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Abstract 
This thesis sets out to understand if climate change denial is a way in which industrial 

hegemonic masculinity is constructed through American conservative political discourse. 

Rooted in ecofeminist theory and feminist discourse analysis, its main material is the 

Republican Platform of 2016 with the addition of Fox News and statements by Republican 

high-profile politicians. It focuses on the presence of value dualisms based on 

masculinity/culture as opposed to femininity/nature. It finds that hegemonic industrial 

masculinity devalues femininity and nature as one through the promotion of traditional 

values of independence, growth and development. It concludes that hegemonic 

masculinity’s push-back against nature-as-femininity in the time of climate change is a 

gendered struggle over power.  

 

Abstrakt 
Den här uppsatsen söker att förstå om klimatförändringsförnekelse är ett sätt genom vilket 

hegemonisk industriell maskulinitet konstrueras socialt i konservativ amerikansk politisk 

diskurs. Uppsatsen har sin grund i feministisk kritisk diskursanalys och ekofeministisk teori, 

med material bestående av Republikanska partiets valmanifest från 2016, i kombination 

med Fox News och uttalanden från högt uppsatta republikanska politiker. Huvudsakligt 

fokus är förekomsten av värdedualismer baserade på maskulinitet/kultur som motsats till 

femininitet/natur. Uppsatsen finner att hegemonisk industriell maskulinitet nedvärderar 

femininitet och natur tillsammans då värden knutna till maskulinitet såsom självständighet, 

tillväxt och utveckling ses som ideal. Den finner även att hegemonisk maskulinitets 

motstånd mot natur-som-femininitet i en tid präglad av klimatförändringar kan ses som en 

genusbaserad maktkamp.   

 

Keywords: industrial masculinity, hegemonic masculinity, climate change denial, Republican, 

ecofeminism, feminist critical discourse analysis, dualisms 
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 1 Introduction 
As we have entered the so-called Anthropocene era 1 (The Guardian, 2016) of human-driven 

environmental impact, climate change has become a global political issue. Despite a 97% 

scientific consensus (NASA, 2017) that global warming is taking place and is caused by 

humans, there is opposition to the idea from what is known as climate change sceptics. 

Those sceptical of global warming as caused by humans have a few things in common. They 

are white, politically conservative men (Nuccitelli, 2016). The “white male effect” (Bacon in 

Godfrey & Torres 2016:38) is found worldwide; particularly in Europe, Australia as well as 

the United States (IIED, n.d). In the run-up to the US Presidential Election, Donald Trump 

became emblematic of climate change scepticism as he speculated in the possibility of 

global warming being not only a “hoax”, but also invented by the Chinese to challenge US 

trade (Business Insider Nordic, 2016). Not alone in his opinion, this is part of a larger 

discourse in relation to conservative politics and the Republican Party in the U.S. The 

Republican Platform of 2016 label climate change “far from the nation’s most pressing 

political issue” (emphasis added) (GOP, 2016:20). Soon after the Presidential inauguration in 

January, domestic opposition and research was stymied and silenced by the government. A 

move which in turn impacts global politics and research (Scientific American, 2017; Nature, 

2017; EcoWatch, 2016). 

Martin Hultman suggests that this type of conservative masculinity is hyper, calling it 

“industrial” (2016:3). This because those enacting it exhibit traditional masculine values and 

see domination of the natural world leading to industrial modernization as key. This type of 

hegemonic masculinity (Sturgeon 1997:177; Hultman 2016:3) is considered to be 

discursively constructed. It has become the focus of green/ecological and feminist theories 

because “as gender scholars dealing with environmental issues are aware of, men are the 

big problem” (Hultman 2016:2). The reason for focusing on masculinity is the idea that it is 

socially constructed upon social and cultural traits that through discourse are opposed to 

nature. Masculinity becomes the positive force behind the advancement of human 

                                                           
1 The Anthropocene is a word stemming from the combination of anthropo meaning man and cene meaning 
new. It denotes a new geological time defined by human’s impact on the planet as fundamentally life-altering. 
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civilization. Building on this, ecofeminist theory sees this social construction through 

discourse as inherently problematic partly because masculinity-as-culture cannot be 

understood without its counterpart – femininity. Femininity has in turn been socially 

constructed upon traits relating to nature. Thus, it suggests that the social construction of 

masculinity as culture requires the social construction of femininity as nature in a value 

dualism. Through value dualisms ecofeminist theory suggests the discursive construction of 

masculinity and culture cannot come about or be fully understood without the opposing 

femininity as nature. Following from this is the suggestion that the discursive construction 

of masculinity enables the joint oppression of women and the exploitation of the 

environment (Lahar 1991:29). As femininity is understood as nature, both become 

objectified, viewed as dead. Ecofeminist theory also propose that value dualisms enable a 

type of masculinity that devalues femininity and nature socially, making masculine traits 

social ideals to aspire to. The discourse in which this type of hegemonic, industrial 

masculinity is being constructed requires critical analysis. 

Feminist critical discourse analysis (FCDA) suggests that gender ideology and asymmetrical 

power relations exist in discourse and assumes increasingly subtle forms in late modern 

societies (Lazar 2007:141). Taken together, FCDA and ecofeminist theory tries to understand 

how masculinity-as-culture is constructed as the opposite to femininity-as-nature and in so 

doing, assumes power in a hierarchically ordered gendered social order (Lazar 2007:141). 

