the Carl
Gustav Jungdnstitute in Zurich, James Hillma#® Secondly, mythopoets were in a quest to find

the eternal essence of mascul ilromJohnIndangsot he nZ
they drew heavily on Jungian archetypes, which were supposedly buried deep in the collective
unconscious. Thus, dAfoll owing Jung, they [saw

and f e'fhEherefwe, @aven if mythopoetic sources are very remote from scientific research,
there is a convergence between mythopoets and manospherians: these men found a psychological
paradigm which presented gender differences as universal and timeless andlosédhtaem to

make sense of, and to transform, masculinity.

194 Michael Mills, June2023, interview with the author. For details on the interview, Geap. Ill, C, 161 His

relationship with manosphere ideas is analyime@hap. VIl, D, 369.

¥Shepherd Bliss, fiAiBeyond Macgohi3s9mo: The New Mends Movem
Shepherd Bliss, @AMyt ho pheedlticcof WaehoddsProfdminist Mea Responddo then

Myt hopoetic Mends Movement ( Armrd MithhetKinvhelt(Fhitagelpréat TempleL e ad e r
University Press, 1995), 26207, 305.

1971bid., 293.

1981t is surprising to find all these PRBoIding theorists and therapists in such an apparentlyatitnalist movement.

Refl ecting on Binsel bedt Kapnsmdssaciiol ogi st Michael Kir
sincebothmehave their doctorateso. | nThe Rofiticseof Maghood: ®rofdmimst  Mi ¢ h
Men Respond to the Mythopoetic Mends MRhiadelpiean TemgleAnd t h e

University Press, 1995), 364.

¥Mi chael Schwal be, @AWhy Myt hopo dheiPoliticMa ManlodnFrdfemiRist o c k t ©
Men Respond to the Mythopoetic Mends MedvMichaehkimmélAnd t h
(Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 1995),i323 326.
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Before turning to theadvent of the Internet and the rise of the contemporary online
manosphere, thiameline ofme n 6 s  moivtieepeintérret era is recapitulatedfigure 1.1
below.

Figure 1.1: Timelineof Pre-l nt er net Mends Movement

First Men and Bly's First
Masculinities Mythopoetic
Conference Retreats Warren TFhar
1975 1982 Myth of Male Power

; ; 1993
Berkeley Men's Creation of the National
Center Manifesto Organization for Men (later NOMAS)

1973 1981
Creation of
Free Men Inc. Robert
(Later NCFM) Iron John
1977 1991

Decline of the
Tensions and Mythopoets

split of Men's Mythopoetic Men's Movement
Liberation ythop

Men's Rights'{Movement

Men's Liberation Movement Profeminist men
| |

1970 1980 1990 2000

B. OVERVIEW OF THE MANOSPHERE (2000s-2020s): GROUP
DIFFERENCES AND SIMILARITIES

B.1. Definition and Typology
1.a. What is the Manosphere?
The term manosphere appears to have originated in the early 2010s, as digwe in2.

Pseudonymous Red Pill writer lan Ironwood is widely credited for popularizing the term in 2012
with his eBook, The ManosphereA New Hope for Masculinit§?°

200 [ronwood, The Manosphere.
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Figure 1.2 Use of the ter m0®Manosphereo (2
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Defining the manosphere does not seem to be difficult. In fact, academic definitions broadly
concur with the definition proposed by Ilan |lrc
the best and mosisefuldefinition of the Manosphere is thia collection of internet blogs,
cultural discussion groups, interpersonalinteractions and digital clubhouses whose focus
revolves around issues and interests commaim men and masculinity®? All definitions,
whether critical or appreciative, agree on these three points: (1) the manosphere is a constellation
of loosely related groups and movements, (2) it is principally Intdrastd, and (3) those groups
areunitedbyan@per specti ve, i .e., they speak as men,
and claim to do so on behalf of all men.

Yet , l ronwood adds, A Wihagano rt srtyii tnugt etso fipti hne dM
suddenly thing:$®Iigest, while definitions are eude. stable, manosphere
classifications are more vad For example, one of the earliest and most influential research
articles on the manosphecentainedc at egori es | i ke Atraditional
igamer/ geek cultu®d8miisniistconlkassienitcavtiitdn. ro
add in the massive number of maleented sports sites, car sites, and other ‘daisinated
interest sites, then the Manosphere becovass | i ke t he 2P @thet reseafchess ¢ 0 me

201 The Google Books Ngram Viewer allows to compare the frequency of terms over time in a corpus of millions of
digitized books. The ¥axis shows the proportion of the chosen words relative to all the words in the corpus. See,
https://web.archive.org/web/20240715121306/https://books.google.com/ngrams/graph?content=manosphere&year_s
tart=2000&year _end=2019&corpus=2019&smoothing=3generated and archived March 3, 2023. For more details

on thistool, seeJedapt i st e Michel, et al ., AQuantitative Anal ysi
Science331, no. 6014 (2011): 17832, https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1199644

202 [ronwood, The Manospheres-book location 2%

203 |pid.

204DebbieGi ng, #AAl phas, Betas, and I ncel s: NemandMasaliniieg t he M
22, no. 4 (2019): 63&7, https://doi.org/10.1177/1097184X17706401

205 [ronwood, The Manospheree-book location 2%.
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https://web.archive.org/web/20240715121306/https:/books.google.com/ngrams/graph?content=manosphere&year_start=2000&year_end=2019&corpus=en-2019&smoothing=3
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1199644
https://doi.org/10.1177/1097184X17706401

have also included the ARight in their manosphere typolog? However, such classifications

are so wide that they do not allow for a precise analysis of the phenomenon itself, conflating it with
overlapping but distinct ideologies and groups. If all traditional Christian conservatives or all
gamers were to be inclad in the manosphere, this wo@dcompashosts of people who would

never identify with it, nor agree to its ideas, including millions of women. In fact, Ironwood
explains that his book will only focus on the head of the comefiitth os e parts of t he
that clearly ider¥ify themselves as such. 0

To avoid casting too wide a net with a vague and btgpdlogy, | therefore adopted a
simple criterion: only including groups and communities thatidelftify as belonging to the
manosphere. This does not compriee example a manosphereompatible thinker like Jordan
Petersort®® Even with this criterion, classification is not straightforward. For example, two
competing manosphere Wikipeeige platforms have classifications with respectively four and
eleven subsef8? Based on my longerm observation of the manosphere and my corpus analysis,
| adopt a typology composed of five main communities, which has been popular in recent
research°

1.Db. Mends Rights Activists (MRAS)

Men6és Rights Activists (MRAs) <c¢claim to adyv
behalf of men. Denying the feminist premise of male oppression, their platform revolves around a
set of items called fimends i emdalhedth. Theysalgocstiessa s me
disproportionately mleafflictions like workplace deaths and injuries, suicide, or homeles$Hess.

2Shawn Van Valkenburgh, f#fDigesting the Red HWMénlahd: Mascu
Masculinities24, no. 1 (2018): 84103, https://doi.org/10.1177/1097184X188167 84.

207 [ronwood, The Manospheres-book location 2%.

208 Jordan Peterson (born in Edmonton, Canada in 1962) is a clinical psychologist, who has become an internationally
popular public speaker, writer, and intellectual. He focuses on contemporary social issues from a conservative
perspective, and often addresse me n 6 s i s shelgapproa¢ht h a sel f

209 See iManosphereo entries on Wiki4men
https://web.archive.org/web/20221206151531/https://wikidmen.com/wiki/Manosphere
https://web.archive.org/web/20221206151342/https://incels.wiki/w/Manosphetie archived December 6, 2022

2This typology is adopted by: Alexandra Krendel, Mark
Gendered Soci al Actors across FiCerpgora Manmo2s(pOR2: 2¥B21C o mmu n i
https://doi.org/10.3366/cor.2022.028nn-Kat hri n Rot her mel , Megan Kel |l vy, and
Murder, and OReal Mendé: The MalesSuprémaaism inithe Ynitenl StatéshFeom 6 Ma n o
Patriarchal Traditionalism to Misogynist Incels and the-Right, ed. Emily Carian, Alex DiBranco, and Chelsea Ebin
(Oxfordshire, New York: Routledge, 2022), 1%4.;, Mano el Horta Ribeiro et al., ATI

acr oss tPloeeedis bf the International AAAI Conference on Web and Social Wed2021): 196207,
https://doi.org/10.1609/icwsm.v15i1.18053

2lFor the worldwide greater preval en cte-FemdleRatiadfSuicideui ci de,
Rat e, dttps://web.archive.org/web/20230922114617/https://ourworldindata.org/graphefstak@eRatio-of-

SuicideRates ar chi ved September 22, 2023; for workplace deat
of Fatal Occupational Injuries consistently finds that men die on the job approximately ten times more than women,

see latest release on that topic, @aru of Labor St at,0 stDieccse,mb @ Ne wis6, Rel0&
https://web.archive.org/web/20230913085134/https://www.bls.gov/news.release/pdf/chrichilfed September 13,

2023; 68% of the 2022 US unsheltered homeless population was male, US Department of Housing and Urban
Development, The 2022 Annual Homelessness Assessment Report (AHAR) to Congress, December 2022, 12,
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https://web.archive.org/web/20230913085134/https:/www.bls.gov/news.release/pdf/cfoi.pdf

This diversemovement has some isssepe ci fi ¢ branches, such as n
against the practice of circumcision on infan
defendf a t hcestody dights in divorce cas€€.Many prominent MRAs are lawyers and MRA
organizations often provide legal advice or representation in divorce cases.

The Mends Rights movement can be seen as t
whole manospheré&tarting in the late 1970s, it rejected the feminist idea of male oppression and
insisted on the existence of?MRAMdedogyscauielbe f i ¢ ¢
summed up by three broad beliefs, from most moderate to most radical:

(1) There are male specific structural issues that need to be addressed by law and public policy.
Awareness needs to be raised about those issues.

This is something all MRAs believe in, and which is not incompatible with feminism.
Indeed, some issues of the MRA platform sometimes (ateity) receive support from prominent
liberal feminist figureg*

(2) There is no systemic oppression of women by men. Men face their own set of hardships
and disadvantages in modern Western society. These should be given the same attention
and consideration as those experienced by women.

This is also widely accepted by MRAs, even of the more liberal kind, such as Warren
Farrell. His 1993 bookThe Myth of Male Powenyas in fact the more elaborate attempt at
defending this claim and remains a canonical MRA text to thig'3ay.

B)Contemporary Western society is figynocentr.i
and culturally. Feminism is an amtiale interest group which promotes female power
instead of equality.

This ardent antifeminism is common in the MRA community, and often accompanied by
misogyny. It is best represented by Paul Elam, one of the most active MRAs of tenfiry?'®

https://web.archive.org/web/20230925172056/https://www.huduser.gov/portal/sites/default/files/pdti28@art

1.pdf, archived September 25, 2023.

212 For i nt actsdevi sthg 0 rfintactivist community on Reddit,
https://web.archive.org/web/20230929115941/https://www.reddit.com/r/Intactivists/?rdtsreh&ved September

29, 2023. Fatheré6sdéd Rightsé Activists have been the obj
Jonat han Al schech and Michael Saini, fAfAFathersd Right s
Soping Revi ew o f Journale of Divotcee & a Remarreage60, no. 5 (2019): 36388,
https://doi.org/10.1080/10502556.2018.1546505

213The ideological genesis of the movement is analyzed aba®hdp. I, A, 38.

2%Cathy Young, AiThe FeministRilgdade rAleetilantic 8upas 8n2014,a Men o
https://web.archive.org/web/20220917181217/https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/201 4¢{afthe
presidemiwho-becamea-mensrights-activist/372742/archived September 17, 2022.

215 Farrell, The Myth of Male Power

216 paul Elam is the founder and-publisher of the most popular MRA website, A Voice For Men (AVFM). He also

founded the International Conference on Men's Issues (ICMI). He also authored severadm@liisliography, 407)

I n 2023, he was added to the Southern Poverty Law Cent
various prominent extremists and extremist organizaions s &eauthern Poverty Law Center,
https://web.archive.org/web/20230925155624/https://www.splcenter.org/figinditege xtremist

files/individual/pawelam archived September 25, 2023.
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https://doi.org/10.1080/10502556.2018.1546505
https://web.archive.org/web/20220917181217/https:/www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2014/06/the-now-president-who-became-a-mens-rights-activist/372742/
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https://web.archive.org/web/20230925155624/https:/www.splcenter.org/fighting-hate/extremist-files/individual/paul-elam

In one form or another, these three beliefs are shared by all manosphere groups. While MRAs
might be derided by the more militant factions of the manosphere as too soft or inettidiearte

is no doubt that their longstanding opposition to feminism and defensbabfthey callme n 6 s
interests was instrumental in shaping the contemporary manosphere. Echoing feminist sororal
values, MRAs also encourage solidarity and care between men, and aim at creating spaces where
men can share their problems, suffering and experiences froategpoint of viewd another key
dimension of the manosphere.

Politically speaking, t he Menos Rights m
unaligned a | | were welcome to talk about mends i ss
political polarization in the United Staté$it is now decidedly leaning to the right. MRAs oppose
feminists around the issues of domestic violence and rape, ahajakecritical of the #MeToo
movemend each time expressing their concern about false accusations and the legal protection
and rights of accused méH.As such, their position has shifted towards an increasingly fierce
opposition to contemporary lefting activism. They are thus often described by scholars as a
reactionary or ©#bla 2048, the main MRA website A tVoice for Men
(AVFM), founded and operated by Paul Elam, was listed by the Southern Poverty Law Center

217 For example, as male separati@sefootnote n°269, 62)MGTOW do not believe in the possibility of change

through reformist activism and often mock MRAs for what they sdeudkess methods. As this MGTOW redditor
writes i n an o pMeare hoeanyweere hdlding digRsArging tofthange laws. It is not that we don't

think the laws are bad, it's just that we know it would be a complete waste of time t@® W BEOW, 2019).

218 While a twoeparty system naturally encourages dichotomous politics, the past decades have witnessed a widening

gap between Democrats and Republicans. Those parties have become more ideologically cohesive, with very little
remaining overlap, as Congressmizers have drifted away from the center over the past fifty §esspecially in the
Republican party, Dr ew DesPiollvaerri,z aR & voongresddasaRomtdhhat@esn t e r
Back Decades 0 Ma r ¢ h httbd//web.2rOh®e20oya/web/20230922163506/https://www.pewresearch.org/short
reads/2022/03/10/thgolarizationin-todayscongresshasrootsthatgo-backdecades/ This is echoed in the

population, with growing partisan antipathy between Democratic and Republican voters, and a whopping 73% of them
stating that they <cannot even fnagree on basic factsbo
iPamti saAnti pat hy: Mor e Il ntense, Mor e Personal
https://web.archive.org/web/20230922163719/https://www.pewresearch.org/politics/2019/10/10Apattszthy
moreintensemorepersonal/ This is also affects the media, with a growing partisan divide around the trustworthiness

of media sources, and a growing Republican mistrust of the most established sources, Mark Jurkowitz et al., Pew
Research Center, AU. S. MOdiEl eoli @ami: zaA i dat iaonnd Dihvei d2d
https://web.archive.org/web/20230922164347/https://www.pewresearch.org/journalism/2020/8hitha
polarizationandthe-2020-electiona-nationdivided/ These deep divisions have led political scientists to argue that
AAmerica is exceptional ,0i nMitchhea enla tDuirneo cokf aintds Roioclhiatridc awi
AAmeri ca I s Exceptional in t he Navembear e 30, 04020, i t s |
https://web.archive.org/web/20230922164756/https://www.pewresearch.orgistdsi2020/11/13/ameriés
exceptionalin-the-natureof-its-political-divide/. All links archived September 22, 2023.

2°For a good instance of MRA discourse around this
Reporting of  Sexual Misconduct: Understanding the Mygths November 29, 2
https://web.archive.org/web/20230922175329/http://ncfm.orgdament/uploads/2021/01/Fal&eporting
BrochureNCEM-compressed.2-mg.pdf archived September 22, 20ZEr more on #MeTocsee footnota©250,

59.

220 See for example Mélissa Blais and Francis Duési, eds,Le Mouvement Mascul iniste
Léanti f ®&mi ni @Vontréal:Déglitivass du uédnuménage, 2015); Molly DragiewicZ-quality with a
Vengeance: Mendés Rights Groups, B éBostor: Nertieast®m reiversity and At
Press, 2011).
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https://web.archive.org/web/20230922164756/https:/www.pewresearch.org/short-reads/2020/11/13/america-is-exceptional-in-the-nature-of-its-political-divide/
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(SPLC) as a fimale supremaci st Rdan2022PauwBiamo f or
stepped down and AVFM was consequeptlayt hemght:
Elamés new MRA group, the %% Crew, i mmediatel

A

However, on politically divisive issues such as abortion, the movement remains neutral. It
is certainly not perfectly aligned with the traditional conservatism of the Religious Right, which is
often criticized in the manosphere as promoting values thraimha men (such as th
pr ovi de’lafadt, Redditihgsts a thirteehousanestrong community of selfabeledleft-
wing MRAs: r/LeftWingMaleAdvocate$* The MRA platform also includes issues facing gay
men, such as gay domestic violence, and tries to appeal to this constitheaghwith limited
succes$®>The Mendés Rights Activists (MRA) movement
such as the National Coalition for Men dating back to the late 1970s. As the oldest movement in
the manosphere, it is the only one to feature traditional elements ofzegjattivism such as
hierarchical organizations, local chapters, and since 2014, an annual conference: The International
Conference on Mé&nods | ssues (1| CMI)

MRAs®6 focus on | egal reform makes them one
in the manosphere. Indeed, although their ideas are not widely accepted or popular, they try to work
from inside the system through lawsuits, lobbying and advocacyexaonple, the MRAnitiated
National Coalition for Men v. Selective Service Systase against the matmly Selective Service
registration made it all the way to the US Supreme Court in 2321 Canada, CAFE (Canadian

2lSout hern Poverty Law Ce rBuoged Whitd Supremadfstsan 2017, SparkirgtBacklasil r u mp
Among Black Nationalist Groups
https://web.archive.org/web/20221123111508/https://www.splcenter.org/news/2018/02 bhgtrrmp-buoyed
white-supremacist®01 ~sparkingbacklashamongblacknationalisf archived November 23, 2022.

222 Sout hern Poverty Law Center, ,0 i Ma
https://web.archive.org/web/20230925161629/https://www.splcenter.org/figiditedextremisfiles/ideology/male
supremacyarchived September 25, 2023.

223 A 2013 internal poll on the r/mensrights subreddit (n=600) found that only 20% of respondents were Christians,

compared to 73% of the American population at that time.
https://web.archive.org/web/20230602040341/https:/www.reddit.com/r/MensRights/comments/1gpzaréhived
June 2, 2023. Religiosity dat a from the Gener al S

https://web.archive.org/web/20230925164842/https://gssdataexplorer.norc.org/trends?category=Religion%20%26%?2
OSpirituality&measure=relig_rearchived September 25, 2023.

22The subredditdés missi onwingdar & tsenemme who adfotates meducing mequalityd A | e
through social change
https://web.archive.org/web/20221122173925/https://www.reddit.com/r/LeftWingMaleAdvqcates/ archived

November 22, 2022

225 See for example this book, with an introduction by Paul Elam, MatthewTlheNew Gay Liberation: Escaping

the Fag End of FeminisiZeta Press, 2016).

26past and upcoming conferences and their | ocations ai
Conference on Men 6 s 0
https://web.archive.org/web/20230324164602/https://wikidmen.com/wiki/International_Conference_on_Men%27s_|
ssuesarchived March 24, 2023.

227 Although it recognize that women are now an essential part of the military, the Supreme court declined to give a

ruling on the case, with Justice Sotomayordés opinion ar
matters of national defense and military aatautions against granting review while Congress actively weighs the

i ssue, 0 National Coalition For Men et al. v. Selective
Warren Farrelsaidt hat this case had been stalled by President B
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Association for Equality), the main MRA organization was granted charitable tax status, which two
feminist scholars hold as pr o&%Anothérillusthaond mai ns

that FAmainstreamingo is the fact that the Men
where activists mainly use their real names rather than pseudéfijiivis.also the only group to
have substanti al female participation and i n

badger so o ApdfterdhiR thes Wnjted States, the MRA movement is also-well
established in Canad&,Australia?®?India,?**and the United Kingdorf*Its two most influential
Internet platforms are A Voice for MéR and the r/MensRightsubreddi3®

1.c. Pickup-Artists (PUAS)

PickupArtists (PUAs) are a community of heterosexual men focused on the seduction of
women. It is by far the less ideological and activist branch of the manospherapatyitrevolves
arounddating tips and techniques to help men meet and attract women. Yet, it played a key role in
the genesis of the contemporary manosphere. Indeed, since th890sl its constellation of blogs
and forums has provided spaces where men can discuss theieespgrnd frustrations among
each other, the recurring thefneing failure to reach romantic and sexual fulfillment.

To allegedly help those men succeed, fdAdati
While the existence of such guides camrsbe tr e

lay offit, #nd t hen he and t he Supr aaeamwiohd dotnot davedhe heéansdowerify. c on s i
For more details on the interview, sébap. Ill, C, 161.

28 i se Gotell and Emily Dutton, #fASexual Violence in the
R a p elnté&rnational Journal for Crime, Justice and Social Democraby no. 2 (2016): 630,
https://doi.org/10.5204/ijcjsd.v5i2.3106.

229 Other groups tend to favor pseudonyms, in particular those which are exclusively online, such as incels and
MGTOW, where manospherians keep their identity private. As public activists, MRAs are also more likely to show

their faces on camera.

20My researcho6s discourse corpus features FeMR®8® Janet
complete materials iAppendix 9, 501.

BlRut h Mann, AMends Rights and Feminist Advocacy in Ca
Dynamics, and OQut comes oFEmini&A nCrimifolegy 3,n mos t1 (2@88)c Kar5a s h , 0
https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085107311)Mélissa Blais and Francis Duptideri, eds.L.e Mouvement Masculiniste

Au Qu®bec. : L6 an t(Mdnt@akiéditiors duerembBe@nages 2016

®235arah Maddi son, iPrivate Men, Public Angdammal of The Me

Interdisciplinary Gender Studies, no. 2 (1999): 3%2, https://doi.org/10.3316/ielapa.80398053678G4Mdichael

Fl ood, AfiFat hersodé6 Rightso and t heViolbned AgainstaNomett, nB.&8t er n a |
(2010): 32847, https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801209360918

BRomit Chowdhury, fAConditions of Emergence: The For mat
Indian Journal of Gender Studi@4, no. 1 (2014): 253, https://doi.org/10.1177/0971521513511 ] S¢imati Basu,
ALooking through Misogyny: Il ndi an Mends @nagianteurn®ct i vi st
of Women and the La#8, no. 1 (2016): 4%8, https://doi.org/10.3138/cjwl.28.1.45

24Ana Jordan, iConceptualizing Backdmisrmiisnm,UKgdndMemdst fR
Canadian Journal of Women and the L28; no. 1 (2016): 144, https://doi.org/10.3138/cjwl.28.1.18

2385 hitps://web.archive.org/webh/20221123095555/https://avoiceformen.apchived November 23, 2022.

236 https://web.archive.org/web/20221123114758/https://www.reddit.com/r/MensRigirctiived November 23,

2022.

56


https://doi.org/10.5204/ijcjsd.v5i2.310
https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085107311067
https://doi.org/10.3316/ielapa.803980536786452
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801209360918
https://doi.org/10.1177/0971521513511199
https://doi.org/10.3138/cjwl.28.1.45
https://doi.org/10.3138/cjwl.28.1.18
https://web.archive.org/web/20221123095555/https:/avoiceformen.com/
https://web.archive.org/web/20221123114758/https:/www.reddit.com/r/MensRights/

Amatoria?3’ the coach who is credited fetartingthe modern PUA community is Ross Jeffries,

with his 1992 bookHow to Get the Women You Desire into B&€dnline PUA spaces soon
became a hub for men applying, refining, alstussing those methods. A host of other coaches
and writers emerged, collectively defining a set of seduction principles and techniques called
fgame. 0 The main point of Agameo is to give ¢
practice approachghwomen. Through practice, they are promised their fear of rejecdiorbe
alleviated To help them achieve this, the various methods emphasize different rules, techniques,
and principles. These range from fashion, grooming, and body language advinedrsatonal

tips for interacting with womef?® PUA writings are generally suffused with an optimistic tone
akin to that of sethelp literature: through embarking on a journey of-galisformation, one can
reinventone®lf, and become a better, and thus more attractive, man.

The PUA community and its use of game came to the spotlight in 2005, with the publication
of Nei |l St r &haGané*Sin thisarerhod, ¢hiNéweYork Timeurnalist recalls how
he infiltrated the online Pickuprtist community, before himself becoming one of the most
renowned practitioners and theoreticians of t
terminology and concepts all over popular cdtand the Internet. Indeed, PUAs are notorious for
their use of jargon and acronyms, a lot of which are now common manosphere parlance. In 2007,
PUA guru andhe other hero offhe GameEr i k von MaMysteawyvd khasi ad & r
TV show called AThe Pi c ktoamiredin 2008 which cawhetsden a s e «

as the heyday of the PUA communify.

In these early phases, the PUA community was mostly nonpolitical, and rarely mentioned
feminism or social issuésconfining itself to empirical and technical seduction HowYet, as
noted by AltRi g ht schol ar s He r mta nae28000s saethe ingreased fit he
politicisation o%°natableundeiiie inffuencerof bloggdRegsid Vand
Heartiste. They fAbegan to incr ead.e,mgrngedingnt er p

2%’Cl assicist Donna Zuckerberg wrote a chapter on the |
and modern PUAs. Donna ZuckerbeiigT h e Ov i dNotvA DeadWhjtedMen: Classics and Misogyny in the

Digital Age(Cambridge, London: Harvard University Press, 2018)182.

2% Ross JeffriesHow to Get the Women You Desire into Bed: A Down and Dirty Guide To Dating And Seduction For

The Man Whobés Fed Up, (88fpublishBck 1992y Mr . Nice Guy

2For example, a popular 2000s seduction gui-¥Mebali nclude
Communication, 0 as well as a whole section entitled thi
approaching a woman to having sexhwliter,Nick Savoy,Magic Bullets Version 1.5 (Selpublished, 2007).

240 Neil StraussThe Game: Penetrating the Secret Society of Pickup Artiéesv York: Regan Books, 2005).

241The Pickup Artist3Ball Productions, hosted bystery, aired on August 6, 2007, on VHL. In this reality TV show,

mal e contestants wddysteybelore applyang igjih redifdisguatiorssd by

242 This popularity of themi2 00 0s i s il l ustrat ed |Wwenttotuhiversity fwo yearaaidri st 0 s
The Game was published, and watched its influence spre
went on a night out in 2007 without some drunk rugby player tryilgeggome [ fineggingo i s a PUA
Appendi x 30: Glossary Difr iMankWaslph,erfe5 0 eYansr,s 58f6. Piockup ~
Still so i n The ma n Guardian November 5, 2019,
https://web.archive.org/web/20221123165623/https://www.theguardian.com/lifeandstyle/2019/nov/05piisitsip
teachingmenapproachwomenrindustrystreetharassmeniarchived November 23, 2022.

243 patrick Hermansson et alhe International AkRight: Fascism for the 21st Centurgfzondon and New York:

Routledge, 2020), 167.
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help to seduce woménas a symptom of a deeper social ill. These bloggers would offer their
readers theories as to why their difficulties in seducing women were the result of the influence of
feminism and wider pr ogr e $*%Thoseinflleotial ®drewriters on s
started regularly bemoaning the behavior of Western women, and the decline of the West. They
advocated for unbridled masculinity and traditionalist values, which was absent from earlier PUA
texts, all the while their tone bame more misogynistic, homophobic, and antifeminisith

Heartiste eventually turning to white nationalism &wbsh Vbecoming an Orthodox Christian
conservative pundft®® This influential subset of PUAs was quite popular in the 2010s, around the

ti me when the fAimanospheredo emerged as a concef
appeared.

The PUA community is the most commercial in the manosphere. Indeed, most coaches
market their methods through highiced seduction guides, online tutorials, or Hldal practice
seminars. AGuardianar t i cl e makes the (unf owhatwasarncedny uns
underground community has grown i?2fWhileaherseduct
groups could be roughly divided between aciilenlogists and ranrkndfile supporters, the PUA
community displays more of a mercantile dynamic, which has led to its being dedcnibizdbly
by incels énalyzd below$ as a moneymaking scam inflicted on gullible and lonely young

men” For that reason, sociologist Raohealst Opbdei
describethis manosphere branéff PUA knowledge is primarily meant to be applied and
practical, hence the wor | dmiildaei rnse towowhko onie elto ct
apply PUA principles to seduce women, whi ch

platform with the most activity is the r/seduction subreddit, which boasts 741,000 users as of
writing.24°

The PUA community as such has lost its popularity and activity of the 2000s, although its
concepts have spread widely, and dating coaches continue to abound, for example on YouTube.

244 |bid., 168.
Heartistebs content has been flagged sever al times b
ATracking Whi t e Supr

https://web.archive.org/web/20230929142903/https://angrywhitemen.org/category/peopl@/gidraann/

archived September 29, 2023. As for Roosh & elRplains this conversion process in this artiRepsh Y}, A How |
Turned To God, 0 htipsa/waebarchwe.oPyfveb/2@2B0200025202/https://www.rooshv.corAhow
turnedto-god, archived June 1, 2023.

265irin Kale, fA50 Years of Pickup Ar tThesGuardiapnNdhembetrs t he T
2019, https://web.archive.org/web/20221123165623/https://www.theguardian.com/lifeandstyle/2019/nov/05/pickup
artiststeachingmenapproachwomenindustrystreetharassmentarchived November 23, 2022. As far as | could

trace, this claim seems to come from a documentary on Rigkigts, Gumrit Samraittract Any Woman Anywhere

(Derby: Lion Gent Productions, 2017).

2Randy Thompson, iiPiocklunpc eArst.ibsltosg,arNeo vFernmabuedrs 2, 2020,
https://web.archive.org/web/20210107142849/https://incel.blog/piektistsarefrauds/ archived January 7, 2021,

| ncel s . wihttps://wekfiaRkiva.org/web/20221123163458/https://incels.wiki/w/Fadéhived November

23, 2022.

“8Rachel O6 Nei I I, AiThe Work of Seduction: I nti macy and
Sociological Research Onlir#9, no. 4 (2015): 14385, https://doi.org/10.5153/sr0.3744
24Nttps://web.archive.org/web/20230724145532/https://www.reddit.com/r/sedyaiohived July 24, 2023.
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https://web.archive.org/web/20221123165623/https:/www.theguardian.com/lifeandstyle/2019/nov/05/pickup-artists-teaching-men-approach-women-industry-street-harassment
https://web.archive.org/web/20221123165623/https:/www.theguardian.com/lifeandstyle/2019/nov/05/pickup-artists-teaching-men-approach-women-industry-street-harassment
https://web.archive.org/web/20210107142849/https:/incel.blog/pickup-artists-are-frauds/
https://web.archive.org/web/20221123163458/https:/incels.wiki/w/PUA
https://doi.org/10.5153/sro.3744
https://web.archive.org/web/20230724145532/https:/www.reddit.com/r/seduction/

The #MeToo movement and feminist denunciations of street harassment and insistence on clear
sexual consent have shifted cultural nofisendering older PUA texts and methods controversial

or completely outrageous! Furthermore, the advent of online dating apps has radically altered
the way people sexually connect in the We&tnside the manosphere, PUAs also face the
competition and opposition of the more recent incel community, which also caters to lonely and
romantically unsuccessful young men. All these factors could help explain the PUA decline of the
2010s and early 2020s

Yet, this apparent decline should not be ex
concepts were instrumental in spawning the Red Pill community in the 2010s. Another way to
analyze it would thus be that PUAs are now simply split into separatenfsictin the one hand
mai nstream dating coaches, and on the other h
with broader reflections on masculinity, social issues, and antifemifism.

1.d. The Red Pill

In the early 2010s, a convergence of online manosphere ideas and people gave birth to a
philosophy called fAThe Red takenflorhthed199PheMatrixa me i t

movie, where Ataking the red pilld means open
comfortable but il | wdlom yt hwe rrhan odp tt éree i bl tusek ipn
escaping feminist narratives and waking up toalegedr eal i ty of menbés | i vec

female behavior.

On October 25, 2012, the r/TheRedPill subreddit was created, soon becoming one of the
most active and popular platforms in the manosphere. It islsels ¢ r i Diseudsiola of sexual

250 On October 15, 2017, following allegations of sexual harassment and assault by Hollywood producer Harvey
Weinstein, actress AlyssMlilano encouraged women to share their own experiences of sexual violence by posting
#MeToo on Twitter. The response was massi ve: AWi th the
6magnitude of the problemdé of sexual violence in womeni
and Rachel LoneyHowes, eds#MeToo and the Politics of Social Chari@ham: Palgrave Macmillan, 2019), 3. The

#MeToo movement then spread worldwide and affected cultural, institutional, and legal norms around sexual
harassment, assault, and consent.

251 For a feminist critique of 2000s Picku#pr t i st sé6 approach to sexual consent,
Consent : Probl ematizing the ScientWémen®AppEbadhed ol rBtea
Forum34, no. 5 (2011): 4119, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wsif.2011.05.002

252 Meeting online has become the most popular way for heterosexual couples to meet in the United States, see Michael
Rosenfel d, Reuben Thomas, and Sonia Hausen, ADi sinterm
States Displaces Other Ways oeM t i Progeedings of the National Academy of Sciericdd® no. 36 (2019):

17753 58, https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1908630116

253 Big Data analyses of online migration patterns between communities reveal this transition of many PUAs to The

Red Pill: Aimany of the individuals of the MGTOW and th
MRA and the PUA cobmhani ai Bsbéi Manete al ., fAiThe Ewol uti ol
205.

254 Lana Wachowski and Lily Wachowskihe Matrix(Burbank, CA: Warner Bros., 1999). This dystopian science

fiction film was a boxoffice hit, and has since become a US cultural landmark, added in 2012 to the Library of
Congressods preserved Nati onal Fil
https://web.archive.org/web/20230912124343/https://www.loc.gov/programs/nédilonadreservatiorboard/film
registry/completenationatfilm -registry-listing/, archived September 12, 2023.
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strategy in a culture i ncr eadshonnfthe inflaeock ofng a
both Mends Rights Activists (denouncing-the ct
Artists (aiming at being sexually successful). In fact, maen arawn to the Red Pill community

initially have the same objective and frustration as those going to PUA platforms. But rather than
being told to read a dating guide and learn seduction techniques, they are met with a more
comprehensive and ideologicabgram®*The wunder |l ying worl dview of
that life is competitive, and that to succeed in it, one must shed weaknesses and become a self
reliant %8I pha male. 0

(Hetero)sexuality in particular is described in The Red Pill as a conflictual arena where men
and women vie for different things. Armed witkvolutionary psychology and everyday

observations and anecdotes, fARed Pillerso thu
a conflict between amoral sexual strategies.

and resources, i.ef, e mal e Ahypergamy, 0 whil e me n ar e p
sexuality® | n The Red Pilloés reading of history, ¢

equilibrium where marriage allowed men to access female sexuality and to reproduce in exchange

for their resources. Feminism is said to have shattered that equilibriura s@eni as a tool used

by women to accomplish their own HAhyper gamou:
easier divorce, or child support payments, all the traditional means of male control on female
sexuality (sexual taboo and shame, lifelong mainyn economic dependence) have allegedly been
suppressed or at least weakened. This leaves contemporary Western men in a dauditlednind

they continue to believe i n t kvallowthd hardtruthlofl ue p
female hypergams?®

To counter female nature and strategies, which they perceive as intrinsically more elaborate
and cunning, Red Pillers devise their own str
rejecting the idea of finding true love with a woman, and gettingaster a particular form of
seducti on, or Agameo (PUA terminology is plen
gameo i s based on displaying dominance, mas cu
desired by womef®The ideast o pl ay i nto womendés hypergamous

255\When someone joins the Red Pill subreddit, he is encouraged to first read a wide range of material that define Red

Pill concepts and ideology, ,mo$bDrnmbalkl yooinatemRé2e6l;sl e b e ¢ ¢
Appendix 8, 488.

®For example, the Red Pillodés vision of sex emmdicr el at i |
concepts, in which everyone in the fisexual mar ket pl ac e
in Van Val kenburgh, ADi ges tAppegdixB80h@osdR df M&hosphere BerniB,ib&s e t er
The concept of fialpha mal ed iChaptVhEE26thanosphere is discu:
®"Manosphere uses of the term @GhayywaBr3Ba myo are discussed
®8This is one of the |l eitmotivs of Red Pill guru Rollo T
not women, but it is the grand design of hypergamy that

presents his ideas an ey®pening antidote for romantic men, Rollo Tomashe Rational MaléReno: Counterflow

Media LLC, 2013)225.

259 Alpha Game was in fact the name of a popular Red Pill blog on the topic, which has not been active since 2018,
https://web.archive.org/web/20230716163759/https://alphagameplan.blogspparchived July 7, 2023.
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success, Wwit houtindependencesTheRed Pfll is meamt @ becahaishicslifestyle
guide for men, a type of sdiielp philosophy. It focuses on nutrition and physical exedcise
especially bodybuilding, to be both he@ttand more attractive. It advocates for economic success
through hard work and efforts, never doing anything to please others, but striving to become a fully
rounded, independent, and masculine mansuch, it is inherently individualisti©ther Red Pill
interests inclde finance, reading philosophiaabssics, especially Stoics, or scieAt¥The Red

Pill community is quite prone to theorizing, with an extensive use of jargon and acronyms. They
also curate their most popular texts and give frequent appreciation to their esteemed writers. One
of the most influential is Rollo Tomassi, with l&tional Maleblog and book serie€! while the
foundati onal Red Pill texts are gédahkimdroed i n
collective manifesto aggregated over the yé¥rs.

Although still present on the Reddit platform, the subreddit has been quar&htwaith
triggered the creation of an esfte backup platform: trp.reéd* On this platform, discussions have
taken on a more dissident and agtablishment rightving tone. With their content (and that of
other manosphere and ARight communities) being progressively ousted from mainstream
platforms like Reddit or YouTube,eR Pillers have become more overtly political, embracing
causes thaextend beyondheir traditional theme of sexual dynamics, such as Donald Trump
support, transphobia, or opposition to masks and vaccines during CE/D

1.e. Men Going Their Own Way (MGTOW)

MGTOW philosophy has a lot in common with The Red Pill. It shares the same vision of
female nature as hypergamous, and is even more hostile to the social changes brought about by
feminism. For MGTOW, current Wmsriably favorable c i et y

%00n Reddit, posts can be | abeled with tags called #fl
communityés interests. The Red Pill subreddit features
interest in Ancient Stoicismehs been studied by <classicist Donna Zucker

explicitly on selfimprovement, so it can be blended easily into thelsadfl p aspect of Red Pilll
ZuckerbergNot All Dead White Merb9.

261 hitps://web.archive.org/web/20221129170325/https://therationalmalg.archived November 29, 2022.

262 Reading the material in the sidelimseen as the first duty of anyone joining the subreddit. As a compilation of the

communityds founding texts, it has been ar cliCiesteald by a
PDF of The Sidebar : TheRedPill (archive varchived (by the user) March 30, 2020. It has been qualitatively studied
by a sociologist in Van Valkenburgh, fADigesting the Rec

%2Reddi t s i tQuarantinedecsmmsiritiastwill display a warning that requires users to explicitiy tipt

viewing the content. They generate no revenue, do not appear-subeariptiorbased feeds (eg Popular), and are

not included in search or recommendations, O
https://web.archive.org/web/20221126195246/https://www.reddithelp.com{bs/earticles/36004306901archived

November 26, 2022ote that the r/TheRedPill subreddit had reached more than 230,000 users before the

guarantine. Due to the quarantine, membership figures are now unavailable.

264 Seehttps://web.archive.org/web/20221129165615/https://www.trp.red/fee@iahived November 29, 2022.

265The politicization of The Red Pill subreddit during the 2016 presidential election is documented in Pierce Alexander
Dignam and Deana Rohlinger, AMi sogyni st i Signdeourndaef! i ne: |
Women in Culture and Society, no. 3 (2019): 58%12, https://doi.org/10.1086/70115k has not abated since. On
trp.red, one can find a whol e s e cBdendDemocrat bppasiton,@rfithe Dar k
website is rife with antestablishmenandantisemitic conspiracy theories.
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towards womenin the media, careers, sex, lagtc This makes them close to both Red Pillers
(critical about female nature) and MRAs (denouncing feminismpandeivedstructural biases
against men)n fact, MGTOW was created by a group of MRAs in the early 288@iven their

gloomy assessment of the state of Western society for men, MGTOW advocate for a radical
solution: r e f u s iofnhgterdsexualprélationshipstaléogefitgpano sea with a
woman is seen by them as taking the risk of being falsely accused of rape (also a common MRA
concern) or having to pay child support in case of unwanted pregnancy. As for getting married and
having children, these are seen as losing geipns for contemporary men, who could lose
custody of their children and have to pay alimony should the mother so decide (another MRA
grievancef®’

The main premise of MGTOW is therefore to refuse getting involved in relationships with
women, while some go further and renounce having sex, or even try avoiding female company
altogethed hence their name. This makes them different from Red Pillers, who devote
considerable attention to seduction andsakhough both groups share a lot of their theories and
terminology. They also differ from MRASs in that they do not believe in the possibility of social
change and reform through activistimlany MGTOW come tothe movement after bitter
experiences in relationships, marriage, or contested divorces. As such, the community is also
someti mes described as a fAhospital, 0 a space
experiences among peers. As a male sepamatigement®®i t i s one of the man
hostile towards women, who are not welcome anywhere near MGTOW spaces. Misogyny abounds
in the movement, especially targeting feminists and Western wéthen.

%6These anonymous men recall the history ofiMenhGoingnovemen
Their Own Way i The Official Website,
https://web.archive.org/web/20130219174037/http://www.mgtowhistory,@nchived February 19, 2013.

%I'n the early days of MGTOW, i Pao sdti skeurses ilofn Yeagnthérbdshteed Yiovlar
lot of attentionon the now defunct forum fuckedcompany.com (2006). Years later, this discussion thread was

republi shed by a MGTOW who said it was a fAclassico an
testimonies of unhappily married men, warning others neve to marry,
https://web.archive.org/web/20210121092815/https://dontmarry.wordpressarchived January 21, 2021.
®ffSeparatism is wusually a l|iberationist movement in wt

example, gender, ethnicity, religion or nationality seek to gain power by withdrawing from dominant groups in their
respecti ve s octithisdtecrgption 6 t M@T@wWtfthiors of this definition a
or only Ilimited relations with women is based on their
Their linguistic research compares MGTOW to lesbian separatistsnia Koller, Alexandra Krendel, and Jessica

Ai st on, fiThe LBagedg&ephr & hder AEle@entapdanguage,\Gendehand | vy si s
Sexuality 2023 ,https://doi.org/10.1017/9781009216890

269 MGTOW sexism and online harassment have been studied by an Australian research team, Scott Wright, Verity

Trott, and Callum Jones, A6The Pussy Aindt Worth I1t, l
Information, Communication & Socie8, no. 6 (2020): 905, https://doi.org/10.1080/1369118X.2020.1751867
Callum Jones, Verity Trott, and Scott Wright, iSl uts e

Onl i ne HaNew Media & Bdcietg?, no. 10 (2020): 19021, https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444819887141

As for the specific disdain towards Western women, in particular American women, this is a common feature to most
manosphere grogpas illustrated by an interest in sex tourism (particularly among inéeigjl-order brides) and
articles such as this one, John Doe, fA10 Reasons Why Fc
Kings, December 13, 2018{tps://web.archive.org/web/20201112042152/https:/www.returnofkings.com/22358/10
reasonsavhy-foreignwomenarebetterthanamericanwomen archived November 12, 2020.
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MGTOW believe that society is better run by men, and that the feminization of the
workforce and government is somewhat responsible for a decline of théWgsis fits in their
broader belief that all the meaningful achievements in human historyasewenplishedy men.

Outside of reproduction, which they have decided to forsake, they believe men do not need women
in their lives for anything. They curate lists and quotes of famous bachelors from history who
allegedly had similar beliefs and contributed greatlghdosophy, art, or science, such as Arthur
Schopenhauer or Nikola Te<4.

Since current society and governments are seen as inherently hostile to men, there is also a
strand of libertarian, angovernment rhetoric in the movemebr instancea founding document
of MGTOW is the 2001 AMGTOW manifesto, 0:which
fiThe goal is to instill masculinity in men, femininity in women, and work toward limited
g o v e r n’fh€ares &nd the welfare state are thus often depicted by MGTOW as a scheme to
transfer resources from hardworking men to-#sserving women. More generally, freedom could
be described as the most important MGTOW value, with a general refusal for mey tr skrve
peopl e, norms and i nstit uMGT@MWsMen GomgTketr ®@wne d 1 n
Way - is a statement of setfiwnership, where the modern man preserves and protects his own
sovereignty ab®vCenseguently, sirces MGTOW &dpposedto forms of
hierarchy and authority, and prizesele | i ance above all, the%¥* resis
To them, MGTOW is a life choice, made by likeminded but ultimately independent individuals.
When they do not dwell on women, feminism, and politics, discussions in the community also
revolve around cooking, exercise, investments, readings, hobbies, lrdwatys to enjoy a
fulfilling life of voluntary bachelorhood”®

While MGTOW was one of the fastest growing communities imthaosphere until 2021
it has recently lost a some of its key ventf@dn August 2021, all MGTOW communities were
banned from Reddit. The popular MGTOW.com forum also ceased functioning in 2021. Today,

20 This declinist narrative is analyzed@hap. VI, B, 331.

211 Arthur Schopenhauer (17888 6 0) was a Ger man phil osopher . He advocat
would free men from their animalistic impulses, see for example Arthur Schopenfiaeeyyorld as Will and
Representationvol. 1 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2010), 407. Nikola Tesla- (8B was a Serbian

born US inventor, and a notorious lifelong bachelor. For an example of MGTOW appropriations of these historical

figures, see MGTOW. c om, AThe TOIWSt ory
https://web.archive.org/web/20210104143908/https://www.mgtow.com/hisarchived January 4, 2021.
212 MGTOW manifesto, https://web.archive.org/web/20210105094527/http://no

maam.blogspot.com/2001/02/mgtenanifesto.html archived January 5, 2021. For more on these lists of alleged
fipr-®M6od O WseéChap.V, D, 25258.

213 Mgtow.com homepagéjtps://web.archive.org/web/20200723005622/https://www.mgtow,canchived July 23,

2020.

24 This is discussed furthéar Chap. |, B, 73.

’The defunct MGTOW.com forum thus featured sections de

APhil osophydo; AMoneyodo; and diComputer, Games and Technol
https://web.archive.org/web/20190405050800/https://www.mgtow.com/foranchived April 5, 2019.
2For an estimate of the changes in popularity of diff

Evolution of the Manosphere across the Web. o
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the community is thus scattered over the Internet, on snhsaie forums, YouTube and
alternative freespeech/AKRight platforms such as Bitchut€, as well as various pages and
communities over social media (Facebook, Instagram, Twitter). However, its popasansil as
its international influencestill seem intact, as indicated by the array of-Bmglish speaking
MGTOW groups found on these platforfi8.

1.f. Incels

Incels are defined as heterosexual men who have not had romantic or sexual experiences
with women. Contrary to MGTOW, they are not single by choice, hdietee r m fii ncel , 0 W
short for Ainvoluntary celibate. o While this
become a true Internet phenomenon, a community with its own terminology and ideas, which really

started boomingn Redditin the 2010s.

There were predecessors, such as the Usenet group alt.support.sngatssin 1988,
Al ana6s I nvoluntary Celibacy ProjecfPandthe 1997
IncelSite and IncelSupport forums of the 2000s. At the time, those communities were composed of
both men and women, and offered support and comfort to people struggling in their romantic and
sex lives as explained byhe online incel encyclopedidi | n c e | was not a per me
women were part of the Incel community. Because of this, fatalistic and defeatist attitudes as well
as misogyny and astie mi ni sm wer eno6t as .Of¥at duisgithe 20008,s t he
incel groups started gradually shifting. Supportive attitudes made way to defeatism and bitterness,
as well as trolling and other features of Internet and geek culture, while the women and LGBT
friendly orientation receded. Misogyrgrew on new competing platforms, such as the forum
LoveSlhtyss nmial e users were free to vent about wo
The forum tilted overwhelmingly male; one of its administrators openly praised mass killers and
encouraged another forum member hamp veritesnha t mu r
a d d Buring the 2000s and early 2010s, the LoveShy community-paibsated with members
of other, s i mi | #Fromo thi$ d¢rasgeollingtiorh otablyt withr ptatfornds like
4/chan and Reddit, the modern incel community came to life, exploding on Reddit in the 2010s.

There, romantically unsuccessful men shared their frustration and experk@mesning
the easier dating lives of gpgdo o ki ng women (AStacyso) and men

217 hitps://web.archive.org/web/20221130145206/https://www.bitchute, @rehived November 30, 2022.

28For example, aquickneex hausti ve search for Facebook groups and p
from Egypt, Tunisia, France, Québec, ytdhdia, Paraguay, Algeria, Serbia, Singapore, Rwanda, Morocco, Australia,

Ivory Coast and the UK, as well as a group for Europe and one for Africa. On Instagram, one finds pages named

AMGTOWO from France, | ndia, Br alambih and 8ng forAfrica (Fslceboakardo , | r 3
Instagram searched on September 12, 2023).
2®Al ana, a pseudonymous |l esbian feminist, coined the phr

the inclusive feminisinspired approach of those early incel platforms, sedana, 1997,
https://web.archive.org/web/19970525065344/http://www.ncf.carleton.ca/~ad097/invcel.lanchived July 19,
2023.

280 Il ncel s. wi ki, AAl anads I nvoluntary
https://web.archive.org/web/20230719150533/https://incels.wiki/w/Alana%?27s_Involuntary Celibacy, Project
archived July 19, 2023.

281 Zack Beauchamp, Aour Moxcome, | Aprilpr @3 | e 2019
https://web.archive.org/web/https://www.vox.comAtighlight/2019/4/16/18287446/incdefinition-reddit,

archived July 19, 2023.
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regard themselves as ugly or socially inept, and attacked double standards towards ugly men
through humor and memess well as a flourishing jargon. Soon, the community became a popular
attraction for norincels Reddit users. However, it also started harnessing bitterness towards
women and plain misogyny, which resulted in an eventual ban from R&dbtitincel online

spaces, analyses and explanations for incel loneliness and rejection by women abound. The most
common one is that physically unattractive people are discriminated against, which is called

il oo k¥Istm.foact, | ooks are believed to be the ma
Since physical appear ance 1 shatgpenarestdatingaahdlife det e
outcomes generally rely ®AThpgsneteicalfl ybedd tedrsr
blackpill, o a term coined to evoke a darker ar
are necessarily nAblackpilled, 0 but the blackp

away more optimistigvorldviews?8>

The blackpill emerged in opposition to PickApist and Red Pittype discourse, which
aims at convincing romantically and sexually unsuccessful men than they can change things
through personal effort and s@ffiprovement. Drawing on evidence of female preferences and
trends in dating, incels havenauch more fatalistic view of things. Most of them attribute their
celibacy to some Aundesirabled and innate fea
skin color, and coin specific labeldepending onthose (here, they would be respectively
fautistcel , 0 s h#Evendmighsomedintals dificass venues i indpjoving
their dating success (through exercise, plastic surgery, or amassing wealth), most proponents of the
blackpill contend that these are pointless coping mechanisms. In fact, of the leitmotivs of
blackpiled di scussions is that iitds over. o Hence
incels,which cansometimes culminate in desire for suicide or harming ofi§érs.

®Christine Hauser, iReddit Bans 01 nceThé Ne@®rYorkui imed, o r I nc
November 9, 2017,
https://web.archive.org/web/20230922155513/https://www.nytimes.com/2017/11/09/technologyéddéis
banned.htmlarchived September 22, 2023.

283 Although more widespread in incel communities, the term can be found in mainstream dictionaries, tracing its

history back to the 1970s: MerriaWebster Online Dictionary ALo®kism
https://web.archive.org/web/20221116103953/https://www.merriainster.com/dictionary/lookism archived
November 16, 26G2d. tEBhims waswifmdeed coined among the fat
a 1978Washington Post Magazireticle, cited in John Aytd®0th Century Word&xford: Oxford University Press,

1999), 485.

24l ncels.wili, fABlackpill

https://web.archive.org/web/20221108081819/https://incels.wiki/w/Blackpill#History and extended definition
archived November 8, 2022.
250ut of a sample of 272 incel respongemnsdg, 494 .1%%tsadiudg !

belief in the blackpill was necessary to be considere
Experiences of and Grievance over Sexual Exclusion and the Potential Threat of Violence Among Those Active in an
Online |l nc el Raumal wf, Sirategic Security4, no. 2 (2021): 8921, https://doi.org/10.5038/1944
0472.14.2.191(97.

286 The incels.wiki entryon t he -cseulfof i ki sfit s no | ess Inkkan s-ewigkid,y B L

https://web.archive.org/web/20230914122548/https://incels.wHdal/archived September 14, 2023.
287 Incel suicidality is extremely high, and has been studied qualitatively by Sarah Daly and Albina Laskovtsov,

féGoodbye, My Friendcel sb: A dourdeh &f IQualitatie Crinfinal Uusticee & Sui ci
Criminology11, no. 1 (2021 )attps://doi.org/10.21428/88de04al.b7b8bhz#d quantitatively in William Costello et
al ., iThe Soci al Net wor ki rogoster presénted a& the 20Z3IHoman Behavioramdy Ce |

Evolution Society Conference, Palm Springs, CA, June 2023.
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In 2014, this still confidential group infamously came under the spotlight with the Isla Vista
shooting, where 2gearold Elliot Rodger killed six people before killing himself. Before his
death, he had posted YouTube videos and emailed an autobiogghiy &cquaintances,
documenting his rejection by women, his subsequent angst, despair, and hatred, leading up to the
pl anning of the killing s f%kheughircelsdebhte e dfutd i s 0
his actual involvement in the community, Rodger has become-tikeufigure for some®° Since
then, several other deadly attacks have been linked with #¥€&lhile such violent events only
concern an infinitesimal fraction of the community, and it would be misleading to call incels a
fiterror i st?oiscgrainly woraettd acane, level of hateful and violent speechstRaci
misogynistic, or homophobic slurs abound, feminism is abhorred, and antisemitic conspiracy
theories are commonplace. It must however be noted that the incel community is the manosphere
groupwhere users engadeh e mo st in Ashitpostingodo or Atrol
outrageous, or inflammatory commaehtshaking it difficult to dissociate real beliefs and opinions
from deliberate provocatiot??

Starting with r/truecels in 2016, r/incels in 2017, followed by r/braincels in 2018, incel
groups have been banned from Redgitent he A i nc el sgrowpjwhidchdriedto doat e o
without the toxic elements of the community, was banned in 2021. A massive community of
AForever Aloneo people remains on t WEsignbtat f or r
an incel sub: any incel references, slang, or inference will be deemed hate speech and met with a
ban © t he h o m¥ phe gnest active tereaining inc@latform is undoubtedly the
independent incels.is forum with more tha® 0 members as of writif§* Remaining incel
communities are thus now closed to outsiders, and closely police who can join and post, which was
not the case on earlier platforms. This defiance is partly triggered by the fear of being infiltrated or

2A1 t hough this fAday of retributiondo video loasigeeeen t ak
Time Me g an T@ascriptefith®istirbingVi deo O6EI | i ot Rdasdmeles TimaRjayt2d,i but i on
2014, https://web.archive.org/web/20230922132035/https://www.latimes.com/local/lanmedia-transcriptucsh
shootingsvideo-20140524story.htm| archived September 22, 2023.

®5ee, Taisto Witt, fAé6lf i Cannot Have It, i Wi ll Do Eve
6l nceld Mascul inities, Secul ar Sai Sdcihlenttie6m0.8(20RA):st i f i c a
675 89, https://doi.org/10.1080/13504630.2020.1787.132

20 5ych as the 2018 Toronto van attack which killed eleven people, or the 2018 Tallahassee shooting. For a review of

i ncel attacks, see Bruce Hoffman, Jacob War &Studiesimd Ezr a
Conflict & Terrorism43, no. 7 (2020): 5687, https://doi.org/10.1080/1057610X.2020.1751459

21ncel ideology has triggered mass violence acts that have been labeled by authorities as terrorist, and has drawn the
attention of counteterrorism studiegfor a reviewof incel research, see Chap |, C, 840owever, incels as a whole

cannot be said to beperaselifetfa rexamplei AQaeday with aorganizeal tnetwork®
encompassing recruitment, training, and logistics of terror attacks. Indeed, all incel perpetrators so far have been acting
alone. This point has been made phHasaetontheacten ofaitidy/Imnsris/i f yi ng
among them might do more damage than it would help prot
Radicalization and Me n {ThelJourHa af InteligenceACoiSligty ance Warfaetnat @y , 0
(January 31, 2022)i 29, https://doi.org/10.21810/jicw.v4i3.38120.

22This point has also been made by terrorism scholars:

culture layered in sarcasm and satire; this veil is challenging for a dilettante to pehetratdh ey add: At hi s o
makes it difficult to tell which posts may constitute ¢
War e, and Shapiro, fiAssessing the Threat of I ncel Violé

293r/ForeverAlone subreddit rules,
https://web.archive.org/web/20221201122157/https://www.reddit.com/r/ForeverAsrokived December 1, 2022.

2%|ncels.is https://web.archive.org/web/20240827094402/https://incglaiichived August 27, 202Fhe forum has

had to change domains several times going from Mexico (incels.me) to Iceland (incels.is), by way of Columbia
(incels.co).
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scrutinized by outsiders, whether journalists,
(the incel term for the mass of averdgeking people)This insulation mighpartly be responsible

for the radicalization of the incel community, which has withessed a marked rise in conspiracy
theories and hate speech over the 26%0s.

B.2. Defining the Core of Manosphere Beliefs and Attitudes: From Male
Solidarity to Misogyny
2.a.The Pitfalls of Generalization and Differentiation

This section started with manosphere enthusiast lan lronwood. After defining the
manosphere as a loose comet tail, he also warns readers against generafizegiomsment you
say something definitive about it, there are a hundred exceptions to theatuteake your attempt
moot or % mldreaerddy .ion t his fdonline network of
someti mes over | &Pipis eagy todirsd camerexamples sForéexample, while
most groups are disproportionately white, this is not the case with fié#lsvould be equally
far-fetched to describe mainstream dating coaches orci@otimcision activists as male
supremacists. The wide scope of interests, people and groups found in the manosphere constitutes
a hurdle to any generalizing attempt.

