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INTRODUCTION

e are very pleased to announce the release of the eighth issue

of Masculinities: A Journal of Identity and Culture. As a

bilingual journal, we appeal to both English- and Turkish-
speaking audience and the present issue is no exception in this regard. In
this issue, we have three articles - two in English and one in Turkish -
and two book reviews in Turkish. The contributions bring together
significant themes and debates around urban space and construction of
gender identity, cinematic representations of masculinity crisis, and
patterns of reproduction of gender norms in an academic environment,
as well as queer theory and male violence against women.
Coincidentally, all the contributions have a specific focus on either the
U.S. or the Turkish context.

The current issue opens with a discussion about the changing
masculine identity construction and spatial organisation of urban life in
American culture. Murat Go¢’s article, “Lost in Space: Displacement of the
American Male in Urban Spaces”, provides a postmodern account of the
demise of the traditional roles of men in close connection with the
changing meanings of the urban space in late capitalist America, as
represented in works of fiction by Bret Easton Ellis, Chuck Palahniuk,
and Douglas Coupland. Focusing on the representations of men and the
metropolitan city, workplace, and shopping malls, Gé¢ points out the
parallel between the crises of urban culture and masculine identity
within a context of hyperconsumerism, displacement, and uncertainties

about manhood.

-Masculinities-
A Journal of Identity and Culture, Aug., 2017/8, 1-3
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Nese Senel’s article, entitled “From Hegemonic Masculinity to
Masculinity Crisis: the Exploration of the Failure of Idealized Masculinity
on the White Screen”, continues the cultural studies focus and draws her
analysis of masculinity crisis on an American and a Turkish film - The
Game (1997) by David Fincher and Mustafa Hakkinda Her Sey
[Everything about Mustafa] (2004) by Cagan Irmak. Senel’s analysis
traces the development of crises of the male protagonists in both films as
their initial powerful self-representations break apart and they make
efforts to restitute their ideal masculine selves. Senel’s comparative
approach is particularly useful to demonstrate the universal aspects of

the fragility of the hegemonic masculine ideals.

In her article entitled “Academia as a Gendered Institution: The
Construction of Masculinity through ‘Otherness’ of Male Academics”,
Duygu Altinoluk shifts the focus towards a sociological inquiry of her
home institution to show different facets of its gendered normativity.
Drawing on her empirical research with male academics at different
career stages, Altinoluk investigates the patterns of their reproducing
gender normativity through their language, their socialisation with
colleagues, their perceptions of discrimination against as well as
privileging women academics within their institution, and their views on
gendered performances of administrative roles. Altinoluk’s inquiry
suggests that male academics continue to reproduce gender normativity,
with or without awareness, even though they attribute themselves a role
to pursue equality for women due to their academic knowledge and their
self-reflection is saturated with the politically correct language of gender

equality.

In the book review section, Giilden Sayilan critically evaluates
Gizem Celik’s Oldiiren Erkek(lik)ler: Esine Siddet Uygulamis Cezaevindeki
Erkekler [Killing Men/Masculinities: Men Convicted for Violence against
their Female Partners] and Atilla Barutgu examines the long due Turkish
translation of a major work in Queer Studies - Annamarie Jagose’s Queer

Theory: An Introduction.
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We would like to thank all our contributors for their valuable
inputs and take the opportunity to invite researchers of men and
masculinities to submit their work for the ninth issue. Please visit the

journal’s website for more information.

Nurseli Yesim Siinbiiloglu
On behalf of the Editorial Board of
Masculinities: A Journal of Identity and Culture
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Lost in Space: Displacement of the American Male in
Urban Spaces

Murat Gog *
Pamukkale University

Abstract:

This article will discuss the interrelations of spatial reorganization of

everyday life and gender constructions in American culture, especially

the changing images of masculinity because the urban question is a

question of subjectivity and authenticity. As space, with all its personal,

social and mythical connotations, is being erased by the hyperreal and

depthless spatial experiences of late capitalist culture, it becomes more

vital as a site of resistance and hegemony. The taken for granted mobility

and physical dominance of men over space appear to have been castrated

by a world defined by the constrained pleasure and restricted freedom.

Contemporary American culture and literature have often reflected “the

contemporary crisis of urbanity as a crisis of white male authority and

selfhood” in which “white men conduct their highly individualized

dramas of masculine authority, existential doubt and moral

responsibility”. This paper, therefore, will discuss such moments of

spatial crisis of masculinity in the examples of transgressive fiction such

as Bret Easton Ellis’s American Psycho, Chuck Palahniuk’s Fight Club, Non-

Fiction and Choke and Douglas Coupland’s Generation X affirming the

decentred and deterritorialized male identity as the insecure core of the

American culture.
Keywords: Contemporary American literature, masculinity, space,

transgressive fiction

* Asst. Prof,, Department of English Language and Literature
gocmurat@gmail.com

-Masculinities-
A Journal of Identity and Culture, Aug., 2017/8, 5-18
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Mekanda Kaybolanlar: Amerikan Erkeginin Sehir Mekanlarinda
Zeminini Yitirisi

Murat Gog *
Pamukkale Universitesi

Ozet:

Bu makale, Amerikan kiltiiriinde giindelik yasamda mekanin yeniden

diizenlenmesi ve mekana bagh toplumsal cinsiyet ingalar1 arasindaki

iliskiyi, 6zellikle de sehir kiltiiriiniin bir 6znellik ve hakikilik meselesi

oldugunu aklinda tutarak erilligin degisen imgelerini tartisacaktir. Zira

mekan, tiim kisisel, toplumsal ve mitik anlamlar ile birlikte, toptan bir

bicimde ge¢ capitalist kiiltlirtin hipergercek ve derinliksiz mekan

deneyimleri tarafindan yok edildikge, bir direnis ve hegemonya alan

olarak daha da hayati bir konuma gelmistir. Erkeklerin, mekan tizerindeki

kiymeti kendinden menkul hareketliligi ve fiziksel hakimiyeti, sinirlanmig

zevk ve oOzgiirlik algisi ile tanimlaman bir diinyada hadim edilmistir.

Cagdas Amerikan kiiltiirii ve edebiyati ¢ogu zaman “beyaz erkegin son

derece bireysellesmis dramlarini, varolussal siiphelerini ve ahlaki

G

sorumluluklarini sergiledigi

¢agdas sehirlesme krizini bir beyaz erkek

egemenliginin ve benliginin krizi” olarak sunmustur. Bu makale, bu

kuramsal kapsam 1s1ginda Bret Easton Ellis’in Amerikan Sapigi, Chuck

Palahniuk’un Déviis Kuliibii, Kurgu-disi, ve Tikanma, ve Douglas

Couplan’din X  Kusagi gibi transgressive edebiyat o6rnekleri {izerinden

erilligin mekansal kriz anlarin1 tartisacak ve merkezsizlesmis ve

mekansizlasmis erkek kimligini Amerikan Kkiltiiriinin  giivenligini

yitirmis 6zii olarak ele alacaktir.
Anahtar Kelimeler: Cagdas Amerikan Edebiyati, erillik, mekan,

transgressive edebiyat

*Yard. Dog.Dr. ingiliz Dili ve Edebiyati Béliimii
gocmurat@gmail.com
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Introduction

“Nazis...baseball players with AIDS, more Mafia shit,
gridlock, the homeless, various maniacs, faggots
dropping like flies in the streets, surrogate mothers,
the cancellation of a soap opera, kids who broke into a
zoo and tortured and burned various animals alive,
more Nazis... and the joke is, the punch line is, it's all
in this city - nowhere else, just here, it sucks, whoa
wait, more Nazis, gridlock, gridlock, baby-sellers,
black-market babies, AIDS babies, baby junkies,
building collapses on baby, maniac baby, gridlock,
bridge collapses”. (Ellis, 4)

his is how the city of New York is depicted in American Psycho,

the scandalous novel by Bret Easton Ellis, and shocking as it may

be, this image as the paradoxical and chaotic city which offers
nothing but “the trash, the garbage, the disease (4)” has been diffused
into the apocalyptic culture of late capitalism, which seemingly
substituted order with chaos, construction with dissolution and
production with consumption. For about 50 years now, we have been
talking about the crisis of urban culture, the end of history and ideology,
vanishing of the boundaries of gender roles, and crisis of masculinity in
particular, and the identity crisis and dislocation of individuals. Despite
their seemingly relative irrelevance, these distinct crises, each and every
one of them, are evidently different implications of a more significant
crisis of late capitalist culture. What lies at the heart of this crisis
network is reorganization and reproduction of everyday life practices in
accordance with the dominant capitalist ideology, which will inevitably
lead to the criticism of class structure (Lefebvre, 2002, p. 226).

This article will discuss the interrelations of spatial
reorganization of everyday life and gender constructions in American
culture, especially the changing images of masculinity because the urban

question, doubtless to say, is above all a question of subjectivity and
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authenticity. Industrial revolution and postindustrial revolution were
indeed, and before all, a spatial revolution. Considering the temporal-
spatial foundations of the identity construction, it may be argued that the
dislocation of the spatial identity will certainly mark the displacement of
individuals (Kale, 2002, p.19). As space, with all its personal, social and
mythical connotations, is being erased by the hyperreal and depthless
spatial experiences of late capitalist culture (Kennedy, 2000, p.6), it
becomes more vital as a site of resistance and hegemony.

The taken for granted mobility and physical dominance of men
over space appear to have been castrated by a world defined by the
constrained pleasure and restricted freedom. Contemporary American
culture and literature have often reflected “the contemporary crisis of
urbanity as a crisis of white male authority and selfhood” in which
“white men conduct their highly individualized dramas of masculine
authority, existential doubt and moral responsibility” (Kennedy, 2000,
p.119), which is, for instance, illustrated in the examples of transgressive
fiction such as Bret Easton Ellis’s American Psycho, Chuck Palahniuk’s
Fight Club, Non-Fiction and Choke and Douglas Coupland’s Generation X
affirming the decentred and deterritorialized male identity as the
insecure core of the American culture which will be used to exemplify

the points of discussion in this paper.

Displacement of American Male

he condition of masculinity, or the masculine mystique, has always
been one of the prominent issues in American culture for several
reasons and always instantly echoed in fiction. First of all, a
history of masculinity is a history of the struggle to tame and control the
space around. The dominant meanings of masculinity in American
culture have been about producing space(s) as instruments to men’s
wills. However, masculine ideology hasn’t been only concerned with a
space of his own but much more interested in other spaces in search of a
territorialization of his power. Therefore, through ages, America has

remained to be a land of men and manly ideals of expansion, conquest
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and possession. The very first examples of American literature, sermons,
journals and the religious teachings, burdened the American male with a
historical and biblical role of leading the expatriates into the Promised
Land. Written by and for men, these texts opened up new realms of
responsibility and manly duties like building up a nation and preserving
it, a novelty for the age of aristocracy and feudal monarchies. The texts of
the time mirrored the crisis of a replacement of masculine roles and
created the myth of pioneerhood, redefining the roles and
responsibilities of men. What Natty Bummpo and Captain Ahab pursued
at the heart of wilderness was the originality of this idea, which was
apparently lost in the newly urbanizing America. Like the heroes of
American romanticism, Nick Carraway, and later on Dean Moriarty, as
the puzzled successors of Ahab, pursued the originality of American
manhood in a struggle not only against a culture of conspicuous
consumption but also against themselves, yet this time sailing into the
wilderness of modern American cities and interstate roads. In modern
American fiction, the Kafkaesque search of meaning and authenticity of
male heroes evidently ended up with the wasteland of masculinity
(Erbora, 2000, p.12). Deprived of its traditional meaning as the land of
promise, American cities, especially in the postwar era, were
transformed from a meeting place where people from different cultures
and histories formed up a new city culture to a place with which people
couldn’t identify themselves, ending up with a total alienation. Therefore,
contrary to previous masculinity crises, the postmodern crisis of
masculinity brings out a displacement of masculine roles offering no

substitute for the so called masculine power and authority.

Postmodern theory of space seems to be related to the
displacement of masculinity, an uncertainty about manhood, a loss of
faith in patriarchal authority (Moore, 1996, p.281). Retrospectively, with
the post-Fordist reorganization of workplaces and hierarchies in 1950’s,
middle class men began to experience a relative loss in their social
prestige and economic status. Clearly defined jobs and careers with
which men were once identified were being transformed into contingent

flexible roles loosely defined. With the constant loss of power in the
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social hierarchy, men apparently could not succeed in keeping up with
the increasing demands of the ethic of success and had to face the
possibility that they might be too far away from fulfilling the
expectations of masculinity based on self-control, hard work and
material progress. As a result, while domesticated workplace of the
service industry castrated men’s power, American males, “the middle
children of history with no special place and attention” (Palahniuk, Fight
Club, 166), became more and more involved in complex social relations
and became isolated and inward looking. The transition of urban spaces
from an open air public sphere to the hinterland of closed and climate
controlled shopping malls also denoted the displacement of masculine
subjectivity in American culture. Once the land of immigrants and
existential nomads, American land now offers only a “desubjectified,
motionless voyage” (Deleuze, 1987, p.159) and the only immigrants of
new American cities happen to be the customers strolling around the
market stalls. The narrator of Fight Club, for instance, wakes up at a
different time and at a different airport during his never-ending flights.
In each journey, he consumes single-serving foods, single-serving hotel
rooms and single-serving friends. He realizes that it doesn’t really matter
who you are and where you are while traveling (Palahniuk, Fight Club,
29). Different identities you have adopted and the places you have been
to all become disposable after a while.

In a Lacanian sense, if the chief signifier of difference in American
culture, the phallus, doesn’t exist anymore, then the postmodern
individual’s misrecognition of himself leads to creating a decentred
subject, the subject-in-process as a site of contradictions yet never
complete and contented. Thus postmodern males are seemingly urged to
construct false relations with the space surrounding them, resulting in a
kind of fetishism of space (Moore, 1996, p.172). Postmodern spatial self
is a passive fabricated self, an alienated spectator of social activities. He
is the “invisible man” of the 1990’s whose only chance to become visible
again is, as Chuck Palahniuk writes in Choke, to “get caught, exposed and
revealed enough, then you’d never be able to hide again. There would be no

difference between your public and your private lives (38)”. For Palahniuk,

10



Masculinities Journal

“to be Whitie is to be wallpaper. You don’t draw attention, good or bad.
Still, what would it be like”, he asks “to live with attention?” (Palahniuk,
Non-Fiction, 56).

The infamous feminization of postmodern masculinity
corresponds to the process of becoming a consumer rather than a
producer of the spatial organizations as well as social relationships
constructed through space. In postmodern space, the old boundaries
between the private and the public, the functional and the aesthetic,
originality and artificiality and pastiche have broken down to the point
that it becomes virtually hallusinogenic and hyperreal totally being
composed of images and simulated signifiers. The only possible
socialization occurs in shopping malls or theme parks where people
enjoy a simulated historicity and authenticity, and in the realms of
virtual reality such as television shows, video games or internet, which
marks the death of space and the emergence of schizophrenic, dislocated
and depthless identity constructions (Crang, 2000, p.9). The dislocated
masculine seems to be trapped in a vicious circle of the pursuit of spatial
meaning which coincides with the desert of the real; the cognitive perfect
map, representing the space, not only masks and perverts the basic
reality but also marks the absence of the territory/reality. In postmodern
culture, the masculine identity is based on the absence of space and the
temporality of spatial constructions so much so that it has been
displaced so as not to be replaced any more.

The masculine reaction to the symbolic absence of space, then,
comes to the surface in symbolic ways. The blatant violence of Patrick
Bateman in American Psycho, for instance, may be interpreted as a claim
to possess and control his surrounding with an animal instinct when he
deeply feels that, among all the luxurious furniture and expensive
restaurants, he is deprived of the power to exert control over the social
relations created by and within space. Tim Edwards (2004) suggests that
violence is seen as a key part not only of men’s maintenance of power
over women but rather more in terms of men’s power over the entire
planet (51). As Jeff Hearn (1998) similarly stated in his The Violences of

Men, Bateman'’s violent acts are indeed “impersonal and structural” (12)

11



Masculinities Journal

and necessarily “organized and individualized” (35) and therefore can’t
be considered separately from one’s symbolic expression of masculinity
which reinforces and, in turn, is reinforced by other forms of symbolic
violence. Moreover, the narrator in Fight Club explodes his own
condomi(ni)um (condom-like condos), “a sort of filing cabinet for widows
and young professionals” he defines (41), in order to deliver himself from
his “slavery to his nesting instinct (43)”. American men, for the narrator,
“used to sit in the bathroom with pornography, now they sit in the
bathroom with their IKEA furniture catalogue (43)”. Considering the
symbolic violence impoverishing men and alienating him to his space,
Tyler Durden’s anarchist raids of the modern art museums, liposuction
clinics, rich hotel restaurants and credit card buildings justify themselves
in an attempt to respond the violence in the same symbolic way.
Furthermore, in Choke, Denny, a helpless sexaholic, “finds rocks, washes
them, hauls them home. It’s how his recovery is going to be about doing
something big and good instead of just not doing little bad shit (139-140)".
He mounts a wall in the middle of the city out of the rocks, the debris of
the city symbolizing his own manhood. (219) Palahniuk tells us the
stories of a couple of men who are building castles in cities as the phallic
monuments just as Denny’s wall in his collection of interviews and short

essays, Non-fiction,

So whether building a castle is a statement or a mission, a
nesting instinct or a penis extension (63). Whether castle
building is a bid for immortality or a hobby - a fun way to kill
time- whether it is a gift to the future or a memorial to the

past.... Their own confession in stone. Their memoir (91).

Urban Space

The United States is a vast country recreated from half
remembered fragments of the memories of Puritan forefathers, Irish
vagabonds, French aristocrats and Hungarian villagers. Fragmentality
and inconsistency has thus always lain at the heart of American cities.