Based on the above propositions, this thesis seeks to answer the following questions: 

Can climate change denial be understood as a phenomenon through which masculinity is 

discursively constructed? 

- 1) What are the views conveyed on nature and climate change?  

- 2) What are the connections between views on climate change and gender? 

- 3) What is the link between views on climate change and the nature/culture 

dualism? 

1.1 Problem and Purpose  
The reason for climate change scepticism – or denial as it is commonly referred to – and the 

tendency for it to be gendered is interesting for two reasons. One, because the U.S is the 2nd 
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largest carbon emitter in the world behind China (EPA, n.d). As such, and with a 

conservative president and congress, the U.S has a crucial role to play in the global political 

development to mediate the effects of climate change. Yet it seems to dismiss it, 

downplaying human influence and deny that it is of much concern. Two, because of the 

white male effect, the possible connection between climate change denialism and certain 

types of masculinity that exercise great influence worldwide, combatting global warming 

seems increasingly difficult. The Republican Party that rules U.S congress is viewed as 

masculine (Winter 2010:2) and has considerable influence, both financially and politically, 

on global climate change adaptation, research and policy. There appears to be a tendency 

for industrial masculinity and climate change denial to be closely related. Due to the 

challenges we face, it seems important to try to understand how masculinity and climate 

change denial interact. 

This thesis seeks to, with ecofeminist theory and feminist discourse analysis, understand 

how masculinity is discursively constructed by being opposed to femininity as nature in the 

2016 Republican Platform. It seeks to understand how this relates to conservative views on 

gender roles and the tendency to deny or gravely understate the severity of climate change. 

By doing so, it seeks to grasp how hegemonic industrial masculinity is constructed through 

climate change denial as the opposite to femininity as nature, devaluing both socially. 

Joining two fields of study – environmental and gender research – is not very common 

meaning hegemonic, industrial masculinity continues to evade scrutiny. The purpose of this 

thesis is to fill that gap. In so doing, it seeks to critically analyse the conservative discourse 

within the Republican Platform with the addition of Fox News and Republican politicians. 

The core concern is the construction of masculinity as culture and how it entails the 

devaluation of femininity as nature, relating it to climate change denial. This thesis attempts 

to show how masculinity and femininity are constructed as each other’s opposites and with 

unequal values. Finally, it seeks to contribute to and honour the activist nature of feminist 

research by showing that tackling climate change requires reformulating masculinity, as 

“any attempt to tackle climate change that excludes a gender analysis will be insufficient, 

unjust and therefore unsustainable.” (MacGregor, 2009:124).  
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2 Ecofeminist Theory 
 

A basic premise in ecofeminist theory is that masculinity is inherently problematic because it 

is socially constructed as culture, and in so being, is opposed to femininity, which is 

constructed as nature. Masculinity becomes culture and femininity becomes nature. The 

theory seeks to provide tools with which to understand how this process results in 

masculinity being valued above femininity. By “unpacking the connection between the twin 

oppressions of women and nature” (Sturgeon 1997:190) it proposes that the domination 

and exploitation of women and nature cannot be explained separately, because femininity 

becomes nature, and nature is feminized. This brings together feminism’s social analysis 

with ecological theory’s view of all life as interdependent (Lahar 1991:30). It attempts to 

demonstrate how the conception of femininity is joint with that of nature, leading to the 

domination of both, sustaining the social status of hegemonic industrial masculinity 

(Hultman 2016:3). 

Ecofeminist theory suggests that the relationship arising because of the social construction 

of masculinity and femininity is made possible by value dualisms (Lahar 1991:29). Drawing 

on earlier feminist theorizing, it suggests masculinity is shaped in opposition to another 

category – femininity - and separated from it. Separation and opposition as value dualisms 

means the different categories are entered into a hierarchical relationship. In a patriarchal 

society, the features ascribed to masculinity are valued above femininity as they are 

perceived as superior. The progress of (human) culture through domination, exploitation 

and technical knowledge can only be understood as the opposite to a femininity that is 

equated with nature and passivity (Sturgeon 1997:28). Central to ecofeminist theory is to 

understand how social construction of masculinity and femininity relates to the 

nature/culture divide, and how the different concepts are of unequal value. It is critical to 

understand how value dualisms hierarchically order, oppose and polarize the ‘primitive’ 

feminine nature and masculine ‘cultured’ society. 
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2.1 Value Dualisms 

Value dualisms are central to ecofeminist theory because they have been fundamental to 

western philosophical history in ordering philosophical theoretical development and 

physical social life. In Platonic philosophy, the hierarchical order of god, man, woman and 

nature was fundamental to all social life and it later influenced Christian thought (Jansdotter 

2003:44). It gave mankind the right to control our environment just as man controlled 

woman (ibid.:45). The hierarchal standing of human culture above nature has deeply 

influenced interpretations and conceptualization of our species and its culture, separating it 

from its natural environment. Because of its lower hierarchical standing, femininity was tied 

to and understood as nature, as natural. To be a woman, or to be feminine was to be wild, 

unintelligent and animalistic - uncontrollable, unless under man’s influence – just like 

nature. As such it became the opposite and inferior to masculinity and culture. 

