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The Qualitative Research of The Masculinities Construction of Male
Sex Workers

By Fang Gang

Abstract:

This is a qualitative research, based on theory sample method and the
examination of a community —one night club in Shenzhen, it selects a
special group, male sex workers (who sell sex to woman), to study the
process and mechanism that masculinities constructed in practice. This
dissertation consists five parts:

Part 1: Preface

In this part, the author evaluates Sex role theory, the multiplicity of
Masculinities theory after the hegemonic masculinity, and the academic
discussions on masculinities of male sex workers in the domestic and
foreign academic research fields. Then the author suggests his own
theory vision, research method and study questions. The author thinks
that formulating masculinity in the four areas suggested by R. W.
Connell is still can be improvement; he takes into consideration the
domestic softenedness of Chinese masculinity practices and suggests a
cross axes and six trends. The vertical axe is the relation axe and the
ends represent the hegemonic trend and the subordinated trend masculinity
practices separately. The horizontal axe is the personality axe and the
ends represent the hardenedness trend and the softenedness trend
masculinity practices separately. The directing to the centers represents
the balanced relation trend and the hardenedness and softenedness
mutual-benefit trend separately. Any masculinity practice is a floating
trend between the two axes and there is no stable location. The author
believes that due to the various contexts, the practices of masculinity
are influenced by the context regulations, and these regulations are
embodied in the context symbols. This dissertation mostly based on the
investigation of a community —one night club in Shenzhen, and through
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denominating the symbols of the two regional contexts (hometown and
Shengzhen), which are significant to the information offers (the male
sex workers), and the six local contexts—family context, love context,
same-age companion context, sex service context, sex industry companion
context and casual sex context, a new angle is found to analyze masculinity
practices. For instance, the symbol of hometown is"tradition and con-
servativeness," the symbol of Shenzhen is "Being whores rather than
beggars," the symbol of sex service context is "The client is the God,"
the symbol of same-age companion context is "Being hegemonic," the
symbol of family and love context is "Accepting the responsibility and
obligation," the symbol of casual sex context is "Hunting girls," the
symbol of the sex industry companion context is "Cooperating in the
competition" etc. Symbols are constructed in the society and it stipulates
people's behaviors; while people are not blindly stipulated by the symbols,
instead the agency of them plays an important role. The various contexts
and symbols are not isolated, they influence each other. Besides, this
research also compares the information obtained from investigating this
community with that obtained from Beijing and Taipei.

Part II: context, symbol and masculinity practices

This part tries to unfold the multiplicity that masculinities practice
changes following the changes of the context and the symbol along
with certain rules by which this changes happen. The author divides the
life history of the information offers into three periods: "while being in
the hometown," "just arriveing in Shengzhen," and "while practicing in
the sex industry;" and analyzes the changes of masculinity practices in
their different life periods. After that, the author analyzes the masculinity
practices of those information offers in the six concrete contexts and the
corresponding symbols. Then a further analysis of the masculinity practices
under different symbols in the same contexts is carried out. Through
the analyses layer upon layer, this research tries to represent: the masculinity
practices are likely to be different, weather in the different periods of
life, or in different contexts of one period, or under different symbols in
one context of one period. These variations are subject to symbols. Mascu-
linity practices are in a transforming process in the "Masculinities Cross
Axes," and there is no fixed state. Masculinity practices are constructed
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under the triplex relations (power relation, economy relation, and cathexis
relation) of the Social Construction of Gender and this construction is
mutual, not one deciding the other; masculinity practices are active and
they are constructed with the interplay of femininity practices. The
private relation between the male sex worker and the female client
differs from the male and the female's situation under the Social Cons-
truction of Gender; what's more, this relation even becomes upside
down. Nevertheless, the masculinities practice under private triplex
relations is still subject to the Social Construction of Gender.

