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Issues Facing College Men

Â Men accounted for approximately 42% of college enrollment, with the largest 
gender gaps seen among African American, Latino, and Native American men 
and men from low income backgrounds (King, 2006; Knapp, 2005)

Â College men study less; participate in study abroad, service, and pre-college 
programs less; use career services less; and vote less (Kellom, 2004a). 

Â Men are more likely to miss class, not come prepared, and not complete 
homework or turn it in late (Sax & Arms, 2006). 

Â Men in general are three times more often the victims of violent crimes other 
than sexual assault, suffer greater rates of depression, and are four to six times 
more likely to commit suicide (Pollack, 1999). 

Â College men in particular:
Â have a higher suicide rate (Courtenay, McCreary, & Merighi, 2002)

Â consume more alcohol and do so in more dangerous ways (Capraro, 2004b)

Â are more likely to be involved in campus judicial proceedings (Ludeman, 2004)



Why a Gender Approach?

Â "Androcentric scholarship is only seemingly about men. In reality, 
it is, at best, only negatively about men, that is, it is about men 
only by virtue of not being about womenó (Brod, 1997, p. 264). 

Â òThe early [college student development] research did not study 
ômen.õ Rather, it studied ôstudentsõ who were men. There was no 
gender lens in the research and thus the resulting theory cannot 
capture the gendered nature of identity development, for men or 
for womenó (Laker, 2003, p. 1)

Â This androcentric perspective òleads to either reliance on 
stereotypical gender scripts or failure to consider men as 
gendered beingséIn disturbing irony, ignoring the salience of 
gender or race in White male students reifies the privilege of 
those agent groups to the extent that invisibility perpetuates 
privilege. (Davis and Laker, 2004, p. 49)



Social Construction of Gender Identity

Â Gender Is Socially Constructed

Â This social construction separates gender from sex, which is 

biologically defined. Males may be born, but men become 

men through a complex interaction with the dominant 

cultureõs gender expectations of men (Kimmel & Messner, 

1998).

Â Gender Identity Is Socially Constructed

ÂBased on Eriksonõs work, Josselson (1996) explained the 

social construction of identity as ònot just a private, 

individual matter [but] a complex negotiation between the 

person and the societyó (p. 31).
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Calls for Empirical Studies of

College Menõs Identity Development

ÂJames OõNeil who has done 25 years of scholarship on 
gender role conflict, publicly called for exploration of 
menõs identity through developmental perspectives 
using qualitative means during a keynote of the 
American Psychological Association.

Â Rocco Capraro is associate dean at Hobart College 
where he coordinates the only menõs studies minor in 
the country.
Â The path to a reconstructed masculinity or alternatives to the 

dominant masculinity that includes more variety of men's 
identities and experiences may look something like Helmsõ 
stage-development model for a positive racial-cultural identity 
for minority groups. It will not be easy getting there. (p. 200)