Consequently, there have been two oppositional views of the city and

12
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urban spaces in American culture. On one side, the dark aspects of the
city, city as “a storm center” full of “menace”, the morally threatening
enemy of pious Christians and good Americans have remained as a
persistent theme in American collective unconscious, which can be
traced back to John Winthrop, Thomas Jefferson, Edgar Allan Poe and
Josiah Strong. In this sense, the city is the Other, alien and mysteriously
dangerous, an unreadable text and somehow always beyond final
comprehension (Campbell and Kean, 1997, p.170). On the contrary, the
American city can also be read from the perspective of Walt Whitman,
William Carlos Williams or Paul Auster who suggest an image of the city,
sophisticated, chaotic but again promising a journey into the self. In this
respect, the city is a gathering of meanings in which people invest their
interpretations and seek to create their own histories and therefore
resembles a text, it is “an inscription of man in space” (162). The
relationship of the flaneur to the city is a narrative relation regarding the
city as a text that can be encoded and decoded (Savage, 2000, p.49). The
discussion of the textuality of space will inevitably lead us to discuss its
intertextuality considering the spatial constructions and the network of
social relations produced by these constructions. Space becomes
redescribed not as a dead, inert thing or object but as organic and fluid; it
flows and collides with other spaces (Merryfield, 2000, p.171).
Moreover, the textual construction of the urban spaces enables us to see
the linguistic attributions of the city. The meaning in the city is always
deferred and one can never attain the ultimate meaning. And space, like
language, is fragmented and compartmentalized. Gilles Deleuze (1987)
states that “dwelling, getting around, working, playing: life is spatially and
socially segmented. The house is segmented according to its rooms’
assigned purposes; streets, according to the order of the city (208). As
Henry Lefebvre sees it, “spatial fragmentation and conceptual dislocation
serves distinctively to ideological purposes. Separation ensures consent,
perpetuates misunderstanding and it reproduces the status quo” (qtd in
Merryfield, 2000, p.171). Therefore, the production and consumption of
space will certainly give away the discursive practices and the dominant

13
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ideology, which are definitely effective in building up the city and its

culture.

Hence, understanding the construction of urban spaces in America
necessitates considering the mechanisms of industrialism and
capitalism. Once established nearby the factories and railroads, the cities
in America provided many immigrants with an opportunity to produce
not only material goods but also their individual spaces. The streets,
buildings, bridges, squares and monuments were designed to
commemorate a special historical or a cultural characteristic of the
urban people. Nevertheless, postwar American cities were built around
consumption and urban spaces were an active agent in the expansion
and reproduction of capitalism (Merryfield, 2000, p.173). Where people
met, celebrated or protested has now become where they consume.
Today’s American cities are the consumption hinterlands of the shopping
malls and far from their historicity or authenticity, the shopping malls
characterize the cultural universe of American urbanity. Jean Baudrillard
(1994), in his Simulacra and Simulations, resembles shopping malls to “a
giant montage factory”, which “cannot be separated from the ... whole
town as a total functional screen of activities... The hypermarket is already
beyond the factory and traditional institutions of capital, the model of all
future forms of controlled socialization...The hypermarket is the expression
of a whole lifestyle in which not only the country but the town as well have
disappeared to make room for "the metro area” - a completely delimited
functional urban zoning... But the role of the hypermarket goes far beyond
"consumption,” and the objects no longer have a specific reality there:
what is primary is their serial, circular, spectacular arrangement - the

future model of social relations” (77).

Chris Haywood and Mairtin Mac an Ghaill (2003) argue that
social changes over the course of centuries “gave rise to gendered spatial
divisions between domestic and public spheres. The gendered nature of
small scale domestic units of production that characterized early
industrialization gave way to a redefinition of men’s and women'’s
relationship to the public and the private” (21). Tim Edwards (2004)

further argues that “at the heart of the crisis in masculinity is a problem

14
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with the reconciliation of the private and the public, the intimate and the
impersonal, the emotional and the rational” (17). The mall, as the chief
signifier of late capitalist consumer culture, has been dispersed into the
other urban spaces diminishing all worn out boundaries between the
public and the private realms. Working places, for example, where men
used to find the ultimate meaning of their existence have become
standardized and commodified already. Working places in the U.S,
particularly office spaces, have substantiated the men’s imprisonment in
their new submissive roles let alone celebrating their liberation through
labor. The narrator’s office in Fight Club proves to be a perfect example

of cubicle islands of postmodern offices:

“It is not like I have a window at work. All the outside walls
are floor to ceiling glass. Everything where I work is floor to
ceiling glass. Everything is vertical blinds. Everything is
industrial low pile gray carpet spotted with little tombstone
monuments where the PCs plug into the network. Everything
is a maze of cubicles boxed in with fences of upholstered
plywoods” (137).

The men’s escape into television, sports and recreational weekends,
then, may be interpreted as a way “to die and to be reborn, to be
destroyed and be saved” (Palahniuk, Non-fiction, 40). Nevertheless,
standardization and commodification of working places are completed
with the same organizational philosophy dominating the living places.
Cut off from the real productive activities, men in the U.S. were urged to
compensate their relatively powerless positions in the outside world
with the DIY chores at home. What they accomplished as a result was the
ikeanization of their homes, turning their living places into the
microcosms of consumption heavens. In Generation X, Douglas Coupland

resembles shopping malls to houses, or vice versa:

“It happened this way: he was driving home in California on
Interstate 10 and passing by a shopping mall outside of
Phoenix. He was thinking about the vast, arrogant block
forms of shopping mall architecture and how they make as
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little visual sense in the landscape as nuclear cooling towers.
He then drove past a yuppie housing development - one of
those new strange developments with hundreds of blockish,
equally senseless and enormous coral pink houses, all of them
with an inch of space in between and located about three feet
from the highway. And Otis got to thinking: Hey these are not

houses at all, these are malls in disguise” (71).

Confused by the omnipresence of the depthless and catastrophic
consumer culture, like the other lost generations preceding them, the
members of the Generation X are forced to escape into spacelessnes and

meaninglessness, into the desert of the real.

“We live small lives on the periphery: we are marginalized
and there is a great deal in which we choose not to
participate. We wanted silence and we have that silence
now... Our systems had stopped working, jammed with the
odor of copy machines. Wite-Out, the smell of bond paper, the
endless stress of pointless jobs done grudgingly to little
applause. We had compulsions that made us confuse
shopping with creativity, to take downers and assume that
merely renting a video on Saturday night was enough. But
now that we live here in the desert, things are much, much
better now” (11).

Conclusion

he opening sentence of American Psycho greets the reader with a
quotation from Dante’s Divine Comedy “Abandon all hope ye who
enter here” and the closing remark is far more puzzling “This is
no exit”. The city in the millennial American culture has been often
pictured in similar ways both in popular culture and contemporary
literature. The city image in American culture has changed a great deal in
accordance with the changing structure of capitalist mode of productions
and the social relations constructed with and by the spatial
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organizations. Alienation of man to his space and environment could
only be a part of a larger alienation which is inherent in capitalist society
and in man’s exploitation of man (Lefebvrei 2002, p.232). The culture of
capitalism had created fixed space-dependent subject positions and
gender roles. However, in the late capitalist culture, space and gender
are not produced but simulated on flexible, contingent, unstable and
anonymous subject positions (Diken, Laustsen, Nefes, 2003, p.267). The
operations of power are especially evident in gendered spaces which are
inherently hierarchical and encode both freedoms and restrictions in the
city (Kennedy, 2000, p.11). Therefore, gender roles, and masculinity in
particular, in late capitalist culture merge chaos with order and excessive
consumption with restrictive production. In this respect, construction of
masculinity and its relation to space have never been neutral but they
always have political and ideological entailments which necessarily
produce implosive violence and inequality that primarily affect and

damage men and their relations with other gendered identities
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Ozet:

Bu ¢alisma, erkeklikler arasinda var olan hiyerarsilerin genel
bir cercevesini c¢izerek ve hegemonik erkeklik kuramini
detaylandirarak, iki farkl kiiltiire ait The Game (Oyun) (1997)
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ithin the context of masculinity studies, the theory of

hegemonic masculinity has taken the discipline into a new

direction since the 1980s. Through the works of such seminal
theoreticians and scholars of masculinity studies as Tim Carrigan, R.W.
Connell, John Lee, Michael Kimmel, James Messerschmidt and many
others, the discipline of masculinity studies was sophisticated. The
acknowledgement of the existence of hierarchies among masculinities
and the divulgence of the hegemonic, discursive and self-legitimizing
formation within the hierarchic structure shape the backbone of the
most theories of these scholars. Although it received several criticisms
from feminist and queer grounds, the theory of hegemonic masculinity
has been popular since its coinage because it has also found a mirror-
effect within its social practice. The dominant masculinity model within
most Western societies is ‘expected’ to be strong, powerful, heterosexual,
wealthy, capable, self-dependent, self-confident, physically able-bodied,
sufficient, respected and honored. This category of hegemonic
masculinity appeals to only a narrow scope of men, yet it still dominates,
controls and rules over all other forms of masculinities and women
through power, authority and prestige, wherein it serves to the ends of
patriarchal power structures. Any ‘ideal’ male who cannot, or do not,
meet even a single expectation required by hegemonic masculinity, or in
other words, who falls from ‘hardness’ into ‘softness’ due to any so-
called deficit in his manhood, goes through a version of masculinity
failure, or more precisely, masculinity crisis. By elaborating on the
theory of hegemonic masculinity, this study attempts to manifest the
journey or transformation from hegemonic masculinity into masculinity
crisis of the protagonists of two crucial films of two distinct cultures. The
first case study is about an American Hollywood movie, The Game (1997)
directed by David Fincher. The second is about a Turkish movie entitled
Everything About Mustafa (Mustafa Hakkinda Her Sey) (2004) directed by

Cagan Irmak.

Carrigan et. al. originally initiated the sophistication of the
concept of hegemonic masculinity in their article when they posed

hegemonic masculinity as a key in understanding the social, political and
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cultural construction of masculinities (1985, p. 551-604). Yet, essentially
Raewyn Connell produced theories of masculinities in the last two
decades of the 20t century. In this sense, it was she who exclusively
coined the term ‘hegemonic masculinity’ (Feasey, 2008, p. 2). Connell’s
theorization and development of hegemonic masculinity is actually
influenced by Antonio Gramsci’s concept ‘hegemony’, which was
developed during his sophistication of Italian inter-class relationships.
To this end, Connell starts to integrate some of the basics of Gramsci’s
model of hegemony with his own understanding of masculinities theory.
Accordingly, Connell follows Gramsci in questioning masculine
hegemony especially regarding such issues as “the situations where a
kind of permanent alliance existed; where a general solidarity between
oppressors and oppressed had developed, with cultural processes
reinforcing the political and economic domination of the ruling group”
(Connell, 1995, p. 206).

In her Gender and Power: Society, the Person and Sexual Politics
(1987), Connell discusses the existence of the “ordering versions of
femininity and masculinity at the level of whole society”, caused by
ethnic differences, generational gaps and several class patterns (p. 183).
She further centers the interrelation between masculinity and femininity
on “a single structural fact, the global dominance of men over women”
(p- 183). For her, such a structural element also signals to the hierarchal
relationships among men and this actually acknowledges the existence of
“a hegemonic form of masculinity in the society as a whole” (p. 183).
Within the context of hierarchy among masculinities, Connell suggests
four basic categories of masculinities (hegemonic, complicit, subordinate
and marginalized), which exist in hierarchal relation to one another, each
making the existence of other groups legitimized. Yet, it should be noted
that the boundaries between these groups are highly slippery and
unfixed, as also any representation of masculinity may vary according to
the region, location and culture it appeals to. In her Masculinities, Connell
provides a simple definition of her hegemonic masculinity: “Hegemonic
masculinity is not a fixed character type, always and everywhere the
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same. It is, rather, the masculinity that occupies the hegemonic position
in a given pattern of gender relations” (1995, p. 74).

Connell’s concept of hegemonic masculinity is relational in the
sense that hegemonic masculinity is constructed both in relation to
subordinated masculinities and women (1987, p. 183). And, these
interaction and relationships between such varying forms masculinity
only work to serve to patriarchal social order (p. 183). Referring “the
dominant form of masculinity” as hegemonic among men, Connell then,

elaborates on her integration of Gramscian hegemony and masculinity:

In the concept of hegemonic masculinity, ‘hegemony’ means
(as in Gramsci’s analyses of class relations in Italy from
which the term is borrowed) a social ascendancy achieved
in a play of social forces that extends beyond contests of
brute power into the organization of private life and
cultural processes. Ascendancy of one group of men over
another achieved at the point of a gun, or by the threat of
unemployment, is not hegemony. Ascendancy which is
embedded in religious doctrine and practice, mass media
content, wage structures, the design of housing,
welfare/taxation policies and so forth, is. (Connell, 1987, p.
184)

Herein, Connell stresses the dominance of the hegemonic masculinity
over other masculinities as an “ascendency achieved through culture,
institutions, and persuasion” (Connell and Messerschmidt, 2005, p. 832).
In a sense, as Connell suggests in his Masculinities, within the context of
hegemony practice, the institutionalized masculinity is “culturally
exalted” over other forms of masculinities (1995, p. 77). This group of
institutionalized dominant masculinity that casts superiority over other
complicit or subordinated masculinities, however, is not to be confused
with what she would call a version of idealized “male sex role” (Connell,
1987, p. 184). With her concept of hegemonic masculinity, Connell

attempts to reveal and order the slippery and changeable hierarchies
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among varied masculinities specifically in terms of “power and
subordination” (Seidler, 2006, p. 15).

This group of hegemonic masculinity is even so narrow and
limited that it includes fantasy figures or publicized real models that
embody the qualifications of an unreachable ideal (Connell, 1987, p.
184). For MacKinnon, in spite of the fact that hegemonic masculinity’s
scope is narrow, appealing only to a limited number of men of idealized
heroes or some kind of fantastic unattainable figures, still it does not
diminish “its credibility as a standard of masculinity to which men are
supposed to aspire” (2003, p. 115). Thus, Connell signals to several
crucial features of her conception of hegemonic masculinity. Firstly, as
mentioned above, it is relational since “hegemonic masculinity is
constructed in relation to women and to subordinated masculinities” and
hegemonic masculinity must negate subordinated masculinities and all
femininities (1987, p. 186). In their critical text, “Hegemonic Masculinity,
Rethinking the Concept”, Connell and Messerschmidt manifest how the
normative and relational aspect of hegemonic masculinity paves way for

its legitimization:

Hegemonic masculinity was distinguished from other
masculinities, especially subordinated masculinities.
Hegemonic masculinity was not assumed to be normal in
the statistical sense; only a minority of men might enact it.
But it was certainly normative. It embodied the currently
most honored way of being a man, it required all other men
to position themselves in relation to it, and it ideologically
legitimated the global subordination of women to men.
(2005, p. 832)

Apart from its being relational, secondly, as put forward by Connell,
hegemonic masculinity is “very public” and the public aspect of this
concept does not always signal to powerful men; all the same, it actually
signals to how they attain this power and how other men are driven to
back this supremacy with a common consent, which results its being
normative (1987, p. 185). The main argument running behind Connell’s
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theory is the question how actually certain groups of men “inhabit
positions of power and wealth and how they legitimate and reproduce
the social relationships that generate their dominance” (Carrigan et al.,
1985, p. 92). Thirdly, another important facet of current hegemonic
masculinity is heterosexuality and the institution of marriage (Connell,
1987, p. 186). In this sense, in addition to being heterosexual, hegemonic
masculinity requires man to persistently attest that he is heterosexual
(Anderson, 2005, p. 22). According to Connell, the hegemonic
masculinity is also supposed to attain the crucial features of “power,
authority, aggression and technology” (1987, p. 187). Thus, Connell’s
hegemonic male is to be “white, heterosexual, competitive, individualist
and aggressive men in the paid labour force who dominate the moral,
cultural and financial landscape” (Connell qtd. in Feasey, 2008, p. 3).

These few idealized men within hegemonic masculinity are
supposed to be strong, powerful, effective, wealthy, proficient, imposing,
self-sufficient, self-confident and they are to be renowned in their
profession and well-recognized by the society. Dominating all other
genders with power and subordination, hegemonic masculinity sheds
such ideals as “whiteness, location in the middle class, heterosexuality,
independence, rationality and educated, a competitive spirit, the desire
and the ability to achieve, controlled and directed aggression, as well as
mental and physical toughness” to be desired, respected and protected
(Howson, 2006, p. 60). Kimmel describes this type of dominant
masculinity as “a man in power, a man with power and a man of power”
(2004, p. 184). Quoting from Erving Goffman’s famous lines, Kimmel
highlights the ideals of hegemonic masculinity in the US and the tension
itarouses:

In an important sense there is only one complete
unblushing male in America: a young, married, white,
urban, northern, heterosexual, Protestant, father, of college
education, fully employed, of good complex-ion, weight, and
height, and a recent record in sports. . . . Any male who fails
to qualify in any one of these ways is likely to view

himself—during moments at least—as unworthy,
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incomplete, and inferior. (Goffman qtd in. Kimmel, 1996, p.
5)

According to Kimmel, hegemonic masculinity is a mode in relation to
which subordinate men are positioned, described, classified and placed
within a given society because this idealized mode of masculinity has
become such a normative or natural construction that it is perceived as a
“standard in psychological evaluations, sociological research self-help
and advice literature for teaching young men to become real men” (2004,
184). This causes subordinate masculinities, particularly the complicit
masculinity, to “live in a state of some tension with hegemonic
masculinity” as within the society they try to attach a place, relational to
the dominant ideal masculinity in which they cannot be included
(Connell, 1998, p. 5). Subordinate masculinities such as the men at the
margins due to their ethnicity, class, generation and gender have lesser
political power, status and wealth than the hegemonic men. Subordinate
masculinities are plural and this pluralism is created by such “social
factors as class, ethnicity, sexual orientation, able bodies, religion, age”
(MacKinnon, 2003, p. 11). Although, “the idea of a hierarchy of
masculinities grew directly out of homosexual men’s experience with
violence and prejudice from straight men” (Connell and Messerschmidt,
2005, p. 831), still these huge numbers of subordinate men become
“complicit in sustaining this hierarchic model” (Feasey, 2008, p. 3).
Moreover, as a result of the “symbolic interaction” between these
masculinities and the ‘natural’ dominance achieved and prevailed by
forms of hegemonic masculinity, the outcome is simply patriarchy
“where some men systematically subordinate other classes of citizens”
and where again some women also enjoy certain privilege and
domination over others through their close engagement with hegemonic
men (Lemelle, 2010, p. 256). Hegemonic masculinity is constructed,
legitimized and perceived to be natural and normative; therefore, its
practises and structures become invisible, which paves the way for
reinforcing its hegemonic power further since “all other gender
relationships and dynamics must ‘fit in’ around this dominant norm”

(Campbell et al., 2006, p.11). In this way, systemically, within the
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institutionalized hierarchal power structures, “hegemonic masculinity
helps reify and reproduce patriarchy” (Anderson, 2009, p. 38).