Value dualisms are locked in a relationship where one category is shaped in opposition to 

the other as they must be mutually exclusive to be fully comprehended (Lahar 1991:29). 

Constructing masculinity means it must be completely opposed to femininity. If being 

masculine is to be rational, being feminine is the opposite; to be emotional, and being 

emotional by default becomes the less valued trait. In a patriarchal society, masculinity is 

the ideal set of features, and femininity becomes its antithesis. Masculinity cannot be ideal 

without an opposition, since understanding it requires contrast. Understanding the effect of 

value dualism on the social construction of masculinity/culture and femininity/nature this 

way makes it possible to comprehend how these gender roles have become disjunctive 

(Warren 1996: ppxi). As opposites, they cannot possess the same qualities and must be 

separate. If being masculine is to be superior, created in god’s image with a right to rule 

over nature, to be feminine is to not be created in god’s image, having no right to rule over 

nature, subsequently being inferior. Whatever femininity is, masculinity is not. 

2.1 Hierarchy and Power 

Because these dualisms are hierarchically ordered, one must have less value, lower social 

hierarchical status (Warren 1996:21), legitimizing the injustice and inequality that helps 

sustain the hierarchy. Masculinity holds the dominant position in the hierarchy vis-a-vis 

femininity since it is deemed superior; by god-given right, or the higher value ascribed to the 
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biological or social traits it is deemed to have. Because of this, the context in which value 

dualisms are negotiated can be understood as a site of a power struggle. The lower value 

group will seek to gain more power or freedom from the role they have been ascribed. It 

has been suggested that women through theoretical development and practical change, 

constantly seek to challenge the lesser value ascribed to femininity as well as the features 

upon which it is based. Features such as passivity and disembodiment are ascribed to 

femininity because it is also ascribed to nature and vice versa. As such, they become the 

motor behind the subjugation of both (Sturgeon 1997:29).  

When industrialization and mechanization advanced, so did the desire to control the 

unpredictable female nature as well as nature itself. Understanding ecofeminist theory’s 

preoccupation with the social construction of masculinity as culture and opposite to 

femininity/nature is crucial because it “grew out of a history that relentlessly justified the 

abuse, domination, and hence oppression of nature, women, and all other lower orders of 

society” (Selam 2006:80).  

Without clear delimitation and opposition of femininity to masculinity, it is difficult for these 

categories to be valued differently. It impacts their hierarchical relationship and perceived 

power. Keeping these “value- laden categories of masculine and feminine” (Lahar 1991:29) 

disjunctive and opposite sustains the power of masculinity in a patriarchal society. Connell 

suggests that the fear of losing that power is why in climate change discussions “hegemonic 

masculinity pushes back”. It does so by denying climate change since denial “embodies the 

currently accepted answer to the problem of the legitimacy of patriarchy” (Connell 

2005:129). Simply because it would be detrimental for masculinity to be perceived as 

feminine or passive – i.e. caring for nature. Its power would be increasingly jeopardized if it 

was perceived as closer to femininity/nature. Seeking to oppress tendencies that risk a 

decrease in power has resulted in a society where nature is isolated and separate from 

culture. One where we do not realise that “none of us can be ‘farther away’ from nature for 

there is nowhere we can go, nothing we can do to get away from this implication in the 

environment” (Lahar in Warren 1996:59). 

Questioning dualisms and the value they impose serves to challenge and deconstruct 

socially constructed categories. In this thesis, it means challenging discursive constructions 
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of femininity as nature and masculinity as culture, by showing how they are discreetly 

reproduced. It is predicated on the belief that language shape and sustain a social reality 

wherein hierarchical relationships that enable the continued oppression and exploitation of 

nature exist, because “through language men have been able to control the production of 

knowledge” (Letherby 2003:31).  

2.3 Critical Considerations and Mother Earth 

Ecofeminism has its roots in a strong ecological and feminist grassroots movement that 

arose in the 1960’s and 70’s, later splitting into different theoretical subfields determined by 

views on femininity (Sturgeon 1997:28). This thesis aligns itself with the socialist ecofeminist 

perspective that sees patriarchal societies as equating femininity with nature, making the 

exploitation of both theoretically inseparable. It sees gender as socially constructed and 

rejects the idea that femininity is essential, that one must have certain reproductive 

features, and that these connects us to nature. Suggesting that there is a biological 

connection between femininity and nature, that masculinity lacks, retrenches the 

oppressive gender order doubly. It also sustains an essentialist perspective of femininity 

that requires certain physical aspects to truly be a woman, to be feminine, thus being trans 

exclusionary. 

Tying femininity to nature enables subjugation of both through the social domination and 

prominence of industrial masculinity, providing justification for her2 oppression. Masculinity 

means culture and civilization while femininity means wilderness and irrationality – just like 

nature3 (Selam 2006:79). Such a biological approach is generally disregarded in ecofeminist 

thought, but some do promote a biological connection through the concept of “Mother 

Earth”. Mother Earth-ism was common in second wave feminism and the co-occurring 

environmental movement. Naturalizing femininity in ecofeminism is possibly due to feminist 

interpretations of spirituality as the search for independence and female power by women. 

