The Filipino Male us “Macho-Machunurin®:
Bringing Meri and Masculinities in Gender
aind Development Studies

LEONORA C. ANGELES

As Filifna terinist scholars move beyond the stage of “worfior &5 victim, men
agpreblen” gicourse ir fendss studies, thoreis g needtrdscuss the pace o159
in gender and dovolopment shdie:, Acadermies and acvocaias note e ptéalls of
woman-focusad” arg “women-orly™ developmzsl imtersentions, citing wormnan-
incusen programs 11t sugteud nostly in shifting the burden of respoas:hi Ly [o
Cordrscepiion, parenting and housikworle on werren. There 1s a nee Lo take into:
atcount the expenences of d fferent varietes ol men oM Mrarginal groups based
or.alass. ethnicily, age. generaticn ane pnsit on ir Ihe e zycle &3 gendsr plesreact
1o s00e-eonomic hanges. A&i11is, mer and mascuiinit: nave 1ot been agequately
treonzas. Digreszons of Flipra mascubnites valhin the Flicing famidy, marketl
place, worll enyizonment. and marntal ravons are comptus. The inclusion ol man
and masculinities in gender studies.has so far been confined UG The uaMasAng of
the *groblermatic ma 2. By uncovenngthe multip.elayess and larms of rmascuiinities,
Temynist schalars and advocates oxilc come up with mere strategic developmant:
Plars and programs and rmore siccessfiully reorde: genter pxabons,

in March 2000, | arranged a Philippine study tour for 25 Vietnamese
professors from six institutions involved in a five-year capacily building
project called “Lacalized Poverty Reduction in Vietham."” Typical of most
first-time visitors to the country, many tour j:articipants marveled at how
powerful women are i the Philippines. We were met and hosted by
organizations largely run by women, from the female administrators at
several units of the University of the Chilppines, the Scutheast Aslan
Regjonal Center for Graduate Study and Research it Agricuiture (SEARCA)
and the International Rice Research Institute (IRRIY in Los Banos, and
Benguet State Univarsities: women running the church-based and non
sectaran non-government organizations (NGOs): an:d aclive women
members of communidy organizations, A few women parlicipants
exciaimad, “You have a long 'Women's Month' celebration here. \We anly
have ‘Women’s Day' In Vietnam!”

Same of the Vietnamese male pailicipants [ater expressed 1heir
understanding of why Filiping women seemed so strong. independent,
and powerfu!, able and willing to work overseas, acquire a profession, run
WGOs and community prajects. Fillpino men seemed to have abdlcated
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then traditional respensibilities and rates in the fanwly, suen that the iocal
womenhave o be strong, entrepreneurial, and mobile ir looking for work.
when they wisited the housing and liveiihood programs arganized by Sr.
Christine Tan and 1un by her largely female siaff in the urban poor
cammunily In Levenza, they noticed! the mers idiy chatting, smoking, and
payitg a gama of pool, wiile the women were busy domng their daly
business. They saw similar scenas i another urban poor community
beside a railway rack in Muntinlupa. Rizal, where the men were dnnking
gin and beer with “pulutan’ (faod that goes with alcoholic dnn ks), playing
cardis. gambling and laughing hoisterousiy under the blistering sun on a
Saturday morning. Of cowse, some Filipino women could he faulted for
spoding theit men and carrying too much burden on thelr shoulders.
certainly not without complaint, but that is another story, What is
fascimating is how the participants ciapped their hands in approval to
nsights contrasting the relative seriousness wath which Filipino and
vietramese men fulfi thewr farrily responsibilities at the after-tour
“refiections” session, Not only were the Vietnamese men blind to their
own display of masculine nationat pude. They also seemed blind to simiiar
procliities for leisure. drinking, smoking and gambling among their
Lompatnots in urban poor communmtias in Hanoi and Ho Ct\l fMinh, and
the parallel lendency of Vietnamese women to take on an overload of
responsibibity within and outside the household.

The contrasts bewween the Philippines’ and Vietnam’s political
culture are striking, But there are a ot of parallelisms between the two
countrizs wnen it comes to the dynantics of gender relations, and gender
cutture. The double starklards of inoraiity aiso exist as many Vietnamese
“GMEN trn a blind eye to their husbands’ iIntdetity, extra~marital affairs
0f co-habitaton with mistresses, and prockvities to seeing prostitutes
(Vietrarn however. ls not a Catholic counlry and the couits aliow divorce).
Jokas about extra-inanlal affairs hkewlse brng conilating Imagenes of
food, woinen and sex. A popular joke is that “Vietnamese men like rice
for she meals, but sometimes they have ta eat noodies.” Thrs is sirmilar
to what some Filipino mer say, “Makhirap naman ang iisa lang ang kiase
ngulam. Kailangan ka ring tumikim paminsan-minsan ng ibang putahe. "
(itis difhicult to eat the same kind of viand.everyday. You have to try other
dishes sometimes.}

The jokes about husbards, wies and conjugal relations are also-
sy, Vietnamese men aften joke abouf belonging to “association af
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men who fear their wives.” Likewise, we often hear Filipino men speak
of themselves as ‘'macho, machunurin sa asawa" (8 play on the word
“macho” to mean ‘| am obedient to my wife'), as member of the 'Yukuza,
yuko sa asawa’ (a play on word Yakuza, the Japanese Mafia, to mean "l
bow to my wife"), or as "Pedrong Taga, taga-juto, taga-laba" (a play on
the word "taga” (or hack), a moniker for tough men, but used here to refer
to a hen-pecked husband wha does the cooking (taga-futo) and laundry
(taga-laba). Jokes and common sayings do tell somethingabout culturally-
specific world views. In this case, they reveal much about Filipiho men's
varied forms of dispiay and different varieties of masculinities, as well as
iocail anxeties about changing gender roles and identities.