At the end of the day, even the forms of subordinate
masculinities also enjoy the institutionalisation of male domination over
women as a result of hegemonic authority (Carrigan et al. 2006, p. 592).
Kimmel believes that anti-femininity has always been at the center of all
formations of manhood so he suggests that no matter what kind of
masculinity a man adheres, being a man is actually “not being like a
woman” (2004, p. 185). Therefore, at the core of the main argument, as
put forward by Connell and Messerschmidt, hegemonic masculinity is
perceived as “the pattern of practice (i.e., things done, not just a set of
role expectations or an identity) that allowed men’s dominance over
women to continue” (2005, p. 832). Connell and Messerschmidt reflect
how in relation to complicit masculinities and the submission among
heterosexual women that hegemony becomes the most powerful agent
(p. 832). Connell believes that the only way of promoting gender justice
can be achieved through resistance to and struggle against this agent,

hegemonic masculinity (Levy, 2007, p. 258).

The process of masculinity crisis, or failure of masculinity, as
Connell put it in The Men and the Boys (2000), starts when an ideal male
cannot accomplish the expectations or requirements of the hegemonic
masculinity and becomes ‘failed’ or ‘incomplete’ (p. 46). According to
David Gilmore, as he develops in his Manhood in the Making, Cultural
Concepts of Masculinity, men who do not or cannot achieve the ideal
models of masculinity are made to believe that they have ‘failed’ and this
ultimately destabilizes their social appreciation and value. The
requirements of manhood, for Gilmore, cause men to experience the
highest pressure and burden to perform more manly and to behold more
power, control and strength (1990, p. 17-18). These expectations of the
ideal manhood, or hegemonic masculinity, include power, authority,
supremacy, strength and specifically hardness (Stepien, 1997, p. 17).
Evenly, what causes men go through masculinity crisis is the process
when men are perceived to fall out of hardness into a kind of previously

negated softness, associated with femininity. As referred by Stepien,
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regarding the experience of masculinity crisis, in their seminal work,
Posting the Male, Lea and Schoene manifest two conditions:

The ‘crisis’ of contemporary masculinity could be said to
derive from men’s exposure to two antagonistic sets of
imperatives and ideals - one patriarchal, the other feminist
or post-patriarchal - resulting in a behavioural and self-
constitutive quandary that is experienced as stressful
because it appears so utterly irresolvable. (Lea and
Schoene, 2003, p. 12)

The existence of power structures of the hegemonic masculinity, with all
of its requirements or pre-set cultural ‘manly’ ideals and its requirement
to negate with all other facets of subordinated masculinities and
femininity, leads men to go through a version of tension, or crisis with a
simple wink at ‘failure’.

The hierarchal construction of the masculinities and the
relational and normative hegemonic composition within the masculine
power structures ultimately culminates in the transformation of the
male individual from hegemonic masculinity into masculinity crisis,
which could well be traced within the protagonists of The Game and
Everything About Mustafa, in which both Nicholas and Mustafa goes
through masculinity crisis when their hegemonic power is threatened

and shaken by other forms of masculinities and ‘domineering’ agents.

An Investigation of Masculinity Crisis within The Game and
Everything About Mustafa

roduced in 1997 and directed by David Fincher The Game,
starring Michael Douglas, focuses on the story of Nicholas Van
Orton, a lonely and wealthy investment banker. He starts as a rich
man living in a luxurious mansion, almost fully isolated from his ex-wife
and his brother, Conrad. Nicholas demonstrates that he is a
representative of hegemonic masculinity. He is a wealthy banker living in
a luxurious mansion, “the largest house in the street” as he says to the
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policeman on the phone, and owns a latest model of BMW. The scenes
when Nicholas is at his workplace reveal that he is also an unreachable,
respected and successful banker boss who wins the competition within
capitalist power structures and is therefore surrounded by those willing
and courteous assistants and employees. In whatever public sphere he
enters, he is always respected and held in high regard by the waiters,
employees and the people around. Furthermore, his dominant
masculinity could well be observed when as the utmost owner and
superintendent, Nicholas fires Anson Baer, who is one of his old bank
managers. Baer essentially represents the complicit masculinity, which
due to his ailing older age has lost his previous energetic office
performance and thus unintentionally causes the firm to earn lesser
profits. Specifically, the scene when Nicholas fires Baer, reveals the
relational facet of hegemonic masculinity because it is only through the
‘deficits’ and insufficiency of this complicit masculinity that Nicholas
could well describe himself as prestigious, powerful, young and self-
sufficient rule maker. Moreover, this scene also implies the symbolic
violence exerted by Nicholas on Baer. Within the context of American
society, Nicholas could well be classified by being among those,
described by Connell in his Masculinities as “white, heterosexual,
competitive, individualist and aggressive men in the paid labour force
who dominate the moral, cultural and financial landscape” (1995, p. 77).
Nicholas also shows up as a self-controlled man, emotionally retreating
from other people due to his childhood traumas. Besides, as his father
dies, he feels that he “had no other choice than playing the father” and
takes over the roles of his father.

Similarly, Everything About Mustafa, originally entitled as
“Mustafa Hakkinda Her Sey”, produced in 2004, directed by Cagan Irmak,
starring Fikret Kuskan, focuses on the traumatic story of Mustafa after
the death of his wife at a traffic accident. Mustafa starts the film, just like
Nicholas, proving that he is the member of the hegemonic masculinity,
dominating both the subordinated masculinities and women. As a highly
acclaimed manager and the owner of the advertising agency, he shows

up as a powerful, prestigious, self-confident, wealthy, strong,
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heterosexual father of a happy nuclear family. Yet, all along with these,
he exhibits that he has obsessive thoughts about the authority and
dominance he attains and he directly reacts to any threat or challenge to
this own authority. He can easily and decisively fire an employee without
any hesitation, which may signal that he shapes his own behaviours
basing mostly on power and authority. He often dominates and looks
down on those people with limited economic power by calling the
officers or employees as “inferior and disgusting”. Even, at the opening
scene, one of his respected and wise employees states that “sometimes
gods need to have a victim so that they can become gods”, which signifies
that he has authority and power over his employees. By usually
commanding on his employees, Mustafa forms a version of tyranny in his
workplace. Besides, his meticulous work ethic reveals his obsession with
perfection. His fixation with excellence could easily be seen in the office
scenes when he assertively interferes with the way his workers carry out

their profession.

Interestingly, as the inquisitive turn of both films, the hegemonic
masculinity of Nicholas and Mustafa and the facets of their dominating
masculinity are all challenged and contested when Nicholas finds himself
within ‘the game’ meticulously planned by CRS and when Mustafa is

challenged by the low-brow lover of his dead wife.

In The Game, through the results of scrupulous physical and
psychological tests of Nicholas, the company detects the deficits or
weaknesses within his corporality and personality. Then, the company
incessantly attacks on and challenges his ‘manhood’. Because of the tasks
required by the game, he is often physically challenged: he is drowned
within a taxicab driven into the sea, locked within a lift, always made to
escape from the CRS agents or troops, drugged, coffined within a tomb
and tempted to jump off the roof of a skyscraper. Yet, rather than
physical challenges, Nicholas is psychologically and socially tested, which
poses a higher threat for his hegemonic masculinity. During the game, he
loses the power, prestige, fortune and sufficiency he previously strongly
attained. Metaphorically, Nicholas is reborn as a form of subordinate

masculinity after the moment when he revives his consciousness in a
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deserted old cemetery in Mexico. In the following scenes, he wears white
dirty worn-off clothes; his body is full of scars, signalling at his regained
heroic masculinity (Baker, 2006, p. 69) and bodily deformation. Now,
totally penniless, in order to return home, he sells his only valuable
possession, a gold watch and asks the plea of the previously invisible
people for hitchhiking to San Francisco. It is only when he takes the gun
from his foreclosed mansion that he seems to partially revive his
manhood. At this point, the gun could be perceived as a symbol of phallic
power helping Nicholas regain his manhood. Hence, in the succeeding
scenes, through the masculine ‘power’ of possessing the gun, he has the

curious intention to take revenge and resolve the mystery behind CRS.

The whole conspiracy of the game and the whole physical and
psychological challenges to his manhood cause Nicholas to show the
masculinity ‘failure’ and experience a version of masculinity crisis.
Nicholas shows up as a “solid businessman drawn into a matrix of femme
fatales, obscure forces and people attempting to kill him” (Baker, 2006,
p. 69). Yet, all these challenges essentially help him come to terms with
his own masculinity and resolve his childhood traumas, especially the
trauma of seeing his father commit suicide. At the end, he reconciles with
his ex-wife and asks to have a date out with Cristine, which signals that
he has overcome his masculine anxieties.

In parallels with the masculinity crisis that Nicholas
experiences, similarly, Mustafa also goes through fierce and even more
violent crisis. At the hospital scene, rather than reacting to his wife’s
death by mourning, Mustafa dedicates himself resolving the mystery
behind the accident. He insistently focuses on learning more about the
man who was with Ceren during the accident. Through this insistence,
Mustafa represses his own reaction to his wife’s death by directing his
reaction to ‘the man’. The knowledge of this mysterious man implies that
he has lost the control and power he thought he had within his marriage,
the realization of which evenly transforms his emotional reactions. Upon
learning that the taxi driver, Fikret, was the lover of his wife, Mustafa
projects the sorrow he feels for his loss through altering the sadness into

rage and aggression, which could be detected from the first scene the
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two come across. In a sense, Mustafa directs his mourning, which would
actually be an indicator of weakness and fall from hardness and
manliness into aggression, revenge and violence. Therein, he devises
plans, hires people in order to reach Fikret who has challenged his own
authority and power. When Mustafa takes him as a hostage, he forces
Fikret to drive the car, with an intention to make him realize that he is
much superior and more powerful than him. The scenes that depict
Fikret's imprisonment in a countryside mansion, Mustafa’s violent and
aggressive behaviours towards Fikret again may indicate his obsession
with attaining absolute power-over. These bloody and violent scenes
further reveal that Mustafa has totally directed his ‘soft’ emotions of the
mourning process into aggression and violence against the taxi driver.
During much of the film, Mustafa calmly reminds Fikret that he will kill
him at the end of the day after he fulfils one single requirement. In this
way, he is to learn about how the two involved in this unconsummated
love story and thereby he will learn how he has lost his control and
authority over his wife and lost it to an ‘inferior’, subordinated
masculinity. Obviously, Mustafa does not simply intends to compensate
for his emotional loss, rather, he intends to compensate for his manly
‘failure’ he experiences through his loss of the possession of a woman to
an ‘inferior’ man.

Violence, on the other hand, compromises much of the behaviours
of Mustafa against Fikret, which helps him reproduce and maintain
power and domination over Fikret and, thus, sustain his hegemonic
power-over. Similarly, in discussing the relationship between
masculinities, power and violence, Jeff Hearn proposes that enforcement
of all sorts of violence by men are inevitably linked to the reproduction

of masculine supremacy and control:

Men are members of a powerful social group and a social
category that is invested with power. This has the
consequence that membership of that group or category
brings power, if only by association. As with other powerful
groups, dominance is maintained and reproduced in a wide

variety of ways, including persuasion, influence, force,
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violence, and so on... All these forms of violence reinforce
each other and form the contexts of each other. The doing
of violence is dominance, is the result of dominance, and
creates the conditions for the reproduction of dominance.
Violence is a means of enforcing power and control, but it is
also power and control in itself. (Hearn, 1998, p. 35-36)

Apart from being a transformation of sorrow for the loss of his wife into
aggression, violence connotes Mustafa’s compensation for a failure or
loss of power and authority over his wife, for simply ‘losing’ her to a
secondary masculinity, to a taxi driver. On the same line with Hearn, it is
through violence that Mustafa aims at reviving his failed or deformed
masculinity. As the perpetuator of violence, Mustafa regains power and
domination he thought he once had. Yet, facing with the realities of the
relationship between Ceren and Fikret and, most importantly,
confronting with his ‘failure’ make Mustafa also antagonise and come to
terms with his childhood trauma. The flashbacks of his trauma reveal
that Mustafa kills his handicapped brother by choking him since his
father abandons home due to the shame he feels for the elder brother’s
incapability. Moreover, since childhood, Mustafa emotionally distances
himself from his mother because he believes that his mother always put
him off with the lies and hopes of making him believe that the father
would be coming soon. This childhood trauma shapes and constructs the
whole masculinity and characteristic of Mustafa. Unable to have power
and authority during his earlier ages, Mustafa, in his adulthood,
neurotically gets obsessed with the ideal of attaining and sustaining
absolute power in order to compensate for his childhood sin. In a sense,
he becomes, in Kimmel’s words, “a man in power, a man with power and
a man of power” (2004, p. 184). However, at the end of the movie, upon
confronting with his ‘failure’ and trauma, he feels that he does not have
the power to commit a second murder in his life and therefore, sets
Fikret free.

At the final scene, Mustafa reveals that he has now fell from
‘hardness’ into ‘softness’, from hegemonic masculinity into masculinity

crisis by showing a ‘deficit’ or ‘weakness’ in his once-unshakable
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masculinity. The film ends as he confronts with his mother about the
realities behind the murder of his brother. The scene ends when Mustafa
bursts into tears in his mother’s arms, which discloses that Mustafa
confronts his traumas, weaknesses, self-realities and most importantly

his own masculinity.

As a conclusion, by tracing the ‘fall’ of Nicholas and Mustafa from
the dominant form of masculinity, which is hegemonic in this sense, into
a kind of masculinity failure, it has been attempted to show in these
movies that both characters go through similar masculinity crisis despite
their distinct cultural backgrounds. Both Nicholas and Mustafa have
constructed their masculinity in a hierarchal power structure where they
attribute their value, power and self-esteem in relation to other
masculinities. On the same line with Connell’s definition of hegemonic
masculinity, the ascendency of both characters over other men is
achieved culturally; therefore, they cast parallels in their hegemonic
tendencies. Yet, a course of troublesome incidents and challenges to their
‘manhood’ reveals several underlying childhood traumas that cause
them to be obsessed with sustaining power. Mustafa’s childhood trauma
shows up in his adulthood as a neurotic mania, while that of Nicholas
appears to be an emotional detachment. Still, all these challenges
eventually make both characters to come to terms with their
‘weaknesses’, ‘insufficiencies’ and evenly ‘failures’ within their own
manhood. More importantly, the fall from the ideals and requirements of
the hegemonic masculinity and the final masculinity crisis make both
Nicholas and Mustafa revive a new tension-free masculinity which they

never had before.
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Calismanin konusu, icine dogdugu toplumun deger ve normlariyla
sosyalize olmus erkek akademisyenler 6zelinde, “esitlik¢i” akademiye
gectikten sonra toplumsal cinsiyete yonelik erkeklik sdylemlerinde
herhangi bir déniisim olup olmadigidir. Bu baglamda, Ege
Universitesi Edebiyat Fakiiltesi'nde doktora yapmakta olan aragtirma
gorevlileri ile doktora derecesini almis diger akademik seviyelerdeki
ogretim iiyelerinden olusan ve kartopu 6rnekleme teknigiyle ulasilan
11 erkek akademisyenle yar1 yapilandirilmis goériismeler yapilmistir.
Gorlusmelerden elde edilen nitel veri, her kurumun aslinda toplumsal
cinsiyet temelinde orgiitlendigini iddia eden Joan Acker’in (1990)
“toplumsal cinsiyetlendirilmis kurum” (gendered institution)
kuraminin sundugu kuramsal ¢ergeve dahilinde yorumsamaci bir
yaklasimla ¢éziimlemeye tabi tutulmustur. Goriismelerden elde edilen
bulgularla, fakiilte i¢i ¢alisma demokrasisinin yiiksek diizeyde oldugu
varsayllan ve egitim seviyesi yiliksek bir arastirma alaninda dahi
toplumsal cinsiyetlendirilmis pek ¢cok 6genin ortiik bicimlerde de olsa
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Abstract:

This study investigates whether the gender based masculinity
discourses of male academics, who are socialized through the values
and norms of the society in which they are born, have been
transformed after they take place in academia; and hence whether the
academia is a gendered institution. In this context, the sample is
drawn by using snowball technique and the semi-structured
interviews were conducted upon 11 male academics, from Ege
University Faculty of Letters, who are either PhD candidate-research
assistants or faculty members who have already been holding PhD
degree at various academic ranks. The qualitative data gathered
through interviews were analysed through “gendered institution”
theory of Joan Acker who argued that all institutions are organized by
gender, within an interpretative perspective. The findings revealed
that even in a research field which is assumed to have working
democracy at higher degrees, there exist subtle forms of gendered
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Giris

oplumda var olan kamusal-6zel, kiltiir-doga, eril-disi gibi
Tsosyolojik dikotomilerle bakildiginda, erkekler sirasiyla ilk,

kadinlar ise ikinci kategorilerde yer almaktadir. Bu temelde de
kadinin 6zel alanda daha ¢ok varlik gosterdigi; kamusaldaki yerinin ise
ikinci planda kaldig1 s6ylenmektedir (Alkan, 1999; Kanci, 2008; Ecevit,
2010) Bu dikotomilerle birlikte erkek girisken ve aktif rol iistlenirken,
kadin geri planda duran, pasif ve bagimli bir rol islenir. Tim bu
ozellikler erkegi kamusal, kadini ise 6zel alan diye tanimladigimiz ev
icinde konumlandirir. Bu nedenle erkek, emegin iiretildigi piyasa
iligkileri icerisinde “ekmek kazanan” konumunda yer alirken; kadin ise
ev iliskileri icerisinde emegin yeniden tretildigi alana sikigir. Giiniimiiz
toplumlarinda kadinlarin kamusal alanda giderek daha fazla yer aldig
durumu sayisal bir veriden ibarettir; ¢linkii kamusal alana hizmet eden
kurumlar, toplumsal cinsiyet bazinda bigcimlenerek erkegin is hayatinda
olmasini onceler (Acker, 1992; Badinter, 1992; Ozkanli & Korkmaz,
2000; Sentiirk, 2015).