Goddess worship, witchcraft and reproduction cycles (Sturgeon 1997:29) became female 

empowerment in modern reinterpretations of witch hunts and trials of early modern 

Europe as the resistance to societal repression of female sexuality and knowledge (Natrella 

                                                           
2 ‘Her’ refers simply to people perceived as feminine in a patriarchal society 
3 This is not only gendered divide but an intersectional issue unfortunately not within the scope of this thesis 
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2014:7). But ignoring the repressive symbolism that has aided women’s oppression through 

nature symbolism in culture through art, religion and literature is difficult. Women are 

derogatorily referred to as animals; as bats, beavers and bitches (Warren 1996: ppxv). 

Environmental destruction is referred to as rape, a metaphor that normalizes pacification of 

women and nature through violent imagery of passivity and sexual assault, turning both into 

dead objects ready to be conquered. Mother Earth-ism risks perpetuating the rigid 

separation of gender roles instead of attempting to free us from them. 

2.4 Previous Research 

This thesis seeks to fill a gap presented by two seemingly separate spheres of focus in 

gender and climate change denial research. The quantitative side of research relates to the 

prevalence of climate change denial (McCright & Dunlap, 2008), or the often by UN 

presented research on how climate change affects men and women unequally (UNFCCC, 

2016). On the other side is the qualitative research focusing on newly developing 

masculinities (Anshelm & Hultman, 2014), religion and climate change denial (Corrigan & 

Rawn in Godfrey & Torres, 2016; Jansdotter, 2003), masculinity and climate change 

adaptation (MacGregor, 2010) and the perceived threat to traditional masculinity under 

environmental policy (Matosevic, 2010).  

Anshelm and Hultman has presented crucial research relating to the prevalence of climate 

change denial in Sweden that also seeks to demonstrate the overrepresentation of white 

men within this discourse in A Green fatwa? … (2014). Concluding that the group of climate 

change deniers is small, the research also demonstrates the prevalence of a limited 

discourse and proceeds to develop the concept of eco-modern masculinity. This is mainly 

the topic of Hultmans own research that sees eco-modern masculinity as the formation of a 

type of masculinity based on environmental concern and liberal ideology, as opposed to 

industrial masculinity which lacks concern for the environment and “evaluates it as dead” 

(2016:3). Hultman points out that research into hegemonic masculinity and environmental 

politics is lacking since Merchant in 1980 suggested masculinity was the “prime cause of 

environmental problems” (ibid.). However, Hultman moves towards understanding the 

construction of an eco-modern masculinity, rather than the influence of industrial 

masculinity in contemporary climate change denial.  
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MacGregors research also combine gender and climate change policy but focuses on 

individual responses to climate change. Complementing this research by attempting to 

understand what precede responses, this thesis heed MacGregors “call for feminist-

informed social research into the ways in which the material and discursive dimensions of 

climate change are deeply gendered” (2009:125), noticing, as MacGregor has, the lack of 

attention to gender in environmental and social sciences. The most recent and relevant 

work on the intersection of gender and climate change comes in the form of a Godfrey and 

Torres anthology titled Systemic Crises and Global Climate Change. Intersections of race, 

class and gender (2016). Despite several different perspectives, including a chapter on … 

whiteness, masculinity and conservative media denials of climate change and sexism by 

Bacon, it does not engage with the motor behind conservative discourse and construction of 

masculinity that is political ideology arising out of the Republican Party.  

Lastly, it is interesting to note that research on religion, gender and environmentalism seeks 

to explain the prevalence of climate change denial or destruction. It relates to the subject of 

this thesis in many ways but lacks attention to the influence of masculinity in explaining 

denialism, focusing instead on “biblical literalism” (Corrigan & Rawn in Godfrey & Torres 

2016:300). 
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3 Methodology 

The purpose of this thesis is to understand how masculinity is discursively constructed in 

contemporary society. This because discourse is not seen as a combination of meaningless 

words but a site of linguistic struggle. Discourse is part of how we construct social reality. 

How we talk impact our view of society and how we treat others. A discourse is a context in 

which any given society’s norms, principles and practices are reflected and constituted 

(Lazar 2007:144). This means that the relationship between what is commonly seen as two 

separate spheres; the social (life) and our speaking of it, is dialectical. Discourse can thus be 

understood as a way in which to put into perspective the prevailing societal norms. This 

social and discursive combination is unique to critical discourse analysis, enabling the 

researcher to understand texts and talk as an arena in which the roles which we abide by, 

are constructed. In terms of gender, it means helping one understand how our social reality 

is socially constructed by being spoken into existence - a post-modern influence in Feminist 

Critical Discourse Analysis that is rarely explicitly stated (Lazar 2007:152) - regulated and 

disciplined according to the norms of the societal context. 