Women and/orf gender and development studies in the Philippines
have already been analyzing transformations in gender relations and
identities brought about by cuftural. social, political and economic
changes. The inclusion of Fiipino men and masculinities in gender
studies however, hasofien been confined to the unmasking of androcentric
assumptions, the “problematic maie” and images of masculinity. What
is rarely analyzed are the varieties of men and the varieties of masculinities
which are not necessarily problematic, but often destabilizing, contradictory,
anc¢ unsetlling, and sometimes disempawering. Bringing in men and
mascuiinities within gender studies would notonly make sound scholarship,
but coutd also qualify some of the insights and conclusions reached by
Filipino feminists about gencer identities and relations in the Philippines,
and polentially carve a role for men in genderliberation and empowerment,

Many Fiiipino feminist scholars, male and fernale atike, have already
passed that stage of polarizing, oppositionat, and duallst discourses on
“women as Victim, men as probiem.* The place of men In the Philippine
viomen's or gender iiberation movement is beginning to be discussed,
and | have not heard of any Fiiipino feminist who had clamed that “men
cannot be femmist.” In this essay, | do not wish to privilege men and
men’'s position i the gender iberation movement; nor do | wish fo
valorise non-problematic expressions of masculinities and over-inflate
their potentiais in changing gender identities and relations. | only wish t6
contribute to the aiready on-going task of Filipino feminists to seriously
consider how mainstreaming gender discourses could create the widest
ievel of pubiic support for women’s issues, and transformation of gender
relations.
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Missing Men in Gender and Devslopment Studios

There are at least two points of coritroversy that may be hoted 9
curent debales on gender and deveiopment discourses | Asia and
eisevdiare. Fust is the shift from “women” (o “gencer” focus. which
Began in the mid-1980s as a response 1o the limitatons of the eailer
Women-In-Leselopment {NID) framework's attempl to integrate women
In deveiopment processes. Second is the inclusion of men, male
idanuities, av i masculinities in mainstreaming gender within development
discussions. These two points are actually two sides of the same coin,
as the snift from women 1o gender necessitaes the adeguate Iriclusion
of men as "the other hall” | any discussion about gender 1SsUes ang
gander relations.

In their seminal essay, “Who Needs (Sexj When You Can Have
iGender]?”, Baden and Goetz {16997} noted he discomfort and,
drssatisfaction of women activists and YWD professionals, especially in
fleveioping countries, over the need to refocus ther Programs or womern
0 accommodate men's needs and interests in response to internationg:)
deveiopment agencies' call for “sender m ainstreaming.” Such discomfort
ana dissatsfaction have to to not only withissues of resource aliocation
and mbalance in North-South powier rotations, bul also with the
possibiity of crowding out women and faminist interasts as women's
voices getdrowned and men, once again, 1ake the d mer's seat in gender
nd aeveiopment intialives, A few Fihpino teminist acleasts have often
clatmed a rather accurate, bt bordering on the malic ous-conspiratarial,
vieve thal the shift from women te gender vas largely borne aut of the
need 0 appease men advocates within inlemational devalopmeni,
circles, and to make gender and deveiopment more palatatie to
internanonal agencias. Many Fritpino women's aavocates an el
servants have alsoc expressed diffic:ities in operationairzing *gender” in
Thelr programs ancd projects. Front-fine service social workers within the:
Department ot Social wetfare and Deveiopment have found imitations
1 so-called “gender traimng” sessiors and have mainly paid lip service
I including men, or problematized men as “the problem. ? Such
difficutties also come in the wake of bud gelcuts ata ume when wiomen's
programs and gender mainstreaming efforts at various bureaucratic
‘2iels are only at their infancy.
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The wesler acade mic feminist response 1o these debates has neen
gqualiy ively and passionate. Feminist writers have raised probiems with
the terdlency 1o conflate women and gender, Froclaiming thart “gensier
i not synonymaus with women,” * this conflation, they argue, has @o 10
1re lreatment of gender as womesv's issugs. the inscraplion ot gencer as
primarily women's senceri, and (he lack of attention 1o gende reiatinns
and how men and masculinives hgure In such debates. Indeed, we can
ask iy fermmist scholars orten end up 1alking ahout wormen when they
want to talik ahout gencier, which necassanily inclhuie mmen and refations
betweenr women snd men. The obvious response 1 that since women's
serspectives and voices have offen baen subjigaled o marginaiized in
mairstream: stadies, it 1S necessary 10 not jus! “hadd women and sbir' hu!
o gueston the yey iawed assumprions and conceptuat ienses used arid
provide. @ niecessary correcine oy focusing oit womer.  Mainstream
academiz studies may be corsidered de facto mer's studics because
they tend 1o tale the male aclor and maie experiences as Ihe homs.
However. sush gtuties have never really considered gender as arn
imponant sacial variabie, and even if they do, they are unabie to take inlo
account experiences of different vaneli=s of men from marginal grouns
bhasegan ciass, othnicity, age, generaiion, arxl position in the jife eycie.