Part III: the masculinity practices in the sex service

This part examines the masculinity practices inside the sex service
context. During the analysis, the author notices that the information
offers have experienced a symbol training process after they enter the
sex service context. To a certain degree, the symbols stipulating them
before take part in the construction of this context symbol. The contradic-
tion of conflicted symbols may cause the break of masculinity practices,
thus these males would try to avoid this clash. The sex relation between
the male sex workers and female clients is an important angle to
examine masculinity practices. The superior status of the female clients
in the private relation does not spontaneously determine the subordina-
tion of the male sex worker's masculinity practice. The agency of male
sex workers practices in their oral sex, condom use, sex gesture, and
sadomasochism. Masculinity practices show multi-possibility, even
when the sex workers are in uniform "obeying orders," the practices of
masculinity are likely to be different. Male sex workers are likely to
conflict with the female clients too and they may refuse certain require-
ments and even refuse to sell sex to them. Occasionally "letting fall a
remark" shows the multiplicity of masculinities practice in the mutual-
construction of social sex order and private relations. "Love" may happen
between the male sex workers and female clients; introducing "love"
from love context to the sex service context not only accords with the
need of male sex workers' masculinity practices, but also benefits the
female clients' femininity practices. However this "love" differs from
that in the love context in quality. Geography multiplicity exerts an im-
portant impact on the masculinity practice. The masculinity practices



LBE

constructed in the relations between the male sex workers and the female
clients in Shenzhen, Beijing and Taipei are different. For example, the
regional symbol of Beijing differs from that of Shengzhen, the symbols
the full-time male sex workers face differ from those part-time workers
face. These add to the discrepancies between the masculinity practices
of the male sex workers in the two places. Besides, the author discusses
the reciprocity between the body practices and masculinity construc-
tions. For instance, heterosexual males sell sex to homosexual males,
and homosexual males sell sex to heterosexual females. This discussion
not only reveals the relation between the body practices and masculinities
constructions, but also enriches the study of the discrepancies and mul-
tiplicities of masculinity practices.

Part I'V: the comparative study of masculinities practices

In this part, the author carries out a thorough analysis of the masculinity
practices in the sex industry companion context and the casual sex
context, the two commonest contexts in the male sex workers' life, so
as to compare them with the masculinity practices in the sex service
context. The relation between the male sex workers is cooperative as
well as competitive; and they compromise as well as combat. When
they chat in private, through satirizing or flourishing their female
clients, they achieve a manly carnival of masculinities and construct
hegemonic trend masculinity practices. There are classes among the
male sex workers, "senior" male sex workers practice different mascu-
linities in the relation with the companions and the female clients. In
the casual sex context, male sex workers practice hegemonic trend
masculinities in the relations with the female sex workers and other
casual sexual partners; and they treat themselves and the female partners
with duplicate standards and destruct the symbols of love context. The
same behavior can be employed to practice different masculinities
under different context symbols. This is verified by the observation of
smoking, drinking, drug-taking, and body reshaping. This part compares
the male sex workers with female sex workers as well. The two differ
from each other in the behavior modes in sex service context and this
difference results from the Social Construction of Gender. The author
also compares here the masculinity practices of male sex workers with
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that of a special group-- "male sex partners.”" "Male sexual partners" are
not sex workers, but they steadily accept cashes or materials from their
female sexual partners. This analysis further enriches the multipli-city
of masculinity practices.

Part V: conclusion and thinking

The last chapter concludes and summarizes the achievement of the
dissertation. The significant contribution of this research is embodied
in the following aspects: based on the vertical studies in the past, this
dissertation introduces horizontal angels and examines the construction
mechanism of masculinities in various contexts and symbols from
these two dimensionalities; this research suggests the cross axes of
masculinity practices and carries out a dynamic analysis of masculini-
ties, considering the masculinity as a constructing process in practices
instead of a stable status; and this research emphasizes the otherness
analysis and it presents the varied and colorful masculinity practices
from the angels of geography diversities, internal diversities among the
male sex workers, group practices, and body practices etc.. Finally, the
author maps a three-dimensional stereogram influencing masculinity
practices. This research enriches and develops the masculinities study
and the multiplicity theory of masculinity in Chinese context; and it
suggests a valuable analysis framework. Finally, the author suggests
certain directions for further studies; for instance, strengthening the
localization, and strengthening the studies on the interactive mechanism
of global, regional and local masculinity practices etc..
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