Toplumun tiim alanlarinda yansimasini bulan toplumsal cinsiyet
temelli gilic esitsizlikleri, kaynaklarin iki cinsiyet arasinda dengesiz
dagilimini ve boylece cinsiyetler arasinda 6zellikle kadini erkege bagiml
kilan bir mekanizmay1 beraberinde getirmektedir (Newman &
Grauerholz, 2002). Boylesi bir gii¢c esitsizligi ise kadinin toplumdaki
ikincil konumunu yeniden {iiretmektedir. Bireyin karsilastigi ilk
toplumsallasma aracisi olan aileden baslamak iizere, evlilik, is yasami,
siyaset ve tim toplumsal karsilasmalar gibi makro ve mikro alanlarda
olmak tlizere kadimi ikincil konuma iten bu mekanizma, hegemonik
erkekligi yalmzca iiretmekle kalmamakta, aym1 zamanda tim bu
alanlarda erkegin hegemonik konumunun yeniden tiiretilmesine katkida
bulunmaktadir. Segal (1992), erkeklik ve kadinligin, tarihsel zamana ve
mekdna 06zgli olusumlar olduguna vurgu yaparken ideolojilerin;
toplumsal kurumlar ve pratikler i¢inde siirekli olarak bigimlendirilen,
karsi konulan, yeniden islenen ve onaylanan kategoriler oldugunu séyler.
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iktidarla donanmis pozisyonlarin erkekler tarafindan kusatildig1 goz ardi
edilemez bir gergektir (Acker, 1990).

Cagdas literatiir, sosyal olarak fretilmis bir kavram olarak
toplumsal cinsiyetin yarattig1 esitsizliklerin derinlemesine ve kapsayici
bir bicimde anlasilabilmesine yonelik olarak toplumsal cinsiyet
calismalar1 igerisinde kadinhgin yanmi sira erkekligin de calisilmasi
gerektigine isaret etmektedir (Boyd & Roper, 1989). Zira gii¢ esitsizligi,
goreli bir kavramdir; toplumsal bir birimin hegemonik olarak daha genis
bir iktidar alanina sahip olmasi ancak ve ancak digerinin iktidar alaninin
goreli olarak dar kilinmasi ile miimkiin olabilir.

Nitekim erkeklik kavrami 1970’li yillara kadar yalnizca biyolojik
cinsiyet temelli ele alinip belirli model erkeklige sikistirllmistir. Ancak
1980’lerden sonra kadin calismalarinin yiikselmesinden dogan feminist
akimin erkeklik kavramina toplumsal cinsiyet bazinda egilmesiyle
erkeklik calismalar1 da akademik ¢alismalarda yerini almaya baslamistir
(Hearn ve Parkin, 1983, 1988; Cornwall ve Lindisfarne, 1994; Kimmel,
1995; Connell, 1998, 2001, 2005, 2016; Carrigan vd, 2002).

Feminist akimin igerisinde erkeklik ¢alismalarinin ivme
kazanmasiyla beraber kadinin, tiim toplumsal alanlarda oldugu gibi
kamusaldaki yerini de ikincil olarak konumlayan erkekler {izerine
calismalar yapilmaya baslanmistir. Hiyerarsik yapilanma, erkegi iiste,
kadinmi ise asag1 statiiye konumlamaktadir (Acker ve Houten, 1974;
Acker, 1990, 1992; Hearn ve Parkin, 1983). Pek c¢ok kadin, ¢alisma
hayatinin ¢ogunu eril yaklasimla bigimlendirilmis bu alanlarda
gecirmektedir. Kamusal alanin eril yapilanmasi, feminizmin ytikseldigi
ylllarda daha da dikkat gekici bir hale gelmistir. 1980 ve sonrasinda
sosyologlar basta olmak lizere sosyal bilimciler, 6zelde cinsiyetgilik,
cinsel ayrimcilik gibi toplumda daha 6nce dikkati cekmeyen alanlarda,
genelde kadin ve toplumsal cinsiyeti temel alan konularda g¢alismalar
yapmaya baslamistir. Feminist calismalarin merkezi o6zellikle 2000’li
yillardan itibaren ev ve is arasindaki dikotominin zorluklar1 ve yeni
ekonomik diizenin etrafinda ¢ercevelenmektedir (Payne, 2002; Williams,
Muller ve Kilanski, 2012). Genel olarak ¢alismalar, kadinin emegi ve
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kamusalda goériinmezligi lizerinden ilerlemistir. Yiikselen kapitalizmin
modernlesmeyle harmanlanmasi ve artan isgiici ihtiyaci, kadina
kamusal alanda var olmasi i¢in bir firsat yaratmis olsa da kurumlarin eril
yapilanmasi kadin emeginin de kamusalda “kadinsi” bir bigimde
sekillenmesine yol agmistir. Bundan dolayi, kadin ¢alismalar: alanindaki
calismalar erkeklik c¢alismalarina gore daha fazla sayidadir. Nitekim
Hearn ve Parkin (1988), “erkeklik ¢alismalarinin” goz ardi edildigini
vurgulamaktadir. S6zli gecen arastirma, toplumsal cinsiyetlendirilmis
kurumlar iizerine yapilmis ¢alismalarin odaginin, bu kurumlarin amag,
hiyerarsi ve yonetim islevinin erkekler tarafindan olusturulduguna;
bunun da yine erkekler tarafindan ortiik bicimde gergeklestirildigine

vurgu yapmaktadir.

Bu baglamda bu g¢alisma, Joan Acker'in (1990) “toplumsal
cinsiyetlendirilmis kurum” (gendered institution) kuramina dayanarak,
akademinin de bdylesi bir kurum oldugu varsayimindan hareketle
akademideki erkeklerin hegemonik erkekliklerini, kadin
akademisyenler, yani ¢alisma siiresince kavramsallastirdigimiz “6teki”
iizerinden insa etme bicimlerine odaklanmaktadir. Acker, kuramini
gelistirirken, orgiitlerdeki hiyerarsi ve eril yapilanma {izerinden gider.
Bu arastirma ise Acker’in kuramini bir ileri gotiirerek genelde akademiye
6zelde “kadin calismalari ve feminizm” derslerinin verildigi edebiyat
fakiiltesine uyarlayarak; akademinin toplumsal cinsiyet tutumunu
sorgulamay1 hedeflemenin yani sira; erkek akademisyenlerin kadinlar
iizerinden insa ettikleri erkeklik sdylemlerini bulup ortaya ¢ikarmayi
amag¢ edinir. Acker’in teorisinin {lizerine insa edilmis bu c¢alisma,
kadinlarin, akademide ne kadar ¢oklukta olmalarindan ya da yonetici
kadrolarinda bulunmalarindan ziyade; “bilim yapiyor olmalar1”
acisindan erkek akademisyenler tarafindan ne derece 6nemsendikleri,
bilim insani olarak goériildiikleri ve disiplinleri icerisinde kendilerine

nasil bir anlam atfedildigini ortaya koyma amaci tasimaktadir.

Acker kurumlarda toplumsal cinsiyete dayali sosyal
yapilanmanin, “toplumsal cinsiyetlendirilmis isbolimi”, “toplumsal
cinsiyetlendirilmis semboller”, “toplumsal cinsiyetlendirilmis isyeri

etkilesimi”, “toplumsal cinsiyetlendirilmis bireysel Kkimlik” ve
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“toplumsal cinsiyetlendirilmis orgiittlenme mantig1” olmak {zere
birbiriyle etkilesim i¢erisinde olan bes farkl siirecte gerceklestigini 6ne
stirmektedir. Acker'in ortaya koydugu bu kategoriler arastirmanin
bulgulara ait olan kisminda ayrintili bir bicimde tanimlanarak,
calismanin sekillendirildigi ¢erceve dahilinde bulgularla birlikte

incelenecektir.

Arastirmanin Metodolojisi

alisma, tiniversite gibi ¢calisma demokrasisinin yiiksek diizeyde

olmasinin  beklendigi bir kurumun icerisinde erkek

akademisyenlerin, bizim bu c¢alisma i¢in bulgulardan hareketle

“Oteki” olarak kavramsallastirdigimiz kadin akademisyenler
tizerinden hegemonik erkekliklerini nasil yeniden insa ettikleri sorusu
lizerine kurulan nitel bir arastirmadir. Nitel arastirmalar, insanlarin
kendilerinin ve digerleriyle olan iligkilerinin incelenmesini saglayan ve
daha ¢ok karsilikli etkilesim gerektiren stratejileri icermektedir (Demir,
2014). Bu arastirma da amaci ve dogas1 geregi sosyal alanda ancak
anlamaya dayali olarak ¢oziimlenebilecek pek cok gerceklik oldugunu
varsayan yorumsamacl paradigma dahilindeki feminist yontem
lizerinden tasarlanarak, betimsel bir ¢6ziimlemeye tabi tutulmustur.
Nitekim betimsel analiz yoluyla “elde edilen veriler, daha 6nceden
belirlenen temalara gore 6zetlenir ve yorumlanir” (Yildirim & Simsek,
1999, s. 158). Goriismelerin o6ziine sadik kalinarak bireylerin
soylediklerinden dogrudan alintilar yapilmak yoluyla gerceklestirilen
betimsel ¢dziimleme tekniginin (Kiimbetoglu, 2015, s. 154) esas alindig1
bu calismada goriismeler, bu ¢alismanin dayandig1 kuramin isaret ettigi
temalar  etrafinda  oOrgiitlenmis  farkli  kategoriler = dahilinde
yorumlanmistir. Nitel arastirma desenine uygun olarak ¢alisma, erkek
akademisyenlerin kadin akademisyenlerle, bir baska deyisle “6teki”lerle,
kurduklar1  sosyal iligkileri, kendilerini  “6teki”  {lizerinden
konumlayislarini, “6teki” ile yaptiklar: bilgi alisverisinin dogasini ortaya
¢ikarmayr amaglamaktadir. Bu amaca paralel olarak alan arastirmasi,

Ege Universitesi Edebiyat Fakiiltesi’'nde halihazirda doktora yapmakta
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olan arastirma gorevlileri ile doktora derecesini almis diger akademik
seviyelerdeki oOgretim iiyelerinden olusan erkek akademisyenlerle

motiflenmistir.

Edebiyat Fakiiltesi'nin arastirmaya konu olma nedeni ise;
oncelikle bu kurumda uzun siireden beri akademisyen olmaktan o6tiiri
kadin olarak aidiyet duygusu gelistirmis olmak ve buna dayali olarak
akademik olmayan sohbetlerdeki hegemonik erkeklige iliskin séylemleri
iceriden gozlemle fark edip arastirmaya deger bulmaktir. Fakiiltede,
yukarida sayilan farkli seviyelerdeki erkek akademisyen sayilar1 dikkate
alinarak kartopu drnekleme teknigi araciligiyla toplam 11 erkek
akademisyene ulasilmistir. Gorlsmeler 12 sorunun yer aldif1 ve
goriismenin seyrine gore degiskenlik gosteren ek sorulari da iceren,
ancak arastirmanin amag¢ ve kapsamiyla dogru orantili olarak belirli
temalara dayali  yart  yapilandirilmis  gériisme formuyla
gerceklestirilmistir. Gortisiilen kisiler, anonimiteyi saglamak igin,
unvanlarinin bas harfleriyle P1, P2, D1, YD3, AG2 seklinde kodlanarak
aktarilmistir. 2016 Nisan ayinda gerceklestirilen ve 35-50 dakika arasi
stiren goriismeler, katilimcilarin rizas1 ile ses kaydina alinmis;
gorismenin ses kayit cihazi yoluyla kayit altina alinmasinin istenmedigi
durumlarda ise arastirmaci tarafindan notlar alinmak yoluyla
kaydedilmistir.

Toplumsal Cinsiyetlendirilmis isboliimii

urumlardaki isbéliimi, acik bir sekilde goriiniir halde toplumsal
Kcinsiyetlendirilmistir. Devletin, aile ve isgiici pazarl

yapilarindaki boliinmelerin net bir bigimde kurumsallasmasini
iceren iktidarin fiziksel mekandaki yerlesim ve davranislarin da
ishboliimiinii icerir (ince-Giiney, 2017; Alkan, 2017). Toplumsal
cinsiyetlendirilmis isbo6limiinde ¢esitli degerler olmasina ragmen, erkek
her zaman daha st pozisyonlarda calismaktadir. Akademiye
baktigimizda genel itibariyle kadin-erkek sayilarinin esitsizligini ve
erkek yoneticilerin ¢coklugunu gérmek miimkiindir. Acker (1990, s.146)

burada kurumsal iktidarin yiiksek pozisyonlarinda her zaman erkekler
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tarafindan isgal edildigini sdylemektedir. Lisans egitiminde fazla olan
kadin sayisi, unvan ve hiyerarsik yiikselmenin devaminda literatiirde
tanimlanan “sizdiran boru hatti”"na (leaky pipeline) takilarak
elenmektedir; bu nedenle doktorasini almis kadin 6grenciler, akademiye
adim atarak yardimci dogent unvanini alip yiikselmeye devam ettikge
cinsiyet esitsizligine maruz kalmaktadir. Sevik'in (2016) sizdiran boru
hatti kavramini kullanarak yaptigi giincel ¢alismasinda akademideki
kadin-erkek niceliginin kadrolarda yiikseldikce dengesizlestigini Hitit
Universitesi Teknik Bilimler MYO 6zelinde tartisirken, tllkedeki genel
profili de ortaya koymustur.

Akademik yapilanma igerisinde kadin akademisyenler bdliim
baskani olarak bir nevi yonetici konumuna geliyor olsalar dahi genele
bakildiginda daha 6nemli olarak arz edilen rektorliik ve dekanlik gibi -
Acker’in yetenek olarak tabir ettigi akademide kendini daha st karar
mercii olarak gosteren- daha st pozisyonlara erkek akademisyenlerin
atandigl -ki atama islemi yine eril bir el tarafindan yapilmaktadir-
gorilmektedir. Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, kuruldugu 1976 yilindan bu yana,
bugtinkii dekan dahil olmak tizere 10 dekan yonetim pozisyonuna gelmis
ve yalmz bir kadin akademisyen dekan olarak atanmigtir. Universite
tarihine baktigimizdaysa kurulusundan bu yana 13 rektor icerisinde
yalnizca bir kadin akademisyen rektor olarak yonetime gelmistir. Bu da

daha 6nce bahsi gecen sizdiran boru hatt1 deyisine denk diismektedir.

Acker'in  toplumsal cinsiyetlendirilmis isbolimi  katego-
rizasyonundan hareketle, katilimcilara “Yoneticide gérmek istediginiz
cinsiyet ve oOzellikler nelerdir?” sorusu olmustur. Katilimcilar soru
karsisinda tereddiit etmeden bir yoneticide herhangi bir cinsiyet
gozetmediklerinin altin1 cizmis olsalar dahi bazi1 katilimcilar yonetici
ozelliklerini sayarken bir miiddet sonra geleneksel erkek egemen bir
yonetici profili ¢izmeye baslamistir; yani bir baska deyisle eril
ozelliklerle donanmis bir erkek yoneticinin varligina isaret etmisler;
bazilan ise dogrudan erkek yoneticinin her zaman daha iyi yoOnetici

vasfina sahip oldugunun altini ¢izmistir.
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“Erkek. Adil. Kararl. Tutarl.. Erkeklerin yénetici vasfi daha

yiiksek. Kadinlar merhametli. Bu nedenle adil olamazlar.”
(YD2)

“Hayir, akademik ¢alisma konusunu engelleyecek tiirde
seyler yapmamasit gerek. Kisisellestirmemeli. Kadinlar
genelde yapiyor bunu. Ben yénetici olsam, yani belki cabbar
bir kadin olursa diistiniiriim. Bir de erkek alirsam ayrimci
goriinmek istemem o yiizden.” (P3)

Goruldugi gibi, kadinlarin kamusal alanda yonetici olmalari i¢cinkendini
kabul ettirmek adina ¢ogu zaman, erkeksilesmek durumundadir; ¢iinki
yonetmek denilen edimin erkege has oldugu iddia edilen fazla sert,
dominant, kararli olmay1 gerektirdigi dnyargis1 akademisyen erkeklerde
de mevcuttur. Bu sebeplerle erkek akademisyenlerin, zaten eril bir
kamusal mekan olan akademideki cinsiyetciligi, kendilerinin de
dontstiirdiikleri erkeklik séylemleriyle devam ettirmis oldugu asikardir.

Toplumsal Cinsiyetlendirilmis Semboller

cker'in kategorize ettigi bes temel stirecin belki de en ortiik

bicimde olan1 “toplumsal cinsiyetlendirilmis semboller”dir.