The international development agéncies have piven an ovenvhelmingly
rositive response 10 the gender siift, and to the call for the integration
of men and masculinitiies in develogment work, Ang herein les part of
the poldem, or mote precisely the “cregibilily probiem” of onnging in
mah and masculinites in developmenl work . For uriike the wamen ard
deveiopmient mosement, which was bome cul of the second wave of
actadsl women's movement in the 1970s,! the “dender. men and
masguimities” drive does no! have a counterpart social and political
mozament thal inspired its growth. Ruth Pearson,®in parbicuiar. has
rassed questions about the composition, vision, motivations and pohtical
connections of the partichzants benind the cunent clamaur for Th
integration ot iren i Gender and Developinent (GAD)Y, oy asking:

Is the enthusasm for men bome more eut ¢f g politicaily impotant
noslsl’ politivs, which ks based on deconsticling unwersalst social
denities and has used rostmogenist analysic fo colebmte Milference
mitier than scek commonalities? Does the 'men i development”
movamenl also camry a tansformalone vision of eguitable relations
beryveen men and vomen and a itheration-agenda in terms of frecing
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men {rom the burdens and ff{:;tratlbns of oulmoded pgendes
pedormances and scripts?.... s the "men n development” movement
ied by men seeking Lo transform development pohicy and praglice by
mplemeating @ anti-sexist ang inclusionary agernda? 1s 1t lad by
actrists seeking to confront the problems and fiust rations ol inequitabis
genger relalions? Is It being dnven by theorsis who accept. or rejent,
a “personal is political” position, or even by those who asser that the
poical 15 nol jusrt the personal? Towhal exlent is it heing driven by men
or by vamen? By feminists or techivical gender specalists? And do its
proponenls share the vision of gender sotidanty and intemalionalst
friaternity which Inspired the WID movement of 1he 19705 onwarnds?®

Perivaps the most comprehensive and nEoOTOUS 7esponse to the
integration of me:n and masculinities have come. from feminist wiiters ifike
Pearson. with ane foot in the academe and te other footin international
development work, They paint out the reasons behind and ouicomes of
“rmissing men" from GAD discourse and praciices, Some of the reasong
are obvious. Challenging mien and mascuiinitiss {as weil as women and
femininitiss) is important in Improving women's lives in the context of
unequal gender relations. Itis alss important m addressing ditferent kinds
ofinequaliues in men's lives on the basis of gender, ciass, race, ethnicity,
reiigion, ability. and sexual orientation.” Because mer and masculinities
have nol been adequately theorised, GAD has mainly replicated the
polarzing, oppositional, and dualist “women as victim, men as problem”
discourse, evoling negative stereotypes of men, but rarely directly
engagingwilth them as part of the sofution 1o gende: issues. 8 This is most
commen m anti-poverty projects and interventicn:s that address issues of
maie vipience, domestic violence and forms ot viotence against women.®
Hence. there'1s a need o go beyond hunuing the “problematic male” by
unpacking the category "men,” examining Lhe driersily of therr identites.
and expenences, and questiening the assumption of a “hepgemonic
masculinity” that see masculinity as fixed. uniform, and singular, rather
than diverse, unstable and contradictory. ¢

Other reasans for the inclusion of men and mascuiindies within GAD
anse out of political (read power reiations) and practicat concerns for the
less-than satisfactory outcomes of GAD intersentions thal focus manly
on women, These inclute the obvious gendered forms of rivairy anl
liostiities emerging from men's exclusion I rescurce allocation to
wOoMmen's projects of livelihood Initiatives.*! There J& aiso the increasad
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overioar on wWomen's work and missed apportunites in utiizing maie
labor, participation and other resources. There are also serious bimitations
and constraints in the operations and success of “women-only” projects, ™
most abwiaus 10 family panming and reproductive healh end AIDS/HIV
projects, ' and in communily-based natural resource management.®

Men, Masculinities and Developtient in the Philippines

FRlisino academics arkl advocates have already roted the pifalis ol
“women-focused” and “women-only” development interventions. Far
exampie, women's rights advccates hawe challenged ineffecive wamen-
‘focused family planning and reproductive health programs. These women-
focused programs not oniy abdicale men's share of the responsiblity n
limiting biological repraduction. tet aione parenting, housework and other
forms of sucial reproduction, hut aiso exact heavy burdens an women as
they bear the greater responsibiily for contraception. As David'® notes

n her studdy on marilal decision-making patterns on fanily planning:

{Tihe wishes of hushands emerge more dompnant, even as-Thens s ha
ciear rationale. why hushbands shouid have the greater or final say (o
e malter}. Nelther is there a clear secaptance of husbands' authonty
on family planning matters by thel wres, This may partly explon the

jovier adoption of fandy plannmg by maried goupiles in (he Flitippines.
w?:?m compared ta onther countries o7 Sirrias qe{vmopmemﬁ

Ihese more commonpiace insights, however, are the easer ones
bring into the picture . Bringing in man and masculinvties into gender ar
deveiopment discourses in the Philippines is much more comphcated as-
it entails more than the tasks of interrogating the “men-as-problem” line
of argument or bursting the “hegemon:c masculinity” bubble. It entails
bringing in the layers and multpie grds of intersectionality betw/eer
gender, class, race, rekgion, generation. age, life cycle position, and
otiei social variables thal affect both women and men. Parlicular
attention needs 1o be paid 1o how the (re)assertion of men's masculinities
wakes place in the context of changes affecting the Frlipino family, marke{
and work place, and rmigration trends. Each of these is given altention
kelow. and more can be added to the fist. These may include the
representation and expressions of masculinities n advertising and
media: sexualily and gayfieshianvbi- sexual wentities: the churches and
religicus culturg: farm, senice, and indusinal work; the mititary and
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police; palltical culturé and institutions; gambling, drinking, cockfighis
and other local vices: amang others. Some of these are already being
explored in the growing field of Phitippine anthropoicgical and cultural
studies,