3.1 Critical Discourse Analysis 

Critical discourse analysis takes from its structuralist roots the idea that language is more 

than the putting together of words to make a sentence, and is not neutral. Language 

constructs representations of our social life in which we interact with each-other and is in 

turn mediated by it (Fairclough 2012:457). Through language we shape and determine 

values and norms, construct ideas and ideologies. It reflects power and can construct value, 

enable oppression and social domination through its carefully constructed use and 

associated meanings – making power appear natural or invisible. Fairclough suggests that 

discourse in its most basic form is a semiotic way of acting. Meaning that words, images, 

sounds and symbols are minimal but representative acts. Understanding discourse this way 

opens up to analysing the endless possibilities found in communication in general and 

language in particular, to enable and sustain oppression. The idea that “part of … running a 

country is to interact semiotically … in certain ways” (in Gee & Handford 2012:11), shows 

how critical discourse analysis (CDA) brings social analysis and language together. Making it 
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possible to not only analyse and understand how words enable action, but also how words 

can sustain power and the hierarchies sustained by it.  

Critical discourse analysis seeks to understand how humanity constructs its own social 

reality through discourse. It does so by understanding discourse as the representation of 

social practice or reality, as a way in which we construct our identities. Words, symbols and 

signs are our tools of communication. Thus, our language is central to the way in which we 

construct and understand femininity and masculinity. It is important to consider the critical 

in Critical Discourse Analysis as it suggests that language is so important and fundamental 

that it cannot be value neutral. Not only do we construct our identities through language, 

but this construction is impacted by social orders that limit behaviour depending on norms 

and ideals, such as gender. So “[w]hen speakers perform gender, they are inevitably 

influenced by prevailing ideologies of gender.” (ibid:95). To understand how masculinity is 

discursively constructed one must consider how social norms influences both the text as 

well as the one analysing it. This requires considering the text as embedded in an ideology 

that limits, prohibits and advances certain norms and ideal, a “representation of practices 

formed from a particular perspective in the interest of maintaining unequal power relations 

and dominance” (Lazar 2007:146). Gender is an ideology and seeing it as such entails 

treating the discursive construction of femininity and masculinity as a way in which ideals 

that sustain power and dominance is practiced and reproduced. However, critique of CDA 

relating to its white male predominance (Lazar 2007:143) led to the establishment of 

Feminist Critical Discourse Analysis (FCDA); considered as the basis of this thesis.  

3.2 Feminism and Critical Discourse Analysis  

Feminist Critical Discourse Analysis (FCDA) takes the basics of CDA and blends it with its own 

novel approach, making it similar but for its deeper focus on gender. It suggests gender is 

constructed through language as the original oppressive social order, as the basis on which 

all societal relations and power struggles are based. Seeing the oppressive gender order as 

reproduced in discourses, FCDA’s main motivation is to challenge the power and its 

subsequent hierarchies embedded within discourses. FCDA suggests certain types of 

masculinity becomes hegemonic in a Gramscian sense, its power becoming invisible as 

gender norms are internalised, but can be discerned in text and talk (Lazar 2005:10). It sees 
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different types of masculinity as fundamental to upholding a gendered hierarchy wherein it 

appears natural, masking its domination as consensual and acceptable (Lazar 2007:146). 

This is the same view held by ecofeminist theory. FCDA sees the gender order as legitimized 

by a hierarchy wherein masculinity is supreme to femininity in a gender ideology sustained 

by societal institutions and practices. The invisibility of gendered domination is the focal 

point of FCDA, seeing it as subtle and self-regulating oppression resulting in power that is 

everywhere. The gender ideology within which gender is socially constructed is unchecked 

and unchallenged, masquerading as common sense, as natural. In this thesis, critically 

analysing masculinity means finding and lifting to the surface the discrete linguistic 

reproduction of the gender ideology. Doing so challenges it and the hierarchies that arise 

from and is shaped by the discursive construction of femininity and masculinity.  

By analysing the discursive construction of masculinity in conservative political texts, this 

thesis postulates a reality it seeks to test out (Fairclough in Gee & Handford 2012:9). It seeks 

to demonstrate how hegemonic industrial masculinity is “embedded in and through 

environmental policy” (Hultman 2016:2). FCDA, much like ecofeminist theory, is so far 

predominantly concerned with issues pertaining to women or femininity. Discursive 

reproduction of masculinity in environmental politics has garnered much less interest yet 

“men’s language needs study too” (Kiesling in Lakoff 2004:229).  

3.3 Doing Feminist Critical Discourse Analysis 

FCDA lends from post-modernism the view of femininity and masculinity as being performed 

as opposites (Lazar 2005:12). This performative influence means it seeks to “examine how 

power and dominance is discursively produced and/or resisted in a variety of ways through 

textual representations of gendered social practices” (Lazar 2005:10). The very first and 

fundamental part of the process entailed the highlighting of key words and taking notes on 

passages relating the environment and social norms and relations. The many close readings 

generated seemingly gendered phrases and blocks of text that emphasized masculine ideals. 

With the intention of deepening the connection between these and possible references to 

femininity/nature, questions were formulated to aid in constructing an analysis. 

- Can the words and phrases found be related to nature or culture? 
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- Is nature-as-femininity and masculinity-as-culture formulated as distinctly 

separate? 

- What is said and what is not said about climate change and the environment? 

