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say that most heterosexual men are far more inte

fested ip Wo

" 5 me kY
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N existg Primay.
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The issue of feminine self-presentation also brings up anothe,
way in which feminine traits are undermined: They are often cast
as being dependent on masculinity and maleness. This sentiment
seems to be projected onto virtually all as

femininity. It can be seen in the wa

Y men are often cast as the
“protectors”

of women, either because they are typically physi-
cally stronger or because women are seen as being “emotionally

frail.” The stereotypic and mythic image

of the damsel in distress
who requires

4 masculine man to save |
of helplessness, fragility,
femininity and female se

ily inform both the mate

€r seems to impart an air
and passivity onto virtually all aspects of
xuality. Such connotations seem to heav-

riality and symbolism of certain feminine

Spite thej, diﬁn_ _

; .ty 18 SY |
ity ity ! denies the real- ¥
ma of course,

nd that both parties are [
fragility, and passivity are
inine ex-

le bodies and femin -

s “huilt into” femaleness and

O]CC e b\l d : i
. gine what would happen e

when W€ e exual sex around ere
liefs about heteros '
e
r belt

» the womarf, wE W - B2
. F[1ji5'ﬂ”‘runli.‘.f:'%
e man’s penis. i L
“consu the woman would
. £ Connotations’ as the ive a £
the passive and

{ the man would be W

and existing for the benefit

fy ing
“ﬂl; . anterl
; cer « penetrates

it ttle

o One can easil ;
.. geen as dependent_o ; e TR
imey o d feminiﬂify. Siml‘ad)’? p mon"’cmt“ s

:;: z?beiﬂg verbally effusive an - e i « :
ne L

self-
dence, but as bold acts of ;
g ong and silent YP€

( femalen

femin!
cecurity OF dep

deal of the “str
h masculine ideal of t
the MAas

and insecure by

i ininity 1§ IAEEEEE
The mistaken beliet that fem : 5

e mists & | SO ON, ¢
ional, frivolous, an

hose who

em timid

e depcndent, irrat
Y

ssumption that t .
and cannot be seeit .

commonplace a
not to be taken é-t'ruﬂlS\} ’
ty figures. While such assumpt o
they often have

because traditional sexism taw g

pmplc of both sexes, profess|ona|

e frae trial online at nitropdf.com/professicnal



The ;
€ 1ssue of feminine self.

Wh( ;
Y i 1 3 b ! v j

plessness, fragility, ¢ her seems to impart an ai
‘patt an air

PR and passivi
mininity and female sex ‘vP sivity onto virtually all as of
sexuality, 7 s

ily infor Such ¢ ,
m both the materiality h connotations seem to heay
: a . .

nd s T
ymbolism of certain feminine

L A

R SN "
e T

i e, L

r1ators and that both parties are
fragility, and passivity are

ale bodies and feminine €x-
hat are «puilt into” fernaleness and

- imagine what would happen

efs about beterosexual sex around

the woman, W€ were to say

This would

caning® o
quahtles t
T oUuS when W

ity ; :
fer ] of Ceﬂtermg our b
‘ '[‘lSm;1 ‘
| . the maf
5 “consu

‘penetrates”
1 yagin mes” the man’s penis.
as the woman would

hat ¢ i different set
e tiator and the man would be the passive and
y see how this could lead to men and
mascuhmq" being seen a d exi.st'mg for the btﬂﬂ‘ﬁi
Jleness and femnininity. Similarly, if we thought about the
aits of being verbally effusive and emotive not asr.ims-ei
f self-expression, then
silent type” right st ¥

of connotations,

15 dependent 0n, an

of, fem
feminin€
y Of dependenc
| of the “strong and

securit e. but as bold acts ©

the masculine idea
insecurc b}-‘ compar'@gn‘

The mistaken helief that femnininity 18 inhemndyj,' sless, b
le, dependent, irrational, trivolous, and so on, gives '
;Jssumption that those who e@m L
o seriously and cannot be steﬂﬂ : auth
ity figures. While such assumptions mguhﬂy
people of both sexes, they often have 3 87 ater net e
al sexism targets &mh