Men, Masculinities, Marital Refations, and the Filipitio Family

~ The absence of & consolidated patriarchy in the Phifippines has
brought about rmore egalitarin patterns of decision-making in the family
andvalue placed on sex-role complementarity, This pataltels the situation
In Ladakh in the northern Himalayan Jammu-Kashmit ragron of India,
where Angeles and Tarbotton®® noted the corrpiexities of uncerstanding
gender based on Iocal knowledge:

Betind (Ladakil womern's) oxuberant humor about the “fear” they
Eenerato in the hearts ol Ladakht men i a protound anxiety ground tho
proger ole of men In therr society and organization. ... [Women's
Altlance in Ladakh) members for example ainim thal they are “"just
donairys” wheh it ¢comes 10 money matters. They nsst that they need
men’s lelp in business motlers, especially smee i is widely recognized
at men have more aducntion, expaimse n accounting, and mahility to
connhect the hoysehiold peanomy to markets and other oulsida agengles,

Yer, Ihe fact that womer in gencral have hmited abiily and contral
over this critical aspect of organizationat and economic g may he
gasily interpretod hy Wostern leminists as a SIgN ol women's
ihisempowermon, mslead of heng seen sunply as o concession o men
w0 ave imindmal roles In ninnng ke farns snd the mformal household
economy. This Is a result of househok negotatnn and barganing
tlynamier that are-mediated hy cuitural norms and 1ncal cortcopiions of
“pover” and “gender”,

Ladakh, like many places, 1s atfected by new forms of agneulturdi
@Bchnoiogy, regional border conticts, international tourism, and global
movement of peaple and goods. Despite its relatively isolated and stable
viliage ife, these changes are slowly changing the terms of pargaining
and negotiation of gender identities and roles »athis and outside the
household. Such dynamins however are medciated! by local conceptions
of “appropuate” gender roles;
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I, Ladakh . greal volueds placed on domestle harmony and gonder
role complemenlarily. There o & nalural aceeplante o) existing gondar
diferences, comparalive atvantages, and dvisicn ol labor, which are
nol necessandy equated wsth gender-based mequalty and wasUce;
Defersnce 1o men 0 some aspects of decision-making 15 not sesn as
an adnuession of women's mfedority or men's suparionty, Hul as a
recogmibue of vullual, temporal and spatial dimenslons ol men's snd
women's sepdaraie bul comolemaentary spheies of inthience ¢

Does the Philipping cultural context speak of similar complexities in
the {re)negobation of gender moles and identities? The absence of a
consolidated patriarchy pravides women and men greater toom for
maneuver and fiaxiiiity in niegotiating their gendet roles and identities in
Philippire society, and also withir: the Filipirg diasponc commiunities
abroad. Socwl anthropclogists have noted the presence of sex-role
complementanty and mierchangeabie gender rotes it the Philippine and
other Southeast Asiar societies. Biateral and egalitanan patterns in
marital decision-making are often used o demonstrate the “less
patriarcnal” characiar of the Filipino family, & aint decision-making, anl
the dommance of wives and mothers over the household budget,
egucatior and disoiiing of chikdren are shiaped Ly factors sueh as the
place of rescience af the family .e. jomt decision-making is maore
common inurban areas), level ol educaticn of husband andwife and the
wile s.eamings and amployment in the market economy.*?

Tire flip-side of sex-role compigmentarity In family and community
refations is Lhe value piaced on domestic peace and harmaony, and the
esteem of the family ana ky: group i the eyes of the Community. In many
Asian sngiebes, including the Phiippines, domestic peace and harmony,
and fanily esteem are largely derwed from the fulfiiment of one's
ascribed gender roles. These roles - the husband and father as family
nrovider; the wife and mother as dutitul partner and nurturer, filial niety
on lhe part of the chigren - change. however, depending on econemic
cilcumstances and one's pasition in the ife sycle. Thesa genderroles are
alse opeti to bargarming and negotiation, as wall as decomposition ar
recomposiion, as the Ladakh case has shown.

The disptay of Fripino masculinity within the family is tempered and
circumscrbed by gender role expectations and value placed by individuals,
famity and 1an group on family togetherness.and domestic peace.
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Domesuc peace and harmony ar ail cosls have axl=il Filipino women's
perlection of the use of indirect pawer strategies. These shrategios
Include non-confrontational ways of argumentation and negotlalion,
contral over the family budget, and ther emotional hold and disciplinal
influence over thew chiliren, or the exireme case of woman perpetually
sufienng i sience. The rale of Filipino women watain the family is s0
imrodant that they are called "iaw ng tahanan” (lighnt of the home}. or
jokingly referred to by hushands as ther “boss® or “kumarider
commander), Some of my Flliping friends, male and female aike, have
Jokingly o seriously challenged the need for the greater empowerment
of women in the public sphere vhen | raised ferinist 1ssues. They note
that Filipina women are aiready powerful in the domestic sphere argl
certainly active and visthle in the public sphere. When men axpress this
wview, are they simply trying 1o preserve power for themselvas and for inen
In general? Or are they also simultaneously viicing their awarerness of the
cons«lerable power, influence and autharity thatswomen wield within the
farmily, and their concern for domestic peace and harmony should the
lamuly's focal person - the wife and mather - get enamoured Dy the very
public realm of politics? Whisn v.omen express the same view, are they
ssimpiy comptacent about genderiole expeciations, or are theysugidesung
that it is not women who should change, but men and what we expect
¢l them and Lheir behavior as fathers, husbands. brothers and friends?