Semboller Acker’a goére (1990) sembollerin dilde, ideolojide,
kiyafetlerde, yasam tarzinda pek ¢ok kaynak ve bi¢cimi vardir. Bu
semboller, akademinin isleyisinde de gecerli olmakla beraber birtakim
yonleriyle farkhlasmaktadir. Ozellikle kiyafetlerde herhangi bir sembolik
ayrim ortaya ¢ikmasa da arastirmanin metodoloji bolimiinde de sozii
edildigi gibi iceriden gozlemle olusan deneyimlerde?, akademide kilik-
kiyafete gore “daha fazla akademisyen” olundugu ya da olunmadig: gibi
bir kalip yarginin istii kapali bicimde sodylendigi daha sonra bahsi
gececek olan “homososyal” gruplarda en ¢ok konusulan mevzulardan

biridir. Sancar (2003), Tiirkiye’deki kadinlarin ne giyecegi ve nerede, ne

2 “Deneyim” kelimesi burada epistemolojik bir durusun gostergesi olarak kullanilmisi,
arastiran ve arastirilan arasinda hiyerarsik bagin kurulmadigi, nesnelestirilmemis ve
arastirilanlarin kendiliginden anlattiklar1 kastedilmektedir.
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zaman giyileceginin bizdeki yerli Kkiiltiirin bir tanimi olarak
mesrulastirildiginin - altim  ¢izer. Katilmcilara sorulan “Giindelik
hayatinizda cinsiyetciligi trettiginizi diisiiniiyor musunuz?” sorusuna
pozitif ayrimcilik bazinda cinsiyetcilik yaptiklari cevabini vererek; bunun

da olumlu oldugunu vurgulamislardir.

“Evet, bazen; ¢ok biling dis1 bir hareket. Kadinlara éncelik
verebiliyorum. Erkek olsa yapmam. Asansére binerken
oncelik verebiliyorum; kapiy! tutabiliyorum sagma aslinda.
Yapiyorsam  da iyi  niyetle = sembolik  diisiintip
yapiyorumdur.”(YD2)

“Kiyafet mesela, bazen (erkek) arkadaslarla bir (kadin)
arkadasimiz icin nasil giyiniyor diye konusabiliyoruz. Bu da
yine erkekler arasinda. Kendisine en fazla giizel olmussun
deniyor tabi” (AG2)

Bugiiniin egitimli, kentli erkegi kadinlara karsi “kibar”lasmanin aslinda
onlar ikincil konuma ittigini ve bunun hegemonik erkekligin yumusak
hali oldugunun farkinda olmuyor; béylece cinsiyetgilikten muaf olmayan
akademisyenlerin de kendi i¢inde tabiri caizse trettikleri déniisen bir
“kibar” cinsiyetcilik hali ortaya ¢ikiyor.

Acker, sembolik olarak yapilan siddetin daha az goriiniir
olmasinin aslinda cinsiyetciligin en tehlikelisi oldugunu vurgularken en
dikkat edilmesi gereken durum olarak niteler. Bu kuramdan yola ¢ikarak
yaptig1 bir calismada Husu (2005), 6zellikle kadinlarin akademide “anne”
olarak goriilmelerinden kaynaklanan sembolize olmus bir cinsiyetci
anlayistan bahseder; 0Ozellikle boliimlerdeki arastirma gruplart ve
projelerin olusturulurken hamile ve ¢ocuklu kadinlarin farkinda
olmaksizin  devredis1 birakildifi  sonuca ulasmistir. Edebiyat
Fakiiltesi'nde ise erkek akademisyenler temelinde yapilan bu arastirma
icin “hamilelik ve annelik” durumu ele alinmamis olsa da fakiitede pozitif
ayrimcilik olup olmadigina dair olan soruda erkek katilimcilarin bir
kismi kadinlarin bu durumundan rahatsiz olduklarini dile getirmistir.
Ancak fakiilte bazinda kadinlarla yapilan bir diger arastirmada ise

kadinlarin, hamilelik dahil olmak iizere akademiye girislerinden itibaren
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kendilerine bu konuda baski yapildigi bulgusuna erisilmistir (Altinoluk,
2017). Dolayisiyla sembolik siddet dogrudan ¢ok anlasilmayan,
detaylandirilmis sorularla ortaya cikabilecek ve sorgulanabilecek bir
ayrimcilik tiiri olarak akademide kendini géstermektedir.

Toplumsal Cinsiyetlendirilmis isyeri Etkilesimi

cker, kurum igerisinde toplumsal cinsiyetlendirmenin en fazla
semboller ve etkilesimle daha fazla ortaya ¢ikabilecegini
vurgulamaktadir. Kurum i¢i sohbetler, kurumsal dil, yénetim
anlayisi, teknik yetenek gerektirecek isler gibi siralanan temalar1 vardir
(Acker, 1990). Bu arastirmada da katilimcilarin, akademi igerisinde ¢cogu
zaman kadin akademisyenlerle girdikleri etkilesimde toplumsal
cinsiyetlenmis bir dil kullanmakta olduklar1 goériisme metinlerinde agik

ve/veya ortiik bicimlerde kendini gostermektedir.

Calismanin kilit noktas1 ise kadinlarin akademide ne kadar
coklukta oldugu degil; idari pozisyonlarda bulunmalarinin yan sira
“bilim yapiyor olmalar1” acgisindan kadinlarin erkek akademisyenler
tarafindan ne derece dnemsendikleri ve erkek akademisyenlerin kendi
bolimlerinde kadinlara ne anlam atfettikleridir. Arastirmanin
katilimcilan “Is saatleri icerisinde daha ¢ok hemcinsinizle mi karsi cinsle

mi vakit geciriyorsunuz?” sorusuna karsilik olarak;

“Béoliimiimiiz  yapisi geregi erkek bakimindan fazla.
Toplumda akademi kadin igin daha uygun. Ogretmenligin bir
list mertebesi gibi.” (AG1)

Cevabin kendisinden patriyarkal degerlere gére akademisyenligin kadin
icin olumlu bir meslek olmasindan 6tiirii, cinsiyetsiz bir meslek olarak
gorildigii anlasilabilir. Ancak mesai saati rahathg, agir is
gerektirmedigi, yogun tempo istemeyen bir is olarak goriilmesinden
otiiri ev ici islere de kadimin vakit ayirmasi kolayligindan dolay1 bu
tanimlamanin yapildig 6ne siiriilebilir (Kundakgi, 2007).
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“Hemcinsimle; dogal olarak bdéliiniiyoruz biz. Farkli
diinyadalar. Kadinlar varken konusma tarzim ya da
konustugunuz konu degisiyor. Kadinlar varken erkek
muhabbeti yapamiyorum. Toplumsal tabular.” (YD2)

“Her ikisiyle de vakit geciriyorum; ama erkeklerle erkek
muhabbeti tabi.” (YD3)

cevaplarini vermislerdir. Burada énemli olan nokta ise erkek muhabbeti
ve mesleklerin cinsiyetine yapilan vurgudur. Erkekler aralarindaki
dayanismay1 arttirabilmek adina, dahil olduklar1 “homososyal” erkek
arkadas gruplarinda (Sancar, 2013, s. 102-105) erkekliklerini yeniden
insaya hazir hale getirmektedirler; bu beraberinde bize erkek kimliginin
krize yonelik telafisinin bir olusumunu sunar. Acker da is yeri icerisinde
erkek calisanlarin kendi aralarinda konustuklari konulari kadinlarla
konusmadiklarin1 ve cinsiyetlendirilen giindelik bir sohbet bigiminin

olusturuldugunun altini gizer.

Toplumsal Cinsiyetlendirilmis Bireysel Kimlik

urumlardaki yoneticilerin bireysel kimliklerinde toplumsal
Kcinsiyet tezahiirlerinin olduguna vurgu yapan Acker (1990;

1992), bireysel kimliklerin toplumsal cinsiyetlenmis halinin daha
once bahsedilen toplumsal cinsiyetlendirilmis is yeri etkilesimi,
semboller ve isboliimiine tekabiill eden 1{i¢ sacayaginin {zerine
oturdugunu ve yoneticilerin bu tezahiirleri sergilediklerini soyler.
Bireyler, akademi igerisinde liretmediklerini diisiindiikleri toplumsal
cinsiyetgiligi bir sekilde, farkli alanlarda bireysel kimliklerinde
yansitmaktadirlar. Akademik yasamda toplumsal cinsiyet esitsizligini
katiyen iiretmedigini dne siiren erkek akademisyenlere bu olguyu aciga
¢ikarabilmek icin ek olarak “Yine de zaman zaman cinsiyetgiligi yeniden
drettiginizi  dislindiigiiniz seyler yapiyor musunuz?”’ sorusu
sorulmustur. Katihmc1 erkek akademisyenlerin gerek kendi erkek

akademisyenlerle olan ortamlarinda, gerek derslerinde, gerekse akademi
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icerisindeki giindelik sohbetlerinde ortiikk bir bicimde toplumsal

cinsiyetlendirmeyi yaptiklari ortaya ¢ikmistir.

“Sosyal hayatta tiretmemeye c¢alistyorum ama toplumun
bana yiiklediklerinden étiirti evet cinsiyetci davraniyorum
ozellikle futbolda. Mag izlerken ettigim kiifiirler cinsiyetgi
mesela xxx (kiifiir) dedim, diyorum. Kiz arkadaglarima da

yapardim eskiden; simdi bu dontistii en azindan.” (AG1)

“Mesela derste bunu yapabilecek bir babayigit var mi dedim
ama ekledim de cinsiyetci gibi olmasin dedim. Eger
muhafazakar dOgrenciniz ¢oksa kadin kelimesini ¢ok stk
kullanamiyorsunuz. Bayan ve hanim desem acaba onlari da
kucaklamis olur muyum diye diistintiyorum.” (YD2)

Katilimcilarin akademik yasamlarinin disarisinda kendilerinin de
bekledikleri aslinda cinsiyet¢i olmayan bir tutum sergilemektir. Ancak
asagidaki konusmada oldugu gibi bireylerin, sosyalizasyon siire¢lerinin
cogunu cinsiyetlendirilmis kaliplarla gecirmelerinden 6tiirii hayatlarinin
tlim alanlarina yayilmis bir toplumsal cinsiyetlendirme s6z konusudur.
Birey c¢alisma yasantisinda toplumsal cinsiyetlendirilmis yargi ve
kaliplardan kendini arindirdigini sdylese de; bu kaliplar giindelik
yasamda, kendisini akademisyen olarak tanimladigini séyleyen birinin
konusma ve davranislarinda belirmektedir. Oyle ki, akademisyen
olmanin verdigi statii ve yliksek egitimle kendilerinin cinsiyetciligi hi¢cbir
zaman Uretmediklerini ve her zaman cinsiyet esitliinden yana
olduklarini sdyleyen edebiyat fakiiltesinin erkek akademisyenleri
farkinda olmasalar da sdylemlerinde cinsiyetciligi bir anlamda
tretmektedirler. Seidler (1997), hegemonik erkekligin, kadinlara karsi
iistiinliiglin ve kamusalin erkek alani olduguna dair oldugu diisiincenin
her alanda yaygin oldugunun altim1 ¢izer. Buradan hareketle
cinsiyetgilige karsi hassas olduklarini dile getiren ve her defasinda bunu
vurgulayan erkek akademisyenlere “Yine de zaman zaman cinsiyetgiligi
yeniden irettiginizi diisiindiiglinliz seyler yapiyor musunuz?” sorusuna

goriildiigi gibi dildeki cinsiyet liretimiyle cevap verilmistir.
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“Hayir. Hi¢ tiretmedim. Yani ¢ok uzun zamandan beri ben
sanirim bu uzun zaman yiiksek lisans ve asistanligin
basladigi zamanlar. (...) Aksine, ¢ok ozel bir sey anlatacagim.
Hepimiz akademisyeniz. Alsancak’ta oturuyoruz. Maalesef o
oturusta iste biraz bir seyler ictikten sonra maalesef baska
tiniversitelerdeki kendi alanimdan kisiler, arkadagslarim.
Erkek o dogaiistii, doga icindeki erkek taraflart aciga cikti.
Ve yoldan gelip gecen alimli kadinlar i¢in hani aa ¢ok giizel
kadinmig, ¢ok begendim falan denebilir de. Boyle de giyinilir
mi niye giyiyorlar bunu falan denmez. Bu hayvanliktir benim
nazarimda. Clinkt bir kadinin benim kendi viicudum lizerine
nasil hakkim varsa bir kadinin da kendi viicudunda hakki
vardir ve bunu ister sergiler ister saklar. Bu onun bilecegi bir
is. Beni ilgilendirmez ve ben ona karsi bir tepki gosteremem.
Géstermemeliyim. Béyle deyince bu arkadaslar iste ya séyle
falan filan. Dedim ki bir dakika beyler. Buradan gegenler
sizin egleriniz veya sizin kizlariniz olsun. Bu bagska yerlerde
de sdylenir. Cok amiyane, ¢ok siradan insanlar da sdyler de
benim séylemim ayni degil. Olsa ve sizin yerinizde de baska
adamlar oturuyor olsa. Siz kendi elinizle giydirdiginiz,
elbisesini aldiniz, parasini verdiniz, eginiz icin veya kiziniz
i¢in oyle diisiinen bir adam ne hissederdiniz? Siz almissiniz o
elbiseyi. Cok giizel oldu sevgilim, ¢cok yakisti sana demigsiniz.
Dekolte, mini vs. ve sizin begendiginiz o kadin sizin
takdirinizle de kendisine daha ¢ok giivenerek oradan geciyor
ve birileri baska seyler diisiintiyor. Ne hissedersiniz? Keyif
kagti tabi. Bir tanesi “tamam X uzatma” dedi bana. Ciinkii
cok sert bir soruydu bu. Ben onlar1 kendi kimliklerine geri
cagirdim. Siz oradan gelmiyorsunuz. Siz akademidesiniz, akil
sahibisiniz, bilgi sahibi insanlarisiniz. Dolayisiyla oradan
gelmiyorsunuz ve akademiye geri déniin. O kimliginize geri
dontin dedim.” (D1)

Bir erkegin, bir kadin iizerindeki tacizinin ortadan kalkmasi igin

muhakkak “anne, es, baci, kardes, kiz1” olmasi gerektigi vurgulanarak,
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kan baginin olmadig1 durumlarda bu bir hak olarak goriildiigii s6ylemin
altindan ortaya cikmistir. Ogrenim diizeyi yiiksek erkekler icerisinde
erkeklik sdylemlerinin hangi formlarda nasil yinelendigini gostermek
acisindan bu soruya verilen cevaplar arastirmanin énemli bulgularini

ortaya koymaktadir.

Toplumsal Cinsiyetlendirilmis Orgiitlenme Mantig1

eminist literatlirde kamusal alanda kadinin yer almasi tartisilirken

kadinin yasadig1 gugliikler ve kadinin is hayatindan geri planda

kalis1 ele alinmaktadir. Kadinin kamusal alanda kendini en fazla
gosterdigi yerlerden biri akademidir. Ancak, feminist literatiirde
akademinin toplumsal cinsiyetlendirilmis orgiit mantif1 agisindan,
kadinin ne sekilde akademide konumlandigi eksik kalmistir. E.U.
Edebiyat Fakiiltesi icerisinde kadinin sayisal olarak nerede olduguna
baktigimizda kadin agirlikli bir fakiilte oldugu agiktir. Ancak kadinin,
sayica ¢ok oldugu ve icinde var olan disiplinler dikkate alindiginda daha
esitlik¢i bir yaklasimin sergilenmesinin beklendigi fakiilte icindeki yeri
ve erkekler tarafindan nasil konumlandig: tartismasi feminist literatiirde

geri planda kalmistir.

Bu béliimde akademik yapilanma icerisinde kurulan béliimlerin
cinsiyetlendirilmis olup olmadig1 tartismasi yer almaktadir. Akademi
icerisinde kadinlarin erkek akademisyenlerinden goziinden nasil
goriildiigi genel 6rgiit mantifl icerisinde irdelenmistir. Akademi olarak
adlandirdigimiz yer, 6ncelikle egitim seviyesi yiiksek insanlardan olusur
ve cinsiyet esitligine dair teorilerin iretildigi yerdir, -burada cinsiyet
esitliginin kadin veya erkek akademisyenlerin hangisi tarafindan daha
cok iretildigi sorusu goriis birligi beklendigi i¢cin devre dis1 birakilmistir-
bu nedenle akademik sohbetler de dahil olmak iizere yapilanmanin
tamamina yansiyan ve tamaminda ilerleyen bir toplumsal cinsiyet esitligi
gorlsiiniin  hakim olmasi1 beklenmektedir. Bu minvalde sorulan
“Kadinlara pozitif ayrimcilik yapildigini disiiniiyor musunuz?”sorusuna
verilen yanit ise erkeklerin, kadinlar tizerindeki annelik roliine dair olan

goriisl acikca gosterir.
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“Anne olduklarinda evet daha ¢ok kullaniyorlar. Birden sanki
bir hare beliriyor kafasinda ve ayricalikli bir hale biirtintiyor.
Cocuk hep bir bahane olarak dniime geliyor. Cocuk séz
konusu oldugunda birden bire ¢ocugu olmayan dezavantajli
duruma geliyor ve ¢ocuk iizerinden su olabiliyor. Cocugu olan
erken ¢ikiyor mesela. E ben? Annelik kadinlarin
aragsallastirdigt bir tutum haline geliyor. Bu annelik hakkini
engellemiyor ama dediklerim. Tamam, ezilmesin ama annelik
neden bizi eziyor.” (YD2)

“Erkeklere ayrimcilik yapildigini diisiiniiyor musunuz?” sorusuna ise,

“Ege’de ve bu béliimde dogup biiyiidiim ben ve bu boliimiin
disint pek bilmiyorum. Burada karsilasmadim ama diger
boliimlerde duyuyorum taciz olaylarini ve sorusturmalari.”
(AG 3)

“Bu disiplin! dogasi geregi erkek egemen bir hale geldi.
Disarida ve arazide olmak erkeksilestiriyor. 90’larin sonuna
kadar 1 prof vardi diisiinsene. Kadinin yeri yok bu disiplinde.
0 yiizden doktora yénetmis kadin hoca bir iki hoca vardi. Bu
cok rahatsizlik verici. 1955te ilk kadin asistan gelmis ve
araliklar ¢ok acik yil olarak. (..) 2000li yillarin basinda
kazidaydim epey de agir gii¢ gerektiren bir araziydi.” (YD 2)

Katilimcilarin  ¢alistiklar1 ortamda gormek istedikleri ydneticinin
cinsiyeti, gerek dogrudan sdylemlerinde gerekse dolayli olarak dilleriyle
iirettikleri deyislerde erkektir. Yonetici vasfi olarak tanmimladiklari adil,
kararly, tutarly, cabbar gibi 6zellikler, séylemlerin altinda gizil bir bicimde
“erk”e denk diismektedir. Clinkii bu 6zellikler, erkek cinsiyetine atfedilen
ozelliklerdir. Katilimcilar cinsiyet ayrimi gézetmiyor olsalar dahi dilin
kendisinde bodyle bir sorunsal karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir.