However, analyzing manosphere groups as discrete entities would stumble in another
pitfall: occulting the mobility of the individuals hiding behind those group labels. Indeed, people
can move from one community to the other, as explained by this MGTOB/v er y mo Vv e me I
within the manosphere have very strong correlatborsm my sel f a f or mer PUA
a word), then married, then MGTOW. There are many MRA who have a MGTOW lifestyle. And
so ono ( MGIThe®e trajectorizOcan be the prodefatisillusionment, as expressed by
these two MGTOW:

295 A team of Al researchers thus investigated whether the migration of incels after their Reddit ban led to an increase

in toxicity and radicalizationwith mixed resultsThey did not find this to be the case with incels, although they found

such an effect with the Donald Trump supportersd bann
Migrations Compromise Content Moderation? Evidence from r/The_Donald ahdnr c Rrdceedings of the ACM

on HumarnComputer Interactiord (2021): 316:4316:24,https://doi.org/10.1145/347605In previous research, they

had however noted an overall increase in toxicity on incel forums before and after the 2017 r/incels ban. More

generally, they did find that Awithin single communiti.i
sbreddit counterparts, o Ribeiro et al ., AThe Evolution
2% [ronwood, The Manospheres-book location 3%

®"Debbie Ging and Shane Murphy, @dTracking the Pilling

Met hodol ogi cal Framewor ks i AolRISelected Pagers df InMdimet Besgafi2ly e Re s e
https://doi.org/10.5210/spir.v2021i0.12174

2% Internal polls on incel subreddits and forums revealed a lower share of white people than in the general US
popul ati on, bet ween 52 t o 57 %, s e €0 ItdOmec edectionwi ki ,
https://web.archive.org/web/20230724153818/https://incels.wiki/w/Scientific_Blackpill#Incel_forums_are dispropor
tionately populated by suicidal.2C_disabled.2C_autistic.2C_and_ethni¢c arehived July 24, 2023. This was

confirmed by academic survey research, with for example 43% of white respondents in Sophia Moskalenko et al.,
APredictors of Radical I nt en-t densi & meulngllofiOalieeeTsustand A Sur v
Safetyl, no. 3 (2022)https://doi.org/10.54501/jots.v1i3.57
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- found after a few mont hs that I hated P
(MGTOW, 2015)

- Al started out as an mra 20 yea

rs ago. Wit |
doesndét work for men.o (MGTOW, 2020)

But they are also probably due to the very nature of the manosphere. Indeed, on the Internet,
nothing prevents anyone from participating in a group, then another one a few seconds later. And
there is evidence that peopiefactdo that. There is no such thing as a ezadying PUA, Red
Piller or MGTOW, and as a result of those loose or inexistent boundaries, overlap and migration
bet ween groups is commonplace. This was notabl
analysis of manosphere constin®es:

NnBesides simply | ooking at the activity in eac
overlap and migratory fluxes. We find that communities in the Manosphere shared large amounts

of users through their history, and that there was substantgghtion from older to newer
communities. For example, there was a migratory influx of MRA users to MGTOW subreddits,

with over 50% overlap in ®he first two years o

More generally, describing manosphere groups as distinct entities would be obscuring the
profound convergences between those groups. If such links did not exist, it is very unlikely that the
concept of fAmanosphereodo woul dentlsectiomthus attempz®d a n
sketch a core of manosphere beliefs and characteskaced byevery group. This will then allow
for an expanded definition of the manosphere to be presented.

2.b. Core Beliefs and Shared Characteristics of Manosphere Communities

The Solidarity of Male Spaces

First, even though some might be more or less accepting towards female sympathizers,
manosphere groups primarily appeal to a male audience. They offer spaces where men can discuss
their experiences as men in current (Western) society. The media and acatiention devoted
to manosphere hate speech (wisomes c hol ar s have dulbiblEodeadgpegl i
violence towards others should not obscure this simple fact: manosphere communities are also
nurturing towards those they consider their own. In those spaces, men can vent, express their
frustrations, or seek advice from others about many aspectheir lives such as divorce
(MRAS/MGTOW), relationships (TRP), and dating (PUAs/TRP/incels). Thus, when a man comes
into a manosphere forum or subreddit to talk about distressing situations and life events, he is
usually met with fraternal commiserani. Here are for examples the reactions of MGTOW towards
a man sharing his suicidal thoughts after a devastating breakup:

®Ri beiro et al., AThe Evolution of the Manosphere Acro
SWEg,Emma Jane, fiSystemic Misogyny Exposed: Translating |
Threat G e mternationad r Joornal of Cultural Studies 21, no. 6 (2018): 6680,

https://doi.org/10.1177/1367877917734042
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- AYou have worth!o (MGTOW, 2019)

- AYou are here in the right pl ace. EVERY guy

g

BETTER. Just get yourself through it and youbdl

the place you are living and see a GUY therapist to get over the hurt and depression. You have

support here and with .your familyo (MGTOW, 201
- AMany men here understand and have felt I|ike vy

Your situation is temporary my dude.

Suicide is permanent.

We know it sucks brotheré we know.this because

Similar examples are commonplace in every community. To a lot of men in adverse

situations such as unemployment, loneliness, depression, judicial disputes, or romantic and sexual

deprivation, the manosphere offers compassion, advice, and a sense ohdi@agtommunity.

I n that regard, it is far from being an unaba:c

feelings is usually encouraged, as in the liberationist consciousaisisg) groups of the 1970s and
the mythopoetic gatherings of th@2Ds. Underlying this is the narrative that current Western

society is completely impervious to male suffering and distress. This nurturing aspect of the

manosphere is thus conceived as a reaction to an indifferent and/or hostile society. In that way, it
iS quite combative, and the | ine between nurt
crossed. For example, in the above example, one finds wholesome support messages along with

vituperation about dAvindict i vrigyiskofteh ailsb sobdarity | n

againstwomen.

From the Male Experience to the Male Crisis

Each manosphere community has their diagnoses about contemporary male experience
While these diagnoses differ, they all insist on male difficulties and hardships. Some insist on the

t

areas of dating and romance (PUAs, TRP, incels), others on the cultural and legal domain (MRAs,

MGTOW). In contrast to the popularity of feminist discaiin the media or in government, all
these groups <claim that soci et yperceivesidiseegaedr d s
communities diverge on theodus operandi Mendés Rights Activi st
counterpart to feminist activisrmd cultural advocacy, Pickefrtists and The Red Pill advocate

for selttransformation, MGTOW embrace separatism, and incels plunge into defeatist nihilism.
Those divergences imodus operandcan create antagonisamongmanosphere factions. For
example, incels have a deep contempt for the Pigkupt i s-hetp dutlale (bnk of the crucibles

of the contemporary incel community was a website called PUAhate.com created if’2008%

MGTOW sometimes deride the reformist attempts of MRAs. Yet, despite those divergences, all

me

S

manosphere groups are based on the premise that men face specific structural difficulties. And they

0 ncelswikidocument s howckpipd ot d acti on emerged from this

forums explicitly devoted toinceldod | ncel s. wi ki, fiPuahadte, Sluthate &
https://web.archive.org/web/20230914083534/https://incels.wiki/w/Puahate,_Sluthate & Lookism %28PSL %29
archived September 14, 2023.

69

f
Loo

(


https://web.archive.org/web/20230914083534/https:/incels.wiki/w/Puahate,_Sluthate_&_Lookism_%28PSL%29

offer a framework for some men to make sense of this experience, as well as a community to help
face it.

Manosphere diagnoses of male experiences are usually negative, with MRAS insisting on
an ongoing crisis for men and boys, while MGTOW and incels hold the current situation to be
irretrievably adversé? Bei ng the ol dest in the manospher.
undoubtedly laid the theoretical foundation for all this. By insisting on male experiences and
hardships, it elaborated on earlier Male Liberationist attempts to let men express their éeelings
create bonds with each other. Yet, contrary to the Male Liberationist program, this bonding and
advocacy was structured by growing opposition and resentment towards fenafesture that
remains to this day, and is one of the other uniting factors of the manosphere.

A Shared Brand of Antifeminism

The manosphere is antifeminist, yet it does not mean that it is the complete opposite of
feminism on all issues. It is not a uniformly male supremacist or conservative traditionalist space
andit accepts for the most part the ideal of gender equality and female autonomy. Appeals for the
subservience of womeng altlough presedt are gdlativelyoramee A s r i |
accurately noted by anthr opol ogedbytmaridsphedans e Go
is always homogeneous and hegemd?idt is never positively defined and is mostly mentioned
as something to be resisted. Indeed, manosphere communities nurture a set of shared grievances
towards what they call feminism, expressed with varying degrees of hostility. These grievances
constitutewhat could be called generic manosphere antifeminism, and circulate widely between
communities and even beyond, notably through meffies.

The first grievance is that feminists do n
this is also believed about the media or government, as a movement advocating for gender equality,
feminism is particularly resented. From thllegedapathytowards mepmanospherians conclude
that feminism is a prbemale interest group, rather than an egalitarian movement. Thus, gender
reversal is a favorite trope of theirs to point out-amtie double standards. Manospherians often
present situations they hotd be unfair to men (such as men working more physical jobs and
having higher rates of workplace fatalities)
gender were reversel?The logical consequence of this is to wholeheartedly reject the notions of

32The notion of Amasculinity c¢crisiso 1is increasingly
https://web.archive.org/web/20231003081444/https://books.google.com/ngrams/graph?content=masculinity+crisis&
year_ start=1950&year end=2019&corpus=2819&smoothing=3 generated and archived October 3, 2028t

details on Ngram, see footnat@201, 51.For historical analysis and critique of this recurring trope Gleap. I, A,

45,

303 Mélanie GourarierAlpha Male(Paris: Seuil, 2017), 10.

304Manosphere memes used to illustrate the antifeminist tropes and grievances described in this section are reproduced
in Appendix 2, 465.

3%This practice is so widespread that the r/ mensrights
post s: AfiPosts speculating about what would happen if t
reversal posts must itle comparable examples from both genders and also must be news stories, not some random

photo or vi deo or twitter post, 0 r/ mensrigh
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male oppression and privilege, and to deride feminist claims aboufthémfact, what is called

Ar adiecr@lni smd and its claims are bitterly oppc
misandrist (i. manhatingf°’ and antiegalitarian movemeri£® A common way to do so is by

sharing extremely generalizing and depreciatory statements about men made by women on social
media to illustrate feminiséh a case otherry-picking. On the Internet, such statements circulate

widely, and can become the object of a plethora of antifeminist memes.

This is just the commonly shared and fibasi
expressed with varying degrees of intensity, the lsghiee being to portray feminism as a ploy
by conspiring elites to subjugate men and bri:

Quite naturally, those communities united in their rejection of a homogeneous and hegemonic
feminism also devote atlof attention to wome#f®

Focus on Women and Varying Degrees of Misogyny

Even though the manosphere is a space by and for men, discussions do not always revolve
aroundmen or masculinity. In fact, even in a male separatist community like MGTOW, female
behavior and interactions with women are among the most common topics. In communities
focusing on (heterosexual) relationship and dating experiences, such asAitsisp The Red
Pill, or incels, there is hardly a conversation that does not doatideast in pa& on women.
Quantitative |inguistic studies on manosphere
being the mosfrequentnongrammatical word in the whotéTheRedPill subredditi® Similarly,
in 2019, sociologists LaViolette and Hogasonducted a Big Data comparison of two Reddit
communities dedi cated t o menos i ssues: t he
r/{ MensRights. They found greater occurrence of

https://web.archive.org/web/20231003125325/https://www.reddit.com/r/MensRights/?rdtz4&8ckved October
3, 2023.

3% At its core, privilege is a sociological concept. 1In
by feminist scholar Peggy Mclntosh: privilege is a 06sys:¢
based on theigender, sexuality, race, and a multitude of other characteristics. Male privilege, specifically, concerns

the belief that men are afforded economic, social, and

Privil ege an dWeldsldy €ollde Centér foeRgsearah on Women, 1998, cited and discussed in Anna
Wenzel, ed.Male Privilege(New York: Greenhaven Publishing, 2020), 8. Wenzel fldlaisi i t was during t he
wave of feminism in the 1970s that the concept of privilege formally entered the academic sphere and the broader
soci al conscience, 0 | bid., 8.

3For history and analysis of the term fAmisandryo and |
Caplan, fADrinking Male Tear s: L an g u a dgeministtMedia Sidieb8p s pher e,
no. 4 (2018): 541369, https://doi.org/10.1080/14680777.2018.1450568

3%%Therefore, fradical feminismd is used in the manosphe
footnote n°101, 34instead, it more or less designates all feminists who defend ideas opposed to those presented in

this section.

309 Similarly, women are also described as an extremely homogeneous population in the manas bigéghted

in Chap. IV, B, 196.

3Joseph Mountford, fACreating Masculinitieb&nv@sitydfne: Br ¢
Sussex2015),http://rgdoi.net/10.13140/RG.2.1.4400.5668.
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iper haps r everbustlein mentplityddhAftar banalyzed the data that they kindly
updated and shared it appears that #d@Awomano is also the
rMMensRight§ as opposed t o Pthetnedsimian quantitdthee rstadies doncur

that focus on women is a ubiquitous feature of the manospHere.

As for the content of discussions on women, it varies greatly between groups. Yet, some
tropes are widespread and unsurprisingly aligned with manosphere antifeminism. In the
manosphere, women are usually portrayed as emotionatesgfred, preys to vioh mentality
and rhetoric, as well as oblivious to male life experiences and contributions to society. Levels of
misogyny are extremely variable. Some communities try to strictly avoid it, notably the mainstream
PUA venues such as r/seduction or the mosgressive MRAs, while others give it free rein,
particularly MGTOW and incels.

The Language of thdanosphere

Lastly, the manosphere is united by its use of particular idiéhwhile all communities
coin their own terms, concepts, and phrases, there are broad transfers between groups, contributing
to a shared identity:

iThe manosphere is an aggregate odommonverse com
language that orients them in opposition to the discourse and rhetoric of feminism. While the
concerns of, say, young men interested in seducing women, libertarian Barcoers, and fathers

caught up in contentious custody hearings are quite different, vocabulary contributes to a sense of
common ifentity.d

Given the nature of the Internet, these lexical transfers go far beyond the borders of the
manosphere. For exampl e, t he tRehtdavofite s @k, 06 wh
widespread in the manosphéttSi mi | arly, the word fAChad, 06 af:t
incels, has now seeped into popular media and social media culture. Manosphere communities still
differ widely in their idioms, but they nonetheless all engage in lexical creation and trangfers, w
each group having its own variant as a résulinique mixture of antifeminist and ARight
catchphrases, Internet and gamer slang, and scientific vocablary.

SMJack LaViolette and Bernie Hogan, d@AUsing Platform Sic
Rights and Meno6s Rrockedimgadf theoThirteenth Inkematidnal tAAAD Conference on Web and

Social Media2019): 32334, https://doi.org/10.1609/icwsm.v13i01.33331.

312 Jack LaViolette, personal communicatiday 2021.

B3 Forincels, se&y | via Jaki et al., f@AO0Online Hatred of Women in
Aut omati c Domrnad cof iLanguage Aggression and Conflid, no. 2 (2019): 248,
https://doi.org/10.1075/jlac.00026.jak

314 For a glossary of manosphere terms, see Appe3i%86

SMar wi ck and Capl anplliDrinking Male Tear s,

S%Maureen Kosse, A6Ted Cruz CucksRiAght nBlas dhleGaehiestul $i gme
and Languagd6, no. 2 (2022): 9924, https://doi.org/10.1558/genl.210.79

3171n the Internet era, neologisms can originate and spread rapidly to help social movements further their agendas, e.g.,
Erica Li pper tStratdgidsragduNedogismes Breempeac€ommunication: Ecocide and Climaticide

Onl nst a dNeobgicag ®o. 16 (2022): 17202, https://doi.org/10.48611/isbn.978B406-132196.p.0173 A
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2.c. Original Manosphere Definition

Now that features common to all manosphere groups have been outlined, | will provide my
own detailed definition of the manosphere, summarizing the previous sections. This contribution
to the literature expands onthe basicandd el vy accepted definitions p
Manosphere?0 sS®ibsection above.

Manosphere Definition

The manosphere is a collection of mostly online groups and communities, avowedly
revolving around mends experiences and intere
other men their daily experiences of life as a man. There, they can seek aduiceor voice
grievances in a fraternal environment, albeit one often predicated on hostility towards women.
Those groups are united by the belief that men face gepeéeific structural issues, whether in
sex and relationships, in court, or in Westswoniety at large. Feminism, pictured as homogeneous
and hegemonic, is considered to be blind to such issues, if not responsible for them, and is therefore
widely opposed and reviled. In fact, it is depicted in the manosphere asvaipen interest group
rather than an egalitarian movement. As an al
crisis, o0 manospher e nmodus eperandiSome atlvocat fog elleative t h e
organization and reform (MRAs), while others recommend checking owotlettive politics and
advocate for individualistic success (PUA, TRPale separatism (MGTOW), or fall into despair
and fatalism (incels). Somewhat paradoxically for rwetered spaces, women are a favorite
topic of discussion, with varying degrees of misogyny. This conglomerate of groups and
communities is further unitedoly a shared repertoire of antifeminist tropes, memes, and by its own
composite jargon.

2.d. Recapitulatory Figures

The manosphere is home to many communities wheaskmble each otheyet differ in
many wayswhich can be confusing to the uninitiatd®klow is a series of figures and tables
summarizing thenformation from the previous sectiots help the readesynthetizeit. Firstly,
figure 1.3provides a timeline of the different manosphere communities.

conference was held on this topic at the University of

militantismeo (AFighting with Wor-d% 2023Nlefeaturedgpresentationand Ac
showcasing the use of slegisms in diverse activist contexts (FRight, feminism, antCovid vaccination, urban
protests, animal rights, etc.). See conference program here,

https://web.archive.org/web/20240420104328/https://www.misha.fr/agenda/evenemestletieesmots
neologieetmilitantisme archived April 20, 2024.
318 Chap. I, B, 50.
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Figure 1.3 Manosphere Timeline

First PUA manual MGTOW 1/TheRedPill All MGTOW
by Ross Jeffries Manifesto 2012 banned from Reddit
1992 2001 2021
Fi:rst PUA forum Neil Strauss's First International
alt.seduction.fast The Game Conference on Men's Issues
1994 2005 2014
proto-incel Alana's A Voice For Men AVFM a_nd Return
platform: Involuntary (AVEM) of Kings listed as
alt.support.shyness Celibacy Project 2009 hate groups by SPLC
1988 1997 2018
Warren Farrell's The The Pickup Artist Isla Vista ||r/TheRedPill
Myth of Male Power TV show on VH1 Killings quarantine
1993 2007 2014 2018
MRASs gaﬂler on Usenet: LoveShy.co:ﬁ r/NIenstghts r/incels ba__tmed f_‘rom R.eddit
alt.men/alt.dads rights/alt.feminazis 2003 2008 Creation of incels.is
CoL s T 2017
Men's Rights' Activists

Pickup Artists
Early incels (female/LGBT friendly)

Usenet era

Incels

 The Red Pill

| MGTOW

ma n

Clatterbaugh i

those

Secondly, | provide tables and figures which summarize the main tenets of each
grlorupldiss ileok ogwy .

osphere

movements:

ntroduces

four

f+ 1. What is the social reality for men in modern society?
- 2. What maintains or explains this social reality?

- 3. What would be a better social reality?

- 4. How can we achieve this better realkifif®

319 Kenneth ClatterbaugliGontemporary Perspectives on Masculinity

3201id.
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Table 1.1 below describe t h e five manosphere
framework32!
Table 1.1 Ideology of Manosphere Groups
Group What is the social What maintains or What would bea | How can we achieve

reality for men in
modern society?

explains this social
reality?

better social
reality?

this better reality?

Men face gender

A combination of (1)

An egalitarian

Recruitment;

specific issues which | traditional cultural | society, where every| indignation;
Me n 6 s| are constantly ignored values which sees | structural issue mobilization;
Rights or downplayed in men as disposable; | would be given its | activism;
Activists society. For example: | and (2) modern due attention. One | legal support and
(MRAS) the falling educational| feminism, which where men would advice for men;
achievement of boys, | systematically puts | feel free to express | creating counter
or thehigher rates of | blame on men, and | their feelings and narratives;
suicide and addiction | denies the existence| perspectives without| advocating for policy
among men. of menods fear of dismissal. change.
Most heterosexual me Confidence issues | PickupArtistry (also | Fashion and
have a very hard time| and lack of cal | ed f g {grooming; studying
when it comes to experience, which | selfimprovement social and sexual
Pickup- dating, sex, and make men anxious | method meant to dynamics;
Artists relationships. They and selfconscious | allow men to satisfy | developing an
(PUAS) live in a state of sexug when interacting their sexual and interesting
and romantic with women.This is | romantic personality; gaining
inhibition and compounded by theil expectations. It does experience through
frustration. idealization of not have a structural| trial-anderror;
women. social agendaer se. | concrete seduction
tips and techniques.
Most men a| (1) Female natureis| The Red Pillteacheg ( 1) A Taki
pilled,06 itheyput, | hypergamous, and | men how to become| Pi | | @ejecting.
women on pedestals, | women always fifal phao: feminism; studying
accept feminism, and | strategize to extract | sufficient, masculine| social and sexual
are unable to satisfy | benefits from men | men, who pursue dynamics; reading.
The Red Pill | their own desires. (money, support, their own desires an( (2) becoming
(TRP) They are ideologically| validation). interests, andreject [ ial phao:
condi ti one|(2) Feminismisa socially imposed bodybuilding;
malesO pr o v i (vastbrainwashing | expectations.Ithelpsigameod; d
resources for women | enterprise that men navigate curren| an independent and
and society. demonizes men and| society, with no self-sufficient
legitimizes all femalg blueprint for an lifestyle.
behavior. alternate society.
lFor another example of a table summarizing
Victims, Mass Mudexld5, and O&éReal Me n
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MGTOW agree with
the diagnoses of both
MRAs and TRP.
Western society is
irremediably stacked

(1) Feminism is the
main culprit. It has
seeped into
education,
governments, and

MGTOW are very
pessimistic regarding
Western society.
They do not think it
possible for men to

Going one
way: i.e.,avoiding
sexual and romantic
interactions with
women; developing &

Men Going | against men. In become culturally challenge feminist | self-sufficient
Their Own | particular, they have | hegemonic. hegemony, nor to lifestyle; personal
Way no legal protection (2) Wo me n (defend their interest | growth, satisfying
(MGTOW) | against false rape hypergamous nature| collectively. They onebds own
allegations, no shallow and thus advocate for investing in
reproductive rights, exploitative of men. | men to individually | traveling, career or
and no say in matters| (3) Traditional checkout from hobbies rather than
of child support and | expectations for mer social expectations, | in dating and
custog. in careers, marriage, and romanct relationships.
courtship etc. relationships. Taking the red pill.
Society is stratified (1) Lookism is There is no common| (1) Some incels try t(
according to looks. ubiquitous. Social social agenda. Somg ias cendo
Goodlooking men media and dating wish for a traditional | inceldom through
(Chads) get the social| apps are shallow an¢ society, with plastic surgery,
and sexual validation.| reinforce it. enforced monogamy| bodybuilding, sex
Regular looking men | (2) Women ignore | and arranged tourism, or sex
Incels (normies), spend their| and behave cruelly | marriages. Some cal workers322

lives working in the
hope of attracting and
providing for one
woman (betabuxxing).
Ugly men are at the
bottam of society, they
receive no attention
nor validation.

towards ugly and
awkward men.

(3) Feminists and
other Social Justice
Warrior (SJWs)
ignore or ridicule
incelsd p
spreading the male
oppression myth.

for sexual subjection
of women. However,
as a rule, incels tend
to be hopeless and
nihilistic, and rarely
discuss concrete
measues or a better
society.

(2) Someaccept their
situation, and cope
with it through video
games, drugs,
pornography, etc.
(3) A minority turns
towards suicide or
mass violence.

Applying
reveal.i
under stand a

ng. I

Clatterbaughos
ndeed, he

four

contended
s o ¢ i*?éTpisftameworlcfiathe 198@r9s9plesc tmewmed.sO mo v e
he was studying. Tdse had social agendas and emphasized collective actions to reach them.
However, agable 1.1shows, contemporary manosphere communities have a different bent. The
emphasis is much more on individual than collective action. While these Internet groups have

guest.
t hat

shared grievances, and sociopolitical readings of society, they mostly focus-iompseifanent,

%22 Those

met hods

ar e

al | cal
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self-actualization, and lifesty@*Mendés Ri ght s, being the ol dest

traditional mo 3@ In &aét, with typicablibestariannstispiciousness towards

organi zations, MGTOW proudly resist being cal |
AMGTOW is not a fimovemento. I tdés an individual
Feminism is a fAmovemento. Gay pride is a fAm

conferences. Public events and loud, organized parades shutting down traffic. Public meetings.
Designated representatives and speakers at the United Nations. Gobseddilvetaste funding.

A collective army al/ | oudly marching forwar
subscriptions, and indoctrinating children in public schools. Else it fails.

MGTOW t hrives without any of th#¥t. 1t is the p

I n a book si mi | aaciologisti Mi€hheh Messmer biravw @ map ©f, the
ATerrains of the Politics of Masculinities, o
movements in the 198A9090s (including race activists and profeminist méh)n figure 1.4
below, | adapt his map to current manosphere issues and groups. For that purpose, three main
focuses or Aiterrainso were identified:- (1) \Y
Improvement, all represented by circles. Groups were positioned itigde circles along a
triangle representing the manosphere. Lastly, groups were colored according to their relative levels
of misogyny, as measured by prevalence of online hate speech, sexist slurs and tré&fbes, etc.

24 n that regard, the manosphere perfectly fits the #id
the different types of collectivities and organizations that had structured social and political life during an eadier perio

of modeammi ttyhoa t contemporary soci al movements can be
6individualizationd of contemporary society, o an infl ud
globalized digital age, Adrienne Sérbom andgvlaus Wenner hag, il ndividualizati
Reformul ation of Soci al Criti que: Crifical Sdciolagh39, #d. 3(2063): t he Gl
45378, https://doi.org/10.1177/089692051143149454. This article, however, nuances and criticizes the

Aindividualizationd narrative as too vague and simpli st
325 Sociological definitions of movements insist on two aspects: (1) they have an organization and (2) an agenda for
soci al change: AiSoci al movements are purposef ul and or

organizations, and a degreecob n t i MarshallA Dictionary of Sociology fisoci al 615616.e ment s, O
Mends Ri ght s Forithiat readore isiethemmlyi mamosphese.group which is sometimes referred to as a
Amovement o in this dissertation.

Mgt ow. com, TfiFrequently Asked Questions, o
https://web.archive.org/web/20210104143631/https://www.mgtow.comAediiived January 4, 2021.

327 MessnerPolitics of Masculinities91.

328This is a general estimate, based on years of browsing and analysis of manosphere content, as well as on the relevant
scholarly literature, e. g., AiOverall, we can rank comi
MGTOW, Incels and TRP #lbe top, MRAs in the middle, and PUAs at the bottoBhi bei r o et al ., #fAThe
the Manosphere across the Wed05.
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Figure 1.4: The Terrains of Manosphere Politics

Male Grievances

Color | Misogyny

Absent/mild

Moderate

Strong

Extreme

Antifeminism Self-Improvement

Thesehree terrains of manosphere politics each encompass three or more groups. Together,
they represent key contemporary themes and narratives that draw some men to the manosphere.
Indeed, an extremely successful public intellectual like Jordan Petersompisaadesrging those
three theme&® While this map is just a schematic representation, it can be fruitfully interpreted.

For example, no ideology is based solely on grievances. In fact, grievances are always
complemented by antifeminism, which designates an enemy to hold responsible ser tho
grievances. However, this threeme framework is also limited. Indeed, MRA grievances are

mostly social, legal, and judicial, and thus quite different from the sexual grievances of incels.
Similarly, MGTOW are contemptuous of PUA techniques whichsasn as antics to please and
attract women, even thouigmpbotYtédmeowmmuoi it éetsathi

For a more detailed understanding of similarities and differences between manosphere
ideologies, the three terrains are therefore further subdividadlel.2below:i Mal e gr i evanc

2Pet er s on 6 s -infprovermest iscappareneih the myriad of short-kelp/motivational clips found on

YouTube, as well as in his book, Jordan PetersdrRules for Life: An Antidote to Cha@®ronto: Penguin Random

House Canada, 2018yor relationship to feminism and focus on male issues, see his YouTube conversations with
Warren FarrellJordan B Petersofi, The Four Dos a noouDubacdrh, suguasf, 16202loodanc e

B Peterson, iAvoi di ng School Shoot i ngreuTuba.coch, Jund el3, R@2YZ, Cris
https://web.archive.org/web/20230428043036/https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=IpPr5ilaH|E
https://web.archive.org/web/20231113152715/https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=IAqCISSZEM4&t=3340s

archived respectively April 28, 2023 and November 13, 2023.
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are divided between fAsocial grievanceso (chilc
(di sadvantages for men in heterosexual dating
t o fant ipéreemeamingsactive opposition to feminism on feministbotton issues such

as rape or domestic violence. Another subcategory was added to include supporipiolitaati

correctness (PC). l ndeed, mo st man o stpwaredls i ans 0
PC, and the feminist/LBTQ+/ r ace activists (mockingly <cal
AiSIWso0) who try t o *%Fnfnoarice mpmdseerthmand i $ . di
Al i festyled (such as focusing on plsedsciion a l e X

techniques).

Table 1.2:Common Issues and Orientations of Manosphere Communities

MRA PUA TRP MGTOW Incels
Social grievances N i a N a
Sexual grievances g i 9| N N
Antifeminism N N a |;j él
Anti PG-SJWs N a N N N
Lifestyle g N N N a
Game A N N A i

N= Major feature of the ideology & = Minor feature of the ideologyfi = Absent/Anecdotal

After the overview of manosphere history and ideology found in sections A and B, section
C presentsa literature review of manosphere researdh i | e t hi s di ssertat.i
featured a brief literature review on biology in the manosphere, this one is an exhaustive literature

review of all manosphere research.

C. MANOSPHERE RESEARCH LITERATURE REVIEW

C.1. Discourse AnalysisUnobtrusive Methods
1.a. Qualitative Discourse Analysis

Qualitative discourse analysis is the most common type of manosphere research, primarily
in the fields of sociology, linguistics, or feminist media studies. These studies follow the same
pattern: the discourse of an online community is collected on orsevaral websites, then
scrutinized qualitatively. Its themes and tropes are summarized, then classified, analyzed, and often

political correctness is fibelief that | anguages and p
of s e X or race) shoul d be el iminated, 0o Mer r
https://web.archive.org/web/20240901145431/https://www.metfriam

webster.com/dictionary/political%20correctnearchived September 1, 20Fbor a manosphere definition of Social

Justice WarriorseeAppendix 30: Glossargf Manospherderms, 586
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criticized. Nowadays, this type of research is so widespread that conducting an exhaustive review

is a daunting, if not impossible task. In fact, as noted by two manosphere researchers, one of whom

is the author of the mosited and influential of those studi€8,i Thi s categori sat.i
necessary and important, but its frequent replication at this point, we argue, has led to a stagnation

of knowledge, and does not f&cilitate theory |

Discourse analysis research roughly falls into three categories, although these often overlap:
(1) general analysis of manosphere ideojd@y focus on misogyny and violencg) targeted
subjectspecific studies.

One of the easiest avenuestogetatnmpt h | ook at an online cor
look at the discourse it produces. This discourse is readily available for researchers, while accessing
the people behind the computers is quite arduous. Henceojmndarity of such studies in
manosphere research. After deconstructing the themes and tropes of manosphere communities,
scholars then provide their concepts and analyses on the matter. Analyzing the whole manosphere,
Ging thus tries to make sense of oalimasculinities: are they traditional, dominant, hyl3#t?

Schmitz and Kazyak, for their part, identi fy
Search of Masculinityodo and AViasuwkl Miasti mhei
subthemes in eacfFacrat@gotrymsanmdekKiommel. , Menos
from a sense of fAaggrieved entitlement, 0o I e

they think they are entitled 8> Dragiewicz reveals how MRA discourse contains calls for the
reassertion of patriarchy, while its calls for formal equality obfuscate persistent gender power
imbalance®®® British political scientist AnaJ or dan contends that Father

¥Ging, fAAl phas, Betas, and Incels. o

%2Ging and Murphy, ATr @&cki nd@otmgualimfe stutiesrsigenotraifilate vith marg

particular methodological framework, while others are grounded in various methodological and theoretical traditions,

to name a few: qualitative thematic analysis, inductive content analysis, analytic abquétionn a gener al ¢
abduction forwards explanations for novel or surprising observations. In a more practical sense, abduction aims to
combine the strengths of both inductive and deductive inquiry by reasoning from concrete data (similar to induction),

bu t using this data to extend, refine, or refute existi
creat 6 it ai l or maded qualitative analys[e]s0o that combi ne
grounded approaches, 0 etc. Respectively Sarah Daly an
Qualitative Thematic Analysis of Interviewswi t h | Bexe Rades &6, no. 1 (2022): 1433,

https://doi.org/10.1007/s1119%1-012565; Di gnam and Rohl i nger, AMi sogynistic
and Nor ann Richard, i An | nv Mdthads i i rPsyctiolmgy5 A2021): y18,i ¢ Abdt
https://doi.org/10.1016/].metip.2021.100Q032 Hande Eslest i ya and Mar gunn Bj Brnhol t, i

andAnttFemi ni st Resi st an c &ocialRolitical Intereatonah Studieshhdendat, Btatd® & Society
30, no. 1 (2022): 2138, https://doi.org/10.1093/sp/jxac01219-220. For definitions and applications of different
approaches to qualitative research methods, see Michael Quinn Ratsdiiative Research & Evaluation Methods:
Integrating Theory and Practicdth ed. (Thousand Oaks: SAGE Publications, 2015).

3Ging, fAAlphas, Betas, and Incels. o

%Rachel Schmitz and Emily Kazyak, fdMasculinities in Cyl
Ri ghts Act i 8Sdcial ScieMéeshns.i2 (2@18)https://doi.org/10.3390/socsci5020018

%Bet hany Coston and Michael Kimmel, #AWhite Men as the

Mends Ri ght Blevadahaw jogrmelt3, nd. 2 (2013): 36&B5.
Mol |l'y Dragiewicz, #APatriarchyYAWAaAst Fammist@rimaldgB,er sod Ri
no. 2 (2008): 121144, https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085108316731
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more to do with the postfeminisarrativesthan withan antifeministi b a c¢ 10 and thdit those
two narratives should be clearly differentiatéd.

Such general discursive analysis has also been conducted on-Rrtktg with Almog
and Kaplan highlighting the i mportance of fnga
as a fgeeky solution t o t3 similarly, RedrRithaeology hasy oun g
been qualitatively analyzed by Van Valkenburgh, who stresses the importance of neoliberal
economics and scientific discourse in this new digital take on mascdfifity for incels, they
are the subject of increased scrutiny, and blackpill ideology has been deconstructed extensively in
social science journals, criminology studies, and security and caenterism reports#°All these
analyses highlight dominant themes and tropes in manosphere disaducbehey linkto broader
cultural phenoment! They also criticize such discourse, by highlighting its contradictions.
Violent and hateful speech is one of the nmabiectsof these critiques.

Discourses around rape and sexual violence in the manosphere have been a recurring
concern and focus of feminist scholars. For example, Lise Gotell and Emily Dutton analyze MRA
discourse on rape, which they see as a strategic tool to mobilize youngraeshift away from

Fathersdé Rights issues. They show how feminis
as a |l udicr qouswiftnmo rfad maplaeni MRAs | e¥#?&Einmaglane hat ¢
studies online rape threats, a new d*ghet al 1ty
discursive construction and dehumanization of women by incels has been analyzed by Chang, as

wel | as by Menzie thr ou’Hoptonhaed Langer baveoekamifieh e mme
%Jordan, fConceptualizing Backlash. o

3%Ran Al mog and Danny Kaplan, fAThe Nerd and His Discont

Game as a Geeky Solution to Mdénand®hsaulinitie2d,ge 5(206a7):248p ung Ma
https://doi.org/10.1177/1097184X15613831

3%¥Van Valkenburgh, fADigesting the Red Pill .o

WE. g., Stephane Baele, Lewys Brace, and Travis Coan, T
behi nd t he 2 018 Tdrroriso nando Polificalt Mialekce 83, no. 8 (2019): 16681,
https://doi.org/10.1080/09546553.2019.1638286h annon Zi mmer man, AfThe | deol ogy

Victimhood as Just i fi cTerorissmrandfPolitical Rioldné&6,inc. 2 1(2022)i I nc e, 0O
https://doi.org/10.1080/09546553.2022.21299Rla di cal i sati on Awareness Networ k,
Phenomenon (in the EU) and Its Relevance and Challenges
of general qualitative overview of sTMBINMHOMGTOWEEhGoipggy, s ee
Their OwnDigha EnyiroronentsnEthnographic Perspectives Across Global Online and Offline Spdces

Urte Undine Fromming et al. (Bielefeld: Transcript Verlag, 2017) 9867

341 Meta-analyses are however sorely needed to compile those findings. Althougtamabtses are much more

common in quantitative research, they exi sdnalysisistgual i t a
provide a concise and comprebam picture of findings across qualitative studies that investigate the same general
research topic, 0 for theoretical and met hodoAnaygis cal exy

of Qualitative Studies: A Tool for Reviewing Qualitat e Resear ch Fi ndi Rsglsothdrapy Psy c h
Research9, no. 45 (2009): 591600, https://doi.org/10.1080/105033008024779891.

2Gotell and Dutton, ASexual Violence in the O6Manospher
Jane, fASystemic Misogyny Exposed. o

Wi nni e Chang, -Féninmein thednted Imagimatien: Investigating the Representation of Women as
O6Femoi ds o on Femini® r aMedia e ISteidies 22, no. 2 (2020): 2540,
https://doi.org/10.1080/14680777.2020.1804%@ ur en Menzi e, nStacys, Beckys, an

Femininity and Hegemoni c Madsychalégy & Sexualitg®; ind. b {2020):168%, e | Rhet
https://doi.org/10.1080/19419899.2020.1806915
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manosphere sexist abuse on TwitrOther analyses frame manosphere misogyny in terms of
imal e sproemdaywt horitariano an¥TheleBacmmanod sub
thread to these studies: they warn against studying manosphere misogyny as an isolated
phenomenon, and call instead for analyzing it as part of a broader online and offline cultural
context. In many ways, they view this online violensej@st an extreme or distorted form of
widespread attitudes and prejudice towards women.

Some qualitative manosphere discourse studies focus on specific events and their reception
in the manosphere. For example, Dignam and Rohlinger examine the links between the Red Pill
community and Donal d *7Othenpligcarsive stugliestinvestigatee n 2 0 1
celebration and Acanonizationodo of mass murder
Lépine, and 2014 Isl¥ista killer Elliot Rodger*® Some only dwell on specific types of texts
coming from manosphere communities, such as |
reportso (i.e., narrat i gasdDalyfandtLdskovtsov aeatysisoofi nt e r
incel suicide post®® These valuable studies mine less studied sources of data, or shed light on
manospheradjacent phenomena and events. If all researchers studied the manosphere as a
bounded and static entity, this would entail loss of accuracy and complexity. In a siamlar v
recent stutks examined narratives of é€Red Pillersor exincelswho have quit the manosphere,

providing insights on the yet understudied deradicalization prégess.

¥ Kathryn Hopton and Susanne Langer, AOKi ck the XX out
Di scursi ve Construct i onBeminsh & Peychblegy32, e 1 T(2022): ti2r , 0
https://doi.org/10.1177/09593535211033461

%Respectively in Kayla Preston, Michael Halpin, and Fi
Mal e Supremacy of I n v oMem nanca Mastulinities24, | no.b & t(2021): M8a31, O
https://doi.org/10.1177/1097184X21101798usanne KaiseRolitical Masculinity: How Incels, Fundamentalists

and Authoritarians Mobilise for PatriarchyHoboken: John Wiley & Sons, 2022); Casey Ryan Kelly and Chase
Aunspach, filncel s, Compul s or Femibist Farmaation@2ynp. 3 @020): 1852s ci st M
https://doi.org/10.1353/ff.2020.0044

%'Di gnam and Rohlinger,. 0on Mi sogynistic Men Online

8For Marc L®pine, see M®lissa Blais, fAMarc L®pine : hi
Pol yt echlnd gMicey voe mennt Mascul iniste Au,edQMébissaeBtaisand Erdhesnt i f ®m
DupuisDéri (Montréal: Remue ménage, 2015),1#8 ; Mi chael Halpin et al., AA Sol
Violence, and I ncels Cel ebr athtipo/doi.cmgfl0.MA36/est.id/c@forikltod ( Soc Ar
Rodger,se®vi tt, Aol f i Cannot Have It, i Wi Il Do Everything
Daria Dayter and Sofia R¢diger, fAReporting from the F
up Artist Onl iOpealLinQustcd,no. L 01@)stns:ddoi.org/10.1515/0pk0160016

0Daly and Laskovtsov, fAGoodbye, My Friendcels. o
¥1Matteo Botto and Lucas Gottz®n, f#Swallowing and Spit

Radicalizati on Pat hwaJdownal ioh Gendér eStudd83) o bh @23e ,596 608
https://doi.org/10.1080/09589236.2023.22603AGnanda | sabel Osuna, fiLeaving the
An al ySexuality & Culture28, no. 2 (2024): 7490, https://doi.org/10.1007/s1214%3101436; Alyssa et al.,
Aldentifying Pathways to the Incel Community a®%sd Where
Roles90 (2024): 910 22, https://doi.org/10.1007/s1119®4-01478x; Elizabeth Ann Hintz and Jonathan Troy Baker,

AA Performative Face Theory Analysis of OnnternatienalFacewor
Journal of Communicatioh5 (2021)30473066 LéaMay BurnsandMaridude Boi sl ard, A6l 6m Be't
A Qualitative Analysis of the TTheJournalgf SExdesear@24|1é7adi ng t C
https://doi.org/10.1080/00224499.2024.2340110
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1.b. Quantitative Discourse Analysis

Al gorithmic or ABig Datao techniques are n
millions of digital objects: tweets, profiles, messages, etc. These techniques are promising, because
they allow for an entire we bistivelyeanalyzed, withaatmu ni t
resorting to sampling. They have been applied to every manosphere community and various
platforms: on Reddit for MRAs and The Red Rity; Twitter for MGTOW;and on MGTOWPUA,
and incel forum$>2 Such analyses usually reveal the most frequent terms and themes in those
communities or quantify the proportion of hateful and misogynistic content. A team of quantitative
linguists recently ran a study on a crmsanosphere Reddit corpus including theefimain
manosphere branches to shed |Iight on the repr
igirls, o Aimen, 0 and AbYyYyso) in manosphere dis

Beyond linguistic analysis, some Big Data research designs focus on the people sitting
behind their computers. Some strive to identify incels based on their Twitter and Facebook
activity 3%* Wright et al. examine the participation patterns on a MGTOW forum, revealing that
half the posts are made lBssthanone percent of forum uset®.In a uniquely creative study,

Brooks et al. managed to map the areas of the United States with the highest concentratien of incel
related tweets, thanks to geolocation of Twitter accottAfBhe most ambitious and noteworthy
study of the kind was produced in 2020 by an

2For MRAs on Reddit, Patrick Rafail and | saac Freitas,
Menods Rights Mo v eSooiah t MedisOn+# i $oeietyo5, no. 2 (2019): 111,
https://doi.org/10.1177/2056305119841387a Vi ol et t e and Hogan, AUsing Platfo
Di scour ses: The Case of Mendéds Rights and Mends Libera
Mount ford, AiTopi c Mo d e | Soagia Scidnhes 7, Re d 3 [R018): ,4ib7,
https://doi.org/10.3390/socsci703004A 1 ex andr a Krendel , iThe Me n and Wo me

O6Manospher eéAssiAst@ar phiss ¢ obiscarse &A Popietyd8la dr ,60(2020): 60730,
https://doi.org/10.1177/09579265209396%r MGTOW on Twitter, Anna Maria Goérska, Karolina Kulicka, and
Dariusz Jemielniak, i Men Not Going Their Own Way: A Tl
T w e e Fesniniét Media Studie23, no. 8(2022): 3774 92, https://doi.org/10.1080/14680777.2022.213 7.8t

MGTOW forums, Wright, Trott, and Jones, A0The Pussy Air
Di scursive Construction of Re sDissouraenQoetextt&Meddd 2020k an On |
25, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dcm.2020.100402 o r i ncel f orums, Hamed Jel odar at
Knowl edge Discovery and Discussion Mining of I|Incel onl i
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2104.09586

%This study manages fAto establish the topics, descript
five groups, 0 Alexandra Krendel, Mar k Mc Gl ashan, and V

Actors across Five Manospher€ o mmuni ti es CarporaRE’d dha. t 2 ¢2022): 29821,
https://doi.org/10.3366/cor.2022.0297

¥ Mohammad Hajarian et al., ASNEFL: Social Network Expl
De t e ¢ Miltimedjadools and Applicationg8, no. 23 (2019): 334586, https://doi.org/10.1007/s1104P219-
0805#3;Mohammad Haj arian and Zahra Khanbabal oo, AToward St
Medi a Usi ng Sen t202inéminternatiorall Cprderesce an WemResearch (IC{2B821): 16974,
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICWR51868.2021.9443027

5Wr i ght, Trott, and Jones, fA6The Pussy Aino6t Worth 11,
356 Robert Brooks, Daniel Rusddat t er ham, and Khandis Bl ake, #Alncel Act
Mat i ng BPsysHologizal Science3, no. 2 (2022): 24%8, https://doi.org/10.1177/09567976211036065
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Manospher e AdJfltanmrmges th map W the. history of the manosphere, by looking

at the number of wusers in each communityds pl
increase in violent and misogynistic content over the 2010s, as found in another stadyraf¥
Furthermore, a remarkable Big Data crptstform study analysis of incel spaces has also
documented a steady increase in levels of violent extremist language between 2015 &Pl 2022.
Results from those algorithmic methods should however be taken with a grain of salt, for they rely

on automated inferences: thus, an automated a
that 35% of users were women. This is presumably falsehvie authors readily acknowledtje.

This example shows the long way still to go for those emerging algorithmic techniques. They are
bound to grow more popular and sophisticated in the years to come, as exemplified by the rich and
ambitious manosphere studies already ingiat.3%*

Although they differ significantly, all those qualitative and quantitative studies hinge on the
same type of data: online discourse and traces
therefore has a severe lack of primary data collectedttirfrom manosphere communities. This
presumably stems from the hostility of the manosphere towards social scientists and outside
intruders®®? The threat of cybeharassment, intimidation, and violence deters reseaftthers
particularly womed from approaching those communities. In fact, interviews, surveys, and
ethnographic immersions are so scarce that they can be reviewed thoroughly.

"Ri beiro et al., fAThe Evol uto olnt owa st hfei rMagrinopsualiary sen eadc raos
2020.
8Tracie Farrell et al., HAExpl ori ng Prbteeslingg gfrthg 10hACM s s t h ¢

Conference on Web Scien@®19): 87 96, https://doi.org/10.1145/3292522.3326045
St ephane Baele, Lewys Brace, -RlatfdrmsDMadlybid of Vioent Exjremisti A Di a ¢

Language i n t he | n cTertorism© and i Polidcal Kiolense36s moe & ,(2023): 38205,
https://doi.org/10.1080/09546553.2022.2161373

%Jaki et al., AOnline Hatr@d 18f Whimen wias Uheel nucéihg. Me
Textgain APl which uses a statistical estimate met hod:

or a woman. Statistically, women tend to talk more about people and relationshipg, fi@@mds), while men are

more interested in objects and things (e.g., cars, games). As a result, women will use more personal prgmouns (

we) in a social context and men will use more determingrsi, thé and more quantifiersofe, many . 06 May b e
incel so strong focus on personal feelings and
https://web.archive.org/web/20230914085922/https://devops.textgain.com/#tag/Profiling/paths/~1gender/get

archived September 14, 2023.

%lIAnh Vu et al ., 0 Ex-ScaleReselrBhintoExtranbismij thre ¢/lanbspherg and Their Correlation
by Online For utp:/dabra/@bs/2L2 02 7AHussam Habib, Padmini Srinivasan, and Rishab
Nithyanand, AMaking a Radical Mi sogyni st: How Online S

of Radicalizati ono [(ttafaXiv.erg/abd2eoR.0866ry 17, 2022),

%Ging and Murphy thus write that the manospherebés fAano
[ €] has resulted i n abasédreseatgh @ifn g naned vMuerwp hoyr, sfuTrrvaecyk i ng
2. For examples of manospheri ans AppbenoisgX8i58li ty t owards my:¢
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C.2. Field ResearchObtrusive Methods
2.a. Ethnographic Immersions

True ethnographic immersions combining observations and interviews have been realized
by female researchers in France, England, and Chifdose three immersions were conducted
inside the Pickujrtist community. This is unsurprising, as PUAs are both easy to locate and
access (since they organize dating coaching sessions and seminars) and relatively welcoming
towards womeri® Another innovative study consisted in having confederate Piktigts
surreptitiously record their interactions with women for later linguistic analysiB.h e Men é s
Ri ght s/ FasmbvemestiwittRts @dartized meetings, is also easier to access. Sociologist
Robert Kenedy thus combined participant observation and interviews to study Canadian

organization Fathers for Justt®S o di d soci ol ogi st Michael Ki mme
in the United State¥’ Bertoia and Drakich mixed interviews, observations, and discourse analysis

to highlight the contradictions between the of
private emotions and thoughts of its members. They conclude that in spitaraghlarian
rhetoric, Fatherdéds Rightsd Activists do not e

but rather get involved in the movement as a reaction against the loss of control, power and money
following a contested divorc¥® The more recent Interneentric manosphere communities such

as incels and MGTOW are much harder to study in naturalistic settings. The only exception so far
has been Kai tl yichcéhbiged hided sthnographk and lsiom interviews

when producing 3V documentary on incef$®

363 Respectively GourarieAlphaMale OO0 Nei | |, AThg® Waikbionfg SedyctiiiAepiratio
Masculinities and Consumptionin Pickp Ar t i st T r Jdourmal of Gonsunmer CDltu23 reo., 1§2021):
17 19, https://doi.org/10.1177/146954052110620Fkese three female scholars observed PUA training courses in

urban areas, and conducted interviews with both coache:
critiqgue PUAsd® vision of masculinity, women, sex and ir
%There are some female PUA coaches, 0Oas .wel |l fias wowmiamgw

friend, used in social situat The@GameitiSoHoWwewdr, feministreseanohaast ot h e
still reported some discomfort in conducting those studies, notably owing to the objectification of women by PUAs,

see Rachdll nPa&aNeiolulsin Ranct h emla S2dabsign:dVen,,Masculinity, and Mediated Intimacy

(New York: John Wiley & Sons, 2018).

3¢5Qliver HamblingJ ones and Andrew Merrison, fAlnequity i-mp the Pu
Arti st | ddumal gf Bragmaticedd, n@ 9 (2012): 11127, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2012.04.008
%6Robert Kenedy, fAResearching the | nter sec-Béparationlarelt ween |

Di vorced Fatherhood: A Case Study Fathers Qualitatvel usti ce
Sociology Review®, no. 2 (2006): 787, https://doi.org/10.18778/1738077.2.2.06
367 Kimmel, Angry White Men

%Carl Bertoia and Janice Drakich, fAThe Fathedauma Ri ght s
of Family Issued4, no. 4 (December 1, 1993): 53845, https://doi.org/10.1177/019251393014004007
%¥Kaitlyn Regehr, fAln(Cel )Doctrination: How Technol ogi c:

on t o NawMediat&Socet@4, no. 1 (2022): 13%5, https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444820959019
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2.b. Interviews

|l nterview research has primarily been condl
Jordan studied the discourse around fa*herhoo
Similarly, political scientist JoceDActistEl i se

in 2003 to understand how social movements coalesce around issues and grievances, but also
around an identity’* She also explored the understudied women of the manosphere and their
conflicted identities, by conducting 23-the pt h s I nterviews wibt h fen
activists®’2Members of the most recent online communities such as incels and MGTOW are harder

to reach than traditional activists. However, researchers increasingly recognize the need to
understand their lives and perspectives through interviewdepth Incel qualative interview

research was thus conducted by Daly and Reed (=180 d by Lisa Sugiura, who interviewed

seven incels and three-@écels for her book'he Incel RebellioA“Fi nal |y, a Swedi s
student was able to reach local MGTOW with a combination -penson meetings and online
interviews3’®

2.c. Survey Research

Quantitative survey research is also rare, presumably owing to the difficulty of recruiting
respondent s. The ol dest study of the kind thu
profeminist, and mythopoets) about their opinions of each other, bubmhasable to gather
responses from 17 MRA¥® Recently, incels have been the target of lagale survey studies,
investigating their mental health, experiences, and beliefs, in an effort to understand and prevent
violence and selharm3’’ This recent increase in largeale incel survey research is a testimony

SAna Jordan, fAo6DMdmsAAeB66t DMmdoeanas. d Constructions o
the (Real) Fat her Sourdal ofl Sosidl Welfare aGich Family iLagdy nod 4 (2009): 41RB3,
https://doi.org/10.1080/09649060903430280

S"Jocelyn Elise Crowley, AOn the Cusp of a Movement: | de
wi t hin Fat her 6s FBocwlbgical 6 SpedBuno @8 s nhad 6  (2008): 7024,
https://doi.org/10.1080/02732170802342974

S2Jocelyn Elise Crowley, fAConflicted Sbeiologiearlirmuiry7® no. Wo men |
3 (2009): 32850, https://doi.org/10.1111/].147682X.2009.00293 .x

3paly and Reed, A6l Think Most of Society Hates Us. 00
374 Lisa Sugiura,The Incel Rebellion: The Rise of the Manosphere and the Virtual War Against \{Bimgiey:

Emerald Publishing, 2021).

S Sebastian Gygax, iShedding a Different Light on MGT
Perspective of Bel onging t o MGT OWo (Masterds Th
http://urn.kb.se/resolve?urn=urn:nbn:se:su:di¥8428

S%John Fox, fiHow Mends MovemefdthePdpwi miap a dX soNéNedcly BSa wldi
1, 2004): 10818, https://doi.org/10.3149/jms.1202.1.03

S"Anne Speckhar d an d-Réported Pgychiatri¢ DisnrtbeeandyPerceiv&ldsythological Symptom
Rates among Involuntary Celibates (I nceBehgvioral Bakencégshei r P¢
of Terrorism and Political Aggressiop2022, 118, https://doi.org/10.1080/19434472.2022.20299%%se Morton et

al ., fAAsking Incel s (Par t-191QuarantheancktCowiage 9f the GamadiamTpreoisms o f
Designation on | ncel Intesaional tCeéntemfor tha StudyRa Viaemtt Exteemisdqg2 D
William Costell o -Beti nagl . AmofinLge vMd s WhHo Werld | Bvolgibnarf | nvol u
Psychological Sciend® no. 4 (2022): 3720, https://doi.org/10.1007/s4084®2-00336x; Mo s k al enko et al .
|l deol ogy, Radicalization and Ment al Heal tho; Speckhard
over Sexual Exclusion and the Potential Thr eBrandoof Vi ol €
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to the special attention receivby this groupover the last few years, which will be the focus of
next section.

C.3. The Case of Incel Research

In the wake of inceinspired mass killings in the United States and Europe, the group has
been the target of unprecedented media, academic, and institutional scrutiny. For example, the
European Commission has been holding expert sessions and issuitgjoeacels since 20218
Il ncels were also discussed in the 2023 UK Homz¢
report, as well as in a recent United Nations Office for Cotifgerorism workshop’® With
increased security concerns comes increased public furnitied)S Department of Homeland
Security thus granted 28000 USD t o a Georgia State Univer si|
evolution and spread of the growing ¥hkhise supr
general surge in interest towards incels generated by mass killings is illustrdigar &yl .5with
use of the term soaring after the 2014 Isla Vista killings:

Figurel.55Use of the ter2019fiincel (s)o (200
Appear ance inoef(spt hewm tGorom| ® 6 s NG20@band 201%'wer , bet
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Spar ks, Al exandra Zidenberg, and Mark Ol ver, iOne | s t
Heal t h, a n Current Psechologg8 @G624):889P406, https://doi.org/10.1007/s12148P3-04275z.
S®Radicalisation Awareness Network, #Alncels: A First Sc
Chall enges for P/ CVE. DO

SWUnited Kingdom Home Office, fACommi ssion ford Qwaurncther i n

28, 2023, https://web.archive.org/web/20230612160516/https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/commission
for-counteringextremismendof-yearreport2022to-2023/commissiotfor-counteringextremismendof-year
report2022to-2023accessibleversion archived June 12, 2023. United Nations Office of Couliterr r or i s m, i UN
Office for CountefTerrorism Workshop Investigates Role of Technology and Mental Health in Radicalization to

Violent Extremism in Europé
https://web.archive.org/web/20230612155313/https://www.un.org/counterterrorism/evetiBlechnology
MentatHealthhrRadicalizatiorin-Europe archived June 12, 2023.

%Georgia State University, @dAGrant Wi ll Fund Research |
2019, https://web.archive.org/web/20230612153119/https://news.qgsu.edu/2019/06/26/fgdptalill -fund-
researchinto-growing-malesupremacissubcultureonline/, archived June 12, 2023.

381 Google Books Ngram Viewer,

https://web.archive.org/web/20231004171814/https://books.google.com/ngrams/graph?content=incel%2C+incels&y
ear_start=2005&year_end=2019&corpus=4119&smoothing=3 generated and archived October 4, 20B8r
details on Ngramsee footnote n°201, 51.
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The incelcommunity has now taken broader cultural relevance. For example, some of its
terms, such as fAChad, o6 have entered popular p
to use inceinspired characters as new archetypal villd#d#As | have noticed anecdotally over
years of discussing my research with different publics, incels do seem to be nowadays much better
known than the rest of the manosph&fdn short, incels have become both a growing security
concern, and a relatively wethown cultural phenomenon and archetype. This has been
accompanied with an explosion of incel resedfélin 2022, Norwegian researchersblisheda
literature review of English and Scandinavipeaking publications on incef§. Sorting those
publications by year reveals this surge. While their literature review stops at 2020, the trend has
not abated since.

Figure 1.6: Number of Academic Publications on Incels
Source: all publications listed by Prgitz et®8.
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Charl otte Col omb oNew Supteitain: the lmdelo Yhe dDajitalsFix September 232022,
https://web.archive.org/web/20230612162145/https://www.thedigitalfix.comidomty-darling/thebatmanincel,

archived June 12, 2023.

383This was confirmed by the short survey | ran on evolutionary behavioral scientists in the United States (n=44), with

75% of respondents saying they knew incels wghjtast 50%, 45%, 182% and 361% for respectively PUAs, TRP,

MGTOW and MRAs For methodological details on the survey, Geap. IlI,C, 162.

%A similar trend occurred after the 9/11 terror attack
up for |l ost time, creating courses and hiring professol
on assessing securityi sks posed by the region to the United States
et Empire.La Science Politique Américaine et La Région Afrique Du Nord et M&@eni ent Auj besr ddhui ,
Sciences Sociales En Voyagoer:i eln& A fVruisq uded EDur oNpoer, d, etk6t A m®er i Mc

Eberhard Kienle, New Online Edition (AenPr ovence: I nstitut de Recherches et
Musulmans, 2010), 1489, https://doi.org/10.4000/books.iremam.3149, translation mine.