Filiplne fathers and thelr notions of fatherhood have already beern
studied in relation 1o social psychology and change. These studies are
reteant for their potential expiorations of mascubinitios within the family
and shouid infarm feminists writing on gender and developmant Issues;
Tan?? for example talked about the four archetypes of fathers and therr
differing perceptions of fatherhood using the dimensions of actrity {high
or iow) and affection (positive or negativel. The firstisthat of a procreator
{iow actiity, negative affect) wic ses himseif mainiy as a provider and
teproducer of the species. The second is the dilettante (low activity,
positrie aflect) who may be a weak and dysfunctional father but
nevertheless able and willing 1o develop a warm, friendly relationship with
his children. The thid is the determinate fatiwer (high activity. negative
affect) who does not particularly enjoy spending time with nis childier
and has a clear-cutview of a father’s role, which is 1o conlrol his childrén's
destinies and directions in iife. 1he fourtt 1s the generative father (high
actvily. positive alfect) who sees himself as a guardian ang finds
personal fulfiliment and. rewaids in rch-guaiity Tamity. iife.and becoming
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a competenl parent by getting ihwolved in his child's actvities and

development as a person.** Each of these categories has a counterpart:
mascutine identity, thus demonstrating the varieties of masculine behavior
in the fatherhood experience alone, et alone that of & husband. son or
biother. The procreator father, for example, i1s typified by womanizing
hushands who revel in Impregnating as many women as possible, best
seen in the real lives of famous actors Jaseph Estrada, Lou Salvadar Si.

and Dolphy and numerous politicians better left unnamed. Here,

expressions of inasculinites as fathers denve fram thelr primary concems:

tamily tradition. continuity of the famiy name and e6onommic prowision for
the Procreator Father; play. companionship and relief from stram for the

Diettanis Father: extension of self and parental aspiratons for the

Determinative Father: and pleasure in chikiren’s growlh, enviched famity
life and personal growth for the Generative Father?

There are of course. procreator, determinative, dilettante and
geneiative mothers as well.? but leaving that aside:, what makes most
Filipino fathers more of procreators or cilettante than a generalive
parents? Tan® nates that this phenomenon may have to do wiih the
tmited role given Lo Filipino fathers in child rearing and the strong rote. of
mothers in the family, especially amongthe lower classes. He also vntes
that the generative parental role 1€ common among the upper social
classes in the Urban areas more exposed 1o mass mecdia ™ Citing a study
done by Decaesslercker, * he aiso noted the dominance of the procreator-
dieltante archetype among the urban poor. hore than half of the
chiidren interviewed had poor interaction with ther fathers who were
considered “innocessiblo and unapproachable” and "some daughters
even saw thelr faiheis as threatening persons who were potential
rapists. ¥

There are different facets of Philippine social and cuitural fite that
nurture masculinities and mate role expectations and expenences. 1 wiii
Jrention only two here, the “barkada” (gang) phenomerion and the
“guerida’ (mistress) system. Sccialization into gender roles, from chitdhood
10 adulthood. shape men's angd boys' proclivities for certan things tike
guns, forms of hehaviar like womanizing, and forms of leisure like iong:
range shooting, gambling. and drinking. These proclivities are glorfizd in
mavies ant television shows thatdisplay hypermascuhine and homosactal
hehavior along with Images of guns. gangs, gore, and girls. ‘onien,
vioience. and forms of viclence against women miark imany of these fiims:
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n-reel movies and real ife, wives, mothers, daughters and sisters have
th contend or pul up with the -barkada {gangmates) of thair male
relations. The regular dnnking of the father vith his barkada and/or taking
onamishiess had been frequently mentionad by streetchildren asamong
the circumstances that disiupted their family fe.3 The barkada of ariuft
Fibpme males s both an expression of hormosaciality and masculine
solukirity, and a form of escape from dalty grind of wark and family. |1
needs further exploration, along with forms of ieisure and recreation
porutar among Miiping men, such as basketball, gambling and cockfights.
Ail thes? suggest the greater avatability of leisure time for men and boys,

comparad t women and girts who are more expected (o be home-bound
ani aseist thalr mothers in domestic wark. This has partly 10 do with the
complicity o1 adult wamen in the way they sociahize children snd tolerals
male bahmacr, thus, fasing the stereotype “dutifu! daughrers” and
defiant sons.”

Aduit women's complicity anc toterance of men's philandering and
takingon mistresses ("querids” systens} is even more complex to analvz
In relation to masculnities. Womamizing-as-virike masculinity is oltel‘
tolerated, Aot anly by women wio are ecanaamcally dependant on their
husiiands for support, but also by highly educated women from the
atluent classes. Men only gat a siap on the wisst and sight public censure
when they ara caught wilh a prostitule, a mistress pr a4 secand fanuly.
Eatra-mantal affairs an the part of men are often toleraterd and ever
became a souree of "symibolic capital. inis symbolic sapital comes in the
tarn of social reputation for viriity (person:dl [ooks do not matter as
MU, consumplion o bBuying power {Le., in Niring the services o
prastutes), or eaming power (1,6, ability o sugpart as ey wves and
fanaies). However, sirnila) achvities on the DA OV WOMeN JSCDIMe Cause
for persanal shame and social ostracisnt. Sucn doubie standards of
inaraity or one-sided chastityimonogamy have for a lang time bedn
rzflected In laws and immortalized i songs and mowvios,