“Mesleginde, tiniversitede hep yonetici olmak istemis, bazilari
hep yénetici olmak ister. Bu da éyle bir sey, bu kétii bir sey
degil biitiin mesele bu erki nasil kullanirim. Bir ydnetici her

seyden yonetilenlerden bagimsiz asla degildir. (...) Yonetici

52



Masculinities Journal

istedigini vermediginde hemen tavir gésteren adam,
yénetilmeye layik, kurallara uygun yénetilmeye layik bir
adam da degildir.” (P1)

Bu séylem, Acker'in “toplumsal cinsiyetlendirilmis érgiitlenme mantig1”
olarak tanimladigr kavramsallastirmasina gondermede bulunmaktadir.
Acker’in bu temelde anlattigi durumu bu ¢alismada dogrudan akademik
yonetimin orgiitlenme biciminde goérmek, gériismelerden de hareketle
miimkiin olmaktadir. Arastirmaya dahil olan fakiiltede her ne kadar
akademide bolim baskanlhigi bazinda kadinlarla Kkarsilagssak da
erkeklerin daha iist yonetici kademelerinde oldugu goriilmekte veya
kadin olan yoneticinin uygulamadaki herhangi bir basarisizligi kadin
olmasiyla, yonetimin iktidarindan kaynakli erki etkili bicimde
kullanamamasiyla iliskilendirilmektedir. ~Kurulusu itibariyle sol
tandansh bir fakiilte olan, Aslan’in deyisiyle (2016), edebiyat fakiiltesinin
politik yapilanmasinin farkliligindan 6tirii hegemonik erkekligin nasil
kurulup insa edildigini anlamak bu ¢alismanin 6zgilinliigiinii ortaya
koymaktadir. Aslan, fakiiltenin kurulusundaki ve isleyisindeki isimleri
sayarken dikkati ceken ise her birinin erkek olmasidir. Bugiin kadin
sayisinin gorece fazla oldugu edebiyat fakiiltesinin cinsiyetcilikten muaf
olmamasini agiklayan énemli bir durumdur, eril yapilanmayla erkegin 6n
planda oldugu kurulus asamasi; nitekim Reed’in (2003), bilimlerin

cinsiyet ayrimina isaret etmektedir.

Tartisma

oplumsal cinsiyete dayali ayrimcilik ¢ogu toplumda goriilmekle
Tbirlikte, ayrimciliginin tiirii ve derecesi toplumlara gore farklilik

gosterebilir. Dolayisiyla toplumu olusturan mikro yapilar olan
kurumlar da toplumsal cinsiyet esitsizligini farkli derecelerde
sergilemektedirler. Acker’'in kuramini akademiye uyarlamaya calisan bu
arastirmada erkekligin insa edildigi sOylemlerin, akademide de
olabilecegini gdstermeye gayret etmistir. Goriismelerden elde edilen
bulgular dogrultusunda, E. U. Edebiyat Fakiiltesi'nde bulunan erkek

akademisyenlerin, kadin akademisyenlere karsi kendilerini bir baska
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tarafta konumlayarak, kimi zaman ortilk kimi zaman agik bicimde
toplumsal cinsiyetlendirilmis 6geleri yeniden iirettiklerini séylemek

yerinde olacaktir.

Oncelikle akademi olarak andigimiz yiiksekdgrenim kurumlarinda
cinsiyetgilikten muaf olmayan fakiilte olarak bulgularla ortaya koymaya
calistifimiz arastirmada, akademik feminizmin fakiilte bazinda ¢ok da
isler olmadig1 gorilmektedir. Toplumsal cinsiyet, ne yazik Kki,
toplumsalligl anlamamizda bir arag¢ olarak karsimizda yer alirken; 1rk,
sinif, statii fark etmeksizin kendini her alanda mesru kilarak yoluna
devam etmektedir. Acker'in kuraminda yerini bulan sembolik
cinsiyetcilik, akademi ortaminda oldukga gizil bir bicimde 6zellikle erkek
akademisyenlerin kadinlar iizerinde uyguladiklar: bir kategoriyi isaret
eder.

Sosyal bilimler alaninda yenilenmeye gidilmedik¢e akademideki
toplumsal cinsiyet calismalar1 Sancar'in (2003) dedigi tizere “kiiciik ama
benim” haline gelen ézerk bir alana sikisan feminizm, “kendin séyle kendin
dinle” haline doniisecektir.  Arastirmada elde edilen bulgulardan
hareketle, “bilim yuvasi” olarak goriilen elit eril bir kurumda erkekligin
insa edildigi tiirlii mecralarin erkek akademisyenler tarafindan 6rildiigi,
bilimin cinsiyetli halinin tartisildigi yerde cinsiyetciligin yeniden
iretildigi  asikardir.  Goriismelerden c¢ikan sonuglar itibariyle,
cinsiyetlendirilmis oldugunu soyledigimiz iktidar yapisinin, toplumdaki
mikro alanlardan makro alanlara kadar, aileden baslayip is yasaminda
devam ettigini ve toplumun sosyo-ekonomik diizeyi ne olursa olsun her
kesimi tarafindan {retildigini soylemek miimkiindiir. Buradan yola
ciktigimizda egitim seviyesi yiiksek olan akademisyen erkekler,
patriyarkal degerlerin yeniden iiretilmesinden, erkekligin doénlisen
bicimlerinden ve/veya erkekligin yeniden insasindan muaf olmadiklarim
gormek kacimlmazdir. Ozellikle giinliik hayatin kendisinde ve erkek
muhabbeti icerisinde ¢ikan erkeklik soylemleri fakiilte bazinda
kirilamayan bir cinsiyete dayali ayrimcilik yaratmakta; bunu da o6rtiik
bicimde yapilandirmaktadir. Son olarak, bu arastirma siirecinde
arastirmacinin bilgi tiirlerinin tarafli ve politik olusunun bilincinde bir
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kadin olarak kendi taraflilik alanlarini da elestirel epistemolojik durusla
tanimlayip tartismaya agma girisiminin altini ¢cizmek gerekir.

Kaynakga:

Acker, ]. (1992). From sex roles to gendered institutions. Contemporary
Sociology, 21 (5), s. 565-569.

Acker, ]. (1990). Hierarchies, jobs, bodies: a theory of gendered
organizations. Gender and Society , 4 (2), s. 139-158.

Acker, |, & Houten, D. R. (1974). Differential recruitment and control: the
sex structuring of organizations. Administrative Science Quarterly , 19
(2),s.152-163.

Alkan, A. (2017). Giris: cinsiyet dinamiklerinin pesinden mekanin izini
siirmek. A. Alkan (Dii.) icinde, Cins cins mekan (s. 7-35). Istanbul:
Varlik Yayinlari.

Alkan, A. (1999). Ozel alan-kamusal alan ayriminin feminist elestirisi

cercevesinde kentsel mekan. Tartisma Metinleri, 1-27.

Altinoluk, D. (2017). Hegemonik erkeklik alan1 kamusal alanda kadinin
konumlanisi. II. Uluslararasi Felsefe, Egitim, Sanat ve Bilim Tarihi
Sempozyumu (s. 653-660). Mugla: Mugla Sitki Kogman Universitesi.

Aslan, A. (2016, Ocak). Bir 6miir disiinmek. (D. Ozkan, & B. Kalkan,
Roportaji Yapanlar) Ankara: Eksi Kitaplar.

Badinter, E. (1992). Biri 6tekidir, kadinla erkek arasindaki yeni iliski ya

da androjin devrim. istanbul: Afa Yayincilik.

Boyd, K., & Roper, M. (1989). Men, masculinity and social theory. History
Workshop (27), 222-224.

Connell, R. (2016). Toplumsal cinsiyet ve iktidar-toplum kisi ve cinsel
politika. 2. Baski. (C. Soydemir, Cev.) Istanbul: Ayrint1 Yayinlari

Connell, R. W. (2001). Studying men and masculinity. Resources for
Feminist Research , 43 (14).

55



Masculinities Journal

Demir, 0. 0. (2014). Nitel arastirma yontemleri. K. Béke (Dii.) icinde,
Sosyal bilimlerde arastirma yéntemleri (s. 286-318). Istanbul: Alfa

Yayinlari.

Ecevit, Y. (2010). Kentsel iiretim siirecinde kadin emeginin konumu ve
degisen bicimleri. S. Tekeli (Dii.) icinde, 1980'ler Tiirkiye'sinde kadin
bakis acisindan kadinlar (s. 105-114). istanbul: Iletigim.

Hearn, ], & Parkin, W. (1983). Gender and organizations: a selective
review and a critique of a neglected area. 4 (3), 219-242.

Hearn, ], & Parkin, W. (1988). Reviewed work(s): “sex' at “work": the
power and paradox of organisation sexuality. 33 (1), 162-165.

Husu, L. (2005). Women's work and family related discrimination an
support in academia. Gender Realities: Local and Global Adcances in
Gender Research (9), 1-40.

Ince-Giiney, Y. (2017). Konutta mekansal organizasyon ve toplumsal
cinsiyet: yirminci yiizyll ankara apartmanlari. A. Alkan (Dii.) icinde,
Cins cins mekan (s. 102-135). Istanbul: Varlik Yayinlari.

Kanci, T. (2008). Cumbhuriyetin ilk yillarindan bugiinlere ders
kitaplarinda kadinlik ve erkeklik kurgulari. N. Mutluer (Dii.) iginde,
Cinsiyet halleri Tiirkiye'de toplumsal cinsiyetin kesisim sinirlari (s. 88-
102). istanbul: Varlik Yayinlari.

Kimmel, M. (1995). Manhood in America: a cultural history. New York:
Free Press.

Koray, M. (2011). Avrupa Birligi ve Tirkiye’de “cinsiyet” esitligi
politikalari: sol feminist elestiri. Calisma ve Toplum (2), 13-54.

Kundakgy, F. S. (2007). Iktidar, ataerkillik ve erkeklik: ankara érneginde
erkek akademisyenler iizerine bir ¢alisma. (Yaymlanmamis Yiiksek

Lisans Tezi). Hacettepe Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Universitesi:

Ankara.

Kimbetoglu, B. (2015). Sosyolojide ve antropolojide niteliksel yéntem ve

arastirma. istanbul: Baglam Yayinlari.

56



Masculinities Journal

Newman, D., & Grauerholz, E. (2002). Sociology of families. D. Newman,
& L. Grauerholz (Dii). icinde London: Sage Publications.

Ozkanl, O., & Korkmaz, A. (2000). Kadin akademisyenler. Ankara: A. U.
Siyasal Bilgiler Fakiiltesi Yayini.

Payne, L. (2002). ‘Gendered Jobs’ and ‘Gendered Workers’: Barriers to
Gender Equality in Gendered Organizations .

Reed, E. (2003). Bilim ve cinsiyet ayrimi. (S. Yegin, Cev.) Istanbul: Payel
Yayinlart.

Sancar, S. (2013). Erkeklik: imkansiz iktidar "ailede, piyasada ve sokakta
erkekler”. 4. Basku. Istanbul: Metis Yayinlaru.

Sancar, S. (2003). Universitede feminizm? baglam, giindem ve olanaklar.
Toplum ve Bilim (94), 164-182.

Segal, L. (1992). Agir Cekim, Degisen Erkeklikler ve Erkekler. (V. Ersoy,
Cev.) istanbul: Ayrint1 Yayinlar.

Seidler, V. ]. (1997). Man Enough: Embodying Masculinities. Londra: Sage
Publication.

Sentiirk, B. (2015). Cokuz ama yokuz: Tiirkiye'deki Akademisyen Kadinlar
Uzerine Bir Analiz. ViraVerita E-Dergi (2), 1-22.

Sevik, S. (2016). MYO’larin teknik bilimler alanlarinda kadin
akademisyen istihdaminin problematik bir yaklasim ille
degerlendirilmesi. Uluslararasi Yiiksekégretimde Mesleki Egitim ve

Ogretim Sempozyumu (s. 173-184). Corum: Hitit Universitesi.

Williams, C. L., Muller, C., & Kilanski, K. (2012). Gendered organizations
in the new economy. Gender and Society, 26 (4), s. 549-573.

Yildirim, A., & Simsek, H. (1999). Sosyal bilimlerde nitel arastirma
yéntemleri. Ankara: Seckin Yayinevi.

57



Masculinities Journal

1 Arastirmada yapilan gorismeler, gizlilik ilkesi geregince katilimcilar
boliimlerini telaffuz etmis olsalar dahi bo6lim isimleri yerine arastirmacilar
tarafindan disiplin denerek anonimite saglanmaya calisiimistir.
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nnamarie Jagose'nin ilk baskisini 1997 yilinda yapan “Queer
Theory: An Introduction” kitab1 bu basimindan yaklasik 20 sene
sonra “Queer Teori: Bir Giris” adiyla Tiirkce yazinda yerini aldi.
Ali Toprak'in pek c¢ok kisinin destegini aldig1 ¢evirisi ve Aylime Ash
Demir’in editorliigi ile ¢cikan kitap NotaBene Yayinlari’nin KaosGL Dizisi

sayesinde ilgili okuyucularla bulustu.

2011 yiindan beri Sydney Universitesi'nde gorev yapan ve
Edebiyat, Sanat ve Medya Bo6liim Baskanligini yiiriiten Annamarie Jagose,
queer teorinin yani sira feminist teori, gey/lezbiyen calismalari, kiiltiirel
calismalar ve giindelik yasam gibi alanlarda da ¢alismalar yapan ve pek
cok akademik derginin yayin ve danisma kurulunda yer alan énemli bir
akademisyen. 2017 yil itibariyle Sanat ve Sosyal Bilimler Fakiiltesi'nin
dekanligini da iistlenmis olan Jagose, daha énce Melbourne Universitesi
ve Auckland Universitesi gibi énemli iiniversitelerde de goérev yapmis.
Jagose'nin akademisyen kimliginin yani sira yazar kimliginden de
bahsedebiliriz. Oykiileri ve romanlari bulunan Jagose, 6diillii bir yazar.
Ancak iilkemizde onu daha fazla taninir kilan siiphesiz ki “Queer Teori:

Bir Giris” kitabinin Tiirk¢e’ye kazandirilmasi oldu.

Jagose bu kitabinda queer’in kavramsal ve teorik gelisimini
onemli teorisyenlerin tartismalarini giin yiiziine ¢ikararak akici bir
sekilde gozler oniine seriyor. Oncelikle queer teorinin tanimlarina, ne
olup ne olmadigina ve neleri sorguladigina kisaca degindigi “Giris”
boliimiinde queer’e yonelik endiselere ve queer teorinin 1990’larda
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basladig1 kabul edilen gelisiminin 6ncesinde var olan queer érneklere
yer veriyor. Bunlar1 yaparken ozellikle queer’in tamamlanmis degil
olusumu devam eden bir kategori olmasi, bu olusumun hem ileriye hem
de geriye yonelik hareketle beslenmesi ve bu kategorinin sorunsuz
gorilen terimleri sorgulayip sorunlu goriilenleri de icine katmas1 gibi
ozellikleri 6ne c¢ikardigi soéylenebilir. Bu kisa girisin sonlarinda ise
kitabin temel savini su climleyle acikliyor: “Bu kitap queer’i tartismasiz
bir sekilde ya ilerlemeci ya gerici olarak tasvir etmek yerine, queer’in
sabit bir degeri olmadigini savunmaktadir” (s. 14). Kitabin sonraki
boliimlerinde ele alinan tartismalarda queer’e yonelik bu savim

fazlasiyla destekledigini goriiyoruz.

ikinci béliim olan “Escinsel Arzuyu Kuramlastirmak” bashiginda
Jagose ilk olarak escinselligin gercekte ne oldugu iizerinde duruyor ve bu
tartismay1 6zcii ve konstriiktivist konumlar arasinda gegen atismalarla
anlasilir kilmaya ¢alisiyor. Bu iki anlayisin birbirinden farkli savlarina
odaklanmasimin yani sira, varsayimlarin birlesimine dayanan iki
anlayisin es zamanl isledigine yonelik arglimanlara da yer veriyor. Ayni
boélimiin “Escinselligin icad1” alt bash@inda ise modern escinselligin
olusumunu ii¢ temel fikir iizerinden aktariyor. ilk fikri escinselligin icadi
dedigimizde ¢ogumuzun aklina gelen ilk isim olan Foucault’dan veriyor.
Foucault'nun escinselligin 6nceden beri var olsa da 1800’lii yillarin
sonunda bir kimlik kategorisi olarak belirdigi ve bu ylizden modern bir
olusum oldugu yéniindeki diisiincelerini hatirlatiyor. ikinci temel fikri
ise escinselligin ortaya ¢ikisini aslinda Foucault'dan ¢ok daha eski bir
tarihe dayandiran Alan Bray’den veriyor ve Bray’in modern escinselligin
koklerini 17. yiizyll sonunda escinsel evlerinin yayilmasinda ve bu
yerlesim alaninda escinsel alt kiiltliriin ortaya ¢ikmaya baslamasinda
gordiigiinii yaziyor. En son ise farkl bir goriis olarak John D’Emilio’nun
diistincesinden bahsediyor ve D’Emilio icin modern escinselligin
dogusunda belirleyici olan seyin kapitalizmin gelisimi oldugunu
vurguluyor. Ciinkii ona gore escinsel kimlik icin gerekli kosullari
hazirlayan sadece kendi ¢cikarini diisiinen kapitalizmden baskasi degildir.
Jagose'nin bu ili¢ temel fikir lizerinden yiiriittigi tartismasinda asil

vurgulamak istedigi sey gayet net: “Escinselligin bugiin anlasildigi haliyle
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tarih otesi bir fenomen olmadigl” ve “escinsel davranis - ki her yerde
gorilmektedir - ile escinsel kimlik - ki 6zgiin tarihsel kosullarda gelisir -
arasinda 6nemli bir ayrim” oldugu (s. 26). Jagose bu boélimiin son
kisminda ise escinselligin ortaya ¢ikmasinda ve kuramlastirilmasinda
heteroseksiiellik kavraminin etkisine deginiyor. Dogal kabul edilen
heteroseksiielligin de kurgusal oldugu ve kiiltiirel 6riintiiler icerdiginden
hareketle Sedgwick’in “Epistemology of the Closet” kitabindaki
argiimanlarina yer veriyor ve temelde Kkategorilerin tarihsel olarak
bicimlendirildigi ve tanimlarin sabitlenemeyecegi diislincesine
odaklaniyor.