BLin PrRitz et al., f@AHybr i de NburakdMedietidsskrii®9, ad. 2(R022p¢g15,Hat i de o
https://doi.org/10.18261/nmt.29.2.3

386 |bid.
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Not only is incel research more abundant than the rest of manosphere research, but it is also
gualitatively different. Indeed, incels have attracted unique attention from two fields: eounter
terrorism studies and psychiatry.

Following incel attacks, security scholars have started scrutinizing young amin's
radicalization. Like scholars of other fields, they have produced their own discursive analyses of
online incel/blackpill ideology, with a particular focus on violedt@Nood et al. have analyzed
processes and factors of incel radicalization by studying life histories of incel terrorists {{#=15).

In 2020, Hoffman et al. listed and classified all inegated attacks. With an arguably broad
definition of incel violence, they found that
the first named act of ¥ Qwngtd subseqoentatiacks, thistypeur r e
of work is unfortunately prone to being rapidly outdated. Some scholars have also debated and
criticized the relevance of current counterrorism theoretical frameworks for understanding the

incel threaf® They argue that incel violence should not be analyzed in isolation, but as part of a
wider network of online violent misogyny and male supremacism. In other words, they advocate
for fAapplying a-tgrerisndd®r | ens to counter

Such studies are not exclusively analytical, and have a strong public policy focus: they aim
at preventing radicalization and violence. Thus, scholars have proptrisetlral solutions to
prevent deathly incel attacks, drawing on a wide array of public policy domains such as public and
mental health, research, and educatf8rOn a perpetratelevel, Collins and Clark propose a
framework for identifying incel terrorists before they strik&Additionally, incels are increasingly
studied by another field of applied research: psychological/psychiatric studies.

Psychologists recognize that incels face adverse life experiences. Survey research for
example reveals that 86% of incels report having experienced some form of bullying (f#4151),

%Sara Brzuszkiewicz, Al ncel RadiThalhternstionaliCenire fariCauntE xt er n a
Terrorismi The Hague (ICCTIEvolutions in Countefferrorism2 (2020): 120, https://doi.org/10.19165/2020.5.,21

Simon Cottee, fdAlncel (E) Mot i Stedesin (Reflet& merronis tno. 2 @02A:me and
93i 114, https://doi.org/10.1080/1057610X.2020.18225R%A d i cal i sati on Awareness Networ
of the Phenomenon (in the EU) and Its Relevance and Cha
%Al ecia Toni Wood, P. Tanteckchi, and David Keatley, i
Ma s s Mu rSdudies éiCanfliad & Terrorisi(2022): 113, https://doi.org/10.1080/1057610X.2022.2037630

Hof f man, Ware, and Shapiro, MAssessing the Threat of
MEviane Leidig, AWhy Terrorism Studi énernalibnag €entte ioe Mar k
CounterTerrorism 2021, https://web.archive.org/web/20230614151514/https://www.icct.nl/publication/why
terrorismstudiesmissmarkwhenit-comesincels archived June 14, 2023; Julia DeCook and Megan Kelly,

Al nterrogating the 6l ncel Menacebd: AssesG@Griicaltudesan Thr eat
Terrorism15, no. 3 (2022): 70&6, https://doi.org/10.1080/17539153.2021.2005099

31Eviane Leidigi Why Terrorism Studies Miss the Mark When 1t Co
Sian Tomkinson, Tauel Harper, and Katie Attwell, @ACor
Mi sogyni stic ViAuidtraliant Joubhal tofr PelitidalsStiend85, no. 2 (April 2, 2020): 1559,
https://doi.org/10.1080/10361146.2020.17473&@ gan Kel |l y, Al ex Di Branco, and Jul
and Male Supremacism: Overview and Recommendations for
(New America, 2021), https://web.archive.org/web/20230614145759/https://www.newamerica.org/pelitical
reform/reports/misogynigshcelsandmalesupremacismi/archived June 14, 2023.

3BChristopher Col |l ins an d-18locadamify andricel lcokd c tfiolrs i Tndgurnablafei sTt R AOP
Threat Assessment and Managen&(®021): 15973, https://doi.org/10.1037/tam00001.67
Moskalenko et al., #Alncel | deology, Radicalization an

89


https://doi.org/10.19165/2020.5.21
https://doi.org/10.1080/1057610X.2020.1822589
https://doi.org/10.1080/1057610X.2022.2037630
https://web.archive.org/web/20230614151514/https:/www.icct.nl/publication/why-terrorism-studies-miss-mark-when-it-comes-incels
https://web.archive.org/web/20230614151514/https:/www.icct.nl/publication/why-terrorism-studies-miss-mark-when-it-comes-incels
https://doi.org/10.1080/17539153.2021.2005099
https://doi.org/10.1080/10361146.2020.1747393
https://web.archive.org/web/20230614145759/https:/www.newamerica.org/political-reform/reports/misogynist-incels-and-male-supremacism/
https://web.archive.org/web/20230614145759/https:/www.newamerica.org/political-reform/reports/misogynist-incels-and-male-supremacism/
https://doi.org/10.1037/tam0000167

while a more recent study had 96% of incel respondents report experiencing some childhood
bullying experiences (n=378%° Such studies show low levels of weking, with between 75 and

77,26% of incels reporting moderate to severe depression according to the validated Patient Health
Questionnaire (PH®) scale**® 26% of incel respondents feature Autism Spectrum Disorders, as
measured by the Autism Spectrum Quotient {AQ3°’ Finally, suicidality is extremely high, with

more two thirds of incels considering sklrm on a regular basi® Clinical scholars analyze the
sources of incel s ment al angui ¥*nfactaaawholepr o p o s
book has been dedicated to the topic, with a joint focus on preventing violence by incels and
addressing their #being?® This is such a flourishing approach that two literature reviews on incel
psychology and mental health were published in 2622,

C.4. Beyond Manosphere Research
4.a. Methodology, Ethics, and Researcher Safety

Manosphere researchers face a unique set of difficulties: they study anonymous
populations, which are often suspicious or even outright hostile to researchers. They thus have to
be mindful about cybersecurity. Moreover, daily contact with hateful and ymistig content can
take an emotional toll, in particular for female researchers, several of whom have reflected on these
experiences. Lise Gotell thus recounts how she was the target of a MRA poster campaign in her
hometown of Edmonton, Canatfd. Australian academic Emma Jane explains how she
experienced fAa steady stream of online abuse
6operationsd to have [her] s ac k®WhileaJand femorts [ her
managing to find t he%aherahateaepdted emdtidna distréssawhens i n g
engaging daily with the manosphere. Branthonne and Waldispuehl thus mention having to pause
research that was at times too emotionally taffAGarah Daly provides a detailed account of her

% Costelloetal. iThe Social Networking of Incels (Involuntary
Respectively in Cost-BéiongefAmang, MédheWebs Aoé MWectél (I
Costello et al. iThe Sociad Networking of I nvoluntary (
¥Costello et al., AThe Social Networking of Involuntar
398 |pid.

¥jJosephine Broyd et al., fAlncels, Violence and Ment al
Best Practice in Risk Ass eBJsyehnAdvaneefd no.C4 (2028).c28864, | nt er v

https://doi.org/10.1192/bja.2022.15

400 Brian Van Brunt and Chris Taylor, Understanding and Treating Incels: Case Studies, Guidance, and Treatment of
Violence Risk in the Involuntary Celibate = Community (New York: Routledge, 2020),
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780367824396

Wlst efan Stijelja and Brian Mishara, f@dPsychosocial Char
Empirical Research and Assessment of the Potential Implications of Research on Adult Virginity and Late Sexual

On s eSexudlity & Culture27 (2023): 71534, https://doi.org/10.1007/s1214®2-100315.; Brandon Sparks,

Al exandra Zidenberg, and Mark Ol ver, Al nvoluntary Cel.
Dating, Rejection, and Associ at €drenvRsychizry Repbe2d (202B): and Em
731 40, https://doi.org/10.1007/s119A7P2-013829.

2Gotell and Dutton, ANSexpal6BViolence in the 6Manospher
CBJane, fASystemico MGBd»gyny Exposed

404 bid.

WAdel ine Branthonne and Elena Waldispuehl, fAlLa netnogr e
contributions me@ttehroriRetheslges QualiatvesorEssu®r iee : quell es possibi
pour | a recherche qul®ll%tative ?, no. 24 (2019): 6
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direct engagement with incels as an Asfanerican female researcher, an experience that raised

a myriad of ethical, identity, and emotional concéffid.isa Sugiura, one of the leading incel
researchers, also wrote several pieces about t
et hnogr ap hi*%Thosersflexive acdoents provide a treasure trove of precautions and
advice for online researchers, and enrich the methodological literature far beyond the field of
manosphere research. Indeed, they reflect on problems that are bound to become more common
As Internet and social media research develops, boundaries become blurred between the
researcherds private |Iife and the digitalized
emotional concers situations that most manosphere researchess I@en through and can help

others navigaté®®

4.b. Online Misogyny and AltRight Studies

Monographic studies have their limitations, and tend to depict manosphere groups as
ihomogeneous identity gr oufPvetdmngandMurphygargeen i s o
that they should be ratheevalonicedg vedl*fiTms ac ons
understand this ecosystem, it is necessary to go beyond the putative borders of the manosphere,
and study the technological, ideological and political context, i.e., the rise of a transnational online
far-right, and the growing political acrimony andlarization in the United States. Lately, there
has been excellent work on the pipelines between the manosphere andRigh#livhile many
books have been written on contemporary online misogyny, with focuses on the manosphere,
incels, and the AIRight*'! Manosphere memes and ideology also sometigeesvatered down

%Sarah Daly, AAn Asian American Womands Mrem: Qulititvee Accou
Social ResearcB3, no. 3 (2022)ttps://doi.org/10.17169/FQ33.3.3932
“O7Li sa Sugiura, AEngaging with Incels: Reflexivity, |Ide

in Researching Cybercrimes: Methodologies, Ethics, and Critical Approaelde#nita Lavorgna and Thomas Holt
(Cham: Springer International Publishing, 2021), i&23 https://doi.org/10.1007/978-030-7483%1 24 Anita

Lavorgna and Lisa Sugiura, fiDirect Contacts with Potent

Controversial and Pol ari zed Tolptéerratonal JAurndl ofdSpcialoResearch n  Et hi

Methodology25, no. 2 (2020): 2667, https://doi.org/10.1080/13645579.2020.1855719

4%l havethuscamr gani zed an online workshop f o Quapdleatravgiltoueghe ear c he
| 6intime: |l es chercheulLrlbkses face " | eur objet do®t ucd

o b j e ontAprib1)7, 20231 have also published an article about the ethical challenges | faced when designing the

present study of the manosphetepui s Bachaud, ANavigating Grey Areas:

Anti feministRe&wuanuhridan -exsi, e Des Sciences dmo.2b@022),f or mat i
https://doi.org/10.4000/rfsic.13374

Gi ng and Murphy, fATr.acRing the Pilling Pipeline

410 bid.

“1Robin Mami ® Manoel Hort a Ri-Femniiist @mmuaitiesl GaRwayseto the Filve s t , |
Right? Evidence f r oPnoceRdingsdfithte 13thrAGM Qoaferénce loreWeb Sc{gogd): 139

47, https://doi.org/10.1145/3447535.3462504 J an e , ASystemic Mi sogynyTheEx posed
International AltRight: Fascism for the 21st Century? J e s s i ¢ aGa®@dgate and Arfréminism in the

Digital Age (Cham: Springer Nature Switzerland, 2022)ps://doi.org/10.1007/978-031-140570; Laura Bates,

Men Who Hate Women: From Incels to Pickup Artists, the Truth About Extreme Misogyny and How It Affects Us Al
(London: Simon and Schuster, 2020); Emily Carian, Alex DiBranco, and ChelseaM&en Supremacism in the

United States: From Patriarchal Traditionalism to Misogynist Incels and théRigghit (London and New York:

Routledge, 2022); KaiseRolitical Masculinity.
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andpercolate intmew sociamediaplatforms like TikTok which contribute to their normalization,
but very little work has yet explored this rising phenomeftén

4.c. Assessment and Takeaways

What conclusions to draw from this manosphere research literature review? Firstly, there
does not appear to be much theoretical consensus or unified analytical framework, as scholars from
various fields apply their respective methods and theories to gtedmnanosphere. This is not
necessarily an issue since triangulating findings and perspectives from different fields could yield
a rich understanding of phenomena. However, the scarcity of geographical and sociodemographic
data about manospherians has parad this triangulation. With its strong emphasis on online
discourse analysis, manosphere research is severely limited. Indeed, it is hard to infer about the
lives of manospherians, be it online, or most importantly offline, from their sole manosphere
specific online activity*** Consequently, the current state of research provides limited and static
windows onto the manosphere but does not allow yet for higher order understanding. Incel research
stands out as an exception, and has becbiglely prolific, with quantitative results being
replicated in largescale survey studies and a strong drive towards collecting more interview data.

However, general trends can still be drawn from existing research. The first one is the
growing radicality of manosphere communities, with an increase in hate speech, and communities
seeming to drift towards more extreme views and conspiracy theoriessath the case inside
communities, and betweenatdhem] i winlgonewet i @r o
extreme political pol arization in the United
seems that the manosphere nisreasingly throwing its lot with the strong aasitablishment
narrative of the radical right, in its many declinations, from-aaticine and arinask advocacy
during COVID, to transphobia, antisemitism, and of course, antifemitifSkore generally, the
Internet facilitates transfers of people, terms, and ideas between dematerialized groups, with new
syncretisms emerging at a speed that researchers and authorities can hardly keep up with. This was
exemplified by the attempted coup @ermany on December 7, 2022, from a monarchist group
featuring conspiratorial narratives, Aight ideology, and incel memes and terminol&gyThis
phenomenon was in fact the theme of the 2023 annual conference of the International Center for

“2Anda lulia Solea and Lisa Sugiura, fAMainstreaming the
European Journal on Criminal Policy and Reseah no. 3 (2023): 3116, https://doi.org/10.1007/s106401P3

095595.

413 For example, Sarah Daly, who has conducted interviews with incels, reports that the language they used with her
was drastically different from that found on incel forums, showing the difficulty of transferring online analysis to other

spheres: fo linteriewv a@myong evhhio uses overt racial slurs or derogatory terms for women in our

conversationso; AiNearly al/l the interviews have been p
Refl exive Account of Dir wdytpadgephe33and 3. Wi t h I ncel s, 0 resf
R Culture warso is the name often given to the increa:c

conservatives which started in the 198@90s around issues of sexuality, race, religgalucationpr abortion.For

an analysis of the roots of these culture wars, see Andrew HardmWay for the Soul of America: A History of the

Culture Wars2"ed (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 2019).

ASB" r bar a Molutisns Intersedtions betweenAti ght Memes and Monarchism on
Centre for Counteferrorism, 2023,
https://web.archive.org/web/20230620160931/https://www.icct.nl/publicatiesghltismintersectionsetweenralt-
right-memesandmonarchisrreddit, archived June 20, 2023.

92


https://doi.org/10.1007/s10610-023-09559-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10610-023-09559-5
https://web.archive.org/web/20230620160931/https:/www.icct.nl/publication/alt-solutism-intersections-between-alt-right-memes-and-monarchism-reddit
https://web.archive.org/web/20230620160931/https:/www.icct.nl/publication/alt-solutism-intersections-between-alt-right-memes-and-monarchism-reddit

CountefrTer rori sm, w h ithe lrapid enengenae dof soanl | fe -thstitdtianalt i

extr emi s radergentehoé rightvieg extremism, and the hybridisation of extremist

i deol ogies, facilitated by a ch*%fhsifastpaceaafid per
ideological syncretism poses a challenge to social scientists as research objects mutate, and
communities can migrate, split or merge in the course of a few years.

Conclusion

Il n the 1970s, the Men6s Liberation movement
gender equality. Yet, after the defeat of the ERA, the movement split in opposing factions. While
no one reneged egalitarian ideals, tensions arose as grievaneebrareded with increasing
bitterness. Men6és Rights Activists started fo
at every turn. Decades later, their main online venue, A Voice For Men, was listed as a hate group
by the Southern Poverty Law Centa pattern which seems to repeat itsdfbr example with
the incel community, which started as an inclusive support group for the lonely and romantically
unsuccessful in the 19809€90s, before becoming a domestic terrorism concern for Western
governments in the 201:@920s. Similarly, Pickugrtists staréd by exchanging rather mundane
dating tips and techniques in the 1990s, but twenty years latentha bloggers were writing
about the evils of feminism and the decline of the West, eventually making way for the Red Paill
community.

This increasing radicality of mends groups
trend: an increasing popularity of evolutionary scienaed,in particular evolutionary psychology,
in the manosphere. Are these phenomena really unrelated? How do these uses and appropriations
of science fit the landscape of manosphere ideology and radicality? These are focuses of the present
research. Before presenting findings and analyses in chdioter to gven the next chapter
presents thdistory of Darwinia evolution in the United Statemnd itsinfluence on broader
political and ideologicatlebatesround issues of segendey and feminism

416 International Center for Count&errorism,il CCT Annual CHybrd &trenism:eCauzes angl
Responses to Anthstitutional and FaRight Extremism®
https://web.archive.org/web/20230620161637/https://www.icct.nl/eventlimttialconference2023 hybrid-
extremismcausesandresponsesntrinstitutionatandfar, archived June 20, 2023.
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Introduction

Rollo Tomassi is a popular US writer and bloggéro iswidely consideredo bethe most

influential ideologue of the Red Pill community On Amazon. com, his ARatic
is quite successful, placing one of his books in eighth positionfarall es i n t he AFa
category, and another in seventh position for

classics by Simone de Beauvoir, Judith Butler, or Betty FriédaDn Twitter, his account has

more than 150,000 followef$® His Amazon author biography state8:Wi t h  a f ocus
evolutionary psychology and objectivism, Rollo brings a pragmatic, nuts & bolts, approach to
intersexual dynamics, men and women' s*Tmnat e
some extent, hibooks are marketed as a form of science popularization. Indeed, they brim with
concepts from the evolutionary scientific |[|it
Amate guarding, o0 ofr Afevol ved mati ngesssmr at eqg)
bibliography, and almost no references. A graphic designer by trade, Tomassi says he has a degree

in fine ars, with a minor in psycholog$?° In the Rational Male: Positive MasculinityTomassi

explains being indebted to a particular scientist:

2014 saw the publication of a paper by Dr. St
Human Estrus: Implications for Relationship ScienceAnyone whoods read the
more than a year is probably familiar with my citing Dr. Haselton in various essays (her catalog of
research has been part of my sidebar links since | began thé4lbg) both she and Dr. Gangestad

are among the foremost notable researchers in the areas of human sexuality and applied evolutionary
psychd®fogy. o

About Dr Haselton, he adds,

fishe has gone on to dPecomesohe&] of | mywgomuch of
Male to this interplay, and while | doubt Haselton would agree with all of what | or the manosphere

47 As  of writng, on October 6, 2023, see Amazon.com, Amazon Best Sellers,
https://web.archive.org/web/20231006085934/https://www.amazon.com/gp/bestsellers/digital
text/157500011/ref=pd_zg_hrsr_digHaixt;
https://web.archive.org/web/20231006090030/https://www.amazon.com/gp/bestsellers/digital
text/157595011/ref=pd_zqg_hrsr_digHaixt, both archived October 6, 2023.

418 Twitter.com, Rollo Tomassi @RationalMale,
https://web.archive.org/web/20231104162715/https://twitter.com/RationalMale?ref src=twsrc%5Egoogle%7Ctwca
mp%5Eserp%7Ctwgr%5Eauth@rchived November 4, 2023.

419 Amazon.com, Rollo Tomassi, About the author,
https://web.archive.org/web/20231006081707/https://www.amazon.com/stores/author/B00J2165R Adedidued
October 6, 2023.

420 Introduction to Rollo Tomasst,he Rational MaléReno: Counterflow Media LLC, 2013), .

21 The Rational mal e i s al so t he name of Tom
https://web.archive.org/web/20221129170325/https://therationalmale.archived November 29, 2022.

422 Rollo TomassiThe Rational Male: Positive MasculinifReno: Counterflow Media LLC, 2017¢:book version,

153 Martie Haselton and Steven Gangestad are two renowned US evolutionary psychologigtsowelfor their
research on the female ovulatory cycle and its associated hormonal and behavioral changes.
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propose, [ have to credit her and her col |l eac
conn®ct . o

As this excerpt euphemistically suggests, Dr Haselton is far from keen on seeing her
research associated with The Red Pill. Il n f act
that theGed pildbme n6s groups seem {t*dikelvisekReddit lostscail4,600 my w
strong community of evolutionary psychology enihats, whose rules explicitly aim at distancing

from The Red Pill, stating: i -Nriven @osts, asych asx i n g .
TheRedPill. You should not be cherryg®cking e
Theseintroductory examplgillustrate the phenomenon under study in this dissertation. For
the pastthirty y ear s, the online mends groups of t he

ideologicaldiscourse with concepts and theories fromawelutionarysciences, with a particular
focus onevolutionary psychology On t he ot her hand, as shown

evolutionaryscientists themselves do not seem very keen on this association. Is it solely because
they find the manosphere ideologically distasteful? Or are they alsoetvdy biased and
erroneous interpretations of their research? To further complicate the picture, evolutionary
approaches to human behavior have themselves been historically heavily criticized by social
scientists and feminists. In fact, since its graedeal in 1859 withOn the Origins of Specigs
Darwinian evolution has been the object of countless debates and appropriations. As a unifying
theory of life, it has famously clashed with religiotreationist beliefs, but also informed and
fueled controvesies around social organizations, politics, as well as issues of sexuality, sex, and
gender.T hu s, t he cooateampaapydppropeations of evolutionary sciences must be
understood irtheir historical, scientific, and ideological contexthich isthe aim of this chapter.

Section Aestablishes scientific and political history darwinism with a focus onssues
of sex and gendeup to the sociobiology controversy of the 1975%s an explanatory model
for the evolution of difference between the sexes, evolutionary theory has proved extremely
amenableto be politically appropriated from the 1850s onward, by both feminists and their
opponens. Throughout the twentieth century, as biological approaches to humans were being
replaced by social sciences (sociology, psychology, anthropology), explanations for human
behaviorrevolving around heredity and biology became more and more discfegiteticularly
after the horrors of Nazism. Yet, over that same period, evolutionary sciences gained a new
maturity, with the New Synthesis between Darwinian ettoh and genetics. From this synthesis,
a wealth of new fields and disciplines emerged, linking animal and human behavior to evolutionary
theory,such asthology in the 1950s and sociobiology in the 1970s. Whenever these disciplines
were applied to humans, however, they met with formidable political and epistemological

423 |bid.

424 Martie Haselton, personal communication with me by email, November 18, 2022, cited with kind permission.
Sltisselfdescri bed as AA subreddit for individuals who appi
emotion, me mory, and perception, 0o F

https://web.archive.org/web/20231006124201/https://www.reddit.com/r/evopsych/?rdtsz44x8bved October 6,

2023.As of writing in October 2024, membership is around 14,000.

“2As s the common use of the term, AiDar winismo is use
evolution, o both referring to Darwinds theory of evol ut
iterations.
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opposition from social scientists and feminists alike, whose criticisms are reviewed and addressed
at the end of the section.

Section B is an assessment of the conflicted contemporary interplay between evolutionary
approaches to human behayisocial sciences, feminism, and the public, more notably around
issues of sex and gendéfter a thorough theoretical and methodologipa¢sentation othe
evolutionary behavioral sciences highlights the contribution of feminist scholars to the field.
Although feminist evolutionary scientist have been striving to root out male bias from
evolutionary sciencehe entire field itself istill mostly viewed with suspicion byeminists, an
opposition which is assessed and analykadtly, research on public reception and understanding
of evolutionary sciences is reviewdddeed, although there is no other work on contemporary
manosphere reception and understanding of science, existing research on scientific literacy proved
influential in helping design a manosphepeecific science literacy assessment survey.
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A. A HISTORY OF DARWINISM AND GENDER POLITICS

Darwinian theoryanswers deep questions about life: why organisms are the way they are;
why they do the things they do; and how thfssguresarose Such is the scope of this scientific
theory that it could not avoid having tremendous ideological and political influence from the very
start, something Charles Darwin himself was well awafteThis sectionpresents Darwinian
theory, and briefly reviews its historical impact on US political ideology, public policy, and
controversies around sex and gender.

A.l. Early Appropriations of Darwinism: The Politics of Human Nature
(18591914)

1.a.Darwin on the Sexes: The Theory of Sexual Selection

In 1859, British naturalist Charles Darwin released the book that would become the
cornerstone of modern biolog@2n the Origin of Species by Means of Natural Selection, or the
Preservation of Favoured Races in the Struggle for.42ff@his treatise laid out an impressive
coll ection of evidence from minerals, pl ant s,
evolve gradually over time, until they become so distinct as to form different species. Therefore,
existing species carl de assumed to share a common descent. Moreover, Darwin identified the
mechanism behind this evolution, which he called natural selection, i.e., the fact that organisms
more suited to their environment would survive and reproduce more than othersllygteddiag
to the appearance of differentiated life forms adapted to their specific envirorfdi€sstious of
the fAprejudiceso which people would hold agai
drew on exampkefrom other specie®® Yet, he famously concluded the book by insisting that
thanks to his evolutionary theory: #ALi“%ht wil|

In 1871, inThe Descent of Man and Selection in Relation tg Barvin elaborated on the
other side othis theory**! To account for some characteristics that could not easily be explained
by natural selectiaghs uc h as dargpandchcolorfal kad s he had indeed envisioned a
second mechanism which he called sexual selection. Through competition between organisms

427 Charles DarwinThe Origin of Species by Means of Natural Selection, or the Preservation of Favoured Races in

the Struggle for LiféLondon: John Murray, 1859).

428 While Darwin had been nursing and developing the idea for decades, this theory of evolution by natural selection

had been conceived of independently by Alfred Russel Wallace, a younger English naturalist. When Darwin, a revered

and established scientigiscovered that Wallace had reached the same conclusions, it was decided to announce their
jointcodi scovery at a paper reading of the Linnean Societ:
Darwin to quickly writeThe Origins of Specie3he two men remained friends, with Wallace becoming an ardent

defender ofThe Origins of SpeciesThe 1858 DarwifWallace paper did however reveal substantial and often

overl ooked differences between the two mends theories,
Wal |l ace Papers and the Devel op me iiheoryorf Biosciereeda2,0ono.c4e p t of
(December 1, 2003): 3489, https://doi.org/10.1007/s1206XD3-0063-6.

2 n a letter to Wadakkavbether | ddal discudmani® f thirtk Eshall dvoid whole subject,

as so surroundedawwitih @Eoejeaspcocedeidce Decembere22t 1857,iL et t e
https://web.archive.org/web/https://www.darwinproject.ac.uk/letterADEPT-2192.xm| archived October 10,

2023.

430 Darwin, The Origin of Specie#88.

431 Charles DarwinThe Descent of Man and Selection in Relation to(Bexdon: John Murray, 1871).
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(mostly males) for reproduction, as well as aesthetic preferences for certain features (mostly
expressed by females in their choices of reproductive partners), some specific characteristics could
improve reproductive success and thus gradually evolve. didegiot spread in the population
because of their inherent survival v adewa, but
competition and intesexual preferences. For Darwin, this mechanism was instrumental in the
differentiation of the sexesle t hus wr ot e: Awhen the males anc
same general habits of life, but differ in structure, colour, or ornament, such differences have been
mainly caused W% sexual selection. o

1.b Darwinian Feminism: Biology as Empowerment

By shattering thecreationist narrative of Genesis, where God creates the Earth and its
inhabitants in seven days, Darwinian evolution contradicted biblical teachings on the sexes. Indeed,

Eve, the first woman, was t hou%’Mbreovenshbwase bee
also held responsible for luring Adam into committing the Original Sin, condemning humanity to

be ousted from the Garden of EdenUSh i st ori an Ki mberly Hamlin ex
of the twentieth century, the |l essons drawn f
opport tnTiheireesf.oor e, ift] hroughout the 1870s ar
cheered Charles Darwin for exposing, once and for all, the fraud dfitthetory6 46° Although

Christianity was still ubiquitous in latt"-c ent ury Amer i c a, aodceurrent

agnostic or atheidt Darwinian feminisn emerged, whose radical commitment for gender equality
was in part inspired and fueled by evolutionary science:

AEvol utionary science was an unlikely and unw
Nevertheless, it allowed women to contemplate a world free from gendered biblical restrictions; to
ponder sex differences in terms of animals, variety, and chandép reimagine their bodies and

their role in reproduction in af® evolutionary,

In the late 19 and early 20 century United States, tiescent of Mayand sexual selection
theory in particul ar, wé&%Femiriseanthorsschies amorfgaich f e mi 1
Charlotte Perkins Gilman starting in the 1890s, cheered on the place given to female mate choice
in Darwinian theory**® It harked back to a longone time when women held power and agency
in the species, which they believed, along with Darwin, had been lost in contemporary humans. In

432 Darwin, The Origins of Specie89.
C¥HRAnd the rib, which the LORD God had taken from man,
Genesis.2:22 (King James Version).

44 Kimberly Hamlin,Fr om Eve to Evolution: Darwin, Scie(hicago and Wo
and London: The University of Chicago Press, 2014), 40.

435 |pid., 39.

436 |pid., 17.

Bl ndeed, perhaps the most n o tTadDesentotMeistbat somany women Amer i
enlisted it for feminist purposes, o I bid., 15.

438 Charlotte Perkins Gilman (186I035) was an American writer and activist. She spent a life of writing and reflecting

on the social issues of her time through various media (novels, drama, poetry, essays), with a particular focus on
womenoés Tossees.how Gil mands t hefbcentuyd)S raaal @olitios,rsdesuisgp i nn e d
Michele NewmanWh i t e Womends Right s: The Raci al(Ne®YorkgOxford o f Fer
University Press, 1999), 1357.
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Women and Economic&ilman argued that women were forced to marry to survive, which went
against their biological role in sexual selectfdtiThis role in evolution was considerable, and she
advocated for its restoration, both for womend¢
of the species through renewed sexual seleéffon.

Although Darwin himself, who was by thdeceased, might not have supported those novel
ideas, such was the power of his thediyBy shedding light on all aspects of life, it spurred a

variety of political interpretations and appr
rightsadvocates, as well their opponents could gr
of evolutionary theoryodés implications for genc

as readers interpreted Darwinian evolution according to whethnot it supported what they
believed to be true, or hope#Thos| dJemeerede fi
pickingo of evolutionary science is st | hap

1.c The Darwinian Imperative: Biology as a Template for Society

The period ranging from the second half of th& &éntury to the First World War in the
United States can be seen as a prime example of Darwinism spreading to the social sciences, and
through them, to the political ideologies of the time. As American historian Richard Hofstadter
argues, although Englaréd given Darwin to the world, the US was the Darwinian coupdry
excellencé** This was most notoriously because of the American success of Social Darwinism.
Today, this term is widely recognized to be a
Herbert Spencer. One of the founders of modern socioh@yyas an extremely influential thinker
in the Englishkspeaking world*® This Englishman and contemporary of Darwin in fact coined the
phrase fAsurvival of the fittesto in 1864, whi

439 Charlotte Perkins Gilmawyomen and Economics: A Study of the Economic Relation Between Men and Women as

a Factor in Social EvolutiofBoston: Small, Maynard & Company, 1898)-34.

“While this is not part of Dar wi n o6 $cenmturyavasrayeleologibakoned o mi n a1
i n which natur al selection | edntoairmpt ov®me wi ndsdhppe g
become a mature professional science. It was stuck as a kind of popular science, a sort of secular religion, and Progress
was an integral part of the picture. It was because evolution was taken to promotd antiusocial Progress that it

was cherisheldi dlyaelo Rname,, 0OAEvol uti on aBidogytahdddedlodye a of S
From Descartes to Dawkinsd. Denis Alexander and Ronald Numbers (Chicago and London: University of Chicago

Press, 2010), 2475, 274. Gilman was no exception; historian Kimberly Hamlin writes that she is better understood

as a reform Darwinist, evoliionwassnbeneatly aprogressive fiorce, leaglihg teeevee d t h «
more devel opment and dpmpBvetoBvwlutiong20.f or all , 6 Hamlin,

441 ndeed, Darwin saw female mate choice as the most powerful driving force in sexual selection, except in humans,
where he thought this was revedselamlinFr om Eve to Evolution: Darwin, Scien:q
Age AmericaloO.

442 Hamlin, From Eve to Evolutions.
443 SeeChap. VI, A, 286 for instances of manosphere scientific gendered ghieking.
444 Richard HofstadterSocial Darwinism in American Thought: 188915 Revised Edition (Boston: Beacon Press,

1955).

“Aln the three decades after the Civil War it was i mpog¢
mastering Spencer, 0 Hofstadter writes, l bid., 33. He a
earliest publication irhie 1860s to December 1903 came to 368,755 volumes, a figure probably unparalleled for works

in such difficult spheres as philosophy and sociology,
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describe natural selectidf® Spencer 6s writings were suffused
inspired by Darwinian principles. Social Darwini@nor Spenceris@ advocated for a total
laissez-faire approach to society artde economyThrough the natural struggle of people, groups,

and societies, it contended, progress would gradually come about. From early warring periods to a
prosperous andhdustrial age, the tide of history was seen as obeying natural laws. Influential
American proponents of Spencer, such as Yale professor William Graham Sumner, thus opposed
state intervention and reforms, which would disrupt their teleological view ofessfd’ This
individualistic strugglefor-life conservative philosophy naturally appealed to moneyed &tftes.

So strong was the Darwinian influence at the time, however, that it was far from limited to
conservative spheres, as seen with the example of freethinking Darwinian feminists. These
feminists were in fact inspired by the writings of sociologist LesterkVdard, the first president
of the American Sociological Association (190807)#4° Ward was himself an enthusiastic
Darwinian, but he refuted the Spencerian analogies that superimposed biological theories to
society. Nothing prevented humans, he argued, from using biological findings to implement
ambitious reform, just as they used phggo engineer industrial progress. Following the findings
of biology did not have to mean letting unfettered competition and social inequalities gP8sper.

In the early 1900s, Englistpeaking social reformers and Socialists alike did not hesitate to invoke
Darwinian principle$® In 1902, Russian anarchist and scholar Peter Kropotkin published an
influential collection of essays entitlddutual Aid: A Factor of Evolutiof®? Contesting the
agonistic vision of natural selection advanced by conservatives, he showed, invoking Darwin, how
cooperation was a much likelier outcome of natural selection:

AHappily enough, competition is not the rule e
among animals to exceptional periods, and natural selection finds better fields for its activity. Better
conditions are created by the elimination of cotitipgn by means of mutual aid and mutual
supp®rt. o

As political ideologies competed to impose their own versions of human nature and social
agendas, early social scientists were influential, either defending a ruthlessly Hobbesian vision of

446 Darwin started using it in the fifth edition ®he Origins of Species acknowl edgi ng that Athe e
by Mr. Herbert Spencer of the Survival of the Fittest i
The Origins of Species" ed(London: John Murray, 1869), 72.

447 William Graham Sumner (1840910) was an American clergyman and social scientist. An ardent proponent of
economidaissezfaire, his thought combined Protestant ethics, classical economics, and Social Darwinism.

448 Hofstadter Social Darwinism in American Thougi201.

“WThe influence of Wardods i deas FomEVe®iBEvolntiodi8150.hought i s
“This made him a not or foainots n°410, £0D, dor awefiDitton.wi ni st , 0 see

#®lDar wini sm was popular in feminist sSodalisaWwomaiuned®0r)cl es: 7
included a note instructing subscr i ber BrontEvetdER@udicsh: Dar wi n
Dar wi n, Science, and Wo me n BostheRrflgehce of evolution®@y sciecheebn (Ahaleg A mer
American socialists, see Mark Pittengémerican Socialists and Evolutionary Thought, 18820 (Madison:

University of Wisconsin Press, 1993). Socialism also received the prestigious endorsement of Alfred Wallace, the co
discoverer of natural selection late in his life in the 1890s.

452 peter KropotkinMutual Aid(London: W. Heineman, 1902).

453 |bid., 7475, as cited in HofstadteBocial Darwinism in American Thoug!®8.
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human nature, or a benevolent Rousseauian 4ttt a time when social sciences were in their
infancy and when disciplinary boundaries were not firmly established, biology permeated most
fields of social inquiry, such as sociology, economics, and psychology, which in turn influenced
political ideologiesand public policy*®>® Each time, Darwinian evolution, as the culturally and
scientifically dominant paradigm of nature, was invoked and interpreted beyond its original scope,
as explained by Richard Hofstadter:

AfThere was nothing i n Dar adolagy ®omctonpdtiton oriforce vi t a b
Kropotkinds interpretation of Darwinism was as
as a source of social principles was no | ess ne
common to biology and soi ety al i ke. [ €] Darwinism had fro
intrinsically it was a neutral ins®rument, cap

These historical examples throw light on the potential for appropriation inherent to
evolutionary biologyAsar gued by soci ol ogi st Ullica Seger
surprisingly flexible field,d which fAmay be ¢
notably owing to the fAgreat diversity oeaf orga
backing, too, for al most a rfYyThis Firmishnsociologfstamdn e s e
historian of science is recognized as the authority on the greatest modern scientific and ideological
controversy surrounding evolutionary sciences: the sociobiology controversy, which is the object
of next section.

A.2. From The Triumph of Culturalism to the Sociobiology Controversy
(19141975)

2.a. Culturalism in the Social Sciences: A Postwar Liberal Consensus

When Darwin wroteThe Origins of Specieshe mechanism for heredity was unknown.
Withtheredi scovery and continuati on ofcenrysagthe Mend
advent of modern genetics, a groundbreaking discovery which led to a hereditarian frenzy in
political ideology’® This was the time of eugenic policies, backed by eminent scientists such as

Darwinds cousi n, Francis Galton, the father
Mendelian genetics, many geneticists found it only natural in the early years of they ¢entu
support o6épositived or Onegativebd eugenics, th

454 Philosophers Thomas Hobbes (188879) and Jeadacques Rousseau (171278) are often cited to exemplify

respectively negative and positive views of human nature. For a detadedore nuancegghilosophical examination

of their views on human natur e, see Evrigenis loanni s,
Nat ur eHuman: iAnHistory ed. Karolina Hubner (New York: Oxford University Press, 2022),1 3@1
https://doi.org/10.1093/0s0/9780190876371.003.0011

455 Eugenics is by far the most infamous of the public policies inspired by evolutionary biolog@haeell, A, 102

103.

456 Hofstadter Social Darwinism in American Thougl201

®TUl'l'ica Segerstra-le, Al mplicit and Explicit Thestomize
Customization of Science: The Impact of Religious and Political Worldviews on Contemporary ,Swmder&teve

Fuller, Mikael Stenmark, and Ulf Zackariassdte(v York and BasingstokéPalgrave Macmillan, 2014), 103,
https://doi.org/10.1057/9781137379610163.

458Gregor Mendel (1822884) was a GermaGzech monk whose botanical experiments established many of the rules

of heredity, such as the dominant/recessive heritability of certain traits. Although his work went mostly unremarked
during his lifetime, it was iiscovered in 1900, which led to the establishment of modern genetics.
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6unfito f AEogerdicpdiced, supmpried by scientists and progressive reformist elites,

ai med at bettering the human st oc#°Sicethesé i mi na
defects were thought to be hereditary, it implied preventing certain classes of people from
reproducing'®! Social Darwinists of the late TSentury used natural selection as a metaphor to

justify unbridled competition ankhissezfaire. Conversely, in the reformist 190®10s part of

what isk nown as nt he Progressive Erao i n US hi
interventionism to engineer this selection for what they consideregtéhter good®? This meant
sexsegregation of the criminals and dfeebl emi.
restrictions, and even forced sterilizatft§ABy 1915 in the United States, thirteen states allowed

the forced sterilization of By iIm @, si thhwa g hte
From the United States, eugenic policies rapidly spread to the Esghkstking world and other
Protestant European countriés.

At the same time, however, social science started tatéek from the hold of biology.
Following anthropologist Franz Bo#$8581942) a new generation of progressive researchers
challenged the biological framework of Social Darwinists and eugenicists. In anthropology, in the
wake of Boas, cultural factors were put to the forefront. Himself a field researcher, this influential
scholar agued against the generalizations of evolutionists. There was no ground to attribute
behavioral differences between races, groups, and communities to biological and getoesic fac

459 Carl Degler)n Search of Human Nature: The Decline and Revival of Darwinism in American Social T{\denyht

York: Oxford University Press, 1991}45. As an example, all members of the first editorial board of the scientific
journalGenetic§ ounded in 1916 supported eugenics, Jon Beckwit|
Ge n e tBioSciencé3, no. 5 (1993): 3283, htips://doi.org/10.2307/131206327.

WFor a contemporary geneticistos ass €misomEha Darkdlistory he eug
and Troubling Present of Eugeni@dew York: W. W. Norton & Company, 2022).

461 These people disproportionally came from the most disenfranchised strata of society, such as immigrants from
Southern and Eastern Europe. For example, Harry Laughlin, a prominent US eugenicist, provided extensive data to
Congress in support of the restive Immigration Act of 1924. It was later found that he had falsified the data when
conclusions did not suit his prejudices, James Dewey Watson and Andrew JameBIBArYhe Secret of LiffNew

York: Alfred Knopf, 2003), 2930.

%2The early decades of the twentieth century are remembe
a time of increasedstate interventionism after decades lafssezfaire. Emblematic reforms enacted through
constitutional amendments include introduction of a federal income téba@éndment, 1913), prohibition of alcohol

(18"amendment , 1919) a n"Yamendnmaet,N1929As svithfall sueh geriodizatidh, there are

definitional and conceptual debates around the relevance and meatiiiglalbel, egDavi d Kennedy, HAfAOve
The Pr ogr @heslisterien37En0.8 (1675)ttps://doi.org/10.1111/].1546563.1975.tb00037.x

%The breadth of eugenic policies is detail edmdrican Edwar d

Eugeni cs MoBiobgyeand Idedlogyi: From Descartes to Dawkiesl. Denis Alexander and Ronald

Numbers (Chicago and London: University of Chicago Press, 2010)916%here is evidence that these measures
disproportionately affected the foreidporn, Mexicans, and AfricaAmericans, see Alexandra Minna Stern,
ASTERIZED in t he NameAmeritan Fourfial af Publiél Blemltbb, mq. @ (2005): 11388,
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2004.041608assive sterilization ofndigenouswomen was still commonplace well

into the 1970s, Jane Lawrence, iThe I ndian Health Ser
American Indian Quarterl4, no. 3 (2000): 40G119.

464 Degler, In Search of Human Naturet5. By the 1960s when the practice was discontinued, 63,000 forced
sterilizationshad been conducted.

465 Syuch as Canada, the United Kingdom, Australia, Germany and Scandinavian countries. The stalwart moral
opposition of the Catholic church prevented eugenics from taking hold in traditionally Catholic parts of Europe and in
South Ameri ca. Ysadthe EmergencenoftheiABglomé migc an Eugenics Movement
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he argued® In psychology as well, thanks to John Watson, a paradigm shift was und&t’way.
The new school of behaviorist psychology rejected the importance of heredity and instincts. Indeed,
it focused solely on learned behavior patterns. As Watson famously claimed in an argument against
eugenics in 1924, anyone could be made to become anytbrteevproper conditioning, regardless

of heredity:

i6oGi ve me a do z e ffornted and mhoyn specified wdrld to brimgehlerh up in

and | 611 guarantee to take anyone at random an
selecd doctor, lawyer, artist, merchaahief and, yes, evereggarman and thief, regardless of his
talent s, penchant s, tendenci es, |amgoing beyoms |, Voc

my facts and | admit it, but so have the advocates of the contrary and they have been doing it for
many thousands gfearsd*6®

In terms of sex and gender, no scholar at the time was as influential as Margaret Mead, a
former st ud®mtlo3x $he @iblishe8&xs and Temperament in Three Primitive
Societiesan ethnography which showed how culturally malleable behaviof ‘#8g.comparing
three different societies in New Guinea, she demonstrated that traits considered to be male or
female in one could be interchanged in another. Social conditioning, she argued, was responsible
for those characteristics abusively assumedtoben at el y mal e or f emal e.
behavioro and fisex roleso had replaced*t he bi
Although these ideas first met with formidable opposition, they soon became the canon of the social
sciences, and, as shown by historian Carl Degl
|l i ke Oheredity, & O0bi ol o gopped lbelowi thef Honzennirt sosigl 6 an
s c i e*ff\warld War Il further discredited biological approaches to behavior as well as eugenics,
as they were now durably tainted by"”aKs0pciat i
the UNESCO thus issued a declaration by scien
dismissing the idea of a biological basis for group differences in abilities, potential, and character:

ASo far as temperament is concerned, there i s |
between human groups. There is evidence that whatever group differences of the kind there might

%Bopasbs tremendous influence on t he InSeaccha HumancNatgrea c e s i s
59-211.

467 John Watson (1878958) was an American psychologist who first theorized and popularized the behaviorist
approach to psychology. Behaviorism advocated for experimental study of objectively observable behavior and
reactions only, as opposed to speculatmmgonsciousness or inner mental states.

468 John WatsorBehaviorisn(Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1962), 104. Revised edition originally published

1924,

Meadds intellectual contribution to the emergence of
to Gender: Mar gar et me ad, Soci al i z atWhenrbex Becante Géndet Ro | e
(Abingdon and New York: Routledge, 2006) -¥36.

470 Margaret MeadSex and Temperament in Three Primitive Soci¢hiesv York: William Morrow and Company,

1935).

471 Later in her life, influenced by new discoveries on animal behavior, Mead altered her environmentalist position,

see Deglerln Search of Human Naturé37.

472 bid., 203.

BFor the complex influence of Darwinism on Nazi scienc
and t he Hdaiologg and ldeblogy: Fronm Descartes to Dawkiad. Denis Alexander and Ronald Numbers

(Chicago and London: University of Chicago Press, 2010}, 2B2
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be are greatly overidden by the individual differences, and by the differences springing from
environmerftal factors. o

Heredity was a discredited and dangerous idea and, in the postwar era, the new
environmentalist/culturalist paradigm seemed to announce an age of possibilities, progress, and
equality for humankind.

2.b. The Modern Synthesis and the Birth of Sociobiology

Al ronicall vy, 0 ev o lLalaanddGilianrByowrsweite about thes1930s Ke v i
1940s, Apsychol ogy, ant hropol ogy, and the oth
the time that evol uti onar 4°Indebdevdthn progresaia genetica,l | y ¢
the key missing piece of biological theory and evolution was finally found. Darwin did not know
the mechanism of heredity, but"20entury geneticists did. Founding the field of population
genetics, they elaborated statistical models to study variation and heredity over entire populations.
Variation had always been one of the cbohditi ol
the fittesto to occur, Afitnesso needs to d
mechanisms behind this variation: genetic mutatioasmyriad of seemingly random genetic
changes happening each generation, as well as the genetic recmmimoatirring during sexual
reproduction. Genetic recombination and mutations cause phenotypic variation between
individuals, which in turn | eads to natural s
most successful in allowing organismseproduce’’® This explains the emergence of new species
from earlier ones, and as a consequence of this gradual, aggregated, and directionless process, life
adapts to different environments. By rade n t [e]Jwojutionafy biology could now be regarded
as a mat tYRarswiiredx et.eory was vindicated, and
explanation, as the molecular bases of DNA were starting to be better understood, as well as with
solid mathematical models and concurring data and evidence from plants, animalscrand m
organi sms. This reunion of Darwinian evolutio
a term popularized by British scientist Julian Huxley in his 18&®lution: The Modern
Synthesié’® It remains the dominant paradigm of evolutionary biology to this day.

Around the same ti me, a new science of ani
ethology had emerged as a new discipline, with Lorenz as its father figuf@e®iudy of Instinct
(1951) by Tinber ge nalaand Giliao Bransnete? Mdstly xomingdfrork e v i n
Europe, ethology started producing groundbreaking research, putting instincts back to the forefront.

44 Collective,i | I I : The RGWESRCOa@ndéssptogrammi{fadis: Unesco, 1950), 7.

475 Kevin Lala and Gillian Brown,Sense and Nonsense: Evolutionary Perspectives on Human Beh@idard,

New York: Oxford University Press, 2011), 38.

478 In addition toDarwinian natural and sexual selection, other processes were identified as influential in evolution,
such as the random fluctuation in the frequency of all
that could radically influence thgenetic makeup of entire populations.

477_Lalaand Brown Sense and Nonsen$s.

478 Julian Huxley Evolution: The Modern Syntheglsondon: Allen & Unwin, 1942).

479 Lalaand Brown,Sense and Nonsens9. Lorenz and Tinbergen, along with Karl von Frisch, a renowned German
ethologist and specialist of bees, received the 1973 Nobel Prize in Physiology/Medicine for their research on individual
and social behavior.
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Whereas behaviorist psychologists famousigrked with rats and pigeons in the laboratory,
ethologists observed animals in their natural environff#€@rounded in evolutionary theory, they
viewed instincts as suites of inherited mechanisms adapted to the environment, with a focus on the
environmental cues that elicited those mechanisms. As Darwin contended in his writings, they
assumed that behavior wasmething that could evolve through natural selection, no less than
organs like hands or eyé&%.

Inthe1960sL 9 70s, i n the wake of the Modern Syntt
of sociobiology started to emerge within evolutionary biology. These biologists revolutionized the
study of animal behavior with theoretical breakthroughs. Comparedhology, the emphasis
shifted from the stimuli that elicited specific behavior towards the study of more complex social
behavior through the lens of natural selection. This approach, combined with new theories and
tools from game theory, allowed to dxim behavior that had previously puzzled researchers, such
as altruism, cooperation, or the life of social insects. The explanatory power of the sociobiological
truly held revolutionary potential. In 1975, Edward Osbourne Wilson, a specialist of ants,
popularized and unified the yet scattered field with his masS@eiobiology a book which
summarized the breakthroughs of his animal research collefguieshe last chapter, however,

Wilson extended sociobiology to humans. The new synthesis of sociobiology, he contended, could
shed light on social phenomena such as religion or éfHigsbiologist by training, undaunted by

the potenti al repercussions of his work, Wils
t he d®%dnadebad asthe recognized in his autobiography, his position was at odds with the
hegemonic culturalism of the soci al sciences:
position for the 1970s. It helped to revive the l@tgnding natui@ nurture debte at a time when
nurture had seemingly won. The soc%al science:

2.c. The Sociobiology Controversy

The release o$ociobiologyimmediately triggered condemnations and rejections within
academia. In 1975, a Sociobiology Study Group was created by politically active Marxist scientists,
including prominent evolutionary biologists Stephen Jay Gould and Stephen Lewontin, who
lambastedociobiology, its methods, and its supposed agenda. In a 1975 open letter, they accused
sociobiology of abusively providing genetic explanations for social phenomena, thus promoting
the status quo in matters of race, sex, andst#¢ Sociobiology waghusaccused of biological
determinism and of being implicitly conservative and reactionary. In their letter, they linked this

480 bid., 41.

®lThiswast he topic of Darwindés third major contribution to
and animal origins of emotional behavior such as anger, fear, and sgdnades Darwin,The Expression of the
Emotions in Man and Anima{sondon: John Murray, 1872).

482 Edward Osborne WilsorgociobiologyCambridge: Harvard University Press, 1975).

483|bid., 559564.

484 alaand Brown,Sense and Nonsens$.

485 Edward Osborne Wilsomaturalist(Washington DC: Island Press, 1994), 333!,

48 ElizabethAl | en et al ., fi A gThei Mew tYorké Reviewi ob Bdolidventper ,18, dl975,
https://web.archive.org/web/20231016124346/https://www.nybooks.com/articles/1975/11/1 3/saeimisiology/
archived October 16, 2023.
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application of evolutionary theory to the ea
establi shment of gas chambers in Nazi Ger many
reinvigorateodo the #ft i % &hsenttackowere ef a@are dolence foran e a r |
academic debate between colleagues, especially given that Lewontin, Gould and Wilson all worked

at Harvard. Wilson retaliated and characterized his opponents as political extremists intent on
slandering and mispresenting his view8® In 1976, at the height of the controversy, British
zoologist Richard Dawkins publish@the Selfish Gerf&? an eloquent presentation and defense of

the sociobiological approach, and Aarguably t
cent®Thgeoconflict was fierce, as protestors in
speaking in public, calling him a patriarch or nazi, and even threw a pitcher of water on his head at

an AAAS meeting in 1978*

Sociologist Ullica Segerstrdle has spent decades analyzing this scientific controversy,
through careful reading of each party®3otexts
her, it did not stem from the opposition between acadsiinien the left and right, but instead of
generational/ideological differences between scientists. While most of the sociobiologists,
including Wilson, were leftving liberals just like their critics, they came from an older generation,
which believed in th possibility of objective research, whose results would then be scrutinized and
democratically discussed by society. On the other hand, the younger, more radical seimtists
came of scientific agenithe 1960sbelieved that science was always ideological and wanted to
expose that ideological foundatiéii. She also argues that the main protagonists, Wilson and
Lewontin, strategically furthered the contr o\
advance their own worldviews and leteym scientific agend&$#

487 |bid.

488 Edward OsborneWi | s o n , i For TIiRoNew orbrk ®dvievg pf, BbpkBecember 11, 1975.
https://web.archive.org/web/20231016124830/https://www.nybooks.com/articles/1975/1 2ébtifairiology/

archived October 16, 2023.

489 Richard DawkinsThe Selfish Gen@xford: Oxford University Press, 1976).

4% alaand Brown,Sense and Nonsen&s.

491 | alaand Brown,Sense and Nonsen€k2. Steven Pinkefhe Blank SlatéLondon: Penguin Books, 2002), 10

112.The American Association for the Advancement of Sci ¢
scientific society whose goal is to promote and defend science, and-leweth for publishing the journ&cience

492The sum of her investigations is presented in Ullica Segersbéfenders of the Truth: The Sociobiology Debate

(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000).

Bgegerstr-le, Al mplicit and Explicit Customized Scienc
WUl lica Segerstr-le, fColleagues in Confl i Bitlagyaach 6i n V
Philosophyl, no. 1 (1986): 537, https://doi.org/10.1007/BF001270829 . Seger str -l eds resear
the sociobiology controversy was not only about worldviews and politics. Indeed, it revealesedtsp divisions

between different methodological traditions in biology. Some of the critics, from the expwiintedition,

emphasized observation and study of specific phenomena, advocating for a science that showed the complexity of life.

On the other hand, sociobiologists had a more abstract approach, based on theory and statistics, with more place for
thoughte x per i ments and a defense of gener al explanatory
Science, 6 and Pol iRteidast i An CsRolitiiR @ral ¢he lofé Scéneddi no. 2 (1992):

199 214, https://doi.org/10.1017/S0730938400015215
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As a resul't of this controversy, Asoci obi c
scientists and most of t he%?Theenvisionddisynthdsig of s us p i
biology and social sciences did not happen, and the term sociobiologyetselit of favor?®®
However, as noted by Brown ahédla, despite this heated controversy, sociobiology was far from
a failure since it spawned new fields and dis
new dawns, 4 Evolaotienary approathes.to human behavior can be said to be thriving
today, so much so that their popular online appropriations are the object of the present research.
Yet, because those disciplines have been consistently criticized since the 1976gt fgetion
reviews and assesses the most common criticisms.

A.3. Criticisms of Evolutionary Approaches to Human Behavior
3.a. Genetic Determinism

Given the primacy of cultural explanations for behavior in the social sciences (e.g., relating
to education, socieconomic status), the most common charge against evolutionary approaches to
human behavior is that of biological or genetic determinism.oBadbgists or evolutionary
psychologists have been routinely accused of presenting humans as automatons blindly controlled
by their genes, as shown by this 191memagazine cover released in the midst of the controversy.

Figure 2.1 August 1977Time MagazineCover
Source: Timavlagazine, August 1, 1977

495 |_alaand Brown,Sense and Nonsen$dt.

WEor exampl e, t he Ethdlogyladd®@sciobiotogydsiremamed im1997 &smlution and Human
Behaviot

497 ala and BrownSense and Nonsengs,

498 Time, August 1, 1977, cover, retrieved on Time.com,
https://web.archive.org/web/20231022122150/https://content.time.com/time/covers/0,16641,1977080]1,00.html
archived October 22, 2023.
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Since the 1970s, there have been countless instances of such charges, mostly coming from
feminists and social scienti$f€ However, no evolutionary scientist denies the major influence of
the environment (or fAnurtureo) on human and
sciences, in fact, is that the nature/nurture dichotomy is grossly simplistic and inappropriate.
Indeed, we know that human behavior is the result of a{haykred complex interplay of factors,
some of which we thinkooduals danademnad camd HdbdAr
which we think of as fdAenvir on%ereaity honedoftisesec h a's
factors exists in isolation from others. Even genes are responsive to external stimuli and their
coding for proteins can thus be t u¥Simitarlyon or
the endocrine system constantly adjusts hormone levels to environmental stimuli such as levels of
light or stressful situatior®? Even at the evolutionary level, over the course of human history,
modern Darwinian theory holds that traits developed through natural and sexual selection of alleles.
Yet, in a social species such as ours, this differentiated reproductive outcome @fmauwets
necessarily heavily impacted by ficultural o fa
psychol ogi cal mechani sms to identify other pe
life? As for sexual selection, it is the aggregated coresezpiof the reproductive choices effected
by ancestral men and women (and theirluenan ancestors before them), which were assuredly
rife with Aculturalo influences (e.g., parent e
development of @anisms, all the way to the mechanistic level of behavior, nature and nurture
constantly interact. Contemporary Darwinian feminist and philosopher Griet Vandermassen thus
takes the example of language:

Ailn order to speak a |l anguage, soci al l earning
learn a language, however, without specialized underlying brain structures. These structures
(modules) ultimately evolved through natural selection,dratat the same time the proximate
product of complex interactions between genes
al though | anguage is cul®ural, it is just as m

499 The most vocal opponents of sociobiology can be found in this collection, Hilary Rose and Steven Rédasgeds.,

Poor Darwin: Arguments Against Evolutionary Psychol@ygew York: Harmony Books, 2000). Feminist criticisms
areaddressed in Chap. II, A, 112; Chap. II, B, 121.

S0Al t hough these | abels of #fbiologicalo and fenvironmen
life, which is better understood as a constant interaction between different factors at multiple levels, as explained in

this paragraph. Infact as remi nded by philosopher Griet Vé&ynder mas:
definitonn bi ol ogical , 6 including Athe study of soci al behay
to evoke the different subfields of biology such as neurology, genetics, and endocrinology, and therefore uses it
throughout her writings. | age with her argument, and use this imperfect but useful term throughout the dissertation.

Griet VandermasseAlNho6s Afraid of Charl es Darwin? Dglaaniing Fem
Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, 2005), €&; 117.

501 Mark Jobling et al., edstjuman Evolutionary Genetic&nd ed. (New York and London: Garland Science, 2014),

6109.