Men; Masculiriities, and the Markef

kodernity and the marketplace have seen transforming gervler reles.
in ways that are sometimes viigar and radical, sometimas sublie an
nwisbie. Sush transformations are best seern iy varkplaces, particula‘iy
m wrban cias, that melude huge numbers of wormen v YQIKiNg dlcngside
{oriorymean. The urban laridiscape anid slructuies within if iave a'so been
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thanging ds cities expandd 0 accommedare new offices, housing
compiexes, squatier colonies. ransportation, tinemas and recrealion
cenlers, and adverlising biibpards. Fach of these places provides tich
ates for the vaestigaton of gender dentities and expressions of
famimnities and mascutimities. The hypermasculing Filiping male 1s not
only valorized and glorhied in the movies and related advertising billboards,
but also in reallifs encounters belbween kidnappers, criminals, police and
urban hit mers. The hypernrasculine-vigient culture they generate gives
nse-10 helnous crimes such as muiders and rape and ingresised repotis

f damestic viglence and sexual abuse ® '

Market reforms have provided rew opportunities for women Lo work
in the expanding ndustria!l and serace ecoratny, The expansion of
female dominated work in bath domestic and global etanoinzs may be
parily due to gendered patterns of iner-generalion resource aliccation
and weaith transter within the household. While sons are gaperally
oreferred over daughte:s in fand inheritance, daughiers are given more
-education in the Philippines.> The cominor focus by feminists nn land
and agrananretorm as man determimantsof wetlare and intergenerational
wealth transfer may miss out on other lacters such as education, which
may be a more vatuabie asset In new knowlerlge-tased ecanomy fillad
with non-agricultural work opportuntties.™ .

Lconomic restrsctunng and marke! reforms have beeh associated
with the rise of “female-headed households," a concept often used in
iargeting poverty groups. Chant™ nas already convincingly arfued here
and m her othar works “that ‘the poorest of the poor’ 1s a misieading
slereatype for femaie-headed housenoids in urban areas of the South,'
especially 1he Philippines. Urbian coverty estimates show thiat male-
headed househowls are on the average pooter than female-headed
households, as ther contribution to urban poverty 1s above 80 pergant. ™
dence. brnging men and masculinites in the studies of market reforms
may help us understand how and why unemployed men, disabled
persons and the sidenly may need more spacial attention thar female:
leaded hauseholds where older childrer, may bring [ exira househald
mcome, of have access to preferential funds it a micro-credit or e
enterprise project.®”

Womeri's iabor force participation. urbanlzation, and migration (see
pelow) have profound effects on the Filipina family and mairital refations:
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Cender role reversals iy sometimes occur whan women play the
Breadwinner role while hushands stay a1 home to Inok after tha.childian
s happens particularly in, areas where declinng wage work In tha
constructon, mining, and transportation Indusiries nave adversely affecte|
maie employment, and where women are more easily in demand for
lower-paid serdee of informal sectarwork. Gender role-reversal, wamen's
integration i (he labor inarket, anc their ability to combine employment
with moti:enngand housevork had caused some reSentmant on The part
of men. Such resertment is expressed In the dilettante tendencias o
fathers 1 the rural areas where:

{;o.-!)osl rural men fend o be sconcmic taliums ang feel msecure And
threatened by thair vives™ efficiency as hoiemaker, entrepraneur angd.
oreaitwinner. The men therafore tned 1o assent ther dominence siid
mascuiinity by playing e e of sexual apgressor, withholding soéis

sunport and intimacy from Therr wives while impregnating them as often
as pussibie. Their love ond alffection am then resenved ler Lher
chitelren =

The market econoiny, and woimen’s rale ir it, has a double-edge
effect on gender entities when women take on the breadwinner role.
There Is no reascn 1o expect that okl forms of masculinities may erocle,
gecline or decompose automatically as a result o market forces and
women's economic Independence frarm men. What we may see it faet
are even more deslabizing and destiuctive expressions of masculinities
as away of men’s reassertion af thew former place in society. iy sorne
cases however, men who are well-adjiusted psychalogically to changing
gender roles could effectively manage andd negotiate their nevy roles In he
modern economy. This is where more research has 10 be dong,
particularty in view of the increased number of martred Filiping wonsen .
who inigrate for temiporary or semil-peimanent overseas work.

Men, Masculinities and Migration

Men's 10ies and expressions of masculinites within the Filipino
family. market piace. work environment. and marital relations are being
affect=d by globaiization, particularly giohal migration. Much atzention
has aiready been paven to the "feminization of migrant iabor™ n the
Phiippines. Gender and migration siudies have also analyzed how
nHgration has on the one hand ruptured “the fanled closeness of the
Fl!ipin_c fanily.".and on 1he other, created transpational linkages of kin
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support and exchange: Man*?notes that maritai separation and overseas
migration often make Filiping migrants become “dilettante-provider’
fathers or mothers 1o theit children. warm and loving when they are
around, but never really thére as guardians on a regular basis. Migration
affects not just the family as a whole, nor does it affect alt family members
‘equally. Paying allention to its effects on husbainds and fathers, and the
(redassertion of their masculinities when they migrate themseives or are
left behind by their female relations. wouid provide a necessary balance
1o the more common tacus or the effects of mugration an women
migrarnts.