The first step in the process was to see what is being spoken about and how (Fejes & 

Thornberg 2009:88). Building on the first question, it concretely entailed numerous readings 

with the intention of understanding what is being said about the environment and how it is 

being spoken about, by relating seemingly gendered words and phrases to the context of 

the chapter(s) utilised. It also entailed looking for signs of how masculinity and femininity is 

talked about, connecting words and phrases relating to the environment to stereotypically 

gendered traits as found in Winter’s research (2010).  

The second step aims to provide deeper analysis (Fejes & Thornberg 2009:90). It meant 

focusing on discerning any discursive differentiation with the belief that separation is key to 

exercising power and establishing dominance. If masculinity is different and hierarchically 

superior, femininity must be inferior. Discovering the use of terms such as ‘man’ and 

‘woman’ meant at least minimal differentiation was discerned. Taken together with the 

finding of gendered traits in relation to the environment in step one meant piecing together 

how the environment is being talked about and how masculinity and femininity is being 

talked about. By using gender relationality, it was possible to see how masculinity is related 

to femininity as nature by being constructed together, but as two different parts of a whole, 

a proverbial yin and yang. Together with value dualism as an analytical tool it was possible 

to discover how the masculinity is discursively separated from a nature described in terms 

relating to femininity and vice versa, resulting in the two differentiated opposites being 

ascribed unequal value due the qualities they are perceived to have. 

The final part of the process was paying attention to what is being said and what is not 

being said. Formulating masculinity/culture and femininity/nature as separate means one is 

constructed as normal or common sense, while its opposite by default is not (Fejes & 

Thornberg 2009:98). This way, it was revealed how one part of the dualism was constructed 

as normal and by default, its opposite as not normal. Focusing on what is not being said 

about climate change demonstrated the approach to nature and consequently the status of 
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climate change and global warming; whether it was deemed important or not, accepted or 

denied. 

By seeking to challenge traditional ideologies, categories and social constructs that have 

enabled the oppression of women through the devaluation of femininity, this thesis utilises 

analytical activism. Bringing to light “workings of power” (Lazar 2007:145), it seeks to reveal 

oppressive social relations that sustain the hierarchy of the gender social order. Analytical 

activism is to position oneself as feminist, in keeping with FCDA’s critical roots. It entails 

rejecting positivist ideals of neutral knowledge and objectivity to critique unjust social 

orders from a feminist perspective. Positioning is important as it challenges dualistic 

thinking separating the researcher from material and knowledge from inescapable human 

feelings (Stanley & Wise 1993:157). Instead, this work is rooted in the conviction that “all 

knowledge is socially and historically constructed and valuationally based” (ibid:146). 

3.4 Material 

The main material under study is the U.S Republican Party Platform, released during the 

Republican National Convention in 2016. The motivation in choosing the Republican 

Platform was twofold. First, it represents the Republican Party’s “principles and policies” 

(GOP, 2016). Secondly, because climate change denial is overwhelmingly conservative, and 

masculine, the Platform as conservatives’ principles and policies makes it the ideal text to 

gain an insight discourse that is relevant to the construction of industrial masculinity. Main 

focus is the chapter titled America’s Natural Resources: Agriculture, Energy and the 

Environment, however other chapters are also part of the analysis. Focus on this chapter is 

due to the thesis’ aim of understanding climate change denial. Though it is common to FCDA 

to utilize several different sources of text, finding a different text from the same or a similar 

source and influence in the US was not possible. As a solution, the study includes 

statements by high-ranking Republican politicians and conservative Fox News, the most 

highly rated basic cable news channel in the U.S (Fortune, 2017). The channel has been 

praised by President Trump as the opposite to the “fake news media” such as New York 

Times and CNN (Politico, 2017). As such, it exercises considerable influence on voters and 

rulers alike, making it part of the conservative discourse.  

The Platform is formulated by a committee of members and chairs, co-chairs and staff of the 
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different policy sections. Somewhat surprisingly, the committee of members has an equal 

gender ratio of fifty percent male and fifty percent female despite voters being 14% more 

likely to be male (Pew Research Center, 2016). But considering that there are only female 

names in the chapter on stereotypically feminine concerns of family, education and 

healthcare (GOP, 2016) suggests traditional gender norms prevail and influence the text. 

The context in which the Platform is developed is a national and global society wherein 

climate change and the response to it is increasingly important. During his eight years as 

President, Barack Obama sought to take important steps on the issue but was often 

opposed by Republicans, while environmental activism greatly increased (Climate Change 

News, 2017). The Platform may in light of this be understood as the conservative response 

to these changes and a global movement that seeks to replace traditional and conservative 

norms, with progressive ones of gender equality, environmentalism and LGBTQI rights. 

Conservatives have seen their values challenged repeatedly during Obama’s presidency; 

same-sex marriage is federal law and funding to decrease gender inequality, and to combat 

climate change was greatly increased. These changes have been part of worldwide reforms. 

Obama seemed eager to demonstrate progressive social change to a worldwide audience 

whereas the Republican Platform echo their more nationalist approach and audience:  

 To all who stand strong in the face of danger 

 So that the American people may be protected against it -  

 The men and women of our military, 

 of our law enforcement, and the first responders 

 of every community in our land -  

 And to their families. 