502See respectively Yasmiidar i e Ci ss®, Jeremy Borniger, and Randy Nel
Ment al iMdaOxford Haddbook of Evolutionary Psychology and Behavioral Endocrin@dglisa Welling

and Todd Shackelford (New York: Oxford University Press, 2019),86; Justin Mogil ski et al
Physi ol ogy, arhedoxfé&dHaadbooloof Evalutianary Psychology and Behavioral Endocrinaadgy

Lisa Welling and Todd Shackelford (New York: Oxford University Press, 2019),6861

503vandermassenWha's Afraid of Charles Darwin®7-98.
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Since all sociobiologists and evolutionary psychologists subscribe to that interactionist
framework, as they have themselves repeatedly and vigorously asserted, the charge of genetic
determinism appears to be unfounded. Vandermassen has dubbeghtt@stionalaccusation
AThe Myth of Genetic Determinism, o0 reminding
direct devel op rtélLeadingaenotutionnsy psychalogist David Buss concurs:
Anoti ons of g é& behaviorccaudes byegenes withiow imput or influence from the
environmend are simply false. They are in no way implied by the evolutionary theory or by
evolutionarypsyc ol ogy, 0°he writes.

However, as described above, social sciences were established by freeing themselves from
the hold of biology and carving out their own disciplinary fields. As such, accounts of human
behavior that focus on factors such as evolution, genes, or hormonesajraeiately received
with suspicion. And the main accusation that usually seems to follow, as in the 1975 letter of the
Sociobiology Study Group, is that explaining human behavior with biology is an endorsement of
existing inequalities and prejudice.

3.b. Fueling Prejudice and Sexism: The Status Quargument

AThe r eason fthese recurent determinist tiearles isthiat they consistently
tend to provide a genetic justification of tiatus quand of existing privileges for certain groups
according to ®YIWids,ondasceochi obex )] dgy critics v
Since then, these charges have been continually addressed to evolutionary sstadiistg
humans. Given their focus on evolved sex differences, sociobiology and its successors are for
example often said to fAjusti Py and promote t hi

These charges are based on the underlying premise that explaining is justifying. Yet,
whether one is a social scientist and looks for environmental causes for behavior, or an evolutionary
scientist trying to understand the evolutionary basis of this behdath these approaches aim at
revealing determinisn@sone social, the other genetic. The role of science is to explain phenomena,
and one of the most powerful ways of doing so is by investigating causation, that is, deteffiinism.
This does not entail moral or political justification of any behavior or social system. However, as

5041bid., 98.

505 David Buss,Evolutionary Psychology: The New Science of the Mitelw York: Routledge, 2019%-textbook

version, 50.

%Al | en et al., MAAgainst Sociobiology.o

507 Zuleyma TangMar t i nez, iThe Curious Courtship of Sociobiol:«
Di f f er e Remmism and Hvalutionary Biology: Boundaries, Intersections and FrontgtsPatricia Adair

Gowaty (Boston: Springer US, 1997), 156, https://doi.org/10.1007/978461559856 6, 117.

508 At the core, determinism is the notion events are the products of earlier causes. However, since proving causation

is a hard standard to reach, Dawkins wonders: fAWhat doe
Hi s answer : stsfinfghactite usually do,asgta establightisticallythat events of class R reliably follow
events of class C.0 According to this working definit
combination of factors, some hormonal, some genetic, some social, etc. Richard Dahkikstended Phenotype:

The Long Reach of the Gef@xford, New York: Oxford University Press, 1999), 11. Itis in that statistical sense that

the term fAideterminismod is used throughout this dissert:
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remarked by Richard Dawkins, there is widespread belief that if a trait or behavior is determined
by genes, it is therefore inevitable:

AfPeople seem to have little difficulty in acce
human development. If a child has had a bad teaching on mathematics, it is accepted that the
resulting deficiency can be remedied by extra good teachirigltbeing year. But any suggestion

that the chil dds mat hematical deficiency might
somet hing approaching despair: if it is in the
be done about ityou might as well give up attempting to teach the child mathematics. This is

pernicious rubbish on®n almost astronomical s

This explains why sociobiologists and evolutionary psychologists are commonly accused
of defending the status quo. Yet, as Dawkins
in principle no d3%dme maybdhartl to ceverses somé notoTthdresis no 0
inherent reason why the influence of a genetic predisposition for drug abuse, for example, would
be more inevitable or harder to reverse than the influence of social predictors of drug abuse, such
as unemloyment or high stresd! Stating that a trait or behavior has a genetic basis does not make

it inevitable. It does not either imply that
is called the fAnaturalistic fall aciglggphave mi st
repeatedly combated from the beginning. Al am

how we humans mor al ly oug The Selfish GeedhAfter @avio)g Da wk i
omitted this crucial element i®ociobiology,Wi | son cautioned the same
dangerous trap in sociobiology, one which can be avoided only by constant vigilance. The trap is

thenaturalistic fallacy of ethics, which uncri
AWhen any genetic bias is demonstrated, it can
and f ut ur®@Toshis day, alimdstewery popular science book by evolutionary behavioral
scientists mentions and cautionsgy ai nst this fallacy. This is ir
all egations that insistence on | ooking for #fn
reactionary’4

509 Richard DawkinsThe Extended PhenotygdkS. This type of belief has been experimentally studieckvaswed in
I, B, 129.

510 |pid., 13.
511 Recent genetic studies conducted on over a million genomes do indeed identify genes correlated with substance
use, e.g., Al exander Ha tWide AssceiationaVetdnalysisidfiovet livdliarrSubgette Ge n o n

Identifies Loci Underlying Mul i pl e Sub st an cNaturd Slental Bleakhd, mal 8 (2623)0 21®3,
https://doi.org/10.1038/s442Z123-00034y. Yet, these findings, far from promoting a fatalistic view of inevitable

genetic determinism, have been saluted by medicalt h o r knbwleglge that san bBe used to expand preventative
services and empower individuals to make informed deci
ANew NIH study reveals shared geneti c Marchr2R,e2028, under
https://web.archive.org/web/20231023112327/https://nida.nih.gov/eearsts/newseleases/2023/03/nemih-
studyrevealssharedgenetiecmarkersunderlyingsubstanceisedisorders archived October 23, 2023.

512 Dawkins, The Selfish Gene&-3.

S8 Edwar d Osborne Wi | son, fi HThenaNaw YDr& cTeangsOgtobet 42, 1®T6j mal , o
https://web.archive.org/web/20231023113249/https://www.nytimes.com/1975/10/12/archivestiescanayis-
animathawksandbaboonsarenotusuallyheroic.htm] archived October 23, 2023.

514 Griet Vandermassen argues that feminist critics of evolutionary behavioral sciences are the ones committing that
naturalistic fallacy by mi efbangreensleya racchc uosni nfigw lar #etts evagr gcleha rotn
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Ultimately, Ullica Segerséile remarks, the question whether scientists are prejudiced or
reactionary fs hempiiadlq b e s éMdtmeansieramieinyg thaimvorldviews,
beliefs, and political stances, rather than presuming hidden political agendas in their research. In
that regard, allegations of conservatism against sociobiologists and their successors quickly
founder when confrontedith evidence® Evolutionary scientists seem to be no less politically
progressive than othet¥’

3.c. Feminism and (Socio)Biology

Beyond accusations of conservatism from the social sciences and the left, feminists have
undoubtedly been the mosical critic of evolutionary approaches to human beha¥fdks related
above, since Darwin, evolutionary theory has been the main explanatory framework for anatomical
and behavioral sex differences, as it allowst¢oount forthe development of secondary sexual
characteristics through sexual selection (such as beards in men, or antlers in deer). On an even more
fundamental level, evolutionary biology also speculates on the evolution of sexual reproduction
and tries to explaimhy sexes exist in the first place. When applied to sex differences in human
behavior, however, sociobiology and its successors clashed with an established body of feminist
scholarship, whose assumptions were firmly anchored in the post W\Wiiatist paradign?*®

Indeed,feminist gender scholarshipuilt itself upon the rejection of biologicallyased
accounts of female inferiority. Feminist historians of science have revealed the sexism underlying
the birth and development of modeNathrebeg®yod

on fAwhat ofnecessaily bémga Inmp | i cati on on AwhatWhiodsg®Add ., ade dVar d eC
Darwin?, 101.

S5segerstr-le, AReductioni s@hedBhdoSmhkrset hi andoPatitnc
in Conflict, o 80.
%1 n fact, ant hropol ogi st Pierre Louis Van Der Berghe

sociobiologists would lend more credence to the contention that sociobiology is a Communist conspiracy: J. B. S.
Haldane, who is generally creditéal having first hit on the notion of kin selectidra theoretical cornerstone of
sociobiologyy was a leading member of the British Communist Party; so was John Maynard Smith. E. O. Wilson and

most other leading sociobiologists are-efftcenter liberals or social democratRacisb Trivers is even married to a
Jamaican and is heavily involved in radical bl ack poli
BioSciences1, no. 5 (1981): 406ttps://doi.org/10.2307/1308416

517 There have been two survey studies about this, one comparing evolutionary anthropology students to non
evolutionary anthropology students and a similar one with psychology. Both found that evolutionary students were no
more conservative than others, andmh | ess so than the general US popul
evolutionary anthropologists hold conservative or reac!
Conservative Are Evolutionary Anthropologists?: A Survey of Palific At t HumandNatwe230 no. 3 (2012):

306 22, https://doi.org/10.1007/s1214M 29150z, 1; Joshua Tybur, Geoffrey Miller, and Steven Gangestad,
ATesting t héumamoNaturel®, noed (2097): 8128, https://doi.org/10.1007/s1214AD7-9024-y.

8®See Rachel OO6Neill, fAFeminist EAoustraianfremnistsStudied0tno. 8&E v ol ut i
(2015): 34550, https://doi.org/10.1080/08164649.2016.11579Rath Bleier,Science and Gender: A Critique of

Biology and Its Theories on Wom@vew York and London: Teachers College Press, 1997); Anne F&testing,

Myths Of Gender: Biological Theories About Women And Men, Revised Edtton York: Basic Books, 1985);
VandermassenWh o6s Afraid ofTaghMarteseDariwih®& Curious Courtsh
Feminism. 0

518 For an examination of pe8YWII feminist thought, see Shira Tarralithen Sex Became Gendabingdon and

New York: Routledge, 2006).
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reveals how 18-century biology reflected the gender biases of its fith&he shows that, at the

time, plant sexuality was framed in heterosexual terms (whereas plants are hermaphrodites), and
the male parts were arbitrarily placed higher than the female plant parts in classificEdions.
Schiebinger, those examples and many others reflect the fact that science was made by men and
for men, at a time when women and marginalized groups were excluded from the nascent

professional scientific est ab Ixashavemepeatedly b&n mi | a
scrutinized and shown to reflect Victorian gender notthajth some statements that could not be

gualified as anything but sexist: AThe chief
he indeed wrote, Ais shewn by man's attaining

can womad whether requiring deep thought, reason, or imagination, or merely the use of the
senses afd hands. 0

Soon afteThe Descent of Marin 1873, Harvard professor Edward Clarke rele&sedin
Education, or, a Fair Chance forthe Gil$Accor ding to historian Ki mb
book was nothing short of a national phenomerex in Educatiorwent through seventeen
editions in thirteen years, o0 making it fAone o
t he 1°8IA hesbook, he argued against worden  ato lighey education for physiological
reasons, arguing it would subject them to too much mental and physical strain. Darwinian evolution
featured prominently in his argumenRfs Feminists Barbara Ehrenreich and Deirdre English have
shown that all over the $%nd 20" century, mostly male science and medicine professionals
prescribed what women wer e ¥Funsipod,difestienteshadep i f o
historically, mistakenly characterized women, as well as justified and enforced male dominance
and privileges.

Given this sexist legacy, it is perhaps unsurprising to find feminists among the most stalwart
critics of sociobiology. As recognized by Dar
suspicion of biological arguments about the sexes owes a lo¢ twaidition of androcentrism in
s c i e ¥et, shie contends, this androcentrism is being corrected, notably with the massive
influx of women in the life sciences. Feminists should applaud and accompany this movement, she
argues, rather than automatically dismissing any biological explanationufoan traits and
di fferences, a st &%flmdeed, &is eot hard fo fing ferfiifisis agsdrtiogthata . 0
ibi ol ogy cannot be used to ground c°4dhisms abo

520 onda Schiebingemat ur e6s Body: Gender i n2ndédNevwwBrunswitky Rumérs Mo der n
University Press, 2004).

2lE. g., Stephanie Shields and Suni | Ambrigan Psycholojiganowi n on

2 (2009): 11119, https://doi.org/10.1037/a001350Ri et r o Cor si , PéaBoekdCharlesDamvinandd t he
SexualSe | e c CliooWNomen, Gender, HistoBb, no. 1 (2022): 1789, https://doi.org/10.4000/clio.21739

522 Darwin, The Descent of Man and Selection in Relation tg $2x

523Edward ClarkeSex in Education, or, a Fair Chae for the Girls(Boston: James Osgood and Company, 1873).

524Hamlin, From Eve to Evolution73.

525 |bid., 73-77.

526 Barbara Ehrenreich and Deirdre Englifhpr Her Own Good: 150 Year s(Newf the E
York: Anchor Books, 1989).

527VandermasseMVh o 6 s Afrai d o,86. Charles Dar win?

28] bid., see chapter 4: @dBiophobia Within Feminism, o 85
529E g., Nicholson, Lindaginterpreting Ged e rSigns Journal of Womeirin Culture and Society20, no. 1(1994):

79 105.
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opposition echoes broader epistemological debates within feminism. For instance, there are several
feminist positions regarding the sexislhe | egac
Science Question in FeminiSil

The firstview is feminist empiricisml n t hi s per specti ve, sexi s
science, 0 which c¢oul d-neutel theoripsraodvrettioddlogyr Femigish g e n
empiricists aim at making better science by eradicating male bias without questioning the
fundamentals of the scaigfic method. Then come feminist standpoegistemologiesyhich
contend that, recognizing its historical role of domination and exclusion, science should be made
fromwo men & s s with andeppbcitiyneimancigary purpose. Yet, Harding mentions the
double bind in which this type of epistemology finds itself. First, it is unable to garner widespread
acceptance in the scientific community, which values universality, generalization, and
reproducibilityd regardlessf the identity of the experimenter. Then, following its own logic, what
female standpoint should be used exactly? Should there not be one for each individual woman?
This questions the possibility of ever having objective scientific knowledge, which teads
Hardingds third type of f emi ni approaehps, xiendfimo!|l ogy
knowledge only reflects the historical context in which it emerges, and the very possibility of
having objective and universal knowledge is denied, making the whole scientific enterprise just a
type of discourse among others. Thipdyof approach has understandably had a difficult time
spreading beyond the domain of humanities where it originated.

Empirical research confirms the general hostility of feminists towards evolutionary
explanations for human behavior and psychology. Investigating this issue in 2014, Laura Cowan
surveyed female psychologists (n=88) about their commitment to feminism eindttitudes
towards evolutionary explanations for human behavior:

AResults from the study revealed that psychol oc¢
identity endorsed more negative perceptions about evolutionary psychology, preferred nurture
explanations over nature explanations for patterns in hurehavior, and possessed a higher

mistrust in science than their colleagues identifying in the lowest and middle ranges of feminist
iden¥lity. o

Her statistical analysis of the survey res
opposition towards evolutionary psychology, which have been detailed in this chapter: (1) concerns
that such explanations would justify the status quo; (2) misimuthe field of biology; and (3)
support for the social construction approach to gender. The next section reviews the current state
of evolutionary behavioral sciences. It notably showcases the advances made in the field by
feminist empiricists and thdferts of evolutionary scientists to bridge the gap with their feminist
critics.

530 Sandra HardingThe Science Question in Feminiéithaca: Cornell University Press, 1986).

1_Laura Cowan, fAFeminist Perceptions of Evolutionary Ps
Womandés University, 2014) . Respondentsd commitment t o
Development Scale (FIDS), firstintroduceddird e na Bar gad and Janet Shibley Hyde,
Feminist l dentity D @syehodlogyp of eWomen iQuartey®, me. 2, (©991): 18201,

https://doi.org/10.1111/].1476402.1991.tb00791.x Respondents were female members of the American
Psychological Association (APA).
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B. EVOLUTIONARY BEHAVIORAL SCIENCES TODAY:
CONCEPTS, CRITICISMS, AND RECEPTION

B.1. Evolutionary Behavioral Sciences: Principles and Methods

Since the era of ethology and sociobiology, evolutionary approaches to human behavior
have proliferated: therare evolutionary (or biological) anthropology, behavioral ecology,
evolutionary psychology, behavioral endocrinology, geméure coevolution, etc. Although, these
have substantial methodological and epistemological divergétfadisciplinary nuances are not
the most relevant to my research olece., popular online interpretations and appropriations of
these disciplines. Indeed, they all operate within the mainstream Darwinian paradigm of the life
sciences and share basic cgatseand assumptions. This sectfonuses ortoncepts and methods
from these disciplines which are popular in the manosphere.

1l.a Theory

Evolution by natural selection explains the gradual transformation of organisms, leading to
the emergence of new species from earlier ones. Genetic variability of organisms happens through
genetic recombination, as well as genetic mutations. Thus, orgamisimvarying traits, coded by
different genes, are confronted with their environment and its selective pressures, e.g., that of
surviving (which usually entails finding food, shelter, avoiding predators, etc.) and that of
reproducing. Logically, genesdt are most successful in allowing organisms to reproduce are
overrepresented in future generations, and populations thus gradually evolve over time.

This simple principle accounts for the existence of given anatomical features. For example,
humansoé relatively smal/l dentition is thought
humans started making tools to cut and grind food and changed thaiy diabits>33 Similarly,
natural selection can account for features that are less visible to the naked eye. For example, senses
like sight or hearing show clear signs of having evolved to fit the specific environments of ancestral
humans**They are therefore referred to as fAadapt e
help an organism respond to a selective pressure that it is held unlikely to have arisen by chance
alone. The fAfunctiondo of an dtdsalpet®ati on refers

Behavior is influenced by cognition, emotions, perception, etc. Each of these psychological
features has underlying physiological structures (neural circuits, sensory organs, the endocrine
system) which evolved just like other organs. Some behaviorakésabdfi humans can therefore
be assumed to have evolved through, and be explained by, natural selection. For example, the
widespread avoidance of incest (parefispring/brothersister), could be explained by the costs
of inbreeding. Indeed, since inbreeglicauses deleterious genetic diseases, alleles that encouraged

532 alaand Brown,Sense and Nonsense: Evolutionary Perspectives on Human Behaviour

53 Hindol Das, Vaibhav Motghare, and Mrinalini Singh, i |
Hi s t tergatiodal Journal of Oral Health and Medical Reseakmo. 4 (2018): 3236.

534 Steven PinkerHow the Mind WorkgNew York: Norton, 1997).

535 Buss,Evolutionary Psychologye-textbook version, 88.
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incest avoidance could have spread to the entire species. This does not imply, however, that humans
and their ancestors consciously avoided incest to maximize their reproductive success in passing
on genes through their offspridgvh i ¢ h i s ¢ avlbximezdtioniof fitness by aveidadce

of deleterious genetic diseases iIs the Aultin
function in a Darwinian sense. Humans, however, do not need to be aware of this cause to
implement such behavior, whc h i s caused more directly by dpi

inhibition of sexual arousal regarding siblig8To take another example, food tastes in humans

are a proximate mechanism, which has been shaped by ultimate selective pressures regarding
nutrition (avoiding toxic substances, consuming the most nutritious foods, etc.) When one eats
food, howeverpnedoesnot necessarily consciously think about genes or reproduction bt seek
pleasurable sensations. In other woni® acts othe proximate mechanismagoped by natural
selection to fulfill its ultimate functioR®’

Given humansd®é remarkable history of wor |l d
ecosystems, evolved mechanisms are presumably highly flexible and responsive to environmental
cues. This is also suggested by the variability of humans onb@leaviors, traits, and preferences
and by the diversity of human cultures and customs. In fact, although evolutionary behavioral
sciences ground their research in Darwinian e
embrace the interactionist mad#escribed above, in which organisms and their environments
constantly influence each other. Four levels of analysis were famously outlined by ethologist Niko
Tinbergen in 1963 and constitute different yet compatible approaches to study a given behavior
from an evolutionary perspectivé At the most proximate levehe question is to understand the
mechanism (1), thehysiology underpinning adaptations and the environmental stimuli influencing
that physiology. At the developmental ley2), thequestion is to understand how and when those
adaptations appear in ontogeny (the history of an organism), this development being heavily
influenced by a variety of environmental factors, such as experience and learning. At the behavioral
level (3), the goal is to assess the fitness outcomes of behaviorderstand its functioronce
again in relation to ecological factors, social arrangements, etc. At the uléuwdigionarylevel
(4)is the issue of how and when the behavior was modified over eva@utibme, notably through
comparison between species.

1.b Methods

While paleoanthropologists can rely on fossils to reconstitute the evolutionary history of
anatomical traits, behavioral scientists have had a harder time because behavior does not fossilize.

536 For empirical evidence of adaptive incasbidance mechanisms in humans, see Bixgslutionary Psychology

e-textbook version, 2448; 758.There is evidence of such mechanisms among many species, for example crickets,

see Nicholas Davies, John Krebs, and Stuart West, Adldntroduction to Behavioural Ecologyth ed. (Oxford:
Wiley-Blackwell, 2012), 216.

%"As explained by evolutionary psychologist David Buss.
Humans do not smell a pizza baking and think, O6Aha! | &
smell unconsciously trigger®dd-selection mechanisms, and no awareness of the adaptive problem is netessary,
Buss,Evolutionary Psychologye-textbook version, 106.

58Ni ko Tinbergen, fAOn t he 2etscsift RnmTdrpsybhdiogig0dns. 4 (963)HAith ol ogy ,
33, https://doi.org/10.1111/].1430310.1963.tb01161.x
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How then can one prove that a specific human behavior is an adaptation? The short answer is that
it is impossible. Evolutionary behavioral sciences cannot establish causation and prove their claims
beyond doubt3® However, the theory of natural selection itself has been empirically validated
countless times and is the uncontested explanatory model for the evolution of life opfEarth.
Therefore, one could hardly dismiss it as an explanatory force for human behavior. To investigate
the influence of evolution on behavior, scientists thus resort to hypotheses. Those hypotheses can
be elaborated theoretically, by thinking about selectresqures faced by human ancestors. For
example, given the way mammals reproduce, before paternity tests, men could never be assured
thatthey werereally h e i r  ofétliess.[Smnade hugnéansmales offer a rare level of parental care
compared to other mammalsmight havenegativefitness consequences for them to invest time
and resources in offspri°droncthase pramiseas, itacanobe h e r
hypothesized that mechanisms allowing men to evaluate their paternity certainty might have
evolved an example of theosgiriven topdown hypothesizing.Conversely, evolutionary
hypotheses can be elaborated from the betipmstarting from empirical observationisor
instance, tiis welkknown that pregnancy in women can be accompanied by sickness, with nausea
and aversion to specific foods. Given the importance of reproduction in natural selection, and the
vulnerability of the fetus, i stin factaan adaptatiomty p ot h €
prevent mothers from ingesting nefarious toximsirny critical periods of gestatiofi? In both

cases, this hypothesizing is based on adaptationist reasoning, i.e., the search for adaptations in
human emotions, cognition, or behavior.

As believable as they might be, these hypotheses are so far no better than mere stories. In
fact, a common criticism addressed to evolutionary behavioral scientists is that they are based on
fi j s®stt o r°'f ldosvevar, it is possible to empirically assess hypotheses. To achieve that,
predictions must be derived from them. For example, it logically follows from the pregnancy
sickness hypothesis that foods containing more harmful toxins would trigger more sauseou
reactions in pregnant woméff.This prediction itself can be tested empirically in the laboratory.

If predictions from a hypothesis are not borne out empirically, the hypothesis can be discarded. If
predictions are verified, these verifications must be replicated in other contexisptiver

¥R Since we can never directly observe natural selectio
any given characteristic really is an adaptation, 0 Gri e
to verifiability as anevaluative criterion would eliminate, among others, archaeology, cosmology, evolutionary

biology, forensic medicine, paleontology, tectonic geology, quantum physics, and all of the behavioral sciences as

l egitimate scienti f iVhoebnst eAfprraiisde ,o00fl40ChHdadrel rensa sDsaernwi n ?

540 For an exposé of the evidence behind Darwinian evolution by one of its most eloquent proponents and anti
creationist advocates, séchard DawkinsThe Blind WatchmakdNew York: Norton, 1986).

541 David Buss,Evolutionary Psychology: The New Science of the Mitew York: Routledge, 2019%-textbook

version, 299303

2paul Sherman and Samuel FIl axman, iNausea and Vomitir
American Journal of Obstetrics and Gynecology86, no. 5, Supplement 2 (2002): S09D,
https://doi.org/10.1067/mob.2002.122593

543 The first use of this phrase to criticize evolutionary science comesSiom phen Jay Goul d, #ASoci ¢
Art of StNew Scientista (1978y 53633, 530. This concept is discussed at length fuith©hap. IV,

C, 210.

Daniel Fessler, fAReproductive I mmunosuppression and D
and Meat CCarent Arphtopotgy3,dmo. 1 (2002): 11%1, https://doi.org/10.1086/324128
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demographics (or species), while alternative explanations are considered and rigorousi§Ptested.
Several predictions can be derived from the same hypothesis, and they should all be tested. For
example, following the pregnancy sickness hypothesis, nausea should be highertluiring
pregnancystagewhere the fetus has a high vulnerability to toxins. Eventually, the cumulative
weight of evidence will tend to lend credence to some hypotheses. This is for example the case of
the pregnancy sickness hypothesis, whose main predictions have been bofieitly°{

However, there is still work for evolutionary scientists to conduct on this adaptation. After
all, not all women experience nauseas in the same way (if they experience any). How to explain
this individual variability? It could be random or it could follpatterns. Research could therefore
investigate the factors correlated with weake
history? Age? Physiology? The sex of the fetus? Ecological factors such as level of resources, food
availability or presece of pathogens? Involvement of relatives or of the father? If some correlates
are indeed found, this would allow to refine the hypothesis with a greater acknowledgment of the
environmental flexibility of that adaptation, which would in turn lead to nesdiptions, which
could then be empirically tested, etc. Through that hypotiiesied process, new light is shed on
human behaviors that traditional social sciences or medicine might not have considered, given their
proximatelevel focus on mechanisms aptdenomena. Not only does evolutionary theory give
credible explanations for the origin of specific behaviors, but it also allows to investigate the nuts
andbolts, flexibility, and variability of these behaviors through a web of hypotheses, predictions,
ard empirical tests.

To assemble convincing concurring evidence, the same hypothesis should ideally be
supported by various sources of data such as comparison with other speciesjlturcsstudies,
surveys, genetic studies, laboratory experiments, historical, archedjog paleontological
records, or computer simulations. For that reason, evolutionary human sciences are inherently
crossdisciplinary and gather practitioners from various disciplines, such as endocrinology,
psychology, cognitive science, genetics, aibehavioy demographyand anthropology?’

545 For example of crossultural (counter)evidence from Fiji and Kenya, see respectively Luseadra McKerracher,

Mar k Coll ard, and Joseph Henrich, AFood Aver Hdunmans and ¢
Nature 27, no. 3 (2016): 29@15, https://doi.org/10.1007/s1214M69262y; | vy Pi ke, AThe Nut
Consequences of HAumamgNatardl yo. 3320@0k 2082 Ietps:@doi.org/10.1007/s12140D0-

10115,

546 Evidence is reviewed in BusByolutionary Psychologye-textbook version157-159.

547 As an example of the interdisciplinarity of the field, see the homepagedlationary Human Sciencgmsurnal:

AThe journal aims to attract papers in the fields of
evolutionary medicine, anthropological genetics, phylogenetics, paleoanthropology and evolutionary approaches to
psychology, cognitin, language, economics, archaeology, primatology, politics and anything else that can be
considered t o be part of t he evolutio
https://web.archive.org/web/20240823101101/https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/evolubiomey

sciencesarchived August 23, 2024.
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1.c. A Thriving Research Program

Evolutionary approaches to human behavior have been gaining ground in manyfgields.
They are today employed by psychologists and anthropologists who study a wide range of human
features, including but not limited té& language, emotions, cognition, morality, cooperation,
sexuality, romantic love, friendship, religion, spite, aggressiafgysy, storytelling, or visual arts.
The field of evolutionary medicine is quite recent, with a foundational article published if*2991,
and two journals created respectively in 2008 and 20t8: Evolution& Medicine Revievand
Evolution, Medicine, and Public HealthiThe field looks at the evolutionary history and potential
adaptive benefits of what were traditionally considered as diseases, to better understarasthem
in the example of pregnancy sickné¥sin economics, with the advent of behavioral approaches
putting cognitive biases to the forefront, an evolutionary lens becomes easily appfitéble.
political science as well, evolutionary approaches are increasingly employed to understand
partisanship, polarization, conspiracy theories,>®tdnother recent addition to this list is
evolutionary demography, which employs evolutionary theory to make sense of poplgation
demographic patterns (mortality, fertility, ete>§ There are nowadays many specialized scientific
journat Evolution and Human Behavio(1979) Human Nature (1990) Evolutionary
Anthropology (1992) Evolutionary Psychology(2003) Culture and Evolution (2003)
Evolutionary Behavioral Scienc€d2007) Letters on Evolutionary Behavioral Scien(2010),
Human Ethology(2011) Adaptive Human Behavior and Physiolo¢¥013), Evolutionary
Psychological Scienc€015) Nature Human Behavioy2017) Evolutionary Human Sciences
(2019)*>*Moreover, research from the evolutionary behavioral sciences is also routinely published
in mainstreamsexology, psychology, or life sciences jourrafsLastly, the dynamism and
productivity of the field is illustrated by its increasing output of university textbesks.

A survey of evolutionary researchers
of evolutionary perspectives in the p
al ., AThe 2Ev200 uS u romey yofSchol ars on t
Journal of the Evolutionary Studies Consorti@mmo. 1 (2022): 373, 37.
9George Williams and Randol ph Ne Fm@uartdilylRedewbfBwnlogsof Dar w
no. 1 (1991): 122, https://doi.org/10.1086/417048

0Randol ph Nesse, fACore Pr i ncOxiortddandbdokaf EvElwtianhryMedicnada r y Me d |

(n=579) found th
st decade and hac
e

a
h ESdaS adumal: dfe Hu ma n

Martin Briine and Wulf Schiefenhbvel (Oxford University Press, 2019),
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780198789666.0,13i.43 .
!'Martie Haselton, Dani el Nettl e, and Da fitie dandbdbk ofr ay , A

Evolutionary Psychology, Volume €. David Buss (Hoboken: John Wiley & Sons, 2016)) 888

2Mi chael Bang Petersen, i E v o Tha Handbook ofyEvolBtiordaiy Psycheldgy, Ps y ¢ h
Volume 2 ed. David Buss (Hoboken: John Wiley & Sons, 2016), 108a2.

553 Oskar Burger, Ronald Lee, and Rebecca Sear, Edsan Evolutionary Demograph€ambridge: OpenBook
Publishers, 2024).

554 All in activity as of writing, November 2, 2023. Some have changed titles, for exdfaplation and Human
Behaviorused to be calleHthology and Sociobiologyntil 1996. This list uses the most recent titles, and the dates of

first publication, including under prior titles.

SSSE.g.,Archives of Sexual Behavior, Psychological Bulletin, Personality and Individual Differences, Behavioral and
Brain Sciences, Naturey Proceedings of the Royal Society of London, B.

556\While the major introductory textbooks are going through regular revisionseavetlitions, a wealth of specialized
textbooks have recently been published, showing the breadth of the field as well as its growing research output, e.g.,
David Buss, ed.The Oxford Handbook of Human Matifigew York: Oxford University Press USA, 2023); James
Liddle and Todd Shackelfordds, The Oxford Handbook of Evolutionary Psychology and Reli¢idew York:
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Although there are still widespread disagreements over methods, focuses, anchftieery,
evolutionary approach has proved to be a fruitful and illuminating research program in a wide
variety of fields. In fact, from an epistemological perspective, any research on living beings cannot
be anything but evolutionary. As argued by Nettle acoktSPhillips for example, all psychology
i's evolutionary: N[ we ] assume al most all SCcCi €
humans are organic creatures phylogenetically connected to other animals. Given these
commitments, what it would medar a psychology tobenemv ol ut i onar¥§Theéys obsc
t hus propose retiring t eevoswuti onhariyed obouinadm@
psychology. The evolutionary perspective could then be foregrounded or not, depending on its
relevance to specific research objects, they write:

AHowever, though al/l psychol ogy is evolutionar
evolution in their research, just as is true for biologists. At the same time, more space for evolution
does not mean any less space for environment, contekt,tcur e, meanmR? ng or agen:

Humans evolved like other animals, and many social scientists have been fruitfully
factoring in evolutionary theory in their research. Howetteg, field ofevolutionary biology is
following its own theoretical course, and hunevolutionarybehavioral scientists are sometimes
lagging behind its latest developme?fisSimilarly, research in genetics and neuroscience is
advancing at a fast pace and could provide the missing mechanistic explanations for human
behavior and the evolution thereof. These advances might end up redefining human behavioral
sciences altogetheyet Darwinian evolution will predictably remain the overarching unifying
framework of biology. Evolutionary approaches to human behavior are still in their infancy.
Evolutionary psychologists, for example, are currently debating whether their science can b
considered as a mature science, using concepts from philosophers of science Thomas Kuhn and
Imre Lakatos®! These theoretical debates and developments are the hallmark of a dynamic
approach, which is as far from settling into a unified and stable form as it is from disappearing.

Oxford University Press, 2020); Viviana Weel&isackelford and Todd Shackelford, ed$he Oxford Handbook of

Evolutionary Psychology and ParentingNew York: Oxford University Press, 2021); Lisa Welling and Todd
Shackelford, edsThe Oxford Handbook of Evolutionary Psychology and Behavioral Endocringhepy York:

Oxford University Press, 2019); Riadh Abed and Paul St -Brhith, eds.,Evolutionary Psychiatry: Current

Perspectives on Evolution and Mental Hedltambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2022); Yair Lior and Justin

Lane, eds.The Routledge Handbook of Evolutionary Approaches to Relfiew York: Routledge, 2022).

557 For review, seéalaand Brown Sense and Nonsense: Evolutionary Perspectives on Human Behaviour

558 Daniel Nettle and Thom Scech i | | i ps-Ev dill st iao Namy P sy cEhottiomag YhinRimgs si bl e ?
Across Disciplines: Problems and Perspectives in Generalized Darwiat#gathe du Crest et glCham: Springer

International Publishing, 2023), 242, https://doi.org/10.1007/978-031-333583 2, 22.

559 pid., 1.

560 This was the criticism addressed to evolutionary psychology by two evolutionary biologists, Elisabeth Lloyd and
Marcus Fel dman, ACommentary: Evol uti onar yPsRbolgicalo!l ogy:
Inquiry 13, no. 2 (2002): 15®6, https://doi.org/10.1207/S15327965PL11302. 04

%lJonathan Egeland, #fAEvolutionary Psychology and Nor mal
Integrative Psychological and Behavioral Sciertiége no. 2 (2023): 39@11, hitps://doi.org/10.1007/s121002-

09736x;Mi chael Woodl ey of Menie et al., fASoft Core Evol uti
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B.2. Evolutionary Behavioral Sciences and Feminism
2.a.Sara Hrdy and the Attack on Male Bias in Sociobiology

One of the key premises of early sociobiol
further justified by theoretical advancesawolutionary biology. In mammals, females invest in
offspringmuch more than malewith gestation and lactation being eneopnsuming, moreover,
their stock of eggs is limited compared to the abundant production of sperm by males. As a result
of this asymmetry, females were assumed to be choosier in selecting mates, and genenadly coy
cautious towards sex, whereas male mammals were assumed to be more indiscriminate and active
in their sexual behavioP? This observation fit common assumptions about the sexes, as well as
known behavioral observations.

However, not all observations concurred with this supposed ubiquitous sex difference. In
the 1970s and 1980s, primatologist and sociobiologist Sarah Hrdy remarked in her observations of
primate sexuality that females could be extremely active sexiidfemales in species such as
bonobos, chimpanzees, and baboons mated with many more partners than necessary for just
reproduction, actively solicited sex, and even took risks in order to do so. Humans were thought
unique in their enjoyment of nonreproduetivopulation, but Hrdy showed that they were just on
a continuum with other primates, where females also had a capacity to orgasm. Her observations
revealed a male bias in sociobiology, wherein crucial features of female behavior had been hitherto
overlooked because they did not fit neatly into the existing th&dry.

From a Darwinian point of view, these phenomena needed explanations. How did female
orgasm evolve even though it is not a prerequisite for reproduction, and why would the females of
some species (including ours) develop an inclination for much more sexdahéd possibly be
reproductively useful? InThe Woman That Never Evolvéti981), Hrdy proposed her own
evolutionary hypotheses to make sense of those observations. For example, she argued that over
evolutionary history, females would have increased ithdirf spr i ngoés sur vi val o
with multiple males, thus creating paternity confusion among potential sires. This way, those males
would have refrained from killing offspring that could potentially be theirs, she contented, after
recurrent obsentins of infanticide by male primaté®

Research Program from a Survey of 581 Evolutionarily Informed SchinEvslutionary Psychological Scien®

(2023: 397 406, https://doi.org/10.1007/s4084823-0037063.

%2This is known as Batemano6s principle, which was | ater
paper on parental investment, Robert TSexual®eledionandkhar ent al
Descent of Manby Bernard Campbell (Chicago: Aldine, 1972), 8®. This paper is one of the most cited in
evolutionary science, with no less than 17,905 citations as of writing on December 18, 2023 (Google Scholar).

S63Sarah Hrdy, born in 1946, is a U.S primatologist, anthropologist, and sociobiologist, widely celebrated as a pioneer

in research on the evolutionary basis of female behavior in primates. Her research has won many awards, and she was
elected to the Natioh&cademy of Science, the American Academy of Arts and Sciences, the American Philosophical
Society, and the American Association for the Advancement of Sciences.

%For exploration of this male bias, see her 1%@9 prefa
Woman That Never Evolvé@ambridge, London: Harvard University Press, 1981, 1999 reprintkxxiii.

5651bid., 153156.
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Hrdyds work is a | andmark example of femini
that the issue was not with Darwinian theory itself, but with the 4malsed way it had been
simplistically applied. Indeed, she did not challenge the fact that malamals overall
demonstrate greater sexual assertiveness and promiscuity than #emahleslknown fact
predicted by evolutionary theory. She just recognized that there was another side to the
evolutionary story. Male reproduction might be inherently neammpetitive, due to the smaller
costs of reproduction for males, but it did not mean that there was no competition among females.
Females too were competing in the grand struggle of natural and sexual selection. They were not
passive pawns, but had evolvéteir own sexual strategies, which could on occasion be as
promi scuous and assertive as malesd, dependi n

Hrdydos conclusions spawned new research ir
Since then, a wealth of concurrent hypotheses have been formulated, refined, and tested to better
understand the origins of female sexuality, including in hurm&®ver and abovier acclaimed
contribution to the science, Hrdy also concluded her book with a call to feminists. Denying the
evolutionary history of humans and its impact on behavioral sex differences, she argued, was not
only delusional, but also countproductive. If women were to achieve equality and control over
their own destiny, they needed to understand the biological roots of patriarchy. This did not mean
endorsing or justifying the situation, but on the contrargiag women with the best available
knowledge to preserve and advance theirfianght victories®’Hr dy 6s book was wi d
and a long line of avowed Darwinian feminists have since been fruitfully contributing to
evolutionary science®®Thi s correction of historical mal e |
in evolutionary science by evolutionary biologist and gender researcher Making®®

2.b. Feminist Empiricism in the Evolutionary Behavioral Science3oday

In the United States, women now form the majority of researchers in the fields of
psychology and anthropology, the two disciplines which encompass most practitioners of
evolutionary human behavioral sciences. In 200men represented more than 74% of
psychology students enrolled in doctoral progréffisikewise, women have been awarded an
increasing share of anthropology PhD degrees, far outnumbering men in the last thift{'years.

%For a review, see Heidi Greiling and David Buss, @dWom
Pair M &Persomality @nd Individual Difference8 (2000): 92863, hitps://doi.org/10.1016/S0191
8869(99)00158.

567 Hrdy, The Woman That Never Evolyd®0-191.

568 Barbara Smuts is another influential feminist primatologist, who wrote a classic paper laying out evolutionary
hypotheses to explain how male domination become so prevalent in our sBemiesb ar a Smuts, fAThe E
Ori gi ns o fHurRaa Natureés mocli{1P95)1l32, hitps://doi.org/10.1007/BF02734133

569 Malin Ah-King, The Female Turn: How Evolutionary Science Shifted Perceptions About Fefhateon:

Palgrave Macmillan, 2023).

5°Gart h Fowl er OwnumbarlMen in Psyahwlogy Graduate Programmerican Psychological

Association 2018, https://web.archive.org/web/20230603062318/https://www.apa.org/monitor/2018/12/datapoint

archived June 3, 2023.

"XRobert Speakman et al., fAMarket Share and PRRSO&Et Hi ri |
13, no. 9 (2018)https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.02025XFigure 1 fiuS-based PhD anthropology degrees
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that context, it is unsurprising to find female researchers producing major contributions to the field.

As shown by the example of Sarah Hrdy, their attention to potential male biases can prove
particularly salutary. David Buss, a leading evolutionary pskagist, acknowledges theoretical
contributions from female coll eagues and ar gue
discoveries were made possible, | believe, by exceptionally bright female scientists having insights

into female sexualgsc hol ogy t hat had bee® missed by mal e

Since they investigate geibased differences between men and women, these disciplines
are indeed particularly liable to reflect gender stereotypes and biases, as was the case with Darwin
in his time. Yet, it does not mean that the theoretical approathistsexist and could not be made
more accurate. This has been the case with Darwin, whose theory of sexual selection was hailed
by Sarah Hrdy as fAone of the crown jewels of e
that its biased applicationo f emal es fides per ait3dAndyhera aretddayd t o
many researchers in the field applying the feminist empiricist program to ensure that potential male
bias be revealed and correctad for example Dr Rebecca Burch, who has been challenging partial
accounts of womends fitness °F3he my wihedthe ®mar y g

Anaturalistic phallusyo to define and combat s
found in the evolutionary literaturé® In fact, she is part of the Feminist Evolutionary Psychology
Society, whose stated purpose iIis to Ainvestioc

reexamine previous findings, highlight understudied topics, and call attention to diverse
populatiors >’®This puts a dent in the view of evolutionary behavioral sciences as an inherently
sexist field.

Prominent evolutionary scientists have repeatedly attempted to bridge the gigmanikt
social scientistand feminist theory. In 1996, a collection entitl®dx, Power, and Conflict:
Evolutionary and Feminist Perspectivess published, featuring articles analyzing phenomena
such as rape and gendered violence by both evolutionary and feminist seHdfansever, as
| ater noted by theoboak largdly failed ®© havelmuthdmpact in this attempt at
rappr oceikewisetin.1897, a collection entitldeeminism and Evolutionary Biology:

awarded between 1985 and 2014 showing total degrees conveyed and the gender of cecipients,
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0202528.g001

?David Buss, fAFeminist Evol ut Joarnabof Sociak Bvplutibnary, and Quiturab o me R
Psychology?, no. 4 (2013): 2996, https://doi.org/10.1037/h009919295.

573 Hrdy, The Woman That Never Evolyedli.

“Rebecca Burch, iMore than Just a Pretty Face: The C
Psychol ogy TEwotutiobaoyo k Behawioral  Sciences 14, no. 1 (2020): 1014,
https://doi.org/10.1037/ebs0000166

Rebecca Burch and Maryanne Fisher, @dThe Naturalistic
Women. 0 Poster presented at the 2018 Northeastern Evol u
S®Rosemary Sokol, Maryanne Fisher, and Feminist Evolut
Feminist Evol ut i on dourgal odPSogiat, Bvolltiongry, an8 GutturaéRsycholdgyo. 4 (2013):

286 94, https://doi.org/10.1037/h0099193

577 David Buss and Neil Malamuth, edSex, Power, Conflict: Evolutionary and Feminist Perspectjidesv York:

Oxford University Press, 1996).

578David Bussand David Schmit A Ev ol uti onary Ps $exRaeb4onpyd10a(20H): FoBSHiI ni s m, 0O
https://doi.org/10.1007/s111991 1-99873, 771.
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Boundaries, Intersections and Frontiessms published”®Thi s was based on an
Femini smo symposium and edited by Darwinian f
expressed her frustration and disappointment at the mutual inability to communicate between
feminists and evolutionists, asweia t he resurfacing of th¥ f@Aarch
leading to heatedrgumerns o v er myths of genetic determini :
fifteen 58 Beapitesthosegepeat@d overtures and attempts at integration and dialogue,
evolutionary psychology is still viewed with suspicion and heavily criticizeddryevolutionary
feministresearchers®?

2.c. An Impossible Reconciliation?

Darwinian feminists, such as Hrdy, have repeatedly stressed the absence of fundamental
incompatibility between feminism and evolutionary behavioral sciences. Yet, the rift seems
persistent, with some even SPEhia kectiongexpres thiei r r e c
differences in theory, focuses, and agenda underlying this rift.

Firstly, the evolutionary approach to human behavior is a research program with a different
agenda thafeminist researchFeminist research aims at seeing its concepts and findings influence
society, either through cultural change, public policy, or by epo#ishation with activist
movements, which in turn leads to social change. Evolutionary science, on the otheeheradlyg
lies at the fundamental level of scientific inquiry. It is supposed to be hypothetical and exploratory,
and rarely intended tbecome applied sciené® In fact, evolutionary scholars are so cautious to
avoid the natwuralistic fallacy (i.e., saying
usually refrain from suggesting applications for their research. Therefore, when they investigate
sex diferences, they find themselves in a doubied. If they suggest applications for their
research, they may be accused of issuing nor m
gender differences and breaching the feminist
from doing so, they may be criticized for not challenging existing gender norms,fand
participating in a fundamentally postfeminist and conservative sciéhce.

579 patricia Adair Gowaty, edFeminism and Evolutionary Biology: Boundaries, Intersections and Froiftierslon:
Chapman & Hall, 1997).

580 |bid., xii.

58l 1bid., 1.

2E. . g., OONeill, fAFeminist Encounters with|[whthterisionsi onary
mounting over the last three decades, the standoff between EP and feminist critics has only become stronger, the cavern
bet ween them only deeper, 0 Suzanne Kell vy, ATof u Femi
P s y ¢ h o Dialectyc&® Anbhropologyd8, no. 3 (2014): 28804, https://doi.org/10.1007/s106014-9353 2, 289.

See also Diana Tietjens Meyers, AFEAST Cl usHEdckirt oonmdsFen

| nt r od Hypdtia2d, no. 0(2012):112, https://doi.org/10.1111/.1527001.2011.01239.x

83E g, TangMar ti nez, f@AThe Curious Cour fThslisialgothe tase®fcSazane Kellyp | o gy
who argues against the compatibility of evolutionary p:
584 There are, however, exceptions. E.g., Glenn Geher and Nicole Wedlmitjye Evolutionary Psychology:
Darwinbés Gui de t ¢NewYorkiOnfgrd UniversitydPress tUSA, 2019k

%8 See Laura GarclBavar o, @A6Porn Troubled: On the Sexual Regi m
Australian Feminist Studie&0, no. 86 (2015): 3666, https://doi.org/10.1080/08164649.2016.1150937
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Secondly, evolutionary biology is inherently centered around reproduction. Indeed, natural
selection occurs over generations through differential rates of reproduction. For evolutionary
biology, the primary function of sex is reproduction, to which anylutamary approach to
behavior is ultimately linked through the concept of fithess. On the other hand, feminists have long
been aiming at culturally deoupling the systematic association of sex with reproduétfon.
Indeed, this association has historically weighed more on women, whose lives were greatly
hampered by it. Liberation démalesexuality, facilitated by generalization of contraception and
legalization of abortion, was therefore a correction of {balgl double standards and inequalities.

With increased control over their reproductive destinies, women were freer to explore@nd en;
sex. I n that regard, evolutionary Dbiologyods
conservative. Yet, reproduction is not a fact of life among others, it is the very engine of evolution,

a fact which biology cannot obscure nowste. Indeed, it is through reproduction that alleles get
transmitted at differential rates from one generation to the Hestolutionary scholars seem so

eager to associate sex with reproduction, it is because it has proved so fruitful. It does not mean
however that they extend this (ultimate) systc¢
nor that they derive gnnormative beliefs from it. Yet, sindeminist theoryaims at shifting

cultural values and narratives around sex, its agenda seem@atctmewhat odds with biology,

which consistentlystresses the reproductive function of sex.

A corollary of this is the fact that evolutionary biology could be accused of being
heteronormative. Indeed, its focus on reproduction logically entails great attention to
heterosexuality. In the meantime, feminist theory has been challenging heterovitrmayi
stressing the existence of other fluid and diverse sexual orient3tidnsdoing so, it is driving
important research to accurately portray the diversity and range of human sexuality at the proximate
level, whereas eolutionary scientists arstill struggling to provide ultimate explanations for the
varied scope of human sexuality. Various hypotheses have been forwarded and are being
investigated, but the evolutionary history of homosexuality and its potential genetic or hormonal
mechanisms remain uzzle to be solvetf® Thus, evolutionary approaches to human behavior
still operate in a framework where heterosexual reproductive sex is ubiquitous, while non
heterosexual practices are relatively unexplained and anecdotal. Here as well, they are at odds with
social scientift approaches to sex and gender.

The main bone of contention may be lying around sex and gender differences. Evolutionary
theory predicts that behavioral differences between men and women could be derived from their
different reproductive interests, which had men and women face diffestdtion pressures,

58 For exploration of the role of sexual liberatiandrecreational sex in secowdavefeminism see Jane Gerhard,

Desiring Revolution: SecoAd/ave Feminism and the Rewriting of American Sexual Thought 1920 toN&&2

York: Columbia University Press, 2001).

587 For examples of crogdisciplinary approaches to the study of human sexual orientations, see Deborah Amory et

al., eds.An Introduction to LGBTQ+ Studies: A CreBésciplinary Approach(Albany: SUNY Press, 2022).

588 For reviews of hypotheses and supporting evidence, see Budsationary Psychologye-textbook version, 264

266 for female homosexuality, and 3836 for male homosexuality\icholas Neibergall, Alex Swanson, and
Francisco S8nchez, AHor mones, S eTReuOxfbrd Handboaolof Evolutianary a n d
Psychology and Behavioral Endocrinolgogd. Lisa Welling and Todd Shackelford (New York: Oxford University

Press, 2019), 20214.

125



which in turn led to natural selection of different traits and features in each sex. Gmtiey
feministgender studiefocus on the historical and geographical variability of gender differences,
showing how these are shaped by cultural and political fafbRundamentally, these two
approaches are not mutually exclusive. They certainly both provide valid insights. Any behavioral
difference between men and women is in fact bound to be a complex interaction between
physiology and environment at every level pasdicted by the interactionist model. Establishing

a strict ontological barrier between fAbiologi
differences is a misleading extension of the oversimplistic nature/nurture dichtftBoth are

intertwined in a web of influences and feedback loops, acting during development, socialization,

as well as over evolutionary history.

Yet even though few argue against this interactionist framework, there is widespread
disagreement over the particulars. Feminist accounts, for example, acknowledge the influence of
Abi ol ogyo over bodies, but are,witkdaartaintamodb t o e
around discussing potential bradased sex differencé%: As such, they are particularly critical of
evolutionary psychologists who engage with this t6pi@his led evolutionary psychologist Anne
Campbell to complain that, Anlt seems eccentr.i
psychol ogi % Thergarecaurtiess examplés of these controversies around the issue
of sex and gender differences. Evolutionary schaeagsiethatfeminist researcistarts from the
premise that all gender differences are socially constructed, thus dismissing their entire disciplinary
approach?® On the other handgender studies scholalsve long been trying to €construct
normative prescriptions on female behavior, including those (abusively) based on biological
arguments. Evolutionary research about sex is dfites labeled bythose feminist scholaras
i es s e n?Thislisiseen as@ dire condemnatibased on the principle thahy sweeping
statement about the inherent qualities of men and women is bound to be reductive and oblivious of
the wide diversity and variability of gender expressions. Yet, this criticism may be misguided.
Indeed, evolutionary behavioral scientists dwelistatistical difference¥® Therefore, they do not
claim that there are traits or behavior that would be inherent to all women. They just point out some

589 E g.,Merry WiesnetHanks,Gender in History: Global Perspectivédoboken: John Wiley & Sons, 2021).

T his point is for example made by Griet Vander massen,
VandermassenVh o 6 s Af r ai d o, fl4.Eemiaist psgcholo@sasrEagly arfl Wood also recognize this:

AThe intertwining of nature and nurture i n c-ountiree mpor ar
dichotomy inherent partitioning the causes of fenmale differences and simildes according to the understanding

t hat sex = nature and gender = nurture,d Alice Eagly
Di fferences &exdoled4, no.d(2011): 75858 Isitpsd/doi.org/10.1007/s1119911-99499, 759.

®ME.,g., Eagly and Wood, AFeminism and .tohe Evolution of
L aurette Liesen, fiWomen, Behavior, and Evolution: Und:é¢
Evol uti onar y Pditesyaadchthe ILite $diesdes Thé Journal of the Association for Politics and the Life
Science£6, no. 1 (2007): 5170, https://doi.org/10.2990/21 1 51

Anne Campbell, fAThe Study of S &eitschift Fuf Psychwlogi@80sno.2Femi ni s
(2012): 13743, https://doi.org/10.1027/2152604/a000105138.
%Barry Kuhle, AEvolutionary Psychology |Is Compatible w

Reply To Eagly a n d Evoluimaryd Psychlogy 10, , mo. 1 (2012): 393,
https://doi.org/10.1177/147470491201000104

E. g., Kelly, AR u Feminism, 0o 298

5% This statistical conception of determinism found in evolutionary biology is des@iimaa in footnote n°508, 110.
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trends or tendencies that are more prevalent in women than men, thus falling short of genuine
essentialism.

Beyond theoretical disagreements,is cer t ain that the manosphe
evolutionary science is not helping reconédministswith evolutionary science. Some researchers
recal |l having experienced a form débl doknesérsi
gender constructionist beliefs after being confronted with evidence for evolved behavioral sex
differences®’ As they report it, their first reaction was one of incredulity or suspicion, before they
ended up being won over by the strength of the evidence. They went on to produce influential
evolutionarilyinformed research, which was enriched by their persoajgctories and feminist
backgrounds. However, if evolutionary behavioral sciences are nowadays used by manosphere
groups to buttress their antifeminist ideologies, it is hard to expect feminists to accept them
uncritically, and it should not come asasuipse t o hear them ask: i s
scholars to claim that their work is without a political agenda, when EP concepts and theories not
only rely on and reproduce normative gendered assumptions, but are routinely invoked elsewhere
tomait ai n and justif% gender inequality?o

From an epistemological point of view, feminist scholarship and evolutionary approaches
to human behavior are not mutually exclusive. However, they usually operate on different levels,
with different focuses, emphases, and agendas, and these divergences are further magnified by
longstanding historical, political, and disciplinary divides, as well as by some recurrent
misunderstandings. Hopefully the present research can help further diataakarify issues, as
it draws on both the feminist and evolutionary bodies of research.

B.3. Circulation and Reception of Evolutionary Behavioral Sciences

While this chapter has so far mostly been discussing academia in the Spglsting
world, this dissertation focuses on the wider public circulation and reception of science. This
section therefore reviews research on contemporary circulation and oeceptevolutionary
behavioral sciences among the public.

3.a. Circulation of Evolutionary Scientific Knowledge

Jon Miller, one of the leading US researchers on public understanding of evolutionary
science has been investigating adult science learning for decades. The advent of the Internet, he
argues, calls for a rethinking of traditional models:

fiFor at least the last hundred years, the warehouse has been the dominant metaphor for science
learning in schools, museums, and many other institutions. The objective was to givedearners
students and adufisfacts to store in their mental warehouse urgided in the future. Schools

STE.L g, Khandis Bl ake, iBeyond Nature vs. Nurture: An
| deol ogi c(adnantaithe Ewblatisntand Human Behavior European Association conference, London, 2023);
VandermasseWVh o 6 s Af r ai d 0,f1-3; Oégkerinl Seasch & Human Nat@reii-x; Carole HoovenT:

The Story of Testosterone, the Hormone That Dominates and Divigdew¥ ork: Henry Holt and Company, 2021),

14-17.
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encouraged and tested memorization; museums designed exhibitions to convey memorable chunks
of infot¥mation. o

Just like ecommerce has been supplanting traditional warehouses withla-Jtiste (JIT)
model, in which products are manufactured after they are ordered and shipped immediately after
manufacture, Miller argues, scientific knowledge is increasinglyacqud fnj ust i n ti me
onthe Internet®®l n such an environment, increasing at:t
in navigating and evaluating the myriad of available knowledge sources. Among such sources are
media reports of scientific findings, which are concerning to the scientifienconty °°* Indeed,
scientists have little control over potential exaggerations or distortions of their published journal
articles in the media. Sumner et al. thus identified three common exaggerations of scientific
findings in the media: (1) giving stronger adviceréaders than the researchers themselves; (2)
presenting findings in a more deterministic way than researchers (e.g., assuming causation from a
correlational study); (3) abusively extending animal research findings to humans. Yet, their study
revealed thtathe media was not primarily responsible for those distortions, most of which came
from the press releases of the researchersod c
respectively 40%, 33%, and 36% of the tirff&).

Moreover, in the United States, there is a deep and growing partisan divide in the media
sources that Democrats and Republicans trust and réfRaports of research on sex differences,
being so controversial and prone to sensationalistic headlines, also exhibit political bias. In their
study of newspaper reports on sex di fl[Mae ence
politically conservative newspapers and those that held more traditional gender role beliefs
attributed gender differences more to biological factors than did more liberal newspapers and
newspapers with less taditional gender role

Unfortunately, there is close to no research on the spread of evolutionary behavioral
scientific knowledge, and on potential distortions ther¢twé only exception being textbook
research. Indeed, over the years, evolutionary psychologists have surveyed sociology, introductory
psychology, social psychology, and fASex and Ge
depicted in the social seiees. They found that all of them exhibited some misrepresentation or

¥Jon Miller, AAdult Sci e@uwator: The Museuin jogrn&B, mo. 2 (R0&0): 19P08e r net Er
https://doi.org/10.1111/].2156952.2010.00019,492.
503Jon Miller et al., fAThe Acqui siti on oTheltcnmation Bocityn d Sci e

37, no. 2 (2021): 8308, https://doi.org/10.1080/01972243.2020.1870022

801 For example, medical researchers have been voicing concerns about news media reports (e.g., TV) for over fifty
years, and conducing assessment of their reliability for more than tiventy e year s, see Matt Ox me
of Information in News Meid Reports about the Effects of Health Interventions: Systematic Review and Meta

An al yFl@BResearch0 (2022): 433https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.52894.2

52petroc Sumner et al., fAThe Association between Exagger
Rel eases: Retr os pec BWIBA (2Q1K)si8, hips/ddi.amoil8.1136Hinjwdys5, O
pew Research Center, AU.S. Media Polarization and th

https://web.archive.org/web/20230922164347/https://www.pewresearch.org/journalism/2020/6hi&tha
polarizationandthe-2020-electionra-nationdivided), archived September 22, 2023.