Sonraki iki boliimde Jagose sirasiyla homofil 6rgiitlenmelere ve
escinsel 6zgiirlesme hareketine deginiyor. ilk kez 19. yiizyihn sonlarinda
ortaya ciktigini soyledigi erken homofil orgiitlenmelerin Jagose’'nin
deyimiyle tesadif olmayan bir sekilde “homoseksiielligin bir kimlik
olarak agikliga kavusturuldugu, escinsel olmanin ilk kez miimkiin oldugu
donemde” ortaya ¢iktigini goriiyoruz (s. 35-6). Bu boliimde Jagose'nin
dikkat c¢ektigi sey homofil o6rgilitlenmelerin escinselligin kabul
edilmesinde etkili olmasinin ve escinsel hareketin muglak kékeninden
bir 6rnek sunmasinin yani sira muhafazakar ve geleneksel egilimler de
sergiledigi olmus. Ancak ayni zamanda bu egilimleri bugiin elestirmenin
kolay olduguna, donemsel kiiltiirel kosullarin politik orgilitlenmeleri
zorlastirdigina ve dolayisiyla hakli bir korku yarattigina vurgu yaparak
bu orgiitlenmelerin hakkini da veriyor. Homofil hareketin muhafazakar
tavrimin aksine, acik bir kimlik ekseninde bu kimligin savunusu iizerine
sekillenen escinsel 6zgiirlesme hareketi ise kitap i¢in ayr1 bir 6nem arz
ediyor. Ciinkii aslinda bu hareket bir kimlik savunusunun pesinden
kostugu miiddetgce queer teorinin sorunlu buldugu alanmi da besliyor
goriiniiyor. Ancak Jagose’nin tam da bu yilizden escinsel o6zgiirlesme
hareketi i¢in vurguladigi sey, bu o6zgiirlesmenin toplumsal cinsiyet
kategorilerini kavramlastirma bi¢imlerinin altininin oyulmasindaki rolii
olmus. Jagose, basarili goriilsiin ya da goriilmesin, heteroseksist diizene
getirdigi etkili elestirilerden dolay1 escinsel 6zgiirlesme hareketinin
queer teori i¢in de oldukc¢a 6nemli oldugunu ima ediyor.
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Jagose, heteroseksist diizeni sekteye ugratan baska bir alana bir
sonraki bolimde “Lezbiyen Feminizm” bashgl altinda giriyor.
Lezbiyenlerin erkek escinsellerin golgesinde kalan konumlar ve
lezbiyenizmin feminizme olas1 zararlar1 gibi tartismalara yo6nelik
goriislere de yer veren Jagose, lezbiyenligin farkli kavramsallastirmalari
iizerinde duruyor. Asil olarak ise lezbiyen feminizmin queer i¢cin 6nemini
b6liim sonunda su ciimleyle 6zetliyor: “Queer ayni zamanda lezbiyen
feminizm tarafindan ¢ O6nemli yonden etkili bicimde bilgilen-
dirilmektedir: toplumsal cinsiyetin 6zgiilliigline doniik dikkati, cinselligi
kisisel degil kurumsal olarak c¢ergevelendirmesi ve zorunlu
heteroseksiiellik elestirisi” (s. 75). Bu ve bundan 6nceki b6liim, queer’in
her tiirlii kimlik politikasin1 reddeden karakterine ragmen nasil temelini
bir kimlige wvurgu yapan escinsellere ve escinsel hareketlere
dayandirabildigini gdstermesi agisindan olduk¢a 6nemli. Zira “Kimligin
Sinirlar1” bashgini tasiyan bir sonraki bélim o6zellikle bu noktaya
odaklaniyor. Ozgiirlesme hareketinin ve lezbiyen feminizmin insan
haklar1 hareketleriyle biitiinlestigini, toplumsal degerlerde radikal bir
doniigimi  savunduklarint  ve ortaya ¢ikan muhalif gruplarla
ylzlestiklerini belirtirken bir yandan da norm kabul edilen kimliklerin
bu gruplar icin asla temsil islevi goremeyecegine vurgu yapiyor ve
queer’in tam bu noktadan anlasilir olabilecegine isaret ediyor.

Kitabin bu kismina kadar queer’in ne oldugunu ve altyapisini
olusturan temel hareketleri ve tartismalar1 6zetleyen Jagose, bir sonraki
bolim olan “Queer” bashginda dncelikle homoseksiiel, lezbiyen, gey ve
queer terimlerinin escinsel cinselliginin kavramsallastirilmasindaki
etkilerine odaklaniyor ve bu terimlerin es anlamhi olarak
diigiiniilmesinin ~ yanhsh@ma dikkat cekiyor. Ozellikle queer’i
“degismekte olan bir gerceklik”i (s. 96) one ¢ikaran o6zelligiyle farkh bir
yere koyuyor ve diger alt basliklarda sirasiyla queer’in post-yapisalci
baglamina, performativite ile iligkisine, HIV/AIDS sdylemine ve kimlik
tartismalarina deginiyor. Althusser, Freud, Lacan ve Saussure gibi
teorisyenlerin queer’in post-yapisalct  baglamini  olusturdugunu
belirtirken asil olarak Foucault tizerinde duruyor ve Foucault'nun

cinselligin kiiltiirel bir kategori ve iktidarin sonucu olduguna yoénelik
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analizlerinin queer’i nasil besledigini kisaca o6zetliyor. Ardindan bu
analizleri 6zne tartismalarina baglayarak performativite kavramini
acikliyor. Butler’in cinsiyetin sabit yapisini tartismaya agan ve toplumsal
cinsiyet hakikatine karsi ¢ikan argiimanlarini éne ¢ikariyor. Jagose, bu
teorik tartismalarin yani sira queer’in ortaya c¢ikmasinda akademi
disindan gelen etkilerin de belirleyici oldugunu soéyliiyor. AIDS’in bir
escinsel hastaligl olarak kurgulanmasina ve halk arasinda homofobinin
artmasina bir tepki olarak ortaya ¢ikan aktivizmin queer i¢in kurucu bir
etki yarattigini vurguluyor. Son olarak queer kimlik tartismalarina
deginen Jagose, ‘queer’ ve ‘kimlik’ kavramlarinin nasil yan yana
gelebilecegini queer’in direndigi noktalarla iligkiselligi tiizerinden
acikliyor. Queer’in herhangi bir seye isaret etme zorunlulugu olmadigina

ve kendine bir 6nem ya da olumlama atfetmedigine dikkat ¢ekiyor.

Kitabin “Queer Tartismalar1” baslikli boliimii queer lizerine olan
elestirilere ve queer’in gelecegine yonelik kaygilara yer vermesiyle
biiyiik o6nem arz ediyor. Elestirilerin basinda queer’in teorik
yaklasiminin sec¢kinci ve erisilemez olusu ve kimlikleri muglaklastirdigi
icin homofobik oldugu savunulan yaklasimi gelmekte. Bu argiimanlar
queer’in giindelik yasama etkisindeki cilizliga vurgu yapiyor. Benzer
sekilde queer’in kapsayici olma hirsinin kendi sonunu hazirlayabilecek
olas1 potansiyellerine de dikkat ¢ekiyor. Bu ayni zamanda queer’in bu
derece radikal bir elestiriyi stirekli kilabilecegine ve ayakta kalmay:
basarabilecegine yonelik stiphelerle yakindan alakali. Queer’in sapiklik
veya yasadisiligl cagristirmaya devam edecegine yonelik kaygilar da
Jagose’nin dikkat ¢ektigi meselelerden biri olarak karsimiza ¢ikiyor.

Jagose kitap boyunca queer'in kendini olumlama kaygisi
glitmedigini vurgularken, kitabini bu olumlamay1 kendisinin yaptigini
soyleyebilecegimiz “Sonséz” bdliimiiyle bitiriyor. Bu bélim queer’in ne
oldugunu, temel kaygilarini, tasidigi potansiyelleri, neye yanit verip
neyin elestirisini sundugunu ve neye olanak taniylp sonunu nasil
kurguladigini iceren kisa bir 6zetten olusuyor.

Annamarie Jagose’'nin “Queer Teori: Bir Giris” kitabi okuyucuda ilk
bakista queer teoriyle ilgili ¢esitli konularin birbirinden bagimsiz bir
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sekilde ele alindig1 ve tartisildig1 izlenimini yaratsa da, aslinda bu
konularin birbirini baglayiciligl ve 6nce queer’e zemin olusturan sonra
da onu besleyen yapisi kitabi biitiinliiklii kilmis. Ote yandan Jagose’nin
yazar kimliginden midir bilinmez, kitap bir teori ve hatta bir queer teori
kitab1 olmasina ragmen benzerlerine ve 6zellikle Butler’a kiyasla olduk¢a
anlagilir, net ve akici bir dile sahip. Ustelik bugiin Judith Butler'n
“Cinsiyet Belas1” (Gender Trouble, 1990) ve Sedgwick’in “Dolap
Epistemolojisi” (Epistemology of the Closet, 1991) kitaplarinin queer
teori i¢in ilk ve temel kitaplar olarak kabul edildigini disiindigiimuzde,
bu eserlere oldukca yakin bir tarihte raflarda beliren Jagose’nin kitabinin

da ne kadar dnemli ve 6nciil nitelikte oldugunu rahatlikla anlayabiliriz.

Jagose'ye yonelik tek elestiri kitabinda queer’in bugiin iyice
cetrefillesen ve deyim yerindeyse icinden ¢ikamadigimiz derin
tartismalarina girmemis olmasi tlizerinden yapilabilir. Bunda kitabin
erken tarihli olmasinin da etkisi var elbette. Ancak diger taraftan kitabin
tam da bu tartismalarin tohumlarinin yeni yeni atildig1 bir tarihe tekabiil
ettigini Jagose'nin “Queer Tartismalar1” ve “Sons6z” boliimiine tasidigl
tartismalara bakarak rahatlikla anlayabiliriz. Bu tartismalarin ytizeysel
kalmasi ise kitabin kendine edindigi konum iizerinden hos goriilebilir.
Kitap bir giris niteliginde oldugunu basligina da tasiyarak zaten derin
tartismalar yiiriitme iddiasinda bulunmamis. Ote yandan kitabin giris
niteliginde olmasi ve tartismalar1 derinlestirmemis olmasi, bizleri bu
kitabin queer teori hakkinda bir bilgisi olmayan ve Butler, Sedgwick, de
Lauretis gibi 6ncii isimleri takip etmemis okuyucular tarafindan c¢ok
rahat anlasilabilecegi yanilgisina da diisiirmemeli. Ciinkii gérdigiimiiz
iizere Jagose kitabinda queer hakkinda temel bilgileri sundugu gibi bu
oncii isimlere ve Wittig, Foucault, Halperin gibi queer tartismalarin
zenginlesmesine zemin hazirlayan teorisyenlere de sik sik deginiyor ve
queer teorinin giris niteliginde de olsa genel cergevesini tarihsel seyrin
yani sira bu sekilde veriyor.

Queer flizerine bu tarz temel kitaplarin yillar sonra da olsa
Tiirkceye kazandiriliyor olmasi oldukca degerli. Bugiin Tirkcede
dogrudan queer teori lzerinden yiiriitiilmiis c¢alismalara odaklanan

kitaplarin sayisi hala oldukea sinirli. Buna Tiirkiyeli yazarlardan Tirkiye
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iizerine yapilmis ¢alismalar da, yabanci yazarlarin teorik veya kendi iilke
toplumlarina odaklanan kitaplarimin gevirileri de dahil. Alev Ozkazanc,
Zeynep Direk, Ciineyt Cakirlar, Serkan Delice, Sibel Yardimci gibi 6nemli
akademisyenlerin calismalar1 sayesinde queer tartismalarda Tiirkiye
iizerinden sesler duyabiliyorken, ceviri kitaplara da NotaBene ve Sel gibi
yayinevlerinin KaosGL Dizisi ve Queer Diisiin Serisi gibi odaklari
sayesinde erisebiliyoruz. Iste bu érneklerin en énemlilerinden biri olarak
Annamarie Jagose'nin “Queer Teori: Bir Giris” kitabini sayabiliriz.
Sayilarinin ¢ogalmasi stiphesiz ki Tiirkiye’deki queer tartismalara ivme
kazandiracak bir etki yaratacaktir.

Atilla Barutcu
Biilent Ecevit Universitesi
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acettepe  Niifus Etiitleri Enstitisi'niin  ilke ¢apinda
H gerceklestirdigi yakin zamanl bir arastirmaya gore Tiirkiye'de

yetiskin kadin niifusun yiizde 36’s1 yasamlarinin bir béliimiinde
yakin es siddetine maruz kaliyor (T.C. Aile ve Sosyal Politikalar Bakanligi
Kadimin Statiisii Genel Miidiirliigii ve Hacettepe Universitesi Niifus
Etiitleri Enstitisii, 2015). Diger iilkelerdeki duruma baktigimizda ise bu
oranin ylizde 23 ile yilizde 38 arasinda seyrettigini ve diinya genelinde
ortalamanin yiizde 30 oldugunu goriiyoruz (World Health Organization,
2014). Bir baska deyisle, iilkemizde ve diinya genelinde her 3 kadindan
biri esleri ya da partnerleri tarafindan siddete maruz kaliyor.
Azimsanamayacak bu oranlar, siddet sorununun ne kadar yaygin ve ne
kadar biiylik oldugunu ortaya koymanin yaninda, siddetin failleri ve
failler i¢in islevi konusunda da soru isaretleri dogurmaktadir. Siddetin
faillerinin ¢ogunlukla erkekler oldugunu g6z Oniinde bulun-
durdugumuzda bu oranlar, siddet olgusunun erkeklik ve toplumsal
cinsiyet algilar: ile baglanti kurularak ele alinmasinin ne kadar elzem

oldugunu da gosteriyor.

Gizem Celik’in, Hacettepe Universitesi Sosyal Hizmet Anabilim
Dali Biitiinlesik Doktora Programi kapsaminda tamamlamis oldugu
“Esine Siddet Uygulayan Hiikiimlii Erkeklerin Ozellikleri ve Toplumsal
Cinsiyet Algilar’” bashikli doktora tez calismasinin bulgularini bizle
paylasan kitap, erkeklik ve siddet iliskisini faillerin 6zelliklerinden ve
anlatilarindan yola ¢ikarak kuruyor ve bu anlamda literatiire ¢ok degerli
bir katki sunuyor. Kitaba konu edilen ¢alisma esine (resmi nikahli, dini
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nikahli, nisanli ya da sevgili) siddet uyguladigi gerekgesi ile hiikkim
giymis 124 erkek ile 24 Subat - 27 Mart 2015 tarihleri arasinda Istanbul,
Ankara ve Izmir acik ve kapali cezaevlerinde gerceklestirilen birebir
goriismeleri ve 6lgek uygulamalarini igeriyor. Calisma nicel arastirma
desenine uygun bir alan tarama arastirmasi olarak tasarlanmis.
Gortsmeler nicel arastirma desenine uygun olarak yapilandirilmis bir
soru formu iizerinden gerceklestirilmis. Hem bu durum hem de
arastirmacinin giris kisminda bahsettigi biirokratik birtakim sikintilar
katilimcilardan derinlikli bilgi alinmasina engel olsa da, arastirmaci
empatik bir iletisim tarzi benimseyerek ve katilimcilarla arasinda bir
gliven ortami olusturmaya gayret ederek bu sikintilari asmaya ve
olabildigince nitelikli bilgi edinmeye ¢alismis.

Calismanin katilimcilarini agirlikhi olarak orta yas grubunda,
omriniin biyiik ¢ogunlugu kent merkezinde ge¢mis ancak egitim ve
gelir seviyesi diistik, diisiik gelirli/dilizensiz islerde ¢alisan ve arastirmaci

tarafindan calisan yoksullar olarak adlandirilan erkekler olusturuyor.

Kitap temel olarak dort boliimden olusuyor. Genel olarak siddet
olgusunun ve calismanin odagi olan yakin es siddetinin literatiirde yer
alan bilgiler esliginde tartisildigr ilk boélimde siddetin faili olan
erkeklerin 6zellikleri ekolojik kuram baglaminda ele alinarak siddet
uygulayan erkegin bireysel 6zelliklerini, birincil ¢evreleri ile iliskileriyle
ilgili 6zelliklerini, icinde yasadiklar1 sosyal ve kiiltiirel baglama iliskin
ozelliklerini ve sosyalizasyon siireclerini iceren kapsamli bir profil
sunuluyor. Bunun yani sira esine siddet uygulayan erkeklere yurt disinda
ve Tiirkiye’de sunulan hizmetler 6rneklendirilerek bu hizmetlerin arka

planini olusturan kuramsal yaklasimlar ele aliniyor.