seem rimid and

commonplace

not 1o ]‘*i“ mku

h~dies, a8 well &
v nitro.s

because tradition

. oad the free trial anline




WHIPPING GIRL

expression, and because traditional and Oppositi
- ¥ Slt]Onal . 3
gether to put women in a double bind: If 3 I sex;
n aCt
s
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Mag.
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feminist notion that women were co
€rced
lnt

nity Was further facilitated by the growing use of ¢,
the e
x/

stinction, which differentiated between one’s se :
ich

ology) and gender ( which arose from one’s ¢
ny

and psychology).* This gave unilatera ftron
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ment, socialization,
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I
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face value.
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proposed solutions for countering it. For example, liberal fem;
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gain equal access O previously male-dominated areas (particul:r';0
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can do anything men can do” philosophy. Implicit in this st 8
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HJtid mtcr?s!s were natural and desirable for women to st(:ivae lfnes
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Of course, on¢ of the biggest caveats in the unilatera] ¢
- i N S LR emih

nist argument that femininty 1S artificial and only exists tg o
: : ‘ ; ppr{fq
women is the fact that some people who are assigned and soc;j l v
1a iZed

male also express femininity. Perhaps sensing that feminine ;
ay me
and MTF spectrum trans peo bt

ses into question, many unilateral feminists de l
ve OP
ed

ple brought unilateral feminists®
' antj-

fernininity the
dainful attitudes toward these groups. In '
. terestmgly

vehemently dis
(and not coincidentally), the unilateral feminists who have b
- DEen most

outspoken in deriding feminine gay men and trans women 3}
SO tend

to have the

eral. For example, Mary

nted birds” and portrayed feminist women such as herse]
erself 5

S

most openly hostile attitudes toward femininity ;
Y in gen-

Daly, who referred t :
’ o feminin
€ Wome
n as

“pai
being “attack
was similarly resentful of transs
exual wom
en (wh
Oom

ed by the mutants of her own kind, the m
- an_mad
e

women,
she called “Frankenstein’s Monsters™) and drag queens (wh
whom sh
e

compared to whites playing “blackface”)."! Germaine Gre
has referred to conventionally feminine women as “f:r,_“fho
parasites,” has written multiple trans-misogynistic Scree(jmlnme
of which assails trans woman Jan Morris for her “obsessio s o'ne
femininity.” And Sheila Jeffreys, who believes that femini n W‘t.h
the behavior required of the subordinate class of wo ln.lnlty “Is
to show their deference to the ruling class of men,” ha:l:n in order
5 r

MTF transsexuality and gay male femininity arise exClus:f u]edfthat
sexual masochism.” Thus, the anti-gay-male, anti-tran sl
sentiment that persists today among many unilateral f 'S"‘”"ma"
its roots in their traditionally sexist views of feminini Souiss has

Many of the unilateral feminist posits imninity.
L AR RSN T st positions that I've discussed so
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instead argue that our notions about “sex” 2pe e |
constructed as our notions of “gender.” SOc:a”y
While deconstructive feminism differs from unilage
nism in many ways, it shares its predecessor’s tendency v .
cialize gender expression. This is often accomplished i, Artify.
performativity, a concept developed by Judith Bugle, s d:'ené'er
the way in which built-in expectations about maleness ap f:nin'_?e
ness, straightness and queerness, are constantly impoged - a:h‘_
us. Butler uses the term “performativity” to highlight how § Qf
nine and masculine norms must constantly be cited. Sh us;m‘h.
example of the child who becomes “girled” by others at birth: St::

is given a female name, referred to with female pronouns g.iv
girl toys, and will, throughout her life, have her “girlness:’ Cit:
by others in society." Butler argues that this sort of reiteratioﬁl.