604yvi ctoria Brescoll and Marianne LaFrance, AiThe Correl a
on Sex D i PPsyckological Seienced® (2004): 51520, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0958976.2004.00712,x

517.
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outright dismissal of evolutionary psycholoy. My own research focuses on online
appropriations of evolutionary scientific knowledge, and thus devotes attention to the circulation
of this knowledgé? Given the scarcity of existing scholarship, this aspect of the research is
exploratory®®’

3.b. Public Understanding of Evolutionary Behavioral Science

Public understanding of science IS more cor
State$®Sci enti fic |iteracy has been defined as ¥
scienceo and Acommonly implies an appreciatio

science, coupled with some understanding of the more important scieht#i@i® This simple
idea is crucial in many fields such as science education, sociology of science, or public opinion
research.

Given the vagueness of the concept, however, many finer classifications have been

provi ded. Benjamin Shends influenti al 1975 cl
(ability to put scientific andltetehacygal (&b
citizens to grasp scientific matters in relat

(driven by the desire to know about ther scien:
as he puts it muidi dsapgpr escii &#B80@mpiékantd manyfoidu s i ¢ .
have the definitions become t hahe coasteltatworc ef n t I n
features that can %onstitute science |literacy

Yet, while the concept is notoriously controversial and blurry (a recent literature review
counted 74 distinct definitions of science litera®yf)educators, governments, and institutions all
recognize the acute need follit.democracies, where citizens aedled to weigh on issues through
the ballof the need to have a scientifically literate population is-egtfent. The current

65For a review of those findings, see Benjamin Winegard
Evolutionary Psychol ogy iEmolut®reany Psgohadogy® ena. Bg2014)T 416G8b ook s, 0
https://doi.org/10.1177/147470491401200.34716-477.

606 See researctuestions irintroduction, 27.

607 SeeChaptetVIl, 347.

53 The term is usually regarded as being synonymous wit
literacyd is used in the United States, the former phra
being used in Franced R¢di ger Laugksch, iSci ent iStience Educatioa3Ch c vy : A
EDUC 84 (2000): 7194, https://doi.org/10.1002/(SIC1)109837X(200001)84:13.0.C0O:€, 71.

609 |bid.

50Benjamin Shen, AViews: Science Literacy: Public Unde
Devel oping and | ndu sAmercaniScienteh8, ncC® (1975): 26%58,267A1 i ke, 0

611 National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and MedicBuéence Literacy: Concepts, Contexts, and
Consequence$Washington, DC: The National Academies Pr@§d 1) 11. Two scholars reviewing the topic were

more critical: AThus did scientific |iteracy become an
that it meant both everything, and nothing specific, about science education and the competergyhittso t o descr i |
Douglas Roberts and Rodger Bybee, ASci ent i Handbookdft er acy
Research on Science Educatied. Norman Lederman and Sandra Abell, vol. Il (New York: Routledge, 2014), 737.

2S5t ephen Norri s, Linda Phillips, and David Burns, iCon
Their Pr ogr ammhterhationdt Haadiek df ResearchiinrHistory, Philosophy and Science Teaching
ed.Michael Matthews (Dordrecht: Springer Netherlands, 2014), 114847
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controversies around climate change or vaccination as well as théakiimg fundamentalist
resistance to evolutionary theory are examples of that imbrication of scientific and political
matters"’® Indeed, in the United States, Darwinian evolution is still being resisted on a massive
scale.This is a wellknown US specificity in the Western world, caused in pafubgamentalist
Protestantreationismand its appropriation by the Republican P&tfySince 1985, Miller et al.

have been asking American adults whether they
beings, as we know them today, %d@niyecteotipade f r om
most American adults agreed with the statement (54% in 262G)ven that context, there are
myriads of studies trying to assess American:
specialized journals lik&volution: Education and Outreaclscientific literacy is an inherently
normative concept, based on standards of what people ought to know. Therefore, instead of having

to redefine the standards each time, researchers have been relying on replicating studies based on
pre-existing, peedesigned questionnaires.

These survey studies generally assess literacy levels and identify its cofféRadgjious
fundamentalism has been shown to have a negative effect on science {ifaadyis associated
with creationist or intelligent design fallacies, as well as denial of evoltiidrkewise, women
tend to score lower on measures of scientific literacy, acceptance, and knowledge of evolution.
Unsurprisingly, respondentsé | evel of educati
science literacy, with the strongest predicteribn g finumber of colffAege co
survey among college undergraduates revealed that students had a better knowledge of evolution
and significantlyfewermisconceptions after completing an evolutionary psychology class, with no
such effect found for biology class®$However, there are no scientific literacy studies focusing
specifically on evolutionary human behavioral sciences. Measuring public understanding of those
sciences in the manosphere is one of the focuses of the present reseaadhaugiestionnaire

883For a climate scientisto6s concern about the politiciz:
Controver si es PRymisstTodagd,co. POr(2051g 894, htdos://doi.org/10.1063/PT.3.129As for

Afafrvdid beliefs, they have come underl9pandpmicecedented scru
64Liza Gross, AScientific 111it e Pl2OSBiolayys#dno. 5 KE06)PedG7t i san
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.0040187on Mi | | er , Eugenie Scott, and Shinj
Ev ol u SBcience813§2006): 76666, hitps://doi.org/10.1126/science.1126746

%5They avoid using the politically |l oaded term of dAevol
6%Jon Miller et al., #f@APublic Accepita@ @yl hderstanding oft i on i

Scienced1, no. 2 (2022): 22388. https://doi.org/10.1177/09636625211035919
617 For details on the questionnaire designed to assess knowledge and misconceptions of Darwinian evolution, see
Chapter I11,B, 146

68Mi I Il er et al ., APublic Accept ddh@z0dd;f Miviollar, omAduwl tt h®
in the Internet Era.o
%Patricia Hawley et al., fAWhatoés the Matter with Kansa

Attitudes and L i t e Evalatign: Eflucatione and QuEeadHS ng. d (2011): 1132,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s1208P10-0294 1.

20Mi I 1 er, TfAAdult Science Learning in the Internet Era.o
22St ephen Short and Patricia Hawley, AiThe Effects of
Knowl edge of Evol ut i o nEvolutionary CRsycholegy €3, n6G.o L r(20&5% , 6388,
https://doi.org/10.1177/1474704915013001They hypothesize that this is due to the direct dispelling of those
misconceptions in evolutionary psychology textbooks, as well as the constant presence of evolutionary theory in the
field, whereas Darwinian evolution is only mentioned at the start dddyiocourses, before moving to the more
mechanistic level (molecular biology, etc.).
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items thus had to be designed, drawing from the existing measures of scientific literacy described
here%22

3.c. Public Reception of Evolutionary Behavioral Sciences

There is no existing assessment of evolutionary behavioral scientific literacy in the public.
However, given the political controversies surrounding evolutionary approaches to human
behavior, there is a wealth of existing research on attitudes towamsEkelutionary scientists
are concerned about hostility towards their disciplines and have tried to measure it and identify its
correlates. Perry and Mace, in a survey of UK university staff and students (n=7621), found that
the biggest predictor for reggon of evolutionary approaches is studying in the social sciences,
with the second being religiosity® Geher and Gambacorta ran an online survey (n=268) trying to
assess which findings of the evolutionary behavioral sciences were most resisted on political
grounds. They found that only findings pertaining to evolved sex differences triggered political
resstance, especially in those who identified asweftg liberals, and worked in academia (in
particul ar soci ol 0% gnotaenslirvew of meadediss (ns111) devealed)a.
weak positive effect of political liberalism on criticisievel of evolutionary psycholodfi®

Detractors of evolutionary science insist on the genetic determinism and the status quo
criticisms, which have repeatedly been refuted by evolutionary scientists themselves. Yet, those
intuitions might still be present in the pubdadcan be empirically assessed. There seems to be
evidence that when people encounter arguments about the relevance of genes on behavior, they are
more |ikely to see this behayvi®Foremsplej Natteret ab | e,
al. presented UK resident adults (n=200) with different explanations (hormonal, genetic, cultural,
motivational, etc.) for a given behavitY. They found that explanations which sounded more

Abi ol ogical 6 to people (i .e., hor monal , genet
view the behavior as harder to change or corr
thereolegahcédabd basis does not necessarily mea
However, for our participants, al | O-bveragk o gi c a

mal | e &% iThey tloy note the political implications of this finding, explaining why

622 See details, i€hap. I, B, 150.

22George Perry and Ruth Mace, fAiThe Lack of Accdeumalance of
of Evolutionary Psycholog§, no. 2 (2010): 1025, https://doi.org/10.1556/JEP.8.2010.2.2
624Gl enn Geher and Daniel Gambacorta, AEvolution Is Not |

That Way!Evi dence for the Politicizat iEvos Joorhal: Fhe doarmal oEtheo | ut i o
Evolutionary Studies Consortiugy no. 1 (2010): 3247.

peter Jonason and David Schmitt, #fAQuanti fEyolutiogaryCo mmo n
Psychological Scienc®, no. 3 (2016): 1788, https://doi.org/10.1007/s408dBL6-0050z. Respondents were non
evolutionary psychologists, hailing from North America (69%), Europe (17%), Australia/New Zealand (10%), South
America (2%) and Asia (1%).

626 For evidentiary summary, see llan Bdi mr od and Steven Heine, iGenetic E
Det er mi ni smsyclhofogicBl Blleti@37, no. 5 (2011): 80@18,https://doi.org/10.1037/a0021860
27Dani el Nettle, Willem Frankenhuis, and Kar ticip&rtsPanchar

I nterpret Ex pl| an a tOpen nvind: @iscoveBies him Cogoitive Bciende (2023): 62551,
https://doi.org/10.1162/opmi_a_00Q98
628 |pid., 636.
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evolutionary accounts of behavior may more easily be politically appropriated by people who view
human nature as stable and immutable, as might be the case in the manosphere.

Evolutionary scientists might be cautioning against the naturalistic fallacy and the myth of
genetic determinism, but it does not mean that people exposed to their work are immune to these
thought processes. This was experimentally tested byNibarod ard Heine, who showed in two
experiments that women (n=111 and n=92) performed worse on math tests after being presented
with genetic accounts of sex differences in mathematical performance (as opposed to more
proximate causes$¥° This is congruent with earlier experimental results indicating that people who
believed in more stable and innate essences of racial groups were more likely to endorse stereotypes
about those groupS® In other experiments conducted in Canada,-Biarrod et al. assessed
whether evolutionary explanations for rape made men (n=58 and n=67) more or less lenient
towards rape, as opposed to sociocultural explandtfdoiEposure to evolutionary explanations
did not modi fy subjectsd | evel of suggested i
condition), whereas sociocultural explanations made them harsher. This agrees with their overall
analysis. They argue thateople seem to be inherently essentialist thinkers, and that being
confronted with evolutionary or fibiolod¥cal 0 e
However, sociocultural explanations do seem to make them consider behavior as more malleable.

Taken together, these results provide invaluable insights to study online reception and
appropriation of evolutionary behavioral science. Firstly, there is resistance to human applications
of Darwinism motivated by religious beliefs (mostly from the rjghand by
ideological/epistemological environmentalist beliefs (mostly from the left, especially present
among academics in the social sciences). Secondly, people seem to possess inferential intuitions
about scientific explanations for behavior. One of ¢hieghat behavioral explanations that sound

more fAbiological o trigger a more fixed and i m
think that those fAbiological 6 explanations ar
explanations. Ne#t!l et al . recogni ze that those | ay in

purposes, it might work well to divide the world into some phenomena that need to be thought of
biologically, some psychologically, and some structurally, and have different gbiou each of

t hese ®IHawewr theydmdd, those intuitions make the public liable to misrepresent
complex multilevel systems of explanation that weave together physiological and environmental
influences:

AFor exampl e, the evolutionary psychology par
from the interaction between current social environments and flexible evolved cognitive
mechanisms (Tooby & Cosmides, 1989). However, it is often mischaracteeved,in the

52%anDarNi mr od and Steven Heine, fAExposure to ScSceme i fic T
314, no. 5798 (2006): 48835, https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1131100
0Sheri Levy, Steven Stroessner, and Carol Dweck, W@ASter

T h e or Joersal, @f Personality and Social Psychology (1998): 142136, https://doi.org/10.1037/0022
3514.74.6.1421

811 | an Dar Nimrod et al., @ADo Scienti fi cAgglebsweoBehads Af f ec
37, no. 5 (2011): 44@19, https://doi.org/10.1002/ab.20401

632 1bid., 448.

63Nettl e, Frankenhuis, and Panchanathan, #fABiology, Soci
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scholarly literature and by some adherents, as claiming that human behaviour is innate and inflexible
(6hairdedd) and the current ®nvironment causall"

Such intuitions pose a challenge to science educators and commurfitaforsall they
mi ght caution against some fall acies ltadoesdd bi as
not suffice to simply communicate scientific ideas, because students and lay people will not
understand them and quickly transform them into more palatable, but scientifically inaccurate
v e r s P*%Oneslastibstacle is the ubiquity of motivated reasoning, the process by which people
seek and interpret information in accord with their prior befigfglence the truism that people
Ami ght have motivations other than a concern
perceive and interpret scientific information. Religious, political, and ideological beliefs can
seriously affecrng peopl|l edcse ptnadreces t@afn dd Ak nt i f i ¢
these aspects of the public understanding, circulation, and reception of scientific knowledge were
kept in mind during the present study of the manosphere.

Conclusion

After its inception in 1859, Darwinism was appropriated for various and sometimes
antagonistic ideological and policy purposes,
laissezfaire economics. Each time, normative implications were added to the Darwinian theory,
as evidence from the natural world was selectively chosen to support worldviews. By analogical
reasoning, concepts such as survival of the fittest or female choice wereeexteride political,
social, and economic spheres, far beydmeirtoriginal scope. Slowly, social sciences started
emancipating themselves from the hold of biology and condemning the abuses thereof. After the
horrors of World War Il and the associations of Nazism with eugenics, approaches stressing
heredity, genes,na evolution were discredited in the social sciences.

However, at the same time, evolutionary biology was going through theoretical and
met hodol ogi cal breakthroughs. Genetics were t1l
in molecular genetics, statistics, and new research on animal behavidie gwéeihces entered in
a new mature paradigm called the modern synthesis. Applying this framework to human behavior
was logical, but things did not go as expected. In the 1970s, the discipline of sociobiology was
promptly rejected and condemned by the aloscientific establishment. Its insistence on the
genetic bases of human behavior was wrongly received as an admission of genetic determinism

534 1bid., 646647.

55This problem is eloquently presented in Stefaan Bl an
Science Education and t he PRerbpedtives od Bakrce antd Euliukd. Stefaano f Sci e
Blancke, Kris Rutten, and Ronald Soetaert (West Lafayette: Purdue University Press, 2018)2, 223
https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctt2204rxr.16

636 |bid., 234.

637 A study suggested that those most likely to benefit from certain predictions of evolutionary psychology about mating

(i.e., physically attractive people) were more likely to be sympathetic towards the discipline, Andrew Ward, Tammy

English, and Mark ChiniPhy si cal Attractiveness Predicts Endorsem
Pr i nc PyDE &MNEL6HN0. 8 (2021): 02547 25itps://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0254725
8Bl ancke, Tanghe, and Braeckman, #Alntuitions in Scienc:é
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and as a dismissal of sociocultural influences on behavior. Sociobiologists were likened to
eugenicists and even Nazis, as criticisms often turned more political than scientific.

Feminist academics were at the forefront of the charge against sociobiology. Indeed,
feminist theory had built itself on a rejection of the idea that biology was destiny, which had been
historically used to justify male dominance. Science was seen asredlebiased, or completely
embedded in a patriarchal dominance system. Since sociobiology was trying to explain behavioral
differences between men and women through their different evolutionary histories, it was
condemned as a simplistic, essentialist] rankly sexist discipline. Early sociobiologists had not
taken the time to ponder the specificities of humans and to get acquainted with the wealth of
existing social scientific scholarship. Nor did they realize how much their work was at odds with
estdlished political, ideological, and disciplinary interests. Despite their protests, their ambitious
attempt at Abi ol ogizingd the soci al sciences
remained opprobrious to this day. One of the founders of lsotigy, Robert Trivers, reflected
on this failure twenty years afterwards:

il confidently predicted that in twenty year s,
walk down the hall of a psychology or a sociology or an anthropology department, without hearing

people arguing with each oechteirond Yfeasv obuurt twhhayt ?wc
happened. The parallel fact PPHh biology has bee

In spite of this early opposition, evolutionary approaches to human behaviosthged
their course. Sociobiology has morphed into more specific and elaborate approaches, which
incorporate developments in cognitive science, endocrinology, genetics, or Al modelling. These
disciplines have also witnessed an influx of female researchersgtoggrkistorical male biases,
and forcefully defending the idea that nothing in Darwinian theory is inherently sexist. It is just a
model to describe and understandlitg, which neither entails nor endorsasy specific political
worldview or social agenda. Despite attempts at bridging gaps with feminist scholars, there is still
widespread distrust towards evolutionary approaches to behavior and sex differences, with some
feminists arguing that those differees are irreconcilable.

In the United States, evolutionary human scientists thus hat@céoopposition from
creationists on the rightss well as feminists and researchers in the social sciences and the
humanitieswhich can be threatening to scientists who rely too much on biéf8&pr instance
Harvard evolutionary biologist and hormone expert Carole Hooven was recently attacked from
inside her own institution for appearing in a conservative media outléhsiating that biological
sex was a relevant scientific constrédt Among all this ideologicascientific conundrum, it
appears that evolutionary approaches to human behavior are being widely discussed and

5%¥RobertTri vers, @Al had the future exactly wr ongspettiveasnt er vi e
in the Social Scieme s 0 at t he Gruter Il nstitute, Dart hmout h (
https://web.archive.org/web/20231104152904/http://www.froes.dds.nl/TRIVERSan¢hived November 4, 2023.

640 For examples of politicallynotivated contemporary attacks on evolutionary scientists, see Alice D&eadr,i | e 0 6 s
Middle Finger(New York: Penguin Press, 2015). For older examples, see Segei3&firders of the Truth: The
Sociobiology Debate

4lCarol e Hooven, fAAcademic Freedom Is Soci alArchivessof i ce: S
Sexual Behaviob2, no. 1 (2023%ttps://doi.org/10.1007/s105882-0246 5.
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appropriated in the online antifeminist communities of the manosphere. This understandably
furthers and justifies the hostility of mainstream social scientists and feminists towards
evolutionary behavioral sciences.

The present dissertation aims at disentangling those complicated issues. A prerequisite of
this was to present the evolutionary behavioral sciences as they really are, a fruitful, diverse, and
self-critical research program which encompasses insights and methods from a wide range of
disciplines. This dissertation is solidly grounded in the state ddirthef those disciplines and is
supervised by an evolutionary anthropologist. On the other hand, this is a work of social scientific
research, which does not formulate any evolutionary hypothesis. Its aim is to scrutinize the
appropriations of evolutiongrscience occurring in the manosphere. Indeed, there has been little
work yet on contemporary political appropriations of evolutionary science, although research has
shown the influence of motivated reasoning, political and religious affiliations, annttitée/e
basis of certain common scientific misunderstandings. Very recently, social and evolutionary
scientists alike have been acknowledging this phenomenon and calling for more rdaghesh.
next chapter, | detail the data and methods tiseesearh the phenomenon
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Introduction

This dissertation focuses on a multifaceted phenomenon, as it examines understanding,
appropriation, and circulation of science in the manosplenesequentlythere is nselfevident
set ofvariables to measure, nor is there one source of data which could possibly yield answers to
all our research questions. Moreover, the manosphere is no united movement, which also calls for
attention to diversity between communities, thus complexifying data colkeatid analysis. In
order to answer the three axesmof researchn-depth, a variety of data were analyzed through
mixed methodswhich are reviewed in this chapter. Methodological choices were in no small part
guided by constraints in data availability, as well as concerns about researcher safety, ethics, and
data protection.

Il nternet communities are easily accessible
online ethnographydriesd*fBritsheociy ogi seseawroher 0sadd
not involve leaving the comforts of your office desk; there are no complex access privileges to
negotiate; field data can be easily recorded and saved for later analysis; large amounts of
information can be collected quicklgnd inexpensively®®® Indeed, access to manosphere
platforms is not particularly difficult. As a resutinline discourse analygiswhether qualitative
or quantitative andAl-drivend is by far the most common type of study design in manosphere
researc®* Such designs have the advantageaiectingd at a whi ¢ h weatebyinat ur
manospheriansvithoutr e s e ar ¢ h e r s Bhe presentework etineteforelbrased orthe
gualitative analysis of manospheravide discourse corpus spanning thirty years of content 1993
2023).Section A details the ethicahoices made during research destge inclusion criteria for
selecting the materials, and the analysis thereof.

However, there are also downside®nline discourse studieBhe main one is the absence
of sociodemographic data. People can register on Internet forums and social media with very little
information (an email address is usually enough), which usually stays hidden to the public. In these
conditions, a lot ofelevantdata is inaccessible. Whatetheir gender, age, ethnicity? What is their
l evel of i ncome? Ther manosgher@opulagogob | niocr caennys uasc coef
baseline statistics t@llow for estimation. These data (or metadata) are in fact owned by the private
companies operating websitmsd social mediavho decide how and what to release to the public
and to researchef® Location is one such data that is often impossible to retrieve, obscuring key
geographical factor®¥® As such, the present research had relatively little sociodemographic or
geographic manosphere data to work whlihen trying to assess educational levielsthe

2Jason Rutter and Gregory Smith, fEtMirna ethads:HssuesirPr es e nc
Social Research on the Interpetl. Christine Hine (Oxford, New York: Berg Publishers, 2005)92184.

543 |bid.

644 See manosphere literature review ahdveap I, C, 79.

645 This is done through APIs (Application Programming Interfaces). Some Internet companies decide to release more

data than others, leading to biases in research. For example, Twitter has a comparatively rich API, which explains the
prevalence of Twitter resrch.

646 There are exceptions, where an Internet dataset allows for geolocation, which can lead to groundbreaking research,
eg,Khandis Blake et al ., AMi sogyni st i cPsjchobgdlsSciec6d®, r el at e
no. 3 (2021): 31825, https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797620968529
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manospher@ a key element to understand scientific litekagythe need for direct contact with
manospherians becaragident.

Yet, auch direct contactare relatively rare in manosphere research due to the hostility
manospherian¥’ This type of research is usually hampei@dwo reasons, which are ubiquitous
in the methodological literature on the study of héweteach, suspicious, or even hostile groups
and populationsFirstly, the suspiciousness of research subjects makes data collection harder.
Respondents might qgbomadide espatially ihteey aree usex dorbe heeng 6 s
investigated by the authorities.§, drug users, sex worker¥¥ They might be more reluctant to
speak their minds as well, for fear of being castigated. Furthertheygend to be very protective
of their personal identitg In the manosphere, these things proved t8exondly researchers
studying inimical communities also need to protect themselves from potential harm. This puts them
in a double bind. Either they decide to be open about their identity and research objectives, as
usually required by institutional guidelinebus running risks of unwarranted attention, hostility,
and intrusion in their private lives. Or they can choose to conceal this information, at the cost of
playing into the mp¥YHere agaim these dyriamics linsitghie quialioy@rsdn e s
scope of data collection, as researchers have to be constantly mindful of where they go, how they
present themselves, to whom, etc.

Researclethics frameworks traditionally focuspnar t i ci pant s6 wel f ar e
the researcher 6s wel |l bmanosghereedeaatbeys habies$ &c
in current ethics guideling$® | experienced this firsthand, and realized that no one at my
universities was specifically qualified to assist researchers with the cybersecurity, privacy and
safety issues that came with studying hostile grétfds spite of these challenges, | managed to
conduct aguestionnaire survey which gathered 148 respdnsesmanospherians, shedding light
on their educational levels, scientific literacy, and scientific knowledge acquisition practices.
Section B details this questionnaire study, from survey design to security challenges and data
analysis.

647 For a review of existing survey and interview research, see the manosphere literatureGbajew, C, 85.

4See Teela Sanders, fAResear chi Vitpal Métheds:@ssues imSeciaBResearéo r k  C ¢
on the Interneted. Christine Hine (Oxford, New York: Berg Publishers, 2005)867

9For an example of a manosphere researcBegiosr aeceffiEBrcgaaq
with Incelso

650 Anita LavorgnaandLi sa Sugi ur a, iDirect Contacts with Potent:i
Et hnography on Controversial and Po linenmdtiena dburfabopSoaias : A Lo
Research Methodolodb, no. 2 (2020): 26567, https://doi.org/10.1080/13645579.2020.1855719

5511 thus had to navigate between my research supervisors, the Data Protection team, the cybersecurity department,

the IT services and the Social Media and Communications team to piece together appropriately protective and
institutionally approved researchgbocols. Some other states and universities offer more help: a fellow manosphere
researcher from the University of California, Los Angeles, told me about the protective support surrounding their
research, with assi st an c eandgememUnitancelega protgetiorsin theddrm aftheéd s T h r

statebs Safe at Ho me program 6208. 1, see res,|
https://web.archive.org/web/20221015044808/https://police.ucla.edu/abpdtoperationdureau/threat
managementinit; 2021 California Government Code,

https://web.archive.org/web/20230523163025/https://law.justia.com/codes/california/202désaiitée-1/division
7/chapter3-1/section6208 1/, botharchived May 23, 2023.
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In section C, | detail all the additional sources of data and targeted research designs which
were usedo complement the maiwo studespresented abov&hese include the constitution of
a scientific textbook corpus to compargit®ns with themanosphere discourse corpus, as well as
gualitative interviews conducted with evolutionary scientists and manosphere figinies. T
dissertation hingeon the use of mixed methods: qualitative discourse analysis, quantitative
linguistics, quantitative surveanalysis qualitative interviews. By triangulating these original data
with analyses and data from the existing literature, the gaalto provide rich and detailed
empirical resealt, whose results are presentecdChapters IV to VII.
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A. QUALITATIVE MANOSPHERE DISCOURSE CORPUS STUDY

A.l. Study Framework
1.a.General Aim

To study the role of science in the manosphere, online discoassan obvious starting
point. Firstly, because it is easily accessible, but most importantly because producing discourse is
the principal activity of most manosphere communitiedseédd wi t h t he excepti on
Activists, they rarely organize events, create organizations, or even meet in person. For most
manospherians, participating in a community primarily consists of online consumption and
production of discourse. Stated etWise, discursive phenomena call for discursive analysis. As
such, a broad and ambitious qualitative manespldiscourse study is the cornerstone of the
present dissertation.

The general aim of the study is to examine the narratives originating from the manosphere,
to identify recurring issues and themas well as thenderlying valueand biases, with particular
attention given to discourse on sex differences, science, and evoltiierselection of material
(henceforth referred to as thiec o r s largedehough to include variation, outliers, and exemplify
differences between communitiesalso includeglifferent websites and media to avoid platform
biases and paint@mprehensive picture of manosphere ideolodieghat effectit also contains
material from currently inactive but formerly influential websites and platforms. In short, the
corpuswas designedo provide a faithful representation of the manosplweer the last two
decades.

1.b. Ethics and Data Protection

When designing this study, it appeared that different norms (legal, institutional, ethical)
conflicted with feasibility, and that traditional sociological guidelines were not always applicable
to Internet researct?? Inspired by reports from the Association of Internet Researchers (AolR), |
followed a caseby-case ethicabdecisionmaking process, informed by legal and institutional
injunctions, academic guidelines, and ppractice®®® A detailed ethics protocol was submitted
and granted ethics approval by the Universities of Kent and Lille, along with the University of
Lilleds Dat a °PThis topuststudy raised three najerrsets of concerns: informed
consent, data protection, and potentially harmful content. Major decisions regarding those concerns
are summarized belofw®

Informed Consent

552To help other researchers navigate these gray areas, | published a journal article on the ethical dilemmas and choices
encountered duri,nput Bi Basthadyds idNavigmti ng Grey Areas:
Anti feministRewuanuhmridn -esi, e Des Sciences dmo.2b@022),f or mat i
https://doi.org/10.4000/rfsic.13374

3A1 i ne Shakti Franzke et al., #fAlnternet Research: Ethi
2020).

654 Ethics ID respectively #GR20/21 (Kent) and QSMDC 202478-S91 (Lille).

655 To see the full ethics protocol with the rationale behind each decisioAppeadix 3, 468.
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Considering the amount of Internet users whose posts and comments are included in the
corpus, seeking informed consent from each of them was considered impractical. In fact, this is a
practice that, although st i thits ®Piefalihgdutoffdver t he |
in Internet research, particularly of the Big Data variety. Moreover, given the potential hostility of
manospherians, asking for informed consent might have severely harmed the feasibility of the
study. Finally, a lot of the platfms included in the corpus are now inactive, and it would have
been impossible to contact users of these defunct websites. For all these reasons, informed consent
was not sought for analyzing online manosphere discourse. Yet, analyzing online mateigl with
consent does not mean that privacy should not be proté€metthe contraryit makes privacy and
data protection even more salient.

Data Protection

Although all the content included in the corpus was publicly accessible, a distinction was
drawn on a casby-case basis between two types of content, based on reasonable expectations of
privacy.®>’ On the one hand, pseudonymous manospherians posting on forums or Reddit
presumably do not expect their content to be widely discussed and cited. Their data is thus protected
accordingly. When cited, no hyperlinks towards the original webpage are pronwmter, any
identifiable information reproduced (such as location, name, or pictures). Throughout the
dissertation, such citations are only referenced by year and manosphereeggqupel, 2017).

On the other hand, public manosphere figures such as bloggers, YouTubers, and writers do expect
their content to be shared and cited, and full citations are therefore provided.

Harmful Content

Internet content can be potentially harmful or shocking, for instance the corpus contains
instances of hateful language (sexist, smtitic, homophobic) or pornography. The following
measures were therefore put in place prior to data collection:

AnAny tangible indication of criminal activity,
competent authorities. Suicidal declarations will not be reported.

All content will be screened before retrieving to ensure that no illegal material such as child
pornography be possessed at any point.

A disclaimer about potentially shocking, pornographic, or hateful content will be added at the
beginning of the PhD dissertation, warning about the content of the dissertation, and about the
hyperlinks contained in it.

No pornographic content will be reproduced in the PhD dissertation, although it may be linked to.

Quotations will be unambiguously signalé&d®

656 European Commissioithics and Data Protectior2018, 10.

87pid,Alt is not enough that the data be accessible; the
subjects do not have angasonable expectations of privacy 13.

658 Reproduced from the ethics protocol, #gpendix 3, 468.
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After describing the general aims and ethics of the corpus study, it is time to address corpus
constitution

A.2. Constituting a Manosphere Discourse Corpus
2.a.Why Form a Bounded Corpus?

It would be possible to conduct a qualitative study withoelearly bounded corpughis
is in fact a widespread practice in qualitative resedpéit would also entail great flexibility.
However, defining a bounded corpus has many advantages. First and foremost is transparency.
Some qualitativénternetstudies do not specify the platforms or websites under $#idis is
regrettable, for a list of studied websites would be of great interest to other reseanchers
knowledgeable reade?&! Indeed, by exactly specifying which sources were analyzed, researchers
enable readers to critically assess those sources. Similarly, the reasoning behind material selection
should be made transparent,ttmallow criticism and reproducibility.

Secondly, constituting a corpus is in itself a valuable contribution to manosphere research.
Indeed, this entails gathering content that is dispersed over the web, and even doing archive work
on defunct or suspended websites. A corpus established ore@edigransparent principles could
thus prove useful to other researcHéf#\ last advantage of constituting a bounded corpus is peace
of mind. Indeed, oce the corpus was constituted and the data collected, | could serenely turn
towards analysis. Otherwise, there would always be pressure to browse more, to constantly look
for additional material. Especially in the case of Internet research, where thetarhauailable
material grows every day, far exceeding human reading capacities, bounding ensures feasibility
and realistic expectations.

2.b. Inclusion Criteria and Corpus Size

Inclusion Criteria

The goal of this corpus analysis is to studgnospherédeology firsthand. The corpus
should therefore be composed exclusively of primary manosphere sources. Yet, identifying
primary sources is harder than it looks. Indeed, manospherians sometimes link to articles in

859 So widespread is this practice that most of the sociological and historical monographs cited in Chapter Il above fit
this descriptionj.e., Londa SchiebingefN a t u r e 9Kémbesly Hagnlin,From Eve to Evolutio; Carl Degler,In

Search of Human Nature

660 Sometimes ite website selection process is briefly described, but ends with a frustrating absence of listed websites,

e. g.: filn the end, I closely examined approximately fi
examined for links to otherfathes 6 r i ght s Web sites, and those Web sites
rights Web sites until all sites were exhaugied Dr agi ewi c z , fi P d@24r Lecsar Rosey, M&Rlley a s s er t
Dragi ewi cz, and Jennifer Gibbs, ifiFat hersé Rights Group
Violence Against Womelrb, no. 5 (2009): 5131, https://doi.org/10.1177/107780120933145621.

%lFor example, Ribeiro et al.o6s |l andmark study include

exploration of the manosphere. This transparency was mutually beneficial, because | was able to spot some errors and
omissions in the dataset, amddommunicate them to the lead author. This happened while the paper wapiimtpre
however, and the published version does not l'ink towar
Manosphere across the Weld

662 |n fact, the present corpus was already shared once with a team of US Al reseaeeigsendix 27, 555.
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traditional media outlets, or on ARight news websites. They repost content from popular books
or works from pundits like Jordan Peterson. While those pundits and authors gravitate towards the
manosphere and are very wieflown to its members, they wesgcluded from the corpus.

Mixing different types of mediand discourse is usual in qualitative research. For example,
most historical studies rely on documents of different natures to make sense of a period or a
personés | ife: S p e e ¢ h Assa,conseguenteg mo type ohd®auroentrwas, | a
excludeda priori from the corpus. It thus contains tweets, reddit posts, blog posts, web articles,
forum threads, YouTube videosbeoks, books, and online encyclopedia entries. Depending on
their interest, comment sectionsre@@xcluded or included. Similarly, the images contained in the
documents were included if relevant to the analysis (memes, charts, illustratiae}cluded if
not (such as commercial ads).

Corpus Size

To assess the quantity of this diverse material, and guarantee even distribution between
groups, a single unit was necessary. Througholt
It represents book pages or PDF pages. Indeed, as online coapersal was downloaded and
stored in PDF form, even comments or tweets could be amounted to a number of pages. As for
video content, it wadranscribed, allowing for conversiointo page$®® This unit is just a
convention to ensure that equal time wasghly devoted to each part of the corparsd each
manosphere communitit therefore cannot be used for quantitative analysis of the corpus.

To go beyond superficial understanding, and obtain a fine sense of periods, trends, and
factions among each manosphere group, the corpus needed to be sizeable. However, it also needed
to be read extensively over a reasonable period. | aimed atresthreading period, with fifteen
hours of weekly reading. After estimating my average reading andtaiotg time (30
pages/hour), | settled on a total corpus length@@® page$®*

2.c.Corpus Constitution

The manosphere discourse cor pQergral@arst ednitvoi d
(70%), ARandom Sampleo (15%), and AOther Rel a:

CentralContent CC) - 70%

The use of the teri ¢ e n t r & meant todesigaatehe mostinfluential andpopular
texts of the manosphere. It only makes sense when studying an ideology to ataatylayy its
founding texts and chief thinkers, whether one agrees with them or not. This is customary in the
humanities and social sciend@&8The benefits of this approach are twofold: first of all, one ensures
that the ideology is given a fair treatment, by not singling out mediocre or illiterate contributions;
secondly, studyingentraltexts also means studying the texts that have the most social impact and

663 For details on the conversion of different types of documents to a single uripperdix 6, 480.

66430 pages x 15 hours x 20 weeks (with a basis of 12 vacation weeks per y@f( payes.

665 For example, when studying the history of Social Darwinism in the United States, historian Richard Hofstadter
focuses on the academic heavyweights of the time: Spencer, Graham Sumner, and Lester Ward, rather than on
secondary or tertiary renditions of thileas,Hofstadter Social Darwinism in American Thought
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enduring legady making discourse analysis more sociologically relevant. For these reasons, all
the documents in this section were included in their entiFegythe same reasons toihe CC
section of the corpus wasade to represent the largest part of the corpus (70%), with the rest
evenly divided between two additional sections.

To selectcentral discourse, | did not want however to rely on arbitrary judgment.
Fortunately, manospherians tend to curate their favorite texts and gather them in specific places.
Texts from sectReoands Gouncthe nas 0f Niuvsots t Popul ar, o
candidates for inclusion. | also relied on existing social scientific research and manosphere
hyperlinking to identify popular content. Lastly, some platforms display quantitative metrics, or
Apl at f oomwdi grma lcd e anodt pfluantraldconterigtg sthe ndumbéer of views
on a YouTube video, or of upvotes on a Reddit fR5tll the selected documents in tB€ section
and the rationale behind their inclusiare detailed in Appendix 8 (page 488) and summarized in
Appendix 9 (page 501).However, only focusing onentralcontent could cause biased analysis.
What if the popular ideologists in a movement took care to produce a carefully tailored and
palatable discourse while the rank and file were more virulent? What if there were some discreet
but significant trends thatidl not have any key speaker or writer? To ensure that the corpus was
somewhat representative, a ramdip sampled section was added.

Random Sample (RS15%

The goal of this random sample is to have a picture of the base. Notorious ideologists and
their writings are already present in fBentralContent section of the corpus. The random sample
should therefore primarily consist of texts written by lay community members. To achieve this, the
sampling was conducted on websites where content isgeserated with no editing or selection
for publicdion, i.e., forums and subreddif§’ Furthermore, content needed to be easily accessible,
navigable, and countable. For each manosphere branch, random selection was conducted on the
websites from the formeZC selection that fit those critetf8 The RS section was sampled over
three years, with a random draw in 2021, another one in 2022, and a final one $#°2023.

Other Relevant Material (ORM)15%

This third section was filled with relevant material encountered in the course of browsing
the manosphere. It mostly contains material mentioning science or related topics of interest. To
constitute this section, things were Botelyleft to chance browsing, as keywords, tags, and search
engines were extensively used on manosphere platfeegs§ e ar chi ng f or AnDar
Afevolutionaryo). For this section of the corpt
from their original source. Marial from each manosphere branch was divided between those three
sections asdletailed intable3.1 below®"°

666 For an illustration of the relevance of platform signals in studying manosphere communities, see LaViolette and
Hogan, AUsing Platform Signals for Distinguishing Discoc¢
67 There is, however, always some form of moderation.

668 Thosesites are listed in Appendik 481.

669 Technical explanations and details of the sampling procedure and schedule are provided in Ap@&idix

670For a complete summary of selected and sampled materi®ppeadix9, 501.
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Table 3.1 ManosphereCorpus Constitution (in number of pages + 5%)%7*

Central Content | Random Sample | Other Related Material
Men 6 s Radtivigts | 1260 270 270
Pickup Artists 1260 270 270
The Red Pill 1260 270 270
MGTOW 1260 270 270
incels 1260 270 270

Updating the Corpus

Thingsmove quicklyin the manosphere. This is well illustrated by Ribeiro et al., who show
how the popularities of different manosphere communities can wax and wane in just a fé#fyears
How to reconcile this with the decision to use a bounded corpus? Should it be updated periodically?

The CC section of the corpus was not updated. Indeed, it is composed of texts that have
withstood the passage of time and have been recognized as key manosphere documents. The
content of this section was thus fixed at the beginning of 2021. However, the rarsdonpied
material was selected over three years (20@23) to include more ufp-date manosphere content.
Finally, the ORM section is by nature the most flexible of the three, remaining open to new
documents for the whole duration of the reseatditimately, theCC section might not feature the
most recent discourse, but considerable attention was devoted to the 2020s in the other two
sections, guaranteeing that no gross oversights or anachronisms occur. This offered a balance
between the peace of mind and stabitifyhaving a prébounded corpus, and the adjustability of
having none.

A.3. Corpus Analysis

In line with my empirical focus, qualitative analysis of the corpus was conducted by being
open to the newhemes andssuesthat came out of the data itself. Some-gxesting research
avenues, on the other hand, proved to be -@ead. For example, | initially thought that
comparisons with the animal kingdom and evidence from animal behavior would be commonplace
in the manosipere, which was not the case. To make analysis easier, information from each corpus
document was extracted and summarized in a standardized template, as well as labeled with
di f f er & mformioftlematioqualitative coditg®

Throughout Chapter IV to VII, | present qualitative analyses drawn from this manosphere
discourse corpus. Unless stated otherwise, all arguments, examples, and manosphere citations
found in those chapters come from this bounded and transparently defieetiba of materials.

It was also thenain source of data for the overview of the manosphere found in Chapter I.

671 Actual page numbers are within-3% of these figures. Indeed, it is highly unlikely that material length would
exactly match the expected number of pages.

?Ri beiro et al., AThe Evolution of the Manosphere acro
673 This standardized template is reproduced in Appehdj505.
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A.4. Limitations

Reading and analyzing the discourse corpus made for a thorough understanding of
manosphere communities, in all their historical a@blogical breadth. In that regard, it achieved
its stated purpose. However, this could have been done with a smaller corpus. The sheer size of the
material selection (800 pages) made the whole process slow and inefficient. Qualitative

researchers insist @nwthhehcdhegptdedfi ni@s atsu rdtr
where no additional data can shed any additional light on the studied phenofttéSaturation
is felt when Anew data col | e wis & wisithe aglepaatar s a

phenomenon® While this is saluted as a sign of comprehensive qualitative inquiry, in my case
this saturation point was reached well before the end of corpus analysis. This made for a sort of
A o vseart u r fedlingoPutootherwise, after reading severousandpages of manosphere
discourse, there was not much to be learned from the remaininthdwsand nor were new
theoretical avenues generatda palliate the usual limitations of qualitative research, the corpus
analysis was accompanied by a quantitative survey study.

B. QUANTITATIVE MANOSPHERE SURVEY STUDY

B.1. Study Framework
1.a.General Aim

Quialitative analysis of the manosphere discourse corpus yielded insights on several aspects
of science understanding in the manosphere. It revealed the ideas and concepts that were
particularly popular, as well as thaderlyingbiases. It also provided a fhggained understanding
of those communities, and of the way scientific knowledge fit their narratives, values, and ideas.
Yet, qualitative analysis cannot really determine the prevalence of those elements. In fact, a
gualitaive monograph on a spedfiaspect of a community can give the impression that the
phenomenon is much more central to that community than it redily Bor that reason, a
guantitative survey study was designaltbwingto confirm (or contradict) the impressions drawn
from the discourse analysis, and to estimate the prevalence of some beliefs and misconceptions.

Moreover, my research also aims at understanding the way knowledge circulates online.
This cannot easily be revealed by discourse analysis. A better way to know where people get their
knowledge from, and how they share it, is to ask them directly. As awstrvey proved an ideal
method to study online circulation of science. Finally, survey reses@bledcomparison with
ot her gr oups, .0 0Whilefmy cextensive rqualkitative sdiscourse analysis was

5% Col ette Baribeau and Chant al Royer, ALdentretien inc
pr®sentation dans | a ReRevudesdescbenedmwmdldRIBI®dactnodm
https://doi.org/10.7202/1016748883 (translation mine).

675 pierre Paillé and Alex Mucchielli, 6 a n aualitativeen sciencehumaines esociales 4th ed(Malakoff: Armand

Colin, 201§, e-textbook version, 422ranslation mine.

6This is for example the case with Donna Zuckerbergos
manosphere, which gives the impression that this is a core component of manosphere ideeltugless not the

case ZuckerbergNot All Dead White Men

577 For more details othe counterpartsised see Chap. lll, B, 156.
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manosphereentric, this survey was also administered on a gobWs nationalsecruited online
thus grounding the analysis in the broader cultural context.

1.b. Research Focuses

Focus 1:Scientific literacy. As mentioned above, an evident goal of my research is to assess
scientific understanding, or literacy, in the manosphere (How knowledgeable are manospherians
about life sciences and evolution? How well do they know the theories no€pts? To answer
this, the survey featured2®-questionmultiple-choicescience qui?’®

Focus 2:Biases and misconceptions. Widespread biases and misconceptions were apparent
in the manosphere corpus analysis. In particular, overestimating the importance of sex differences,
and the strength of genetic/biological determinism. By disseminating soseenfalltiplechoice
gui z answer sg tohre Apriestalaecnooea sof such misconcep
was measure®® In addition, someommonmisconceptions about evolution and natural selection
were tested for in the same manffér

Focus3:Ci rcul ation of science. What are peopl
What online knowledgsharing practices do manospherians engag€an?different profiles of
Ascience | earnerso be established?

1.c.Ethics, Data Protection, and Researcher Safety

The contents of the survey questionnaire itsetf dot pose any particulaethics
problems®®! This wasmostly a science quiz, whichiddnot dwell on sensitive topics, norddt
collect identifiable personal data. A clear consent form was included at the beginning of the survey,
foll owed by a data protection notice, after t
Protection team. Following standard practice, respotsdwere informed about the aim of the
survey, and allowed to drop at any pointpfjectspecificemail address was created to answer
their potential concerns and questions.

Researcher safety was a major concern. Indeed, the survey was to be disseminated all over
the manosphere, on dozens of platforms, servers, and websites. In total, it would be seén by tens
if not hundredd of thousands of Internet users, some of them particularly hoBgleauseof
reports of cybeharassment or hacking from other manosphere researchers, | was reluctant to
widely disclose and broadcast my personal ideftftyVith the assistance of the University of

578 For complete survey materials, see Apper@li601.

579 In their quiz measuring knowledge about natural selection, Anderson et al. seeded some false answers called
Afdi stwachoosder to measure the popularity of mdshbuided
adopted the same idea and ter ms. See Dianne Anderson,
Eval uation of the Concept ulaurnalbfrResearch imiSgience TeacNs@ytnal d0a | Sel e
(2002): 95278, https://doi.org/10.1002/tea.10053

680 Forthefull list of distractors and alternative conceptions,Aggendix14, 524.

681 For a fullform version of the questionnaire, see Apperidix507.

682 A researcher studying the French manosphere had his personal online accounts hacked (personal communication).
Manosphere researchers have also reported being subjected to cyberbullying, death and rape threats, and even
intimidation usingadead animalbpopd See respectively Lucy Nicholas and Ch
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Kent 6s Data Protection and Information Servic
alias. Manosphere communities would be contacted through that alias, which had its own
University IT account and email address. This account was only acceseadhticampus
computers, to have no link withy personal devices.

Even though this type of participant deception is unusual, it was justified by security
concerns. The consent form, data protection notice, and survey contained no deception, and the
alias was used only to disseminate the link to the survey questionftasevas approved by the
School of Anthropol ogy and Cwoithorenofvlfetraviener8§ s Et |
ent husi ast iThisaslaivell theughatihroughgrojecfiwith significant planning to protect
the researcher, and seemingly no dhite participants. A pioneering test for Kent and others on
how to conduct such®%ensitive research online

Unfortunately, those preparations were not enough. Indeed, although the pseudonym was
randomly generated, and although it did not match the name of any current or former University
of Kent member, it closely resembled that of a professor at the University of Kent. When this
professor received messages from manospherians, he asked for the study to be suspended. The use
of the alias was discontinued, online traces were removed, and a nespettocol was submitted.
This time, manosphere communities would be approached withcattachechameor an alias
Such anonymity did make some potential respondents suspicious but prevented risks to other
people. These changes were approved by thecdtReview Board®* After this regrettable
accident, no similar issues arose.

B.2. Questionnaire Design
2.a. Sociodemographic Items

Manospherians are very suspicious of academia. As a rule, they keep their personal identity
private, and would be very reluctant to answer questions that could lead to their potential
identification. In order to assuage these suspicions, | decided tcs d&skvasociodemographic
guestions as possible. Although asking for income, ethnicity, or nationality would have provided
richer data and helped identify potential confounding factors, manospherians would have
presumably refused to answer those questiortsit¥eas necessary to screen participants to ensure
that theyparticipated irthe manospher®istributing the survey solely on manosphere platforms
was not enough to guarantee that. A-gldhtification question was therefore included:

Manospheres and Unsafe Spaces: Overt and Subtle Masculinism-if Rt 6 Di s The Rarsstencedof Global

Masculinism: Discourse, Gender and N€olonial ReArticulations of Violenceed.Lucy Nicholas and Christine

Agius (Cham: Springer International Publishing, 2018} 531 https://doi.org/10.1007/978-319-683607_2, 47,

Jane, ASystemic Misogyny Expos®O®06j ,3fil Mi®rossatBlbai § &@ac
Di scours et Acti dres Mdaveumleinni sMaess,ud i inmste Au,6&u®bec. :
Mélissa Blais and Francis Duptiri (Montréal: Remue ménage, 2015)i 42, 30.

8 University of Kent 6s School of Anthropology and Con
20221668424647171.

684 Submission number for the new ethics protoEtijics 1D20221671538022231.
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- iDo you think of yourself as P&Gouygi ng to

Additionally, | reviewed the literature on scientific literacy and acceptance of evolution.
These studies document the effect of many variables (such as personality, religion, gender, age,
education) on science literacy results. This allowed to identify potential confounds to measure in
the studyThe following sociodemographic items were included:

- AWhat is your sex? (Sex)

In all the reviewed studies mentioning it, femakexgender had a negative effect on
scientific literacy (or knowledge of evolutiofff Even though respondents were expected to be
overwhelmingly male, there are some women in the manosphere. Hence the inclusion of this
standard survey item in the questionnaBénce the manosphere is openly unsympathetic to
feminism and gender sdalentification, this variable was just expressed as a binary measure of

BN

isexo rathe® than figender . 0
- fAWhat is your age®d (Age)

Age is a standard sociodemographic variable in survey studies, Wwhachicipated
respondents would not mind sharjrasg it is does not allow personal identificatidfihhas been
shown tobe negatively correlated witkcience literacy® Hence the inclusion of a question on
age.

- AWhat is your level of education® (Edu)

I n studies measuring science |iteracy, res)|
strong predictor. The more educated tended to be more scientifically literate.

- AHow many college/university science courses did you complete(ZollSci)

Someone could have a PhD in philosophy or arts and not necessarily be more scientifically

l'iterate. As a consequence, odsoientific [kkratylinelud®d s i nf
this additional item on the number of university science courses completed by respondents. This
variable has unsurprisingly proved the strongest predictor of overall scientific litéfady | | er 6 s

guestion was consequently included in the questionnaire.

5851 addition to each of the five manosphere branches, anepiad option allowed respondentspecifythe group
affiliation they favored A -fiiePmioni st meno option was also incl-uded to
manosphere fAsmear pieceo or Afalse f|Seepppergiet2Ek07oond (whi
full survey materials.

686 See literature review on scientific literacy abov€map. Il, B, 127.

587 However, for the counterpart group, it was expressed in terms of gender, includinbinargropere nd ed A Ot her 0o
option.For differences between the manosphere and counterpart questionnaires, see Appendix 13, 523.

68Eg.,Jon Miller, fAAdult Science Learning in the Internet
589 |bid.
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Finally, religious fundamentalism has been shown to have a negative effect on science
literacy,®®° and is associated with creationist or intelligent design fallacies, as well as denial of
evolution®* However, asking for peopleds religious
suspicious respondents. To identify fundamentalist creationist respondents, the following item was
however included in the questionnaire:

- What do you think about the following statement:"Human beings, as we know them,
developed from earlier species of animal§EvoAccept)

Since 1985Miller et al. have been measuring US acceptance of evolution with this item.
Usingapreest abl i shed question allows for comparis
Mi |l |l erb6s studies have been asking®®intthesamevrery o
spirit, most of the items in the science quiz were selected froraxseng questionnaires. The
following section details the choice of these items and questionnaires.

2.b. Science Quiz Items

The science quizvas composed of multiplehoice questions with four options, only one
of whichwascorrect. To mitigate the bias coming from question ordering (eflect bias), those
were shuffled randomly for each respondent. Similarly, the four options inside each multiple
choice question were randomly shuffled as W&l review the iteraselection process, which
focused on fields relevant to manosphere appropriations and understanding of science
(evolutionary biology, evolutionary psychology, genetics, endocrinology, and general
understanding of science).

Measuring general scientific literacy

Scientific literacy research on US adults has been dominated by the framework of Jon

Mil |l er. He and his team have been measuring
providing this definition: ifa | evel of wunder s
read a daily newspaper or magazine and to understand the essence of competing arguments on a
given dispute or controverg§**To Mi |l l er, a scientifically Ilite
60Mi | | er, HAAdult Science Learning in the Internet Era.o
States, 19832 020 . 0

®lHawl ey et al., AWhatdés the Matter with Kansas?
52Mi I Il er, Scott, and Okamoto, APublic Acceptance of Evo
SWhen reflecting on this issue in 1975, a public opini

should be controlled by randomizing its effect across respondents. This type of control requires that the researcher
produces diffenat questionnaires comprised of random orderings of relevant items (while maintaining proper overall
sequence) foeachrespondent. The initial expense and clerical difficulties of producing many different questionnaires

are obvious and are further compounded by the problems of coding the data from the completed questionnaires into a
consistent (machinmterpretable) formn Nowaday s, this can be achieved by si
online survey questionnaire tobBff e WiTheBublicsOpidion Qiaeerlyr eaul t ,
39, no. 4 (1975): 5441,545.

4Jon Miller, fAThe Measur e mRublit Understar@ing/of ScienFaf1098)n20828,i ¢ Li t e
https://doi.org/10.1088/0968625/7/3/001204.
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isufficient to read and c¢ o mpheNew&orkdlimesPsincd ue s da:
1988, Miller et al. have been asking standard questions to large samples of respondents (EU, US,
Japan, Canada), including general aspects of scientificingqugy{ pr ovi de aendedr r ect
definition of an Aexperimento) and basic knowl
These results are then computed in a literacy score between 0 and 100, with score over 70
gualifying as i@scientifically Iliterate

Even thoughthis measure of general scientific literasywidely used, it did not fit my
purpose. Only by computing all the answers into a score can it assess scientific literacy. Yet
arbitrarily extracting just a few questions from the questionnaire would not make much sense
should | select the one on dinosaurs or planets? There exists however a more targetpehierst of

scientific literacy, with a focus on scientific skills rather than spekifto wl edge: Gor mal |
TOSLS (Test of Scientific Literacy Skill§J® Designed specifically for undergraduates, it assesses
skills such as fnevalwmafieddrmtei fvyala dvadi @f s sioad

Aunder stand el ements of research desigmwm and F
Five questions from the TOSLS questionnaire were therefore included in the questionnaire to
evaluate the generic scientific reasoning of the manosp(see Table 3. below for quiz
compositior).

Subjectspecific scientific literacy

Education professionals in fields such as physics, biology or genetics often wonder: were

courses efficient in raising studentsd knowl e
fewer biases and misconceptions than when they entered? Eachugelds its own literature on
the topic. Usual ly, t he emedlfic litarasy béfare andeaftes ar e s

semestef®’ or to assess which teaching method was the most efféeiVaese assessments are
usually carried out through questionnaires designed by scientists, quantitatively and/or
gualitatively pretested on student populations and experts. Designers of the questionnaires then
publish articles on the thougptocess and atistical tests behind those. The goal being for other
researchers to use their questionnaires, aiming at replication and comparability between studies.
These subjeespecific literacy questionnaires were therefore perfectly suited for my research
purpose.They are highly legitimate, publicly accessible, and their design process is transparent.
Moreover, since they have already been fielsted, there is available data on past test results.
Finally, these tests tend to be designed for measuring underggréelited expected scientific

%5Jon Miller, APublic Understanding of, and Attitudes t
Need t o KPuobticw , Bnderstanding of  Science 13, no. 3 (2004): 2134,
https://doi.org/10.1177/09636625040449P84.

%% Cara Gormally, Peggy Brickman, and Mary Lut z, iDevel

Measuring Undergraduatesd Eval uat iGBB LitefScieBeed Eeutatidif i ¢ | nf
(2012): 364 77, https://doi.org/10.1187/cbe.4®3-0026

"Bet hany Bowling et al ., @ GédS8cerce Majols and the Imgagt of tnfrodudtargl e r g r a
Bi ol ogy and G@®inseiences8 $2008)ba4668 etips://0oi.org/10.1641/B5807 1 Stephen Short and
Patricia Hawley, fAThe Effects of Evolution Education:
Col | e ge HEudutionasyePsycholog$3, no. 1 (2015): 688, https://doi.org/10.1177/147470491501300105

6%Ross Nehm and Leah Reilly, #fABiology Maj or sBioSckkmce wl edge

57, no. 3 (2007): 2632, https://doi.org/10.1641/B570311
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literacy, which is the exact level that is relevant to my research. Indeeekdtighl level literacy

tests might be too easy to provide interesting data, while postgrdduelditeracy is an

unreasonable expectatidn have for laypeople onlirf€® | reviewed the literature for such
standardized tests in fotglevantfields:

Genetics

Since it is a welkestablished field, with a lot of public health and policy implications
(GMOs, stem cell research, cloning), there ha
the publ i c. I n fact, Mi | | duded basiageretesgeestom sucho f s
as defining DNA. He also designed an Index of Genetic Literacy (IGL) composed of ten True/False
items such as fAOrdinary tomatoes do noto have
or dfAAIlI humatnbe s & anm®OtBeKquastiiohngires for the general public have
a similar difficulty level Forinstance one of them contains True/ Fa
di s e’¥ Bhese wereonsideredoo easy for the needs of the study. However, there are several
other available option®°0Out of these, Bowling et al.ds Gence
was selected (GLAII*®*1't has been thoroughly designed and
concepts in genetics that an undergraduatesc@nce major should understand, as determined by
a subcommittee of the American Society of Human Genéfits.

Evolutionary Biology

Even setting aside creationist denial of evolution, several misconceptions are very common
regarding evolutionary theory. For example, people may believe that acquired characteristics are
passed on to offsprin@® or that adaptation to the environment occurs during the lifespan of one
organism (as in, a giraffe will grow its neck longer to reach for higher bran®ié&sxny such

699 For similar reasons, the textbooks included in the life sciences textbook corpus are underbreelugte below,
Chap. lll, C, 160.

Jon Miller, Eugenie Scott, and Shi Bcjence3l3K2806)0#6866. A Pu b | i
Supporting Online Material,-3.

™l SaraFitzgeraldButt et al ., MAMeasuring Genetic Knowledge: A
A d u | Glidcal &enetic89, no. 2 (2016): 23%13, https://doi.org/10.1111/cge.12618

"™Rebecca Bruu Carver et al., fdAYoung Adultsd Belief in ¢
Moder n Genetics and Genomi ¢ £LOS DRE12, AdJ GEA17)Q 80469808, o nnai r
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.01698R@ ber t Chapman et al ., A Genetic Lite

International PopulatioVi d e A's s e s s meThe EulopeantProceedings bf Sacial & Behavioural Sciences
EpSBS33, n°6 R017): 4566, https://doi.org/10.15405/epsbs.2017.31Bt hany Vi ce Bowling et a

and Evaluation of a Genetics Liter &engticd&h8 soek(R00B:M3 | nstr
22, https://doi.org/10.1534/genetics.107.079533

™Bowling et al., fADevelopment and Evaluation of a Gene
A full copy of the questionnaire was kindly provided to me by the authors.