Yet, the Platform is easily accessible online by anyone. The Republican Party may be looking 

for a wider audience which would make sense considering the spread of climate change 

denial. If there is the intention to do so is difficult to determine but remains a possibility. 

3.5 Critical Reflections 

There are a few concerns needing to be addressed. Firstly, due to this thesis’ focus on one 

single main text, the research has lower validity than what is common to discourse analysis 

where multimodal analysis or several texts are often used. Feminist Critical Discourse 

Analysis is strongly influenced by Fairclough’s interdiscursivity that advocates the use of 

“webs of texts” (Lehtonen 2007:7). This thesis attempts to remedy this using shorter texts in 
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the shape of statements and articles from Fox News and Republican senators, but realises 

there are weaknesses arising from its limited material. 

Secondly, this thesis seeks to increase transparency by utilizing critical reflexivity. It entails 

critically reflecting on one’s own position in relation to the material, making clear to the 

reader the perspective and social position of the researcher. The aim is to challenge the 

predominance of white male knowledge claims that speak with authority from the outside 

(Lazar 2007:155). I am positioned in a Northern European country with increasingly 

progressive environmental legislation and social initiatives. I also have the privilege of being 

white. However, being female and feminist means I have critical distance to myself (Lazar 

2007:146), which provides a critical edge. 

Lastly, utmost care has been taken to utilize esteemed and recent sources in relation to 

theory, methodology and analysis. Great scrutiny of websites and authors have been 

undertaken to ensure credibility. 

  



 

 

 

 
19 

4 Analysis of a Denialist Discourse 

The following analysis begins with the demonstration of how masculinity is constructed in 

and through conservative discourse, as the opposite to femininity-as-nature. It then 

proceeds to present the two dominant themes through which masculinity is constructed 

and how these are opposed to nature and the environment.  

The chapter titled ‘America’s Natural Resources: Agriculture, Energy and the Environment’ is 

partly an homage to the labourers that sustain the country, their “love of the land at all 

times” (GOP 2016:17) and part homage to what nature provides us. Focus is foremost on 

natural resources and agriculture, ending with calls for decreased regulation and the end to 

partnerships with the United Nations Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), 

the Kyoto Protocol and the UN’s Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) 

because: 

We firmly believe environmental problems are solved by giving incentives for human ingenuity and 

the development of new technologies, not through top-down, command-and-control regulations that 

stifle economic growth and cost thousands of jobs. (ibid:22) 

Despite this rather aggressive stance against environmental regulation, the paragraph titled 

Environmental Progress starts with a rather powerful statement:  

Conservation is inherent in conservatism. As the pioneer of environmentalism a century ago, the 

Republican Party reaffirms the moral obligation to be good stewards of the God given natural beauty 

and resources of our country. (ibid:20) 

Conservation has been a hallmark of conservative leadership previously but the current 

record is less impressive. With this phrasing, the GOP portrays Republicans as 

conservationists by evoking memories of past Presidents. Theodore and Franklin D. 

Roosevelt established national parks and forests, ensuring their protection. Richard Nixon 

established the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). These achievements are however 

firmly in the past, unbefitting to the contemporary Republican Party. Since the introduction 

of Reaganomics in the early 1980’s, the gulf between Democrats and Republicans has 

widened considerably. Republicans positioning themselves as anti-Democrats seems 

increasingly common, viewing government as legislator and regulator of the environment as 
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an obstacle to the free market and economic growth (Dunlap & McCright 2008:26). This 

approach to government and state power seems closely tied to the construction of 

industrial masculinity based on ideals of hard work, autonomy and independence. 

4.1 Constructing Masculinity 

It has been suggested that the Republican Party has taken on a wholly masculine image 

(Winter, 2010). Stereotypical masculine traits of aggressiveness, independence and being 

decisive and active, are often reasons to like and dislike the Republican Party while feminine 

traits are often reasons to like and dislike the Democratic Party (Winter 2010:11). The chasm 

growing between the Republican and Democratic Party relating to environmental regulation 

since 1980’s Reaganomics may be an indication that connections can be made between the 

Republican Party’s more salient masculine image and the tendency to increasingly deny or 

understate the presence of global warming (ThinkProgress, 2013; McCright & Dunlap 

2008:28-29). Proposing that masculinity and conservative denialism is connected is not 

controversial given that conservative ideology is driving denialism within the current U.S 

climate change debate (Jacques & Knox 2016:846). Denialism is strongly pushed in the 

Platform: “Climate change is far from this nation’s most pressing national security issue. This 

is the triumph of extremism over common sense, and Congress must stop it.” (emphasis 

added) (GOP 2016:20). Concern about global warming is deemed an extreme reaction. 

Insinuating that the response is beyond common sense does two things. It downplays the 

presence of global warming rather than outright deny it. It also subtly conveys that concern 

for nature is not common sense, not rational. This labels those that speak up and work to 

mediate climate change as unreasonable and extreme, an effective discursive strategy that 

is also highly gendered (Gee 1999:12). Overstated or extreme responses are often seen as 

and labelled hysterical. With hysteria being historically constructed as a feminine trait that 

pacified women (Bordo 2004:169), it appears attempts are made to feminize 

environmentalism. Though not found in the Platform, the word ‘hysterical’ is commonly 

used to refer to environmentalists in a disparaging manner, along with terms such as 

‘alarmists’ that ‘hype’ the severity of global warming (Jackson, Know & Connolly 2016:834; 

Leiserowitz 2006:54). This wording is significant, revealing more than perceived at surface. 