Kitabin ikinci boliimi yapilan saha arastirmasinin ayrintilarina ve
bulgularina yer veriyor. Arastirma bulgulari esine siddet uygulayan
erkeklerin genel 6zellikleri, cezaevi siiregleri ve ihtiya¢ duyduklari sosyal
hizmet modeline iliskin gorisleri, katilimcilarin toplumsal cinsiyet
algilarina iligskin bulgular ve toplumsal cinsiyet algilarin farklilastiran

ozellikleri olmak tizere li¢ baslikta sunuluyor.
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Esine siddet uygulayan erkeklerin genel o6zelliklerine daha
yakindan baktigimizda bulgularin yine ekolojik kuram cergevesinde
degerlendirildigini goriiyoruz. Bireylerin icinde yasadiklar1 c¢evreden
biiyiik oranda etkilendigi ilkesine dayanan ekolojik kuram, birey ile onu
cevreleyen ve kendisinin de etkin bir pargasi oldugu ortam ve baglam ile
iliskisini ve etkilesimini anlayabilmek adina 6nemli bir bakis agisi
sunuyor. Kuram bireylerin dahil oldugu sosyal olgularin ¢ok katmanl bir
sekilde ele alinmasi gerektigini savunuyor. Bu katmanlar da sirasiyla
fizyolojik, psikolojik ve sosyal ozellikleri ile biitlinciil bir bigimde ele
alinan ve kendisi de bash basina bir sistem kabul edilen birey, bireyin
ailesi ve yakin cevresi ile iliskilerini ortaya koyan mikro sistem, bu
sistemler arasi iliskileri birbirine baglayan mezzo sistem, bireyin i¢ine
dogdugu ve icine yetistigi sosyal yapiy1 ve sosyo-ekonomik kosullari
tanimlayan egzo sistem ve bir kiiltlir ya da alt kiiltiirii olusturan sosyal

kurumlari temsil eden makro sistem olarak tanimlaniyor. (Heise, 1998).

Ekolojik kuram dogrultusunda katilimcilarin o6zelliklerinin de
mikro, mezzo, egzo ve makro sistem o6zellikleri olarak dort alt baslikta
incelendigini gormekteyiz. Mikro sistem 0Ozelliklerine iliskin bulgular
katilimcilarin ve eslerinin sosyo-demografik o6zelliklerinin yani sira
psikopatolojik durumlarini, alkol ve uyusturucu madde kullamim
durumlarini, ge¢miste siddete maruz kalma ve/veya tanik olma
durumlarini, faydalandiklari sorun ¢ézme yontemlerini, siddete ve aileye
iliskin algilarin1 kapsiyor. Mezzo sistem o6zelliklerine iliskin bulgular
katilmcilarin evlilik iliskilerini; esleri, cocuklari, ebeveynleri, akrabalari,
arkadaslar1 ve is arkadaslarinin olusturdugu birincil cevreleri ile
iligkilerini ve evlilik icinde siddet deneyimine iliskin degerlendirmelerini
kapsiyor. Ugiincii katman olan egzo sistem 6zelliklerine iliskin bulgular,
esine siddet uygulamis olan erkegin siddet sonrasinda aldig1 hizmetleri
ve katilimcilarin bu hizmetlere iliskin degerlendirmelerini kapsarken
son katman olan makro diizey bulgular katilimcilarin yasadiklar: sosyal
cevre ve parcasi olduklar1 toplumun siddet eylemlerine nasil etki ettigi

iizerine degerlendirmelerini i¢eriyor.

Ikinci béliimiin devaminda ayrica katihmcilarin toplumsal cinsiyet

algilariin sahip olduklar1 mikro, mezzo, egzo ve makro diizey 6zellikleri
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baglaminda farklilasip farklilasmadigina iliskin bulgular da sunuluyor.
Calismanin en niceliksel kismini olusturan bu béliimde tartismalar ve
alintilar kisith tutuldugundan ve bulgularin raporlanmasinda teknik bir
dil kullanildigindan bu bélimdeki bulgularin takibinin, c¢alismanin
geneline kiyasla daha zor oldugunu ve hitap ettigi kitlenin daha dar
oldugunu séylemek miimkiin.

Kitabin tglinci boliimiinde ikinci boélimde sunulan bulgular
Ozetlenmis ve ilgili literatiir esliginde tartisiimis. Ancak bu bélimdeki
tartisma kisa tutuldugundan bu bélimin bulgular1 akilda kalict bir
sekilde toparlayan genis bir 06zet olmanin otesine gecemedigini
belirtmek gerek. Kitabin ikinci kismindaki tartismalarin bir kismini
buraya tasimak belki okuyucu acisindan daha dengeli bir dagilim
olusmasini saglayabilirdi.

Kitabin dérdiincii ve son béliimiinde arastirmaci Tiirkiye’de esine
siddet uygulayan erkeklere yonelik bir model O6nerisi sunuyor ve
onerilen model cergevesinde alan ¢alismasindan elde edilen bulgular
tartisiyor. Buna ek olarak, modelin uygulanmasinda konunun paydasi
olabilecek kamu ve sivil toplum kuruluslari ile kurulabilecek is birlikleri
ve bu is birlikleri ¢ercevesine yapilmasi gerekenleri de vermeyi ihmal
etmiyor. Bu boliim kitabin sosyal hizmet alani ve siddet konusunda
alanda faaliyet yiiriitmek isteyenler icin somut adimlar ve ¢6zim
onerileri sunmasi agisindan olduk¢a 6nemli bir bolimi. Ayni zamanda
kitab1 sadece bir alan arastirmasinin bulgularinin sunuldugu bir yayin
olmaktan c¢ikarip odagimi giiniimiizden gelecege tasimasi agisindan da
kritik.

Arastirmacinin  kitap boyunca benimsedigi ve bulgulan
yorumlarken temel aldig1 ekolojik bakis agisi katilimcilar icine ¢eken
siddet sarmalinin nasil orildigini ve pekistirildigini gozler oniine
seriyor. Sozgelimi, katihmcilarin genel o6zelliklerine iliskin bulgulara
baktigimizda, esine siddet uyguladig1 gerekgesiyle hiikiim giymis olan bu
erkeklerin ¢ogunlugunun uzun siiredir esleriyle birlikte oldugunu ve ese
yonelik siddetin pek ¢ok durumda iliskinin basindan beri mevcut
oldugunu goériiyoruz. Bu erkeklerin gecmis donem o6zellikleri yarisindan

70



Masculinities Journal

fazlasinin ¢ocukluk ve genclik donemlerinde basta aile bireyleri olmak
iizere cesitli kisilerden siddet gordiigiinii ve/veya siddet olaylarina
taniklik ettigini gosteriyor. Dahasi, bu siddet deneyimleri yetiskinlige
gecis siirecinde ve askerlikte de devam etmis. Katilimcilarin
cogunlugunun ¢ocuk sahibi oldugunu ve kendilerinin dahi ¢ocukluk ve
genclik donemlerinde maruz kaldiklari/taniklik ettikleri siddetle
eslerine siddet uygulama egilimleri arasinda baglanti kurduklarini da
degerlendirmemize kattigimizda, c¢alisma bize siddet egiliminin ve
siddetin bir sorun ¢6zme y6ntemi olarak benimsenmesinin bireylerin

sosyalizasyon stirecine ne denli ickin oldugunu goésteriyor.

Ustelik, arastirmacimin alan calismasindan elde ettigi bulgular
15181nda ve ekolojik bakis acisina uygun olarak gelistirdigi sosyal hizmet
modeli, ekolojik kuramin sunmus oldugu ¢ok katmanl ve biitiinciil bakis
acisinin ese yonelik siddet gibi girift bir konunun ¢éziimi i¢in ne kadar
gerekli oldugunu acikca gosteriyor. Bir baska deyisle, kitap ese yonelik
siddet olaylarinin bireysel ya da miinferit olaylar olarak ele alinmasinin
bu sorunun ¢6ziimiinde neden etkisiz kalacagini net bir sekilde ortaya

koyuyor.

Kitap, kadina yonelik siddet konusunu birinci elden, yani bu
siddetin uygulayicilarinin ifadelerinden yola ¢ikarak tartismasi ve
sorunun ¢6zimi icin biitiinlikli bir sosyal hizmet modeli sunmasi
acisindan literatiire ¢ok biiyiik bir katk: saglamis. Ancak siddetin erkek
sosyalizasyonuna ne denli ickin oldugunu gosterirken, siddet konusunda
onemli bir perspektif sunan erkeklik c¢alismalar1 literatiiriine
deginmemis olmasi calismanin en biiyiik eksikligi olarak goriilebilir. Bu
durum bulgularin tartisma alaninm kisitlamasinin yani sira okuyucunun
bu 6nemli soruna elestirel bir gézle yaklasmasinin 6niine ge¢mis. Ancak
bulgularin net ve yalin bir dille ortaya konmus olmas1 kitabin sadece
sosyal hizmet alaninda calisanlara degil siddet ve toplumsal cinsiyet
konularina ilgi duyan her tiirlii okuyucu i¢in 6nemli bir kaynak olmasim
saglamis ve bulgularin farkl bakis agilariyla okunmasina olanak sunmus.
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about the content of the publication/event as well as a very brief introduction of
the authors/ organizers. The review should also emphasize the significance and
the impact of the work/event in its field besides sometimes a critical assessment
of its weaknesses and potential failures in addressing certain topics. The finished
paper should be limited with 1200-1500 words at most.

11. You must submit your papers and reviews to both
masculinitiesjournal@gmail.com. You will get a confirmation mail in return once

the editors have received your e-mails.
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Stylesheet

All submissions to be considered for publication should be sent by email to the
editors as a .doc file and a pdf version. Please make sure that
* Your text includes a title page on which the title of article, name and affiliation
of the author(s), and contact information are provided. Page numbers should
start on the first page of the text consecutively in the heading outer corner. In
line with the policy of blind submission, the author’s name and institution should
appear only on the title page to ensure strict anonymity for both authors and
referees.
*The paragraphs should be properly indented (1,5 cm)
eNotes and explanations must be inserted as end notes (if any).
*The text must be justified, except titles and headings which should be ranged
left.
*Word-breaks should be certainly avoided.
¢The text should be double-spaced including end notes and references.
eAny images or graphs should be supplied as separate .jpg files.
eThe recommended font is Times New Roman (11 pt; end notes 9 pt).
eFor quotations longer than 2-3 lines, you should leave an empty line before and
after the quotation and increase the left magrin by 1 cm.
eHighlighted words or words in languages other than English should be written
in italics.
¢ For in-text referencing and bibliography, all essays should conform to the
current APA Style Manual.
ePleasea void using abbreviations unless very necessary, except conventionally
used ‘etc’, ‘i.e., ‘e.g.. ‘etal”.

Please do not hesitate to contact the editors should you have any further

queries via provided contact information
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Yaymn ve Yazim Kurallar:

Masculinities toplumsal cinsiyet ve erkeklik calismalarina elestirel bir
yaklasimi benimseyen ve yilda iki kez yayinlanan disiplinler arasi bir akademik
dergidir. Arastirmacilari ve akademisyenleri, toplumsal cinsiyet, ve dzellikle de
erkeklik temsilleri, toplumsal cinsiyet kimliklerinin olusumu, erkekligin kiiltiir ve
edebiyatta kiiltiirel, sosyal ve estetik yansimalarina iliskin bagimsiz ve ilham
verici tartismalar yiiriitecekleri bir platform sunmay1 amaglamaktadir.

Erkeklikler, 6ncelikle toplumsal cinsiyet ve erkeklik alaninda ama ayni
zamanda kaginilmaz olarak sanat, edebiyat, tarih, sosyoloji, felsefe, iletisim ve
dilbilim alanlarini da kapsayacak disiplinler arasi ve o6ncii ¢alismalara yer
vermeyi hedeflemektedir. Dergi editorleri, her tiirden bilimsel ve elestirel
katilmi, makaleleri, kitap ve film incelemelerini, yayinlanmis makale
incelemelerini, gerceklestirilecek etkinlik duyurularini, konferans raporlarini, ve
toplumsal cinsiyet calismalar1 ve/veya erkeklik calismalarina herhangi bir
calismay1 dergide gérmeyi arzu etmektedirler. Gonderilen metinler, ikili kér
hakemlik degerlendirmesinden sonra yayinlanirlar ve ana yaymn O6lgiitleri
orijinallik, kuramsal ve ydntemsel olgunluk, bilimsel éneme sahip olmak ve
netliktir. Editorler, gonderilen metinleri yayinlamak lizere kabul ya da red etme
hakkina sahiptir. Metinde yapilacak herhangi bir degisiklik yayindan énce yazara
bildirilecek ve onay1 alinacaktir.

Yayinlanmak tizere goénderilen makalelerin dergiye gonderilmesi su
hususlarin net bir sekilde anlasildigini ve kabul edildigini gosterir:

1. Masculinities dergisinde editérlerin ve katkida bulunan yazarlarinin
ifade ettigi fikirlerin sorumlulugu kendilerine aittir.

2. Derginin dili ingilizce ve Tiirkgedir ve dergiye erisim iicretsizdir.

3. Yazarlar yazilarinin elektronik ortamda (licretsiz bir sekilde
edinilebilen PDF kopya) yayinlanma hakkini editdrlere vermistir.
Gonderilen yazilarin igerigi tiim metin icerigini ve buna eslik eden yazil
ve gorsel tiim materyali de igerir.

4. Yazar, yazisinin kopyasini egitim ve arastirma amaglar1 dogrultusunda
meslektaslari ile derlemeler ya da diger yayin tiirlerinde paylasabilir.

5. Orijinal metnin herhangi bir sekilde ¢ogaltilmasi izni icin yazara

yonlendirme yapilacak, yazarin yeniden basim i¢in izin vermesi ve
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metnin ilk basildig1 yer olarak Masculinities dergisine atif verilmesi
kosulu ile, Masculinities dergisi herhangi bir itiraz dile getirmeyecektir
Yazar, yayinlanmak tizere gonderdigi metinin orijinal bir g¢alisma
oldugunu ve daha once baska bir yerde yayinlanmadigini ya da
yayinlanmak iizere degerlendirmeye alinmadigini taahhiit eder. Cok
yazarli metinlerde, metni dergiye ileten kisinin tiim yazarlar adina s6z
hakkini kullandig1 varsayilacaktir.

Dergide basilacak metinler, giincel APA formatinda yazilarak
gonderilmelidir.

Metinler, 7000 Kkelimeyi ge¢memelidir. Metne ek olarak, kisa bir
dzgecmis, 150-200 kelimelik Tiirkce, 500-600 kelimelik bir ingilizce
0zet, anahtar kelimeler ve iletisim adreslerini ayr1 bir metin dosyasinda
gonderilmesi istenmektedir.

Yazarlar hakemlerin karar ile ilgili olarak en ge¢ 60 giin icinde
bilgilendirilecektir. Metinler, yayinlanacak ilk sayida
degerlendirilecektir.

Makaleler disinda, kitap, makale, konferans, akademik toplanti, film,
performans, yiikksek lisans ve doktora tezi incelemelerini de
yayinlanmak tlizere gonderebilirsiniz. Bu tiirden her inceleme genel
itibar1 ile yukarida bahsi gegcen hususlara tabidir. Ayrica, her bir
inceleme, (eger miimkiinse) yazar, baslik, basim/ diizenleme yeri,
basim/diizenleme tarihi, sayfa sayisi/uzunlugu, dili, fiyat1 vb. bilgileri
bashgin  hemen altinda saglamalidir.  Incelemenin  basih
metin/diizenlenen etkinligin icerigine dair net bir bilgi sunmas:1 ve
yazar/diizenleyenler hakkinda kisa bir bilgilendirme yapmasi
beklenmektedir. inceleme metni calismanin/olayin kendi alaninda
Onemini ve etkisini oldugu kadar belli konulara deginme konusundaki
yetersizliklerini de icermelidir. Inceleme metni 1200-1500 kelime ile
sinirlanmahdir.

Makalelerinizi ve incelemelerinizi bu metnin sonunda verilen iletisim
adresine gonderebilirsiniz. Metniniz editorlerin eline gectiginde bir

dogrulama mesaji alacaksiniz.
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Yazim Kurallar

Yayinlanmak iizere gonderilecek tiim metinler .doc ve PDF formatinda e-mail ile

gonderilmelidir. Metinlerin su hususlari tasidigina emin olunuz:

eMetin, ayr1 bir kapak sayfasinda makale basligl, yazar(lar)in ismi ve kurumsal

baglantilari, ve iletisim bilgileri yer almalidir. Sayfa numaralari metnin ilk

sayfasindan itibaren tist dis kenarda yer almalidir. Kér hakem degerlendirmesi

politikas1 uyarinca, yazarin ismi ve kurumu yalnizca kapak sayfasinda yer

almaldir.

eParagraflarin ilk satir girintisi diizgiin bir sekilde verilmelidir (1,5 cm).

 Notlar ve aciklamalar (varsa eger) son not olarak verilmelidir.

eMetin iki yana yaslanmali, baslik ve alt basliklar sola hizalanmalidir.

eSatir sonunda kelimenin boliinmesinden kesinlikle kaginmalidir.

«Son notlar ve referanslar kismi dahil metin ¢ift aralikla yazilmahdir.

eResimler ve grafikler ayr1 bir klasorde .jpg dosyasi olarak gonderilmelidir

eTavsiye edilen yaz1 karakteri Times New Roman’dir (11 pt; sonnotlar9 pt).

#2-3 satir1 gegen alintilar icin ayr1 bir paragraf agmali, 6ncesinde ve sonrasinda

bir satir bosluk birakarak soldan girintiyi 1 cm artirmalisiniz.

eingilizce/Turkce olmayan énemli kelimeler/terimler italik olarak verilmelidir.

eMetin i¢i referans ve kaynakca i¢in, tiim metinler APA formatina uygun

olmahdir.

eLiitfen, cok gerekli olmadik¢a kisaltmalardan kaginin, kisaltma verilmesinin

gerekli oldugu durumlarda, ilk kullanimda kisaltmanin a¢ilimini da veriniz.
Herhangi bir sorunuz oldugunda liitfen asagida verilen iletisim bilgileri

lizerinden editorlerle temasa geginiz.

Duygu Altinoluk
Sosyoloji Boliimii, Edebiyat Fakiiltesi

Ege Universitesi, izmir, Turkiye
masculinitiesjournal@gmail.com
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