“Bowling et al ., #fGenet iiSciendeMajorsaandythe tmpactwhimtreductory Bidlagpt e No

and Genetics Course®$55.
705 This belief is called Lamarckism, after18entury French naturalist Je&aptiste Lamarck.
" Andersonetal. fiDevel opment and Evaluation of .tohe Conceptual
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misconceptions have been documented in samples of undergraduate gtib@itgy majors’©®
graduate student§® and everhigh-school biology teacherd® This is a major concern in the field

of biological education, which has spurred the design of many literacy ,sfalexample, the
Biological Evolution Literacy (BEL) survey, composed of 23 Agree/Disagree statgfemtshe
Evolution Attitudes and Literacy Survey (EALS), which has 106 such stateMéhtseleced
Anderson et ab £onceptual Inventory of Natural Selection (CINS). It is a thoroudgddyed
multiple-choice questionnaire which evaluates basic understanding of Darwinian natural
selection’®

Endocrinology

To my knowledge, there has been no attempt yet at designing standardized tests for
assessing endocrinological literady.the absence of standardized tests, | drew on Nelson and
Kr i e g ftestigobkdAd Etroduction to Behavioral Endocrinologwhich contains a test bank
for instructors, including multipkehoice question&

Evolutionary Psychology

To my knowledge, there exists no available standardized test to evaluate evolutionary
psychology (EP) literacy. Since it is the core of the research, it was an opportunity to design my
own EP questiond.o make sure they were scientifically sound and understandable by the public,
all ad hocsurveyitems were tested on a nacademic layperson, an anthropology postgraduate
student, and an EP professor. Their feedback allowed to tailor item wording in the clearest and
most accurate manner. | did not possésliudget to further run a pilot study and allow for
psychometric evaluation dhosesurveyi t e ms . Il n Andequestomssomefalsa |l . 0 s
options are <called #Adistractorso because the
selection In keeping with the spirit of CINS desigand based on my qualitative analyses of the
manosphere corpusséedeany surveyitems withdistractors, to carefully evaluate the prevalence
of specificmanosphere biases and misconceptidiadle 3.2 below summarizéle distractors
included in the science quiz.

“Beth Bishop and Charles Anderson, AStudent ®omtepti on:
of Research in Science Teachig no. 5 (1990): 41%7, https://doi.org/10.1002/tea.3660270503

™Nehm and Reilly, fABiology Majorsd Knowledge and Misco
T, Ryan Gregory and Cameron EIlIlis, #fAConceBibdcienntes of Ev
59, no. 9 (2009): 7989, https://doi.org/10.1525/bi0.2009.59.9.11

™MMTony Yates and Edmund Mar A Regiondl Stady @ khé Brévalence of Bladichlly OK ?
EvolutonRe |l at ed Mi sconceptions Hel d Evolytionl EducationdandcQutoeady, Bi ol o g
no. 1 (2013): 120, https://doi.org/10.1186/19364346-6; Tony Yat es and Edmund Mar ek,
Mi sconceptions: A Study of Factors Contributing to Hi
EvolutonRel at ed Mi s cEvalutiom:p Educatios , and Outreach7, no. 1 (2014): 418,
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12058214-0007-2.

"1 |bid.
"Hawl ey et al., AWha2lds the Matter with Kansas
"Anderson, Fisher, and Norman, f@ADevelopment and Evalua

"4Randy Nelson and Lance Kriegsfefd Introduction to Behavioral Endocrinologgth ed. (New York and London:
Oxford University Press, 2022).
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Table 3.2 Misconceptionsand Distractors in the Science Quiz

Misconception Definition Example of Distractor Amount
715
The notion that human NnGenetic diffei
Extreme behavior can only be account¢ humans are so minor that
Environmentalism | for by environmental factors, | essentially all variations observe 3
(thefBlankS | a t | holding the influence of innatel among individuals are due to the
factors to be negligible. environment in which they were
reared. o0
The notion that human ARGeneticists t)
Extreme Biological | behavior can only be account¢ most traits are determined heav 3
Determinism for by innate factors, holding | by genetics with the environmen
the influence of environmental having little effect on complex
factors to be negligible. traits. o
Failing to distinguish between| i Men | ook f or i
Intentionalistic the reasons why behavior bear children and propagate the
Fallacy evolved (ultimate), and the genes, which is why they tend tc 3
mechanisms that make anima select women with long hair,
behave this way (proximate). | because hair length is correlatec
with health.o
Overestimating the innate fiTestosterone is not found in
Sex Differentialism | differences between men andfjwo me n . 0 3
women.
AThe notion thAOver evolutio
evolved forthe benefit of the | human groups which developed
Group Selection | group through the differential | sexual division of labor prospere
survival and reproduction of | and those that did not failed, 3
groupso’te explaining how this would have
spread to the
AThe belief tHABY highlighti
in nature is good’d’ and preferences that have been
Naturalistic Fallacy | consequently that scientific | selected over time, evolutionary 2
discoveries about human naty science can help people know
should dictate our choices. what to | ook f
The belief thatwomenaremoli Si nce men wer ¢
emotional/less rational, more | charge of public affairs and
Manosphere Sexism selfinterested/less empatheti¢ women of domestic affairs, the 2

715 All the distractors in the science quiz are listed in Appefdix24.
716 Buss, Evolutionary Psycholog etextbook version, 43Group selection hamostly fallen out of fashion in
evolutionary biology, but remains a recurrent misunderstanding of natural seldotiomore details on group
selectionseeChap. V, A, 235.
"7Pinker,The Blank SlatéNew York: Penguin Books, 2002), 1980r more on thisnisconception, se€hap. VI, B,

341.
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and overall less morally moral sense of women is less
developed than men. sensitive to moral norms and thg
common good. 0

The belief that male mammalg iSince men are male mammals,
are inherently less biologicallyl they have a lower reproductive
valuable than females, given | value than women and are
Male Disposability | their lesser role in reproductio| consequently perceived as more 1
and that evolution selected di sposabl e acr
propensitis for treating
females as precious and male
as disposable.

The science quiz composition is summarized belotatre 3.3:

Table 3.3 Science Quiz Composition

Discipline Number of Questions Source

Scientific Literacy 5 TOSLS (5)

Genetics 3 GLAI (3)

Endocrinology 2 Textbook (1), Personal design (1)
Evolutionary Biology 5 CINS (3), Personal design (2)
Evolutionary Psychology 5 Personal design (5)

2.c.Circulation of Science Items

In order to evaluattheir favoritesources of scientific knowledge, respondents were asked
to rate several types of sources and media epari Likert scal€Internet videos, books, research
papers, etcror richer qualitativenalysis they were also offered to specify the scientific sources
that they found particularly instructive and influential an operended questianFinally, using a
7-point Likert scale, they were asked how frequently they engaged in the following activities: (1)
A P u b | hariad syientfic content on social media, forums, reddit( 2) A Ci ti ng sci e
and datato proveyourpojot ( 3) A Analysis and di scuston of
These Likerscale questions provide a wealth of data points for each individual respondent, which
can then be linked with quiz answers and sociodemographic variables, in order to get a better
understanding of these mattéts.

B.3. Disseminating the Questionnaire
3.a.Reaching out to the Manosphere

The survey was designed and administered with Qualtrics XM. The aim was to disseminate
the questionnaire as widely as possible. Given the hostility of potential respondents, as well as the

718 See full survey materials reproduceddppendix 12, 507.
"9 To see analyses of this data, Smpter VII,B, 357
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length of the questionnaire, a f@aching communication campaign was necessary to gather a
sufficient number of responses. Thanks to ai@mm observation of the manosphere, | established
a list of active online platforms and communitiés.

Studyspecific accounts were created on a wide array of platforms. For groups with
moderation and administration teams, such as Discord servers, forums, or subreddits, | asked for
an authorization to post the survey liftkMany refused or did not answer, but some accepted, and
even showed remarkable interest in the study. This was done to avoid being perceived as intruding
on manosphere spaces (which was a frequent reaction, even after receiving moderator
authorization), amh thus avoid having the post immediately taken downM@&TOW forum

V

moderatom ppr eci ated these efforts, AYoubve been
over to the forums in how you conduct yoursel
thatds no guarant ee (MGTOW,2023)youdl | be received

On social media platforms such as Twitter, Gab, Parler, Pinterest, and Imgur, accounts were
created to promote the questionnaire by using hashtags, or by tagging influential manosphere
accounts’??Finally, for some unmoderated groups and platforms, the link to the survey was posted
directly. Each time, the link was accompanied with a short descriptive text about the nature and
aims of the survey?® As an incentive for participatinggstimates of thejyuiz scores were
communi cated to respondents upon compl etion,
Test Your Scientific Knowledgeéf?*

Data collection proved difficult, owing to the many refusals and hostile reactions of targeted
platforms and communities. The lack of financial means also meant an inability to promote my
posts on platforms with such a commercial model, such as Twittemeerest. Finally, | was
unable to reach the wide audience of Facebook and Instagram, which do not authorize such
anonymous accounts to be creat@erall, 148 complete answers to the questionnaire were
collected over a period of eight months, from Nobker 2022 to July 2023.

3.b. Engaging with the Manosphere

Once the link to the survey was posted on manosphere platforms, guestion arose.
Should | then leave the platform, or stay and engage with comments and reactions? On Reddit, and
more generally on social media, posts get featured more prominently if they are active, and garner
many comments and reactions. Hence the meci interact with manospherians, avivere
mostly critical of the project.

"20For a list of websites and platforms where the survey was distributefippeadix 15, 527.

21 For an example of the messages sent to community gatekeepers, see Appebaiix0

22 For example the @EvoStudyKent Twitter accqunt
https://web.archive.org/web/20230404130158/https://twitter.com/EvoStudyKent see also Pinterest
https://web.archive.org/web/20230404153748/https://www.pinterest.co.uk/pin/9936067365173Bd86afchived

April 4, 2023. All promotional accounts are listed in Appentix 527.

722For an example of these promotional texts, see Apperti%29.

724 Disclosing the exact score on the quiz would threaten to reveal the full questionnaire answers if a respondent found
all the correct ones. Respondents were consequently only given theirrangee See full survey materials on
Appendix 12, 507.
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| decided to systematically address the concerns expressed in comments. A lot of those
hinged on security (some thought this was a police operation, or an attempt to collect their IP
addresses and personal data), and on the purposes of the studyalWwhgmouslyinteracting
with manospherians, | insisted on being polite, respectful, and truthful. This alleviated some
concerns, while showing other people viewing the post that this was a serious study conducted in
a spirit of good faith and transparencytekftrying to engage with some of the mostftstched
and hateful comments to no avail, those were however igritred

3.c.Counterpart Groups

A manospher®nly survey study wouldot allow for generalizatiarFor some questions,
such as age or acceptance of evolution, the base rate of the population is known, allowing for
comparison. However, for other questions, in particular the ones specifically designed for the study,
there is no such possibility. Hendeetnecessity to administer the survey on other control groups
of sorts. However ,0 tchoemitnegr mh rfoono ntthreo le xgorear u pme n t
other factors than the one undgudy (here, participation in the manosphere) are held constant,
which is impossible to meet in a complex social setting. Mamié et al. recognize this in their
comparison of manosphere communities with generic Reddit commufite® av oi d r ef er
those comparison groups@entrols due t o the termdbs causal natur
observational setting we studyd t h €T hweryi tues e the term fAcounter
t hat Afcounterparts provi de a sanity check 0
communities ‘&’ | henceforth follow their terminology By i cto,udnefereto maar
manosphere respondents who took the same survey as the manospherians to allow for comparison.

The counterpartvas a group of US respondsiih=151). Ths groupwasrecruited using
the platform Prolific, which is specifically designed to assist survey researchepaiihaesearch
participants and gather quality dat&The sample was required to be evenly distributed between
male and female participants, and composed of US nationals, with a minimum response approval
rate of 95% on the platforit® It opened on March 27, 2023, and closed on March 29, 2023.
intended to have a second counterpart group compose&yodiditionary behavioral sciences
undergraduatestudents from the University of California, Santa Barbara (UCSB), one of the
leading universities isvolutionarypsychology. This was done in collaboration with EP professors
at UCSB, which kindly assured the distribution of the questiontmtreeir studentsand the ethics

725For an example of online conversations about the study with manospherians, see ApRebislix

26Mamié etal. A A r-Feemiaist Edmmunities Gateways to the Far Right? 1 4 2 .

727 bid.

For presentation of Prolific, see d8tSejec RoolfoaOnine and C
Ex per i melounsal, oof Behavioral and Experimental Finance 17 (2018): 2227,
https://doi.org/10.1016/].jbef.2017.12.QFbr quality assays of the data gathered on the platform, see Eyal Peer et al.,
AfData Quality of Platfor ms an @eh&vomrRedeasch MethoBda. ¥ (2022): Be havi

1643 62, https://doi.org/10.3758/s134A®1-016943; Lei b Li t man et al ., AReply to |
Choosing the Right Audience for Online Research, 6 SSR
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.37750Be nj ami n Dougl as, Patrick Ewell, and Ma
HumanSubj ects Research: Comparisons between MALGSONE Pr ol i f

18, no. 3 (2023)https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0279720
Thisisastandardpecr eening criterion to ensure better data qu
and Panels for Online Behavioral Research. o
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approval by their universit{?® However, even after opening up survey distribution to other US
universities, | was not able to collect sufficient number of responses for data analysis, and this part
of the study was #reforeabandoned.

Those two counterpart survey studies were approved lytheé v er s i tSghoadf Kent ¢
Ant hropol ogy and Conser v Eachtimé, gshe Guestdnmaisel wasRe v i €
slightly altered to fit the group under study, and to adapt tegheific needs of the data collection
context’3? Yet, none of these modifications concerned the science quiz questions.idmsy d
harm the validity of comparisons between groups.

B.4. Data Analysis
4.a. Data Cleaning

In total, 417 people answered the manosphere survey on Qualtrics. However, most of these
answers had to be discarded. Firstly, | needed to be certain that respawctsdtgidentified as
manospherian®kespondents who did not sédentify with one of the five manosphere branches
were dismissed, unless they provided an answer to theevplad seHdentification questionOn
a caseby-case basisrespondents on the opended questiorwere either recategorized as
belonging tahemanosphe@ includinga norbranchs peci fi ¢ figener ab manos
or dismissed?3Respondents whose age was under 18 years old were dismissed, as indicated in the
surveyo6s c on slaswhs aflongrqoestionnare, wHicl manyt respondents started but
did not finish.Therefore, aly respondents who answered at least 75% of the 20 science quiz items
were retainedThis arbitrary cutoff was selected to allow for averaging and compadoes
which would have been difficult with respondents who only provided three andfensthese
filters were applied, there remained 14&sef man o s p h e ready forsadalysaéif s we r s

On Prolific, following the platformds rul e
too rapidlyor failed the attention checkgere dismissed and not pdi}.This was the case for one
respondentOtherwise, all respondents completed the entire survey and fit the selection criteria or
Afilterso already set by t heoldprixedtigénder sample). . e . ,

4.b. Missing Values

Respondents werawgn the option to skip answers in the survey, so as to let them choose
what personal information to disclose. As a result, there are missing values in the manosphere
survey responses. For example, six manospherians did not specify their age, and thoate did
specify their sexWhen presenting descriptive statistics, respondents with missing values on the
relevant variables are removed, which explains why sample sizes might differ between tables and

730 Many thanks to Dr Daniel ConreBeam at UCSB for his enthusiastic support and assistance. Survey distribution
was approved by UCSB&6s | nt e230182). Revi ew Board (protocol
731 Ethics ID:20231677250257264

2 For example, the question asking manospherians their comnaffiligtion did not make sense with other groups.

For a summary and justification of those slight changes between versions of the questionnaire, see XjtRlix

73 This caseby-case recategorization process is detaileddippendix 20, 537.

734 Exhaustive details of exclusions from the survey are found in Appendix 32, p.591.

735For more details on the attention checks included for Prolific respondentsyseedix 13, 523.
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figures. For statistical tests such as-stpiare or Pearson correlation as well, responses with
missing values on the relevant variables were removed when conducting the tests, which explains
why sample sizes might vary. Finallprthe linearegression modelyhich cannot handle missing
values,assumptions were made in order to conduct statistical an&ysis.

4.c. Software
The survey data analysis was conducted with IBM SPSS Statistics, version 28.

B.5. Limitations

Manosphere respondents were recruited on a voluntary basis. This means the most inimical
and mistrustful probably did not participate. Similarly, the survey was only posted on the
presumably more moderate manosphere platforrnese administratoraiccepted, a case of
gatekeeper bias. Finally, thigas a long survey, and the people who took the time to complete it
were supposedly more interestedand knowledgeable abostience than average. However,
random probability sampling is known to be impossibléwardto-reach population&’ As such,

usingsomeformofnepr obabi | ity sampling i-tereachoe Armgrdrd emh e
or funderr epr e s®In therdréviewpad thesé suboptional sampling methods,
Bonevski et al. write, fiSelection bias and gat

primary limitations of these strategi@S® My survey study unsurprisingly features those biases,
as do all manosphere survey studies. This calls for a high level of caution when trying to generalize
findings.

Similar selection and platform biases are
counterpart is only composed of Prolific members, which cannot be assumed to be representative
of the general populatiofi® These limitations come from having limited financial mearsRIsD
student, as random probability sampling is a costly method reserved to polling institutes and
established research tean® avoid multiple submissions, | decided against offering cash
incentives for manosphere respondents to participate. Prolific respondents, homereegs
always financially compensated for their time, but the platform includes ideht#yks to avoid
multiple accounts and submissions. Handing out cash rewards to the best scorers or best scoring
group on the quiz was likewise avoided to prevent cheatinfacdt, respondents were explicitly
a s k e gleasearefrdin from consulting outside resourceso arswer the quizy Nonetheless,

736 Results of this linear regression model are presented pb€loap. IV, A, 171172.For complete breakdown of the
assumptions and results from the linear regressioriggendix 31, 590.

737E.g.,fiRandom sampling of gay male, lesbian, and bisexual respondents has been hampered because the

population is unknown. The absence of known population parameters makes impossible the reliable estimation of

sample statisticd Robi n Mathy et al ., iMet hodol ogi cal Ri gor with
Underrepr es e n CyberPsRlogy & Behavidmns. 3 (2002): 25356,
https://doi.org/10.1089/1094931027601472594.

738 For a review of these methods, & | | i e Bonevski e tto-Redch: A SySt®mtic Réviewaf t he
Strategies for I mproving Health and MeBMCdMadicalResearelar c h wi
Methodologyl4, no. 42 (2014):1129, https://doi.org/10.1186/147228814-42.

9 bid, 4.

740 For example, as of writinqn June 2023selfdeclared Biden voters in the 2020 presidential election outnumber
Trump voters more than fowo-one on Prolific, whereas the total difference in the popular vote was only of 4.5%.
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this was a remotetpdministered survey, and there is no way to guarantee absence of cloeating,
purposefully disingenuous answers.

Overall, the study gatheréelwerresponses than desired, based on lack of means to promote
the study on social media platforms, lack of control on the algorithms governing these private
platforms, refusals of community gatekeepers, and mistrust of manosphere comiffiihitigsite
of these limitations, this survey study was still disseminated on an unprecedented scale over the
manosphere and social media, and is the first of its kind to encompass all manosphere communities
Description and analysis of survey resfdature in each of the analysis chapt&rgo ViII.

C. COMPLEMENTARY SOURCES OF DATA

C.1. ScienceTextbook Corpus

Part of the corpus analysis consists in comparing manosphere science to current scientific
knowledge.This entailedexical comparisons, for which | needed a reference body of scientific
knowledge’*? To that effect a science textboolcorpus was constituted. Among the possible
options in science communicatirpopular science books, scientific journals, theses, textbooks,
coursed textbooks were chosen. Indeed, they tend to contain widely accepted knowledge, while
still briefly presenting the latest cuttiregige theories. Undergraduate textbooks represent the ideal
compromise between scientific legitimacy and accessibility. Fintktbooks do tend towards
exhaustivity, covering most fields and topics in a discipline, which is not the case with more
specialized material. Given tteeientific topics that are thenost common in the manosphere
(human nature and instincts, sex differences, mating strategies and preferences, hormones, genetics
and evolution), the following textbooks were selected after consulting with scientists researching
and teaching in those fikt 743

Table 3.4 Science Textbook Corpudor Lexical Comparison

Discipline Authors/Editors Title Publisher Date | Edition
Evolutionary David Buss Evolutionary Psychology: Routledge 2019 6
Psychology The NewScience of the

Mind
Behavioral Lisa Welling The Oxford Handbook of Oxford 2019 18t
Endocrinology| Todd Shackelford| Evolutionary Psychology | University Press
(ed.) and Behavioral
Neuroendocrinology
Behavioral Davieset al. An Introduction to Wiley- 2012 4th
Ecology Behavioural Ecology Blackwell

741 The initial target goal was to gather at least a hundred responses from each manosphere group, which would have
permittedstatisticallyrobust betweeigroup comparison.

2]t was used to assess the prevalence of some terms in
Al i zaridi mparifadl|dphed Oy pamdgadhiynce all these terms proved i
was no need to compute more elaborate frequency statistics, see respeatjesl|{89; 189; 193; 193; 194; 268; 308.

743 Thanks to Professor Darren Griffin, Dr Sarah Johns, and Dr Brandon Wheeler at the University of Kent, and to
Professor Petroc Sumar from Cardiff University.
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Evolutionary Joblinget al. Human Evolutionary Garland Sciencg 2014 2nd
Genetics Genetics
Neuroscience Allan Siegel Essential Neuroscience | LWW Health | 2018 4th
Hreday Sapru Library

Although this corpus was designtedl lexical comparisons with the manosphere corgus
was alsoused to acquire a solid base of scientific knowledge and providet@ rgberence on
scientific mattersThose being recently published textbooks, it was not considered necessary to
update the selection.

C.2. Qualitative Interviews

On May 12", 2023, | interviewed Warren Farrell in his hometown of Mill Valley, California
(as cited throughout Chapter. ) The goal was to gain insight
movements, from the perspective of this lifelong activist and leader, then 79 years of age.
Moreover, | also sought his opinion on the ubiquity of biological/evolutionary perspectives in
current ml i ne mends groups, as wel |l as his analy
movements and gender activism. Besides, we discdsst he current positionii
movement in the contemporary US political landscdjwe interview lasted about an hour and a
half. This was a senstructured interviewi.e,.wher e At he researcher has
about, prepares a limited number of questions in advance, and plans to askifotjoestiong’**

On June 29, 2023, linterviewed Michael Mills at the Human Behavior and Evolution
Society conference in Palm Sprin@3A. This professor is one of the only evolutionary academics
to have appeared several times on manosphere YouTube chdPAalsuch, | was curious to
know more about these appearances and his take on the manosphere. This wasracsemd
interview, which lasted approximately an hétf.

On June 18, 2023, | interviewed Glenn Geher remotely. Like Michael Mills, he is one of
the only evolutionary researchers to have appeared on manosphere YouTube éHafinisls.
semistructured interview lasted for approximately fifteen minutes.

744 Herbert Rubin and Irene Rubi@ualitative Interviewing: The Art of Hearing Datard ed. (Los Angeles; London;
New Delhi; Singapore; Washington DC: SAGE Publications, 2012)TB&.questions prepared in advance for the
interview are reproduced #ppendix 23, 546.

745 Appearing on three occasioriBhinkingApe, AMGTOW Tal ks: Professor Mills
Academi a, 0 YouTube. com, August 4
https://web.archive.org/web/20210611151814/https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=hdm76drqzs0&t=315s

AMGTOW Tal ks: Professor Mills on Evolutionary Psychol
https://web.archive.org/web/20240617160314/https:/www.youtube.com/watch?v=vS83cewe2KM&t=26s&ab _chann
el=ThinkingApe; CSM Archives, AThe Evolutionary Psychol ogy
YouTube.com, November 23, 2018,

https://web.archive.org/web/20240617163203/https:/www.youtube.com/watch?v=PvPEJRR60q6Q&t=1020s&ab cha
nnel=CSMArchivesall links archived June 17, 2024. For discussion of these intervergem€hap. VI, D, 369.

748 Dr Mills asked for themes and questions to be sent in advance in order to know what the interview abaild;be

this document is reproducé@d Appendix 24, 547.

Gl enn Geher in CSM Archives, AEvolutionary Psychology
November 23, 2018,
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On May 3%, 2024, | interviewed Macken Murphy remotely. This PhD student in
evolutionary science is also a successful science popularizer on social media. As such, he has been
confronted to manospherians online, and has even debated Red Pill and blackpill manosphere
influencers live on YouTube. | wanted to have his feedback on this unique experience, as well as
his broader analyses on manosphere science, and what researchers can dé*ibbist gemi
structured interview lasted for approximately forty minutes.

Interviewees signed a consent form stating their agreement to be interviewed and recorded,
and informing them about their righft§ This was approved by thén i v er s i tSghoaddf Ke nt ¢
Ant hropol ogy and Conser.ationés Ethical Revi e

C.3.Survey of the Evolutionary Behavioral Sciences Community

In the Spring of 2023, athe first research findingwere presented to the evolutionary
behavioral sciencescademiccommunity, | carried out a quick survey on evolutionary scientists
themselves. The goal was to assess their level of concern and awareness about potential sexist (and
racist) misuses of evolutionary science. This was also an opportunity to evaluatantfiérity
with different manosphere communiti€s. Organizers of three major evolutionary science
conferences were contacted. Theokltion and Human Behaviour European Association
(EHBEA) declined, whereas the two W&sed academic societies accepted. The New England
Evolutionary Psychology Society (NEEPS) kindly helped distribute the survey to their members
by email’®2 The Human Behavior and Evolution Society (HBES) authorized me to distribute the
survey at their 2023 Conference in Palm Springs, CaliféPdiEhe survey remained open during
the month of May 2023, and gathered 44 answers from academics in the evolutionary sciences.

The content of the questionnaire being fully anonymous, it did not pose any major data
protection issue, nor did it raise ethical concerns. This study followed standard practice by
including a clear consent form at the beginning, and was approved by itrexdity of Kend s
School of Anthropology and CUrilbeequestmnnaire wass Et
designed and administered through Qualtrics XM. The six questions on familiarity with different
manosphere communities were randomly shuffled to mitigate -eftiat bias.Due to the small
sample size here was no datanalysisper seconducted on the survey, which was just used for
indicative descriptive statistic¢s>

https://web.archive.org/web/20240617163203/https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=PvPEJRR60q6Q&t=1020s&ab_ch
annel=CSMArchivesarchived June 17, 2024. For analysis of the interviewChagp. VII, D, 373.

748 For description of his involvemergge Introduction, 25For analysis of the interview, s&hap. VII, D, 374.

749 See signed consent forms Appendix 25, 548Glenn Geher sent me the filled consent form, but there was a
technical error with the file which could not be opened. He has not answered my requests for a new consent form since.
™Ethics | D: 20231678778764297 for the 2023 interviews,
interview.

"®1 The full questionnaire is reproducedAppendix 26, 551.

2 Thanks to NEEPS president Dr Rebecca Burch for her assistance and enthusiasm about the project.

"3 Thanks to HBES president, Dr David Schmitt, for authorizing this.

754 Ethics ID: 20231679068189311).

85 Such descriptive statistics can be foumdpages 24, 88 and 383.
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Conclusion

There is no single ubiquitous methodological framewark manosphere research.
Moreover, this research object is uniquely challenging for several reasons: it is international,
immaterial, evechanging, and its sympathizers can be either suspicious or hostile. As a
consequence, | had to navigate unforeseen challenges in data hityaitabicybersecurity.
Nonetheless, by designing multipdel hocresearch designs, and triangulating data from these
various sources, | was able to reach a thorough and nuanced understanding of the phenomenon. In
Chapters IV to VI] | present analyseawn from these studies.
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CHAPTER IV :
EVOLUTIONARY
SCIENCES IN THE

MANOSPHERE

How Scientifically Literate Online Communities
Appropriate Evolutionary Reasoning in Distinctive
Ways
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fiHere at The Red Pill, we have an enduring respect for The Natural Oriée.respect it because

we are products of it. Far better than fighting an impossible battle against it, we explore its realities
so that we can understand and fully embrace what we are. Men are nature's designdsdebrsk
innovators, and pathfinders,osit falls upon each one of us to master our environments
geographical, @RR20B) , and sexual o

Introduction

The citation above showcases key el ements ¢
to nature illustrates that in the debates around nature and nurture, most manosphere communities
have firmly embraced t he si deptsoahd theoriestfronrtiee, 0 as
evolutionary scientific literature to account for human behavior. Secondly, those communities
pride themselves on using this scieibesed knowledge to rationally make sense of the world
around them (Aundewbhaandeaadedbldl | gndmboaugrcovVe
its realitieso). This is often |Iinked to goal s
is meant to be applied to everyday life. Since this knowledge often revolves around differences
between men and women, its practical application is targeted at the context of intergender social
and sexual interactions. Yet, the normative elements in this citation, such as the mention of a natural
Aorder, 0 or the idea tkekdd menurferwacwlrd ahave.
appropriations of evolutionary science in the manosphere are far fromnaltral. This chapter
therefore explores the role of science in the manosphere, with a particular focus on evolutionary
science. It revealsdth a widespread use aflaptationisteasoning andvolutionaryconcepts, and
differences between scientific literature and its appropriations in the manosphere. Those
differences are substantial enough that it warrants labeling this phenomenon astveistirm
of fAmanos poi{eand ¢ hoaigdn d é lereis rotrtabe fakercliterlly)c e 0

Section A focuses on the centrality of science in manosphere communities. It reviews
survey findings on scientific literacy, education levels, and acceptance of Darwinian evolution:
creationism is almost nonexistent, and manospherians as a whole halevéiglof educational
achievement and scientific literacy. Rationality, truth, and science are highly valued, as the
manosphere depicts itself as a community of independenisteetters, in opposition to a feminism
which is portrayed as arngcientific. This leads to ambiguous attitudes towards science, which is
revered, while attitudes towards the scientific establishment itself can be rather hostile. Some
manospherians claim to be engaging in applied science, by using scientific findings and methods
to become more successful in social and sexual interaétiand evolutionary psychology is often
their discipline of choice.

Section B thus explores the general application of evolutionary psychological principles in
the manosphere and the underlying vision of human nature thereof. Human idstinetlved
psychological mechanis@sare often presented as inflexible and irrislis forces driving human
behavior. However, this framing is disproportionately applied to women, who are seen as a
uniformly instinctked r i ven group, with |ittle to no interp
behavior, male manospherians therefaonstrue themselves as better suited than women
themselves to understand female behavior, which can in turn justify automatic dismissal of feminist
arguments, problematic views of sexual consent, and even violent dehumanization of women.
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Section C investigates the nature of the evolutionary explanations for behavior found in the
manosphere. Indeed, those do not all come from the scientific literature: manospherians regularly
use adaptationist reasoning to hypothesize about human behadionake sense of the world
around them. Those manospharade hypotheses should be epistemologically considered as
Aj ot stories, o that is, as more or |l ess plau:
unigue phenomenon, whereby laypeoplprapriate evolutionary scientific principles to produce
their own body of knowledge. This phenomenon is systematically reviewed here, in order to better
understand the underpinnings of manosphere science and the way established hypotheses from the

scientifc literature are seamlessly blended with Internetgosstories.
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A. SCIENCE IN THE MANOSPHERE: EDUCATION, LITERACY,
AND ATTITUDES

A.1l. The Prominent Role of Science in the Manosphere
1.a. A Highly Educated and Scientifically Literate Population

It is not uncommon for people in the manosphere to mention their level of higher education
in the sciences. Famstancein a Red Pill Reddit post linking to an evolutionary psychology study,
the poster starts by this disclaimer: il am I
student. But | believe that | can read and interpret studies well enough with myt carestific

l i teracyo (°RothdrdRied Piller2tbed @pplauded his post and foregrounded their

bi ol ogical education, in this comment for exal
research [é]0 (Reddit, 2020). A third IB:me add
appreciate a quality posts backed by scientif]

There is little sociodemographic data on manospherians, including for educational
attainment. However, an internal survey to the r/mensrights subreddit conducted in 2013 (n=600)
seemed to reveal relatively high levels of educational attainment among MRMg.survey is
the first to measure this across the whole manosphere. Results are compared tablev.

Table 4.1 Educational Attainment of MRAs and Manospherians

Highest Level of Education | Manospherians (n=147) MRAs (n=600)
Reached R/mensrights internal poll

2013

Some High School 2.7% (4) 11.82%

High School Diploma 12.2% (18) 12.16%

Some Undergraduate College 20.9% (31) 29.56%

Trade/Vocational Training 4.1% (6) 4.39%

Undergraduate Degree 29.7% (44) 27.20%

SomePostgraduate Education 7.4% (11) N/A

Postgraduate Degree 22.3% (33) 14.86%4°8

It must be kept in mind that rasuring educational attainment is not as straightforward as
it seems. Indeed, respondents in their tans and early twenties cannotégected to have
completed university degrees yet. For example, more than 44% of respondents on the r/MensRights
survey were between 18 and 24 yedds This explains the high proportion of respondents on this

“The study discussed is the following, Patrick Durkee
I ndi c Bvlationary Bsycholog$7, no. 2 (2019)ttps://doi.org/10.1177/1474704919852918
7 R/ mensrights, ARESULTS FROM THE R/ MENSRI GHTS S

https://web.archive.org/web/20230602040341/https:/www.reddit.com/r/MensRights/comments/1gp2u6/results from
the rmensrights_surveydrchived June 2, 2023.
Wi th 8.78% Masterodos degrees and 6.08% PhDs/ MDs.
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2013 survey who said they dphighpropbraod of wrmmpavee t e d
since presumably graduated. For this reason, the US Census Bureau and other institutions (such as
the UNESCO Institute for Statistics) only measure educationahmuait for people aged 25 and
above’™® In order to compare my survey results to established basdimes,4.1, table 4.2, and

table 4.3only include respondents aged 25 and above from the manosphere survey and the US
counterpart group.

Table 4.2 Educational Attainment of Manospherians and the US population

Highest Level of Education | Manospherians | US Counterpart | US Population
Reached (n=89) Group (n=121) 202250
Aged 25 or more
Did not Reach High School N/A N/A 4.7%
Some High School 1.1% (1) 0% (0) 5.7%
High School Diploma 3.4%(3) 9.9% (12) 26.1%
Some Undergraduate Colleg 19.1% (17) 24.8% (30) 19.1%
Trade/Vocational Training 4.5% (4) 3.3% (4) 8.8%
Undergraduate Degree 34.8% (31) 40.5% (49) 21.6%
Some Postgraduate Educati 7.9% (7) 6.6% (8) N/A
Postgraduate Degree 29.2% (26) 14.9% (18) 14%

759 Although this assumption and practice might be questioned, since people increasingly complete college education

throughout their |ifespan, as shown by C8legE€ampletien st at i s

at Hi gher Ages, 0 United States Census Bu
https://web.archive.org/web/20240118141635/https://www.census.gov/newsroom/blogs/research
matters/2016/03/ovethe-hill-at-25-collegecompletionathigherages.htmlarchived January 18, 2024.

760 American Community Survey 1 Ye#&stimates, retrieved on the US Census website,
https://web.archive.org/web/20240118145606/https://data.census.gov/table?gafwhided January 18, 2024,

168


https://web.archive.org/web/20240118141635/https:/www.census.gov/newsroom/blogs/research-matters/2016/03/over-the-hill-at-25-college-completion-at-higher-ages.html
https://web.archive.org/web/20240118141635/https:/www.census.gov/newsroom/blogs/research-matters/2016/03/over-the-hill-at-25-college-completion-at-higher-ages.html
https://web.archive.org/web/20240118145606/https:/data.census.gov/table?q=DP02

Percentage of the sample/population aged over 25

Figure 4.1 Educational Attainment of Manospherians and the US Population
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With over 70% of manosphere respondents over 25 holding an undergraduate or
postgraduate college degree, it is clear that manospherians have a much higher educational
attainment than the US population as a whBlalthough educational attainment has been shown
to be a predictor ddcientific literacy, another metric has been identified as more relevant by Jon
Miller and his colleaguesvho showed that the number of college science courses taken by an
individual was the strongest predictor of their scientific liter&éyEor this reason, respondents
were asked the HaoMnaoywollegg/unigessitysstienae rcourseld did you
complete?Such as physics, mathematics, biology, chemistry, @&esults arshown intable4.3
below:

Table 4.3 Levels of Scientific Higher Education in the Manosphere

Number of College Sciencel  Manospherians (n=89) Counterpart (n =121)
Courses (Aged 25 and over) (Aged 25 and over)
None 12.4% (10) 16.5% (20)
1-3 22.5% (22) 42.1% (52)
4+ 65.20 (57) 41.3% (50)

61 However, a bias might be introduced by age here: the US Census includes more elderly people, who grew up at a
time where college education was much less commonplace than in the past decades.
Mi Il ler, APublic Understanding bf289. and Attitudes towar
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Score on the 20-question science quiz

Here again, manospheriansd answers are di
respondents having followed more than fecience courses in college, likely indicating a science
related major®® The results of the life sciences literacy quiz are also quite striking, with
manospherians doing significantly better than the counterpart §tbup.

Figure 4.2 Results on the Life Sciences Literacy Quiz
20 . E—

s
[43]

-y
(=]

[43]

Manospherians (n=148) US Counterpart Group (n=151)

Given the extremely high scores of manospherians, a potential bias must be mentioned here.
The survey was advertised in a way that probably would have appealed more to people interested
in science, as respondents were invited to come test their sci@ntifidedge’®® However, this
can also be said for the WBunterpart group. Moreover, the massive difference in score between
manospheriand = 14.07,SD = 3.30) and the US counterpart grolyd € 10.13,SD = 3.2) is
extremely significantt(297) = 10.49p < .001. A linear regression model was applied, with score
on the science quiz as the dependent variable, and age, sex, level of education, scientific education,

63 Jon Miller designed this question in order to separatess@nce majors from science majors. Indeed, the United

States has the specificity of requiring all its college graduates to complete general education courses, including basic
introductory science fiThose individuals with one to t-lbvelsolenceour ses
courses as a part of a general education requirement r &
289.To compare thelistributions of the manosphere and counterpart responses on this quastmmparametric
MannWhitney U Test was run) =6573 p < 003

764 To read the box plot below: the central bold lines represent the median, and the upper and lower edges of the box
the first and third quartiles. The whiskers go from the highest value to the lowest value. Statistically, values that are
more than 1.5 timethe interquartile range above or below the box are considered as outliers and excluded from the
whiskers. Here, those are represented by two circles, i.e., manospherians who respectively scored 3/20 and 4/20 on the
quiz.

785 Details on the survey dissemination and promotion can be foulydidendixes 1517, 527530.
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acceptance of evolution, and a binary variable to differentiate between manospherians and the
counterpartgroup as explanatory variables. Belonging to the manosphere turned out to be the
strongest predictor by far. All other things being equal, a manospherian scored 4.14 points higher
on the quiz than a nemanospherian (standard error = 0.45 ®01, goodness of fit of model
r2=0.37)/%% Considering all these results, it seems safe to characterize manospherians as relatively
highly educated, particularly in terms of scientific college education, and as highly scientifically
literate.

1.b. Rationality, Truth, and Science

Manosphere discourse and identity often hinge on the values of rationality, truth, and
science. While it is commonplace for activist, religious, or political groups to claim valuing truth
and being truer than others, truth in the manosphere is not cahasuevealed from above or
coming from a charismatic guru or | eader, b
rati onal inquiries. This is the core of the
uncomfortabl e steyes toh previbusly hiddea reality and éscape a world of lies
and illusions, represented by the blue pi. mentioned beforehis trope comes from thdatrix

movie, which is widely recognized as®lmthe i nt er

allegory, philosophers are on a quest for truth and escape the cave to confront reality, but this is a
world of painfully blinding sunlight. Only by resisting this pain can a philosopher acctisém

eyes and finally see the true forms of objects. This is an allegory for reason, representing higher
levels of understanding the world removed from sensory illusions and subjectivity, which for Plato
included natural sciences, mathematics, and deductjie’fS

Similarly, manospherians believe that the blackpill or red pill can be quite painful to
swallow. Red Pill pundit Rollo Tomassi thus opens his bbl& Rational Malewith this short

guot e: i Why ded Yhoyu Gevyee sn ehvuerrt ?08sThedorotess efraccépent o r e .
uncomfortable truths is seen as both || iberat.i
around this idea of fAunplugging from the Matr.i

aims at having men escape cudily imposed fantasies of romantic love, and embrace a more
realistic and cynical worldview based on Game, power dynamics, social hierarchies, and ultimately
grounded in what he calls fdhard {°sgreadizedthmtgy o

has been outside. After stages of denial or grief, however, he claims they can come to terms with
the truth, altérmoutgdastiaeo: efaViees tar uvitbh twi | | set

766 For more details on the models and complete breakdown of the resulspperalix 31, 590.

u-
A

(

ar
most men wil|l resist this at first, just |ike

A rapid query for AMatrix Plato CaveoO on Google Sch

philosophical studies,
https://web.archive.org/web/20240315093330/https://scholar.google.com/scholar?start=0&g=Matrix+Plato+cave&hl
=fr&as sdt=0,5archived March 15, 2024.

768 plato, The Republi¢Harmondsworth: Penguin Books, 1955), 2&5.

789 Rollo TomassiThe Rational Mal¢Reno: Counterflow Media LLC, 2013), v.

" Rollo TomassiThe Rational Mal¢Reno: Counterflow Media LLC, 2013), 247.
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hurt any | ess, nor does it mMaloels Haveuatsimilamny p
relationship towards their blackpill worldview. Although they defend it, they also recognize it as

an uncomfortable and distressing truth. I n f a

particularly distressing fact whickeminds incels of the inescapability of their celibacy. Sometimes,

these facts are e%en called Asuicide fuel .o
However, I n spite of these upsetting conse

nor regret expressed in the manosphere about swallowing the red pill or blackpill. Uncomfortable
truths are preferred to comforting illusions. This is both becau#ieis seen as valuable in itself,

but also, more pragmatically because only with a true understanding of the world can people
rationally make the best decisions. This is a cornerstone of rationalistic thinking,daedtime
concl usi on oy, where the phibsophaulerl issdgemmed to be the ablest political
leader! "3

In the manosphere, people pride themselves on beingetialit thinkers in search for truth,
ready to face even the most uncomfortahléhs. As the foundational post of the Red Pill subreddit

states: AKeeping your eyes c¢closed and ignorin
your eyes and acknowledging everything no matter how good, bad, or painful it may seem, is
instrumena | i n making decisions that wil!/ |l ead to

Pill, 2012) Here, truth is valued pragmatically because it enables rational degisiking. In the

same text, the Red Pill founder advises his hascent communityas acerydayife empiricists:

Al think our focus should always remain on en:
discuss precisely and objectively whether or not our beliefs line up with the testable results we can
replicat eo )(MuarodpheHand themselge8 ar@ urged here to embody and live the
scientific method. Through constant questioning of assumptions, theorizing, as weltlds real
observation and experimentation, it is thought that they will rationally advance towarddrtrut

that regard, they sometimes present themselves as no less than a community of amateur scientists.
However, they do not admit this amateur status, for they see the scientific method as accessible to
any rational person. As will be explored, this letmosn oscillation between reverence for academic
research and rejection of mainstream science.

1.c. From Citing Scientific Research to Manosphere as Science

A striking feature of the manosphere is its apparent reverence for, and reliance on science.
In fact, all manosphere communities often ground their claims in academic research. On Reddit,
they devote entire subreddits to sharing scientific research cahgetheir worldviews, each post

e Rol |l o Tomassi, AThe Bitter Tast e of t he
https://web.archive.org/web/20230530142959/https://therationalmale.com/2012/04HifléhRmsteof-thered
pill/, archived May 30, 2023.

For discussions of Asuicide fueld among incels, see
Evolutionary Psychology in Online ManospheEvluti@aymmuni t i e
Human Science’s (2023),https://doi.org/10.1017/ehs.2023;220 ui s Bachawud, A6l &1 1 Al ways

Lost the Genetic LBufi édydg Suwb®ht éne |1 dleesdMulp dundosir se an
Nuevos 2024 https://doi.org/10.4000/nuevomundo.95206
73 Plato, The Republic285286.
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https://web.archive.org/web/20230530142959/https:/therationalmale.com/2012/04/10/the-bitter-taste-of-the-red-pill/
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https://doi.org/10.4000/nuevomundo.95206

linking to a science paper. This is for example the case of r/BlackPillScience, the only remaining

incel community on Reddit, witB1,600 member§* It has counterparts in other groups, such as
r/redpillscience for The Red Pill and r/puascience for Pickujsts’* The Menodés Ri g
movement even Kkeeps three such competing online subreddits: r/mensrightslinks,
r/MensRightsScience, and r/Male_Studi&sThe latter seHdescribesa@ e x p| | sicti leyncer 0
adding that A[a]l]ny comment which attacks the ¢
this sub. Any post attacking the "$Reérreviewis f i ¢ m
recognized as a standard of quality, [peet h the
reviewed scienceis the primary aim of thiss u b r e dldsimiassige use of scientific citations

is also present in the online encyclopedias o
incels.wiki (incels).”® The most impressive collection of academic citations in the manosphere is
without doubt the fAScientific Blndredk ghaper§’d page
The discussions of the contributors to this collaborative wiki page are publicly avaifetiteey

reveal the underlying respect for established scientific sources, as one of them tells the others that
isources should absolutely be kept to fFrestig
Grounding claims in scientific research is of course a common way to establish credibility, which

is used by a variety of activist groufy$.One of the incels.wiki contributors advocates quoting
directly from scientific papers: Athis all ows
own words. No one can say W& have 6got it wro

However, in the manosphere, there is a thin line between citing scientific research and
claiming that manosphere ideology itself is scienceifsiane, PickupArtists selling seduction

774 As of writing, December 26, 2023.
https://web.archive.org/web/20231226132018/https://www.reddit.com/r/BlackPillScience/?rdt=4915archived

December 26, 2023.

7S Respectively, https://web.archive.org/web/20230208103915/https://www.reddit.com/r/puasgierarehived

February 8, 2023, andhttps://web.archive.org/web/20240108115804/https://www.reddit.com/r/redpillsgience
archived January 8, 2024.

e Respectively, https://web.archive.org/wehb/20230208104814/https:/www.reddit.com/r/mensrightslinks/
https://web.archive.org/web/20230208104559/https:/www.reddit.com/r/MensRightsScience/ and
https://web.archive.org/web/20230208104704/https:/www.reddit.com/r/Male_Studlearchived on February 2,

2023.

77 R/Male_Studieshttps://web.archive.org/web/20230208104704/https:/www.reddit.com/r/Male_Stuaiiekived

on February 2, 2023.

778 Wikidmen, https://web.archive.org/web/20231113131006/https://wiki4men.com/wiki/Main , Paarehived

November 13, 2023; incels.wikihttps://web.archive.org/web/20231226103558/https://incels.wiki/w/Main_,Page
archived December 26, 2023.

79 Il ncel s. wi ki, AThe Scientific
https://web.archive.org/web/20231225000334/https://incels.wiki/w/Scientific_Blackpifchived December 25,

2023.

780 I ncel s. wi ki, AiThe Scientific Bl ackpill
https://web.archive.org/web/20231226145156/https://incels.wiki/w/Talk:Scientific_Blacamhived December 26,

2023. For exploration of the scientific journals cited in the manospher€hsge VII, A, 352.

IFor example in activist groups whose activity is relaf
Activism to Science and from Science to Activism in EnvironmeHtala | t h  J u s t Jowral ofCSmientel i ct s, ¢
Communicatiorl4, no. 2 (2015): CO4ttps://doi.org/10.22323/2.14020304

82 I ncel s. wi ki, AiThe Scientific Bl ackpill
https://web.archive.org/web/20231226145156/https://incels.wiki/w/Talk:Scientific_Blacagpshived December 26,

2023.
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https://web.archive.org/web/20230208104704/https:/www.reddit.com/r/Male_Studies/
https://web.archive.org/web/20231113131006/https:/wiki4men.com/wiki/Main_Page
https://web.archive.org/web/20231226103558/https:/incels.wiki/w/Main_Page
https://web.archive.org/web/20231225000334/https:/incels.wiki/w/Scientific_Blackpill
https://web.archive.org/web/20231226145156/https:/incels.wiki/w/Talk:Scientific_Blackpill
https://doi.org/10.22323/2.14020304
https://web.archive.org/web/20231226145156/https:/incels.wiki/w/Talk:Scientific_Blackpill

seminars and guides have a strong commercial incentive to present their methods as scientific. This
i's the case of Nick MagcdByllétswhighClaims tcenampadsthe n g u
resul t of years of cumul ative and empirical
acknowledges that fAdating science does™not re
PUA <celebrity Hearti ste concur s: AThe art 0
transformation into a science that can be executed in the field to produce relatively reliable results

i's rnM%Mwhios is also exemplified by the use of t|
ideology as science. And there is evidence that incels see it that way, aghkneebften linked
towards to justify c[8]lmackpilbhliseadsscesasi b
incel when disagreeing with someone on Reddit, before linking to the Scientific Blackpill wiki

page (incel, 2020).

How do manosphere groups justify the need to have their own online encyclopedias, if
they claim to only be reflecting established mainstream scientific knowledge? The Wiki4dmen
homepage provides an ans@&anainstream venues are not to be trusted anymore:

ANegative and inaccurate portrayals of men and
knowledge repositories such as Wikipedia, where the bias is particularly evident. Wikipedia editors
routinely write negative commentaries about men and Wikipedtianins protect those
commentaries while censoring counterratives that might show less biased, more accurate
information. This practice is reinforced by fe
at h owith the sole purpose of increasifgminist ideology within Wikipedia articles, and to
censormalpositive discours® and research on men. o

The Mendés Rights wiki i's then prelsasedt ed a
conclusions, o0 rejecting "lideed, agvelbe seen, fdminignois r y o
unanimously portrayed in the manosphere as arsai@nce enterprise

A. 2. Femi niSTcmeaaxs efdAnt i

The manosphere portrays itself as a male, rational, and sdiased space. By contrast, it
depicts women and feminism as fundamentally irrational and hostile to science.

2.a. The Hard Truths of Science Opposed to Feale Emotions

A common trope in the manosphere is to portray women as irrational or even chftlike.
In his canonicaMenusian Arts Handboolpublished in 2005dating coachMystery describes
women as @Cr e at Bwhick exgains vhg hre tellsmis neadersito avoid rationally
engaging with women: fADoné6ét bother trying to

"8 Nick Savoy,Magic Bullets Version 1.5 (Sefpublished, 2007), 7.
84 Heartiste On Game(Self-published, 2019), 370.

Wi ki 4men, fi IMtpsi//web. &R chigeerg/deb/20240129085218/https://wiki4men.com/wiki/Main , Page
archived January 29, 2024.
786 |pid.

87 This is discussed at length@hap. VI, A, 303.
88 Mystery, The Venusian Arts Handbadknd ed. (Selpublished, 2007), 26.
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ot her way o n"®nstdad, gspiingPickdpe v elst 8 (or Avenusi an
them) should rather focus on stimulating wome
decisionma ki ng, he expl ains, iI's how they f esel: n A
will invent her own r @althaughshe recognizes tha hoth imen ada p p e

women might act first on their feelings and rationalize their actions afterwards, he asserts that
women are much more susceptible to doing this.

I n the manosphere, this iIis echoed by a con
is widely shared between communities, in particular MGTOW, The Red Pill, and PAcksis.
The metaphor of a hamster spi nniendgncyitd behaweh e e |
and reason primarily based on their feelings, and to rationalize afterwards. Here is an excerpt from
a MGTOW definition of rationalization hamster:

AA creature which |Iives in a womanoés brain, an
rationalize and justify her thoughts, behavior and actions regardless of how counterintuitive they
may be. No amount of logic or reason can stop the hafnsteo m s P nni ng. o

According to this popular manosphere representation of female actions, women behave by
seeking immediate emotional gratification. In the intellectual realm also, they are thought to just
immediately dismiss ideas that make them feel bad, and embracehthbseke them feel good.

The rationalization hamster will then provide a veneer of logic on these intuitive emotional
judgments. Since the scientific method theoretically proceeds by a dispassionate examining of
hypotheses and scrutiny of facts, womencamesequentlyrequenly portrayed in the manosphere

as incapable of engaging in such reasoning. This is captured in this parodic MGTOW summary for
the rules of female behavior named fAThe Rul es

fiRule 1l0cEmot i ons trumps facts, | ogic, and science.
matter what | ogic says. Even if they are uncou
you feel trumps everything. If they argue otherwise, throw a huge shit fit and bring up every
grievance you can t.hink ofodo (MGTOW, 2014)

Thus, while men are depicted as trgtiekers, willing to accept even uncomfortable truths
(i .e.., Aithe red pill o or Ablackpill o) on thei
incapable of logical reasoning. Feminist scholarshipge nder st udi es or wome
primary target of criticism, accused of being no more than a pssaiétific justification
enterprise for female behav@mno less than an institutionalized rationalization hamster.

2.b. Criticism of Gender Studies

As an openly feminist academic perspective, gender studies are a common target of
criticism and mockery in the manosphere. The field is accused of being ideolodrozgly, and

89 |bid.

790 bid.

o1 Mgt ow. com, iGl ossary of
https://web.archive.org/web/20210104143807/https://www.mgtow.com/glossanchived January 4, 2021. This

gl ossary entry credits PUA bl ogger Heartiste aka RoOi ss\)
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of disregarding facts in ordertoreach-pre t t | e d

concl usi

illustrates this idea with a cartoon (degire 4.3).

education programs, with the deputy Prime Minister Zsolt Semjeniarg g

(being universities,K §8This decision was

Figure 4.3 Manosphere Cartoon on Science vs Feminisiit

Science Feminism
7 Were DR THE FACTS. WAKT | [ HRRES THe CONGALSION.
CONCLUSIONS CAN We DRAW WHAT FACTS CAN We FiNp
 FROM. THeM ? To SUPPORT 172

ons.

As such, the manosphere is particularly attentive to news events related to gender studies.
For example, in 2018, Hungary decided to cut public accreditation and funding for gender studies

taught) in

t h

at it

had
it

cheered on by MGTOW, becoming one of the most popular discussions of all time on the
rIMGTOW subreddit, with many people discussing moving to Hungary as a more congenial anti
feminist countryOn incels.wiki as well,His Hungarianfb a mvas saluted and mentioned in the
encycl opedi ads . Whertin3010p0anNorivegiari documantary miniseries titled

Hjernevask( A Br ai nwas h o)

c

ritically

investigated

unfavorably contrasting them to research in the evolutionary and life sciélfcésyas also

way

f
w

ge

0

docur

applauded in the manosphere, earning its
Studies is Nonsense. 0 In its summary of
claim by the gender oyedi &®s wii m &t intpuwtoeod wfarso mi

bi ol ogi st s,

psychol o

] ncel s.

gi sts etc. o

wi Kk i hitps:fwEeanchive.org/mep/$0210107144415/https://incels.wiki/w/Fem|raschived

January 7, 2021. For more details on the original cartoon from which this was adapted, seerfo8t8te84.

793

France

24 Hu n @gsaendey Studies Ban

Draw University Anger , 0

October

https://web.archive.org/web/20230604161110/https://www.france24.com/en/201Bl0dérygenderstudiesban

drawsuniversityanger archived June 4, 2023.

74 Hjevernask conceived by Harald Eia, produced and aired by the state channel NRK1 in 2010.
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i s fAactual 06 science and on the other hand gen
Hjernevask fil n Nor way they cut all government f unct
beginning to | ean more on science, bi ol ogy,
(MGTOW, 2019)

Feminist postmodernist epistemologies, which question the fundamentals of the scientific
method itself and the possibility of ever objectifying knowledge, areralsod i c ul e d: nSJW
dono6ét believe in science an®TRPa2017¥Mpredetemly,e ar e
since manospherians unanimously reject any notion of structural oppressiwomeh by men,
they associate gender studies with this notion:

- NnSeriously, Gender Studi es has poi soned
Australia......Teaching young women that they are all victims, and that all males are sexual
predators. Time to end this toxic women's hate club once and for all...... WORLEONID
(MGTOW, 2019)

- "Gender studies is a pile of bullshit. 1t"s
that every problem in the world is.due to me

2.c. Ambivalent Attitudes towards Academia

Beyond this predictable opposition of manosphere communities to feminist scholarship, the
whole university system is often branded as having reneged on its ideals of scientific inquiry and
guest for truth in favor of lefiving and feminist dogmatism:

- AUniversities are no longer places for serious t
young idiots go to | earn toRPRa®®t feminist and

- Al am al ways distrustful of these studies becau:
t o p incelh2020)

- AThis is a new kind of church with its own dogma
and you will get charged with the modern equivalent of heresy. Clearly, something has gone awry in
sciencdor, should | sayMRAB@GHAstream sciencebd

Il n a 2014 article entitled AThe Success of
Stephen Jarosek thus indicts the whole scientific establishment:

795 Feminist postmodernist epistemologies are described in Chiapfer 114. For a definition of Social Justice

Warrior (SJW) see als@ppendix 30: Glossary of Manosphere Terms, 586.

% Steve Mc Mahon, i Wo me n shoul d not be all owed t o v
https://web.archive.org/web/20201107223808/https://www.returnofkings.com/34330/vahoeldnot-be-allowed

to-vote, archived November 7, 2020.

“Stephen Jarosek, AThe success of feminism is the fai
https://web.archive.org/web/20220920111727/https://avoiceformen.com/featwrsuiétesof-feminisntis-the
failure-of-science/archived September 20, 2022.
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ACont emp or a rsgienadavhenesphysias,anath, biology, and engineering faculties are

|l ocated within the same uni vebsanhojonggrbeneliedls as
on to subscribe to the scientific method. Formal recognition of academic achievement in STEM
disciplines has generally been in the awarding of titles, such as Doctor or Professor, while these
days the same titles are awarded within women
correctness defines the limits of acceptable discourse iscrics. Increasingly, it resembles
propaganda. We judge people by the company they keep, and this should apply no less to
organi zations. We should judge contemporary sc¢
studies faculties and other institutiosfsthe Leftd’%®

These elements reveal a deep ambivalence towards science in the manosphere. On the one
hand, it is hailed as a supremely important value, embraced by manospherians in their quest for
truth. As such, scientific studies and research are often cited asnaofdlegitimacy. Moreover,
as shown by my questionnaire, manospherians as a whole have a high level of scientific college
education. On the other hand, there is essgited suspicion, if not hostility, towards the actual
scientific establishment, the pee@nd institutions who produce academic research. | now explore
this ambivalence and the way the manosphere addresses this apparent paradox.