4 CAE
- ender, makin " ”
produces” g ; g it appear “natural.” However, many

other deconstructive feminists ' £
have interpreted Butler’s Writings

to mean that one’s gender is merely a “performance.” According

to this latter view, if gender itself is merely a “performance,” thep,

one can challenge sexism by simply “performing” one’s gender in

ways that call the binary gender system into question; the most

often cited example of this is a drag queen whose “performance”
supposedly reveals the way in which femaleness and femininity are
merely a “performance, 15

e . 55 . .
While unilateral feminists typically view femininity in exclu-

sively negative terms, deconstructive feminists believe that femi-
minity is context-dependent: It can be “good” (when it is used to
Pyt e [ g s |

subvert the binary gender system) or “bad” (when used to natural-

1ze that system) i - :
at system).” In other words, deconstructive feminism only
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wiles.” Femininity is portrayed as a trick or ruse so that my
SCU“n.‘

ity invariably seems sincere by comparison. For this reason, ¢,
* there

are few intellectual tasks easier than artificializing feminip

expression, because male-centricism purposefully sets up femip;:
| : ini

as masculinity’s “straw man” or its scapegoat. 1

As feminists, it’s time for us to acknowledge that thii s
dpe.

goating of femininity has become the Achilles’ hee] of the B '
7 st

movement. While past feminists have gone to great lengths tq ém

power femaleness and to tear away all of the negative connotatign.
ns

that have plagued women’s bodies and biology, they haye alloweq

the negative connotations associated with femininity to persist rel,.
tively unabated. Nothing illustrates this better than the fac that,
while most reasonable people see women and men as equals, fey,

(if any) dare to claim that femininity is masculinity’s equal. Indeed,
much of what has historically been called misogyny—a hatred of
women—nhas clearly gone underground, disguising itself as the lesg
reprehensible derision of femininity. This new version of misogyny,
which focuses more on maligning femininity than femaleness, can
be found everywhere. It can be seen in our political discourse, where
advocates for the environment, gun control, and welfare are under-
mined via “guilt by association” with feminine imagery as seen in
phrases such as “tree huggers,” “soft on crime,” and pro-“depen-
dency”—where male politicians who exhibit anything other than
a two-dimensional facade of hypermasculinity are invariably dis-
missed by political cartoonists who depict them donning dresses.”
This new misogyny still very much undermines women, and it
accomplishes this in several ways. First, the majority of feminine
people are women, so by default they make up the largest class

of those who are targeted by antifeminine sentiment. Second, our
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who treat them poorly, yet won’t consider dating 5 « nice i
3

be described as harboring “internalized misogyny, » Again ;
’ lsn,t th. =
15

better described as a form of externalized misogyny directeq
at m
€n

who display qualities that are considered feminine?
Some feminists (particularly unilateral feminists) will no 4
have a negative knee-jerk reaction to my suggestion that we il
our understanding of misogyny to encompass effcmimania end
societal obsession with critiquing and belittling feminjpe Ua::?:

males. However, as I have argued in past chapters, effemiman; ;
1a af.

fects everybody, including women. Effemimania encourages ¢}, £
0se

who are socialized male to mystify femininity and to dehumanize
those who are considered feminine, and thus forms the foundation
of virtually all male expressions of misogyny. Effemimania also ep.-
sures that any male’s manhood or masculinity can be brought into
question at any moment for even the slightest perceived €Xpression
of, or association with, femininity. I would argue that today, the
biggest bottleneck in the movement toward gender equity is not so
much women’s lack of access to what has been traditionally con-
sidered the “masculine realm,” but rather men’s insistence on defin-
ing themselves in opposition to women (i.e., their unwillingness to
venture into the “feminine realm”).

Until now, the typical feminist response to men who fear being
associated with the “feminine realm” can be paraphrased as “Get
over it!” Such an artitude is ignorant, as it fails to take into account
the fact that male femininity is perceived very differently from fe-
male femininity. If femininity in women is already seen as “artificial”

and “contrived,” then oppositional sexism ensures that femininity
in men appears exponentially “artificial” and “contrived.” While a

handful of feminists have recognized this fact—that male feminine
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