One couild further tease out the insights from a few studies, which
cay attention to the gender differential inpact of migration. For example.
Asis?- oited studies documenting how daughters are more perceved by
parents as being more refiable than sons when it comes ta remiting pan
of their Income to the family, She also noted negative pubiic perceptions
of female migration. particulary “concems about the rmigration ot
marded women {that] seam to boil down to who wail assume-the lasks
raditicnally perforimed by wotnen. a Guestion that does not arse in the
migration of men. 2 Expectations of mascuiine behavior in t he Philippines
frarme the inability of men 10 take on the reproductive tasks @l behind
by women migrants whose mies are ofien taken over by daughters,
sisters and olhe! fervale relatives. '3 And it sensationalized reportingin the
daily tabloid such as Abante and People’s Tonite are 1o be laken with
some seriousness, increased cases of incest rape and sexual abuse of
childrer by mate refations are noted i househoids where mothers ave
migrated for work, Philippine society tends to put the greater anus on
women ani blame the “feminization of migration” arl governments
lahar export policy. Less scrutiny 1S piaced on men and their display of
atusive and wresponsibie mascuimities when thewr wives take on the
breadwinner role.

he generaiized and universalized expenence of the M pino diaspora
abroad has been related to the "overseas confract worker” (OOW)
rhenonenon: 1or men as constructon workers, for viomean as domsastic
heipers, nannies, or entertainer. One may ask: how have gender
identtes, particulary masculine idéntiies, arnang the Filipino diaspora
ir the Middis East. Hongkong, Singapore, Japan, Canada, Austraha,
‘Lurope, and the Umited States, been changing as a resultof the gendered
pattens of migratioh to these places? How has the produciion of cultural
yDridity in terms of the supermpasition of Fiping cuttura on the culjures
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of these places beer interacting with multicuiturai expectations of gender
Identilies and roles? Such: questions have been more frequently explored
in the case of women overseas contract workers in Honghkong and
sSingapare, many of whon are domestic workers,* and in the case of
Fifipina brideswho have captured the nationai imagiration and disccurse
on bodies and dlomestc viclence in Australia.** Chang ard Ling™ nited
the emergence of “t-birdAomboyisin® ameng Filipina domestic warkers
In Hongkong who behave in conventional mascuiine behavior to save
theimseives from sexual harassment and at Ue same time froviding
protection and ntimacy to married Filipinas who prefer the “safety" of a
relationship vath a tomboy. This is hardly surprising given how homosacial
and homosexual behawior is partly influenced by homagenous places of
Wik, leisure, and residence, such as unisex dormitories, sparts ¢lubs,
and prisons. The dispiay of leshian fonms of sexual behavior among
Riping migrant workers has also been holed n anecdotal evidence
shated by advocales of domestic workers' rights in Eastern Canada,*'
Interestingly, i s not uncommon for women wha are financiaily
Independent aind do not ive under the protecton ot a mate relation Lo
become “sexual suspects.” The representation nf 1he “over-sexualized”
migrant women workers has amergead paruculatly w:th‘ﬁiu:rinu women's
conneclions 1o the Japanese entertaitment industry as entertainerss,
massage parlor atiendants, cultural dancers, singers, and prastilutes.
This parallels the corversations | had will: Filipino immigrants in Canada
about the cautonary note they give (o were gven by) feliow Plipinos (or
white Canadians} to be wary of their Filipina domestic workers' sexualized
behavior towards thel: maie emplovers or frends of their amployers.
Ohers have noled how some Fiiiping men {sIingie and married alikei have
taken advaritage of the ntaiance in sex ratio among Fiiipino imnigrants
of marrying age by seducing unsuspecting young womern who prefer
alljances with their compatots.

There are haviaver fewer sludies that relate to the meri's experiences
of migration in refation 1o masculine idéntites. fhe maie experiance of
migration itself may be seen as integral to the masculine sell, as
ackvenuter-explare: of unknown, strange lands. Aguilar compares migration
1 & mascuiine rite of passage. “1he ntual of 4 laber contract pgimage”
that brings home “sconomic and cultural capital’ econoinic savings, the
usual apphiances, narratwves of exploits, and cultural artefacts. "8 Citing
Asis.™ the view that “Exposute to other cultures and .other
nattonalities . .have eamned for migrants the mark of a learned man,”
Aguilar™ likens rigration 1o a religious journey, a secular fHgrimage. of
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achievement thal is hrghly jwized in the native country. This is 1ot uiitike
othei soceties like Indonesta where people say, “If ene has not been Lo
Malaysia, cne has not yet bzcone a man, !

Likewise, in hir study of llocana migrants in the Middle East,
Margold® noterd how Milipmng construction workers express pnde n thei
wan, (ools and hrans, a reaffimation ot the male seif wwards Teliow
Asizn workers, European foremen and Arabic emplovers. Such dispiay
of personal and national masculimist [vide was a necessary defense
agains! the everyday humiiiation of seif and nation brought abos it by their
humble, low-status occupations. stones that are otten concealed even
to closestrelatives and family members. > Discourses on natonaiism and
rational pride often carry masculinist connotations, here made more
profound when Filipino men have 1o deal with the migration of *their
woman" 1o work as maids 01 mairy foresgn men.

fiigration may be seen or a larger scale, as a greal social egualizer
as it contnbutes to the syminiic and matenal Inversion and subversion
of the ciass, ethnic, inguistic, and status hierarchies that are deeply
imbecded i the Flipno psyctie and Prilippine social life. "he “equalkization,
“inversion” and "subversion” come In the tarm of nevs appontunities for
nan-eite Filipinos 1o trave! abroad as tounists, consume expensive luxury
goods, and frequent exclusive shops that were long the preserve of social
economic elites i he country. Thus, Fitipine econormie ane teliestual
elles, in partcular, have feit great hur fram the racialtzed homiation
and erosion of national pride suffered at the hands of border immigration
offictats and other encounters abroaz. Their (nalionahst male) &gos have
been brussed by the shame (hiya),