Manospherians exhibit a double standard towards academic res@arthe one hand,
when it is congenial to their worldviews, they applaud and cite it. This is most notably the case
with research on evolved sex differend®s. the other hand, any contradictory piece of research
can be discarded through accusations of being dogmatic or ideologiliyated.This double
standard can be seen running through discussions in manosphere online commuriiistarieer
after criticizing academia as a hotbed of feminist dogmatism, the author of the anonymous
Masculine Principlee-book paradoxically defends the reputation of fellow manospherian blogger
Angry Harry wusing the | egiti mamyltipledegrees; @aRhe mi ¢
D. in Psychology and the others | believe are related to childhood edu¢ati@king him
extremehqual i fied to critique the r’®Similarly,¢hbfevand co
manosphere authors who hold academic degrees invariably use them to advertise and legitimize
their books, as is the case with Warren Farrell (PhD in political science) or Tara Palmatier (MD).

As a result of this paradox, controversies sometimes arise in the manosphere, for example
inside the incel community, which is strongly fmcience in its stance, all the while harboring
various unfounded conspiracy tPersoaally leasn,verywh i c h
disappointed that lots of incels deny it [climate change] while claiming to be based in science, you
candét just take science shit for what you | ik
prompts internal debates betweeni-@aience and precience attitudes. Some incels regard
academic research as unreliable, especially if it originates from groups such as women; and left
wing or Jewish academié&®

798 |bid.

™Anonymous, fAWoman: The Most Rekepastugirie PringpleMlaeck ilager i n t
2015, https://web.archive.org/web/20210105100334/http://masculineprinciple.blogspot.com/2015/03/mostan
responsibldeenagein-house.htmlarchived January 5, 2021.

800 Antisemitism is a notable feature of the incel community, it is illustrated and discussed fu@hepik, B, 333.
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o AiThere was a study that showed in bio an:q
leftists with almost no one right wing. hard to trust that kind of people when it comes

to this stuffo (incel, 2020)
o Al Just dondt take studies made by ki ke
bullshit and full of errors, | would rathérr ust my per sonal ..o0bser v:

This last remark was promptly met by a response from another incel who tried to uphold
t he ¢ o mprasciente padtareby characterizing this criticism as typical of the antel
camp:

o fjfl at

a g on a blackpill website th
typical b I

I / foid/ 1l Tcel behavioro (in

Scholars investigating pseudoscience have documented this ambivalence. On the one hand,
defenders of pseudoscience claim the legitimacy of science by mimicking it, by citing and
producing data, employing this as an argument from authority. On the otleshae their views
are not accepted by the scientific establishment, they have to dismiss mainstream science. As
revealed by sociologist of science Romy Sauvaire in her analysi$-aet@ury spiritism and 20
century New Age, iscisntciosnnmad tftorpdmptsreay ot he
time as too conformist, too dogmatic, &ttIn fact, sociologist Valéry Rasplus counts this as one
of the criteria to define pseudoscience: a stance of being persecuted, misunderstood, nonconformist
and opposed to fof f i®%Thisdearsresembldncegtoriettureaf mang i e n c e
manospherians, such as Stephen Jarosek, the MRA author cited above | ai ms t hat i
problem is not with science (as in, the scientific met@athe problem is that scientists of the
Establishment have 3§Whephiseudconvemtiomaghonsemade stientifit i ¢ . 0
theories are challenged by readers in the comments of another one of his articles, he aggressively
di smi sses those as coming from Aarmchair theo
the quackery thaoften, these days, is making it through the peerv i ew 8fr ocess . 0

In her investigation of Pickupr t i st di scourse, sociologi st
same dynamic. Even though seduction coaches ground their teaching in evolutionary science, they
are prone to dismiss the scientific establishment and assert thegupariority over it. Citing an
article from Rollo Tomassi, Ra c h e Hold:GPickup i | | st
Artists claim both to collect better empirical data in a naturalistic setimggmore importantly,
not to be restrained by the ferism and political correctness of academia:

8lRomy Sauvayre, fAComment | a sSciereeasetePseadriemesnRegardd Bes cr oy
Sciences Humaingsd. Valéry Rasplus (Paris: Matériologiques, 2014)921

82yval ®ry Rasplus, fiCe que | &cdeinerc o SuisheesfettRbéuiBgencesi eé qu e |
Regards Des Sciences HumaifRaris: Matériologiques, 2014)i 28, 26, translation mine.

83Stephen Jarosek, AThe success of feminism is the fai

https://web.archive.org/web/20220920111727/https://avoiceformen.com/featwrsuidtesof-feminismis-the-
failure-of-science/archived September 20, 2022.

804 St ephen Jarosek, ATranscending t he Matriarchy, 0o
https://web.archive.org/web/20240111164922/https://avoiceformen.com/featured/transtbadnadriarchy/

archived January 11, 2024.
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i Now, i magine for a moment that , today, al | m
controlled experiments of a social science academia firmly steeped in a fepriniagy, feminine
correct soci al context é On ldyhe tunfetteredPfteddem tof t he
perform infield social experiments, and relate their collected evidence and observations with other

men; the types of which social science has been forbidden from due either to ethical considerations

or by feminineprimary socal conv®nti ons. o

PUA coach Nick Krauser concludes: AStop a
seducing women. When academia disagrees with s
who are wrong. JuU%¥Scileomke,atKrtahesar wd welsaions, i
coat, 0 fAcitations in journal, o or fa set of
Afepi stemol ogy, 6 Aa way of knowing the worl d. o
Popperonclhuedecs t hat the PUAs® naturalistic exp

lab experiment. Therefore, PUA coaches appropriate scientific theories and concepts, glorify
rationalistic values and scientific methods, and even engage in theorizinexperimentation,

without ever delegating their judgment to the scientific establishment. The figure of the lone man

in search for truthand ofthe nonconformist maverick rejected by the scientific establishment thus
enjoys some popularity in the manosphere, as it allows to combine reverence for science and

di smissal of the scientific maMascdinerPenaiple or fAi n

ADid you know that neither of -schdol@ YeWthéygroved Br ot h
all of the academics of the dayit equatioot o be, obvi ously, wrong. [ é

Did you know that Louis Pasteur was ridiculed by the medical community fdGkisn Theord
and suggesting that surgeons should wash their

When we talk of the religious persecution of those such as Galileo, it is just as fair to claim the
intelligentsia persecuted him (and other discoverers) as it is to claim religion did. In fact, you can

see this phenomenon everywhere. Rarely does thégatekia discover anything or even really
aodanything except for defend their position, while adding little of significance to it, which real
mavericks already paved the way for. Academics have a vested interest in telling everyone that
whichtheyhavé earned is 100% correct, and¥discrediti

As shown in Chapter Il, evolutionary psychology is a controversial discipline.
Manospheriansdé enthusiasm for it, which is 1in
have just documented, between reverence for science and defiance of academia.

85 Roll o Tomassi, <cited in Nick Krauser, f@dAPlayers Outral
https://web.archive.org/web/20240125103536/https://krauserpua.com/2014/10/21/playangscientistsin-the-

artof-seduction/ ar chi ved January 25, 26dadlion: MBrg Mdsculmity,tarddediated Ra c h e
Intimacy(New York: John Wiley & Sons, 2018), 111;112.

806 |pid.

8%Anonymous, fiPeer Reviewed Re 3heaMasculine PrifidipeMaidlo 11y201&r ai | o f
https://web.archive.org/web/20210105094916/http://masculineprinciple.blogspgtarchived January 5, 2021.
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A.3. Evolutionary Sciences in the Manosphere

The present research chose not to deal with inorganic scientific disciplines such as physics
or mathematics, for they are not a major component of manosphere discourse and ideology.
Conversely, human life sciences are omnipresent. As manospherians dagakdgynamics, in
particular relationships between men and women, they often invoke the effects of genes, hormones,
and the consequences of Darwinian evolution on human behavior.

3.a. Enthusiastic Darwinians

The manosphere is home to a rare level of enthusiasm for the evolutionary sciences. In fact,
for many, those sciences are consubstantial with manosphere worldview. For example, in the 2012
founding manifesto of the Redthatbhe $ekual sttategees cr e a
exposed in the Red Pill should be grounded in
Pill discussion revolves around evolutionary psychology. Understanding the facets of this
psychology are key to developing a goodusex| s t TR®,20 2).yWhen (@@sked about their
favorite sources of scientific content, manospherians cite works by renowned evolutionary

scientists, i nc Ougths of pecestselif? im dhe man@phére, showing
knowl edge of evolutionary science is valued,
dire condemnation in online discussions. Aftei

2015, a manospherian retortedwatn impressive list of Darwinian credentials:

il have an undergraduate degree in a field that
Have been reading and thinking about it for more than 25 years. | used to consider myself a
Darwinist many years ago. tddéthetopctandeverdt@kiatimpany c
to the Gal amR®8u3%® sl andso (

The role of evolutionary science in manosphere discourse, ideology and personal
trajectories is analyzed in detail throughout tbiepterand Chapters WI. Notable features
include the fact that manospherians de¥ise ¢t
Moreover, some also use concepts and theories from the evolutionary scientific literature to make
sense of their own lives and trajectofi&sEvolutionary scientific research is routinely cited,
interpreted, and sometimes distorted to the extent that the manosphere can be said to have its own
version of evolutionary sciené& with substantial differences and even disagreements between
groupst®?

808 The results of this survey question are analyzedhap. VII, A, 351. All answers to this op@mded question are

reproduced in Appendix 21, 541.

809 The Galapagos islands in the Pacific are highly symbolic in the history of evolutionary science. When visiting
aboardHMS Beaglén 1835, Darwin collected specimens and observations. Upon his return to England, the different
beaks of the Galapagos finches, seemingly adapted to e
piece of evidence for his nascent theory atiunal selection.

8105ee Chap. IV, C, 210.

811See Chap. VI, B, 337.

82T hi s argument is made in this ch-22terds conclusion, C
813 For an analysis of the grotyy-group specificities, seChapteiv: The Avatars of Manosphere Science, 228.
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However, the prevalence of evolutionary science in the manosphere is highly variable.
Some writers and popular content creators (such as Red Piller Rollo Tomassi, PUA Heartiste, or
MRA Karen Straughan) refer to it constantly, while others (e.g., MRA RBloneinfield or Red
Pil | bl ogger Dal rock) do not . I n order to as
familiarity with evolutionary sciences, they were asked two questions in the survey. Those
guestions pertain to concepts and areas of evolutisweyce which cannot be expected to be
known by everyon in contrast foinstancevi t h Aisur vi val of the fitte

Table 4.4 Knowledge of the Selfish Gene Metaphor among Manospherians

Are you familiar with
Ri chard Dayv
nSel fi sh Ge

Manospherians (n=148)

US Counterpart Group
(n=151)

| 6ve never h 29.1% (43) 66.2% (100)
Somewhat familiar 50.7% (75) 29.1% (44)
| know it well 19.6% (29) 4.6% (7)
Chose not to answer 0.7% (1) 0% (0)

Table 4.5 Knowledge of Evolutionary Psychology among Manospherians

Are you familiar with
Evolutionary Psychology?

Manospherians (n=148)

US Counterpart Group
(n=151)

|l 6ve never h

14.2% (21)

41.7% (63)

| know some elements of it

46.6% (69)

45% (68)

| know the basic concep 27% (40) 10.6% (16)
and principles

| know it well 7.4% (11) 2.6% (4)
Chose not to answer 4.7% (7) 0% (0)

As expected from their higher scores on the scientific literacy test, manospherians also
displayed a much higher level of familiarity with evolutionary sciences than the counterpart
group®* Before going further, creationism must be addressed, as it is a major aspect of the
politicization of Darwinism in the United Stat&'$.One would expect those communities who are
fond of evolutionary sciences to have low levels of creationism, which is one of the things measured
in my survey.

814To compare distributions between the two samples on those two questioparametridann-Whitney U Tests
were run. For theelfish gene questioiftable 4.4) U = 155775, p <.001; for the evolutionary psychology question
(table 4.5) U =14553.5, p < .001.

815 This is discussed above @hap. 11, B, 130.
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3.b. Creationism and Acceptance of Evolution

Although the manosphere is adjacent to or overlapping with some segments of the online
American Right, creationism is almost nonexistent among its communities. The only exception in

the corpus is the conversion of PUA celebRtyosh Vto Orthodox Christianity. As he explains in

an article entitletHow | Turned To Godliscarding Darwinian evolution was one of the last crucial
steps in his conversion process:

AfiThe second

a ¢ barwthiemFairytaledsy David atalé imegrly 2015. As a trained

scientist, the biggest blockage | had for turning to God was the supposed infallibility of evolution.
We were not created by God, | believed, but evolved over billions of years from a primordial soup

that randomy

devel oped

consciou

SsnNess.

Stoveods

book

evolution that | could intellectually and rationally discard it as the main theory for explaining how

we P&

humans

created. O

Significantly, his abandonment of Darwinian evolution can be said to concur with his
departure from the manosphere. Indeed, as a Conservative Christian Rowth V has

repudiated his former Picke#rtist years and all manosphemrglated activities. As indicated by

the survey resulton the EvoAccept itemcreationism enjoys much less credence in the
manosphere than in the American population at large.

Table 4.6. Creationism Among Manospheriang EvoAccept)

What do you think about

Manospherians (n=148)

US Counterpart Group

the following statement: (n=151)
"Human beings, as we
know them, developed fron
earlier species of animals."
Definitely False 0.7% (1) 7.3% (11)
Probably False 2% (3) 5.3% (8)

Probably True 11.5% (17) 25.8% (39)

Definitely True 84.5% (125) 58.3% (88)

Dondét know/ N 0.7%(1) 3.3% (5)

Chose not to Answer 0.7% (1) 0% (0)
Combining the Probably True and Def.

ni

a much higher level of acceptance of the theory of evolution than the US population, which was
estimated at 54% i2019 using the same metfd.With 95% of respondents accepting the theory

816

Roosh vV,

ifHow |

Turned

To God,

0

https://web.archive.org/web/20200314091434/https://www.rooshv.comiftomedto-god, archived March 14,

2020. David Stove (1927994) was an Australian philosopher famous for his controversial challenges to feminism
and Darwinism, David Stov®arwinian Fairytales (Aldershot: Averbury Press, 1995).

8"Mi I | er et al .,

APubl ic

the manosphere and counterpart respondents samples, a nonparametii/ihtaey U Test was run, U £3603.5,

p <.001.
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https://web.archive.org/web/20200314091434/https:/www.rooshv.com/how-i-turned-to-god

of evolution, manospherians stand out for their almost unanimous answer, above the levels of
evolution acceptance in even the bestked countries (Iceland, Denmark, and Swe#én).

Creationism is sometimes mentioned to disparage people who disagree with manosphere
ideas: fitheblackpill, atits core,is just basicevolutionarysciencethe peopledenyingit areno
di fferent from creationistso (incel, 2019) . S
opponents of the blackpill can be labeled with the opprobriael. Thus, the creationist epithet
is sometimes used to discredit oneds opponent

fin trying to make your point you've resortedstacide baiting and denying science. let me guess,
you're a creationist [ é]

o Il &m not a creationist, why would you think t|
0 because youbre denying scienced (incel, 2018
As the most -seivenead offorficaenst,i f emi ni sm i s

creationisnt*® For example, in a document revealingly titEdolutionarily Correct Cyclopedija

Menbés Rights Activist Roy Den Holl ander vitupg
science as the pros®afitersacoausihegScbemsotria
and unscientific reasoniticge ndt uvarnyd Fficpornoppaorni enngt st hc
relied on polygenesi s a¥Wdswlindwbeaxplamgdhnthispargled e u d o
is not too surprising, given the fact that feminism, like creationism, is portrayed in the manosphere

as denying the realities of evolution by natural selection.

3.c. Evolutionary Psychology as an AntFeminist Discipline

The Red Pill blogger known as The Private Man wrote a humorous fictional scene of a
woman visiting the veterinarian to check on her rationalization hamster:

ADoctor, |1 6&m worried about my hamster. 0
818 For a countryby-country breakdown of results, skiler et al., APublic Accep#@ance of Evol
8191n fact, the incel cartoon on gender studies reproducqehga 176@Gbove was originally about creationism, with
ifGenesi so i n pl ace of iGender S Albuduierque ,Jaurnal1698.nSeeTr ev er ,

https://web.archive.org/web/20240115192237/https://www.talkorigins.org/indexcc/CA/CA230 ,1.htnmarchived

January 15, 2024.

820Hel d in 1925 in Dayton, Tennessee, t he-s@®wbgacherwisMonkey
accused of violating a law which made it illegal to teach human evolution iffistated schools. It attracted national

attention and has remaid a symbol of the opposition between Darwinism and Christian fundamentalism in the United
StatesSee Marvin Olasky and John Perjonkey Business: The True Story of the Scopes(N&hville: Broadman

and Holman, 200

821 Roy Den Hol l ander , AEvolutionarily
https://web.archive.org/web/20240115195008/http://www.roydenhollander.com/main/Writings/CyclopediaUpdate?2.
20.19.pdf archived January 15, 2024. Polygenesis was a common featur® oért@iry US ethnologic scientific

raci sm. I't meant fAthe separate creation of the races,
was not accepted by all proponents of slavery however, as some proslavery fundamentalist whae<Cinrigte
South rejected this theory that went against Biblical t

Pol ygenesi s and t he Tvé f War s listoryo §3, 8.l alv €00y), @B1%12,
https://doi.org/10.1353/cwh.2007.00&88.
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=1

What seems to be the probl em?0

=1}

I was surfing the web and discovered somet hin

i Oh, t hat i s serious. Let me guess, your hamst
AfYes, how did you know? | candt seem to ration

AThe Manosphere is deadly to rationalization h
evolutionary psychology or entitlement princes

iYeah, | found it very ®fisturbing yet oddly co

Here, not only is evolutionary psychology seen as an integral part of the manosphere, but it
is also presented as a body of knowledge that necessarily runs against feminist ways of thinking.
Il n | an |TheovtavospbedebAsNew Hope for Masculigisywell,evolutionarypsychology
is described as a science that Aunder mines 50
note that the feministds only real response t
Evolutionary ORs ypcrhoovleo gtyh adtcban Whi ch is precise
theyodve tacitly admitted t he®mitdentsy pnfdminsm ar e s
incels.wikialso states that feminism is at odds with evolutionary psychology:

Ailn general, feminists hate any studies which
studies from sociology, social psychology, and evolutionary biology. The main arch nemesis of
feminism in the social sciences is evolutionary psychologychvimany feminists regard as a
pseudescientific veneer over its practitioners misogyny, despite there existing a minor trend in
feminism that attempts to integrate some of its findings as they pertain to women and the relations
bet ween %he sexes. o

It is noteworthy that the feminist rejection of evolutionary psychology, documented in
Chapte 1l, is deemed significant enough to be mentioned in a generic manosphere encyclopedia
entry on feminism. Indeed, since manospherians are united by their antifeminism, interest for
evolutionary sciences becomes a token of opposition to feminism and genstenat@mmism:

Afit seems to me that a great many MGTOW are f
gender bullshit..it warms my heart to see rational who keep learning..if any of you guys have any
more studies or links to evolutionary biology lectures | wouldytageful if you could put in the

links on this threado (MGTOW, 2015)

Conversely, any mention of feminism or gender is construed by manospherians as a denial
of evolved sex differences, as expressed by PUA blogger Heartiste:

AMaxim #81: Whenever you hear or read the wor ds
gender biaso, or fAincreasingly egalitarian, ye
822The Private Man, AA Woman Visits the Veterinarian,o J

https://web.archive.org/web/20201112004947/https://theprivateman.wordpress.com/201 He@rRaadrevisits-the-
veterinarian/archived November 12, 2020.

823 |]an Ironwood,The Manosphere: A New Hope for Masculirf@ed Pill Press, 2012¢;book location 79%

841 ncel s. wi kihttps:finEeamhive.org/mep/#0210107144415/https://incels.wiki/w/Femjraschived
January 7, 2021.
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leftwing equalist, blankslate believing fruitcake who cannot deal with the fact that men and women
are biologicall% different from birth.d

A comment on a PUA website also reveals this association of feminists and progressives
with deni al of sex differences, I n a parall el
but agree than men and women are naturally different. Sheeple ¢efttdeny that men and
women are different but agr.dbethae eVvVoktuauei dter
her e, a portmanteau of HfAsheepd and fApeopl e, o
spectrum have a herd mentality andrunct i cal |y accept their sideods
on the religious right and the blank slate on the progressive left. Manospherians, picturing
themselves as independent trgtekers, claim to eschew those dogmas and partisan divides.
Creationism, however, is rarely mentioned or attacked in the manosphere. On the other hand,
feminists and the blank slate are a constant target of derision and hbstiliigcrepancy which
i s revealing of -winhmoliticadeaing.p her eds r i ght

I n fact, 1t could be ar gue ohthé rhaadsphemsodsut i 0 n :
partly in its being unpopular among femini&$As explained by a former Red Piller to a British
newspamher moivement 6s use of evolutionary psyct
everything | read was a s c® Ehistovetailsaevithftha cohceps u p p r «
of a red pill, an inconvenient truth that i s
hegemonic establishment. As a controversial field, evolutionary psychology thus enjoys the double
advantage of appealingtomanp her i anso6 rationalistic and sci e
anti-feminist tendencie®® Indeed, several manospherians recall their discovery of evolutionary
science as a sort of epiphany or red/black pill moment, suitie Bed Pill bloggeknown asThe
Private Man. About discoveringyolutionaryps y c hol ogy, he wrote in 201
worl dview shift for me and 1 6m th&nkful that

3.d. Evolutionary Psychology as a Lifechanging Epiphany

When manospherians present their life stories, it tendsndétude some sort of
transformative narrative, usually including a process or moment when they shed their former
mainstream feminist beliefs to embrace their new worldview. Often, this is presented as
di scovering fAthe truth ab o wiéncewfeatesrin.this nBrativee t i me
For example, when introducing himself, a MGTOW explains that he used to hawveetong
relationships and to cohabit with female partners, before real@ngreferred being alone. He
adds that he has since fAdiscovered the red pil
evolutionary explanati ons t olLkeyese ihea itext énfitttch mi ¢c s C

825 Heartiste On Game468.

826 For a summary of feminist critiques of evolutionary psycholegg, Chap. II, A, 108; Chap. I, B, 124.

827Amelia Tait, #ASpitting out the Red Pill: ForNewr Mi socg
StatesmanFebruary 28, 2017 https://web.archive.org/web/20231004102921/https://www.newstatesman.com/long
reads/2017/02/reddihe-red-pill -interview-how-misogynyspreadsonline, archived October 4, 2023.

828 Reasons for the popularity of evolutionary psychology in the manosphere are discu@sediision, 388.

829 The Private Man , i Bdieng Mahhamplhfeuwle Way, O Novembe
https://web.archive.org/web/20200814045124/https:/theprivateman.wordpress.com/2011/1 1/ 2A#veifud the-

manospheravay/, archived August 14, 2020.
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AConfessions of a reformed incel, 0 a man reco
nice toTfwame s finalyidelaed into the realm of the internet and discovered about
Game, dominance, attraction triggers, evo psy
perished, l i ke domRM2O®Es f al ling in unisono (

Here, there is no clear distinction between starting to delve into manosphere content and
into evolutionary psychology, the two being complementary, as in the personal story of this man
who recalls started becoming distrustful of women after a divorce:

AWith each new woman. . .| became more sensitiVve
what she said. Then | happened across some Red Pill Articles...and my eyes became wide open
although I didn't understand the REASONS behind a woman's behgvidy. they did what they
did...THAT didn't come unti | | came across art:i

Another MGTOW presents his discovery of evolutionary psychology as a transformative

mo ment . Beforehand, he describes |tanimayé¢hadl as c
much of an idea regarding the dynamic between the sexes because as a child | spent most of my
time by myself when | was home and didn't ten:

f{G]oing down the rather long rabbit hole of red pilled content such as that of a plethora of YouTube
content providers. It was from here that | began shaping all of my presentations at university around

evolutionary research regarding the contemporary dynareid ween t he sexes. [ é]
is a topic that | enjoy looking into outside of subjects such as health, and provides me with a
reference point when traversing everyday |ife

There are striking similarities and recurring features in those testimonies. The first one is
that discovering evolutionary psychology is usually concomitant, if not synonymous, with
discovering the manosphere. The second one is a feeling of epiphatife-ah@anging discovery
of previously hidden truths. This is something that feminist and progressive authors also recall:
how their encounter with the evolutionary behavioral sciences forced them to shed their blank slate
beliefs and rethink gender dynaisf*° However, this did not entail their abandoning their
commitment to feminism. After all, there is no fundamental incompatibility between evolutionary
sciences and feminism, as shown fostanceby the existence of feminist evolutionary
psychologist$3! The manosphere narrative differs in that it sees evolutionary psychology as deadly
to feminism, as expressed by this comment on
reason the manosphere is ensured victory in the long run. Once the restabaitgeand better
and connected to specific genes feminism is dead and the red pill gets much easier to swallow for
p e o pTRP, 801%) In those manosphere narratives, discovering evolutionary psychology is thus
part of a broader process, in which manospherians become antifeminist, renounce their ideas of
romantic | ove and gender egalitari am~iorslims and
epiphany is usually followed by a radical change in behavior or attitudes towards women, such as
becomingan adept of seduction, or on the contraryoluntary celibate MGTOW. Each time, this

8305eeChap. II, B, 127.
831 SeeChap. II, B, 122.
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change is based on the premise that female behavior is monolithic, invariable, and easily
understood through evolutionary psychology. The isextionexplores this use of evolutionary

science by manospherians regarding female behavior and evolved sex differences. One of the key
findings of this analysis, as already made evident by the examples discussed above, is the near
exclusive focus on women. Indeed, evmnary sciences are much more rarely invoked when it
comes to explaining mendés behavior, a doubl e
appropriation of scientific research on evolved psychological and behavioral adaptations.

B. INSTINCTS IN THE MANOSPHERE: INFLEXIBLE AND
FEMALE

B.1. Instincts as Invariable and Inflexible Imperatives

While evolutionary research does hypothesize about ingdiribest is, about evolved
propensitieso certain behaviofs it also emphasizes the flexibility of suphopensites most are
contextdependent and attuned to environmental influences. In fact, a lot of the research tries to
determine the extent and flexibility of those instincts: What specific cues trigger them? Are they
moderated by other environmental factors? Hasiable are they between individuals? ®fc.
However, the picture that emerges from manosphere discourse is quite different: individuals seem
to be moved by strong subconscious instincts with very little individual variation or environmental
flexibility.

l1.a. The AHardwiringo of Human Brains

This i1idea is illustrated by the rather com
discourse, conveying the impression that some behavioral responses are just irféVRatkap
Artist seduction guides insist on these in the context of (heterosexual) partner preferences:

AThere are certain hardwired attraction switec
conscious choice that people make. Rather, it's a response that they feel automatically as a result of
these switch®s being flipped.od

Here the response i s both wuniver scaniveyddfii n e\
by the fiswitchd metaphor. To some of these de
partner that women just simply cannot resist because of female nature, such as aloofness or
indifference:

832 See BussEvolutionary Psychology fiChapter 2: The New Sci entextookof Evol
version, 82144.

833 CambridgeOnlineDi ct i oHaadw, r ad, o ilf someone oparticslathimgt hi ng i
theyautomaticallydo it and cannothangehatbehaviour 0

https://web.archive.org/web/20171013161027/http://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/hgrdwired
archived February 15, 2022.
834 Mystery, The Venusian Arts Handbao®2.
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Anof al l the -wompd!| $§ ho mas f lethiveotheeisHescheth deepdrtamdariora
enduringly. Every woman, to a greater or lesser degree, feels the burn of lust and the agony of love

for a man who projects®% fAtake it or leave it?od

Whi | e dating coach Heartiste welrii age ®  hne
acknowledges its variability bet wAnetherpassagei vi d u :
reveals the rather ambiguous or evenwifigdra)i:
Indeed, the wiring does not seem very hard in that, Gsséis not universal and can even be
reinforced by environmental factors:

i Ha r lklieveobut it is often easier to bed a very young woman than an older woman, if you are
an older man. This is because 2% of women are specifically attracted to older men. It is-hard
wired in them, and this handiring can be reinforced by poor familypbringing resulting from
divorce of parents or absentee fath#rs.

The term Awiredo i s iausedin asimilarmenndr. fror éxamgple,c or p |
another dating coach writedA girl will never say that she wants a man with the temper of a grizzly
bear because that would force them t&lIltssdmit t
hard to determine whether the use of these terms is metaphorical: metaphors after all permeate
evolutionary science writing, making concepts and ideas more tangible and underst&fdable.
Saying that minds share a same fdAwiringo migh
adaptations of evolutionary psychology. Yet ,
in scientific literature. In fact, none of the textbooks in my undeigate science textbook corpus
empl oy either Awiredo or Ahardwired, 06 no dou
flexibility in the processes they descritié As explainedby psychologistlanet Shibley Hyde,
fiy oumbd Mer hear a good neuroscientist use the t¢

hardwired i t i s ®9Thesedsjustane&® occurrence of the term @
textbook Evolutionary Psychology: The New Science of the Nfihtivriting that something is
Aprewiredo gives the impression that there ar

not preclude later variations and flexibility. This metaphor is thus more aligned with the dominant
vision of human nature presentthe evolutionarysciences.

This widespread use of Awiringo metaphors,
manosphere. It can also be found in the popular science media that circulates on the Internet. Short

835 Heartiste On Game28.

836 |bid., 65.

837 RooshV, The Best oRoosh Volume OnéSelf-published, 2013), 16.

88 For exampl e, Richard Dawkinsdés fdAselfish geneodo metapt
sometimes the use of metaphors ends up planting wrong intuitions about biological process in the public, as explained

in Blanckeetal, Al ntuitions in Science Educatibon and the Publi

8% ' n fact, two evolutionary scientists have openly <chal

Hines, fASex Differences in the Brain: A Critlregched of t he
out to the two scholars for more details on this presentation, but they could not remember more.

80 Kim Armstrong, AfJanet Shibl ey AR ObservBrilankary 30S 2043, eot yp e
https://web.archive.org/web/20240305040615/https://www.psychologicalscience.org/observehijalesthyde
sinksstereotypesvith-datg archived March 5, 2024.

841 David Buss,Evolutionary Psychology: The New Science of the Mitelw York: Routledge, 2019g-textbook

version, 514.
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press articles describing the findings of psychological studies are indeed shared and cited quite
often in the manosphere. For example, the manosphere corpus contains hyperlinks to three such
articles entitled @ StMindedOthes @ ds s o H&Frdlergd +Healrfd r
Wi red Difference Between Male and Femal e Br ail
Readi®gndonwhy We Are Wi Yetewhiletthe us€ ofnthosecwiringd
metaphors to discuss biology is quite commonpt4ttheir prevalence in the manosphere is still
noteworthy, especially given their absence from the scientific literature itself.

In a rare occurrence of direct contact between academia and the manosphere, evolutionary
psychologist Michael Mills was invited to a discussion on a MGTOW YouTube ch#fidilis
video allows to directly compare the language of a manosphemi&&hadowith that of an
evolutionary psychologist. Strikingly, while =
timesovera5i nute interview, Professor Mills never
This is concordant with my analysis: while tfne speakers in the video seem to agree on most
points, manospherians are less wary of postulating strong and inflexible instincts than séntists.

Anot her document is quite revealing of the
manospherians. On incels. wiki, the AScientifi
studies®*® The studies are factually described, then sometimes followed by more speculative or
ideologicalincelor i ent ed refl ections in a fAdiscussiono
the term Ahardwiredo i s abusiioneHoynstanckthehdir t o t h
experi ment, Di Dio et al. tried to determine
t hat is a Abiological o (here, neur ol ogical)

credence to that idea, by showing activation dedént brain zones in different conditions (stimuli
judgedasbeautiful vs judgedisugly).*® Incels.wiki concludes its description of the study as

2T he University of Kansas, NeMisnd efidStQtdnhyd/iFsiérdd s druarb dieas iy
2016, https://web.archive.org/web/20210812223028/https://news.ku.edu/2016/02/18(rarfinds-our-desire
mindedothershardwired-controlsfriend-andpartney archived August 12, 2021.

835t eve ConneWi,r eidT hDei fHaerrdence Bet ween Male and Female Br
at MapRe adi ng, 6 0lIndependent, December 3, 2013,
https://web.archive.org/web/20210811123204/https:/www.independent.co Askyliééthehardwireddifference
betweenmale-andfemalebrainscould-explainwhy-menarebetterat mapreading8978248.html archived August

11, 2021

844 Gar et h Cook, i Wh y We Ar &cientMfii rAmetican,tOatobelC @2 n20t3f , 0
https://web.archive.org/web/20220214120854/https:/www.scientificamerican.com/articiemdne wired-to-

connect/ archived February 14, 2022.

845 Some dictionaries recognize this use, with Merddle b st er 6 s second def igeneticalpn of fAt
or i nnately deter mi negdednet iacnad |y al soor i nnately
https://web.archive.org/web/20220307134016/https://www.meriaahster.com/dictionary/hardwiredrchived

March 7, 2022.

846CS MGTOW, fAThe Evolutionary PsycholYagupe.coniNovdmber2d3 Sex ar
2018, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rrBFkofAd|&t=7s, consulted March 7, 2022.

847 This interview is analyzed at greater length beiowhap. VII, D, 369.

848 Il ncel s. wi ki, AThe Scientific
https://web.archive.org/web/20231225000334/https://incels.wiki/w/Scientific_Blackjgitchived December 25,

2023.

8%Cinzia Di Dio, Emiliano Macaluso, and Giacomo Rizzol at
Renai ss anc ePLGESONE pnb. dlr (2087): 6120hitps://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0001201
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foll ows: fResearchers state this suggests thea
pleasurable sensations it elicits are strongly hardwired intb oua i n s This exaroptee . 0
shows how findings about domains viewed by pe

into more deterministic, Astrongly hardwired«¢
universal and inflexible. More concerningly, sometiméssh fihar dwi redo i nterpr
original point of the research. I n their paper
et al . present the results of a surprising e»

aestheticpreferec es f or human faces did not dif%er fro
In their analysis, they argue that aesthetic preferences can just develop from general properties of
nervous systems, and do not have to be-$pexific adaptations. Since even chickens could be
trained to discriminate between human faces, there isasomeo posit a specific human adaptation

to faces. They do not argue however that humans and chickens share deeply embedded aesthetic
preferences as part of thelrarecevolutionary history. However, this is exactly the argument made

by incels.wiki

AThe findings provide support for the hypothes:s
faces are innate and hardwired in our 'lizard brain',ithahere is a deepeated desire for such

aesthetic features, and this desire even predates the evolution of modern humans, with the last
common ancestor of humans and chickens thought to have been a reptilian creature that lived more
than 310 million yes ago. The result strongly suggests that the preference for extremely masculine

and feminine faces is not a cultural ®onstruct

It can be noted here that this erroneous extension of the result findings is buttressed by a
web of extremely deterministic vocabulary an
Ahardwireds ®ataemdlo Afideetpi nct s t lmatd firme wnistoa wiry @ |
brains. o On the other hand is the view that
features would be a pure fAcultural construct.
hold that aesthetic preferences amombination of evolved propensity and specific sacilbural
influences, manospherians seem to oppose cultural constructionism so much that they embrace a
hyperdeterministic interpretation of evolutionary science.

1.b. Brain Metaphors

Evolutionary psychology dwells on the evolution of psychological mechanisms.
Sometimes, those mechanisms have a very ancient evolutionary history, and are thus shared with
other species. They are for example those revolving around basic emotions saeah asdf
aggression, whi ch most | y hdicontpieing structuces like tber ai n 6
amygdala which other mammals have in comi{tdowever evolutionary psychologists also
study behaviors that demand a high level of cognition specific to humans, and are located in more

850 I ncels. wi ki, AThe Scientific
https://web.archive.org/web/20231225000334/https://incels.wiki/w/Scientific_Blacamhived December 25, 2023

8%lst efano Ghirlanda, Liselotte Jansson, ankumaidNgtmeus Enqu
13, no. 3 (2002): 38389, https://doi.org/10.1007/s12140D2-1021-6.

852 Il ncel s. wi ki, AThe Scientific

https://web.archive.org/web/20231225000334/https://incels.wiki/w/Scientific_Blacamhived December 25, 2023
853 Allan Siegel and Hreday Sapiissential Neurosciencédth ed. (Philadelphia: Wolters Kluwer, 2019), 4876.
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recently evolved brain areas. This is, for example, the case of language, where the underlying brain
structures are mostly found in the temporal and frontal IBds.nt er est i ngl vy, ma n
appropriation of evolutionary psychology dwells primarily on the more ancient parts of the brain.

In those appropriations, behavior seems to be mostly controlled by the more ancient parts of the
brain, wher e tificd and pnintiopsrie. Quitd paradoxsgcally for a movemérich

prides itself onts rationality, Red Pillersften downplay the influence o&tionality compared to

emotions, which they c¢claim are fArelentless, ¢
(TRP, 2018):
A[ O] ur rational mind is |like a mouse trying t
el ephant s actions a little, and over a |ifet]i

the elephant at any single moment is very tenuous andotaimange what the elephant
fundament alRR 3018wvant so (

The primary determiner of behavior here appears to be ematiich rationality would be
unable to control, its only function being to provide aftexfact justifications. This is reminiscent
of the manospherebés Arationalization hamstero
surprising that these kindsf anal yses are mostly invoked whe]
Thus, the Red Pill post cited above goes on to advise reader about interacting with women:

must remember that you are speaking to he
d in the jungle or not. And no matter how
dent her consci ousy dae nmeocaunsoer ra pdpiRRRgr i daotl. eip:

O X I
o T

ou
I | e
nfi

er al brain metaphors drawn from popul ar
e in manosphere remdint ipamrs iocful ewo Ituhtoiscen .
, 0 the Ahindbrain, 0 andsthenvieéy ztahel ibmag e
consciously determined by the more anci el

=<

f ea
br a
as

c - W
o B BN el ¢))

o Al Tl his is the same old familiar competi:t
wi t TR®, 2q13)8°

o AAII of this is Iikely driven rdpwdudtitme r ept
i mmedi ately after food and shelter. It 6s
ranks the opportunity to scatter seeds up there with breathable air, which our conscious
mind continually rati oMRALZ0ESE behind wal l

o iWal king around in the store together i
domestic couple fanRUAR00®% in her |izard b

8%4Angela Friederici, fiiThe Brain Basi s olfPhysiolagca Revignes Pr oc e
91, no. 4 (2011): 135B2, https://doi.org/10.1152/physrev.00006.2011

855 This is demonstrated furthar Chap. VI, A, 286307.

856 Rollo TomassiThe Rational Mal¢Reno: Counterflow Media LLC, 2013), 118.

857 Paul ElamMen. Women. Relationships: Surviving the Plague of Modern Mascu(limitdon: LPS Publishing,

2019), 30.

858 Mystery, The Venusian Arts Handbqoko9.
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The notion of a Areptilianodo or Alizardo br
|l ate 1960s: Paul MacL e &hThistheori lecll thgt ouw brains Weze t r i L
separated in three layers, which reflected successive phases in human evolutionary history, namely
the more ancient or Areptiliando brain, the in
recent A ne oomplaxme,lthe reacortex. In his monograph on the subject, sociologist
S®hastien Lemer | e shows how MacLeanos si mpl
neuroscientists and has long been abandoned as an explanatory framework for tff8 brain.
Unsurprisingly, no mentions of either reptilian or lizard brains are to be found in my life sciences
textbook corpus. However, as shown by Lemer| e
scientifically reputable, has lived on ap@pularmetaphor, found in the media, the arts, or-self
help literaturé€®! In the manosphere as wétlpersistsand is used to convey the impression that
behavior stems from the most evolutionarily ar
it is used in neuroscience as a synonym for 0
the vertebrate meous system®&32

Although ancient brain structures do play a crucial role in countless features of human
behavior, I argue that the manosphpopenditygo use o
interpret evolutionary behavioral sciences in strongly deterministic terms. Indeed, those brain
metaphors are employed to represent unconscious, inflexible, and most of the time, irresistible
instincts. YouTuber CS MGT O kindnotisgljudcdtes whaats t h a't

conducive to the longerm biological surw a | of the species, 0 before
deterministic phrase of fAamygdala tyranny. o Y
behavior, CS MGTOW adds in typical manosphere
males arelessbuj e ct 0 t 08%3Byhceudely tegresenting gvolutionary psychology as the

sole study ofdeepeat ed instincts fAhardwiredo in our Al

the existence of higher cognitive functions in humans, which are no less the product of evolution
thanemotional mechanisms, and also underlie decisiaking and behavior. Moreover, as shown

in the next sectionthese ultredeterministic terms are disproportionately applied to discussing
womends behavior. The most deterministic term
Ai mperative, 0 which turns the st at itigstintac al t e
irresistible dictates of nature.

1.c Biological Imperatives

The term Ai mperative, 0 used as a noun as in
i mperative, 0 conveys the impression that humar
patterns, as exempl i fied byotiohshinstctsVdesir€3éicfaer u m |

859 paul MacLeanThe Triune Brain in Evolution: Role in Paleocerebral Functibiew York: Plenum Press, 1990).

860 Sébastien Lemerld, e Cer veau Reptilien: Sur L a(Pafio @NRIS &ditions,® d 6 un
2021).

861 For his investigation, the French sociologist has notably attended conferences and seminars, one on emotional
wellbeing and the other on conflict resolution, whose curricula were based on the reptilian brain duidcept,

862 Sjegel and Saprigssential Neurosciencg3-24.

883CS MGTOW, #fiThe Evolutionary PsycholYaugupe.coniNovember28 Sex ar
2018, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rrBFkufAdI&t=7s, consulted March 7, 2022.
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basically imperatives which try to get to do things to survive and reproduce. They were developed

by the trial and error of evolutionodo (MGTOW,
presented as secondary ta mblrihel dgripcalaltyiov eh arFdi
comes first, and then a thinking process (1|1 ke
2015)

In the manosphere, these imperatives are thought to radically differ between men and
women. The mal e | mp ®ocesdt matteehow shorti tdll dat, tigty,|pbog neh,n g :
or boring you may be, you have one option as a man. Die, or spread your genes to the next
g e ner aRR 20@8Y. In(similar fashionMysteryd s c¢cl assi ¢ seduction gu

gloomy Darwinianl i k e 1 nature will unapologetic¢ally weed your genes out of existence

if you dont take action and learn how tatat a ct w o%td@he comsequenoe of this is a
supposedly irresistible and constant sex driwv
ejaculate and produce sperm as often as possible, and having the drive and desire to want it every
waning mo maRrPt 2012)éQno t(he ot her hand, t he nf em:
synonymously with the term fihypergamy, 0 whi ch
therefore discussed at lengtiGhapter VBT hi s f emal e i mperative (or

to be a woman 0 s -stdtusj hglesouroes rnaten at, asaRollo iTgmassi puts it,
flongt er m provi sionalheooppgasmgs othe mali ehi mper at

to unlimit®d sexuality.o

Once agai n, as for Awiringo and Areptilia
ii mperatived is absent from the % intleed theci ence
evolution of true behavioral Aii mperativeso wo

survival and reproduction, particularly in a social species such as ours. Therefore, any inflexible
and irresistible instinct would end having detental consequences if followed obdurately: while
reproduction is paramount to maximizing fitness, it does not follow that males are always trying to
copulate in any given settif§ They also need to allocate resources to finding food, shelter,
avoiding predators, etc. These competing selective pressures favored the evolution of context
dependent and flexible mechani sms. Surely th

864 Mystery, The Venusian Arts Handbaokiii.

865 See Chap. VI, B, 1,,&ypergamy The Crown Jewel Manosphere Ideology, 308.

866 Rollo TomassiThe Rational Mal¢Reno: Counterflow Media LLC, 2013)50; 43.

867 The term is only used as an adjective in one of the textbooks to discuss research itself but not behavior, e.g.,
iinvestigating interactions between multiple hormones i
modeling why humansdevit e from t he general mammali an pattern of si
Shackelford, edsThe Oxford Handbook of Evolutionary Psychology and Behavioral Endocringhbepy York:

Oxford University Press, 2019), 438; 179.

8% More sophisticated Darwinian models coming from ani ma
more effort an individual puts into reproduction, the lower its chances of survival, so the lower its expectation of future
reproductive succesReproductive costs include allocation of resources to reproduction which would otherwise have
been spent on own growth and survival and the increased
Nicholas Davies, John Krebs, and StuartstVeds.An Introduction to Behavioural Ecologgth ed. (Oxford: Wiley

Blackwell, 2012) 16.
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reproduce is thus modulated by mechanisms to avoid disastrous fithness consequences such as the
genetic diseases caused by incest, or the dangers of openly attempting to mate with a woman who
is already partnered.

When investigating the London Pickdpr t i st communi ty, sociolo
discovered that the men she interviewed recurrently equated their involvement in the community
with the satisfaction of Aevol utbe central inytheinr mp er &
worldview and conception of self:

Al ]t is not entirely surprising that men enga
Yet thefrequencyand easewith which these were invoked by many of those | interviewed was
striking, as was theonfidenceandconvictionwith which they were presented. It quickly became

evident that this was not simply an explanatory frame that could be reached for when convenient;
rather, it functioned as a deeply held and embodied belief. Those who employed this repertoire were
utterly convinced of thie own evolutionarily ordained need for sex and felt compelled to explain

why they and other men must conduct their intimate lives in accordance with such biological
dict®t es. o

While this dissertation further explores t|
at |l ength, i1t can already be said that its pr .
both sexes is an abusively simplistic and witeterministic ®&trapolation of evolutionary
principles. This is consistent with the popularity of the tropes analyzed above, whereby
manospherians present instincts as irresistible unconscious forces, hardwired in the most ancestral
parts of the human brain. Tellinglyhi$ ultradeterministic account of the evolutionary
underpinnings of human behavior is disproportionately applied to women, ultimately leading to
their dehumanization.

B.2. Women as More Instinctual Creatures

As shown above, manospherians view the sexes as rather different. Women are seen as less
capable of logical reasoning, and more susceptible to act based on unconsciousdnvgodtber
they are called emotions, intuition, or instincts. To examine this &liasccurrences of the ultra
deterministic vocabulary on instincts from tBentralContent and Other Related Material sections
of corpus were tallie8’® For each occurrence, | determined whether the term was used to discuss
mendés or womends behavi or s, -neutral way. Foi each teransto u s e d

8690 6 N eJeduttion: Men, Masculinity, and Mediated Intimasbook location 58%.

%Due to frequent bans, platform migrations, and archiyv
Sample section could not be saved in a format which could be easily parsed. This section was thus excluded from this
analysis.
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determine if the gender difference was significanghasquaretest was ruf/! Results are
presented in tabl4.7 below®"2

Table 4.7. Manosphere Use of Ultradeterministic Vocabulary by Gender

About Men | About Women | Generic/Both Significance
Hardwired 7 27 29 Yes (X¥*=11.8, p < .001)
Wired 9 11 15 No (X?=0.2, p=0,65)
Imperative 24 165 38 Yes (X¥*=105.2, p <.001

These results confirm the analysis: women are more frequently presented as obeying
unconscious and fdAhardwi r edo ®bd thislalsogthe casd forthenp u | s
use of brain metaphors? The same procedure was applied for them, and results are presented in

table4.8below:

Table 4.8 Manosphere Use of Brain Metaphors by Gender

About Men | About Women | Generic/Both Significance
Lizard Brain 3 5 1 N/A
Reptilian Brain 5 1 4 N/A
Hindbrain 3 12 1 N/A

Those brain images are relatively less frequent than the ones above, making statistical
analysis unreliabl’* However, a clear pattern emesgieom those data. Overall, terms that
suggest powerful unconscious and inflexible instirsetems to belisproportionately applied to
women. This is visible in manosphere beliefs about women and their behavior.

2.a. The Uniformization of Female Behavior

Female behavior, when seen as primarily motivated by inflexible and irresistible instincts,
is therefore logically depicted as extremely uniform. All women are thought to behave in the same
way when confronted with the same situations. Thus, manospharepsone to generalize about
womends actions and persvomaldiot iamsl ¢ et enetnh & ouwm
psychologyin the following quotatioh

AiThere is a core group of female characteristi
o Emotional weakness
0 Lack of introspection

81Nonparametricchs guar e test run for each term, excluding the 7

the difference in gendered uses of the terms could be due to chkhizds.however based on the assumption that male
and female behavior are discussed with equal frequency in the manosphere discourse corpus.

2AHar dwirevd r@&diarand fAhard wiredo were included.
tallied.

873 For a detailed breakdown of the results by manosphere groupppeadix11, 506.

874 The chisquare test is underpowered when the contingency tables cell values are below five, as was the case for
each term here.

For n
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o Selfishness
0 Lack of logic and reason

It is important to know that these are female characteristicswiagd into the female brain. They

will never, ever go away. Perhaps one of my readers will delve evtfiationary psychology

behind this. Wi th that in mind, itdos utterly p
to behaVviBRP2Wel)Per o (

In fact, a popular adage in the manosphere, particularly among Red Pill, MGTOW, and
i ncel communities, i's AWALT, meaning #fAIl I Wo m
a manospher ethg teaisator that cedam fefmale characteristics and behaviour
patterns are universal a nTdh i usn ci hsa nogpepaobsl eedd t (oM G\T/
Al'l Women Are Like Thato), which the same gl o
defl ect any <criticism of f e mahisdelidia bomviemale r 6 (|
uniformity in behavior and personality might seem outlandish, it is rather strictly enforced in the
manosphere. Thus, when actions of women fit-gopei st i ng i mages of i f
manospherians are wont to use the AWALTchphrase. However, they dismiss or mock opposite
arguments which try to show female diversity, as in this MGTOW glossary entry on NAWALT:

AfThe perfectly fNhteaAlsled Wdmé h euery pftenbhieakdefronT h at ! !
women whenever any man criticizes the very real actions and behavior of the female collective. Not

to be confused with a valid argument, NAWALT is used to pull focus and conversation away from

the actions and be&bhavioowaraf th®% 1% ri nAmnstatt em
terms of the |lowest comd)h denominatoro (MGTOW

Here, AWALT is nuanced slightly, but still thought to hold in 99% of cases. This is
apparently justified by empirical observationsnob m e actuabehavior Rollo Tomassi makes
the same case iMhe Rational Male After saying that he used to believe in the existence of
exceptions to the Afemale i mperativedo of hype
Af ter studying sexual dynami cs, he now argue
Abehavd oatsoiacnes [ é] p r o vhypergamg evenanlthe garsbnglities 6f f e m
what wedd consider the most virtuegus |wodmere. dad
actsasall other womerdo. He concludes by dismissing the possibility of fundamental behavioral
and personality differences a%dher awolonen : A Th
discussions in the manosphere regarding the existence of women which would contradict the
AWALT principle. The consensus, however, is that those are as likely to exist as mythical

creatures. They are thus humor ounstieynanospHedree d fiu
saying he stildl believes in the possibility o
from the manosphereds monolithic view of ffema

of the AWALT principle.

% The Private M@&nYouiFdavei niotyTake the Good with the
https://web.archive.org/web/20210216163003/https://theprivateman.wordpress.com/2011/12/06/fepoininity
haveto-takethe-goodwith-the-bad/ archived February 16, 2021.

S MGTOW. com, fGlossary of Terms, 0
https://web.archive.org/web/20210104143807/https://www.mgtow.com/glosaechived January 4, 2021.

877Rollo TomassiThe Rational Mal¢Reno: Counterflow Media LLC, 2013), 190
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This strong belief in female uniformity is linked to hypotheses from evolutionary biology,
which predict greater variability in male mammals. One of those is based on sexual selection: since
reproductive variance, and thus selective pressusgyreater for male mammals, males might
exhibit more variability on those traits which are sexually selé¢fe&hother is linked to genetics.

In mammals, males are the heterogametic sex (they have X and Y chromosomes) while females
have two X chromosomes. Variation in traits linked to thehXomosomes should therefore
logically be averaged in females, but nomra | e s : ARAs a resul t, mal e n
show larger variability than females in all traits that are, at least to some extent, influenced by X
chr omos o mé&t Onahe bteel lrasd, fémale mammals are known to have fluctuating
hormone levels across the estrous cycle, which can cause fluctuations in emotions, personality, and
behavior. In that regard, greater variability should be expected in sex horelatesl trés,

relatively to males who do not undergo such cyclical ch&#g€his fluctuation has in fact
traditionally warranted exclusion of females from biomedical research satfipEsipirical

evidence for these hypothesesnixed. A metaanalysis of body size variability in 385 different
species of mammals, birds, insects, and butterflies lent support to the idea that chromosomes have
a causal influence. Indeed, in mammals and insects where males are heterogametic, male body size
was more variable than female body size, while the opposite was true for birds and butterflies,
where females are the heterogametic®&R metaanalysis of 293 studies of sex differences in

mice compared variability between the sexes on suite of 9932 traits, ranging from social behavior
to physiology. Although overall greater variability was found among males, this was a small effect:
for thousands of traits, females weretuallymore variable. There were some traits in which one

sex showed much more variability than the other (two standard deviations from the mean): 370
traits for males, and 271 traits for females. The data seems to defy any simple and uniform pattern
of greatermale variability in mammal®? In another metanalysis of 218 traits among 26,900

mi c e, resear cher s canmalytclresute also dlich reott suppot @ icansisténne t a
pattern of either higher mal ®Far exanple,lhey foundy or
greater variability in males for morphological traits, but females were more variable on
immunological traits. These results suggest that trait variability is indeedifseventiated but

does not follow any one simple and unidirenal pattern.

8 Andrew Pomi ankowski and Ander s Pape Pke&ekdingsrBiologicAl Res ol |
Science260, no. 1357 (1995): 229.

%Kl aus Reinhold and Leif Engqgvist, Hduion67Vr.ri2 @)l i ty | s
3662 68, https://doi.org/10.1111/ev0.12223662.

880 To see a summary of those different hypothesesSsees anne Zaj it schek et al ., i Se
Variabilty and Its EceEvol uti onary and St aeliies 9 i @GR0): e®63&VP,l i cat i
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.63170

881 For a theoretical and empirical critique of that tradition, see Brian Prendergast, Kenneth Onishi, and Irving Zucker,

AFemal e Mice Liberated for | ncl usi bleurodcienceNeBiobebasiardl e nc e a
Reviews10 (2014): 15, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2014.01.001

8Reinhold and Engqvist, AThe Variability |Is in the Sex
8prendergast, Onishi, and Zucker, fAFemale Mice Liberate
884Zajitschek et al ., fASexual DiBwoorlpuhtiisomairny Tarnadi tStVaatriisatbi
6.
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In humans, greater male variability has been found for some morphological traits such as
adult height or birth weigh® but this concept has mostly been relevant in res&aacid
controversied around personality, creativity, and intelligerf®.Indeed, tests of cognitive
abilities like 1Q testoftenshow different distribution in scores, with comparable means between
men and women, but more variability in men, i.e., more extremely high and low values. Results
tend to bedistributed in a patterhschematically represebelowin figure 4.4887

Figure 4.4. Pattern of Gender Differences in Cognitive Abilities Tests
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88 AnneCat herine Lehre et al ., iGreater I ntrasex Phenotyp:e

Aspect of the Gender Dé&eldpmentalePsymisologgln noHZ (2@0A)s 19806,
https://doi.org/10.1002/dev.20358

886 For discussions of the validity of the greater male hypothesis regarding personality, see Lauren Harrison, Daniel
Nobl e, and Mi c h a eAnhalysiseoh $ex Diffeences finAAnirivbe Peesonality: No Evidence for the

Greater Male Variability Hypothéss , Biological Reviews 97, no. 2 (2022): 67907,
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.1281Mar co Del Gi udi ce and Steven Gangestad, ¥

Variability Hypot hesi s: A CommenAmalyysors tdr rAmiomal etPe
Evolutionary Psychological Scienc® no. 3 (2023): 29300, https://doi.org/10.1007/s408d83-00358z; for
assessment of the greater male variability hypothesis on creativitg,lseei st a Tayl or et al ., AGe

Variability in Creative Ability: A Systematic Review and MeAaalysis of the Greater Male Variability Hypothesis
in Cr e a fourmal tof ,Personality and Social Psychology26, no. 6 (2023): 11679,
https://doi.org/10.1037/pspp0000484

8See such distributions of results in Steve Strand, -
Abilities Test Scor @8sgtishJdurnd ¢f EdNationabPsyaHologp,ine. 8 (2008):,46380,
https://doi.org/10.1348/000709905X509467 3; Davi d Lohman and Joni Lakin, ACoO
the Cognitive Abilities Test acr osRBritisikCdurmat of EdecationalGr ade s ,
Psychology79, no. 2 (2009): 389107, https://doi.org/10.1348/000709908X3546399; Wendy Johnson, Andrew
Carothers, and | an Deary, fASex Differences in Variabild]i

Perspectives on Psychological Sciers;eno. 6 (2008): 51181, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1746924.2008.00096,x
525.
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https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-6924.2008.00096.x

In 2005, Harvard president Larry Summers created controversy in a speech on diversifying
the maledominated fields of science and engineering. He attributed parthisf male
overrepresentation to difference in variability: he argued that studying STEMs at the highest level
required extraordinary cognitive abilities (three to four standard deviations above average),
therefore, he claimed, part of the gender gap cbeldcxplained by the greater proportion of
extraordinarily smart me#¥® Summers made it clear that this was just a hypothesis, and also
mentioned other factors, such as gendered soci
better than to be proved wrongo on thi@Q@ dAunf
distribution. His remarks created a storm of controversy, in no small part because they echoed

earlier sexist doctrines on womends congenita
Despite the political uproar, which presumably contribu@chis resignation from Harvard,
Summer sd6s argument I's seen as a plausible h

educational and achievement gender gaps in ST¥Ms.

This controversy seems wdhown to manospherians, which regularly mention this
variability difference in intelligence and even provide explanations for it:

o A[ Ml en occupy a wider variation on paramet el
incredibly smart, while women occupy a comfy medium. There is less variation in performance
and abilities among women than there is among men. It turns out that,emageythe
intelligence of men and %omen is the sameo (|

o Ai[T]his is because the distribution of 1 g bet
are going to be more extremely smart men than there are women, but more extremely dumb
men than there are women. The reason this happens is because men gremedegenetic
mutations which gives them different traits
(incel, 2019)

Predictably, and as in other controversies around thbuttin issue of psychological sex
di fferences such as the Damore Google memo sca
and Larry Summe®!They think that the outrage caused

8 L arry Summer s, iRemar ks at NBER Conference on Diver
Cambridge, Massachusetts, January 2005,
https://web.archive.org/web/20240205125851/https://www.harvard.edu/presidensipesches
summers/2005/remariet-nberconferenceon-diversifyingthe-scienceengineeringworkforce/ archived February 5,

2024.

889 For Johnson et al., however, this cannot be the whole story. Indeed, they argue that at the highest levels of measured
intelligence, the ratio of men to women is 2:1, whereastaaiemale ratios for faculty positions in elite universities

in physical siences, mathematics, and engineering range between 7:1 to 14:1, pointing to the likely influence of other
factors, such as sex differencesingelb nf i dence or covert sex discriminatior
Differences in VariabilityinGe e r a | I ntelligence, 0 5209.

80 St ephen Jarosek, iLessons from Nature: Brain i n a
https://web.archive.org/web/20230530045838/https://avoiceformen.com/women/A&ssomsaturebrainin-a-vat/,

archived May 30, 2023.

891 As explained above imtroduction, 16.
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var i &%rceev,edal that f@d[s]cience has probably beel
(MRA, 2014) His case is seen as an unjust feminist witaht, in which he was castigated for
iperfectly scientific wnbrelyespeaking hen ¥¥lafady, M&A, 20
concept of greater male variability enjoys wide popularity in the manosphere and extends to many

ot her domai ns. I n an article entitled AMen Ar
uses the male variabi | es butseemigglymdends itta all@ameas ofS u mm
life:

iSi nce men vary more in characteristics, it foo
hi ghest achievers in many areas. [ €] As a resu
should see the highest levels dominated by men, with the rélsé ofien in the field and most

women among those who perform in the field competently but without great distinction. If the
highest achievers in a field are mostly men, then we should expect the highest paid members of the
field to be®hmostly men too. o

He goes on to celebrate the superior achievements of men in politics, business, chess, and
the arts. Male variability thus becomes an overarching explaining factor for any difference in
careers or achievements, prompting Brockway to dismiss traditionali$¢explanations centered
around the historical discrimination of women:

iSome argue that female scientists have been m
men. That may be true in some cases, but the reverse is true also. Marie Curie is often remembered

for conducting groundbreaking research in to radioactiwtyst know her name, but few know

that she collaborated with two other scientists for this @drkr husband, Pierre Curie, and Henri
Becquerel. Marie was actually the junior of the three scientists. Despite this, she is often believed

by the wider communjtto have made significant discoveries on her own, with the efforts of her
husband and Be®juerel forgotten. o

I n an article entitled fAiAre Men More Intell
Harry makes thsame argument. After explaining the link between the heterogametic nature of
mal e chromosomes and v bothitha lighdstiandyhe lowest intellgencel u d e
l evel s of men are mor e €%3orfae thisis nothiagrthatacaneotbe h o s e
found in scientific publications. Yet -flerhe add
levels, women havénhgot a hope of competing with men either in terms of their number or in
terms of their achievements. o The conclusion |

82 Robert Brockway, i Me n Ar e Exceptional,h o A Voi c
https://web.archive.org/web/20240205140251/https://avoiceformen.com/featurealieexceptional2/, archived
February 5, 2024.

Anonymous, f@dPeer Reviewed Re 3heMasculine PrifidipkeMaidto 11y2016r ai | o f
https://web.archive.org/web/20210105094916/http://masculineprinciple.blogspotarchived January 5, 2021.
84 Robert Brockway, i Me n Ar e Exceptional, o A Voi c

https://web.archive.org/web/20240205140251/https://avoiceformen.com/featureaifeexceptional?/, archived

February 5, 2024.

895 |pid.

86  Angry Harry, AAre Me n Mor e Intelligent t ha
https://web.archive.org/web/20201112010854/http:/www.angryharry.com/esMenareMorelntelligentthanWomen.htm
archived November 12, 2020.
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AiThus, there is not so mudsdiimimafory menpdidmghtackthe i | i ng
realisation of statistical parity between men and women in the higher echelons of the world, the
women's relative lack of success in these lofty places mdae due to the choices that they make
andtheirless ari able geéHetic makeup. o

This is a prime example of manosphere appropriation of science. A simple scientific
observation (greater male variability in IQ scores) is exaggerated and extended until it reaches a
l evel of generic truth (fAsi nc ehigmeeathelona ofyhe mor e
worl do) . I n f a c t-gnalyaes onsntice, whren rheasurindy fer thausands of traits,
results on intrasexual variability on those traits inevitably become much more nuanced-and bi
directional. However, the assumption énés that males are more variable on just about any trait,
which can be used to justify domination of any field by men. At once, the feminist framework is
invalidated and its explanations dismissédt hi s i s mostly why women,
SPEAKING, will never be able to compete successfully with men intellectually and nor, therefore,
in any task or job whi h898ﬂ'm|$|ha$aepeuﬂuetmplr&:allectL
observation turned into a general and unbreakable ruIe of nature and society, which conveniently
upholds male superiority and turns feminism into an evideleoging antiscience movement.

Moreover, this neatly fits into the manosphere trope of female uniformity, exemplified by
the AWALT acronym. In fact, a Red Piller argues that while AWALT is u e , Athe trut
NAMAA (not all men are alike). Men are numero
(TRP, 2018)In the manosphere, this uniformity is illustrated by common mentions of the idea that
Awomen are herd |Iikeo (TRP, 2014). I n contras
are thought to be independent fWemdmi aker he
creaturesd and thus women find 6truthdéd or rig
whattheher d believes is cor r e&%evenihitastl+1wdythecanothob el i e
of theMasculine Principlevr i t es. On t he ofi]tis menwhoansistthat it&=2,g o e s
ldomd care how much Y%BAsimiao masospimereometaghor is that of the
beehive, which is also someti mes usAithbugh o al |
discourse analysis does not allow to conclusively determine underlying psychological dynamics, it
seems that the manosphere vision of women is an example of the outgroup homogeneity bias. This
is the tendency tmistakenlyperceive members of an outgroup (here, women) as more similar than
me mber s o-firoum (hexed men)i This ubiquitous psychologibes which has been
documented n many contexts, mi ght | ay the foundat:i
female nature, but it is cemdy also buttressed and exacerbated by their enthusiasm for
evolutionary biological accounts of sex differences.

897 |bid.

898 |bid.

8¥Anonymous, fASoci al Strategy: WHAhe Maseutine BrimnaipleMactm1d,t Ar gue
2015,
https://web.archive.org/web/20210105100950/http://masculineprinciple.blogspot.com/search/label/Chapter%203%2
0-%20The%20Gender%20Warchived January 5, 2021.

WAnonymous, fiThe Garden of Ede Mhe MEsouline PrindipieMasce1ls and Rel
2015, https://web.archive.org/web/20210105095757/http://masculineprinciple.blogspot.com/2015/03/esgets
andrelative-truth.htm| archived January 5, 2021.
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There are consequences to the manosphereds
female nature, as shown by the isceiki entry on AWALT,whi ch argues that aif
be o6not |like other girls, o YWosnemds tiodbei da:
denied, as well as their capacity for rational decismaking, which can in turn justify a complete

disregard of their motives and agency.

2. b. ANever Pay Attention to What they Say:

As discussed above, manospherians tend to present human behavior in a very deterministic

way, where decisioma ki ng i s solely determined by insti

average person decides with their rational mind, when in reality afmaagical drives decide

on their behalf and the rational mind only rusbet amps t he emoti onal dec

2014) . Moreover, this type of framing is most
o iThey candét help it. Women are natSorally
be oneo (MGTOW, 2006)
o TWomeno6s | ives are governed(M&YOW 20073t ant | y
o "A woman has no contr ol or choice over fe
a creature acting in acc@rd with her biol
Since women are thought to all behave in

knowl edge of biology and evolutionary psychol
and relationsehtpsywutbntdbeemt afnd womenés fundar

the power to manipulate youo (TRP, 2018) . Ma
students of female nature, who apply the findi
i neitth i nteractions with women. I n doing so, th
actions, rather than |Iistening to their words.
cannot communicate their moetnidwse sb edira viimotre ntsi osmno
through the prism of evolutionary theory. Mo

hypot hesized by evolutionary psychology are u
actions urRhliwn domevshat justifies the princi
wor ds, as do all psychologists studying the wu
urges his reader to apply this principle:

iWomen reject men all the time for reasons tha
evolutionary psychology is taken into consideration, the reasons for those rejections become much,
much clearer. As well, when the social expectations arepsttimway and those pesky words

¥l ncel s. wi kihitps:/fivaIBHIVE.oradweb/20240208155735/https://incels.wiki/w/AWARFchived

February 8, 2024.

“Edward Adams, fiThe Equality MovemeReturnbdfKingdgMarcoZyi ng Wo me
2014, https://web.archive.org/web/20180126104609/https://www.returnofkings.com/304@2ftlaétymovemert
is-allowing-womento-tyrannizemen archived January 26, 2018.

903 Moreover, evolutionary theorists have argued that even the motives that we consciously believe in might in fact be
self-deceptive. Indeed, evolution of the propension to deceive oneself might have been adaptive if it allowed to better
deceive others. RobeTrivers,Deceit and SelDeception: Fooling Yourself the Better to Fool Oth@rsndon: Allen

Lane, 2011).
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ignored, the actions of women reveal all. All red pill men must examine and plan/react accordingly
to thos¥ actions. o

He concludes by saying that A[b]iology al we
reader s thewofd$, iedpechnthe actions. The words represent the social expectation. The
actions represent °mhesiskline of ®asonm@which coufnl be justifiedv e . 0
in research. Fanstane, experimental psychologists often deceive research subjects who are told
to perform bogus tasks or answer useless questions while they are being observed on something
completely different. Sometimes, psychological research designs allow to assesk iepgap st at e
preferences and motives match their actual decisionbetmal/iior For example, in a 2008 dating
study, Eastwick and Finkel found that people underestimated the importance of physical
attractiveness when asked about their partner prefese their actual behavior in the subsequent
speeddating experiment proved to be driven by aesthetics much more than they cared t8°admit.
Commenting on this experimeimgcels.wikielaborates:

fiStudies like this suggest why it may not be useful to ask women what is most important to them,
as in many scientific studies (mainly those relying on rating traits of hypothetical partners, or self
reported preferences), they have not been able to diablecor factual answers on this subject. As

in most cases, nature is best learnt through objective observation i.e. revealed preferences vs. stated
prefer%nces. o

This reveals a clear gender bias which is absent from the scientific literature: no
psychologist would argue that this principle should only apply to women. On the other hand, even
though the original experiment concerned both genders, the takeaway étz imica wel
established manosphere principle: women are not to be believed when they talk about their motives
or preferences. To manospherians, these are just layers-fhgtogustifications provided by their
rationalization hamster. Since women atethe same (AWALT), knowledge of evolutionary
biology is the best tool to understand them, while their words can be ignored or dismissed. This is
a common argument among incels, as exemplified by the popularity of a Reddit post entitled:
ANever tpiagn ata ewhat they say, only what they ¢

More generally, the ideaafi sr egar ding the content of won
as illustrated by much of the advice found regarding interactions with women. For example, Red
Pillers and Pickufrtists believe that women often unconsciously test men through what they call
Alkit tests. o A shit test is defined as a remal
to gauge a °RSeduttion coazhes dnd Red Pill writers provide the same advice to

04 The Private Ma n , fiHe 6 s About To Take The
https://web.archive.org/web/20200814064343/https:/theprivateman.wordpress.com/201 1/06i2&estake
the-red-pill/, archived August 14, 2020.

905 |pid.

Wpaul Eastwick and Eli Finkel, fiSex Differences in Mate
Desire i n a RoJoarnalt af @erséhality tandeSo6ial Bsycholo§¢, no. 2 (2008): 24%4,
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022514.94.2.245

907 Il ncel s. wi ki, AThe Scientific

https://web.archive.org/web/20231225000334/https://incels.wiki/w/Scientific_Blackjgitchived December 25,
2023.
The Red Pill concept oiflV,iTs2Bli.t testo is explored furth

204


https://web.archive.org/web/20200814064343/https:/theprivateman.wordpress.com/2011/06/28/hes-about-to-take-the-red-pill/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200814064343/https:/theprivateman.wordpress.com/2011/06/28/hes-about-to-take-the-red-pill/
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.94.2.245
https://web.archive.org/web/20231225000334/https:/incels.wiki/w/Scientific_Blackpill

their readers: a shit test should never be taken seriously. Rather than answering the concern

expressed, a man shoul d show hyosneednodustbdsd#ly enc e
or not answer . Shit tesHsrarageasy womemds oa(
systematically be di smi ssed by assuming bett

instinctual motives. Similarly, there are many guides in the manosphere that advise men on how to
communicate with women. A recemtfeature of those is to decipher some hidden meaning behind
womenos words. Here again, through psychol ogi
nature, their actual words are considered irrelevant.

As evolutionary psychology enthusiasts, manosphere activists perceive themselves as better
suited to understand female behavior than women themselves. While a sole focus on behavior
might make sense for behavioral scientists, this principle has distucbmgequences when
extended to everyday life or to the ideological domairshemsvnby the following examples on
sexual violence and rape, where womends agenc
manosphere users regularly comment on the abgedafrsexual submission fantasies in popular
romance novels such &fty Shades of Greyaking this as evidence of despated andniversal
female desire®’°Red Pill writer lan Ironwood, who happens to work in the porn industry, concurs:

ARomance novel s, t he popul ar ones, al | have
personalities. Men with controlling natures have a particular ailudemination runs extremely

high on the list of common female fantasies. And the plot lines feaemgypf rape and neaape

i far more than porn can ever claim.

Let me assure you, if a movie came ac¥itss my
wo ul dn 6t Bugheandreds of lrothance novels sell every hour on Kindle and Nook, replete
with control and malel omi nat i on. You want Arape cultureo?

Ladies. Video porn istholesom& y ¢ o mp°&r i son. o

According to dating coach Heartiste, these submission and rape fantasies in fact belong to
the univer sal pfogramaingg fihi ndbr ai no

ARape fantasy reflects a deep, i nbor n, uncomp.
helpless, almost childlike, by a more powerful man. It is the submissive scrawling of their
hindbrains, a message in a novel sailing forth from the female lintbig la i °##t h . o

A Red Pill writer el aborates in an article

AThe only way -hared, soviallsnmaladfusten fandiwkatesican even begin (vainly)
to fight against this deeqwoted lizardbrain urge is to try and recruit the higher brain functions to

909 E L. JamesFifty Shades of GrefNew York: Vintage Books, 2012). This originally s@lfiblished British erotic

romance novel became one of the world bestselling books in th20hik.

910 |ronwood,The Manosphergil t shoul d be noted here that the same sce
in romance novels are actually forbidden in video porn by most reputable porn companies, what is known as
O6positive outcome rape. 6 That hies o, wiaeand tdbaklecatdsi ne 1 $ ki
49%

9111bid., e-book location 87%

912 Heartiste On Game201.
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momentarily subvert it. They must indoctrinate the higher brain, insist tenaciously that women are
an oppressed class, and inspire wolREBA0I8 o defy

This passage features all the elements reviewed so far, beginning with many references to
the brain. First, the f endedlgadbe i me ufrgre. DuRA®I
is part of women &° Yeh teministsery to fight #i By iusingmatéomalty. aad
higher brain functions, but tHRPédletiemabel g, awoi

rationality fails to -iownginccto submitttohtleeicomménpdsooie r f u
d o mi n a n tTRM20L8% Istérestingly the motivations of feminists are not examined: why

they would mobilize against male domination ar
are an oppressed classoOo) seems irrelevant. An

a delberately provocative explanation:

il al s o1 asphe psydhaanalgtical icing on the cake of the rape culture hybtéra

sexually undesirable feminists are motivated by hindbrain fury at the very idea of male sexual desire,

of which rape is one particularly barbaric manifestatiéeminists hate the rapist skulking in the

dark alley, because they suspect hat he would

These examples show the rhetorical power of dismissing motivations altogether: women
might be mobilizing against male domination, but this is just because they secretly crave it. In fact,
those who are most vocal against it rmaglly crave it the most. Once again, the invocation of
brain metaphors (Ahindbrain furyo) dresses th
of canonical PUA texiThe Mystery Method®!® feminist scholar Amanda Denes highlights the
dangers of the manosphereds di?% BhHeshewsnhavthist t i t u
seduction guide confuses biology and sexual conselysteryencourages his readers to escalate

sexual i nteractions with women, even if they
should stop,d6 just agree with her... and then
to undr®¥Bse haestdfies this disregard for wome
womends nature and implicit desire for sexual

the right methods. Denes therefore argues that women are viewed as controllakleaboeli¢han
autonomous people throughadttieMysteryMethod

AThe i mplications of such a method are the per
sexuality. First, the text promotes the false idea that women's sexuality is both uniform and
controllable, and thus that with the appropriate techniques waae be persuaded to engage in

3 MerriamWe bst er Onl i ne Di aconipater progyams ddriadinednmperananentlyoin dihardware
device (such as a readn | y me imips:/fveb,akchive.org/web/20240208140426/https://www.merriam
webster.com/dictionary/firmwararchived February 8, 2024.

41 n manospher e i mag e rhyiredf dodallymelna d jonns toefd fAnaenodn whal es o w
summon stereotypes of feminist women, usually depicted as sexually unattractive and overweight.
WErost, A6RamanCéhttueédwas wage an unjust war against

2013, https://web.archive.org/web/20201111191928/https://www.returnofkings.com/2208tritpewas
manufacturedo-wageanunjustwar-againstmen archived November 11, 2020.

916 Mystery, The Venusian Arts Handbook.

"Amanda Denes, AiBi ol ogy as Consent: Problematizing t hi
Womenédés Studi es 3JI4mo.b 201H:t14110,htend:/ddr.ay/10.0016/].wsif.2011.05.002

918 Cited inibid., 417.
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sexual activity. This idea puts the heterosexual male in control of the interaction and removes
women's agency and diversity in sexual pursuits. A second problematic idea put forth in the text is

the belief that all resistance is token resistance. Pragesuich incorrect concepts as facts to large
audiences may increaseworden r i sk of nonconsensual or forced

Her analysis concurs with much of what has been analyzed above. In the manosphere, men
claim such knowledge of female bi obgegyand hat t
autonomy. Denying someoneds capaci tnyakifgoan r at i
in turn justify all/l kinds of subservience and
their parents, or animals their masters? As meléar by Denes, it is hard to read such
pronouncements without concern for the conclusions drawn by the readers of these prescriptive
manosphere texts. In fact, there is evidence than this translates intibera#titudes among
manospherians. For hehabgraphic immersion in the London Pick@pist community, Rachel
O6 Nei | | conducted dozens of i nt eStefan andvRahul She
position themselves disensed o contravene womenods stated des

women Oreallyd want, 0 before concluding that ¥
system o f% @nsuppasingly, [selkefs i the rardndfile community members mirror
those found in that communityds key texts.

Sexual consent is supposed to occur between equal and autonomous people, an equality
which is often strained in manosphere texts o
consider the nature of heterosexual intercourse, it quickly becomesuslwity women, even in
our oOprogressiveod er ¥ Toepreacupyingimagdryofskaery éckoesp d o0
a broader trend in which women are dehumanized through the use of biology.

2.c. AThey are Beasts Themselveso: The Dehi

We have already seen how women are pictur
imagery. This animalistic portrayal of female behavior sometimes leads down a dangerous path of
dehumanization and violence. In its milder forms, it is mostly a paternalisticle women just
obey their instincts, so they should not be held accountable for their actions, as is the case for non
human animals:

o fl was trying to figure out if | should remain angry. | then realized they were PROGRAMMED
by Evolution to behave in a certain way and they were largely unaware of their own
programming.

One doesn't get angry at a snake for .it being

o Al think women are different [é] This is stu

they don6ét even understand it. They dondt kr
®Denes, fBiology as Consent, o 418.

920 0 6 N e $etluction: Men, Masculinity, and Mediated Intima&@7. The researcher changed the names of the
interviewees to protect their privacy.

2lEdward Adams, fAThe Equality MovemeReturnbdfKingdgMarcoZyi ng Wo me
2014, https://web.archive.org/web/20180126104609/https://www.returnofkings.com/304@pftilaéitymovement
is-allowing-womento-tyrannizemen archived January 26, 2018.
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much | i ke a dog wil!/ do a certain thing, and
2017)%?2

In those two examples, even though female autonomy and responsibility are completely
denied on the basis of instinct, the tone is meant to be benevolent. The first MGTOW says
discovering evolutionary psychology reduced his anger towards women, and Wigoormmpares
them to dogs goes at |l ength in the interview i
is going to sound a bit negative. And again,
the way theyore deuti Itth e ifidde a otnhdat wamPtBefoms i n a
going further, it must be noted that the examples analyzed below only represent the most extreme
fringes of the manosphere. A | ot of manospher
Rights movement, would doubtlessly disavow those i&asowever, these are the most extreme
manifestations of the more widespread tropes and beliefs presented alheve denial of
womenos individuality and agency i s a breedini

In the incel community in particular, women are routinely dehumanized. Indeed, the most
popular term to refer to women is that of d@afe
and Ahumanoi do or Aandr oi d. 0 S o ocopealy adgii thet Wi n
dehumani zing purpose of this term: AoFemoi do
dehumanising term for womeno t hatt®iitsrepprsomd 06t o
the incel phenomenon for the European Commission, the Radicalisation Awareness Network also
notes that Adehumani sation of women IS commonyf
in addition to @Afemoi damd iaqicrells ad s FhThied 0 d
dehumanization is however not limited to incels: a team of Big Data researchers have found similar
prevalence of dehumanizing jargon among MGTOW commuriities.

As argued by philosopher David Livingstone Smith, dehumanization has historically been
the handmaid of mass violence and genocide: it is much more likely that such atrocities would be

2Ronin Man, iThe Predatory Femal e: READ AT YOUR OWN
https://web.archive.org/web/20210121095635/https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HPeM9bFWIXE&ab channel=R
oninMan archivedJanuary 21, 2021.

923 |bid.
For example, rule nAl10 of the r/mensrights subreddit
this doesn't include post s about gener al traits of \

https://web.archive.org/web/20240430204154/https://www.reddit.com/r/MensRigtdived April 30, 2024.
Wi nni e Chang, -Féninmein thedneed Imagimatien: Investigating the Representation of Women as

O0Femoi ds o on Feminhi® r aMedia e ISteidies 22, no. 2 (2020): 2540,
https://doi.org/10.1080/14680777.2020.18049%.6
%Radicalisation Awareness Networ k, Al ncel s: A First Sc

Challenges for P/ CVEO (European Commission, 2021), 6. I
is explicitly defined asadehumarz i ng t er m o shortifonnongpérsonsiviefkrs to \@osenfin the sense

t hat t hey ar e not human, o Il ncel s. wi ki,
https://web.archive.org/web/20240711164508/https://incels.wiki/w/Italian_incelosnehéved July 11, 2024.
2"Tracie Farrel!l et al ., AOn the Use of Jargon and Wor

Ma n o s p h eletle AGM Conference on Web Science We b Sc i 620 (New Yor k: Assoc
Machinery, 2020), 22130, https://doi.org/10.1145/3394231.3397912
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committed on populations who are c&hGhanger ed
concur s: Aol ncel sd understanding of O&6womend i
6femoids,d a term that dehumani ses women i nt ¢
justi fi aB9Whileeausalitytischdrd to establish, it is therefore unsurprising to find the

most extreme dehumanization of women among the only manosphere community to have inspired
several deathly attacks. In Santa Barbara killér iE o t Rodgerds premortem
dehumani zation could not be made much <cl earer
evolution):

AWhy do women behave | i ke vicious, stupid, cru
starvation? Why do they have a perverted sexual attraction for the most brutish of men instead of
gentlemen of intelligence? | concluded that women are flawegteTih something mentally wrong

with the way their brains ar e Milkethiekihg. Theywarei f t he
incapable of reason or thinking rationally. They are like animals, completely controlled by their
primal, depraved emotiomd impulses. That is why they are attracted to barbaric, wild -lileast

men. They are beasts themselves. Beasts should not be able to have any rights in a civilized
soci®®ty. o

After Rodger emailed this autobiographical text to his acquaintances, he then drove to a
sorority house and went on a killing spree before shooting hifi$éfthough this is a rare and
extreme case, no doubt driven by the killerads
themes and dynamics of the incel community.

In the manosphere, evolutionary psychology and related fields are used to highlight the
extent and importance of human instinetkichare conceived as strong and inflexible, with little
room for environmental input or interpersonal differences. In the ideological struggles around the
blank slate, manospherians have firmly embraced the side of nature, to a degree that often goes
beyond tle scientific state of the art. This is embedded in a wide web of metaphors, concepts, and
associationsinbBbramdifihaaddi bedo metaphors whi
to claims about mal e variability and female
seemingly scientific terminology to depict wo
of this psychological frame of analysis results in another double standard absent from the scientific
' iterature: womends words are ignored, for or
instinctual motives. However, as men who pride themselves ondtienality, manospherians do
not extend this principle to themselves. This denial of female agency is a powerful tool to dismiss
feminism at once and can justify several misogynistic attitudes ranging from somewhat benevolent
paternalism to complete demanization and violence. More than a gross misunderstanding of
basic evolutionary principles, or the widespr

928 David Livingstone SmithMaking Monsters: The Uncanny Power of Dehumanizatioambridge, London:
Harvard University Press, 2021).

°Chang, fAThEeMbnsheous the I ncel | magination, o 6.
930 Elliot Rodger,My Twisted WorldMay 23, 2014,
https://web.archive.org/web/20210104142706/https://assets.documentcloud.org/documents/1173619/rodger
manifesto.pdfarchived January 4, 202117,

%1See Chap. I, B, 66.
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instincts is an intricate yet coherent web of exaggerations, double standards, and metaphors. But
there Iis more to it: manospherians also gener
(or -Soptarisst) a phenomenon whose scope is uniqgue

C. MERE JUST-SO STORIES? ADAPTATIONIST HYPOTHESIZING
IN THE MANOSPHERE

The phrasesfipugd comes from the title of a
Rudyard Kipling®*? In the context of evolutionary science, its use comes from the sociobiology
controversy of the 1970s, when US paleontologist Stephen Jay Gould, an ardent critic of
sociobiology, used this phrase to | arfabcfdt what
hypot heses. In a 1978 <critique entitled NnNSoci
evolutionists study individual adaptations, when they try to explain form and behaviour by
reconstructing history and assessing current utility, tiey tell justso storied and the agent is
nat ur al 93&This auche explainedby the different disciplinary traditions of two different
branches of evolutionary science. While paleontologists like Gould rely mostly on the fossil record,
or nowadays on genetic evidence, which are material products of evolytiostary, behavioral
scientists have to rely on hypotheses concerning the potential adaptive functions of 5&havior.
Nowadays, this hypothetical process has proved so fruitful that it has spawned many fields, such
as evolutionary medicine or psychology, causing an ardent defender of this method to rejoice about
the demise of what Ebhohktiomay psycholo@stsiahddiher adapsationist o : A
researchers have rightly come to ignore thegosdtory slur that Gould attempted to apply to entire
fields BAndtwaty;s ot hse offjywwstphrase is still rele

C.1. Differentiating Just-So Stories from Evolutionary Hypotheses

While the term is not applied to entire fields anymore, except by the most pugnacious
critics, it is still useful to differentiate between unsubstantiated speculations and hypotheses
supported by evidence, as explained by Mark Olson and Alfonso ABagibs:

A[ D] i ff er e n c-so stbreandveeweliccepted pdapationist explanation is the amount

of direct evidence available. Like all attempts to infer things about the deep past, adaptationist
explanations are most trusted when they have a lot of msgdigom a diversity of sources. That
more evidence i€ better is obvious.od

932 Rudyard Kipling,Just So Storied_ondon: Macmillan, 1902).

93 Stephen Jagould A Soci obi ol ogy: MNeweSciehtist6 (18678): 530833 539.t el | i ng, 0

934 For a magistral exploration of the different methodological and epistemological traditions on both sides of the
sociobiology controversy, see Ullica SegerstrBlefenders of the Truth: The Sociobiology Deli@zford: Oxford

University Press, 2000).

%¥John Al cock, i Hnoyslopedidof E®lutmmaiy BsychalogicainScierenk Todd Shackelford and

Viviana WeekesShackelford (Cham: Springer International Publishing, 20&8)s://doi.org/10.1007/978-319

169996 13781.

936 Mark Olson and Alfonso Arroy@ant os, fAHow to Study Adapt aQuareny (and W
Review of Biolog®0, no. 2 (2015): 16®1, https://doi.org/10.1086/68143868.

210


https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-16999-6_1378-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-16999-6_1378-1
https://doi.org/10.1086/681438

In evolutionary behavioral scientific literature, different hypotheses compete, and some are
dismissed when contradictory evidence is provided, while the ones whose predictions consistently
resist falsification get elaborated and refined. As pointedybthavioral ecologist John Alcock,

Ano journal accepts untested hypot heasswses,0 whi
are indeed rare in scientific literatt#¥.1 argue that even a hypothesis which has been widely
dismissed by researchers should not be labeled as-sojssbry: as long as the researchers who
proposed it at the time provided empirical evidence, which was accepted in-@e\peeed
publication,even subsequent disproval does not change the nature of the hypothesis. Otherwise, it
would be fair to assume that the passing of time will prove most of the current content of
evolutionary behavioral sciences to have beengasttories, as the scientifprocess of refining

and weeding out of hypotheses continues. This would be quite an unjust reflection on the scientists
who have rigorously produced adaptationkist hyry
so storyo adopioreid thdarefore thé following:i ashgpethetical tadaptationist
explanation for behavior whose predictions have not been rigorously tested so as to warrant
publication in a scientific outlet. It is henceforth abbreviated as JSS.

Anyone could formulate a JSS about any org
difficult to grasp. Given the success of popular evolutionary science books by writers like Richard
Dawkins or Steven Pinker, millions of readers have been expodbd tmsics of evolutionary
reasoning and hypothesizing. Thus, laypeople could use adaptationist reasoning to account for the
behavior they observe around them, or for any difference among populations or between men and
women. In fact, this is exactly whatanospherians do on a massive scale. This is in itself a
remarkable phenomenon: online communities are employing evolutionary scientific concepts and
reasoning to make sense of the world, echoing Pigkupt i st coach Nick Kraus
sciencd s not about Awearing a P%Tbundeostandthis unigue A ci t
phenomenon and how it fits the broader picture of manosphere science, the next section
systematically reviews the jusb stories found in the manosphere corpus.

C.2. The Justso Stories of the Manosphere: A Systematic Review
2.a. How to Identify a JustSo Story? Methodological Challenges

Let us go back to my definition of a JS&:hypothetical adaptationist explanation for
behavior whose predictions have not been rigorously tested so as to warrant publication in a
scientific outlet. While | believe this definition to be epistemologically sound, it makes
identification technicallympossible. Indeed, one cannot guarantee that a given hypothesis found
in the manosphere has not in fact been published once in a scientific journal. Undergraduate
textbooks in evolutionary psychology, behavionadi@crinology, and behavioral ecology provide
a wide repertoire of hypotheses, but they cannot possibly cover the whole production of
evolutionary hypotheses in their respective fields. This challenge should not however preclude
analysis of manosphere jusb stories. They are an important feature of manosphere science,

®’Al cock, fJust So Stories. o
938 Seeabove, IV, A, 180.
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showcasing the appropriation aflaptationistreasoning by lay communities, as well as their
undeniable creativity. In order to weed out authentic JSSs from legitimate hypotheses for analysis,
| consequently followed a threstep selection process.

Firstly, | reviewed the manosphere corpus in search of evolutionary explanations for human
behavior. All those which were, to my knowledge, potentially absent from the evolutionary
scientific literature were retrievedzor the explanation tde considered as a true JSS, the
manospherian needed to hypothesize about the potential evolutionary history (fithess benefits,
evolutionary process) behind a particular human behavioral or cultural trait. Statements such as
AEvol uti on madre Atthathdéast jwasyt, obecause of evolu
further explanations, were not counted. Lastly, when several manospherians proposed substantially
similar justso stories, these were counted as being the same. Indeed, the goal of tmatigyste
review was to grasp the content and diversity of those adaptationist stories, and not to measure their
prevalencé?®

Secondly, all those potential manosphere JSSs were reviewed by two evolutionary
scientists, with wide knowledge of the fietf. They looked at each individual JSS, and signaled
those which reminded them of evolutionary hypotheses fromrpemwed publications. This
allowed to dismiss 18 JSSs from the tally. Lastly, analysis of this preliminary dataset of 99 potential
manospherdSSs was presented at the 2024 Evolution and Human Behavior European Association
(EHBEA) conference in Montpellier, Frant®.The presentation acknowledged the difficulty of
discriminating between Internatade justso stories and legitimate evolutionary hypotheses, and
called on the audience for help. The evolutionary behavioral scientists in attendance were then
presented witla QR code linking towards the dataset, and asked if they could kindly review this
data after the conference, in order to eliminate hypotheses they recognized from the literature. No
additional hypotheses were dismissed as a result of thi$*étafier this threestep selection
process, which is summarized figure 4.5below, there remained 99 presumably manosphere
made justso stories, which are analyzed in the next seéfion.

939 The most popular justo stories of manosphere science, which get routinely repeated and invoked, are studied at
length further in this dissertation. S€bap. 1V, C, 22Tor shit testsChap. IV, C, 218or approach anxietyand Chap.

V, A, 230 for male disposabilittwhen a similar JSS was proposed by members of different communities, it was
Afattributedod to the community where it is more widespr ¢
940Dr Sarah Johns, who has been teaching and researching evolutionary behavioral sciences for more than two decades
and was the academic head of Biological Anthropology at the University of Kent; and Macken Murphy, PhD researcher

at the University of Melboure 6 s Ev ol ut i on Speciegpodcashwhichhwidsly covers topick ie ron

human animal behavior as well as human evolutionary sciences. Thawkbtor their thorough reviews.

%l ouis Bachaud, fADarwinians Online: Reflecting on Evol
Evolutionary Hypotheses, 0 EHBEA 2024, Montpellier, Apri
942 Unfortunately, | did not plan for a dataset spreadsheet capable of recording online visits. This means | do not know
whether academics consulted the list and did not recognize any hypothesis from the literature, or whether they did not
consult it at all.

943 For exhaustive list and contents of these manosphersqggtbries, see Append28, 556.
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Figure 4.5 Three-step Selection Process for Identifying Manosphere JuS§o Stories

1 : Retrieving all potential just-so stories from the manosphere corpus

Criteria:
- To my knowledge, absent from the literature
- Adaptationist explanations featuring fitness, natural selection, etc.
- Should concermn humans
- Substantially similar JSSs are regrouped as one
- All recapitulated in a table: n=117

2: Exhaustive review by evolutionary scholars

- Dr Sarah Johns and Macken Murphy
- Identified 18 potential JSSs as hypotheses existing in the
literature
- Potential JSSs remaining: n=99

3: Open review by EHBEA 2024 attendees

- Evolutionary scientists presented with a QR code
to review the table
- Asked to kindly indicate if they recognized
hypotheses, and provide the sources thereof
- Remaining JSSs: n=99

After identifying and retrieving these JSSs from the manosphere corpus, several variables
were identified for analysis.

2.b. Distinctive Features

An inherent feature of manosphere JSSs is that they are often formulated by laypeople in
relatively casual conversational contexts, such as Reddit or forum discussions. Moreover, they
usually lack the appropriate scientific vocabulary. As a result, theitextary process behind a
given JSS can be quite blurry, as in the following from a MGTOW YouTube interview discussing
marriage dynamics after having children:

AANnd | t hi nk t hi sé lesssudden, it | thinkbohcke ghe hasnddy, oa sort of
go down further down in her list of priorities just because she cares about survival, right, survival
of human race. So she doéscare about you as much, especially as the kids grow older, | think
your part is™a little bit done.d

%4 Ronin Man, AiThe Predatory Femal e: READ AT YOUR OWN
https://web.archive.org/web/20210121095635/https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HPeM9bFWIXE&ab channel=R
oninMan archived January 21, 2021.
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The context and content of the discussion makes clear that there is some sort of Darwinian
reasoning involved here. Yet, if such a JSS is going to be analyzed and compared to others, it
should be clarified. Therefore, each JSS in the corpus was deconagdsédws. Firstly, the trait
or behavior supposed to have evolved was identified. Secondly, the fitness benefits underlying this
speculative adaptation were made clear. Thirdly, | put a name on the evolutionary process behind
the JSS. The one aboiethus summarized in table 4.9

Table 4.9 Example of Decomposing the Content of a Manosphere JuSio Story

Behavior/Trait Fitness Benefits/Evolutionary History | Evolutionary Processes
Women tend to The mands part i1  Group selectioff®
lose interest in thei| done, investing in her children become
long-term mate womanos priority
after having favored the survival of the species an
children with him. | thus been subjected to natural selectig

Manosphere writers and pundits sometimes recognize that they are just offering
speculations to their readers. In his bdble Rational MaleRed Pill writer Rollo Tomassi advises
his readers not to masturbate before going on a date. Over evolutionary history, he argues, men
with fewer mating opportunities would have been prone to masturbate more, and thus be

chronically depleted of testosteree . He calls those fApheromonal
Tomassi, women evolved the unconscious ability to pick ugues to avoid these men and select

instead sexually assertive fdalpha mal esodo with
partners. He concludes by saying: Al al] nd now

bi ochemi st ormipthytshicd ains ada 6WwWorlkdin conj*®cture
Here, the author honestly recognizes that he is just offeringd W8Bh | consider to be a rather
implausible oné*’

However, the more frequent scenario in the manosphere is for adaptationist speculations to
be couched in very assertive | anguage. Thus,
copulate more frequently because they derive more pleasure fram itMRA Roy Den Hol
a d d Bvplutigh required women to enjoy sex more; otherwise, no female would risk the pain,
burden and sacrifice of childbirth and rearing just to get laid if the pleasure she felt equaled that
experience by a mai*® Here, there are no discursive marks of hypothesistrenceader has no
way to differentiate this JSS from a legitimate and empirieallyported scientific hypothesis.
While experts recognize that the use of adaptationist reasoning is not enough to warrant credibility,

945 For more details on group selection, €ap. V, A, 235.

946 Rollo TomassiThe Rational Mal¢Reno: Counterflow Media LLC, 2013)36.

947 The link between masturbation and testosterone levels in men remains very uncertain. If anything, experimental
results point to a rise in testosterone levels after masturbiatioiced orgasm. For review of evidence, see Tillmann

Kr¢ger et atrinefiNendoeCadaodi ovascul ar Response t o Sex
Psychoneuroendocrinolog@3, no. 4 (1998): 4011, https://doi.org/10.1016/S0368530(98)00009; Anna
Mascherek et al ., fAls Ejaculation Frequency in Men Rel a

F o r w aromtier®in Psychology?2 (2021) https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.693121
948 Roy Den HollanderStupid Frigging Fool PART Jhttps://web.archive.org/web/20220330132627/http://been
scammed.com/main/SFF/7.b.StupidFriggingFoolPt2 arthived March 30, 20228.
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this is not necessarily true of ordinary manospherians for whom such speculations might sound
appealing, especially given the popularity of evolutionary psychology in the manosphere. Not only
do manospherians formulate jtssi stories, but they often dowghout even acknowledging their

speculative nature. Forstane , i n his ¢l assic PUA seduction g
anxiety,o i.e., the anxiety men feel when tal
his JSSs on the evolutiamf t hi s trai t |, he concludes by st a
men are naturally sel ect e% Sucla leval pfeasserevaness a p p

regarding natural selection is rarely found in evolutionary psychological writing, even for the most
empirically robust hypotheses. Consequently, a systematic review of the manosphere corpus entails
assessing whether or nogiaen JSS features discursive marks of hypott#eSis.

Finally, JSSs in the manosphere are not always founded on baseless speculations. While
manospherians rarely derive predictions from their hypotheses and never design empirical tests for
those predictions, they often use anecdotes, press articles, ocheedings to support their
hypotheses. Obviously, the more robust empirical evidence is proposed for a JSS, the more it
resembles what would be found in the scientific literature. However, it is relatively easy to find
supportive evidence for any hypo#ie but only empirical tests can subject its predictions to
falsificationd a crucial difference. A systematic review of the corpus should indicate, for each JSS,
what sort of evidence is being provided by the author (press articles, studies, etc.)ghastly,
the manosphereb6s fascination for evol ved sex
proportion of the manosphereb6s Ahomemadeo hyp
next section presents thils. systematic reviewo:

2.c. Review Results

For each JSS, | coded five different qualitative variables: firstly, the community from which
the JSS originated; secondly, the presence or absence of discursive marks of hypothesis as
described above; thirdly, the type of evidence provided to suppodtS&efourthly, whether it
pertained to evolved sex differences or not; lastly, the underlying evolutionary process (e.g., sexual
selection, natural selection, group selection), although it was often utRél&aese variables are
reviewed one by one, starting with manosphere communigbie 4.1below.

Table 4.10 Number of Just-So Stories by Manosphere Community

Manosphere Community Number of Just-So Stories
Menbés Rights Activi 16
PickupArtists (PUAS) 17
The Red Pill (TRP) 24
Men Going Their Own Way (MGTOW) 15
Incels 27

949 Mystery, The Venusian Arts Handbgok3. PickupArtist justso stories on the evolution of approach anxiety are

discussed Hew, Chap. IV, C, 218.

®0These marks of hypotheses can be adverbs such as @may
Amay, 06 or a noun |ike Ahypothesisodo itself.

%1 The entire dataset of 99 manosphere-gasstories with these five variables is reproducesidpendix 28, 556.
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What this table shows is that enthusiasm for Darwinian evolution knows no boundaries
between manosphere communities, as all of them provide relatively comparable amounts of
adaptationist jusso storytelling?®? Do these communities differ in terms of signaling their JSSs as
speculative? Answers to this question are presented below:

Table 4.11 Discursive Marks of Hypothesis in Manosphere JusBo Stories

Manosphere Community % of JSSs Featuring a Discursive
Mark of Hypothesis
Mends Rights Acti 12.5% (2/16)
PickupArtists (PUAS) 23.5% (4/17)
The Red Pill (TRP) 20.8% (5/24)
Men Going Their Own Way (MGTOW) 13.3% (2/15)
Incels 85.2% (23/27)
Total 36.4% (36/99)

Overall, only 36% of manosphejnestso stories bore any mark of hypothesis. Most of the
time, adaptationist speculations are couched in assertive language, far from common practices in
scientific literature. This means that laypeople surfing the Internet often have no way to
differentiate thosespeculations from established scholarship. Incels stand out as a striking
exception, with discursive marks of hypothesis featuring in 85.2% of their °353his
discrepancy is due to the specific source from which most incel JSSs are extracted, i.e., incels.wiki.
On this encyclopedic platform, which tries to mimic Wikipedia, speculations are signaled as such
and are even sometimes confined to a specifiaudion sectiof®* Although these are jusio
stories, manospherians sometimes provide evidence drawn from other sources, as siaden in
4.12below.

Table 4.12 Sources of Supporting Evidence for Manosphere Jus$o Stories

Source of Supporting Evidence % of JSSs
None/Anecdote’8® 70.7% (70)
Scientific Papers 23.2% (23)
Secondary Scientific Sourcgs 7% (7)
Press Articles 2% (2)
Books 1% (1)

952 So far, this chapter has been generalizing about evolutionary sciences in the entire manosphere. In chapter V, |
explore betweegroup differences, nuances, and disagreements in appropriations of evolutionary science.

953 2x2 nonparametric ckiquare test run for counts of incels {®3compared to the other four groups together (13

59), X2=38.24, p <001.

954 For exploration of the discursive strategy of incels.wiki, see Meg Roser, Charlotte Chalker, and Tim Squirrell,

ASpitting out the Blackpill: Evaluating How I ncels Pr
(London: Institute for Strategic Biogue, 2023).
95 When anecdotes were put forward to suppestsost or i es, they were counted as fn

precise references were provided.
956 Such as popularization articles by researchers in the press, or researcher blogs.
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In a wide majority of cases (70.7%), manosphere JSSs are not accompanied by any
supporting evidence whatsoever. Here again, incels are the exception to the norm, representing 20
of the 23 occurrences in which scientific papers were cited to provide sagperidence. Then,
we look at the percentage of JSSs on evolved sex differences. In total, 84.8% of these pertained to
the evolution of the sexes. To have a baseline for comparison, | compiled a similar score for the
evolutionary hypotheses found in Ddvi B uBvalubianary Psychology: The New Science of the
Mind.®>” Out of the 53 hypotheses | coded for, 74% pertained to sex differences, a high proportion
which reflects the research interests of this influential evolutionary psychologist specialized in
human mating strategi€€ I n t hat regard, the manosphereds
differences can be said to mirror that of some evolutionary behavioral scientists studying sex and
mating.

In terms of evolutionary processes underlying the JSSs, coding was a difficult endeavor, as
they are sometimes expressed in unclear t&tf&et, an interesting preliminary finding emerged:
sexual selection was the most common evolutionary process invoked in manosphere JSSs,
representing 53.5% of the total, as opposed to 28% only in the David Buss teXfi®aged on
these data, we can draw a typical profile of a manosphere JSS: a manospherian speculates on the
evolution of a sex difference by sexual selection, without signaling this with any disauigike
of hypothesis, nor providing any supporting evidence. This cdlusiated with a JSS from PUA
dating coach Savoy, who claims that a female preference for men with relaxed shoulders evolved
through sexual selection:

A Clonfident men are disproportionately 1|ikely
Because they are confident, they can do this.
vigilant for threats. They are secure in their position and the s ki | | s . (Theyo b e
confidence wil/l be their downfall é) Over ti me,

to end up with a greater share of confident men. And if confidence is correlated with success, then
this means that they drup with a greater share of successful men. That means their children will
be more successful. Over time, their children will overwhelm the children of women who mate with
men with tense shouldersd*

Coding for a few qualitative variables allowed to generalize about this dataset of diverse
JSSs from five different communities. In the following section, | conduct case studies to explore
the content of these | aymendés hypotheses.

957 Buss,Evolutionary Psychology.

958 Details for the coding methodology and detailed data can be foukmpiendix 29, 583.

990ut of the 99 JSSs, 12 had unclear underlying evolutionary processes (e.g., is this cultural evolution or actual genetic
evolution?). For exhaustive details, see Appe2@&56. When | submit the study of this JSS dataset to a journal, |

wi || make sure to include another researcher émteri ndepen
reliability and make the analysis more robust.

960 Given the blurriness of some manosphere texts, 13 of the 99 JSSs featured several different evolutionary processes,
which makes comparison with the EP textbook tentative, as it tends to inflate the total number of processes for the
manosphere.

91 Savoy,Magic Bullets 34. This JSS was chosen as an illustration because it unambiguously refers to a sexual
selection process.
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C.3. From Male Standpoint Hypotheses to Sexist Pseudoscience
3.a. A Case of BottorAidp Hypothesizing: Pickup-Artists and Approach Anxiety

I n his evolutionary psychology upxtodpmrkq a Ol
to evolutionary hypothesizing, which starts w
made about the existence of a pched m@abdtoropn, 0 he
fashion and gener at e a%lhtha mdafl dtsauld bearguedithat thet s f
creativity of evolutionary scientists is limited by the fact that they are a homogeneous social group,
with the same job, likely to be living in the urban setting of college cities, etc. Their range of
interestsand observations being limited, this might be reflected in the hypotheses they decide to
elaborate and investigate. Manosphere-gasstories, on the other hand, steonfthe everyday
observations of groups with different lifestyles and interests. This is manifest in fAakupi st s 6
fascination for what they call ndAapproach anxi

PUAs and their disciples design and experiment tips and techniques to seduce heterosexual
women. The first step in this process i s usua
conversation with a woman. However, most aspiring PUAS repoeegtnervousness and anxiety
during the approach. For many, this crushing anxiety is paralyzing as evidenced in this testimony:

AWhen | was sixteen, I had never cold approach
ask a girl for directions to start to face my social anxiety. But even this was too much for me at the

time. | spent several hours wandering around the thitking of getting rejected or laughed at. |
hesitated dozens of times before making my way

This fAapproach anxietyo is one of the most
Year after year, newcomers to the community ask their more experienced peers about ways to
circumvent this crushing nervosity. And among the countless answers andgbiadese on the
matter, evolutionary psychology is quite prevalent. In fact, one can find seversb jsigiries on
the matter. Studying JSSs about approach anxiety is partictéadglirg, because it shows how
manospherians articulate evolutionary hypothesizing with concrete everyday life
recommendatiords something that is almost inexistent in mainstream literature. It also illustrates
how a JSS can be collectively circulated, elaboraded, challenged in a given community, as
happened to Mysteryds original one. I ndeed, tc
comes from Mysterybés canoni cal PUA gui de. He
psychological adaptation in me

AfLogically, rejection causes us no har m. But e
To understand this, we must look at the ancient environment for which we were designed.

In a tribal group, there will be some small number of available women of breeding age. When a man
approaches one, he risks rejection, and if that happens, all the other women will know, which will
diminish his value in their eyés maybe to the point wherene of the women will mate with him.

This is calledpreselectiord women look for social validation of their choices. A suitor who is
preselecteavill be more attractive, whereas a man who has been rejected will be less so.

962 Buss,Evolutionary Psychologye-textbook version, 99.
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Another factor regarding approach anxiety is the possibility that she may already be taken, in which
case there is a component of real, physical danger to any male who approaches her.

For all these reasons and more, men a%e natur a

Apart from the absence of marks of hypothesis, and of course of empirical evidence, the
adaptationist reasoning itself could come from an evolutionary psychologist. This is an example of
the bottoraup approach in evolutionary hypothesizidystery goes from the experience of the
manyaspiring PUAs he has trained over the years, and speculates on the evolution of their shared
psychological reaction. Although he does not use the term, he adds that this adaptation is in fact an
evolutionary mismatah an adapt@on which is dysfunctional in the contemporary human
environment : ALogically, of course, modern so
simply go to another part of the bar, or leave the bar entirely. | will probably never see any of those
people again. But my emotions dbknow that. My emotions are trying to do wisabest for
me0°®* Here, as he is trying to encourage his readers to approach women, the concept of an
evolutionary mismatch proves particularly useful. It tells them that the anxiety they feel is just a
product of their biology, a legacy from past selective pressurefabuto relationship with their
current situation. It can therefore be overridden through practice and repetition. This motivational
aspect of Mysteryods JSS is present [ al | s u
Significantly, men are presentads per fectly capable of overrid
which is in stark contrast with the examples on female nature seen above.

n
fi

Mysteryds version of thlenthgeadt hleasnjentagesse s etxh
a larger risk than women when first approaching. In ancient times, this posed a legitimate safety
concern and thus men still experiempproach anxiety®® The implication is that women would
not have evolved this psychological mechanism found in men. Here is another iteration of the PUA
approach anxiety JSS, which is based on a more generic mechanism:

ABack in prehistoric times a person being soci
meant that youdd probably die alone in the wil
people who managed not to be outcasts, or the outchste/@re able to find a clan that liked them

enough to take them in. Those with a stronger fear of rejection were less likely to behave in such a
way that would cause their clan to cast them o
ofrejecton is soPpAr20dblal ent 0 (

Anot her PUA Redditor even adds: il t hink
anxiety than men do, which is why society has evovadc h t hat men al ways h.
(Reddit 20160 directly contradicting the original Mystery JSS. In the Red Pill community as
well, men discuss seduction, and they also propose their own versions of the approach anxiety JSS.

A Red Piller for example believes that the fear of rejection felt when agpngea woman comes
from unconscious association with oneds mot he|

A My t he o lpve tohmake a post on at some point is that a child's greatest fear is
abandonment/rejection from the parents since death is essentially guaranteed from this in the jungle.

963 Mystery, The Venusian Arts Handbgok3, italics in original.
964 1bid.
985 bid., 20.
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When a random woman rejects a male to the point where he becomes depressed, anxisus, etc it
because that male is because he subconsciously views that woman as his mother in a sense. That
fear is a child survival mé@&RPR2@l8.i sm projecting

In evolutionary psychology terms, this manospherian believes that approach anxiety is a
by-product of another psychological adaptafiéhOther manospherians refute the idea that
approach anxiety is a specifically evolved mechanism: to them, it can just be attributed to the

gener al mechani sm of fear: AAA [ Approach Anx
unknown, rejection or somelwr selfe st eem muti |l ating factor. I t
Anot her PUA Redditor concurs and says that @My
and acts | i ke AA is some kind of uniqued mecha

that trying hitting on a girl is a situation that tends to bring out common anxieties like a fear of (any
kind of) rejectiono (PUA, 2015)

In another PUA Reddit post, the whole adaptationist framework for understanding approach
anxiety is questioned. After scrutinizing existing JSSs, and questioning the fitness benefits therein,
this PUA was unconvinced by all the explanations grounded istnat tribal environments:

Al dondét think people cold appr d5 pdogedevdstyanrek t h e |
most likely knows each other either through family ties or family history (your-graatiparents
knew theirs). So this brings up two points:

1. You wonot get kicked out of the tribe that

parents/family. Most | ikely you werenodot banne
2. Relationships/marriage were most likely arranged by the family or forced onto the woman.
There was no need to cold approach and build

He t herefore
conditioning. It
ﬁbasel ess theory
t ha
tha

oncl udes t hat AAA [ approac
noAn at mant uReddittho m gal 4 & UnAa kK
Altés kind of |ike if he s
i n caveman i mes i
n them, youdd be Kk

f you tried to take so
il l ed by your communityo

These arguments showcase the fertility of manosphere discussions and elaborations on
evolutionary psychology. Based on their own experiences, the PUA and TRP communities have
tried to come up with explanations for the existence of the seemingly ubigpggalological
phenomenon of approach anxiety. Starting with
been proposed, refined, and challenged online. Some believe this is a specifically evolved
psychological adaptation specific to men only, or tthbouen and womeh and propose various
selective pressures/fitness benefits to account for it. Alternatively, some argue that approach
anxiety is just a manifestation of the more generic emotional mechanism of fear. Maybe even more
sophisticated is the hydwsis according to which approach anxiety is gptmduct of other

%6 |In evolutionary biology, abpr oduct, or fspandrel, o0 is a trait which
because iappeared concurrentlyith the evolution of an adaptation. Male nipples, which do not fulfill any apparent
function, might be an example of such-pyoductsJeanrBa pt i st e L e c a ;P rfioEHdwockneyclopedianr y By
of Evolutionary Psychological Scienced. Todd Shackelford and Viviana WeelSackelford (Cham: Springer
International Publishing, 2020)j 12, https://doi.org/10.1007/978-319-169936 28501.
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chil dhood adaptations, with rejection by a wc
mother. Lastly, some question the whole adaptationist framework itself, by suggesting that this
could just be a culturally evolved phenomenon, while others yiglehounce this as jusb

storytelling.

This profusion of competing explanations is reminiscent of the scientific literature itself.
Unbeknownst to evolutionary psychologists, a whole variety of hypotheses for approach anxiety
exist and compete in Internet communities of-sorentists. While itould be argued that this is
just fAa theory pick up artists invented based
to this process. PUAs employ concepts and reasoning from evolutionary psychology to understand
how they feel, and derive everydayi f e advi ce from -tpéi hypombeads
all of those, the advice is invariably the same: ignore your instincts and squash the anxiety, as it
evolved in an environment which was radically different from modern society and has lost its
contemporary relevanéeor in evolutionary terms, it has become maladaptive and no longer
procures fitness benefits.

This online activity certainly falls far short of the standards of science, with a glaring
absence of empirical tests. However, it might prove a fruitful field of investigation for evolutionary
psychologists, as those hypotheses concern something thahdtiey to my knowledge, not
researched yet. In fact, in their online discussions, PUAs have already identified one of the key
guestions to solve about this phenomengnapproach anxiety just attributable to the generic
mechanism of fear, or does it exthilome specific features suggesting that is indeed an adaptation,
as might be the case for example with fear of spiders and sPElkkas@mpirical research program
on approach anxiety could therefore investigate questions such as: Is approach anxiety found cross
culturally? Is there a gender difference in approach anxiety? Does it appear to manifest in different
brain areas than otheypes of fears? Do men who carelessly approach women in-scadd!
societies (such as hurigatherers) suffer reputational costs? Do they suffer violence at the hands
of husbands or relatives? etc.

3.b. Shit Tests: An Example of Sexist JusBo Storytelling

Among all thegjustsost or i es 1 denti fied in the manosphe
stands out as a cornerstone of the Red Pill worldvie8.hi t testso are typic:
context of heterosexual seduction: AWhe@® it coc
way of flirtingo (TRP, 2014) . They can be alll

unconsciously designed to test a mandés worth
Reddit Red Pill manifesto:

fWhat is a shit test?

Female attractiveness is clearly obvious to even the most casual of observers. Beauty, femininity,
and approachability, the three pillars of female S[@exual Market Valug]are all on display in

any girl you can see, hear, and speak with.

97 For evidence that fear of spiders and snakes in humans appears to be a specific adaptation EseduBasary
Psychologye-textbook version, 18489,
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Mal e attractiveness, being basically a rubric
zombi e apocal ypse?06, is |less evident from casu
nerve, resourcefulness, persistence, and other behavioafties cannot.

Men can passively observe attractiveness, but girls must actively probe for it.

Enter theshit test, wherein a girl givesmman a hard time (6some shitd)
with it.

This takes a number of different forms, and can be at pretty much any level of intensity, but if a girl
suddenly does something tlsztems intended to bother you, and is totally unprovokegou can

be pretty sure ydke beingshit e st edo ( TRP, 2018)

This JSS embodies several typical aspects of the manosphere, which cast doubt as to
whether it could be salvaged and turned into a legitimate evolutionary hypothesis to research, or
whether it should be better treated as a Darwinian story to converjigstify misogyny. This is
a typical manosphere JSS: based on sexual selection, it is never presented by its advocates as
speculative nor substantiated by anything other than anecdotes. Contrary to the variety of approach
anxiety JSSs, there is a remarkalglensensus among Red Pillers about the hypothetical
evolutionary process behind shittéstshi ch are even someti mes call
the Darwinian underpinning explicit. Shit tests are unanimously recognized as a key part of
wo men O s atiantakowisgehlere to gauge how confident and dominant a man is, qualities
that supposedly would make him a worthy mate in times of strife and uncertainty:

AWomends shit testing i swiredsupisayntebhaniso.gMorneail y e v o
shit test men as autonomously and subconscious
cannot help it, and often enough, just like men staringatanicac k or a gr eat ass,
aware of doing it theyo6ll still do it. Men wan:
want to verify a masc¥line dominance/confidenc

According to Red Pill ideologues, shit tests are omnipresent in heterosexual seduction and
relationships. Whenever a woman is anxious, this is supposedly her way of reassuring herself, as
argued in this RedWhenitlcrbsées somaiintednal thtesholds theidiscommfarts t s :
becomes too acute to bear, andWlethe thenhanpassésl per
the test or not, the situation is clarified and the anxiety reduced, as the guide goes on explaining:
AA s hityawaystreduoes attrattion anxiety, either by reducing anxiety if you pass, or

attraction if you fail. T hus , Asiatcondegquenae, theo pi n ¢
discursive content of shit tests is seen as irrelevant. After all, those are just unconsciously hardwired
fitness tests, Red Pillers argue, and the onl
Therefore, all Red Piljuides agree on the same thing: shit tests should not be taken seriously.
These guides offer a series ofileci ques t o Apasso such tests, S

j o k i Stugly. these techniques, but never forget shahit test can be passed by literally any
response which shows that you are not rattted ( T R P ., Let 20ekaBnine a few examples
drawn from a guide entitled AEverything you n
on how to navigate shit tests in a seduction setting.

o The woman asks: fADo you have a girlfriend

968 Rollo Tomassi,The Rational Mal¢Reno: Counterflow Media LLC, 2013), 275.
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ATransl ation: Ar e vy o U The cobesttams®er i§ @dvways yes (tincrepses | a i
your preselection.) Women love poaching men from other women, they essentially find whatever

is 6in demanddbé to be att rsaedteickd,ont. Ha tWag/sshvdt aot pva
told me notiotWe 6treel Inoatn yFodngedebb d ok 6 b f ¢ udd laéddbher af

(TRP, 2014)

o 