[0z the tnss of the slite, gal prefentious, face of the nation. Whemas
the poverty, corruphon, viclence, lawiessness, mijustice ana lagie-scoke
fors of lefes from mavemade rdisasters i the Philippines have not been
deemed sources of shame furthese rites, the rconamic exde of OCYs
who reme 1o malize the dignity of hanest labar In tha intamat:onal
someil s féll as inordinately expesing tho nanon a intematonial
Furetiation. Thi natmn, that is, as Phiifppime alites wottd prefer it to be
seent oh a globalized scaie.™
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Conclusions: Beyond “Missing Men” in Development

The above discussion has profound Implications for gendet and
development [GAD) studies and intersentions. The frequent sitence of
GAD studies on the place of men and masculinties in gender discourses
have kept the hd on qualifyng the “problem with men” rosition and
unaerstanding 1ne imits of “women-focused” gender inlervention.
Exprassions of Fipino masculinities: are mare complex, variad and
contradictory than thewr typicaily hamogenous ar| unitary tepresentations
i most wrilings. Uncovenngthese muitiple layersand formsof masculinities
could assist feminist schotars and advocates in coming up wilh more
stategic development pians and programs that not only involve men In
GAD projects, but aiso problematize their identities and positionalittes as
Filipine men. Such interventions could come in various farms: econamic
polley and migraton policy reforms, fethinking the strategy of targetting
female- headed househoids in poverty-refated programs, occupaticnal
healthand safetyissues for beth male-dominated and tfemale-dominated
industries, re-orientatior: and re-integration of relurning mgrants to the
warkplace, weifare programs for famliies of overseas workers, media and
film regulatory poiicies,- among others.

The: popularity of micro-credit, livelihood and income-generating
projects (e.g. pig-rasing. chicken-raising, food vending, elc.;, for exampie
tends to overiook the simphications of such projects on wormen's workioad

v the: househok! economy, commuimily and proectmanagement affairs.
Also overlooked are the effects of these prajects on marital refations and
masculne dentites. White for example talks about an Interesting case
study of an NGO, which was polltely usked by a woman not o raise issues
of farnily income and remittance anymore when her hushand is around.
This hapeened after an NGO ingnred about their seeMmingly wrong,
caleulation about the hushand's sole earnings. The woman's own
caleulation revealed that she has heen garning mote money than her
fisher-hushand, vwha has publicly (and proudly) procizimed himsalf as the
sole breadwinner in the family, and she wanted to keep this fact secret
and keep the domestic peace as well.

Rringing In men and masculinities in Western development studies
have been lasgely driven by professional woimen, gender technical
speciahsts, andacademic consutants within the intermatiorai dexeloprment
buisiness world. There is hovaver, a large group of women and men
outside development studies who have contributed to the schaolarly
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det:ates gn men and masculinlies. Men have yet to develop thew
“awnershp of the men and deveiopment agenda, as their involvement
in the GAD movement i stil faily imited. There are men within
inernational development agencies such as the Umitedt Nations
Development Programme {UNDP) and the Swedish Intermatianai
Cevelopment Agency who are aiready raising issues of men and
mascutinities, and male participation. They do this in relation to gender
equily programs, especially n poverty reduction, governance, neattiand
rieproductive rights, and vioience and conflict. Indeed, there 15 some
validity 1o Pearson's®* pbservation that it is “men in the South who, with
a particularly enlightened wiew of men and masculinity, are prepared
publicly and professionatly to challenge dominant and destructive
masculinities in ther commumues, and work towards changing altiiudes
and behawor in daily life” and couid therafore make a g difference. It
is possibie then o create a tuture whare Filiping men. Male academics
and professionals would become the close allies of women’s righls
advocates who are beginiing to define their own brand of Filipino
faminisim_ This has already become a reality in the case of the University
of the Philippines College of Sota! Work,and Community Development
in the Dilman campus, and the Gender and Rural Development Program
i the Coilege of Soclal Forestry in the Los Bafos campus. where femaie
and mate facully members and researchers coliaborale on gender and
deveiopment projects, Many Philippinge MGOs and grassiools organizations
have alsa been dealing with gender issues 1o the extent that men inthese
groups are willing to uncergo not just gender-sensitivity traning but also
sipport women’s programs and other activities .

Like earlier critiques of WID writtngs that simply ook for the “missing
vomen’ in development, there 1s a need 1o go beyond “missing men”
analyses. We must challenge the rather sunplistic view that bringing men
Mo the development discourse could lead to policy. programs and
projects that transform unequatl and oppressive forms of gender relations
and wenttities. There 1 a greal need for men and women within the
gender and development movement lo continuously interrogate their
motivations and political hasis and ecanomic rewards for doing whal they
are doing. There 1s also a need to question the analytic or explanatory and
practical value of the concept of "mulliple masculinities"s* especially in
aon-academic settings whese political expediency occasionally requires
the mythologizing heroes and demonizing enemies. The “demonization
‘of men-as-enemies” hawever docs not sil well with men and women who
see men as potential allies and not perpetual adversanes. The uncritcal
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giofification. of “women’s 1oles” and “feminirie identiies” 18 based on
essentialist arguments and itkevise disseriang to women who find these
roles and kentities problematic.

One may =ven argue that perhaps our lack of success in IMprving
gender relations in the Philippines has 1o do partly wilh the fact that we
have pard more attention 16 women and gitis, and not gven enough heip
to Filipine men and boys who need it more. Policy and project or program
mterventons ¢ address men's needs and interesis and “mocdels of
masculinity” must be cautiously carned aut. Men and women activists
must continuausly ensure that they are shaned by feminst onentation
and wisions, wiihout repiacing not co-opting the aleady succassiul
initiatives being done within the rubric of women-aniy framevioris of
either the WID or GAD variety. o
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