In the Fox News archive, hysteria is commonly used to downplay and/or ridicule valid 

concerns (Fox News, 2017) as unreasonable and embellished. It is used in articles on a 
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variety of topics from global warming to the Trump election and the Ebola outbreak. 

Polarizing responses as either common sense or hysteria seems common. It seems a logical 

cognitive strategy given that it is suggested that denialism is an identity protection 

mechanism aiding in internalizing key masculine features of power and dominance to 

construct an identity (Jacques & Knox 2016:847). It delimits and labels acceptable 

masculinity, separating it from what is unacceptable and not masculine – from what is 

feminine. Internalizing common sense is common in the Platform, and can be discerned in 

relation to several issues, one of which is the American family:  

 It is also why everyone should be concerned about the state of the American family today, not   

 because of ideology or doctrine, but because of the overwhelming evidence of experience, social 

  science and common sense. (GOP 2016:31) 

It also relates to the tax code; “It cannot be engineered from the top down, but must have a 

common sense approach and be simplified.” (ibid:1), and the National Labour Relations 

Board (NLRB) to which the Republican claim wanting to “[…] restore fairness and common 

sense […]” (ibid:8). 

The reason that common sense becomes a masculine feature is because of its implied 

rationality. Rationality is traditionally a masculine trait opposed to irrational femininity 

(Cudworth 2005:119). Common sense is a catch-all term suggesting there are self-evident 

truths to which opposition is futile, extreme and irrational. Denialism as common sense 

becomes a masculine feature strengthened by its opposition to nature as femininity. 

Environmentalists are hysterical and denialism is rational.  

If climate change denialism is a process of constructing what is perceived as a desired 

masculine identity within conservative discourse, other key features ascribed to masculinity 

would also be considered Republican. This is exactly the case; strength, self-confidence and 

aggression are positive features attributed to the Republican Party that are decidedly 

masculine (Winter 2010: Appendix, Table 6). Not only are they masculine, but they are the 

essence of industrial masculinity; a male bread-winner, the chosen dominator over a dead 

and objectified nature (Hultman 2016:3). Suggesting denialism is a form of cognitive 

protection makes sense given that industrial masculinity faces great challenges from 

globalization of values highly contradictory to it (Matosevic 2010:38). The struggle to remain 
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relevant is situated in a context where the traditional and the modern repeatedly clash. 

Progressiveness seem to be winning the struggle over values as traditional male domains 

such as hard industries are phased out with the introduction of renewable energy and 

environmentalism. Climate change denial may be the last attempts of survival by a 

hegemonic masculinity that cannot conceive of itself as becoming outdated. The attempt to 

revive the fossil fuel industry has been a big part of the Trump campaign. When he took 

office as President, it became increasingly clear the Clean Power Plan is perceived as a 

threat: “[p]erhaps no single regulation threatens our miners, energy workers and companies 

more than this crushing attack on American industry.” (The Washington Post, 2017) 

The revival of hard industries is crucial to conservatives as seen in the Platform: “That is why 

we support the opening of public lands and the outer continental shelf to exploration and 

responsible production.” (GOP 2016:19). This struggle between industrial masculinity and a 

new era marked by environmental concerns has recently been embodied by the global 

protest to the establishment of the Keystone XL oil pipeline led by Native American 

communities (BBC, 2017). Vetoed by Obama, President Trump immediately revived the 

project. Most likely because the Republicans saw it as provocative: “[…] the President killed 

it to satisfy environmental extremists.” (emphasis added) (GOP 2016:20). Use of the word 

killed is highly significant as it illustrates what is perceived as a threat by the Republicans. It 

can be interpreted as a direct threat to life because it is a threat to masculinity. A threat 

seemingly very real since Republicans consider “Those who mine it and their families should 

be protected from the Democratic Party’s radical anti-coal agenda.” (ibid.:19). To be 

masculine is to be a miner. Women are not miners. Thus, to be a miner, is to be masculine 

(Matosevic 2010:31-2). Being a miner is shaped by the absence of femininity. Thus, 

restricting men’s mining work is to restrict masculinity. It seems Republicans attempt to 

circumvent the threat by appealing to Democrats perceived feminine image by putting 

men’s mining work in a less harmful light, explaining that “The Democratic Party does not 

understand that coal is abundant, clean, affordable, reliable domestic  

resource.” (GOP 2016:19) 

Workers are central to the conservative discourse. Hard labour has a significant role to play 

in discursively constructing industrial masculinity. It is fertile soil in which climate change 
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denialism can grow, as also demonstrated in President Trump’s constant focus on coal 

miners (The Hill, 2016). Workers are perceived as under threat from environmentalism, and 

this pertains especially to miners, who often exhibit “hypervirility” (Matosevic 2010:33) 

echoing the hyper in hyper masculinity, another word for industrial masculinity. This is also 

the image conveyed by the Platform as it formulates environmental regulations to restrict 

fossil fuel extraction as “The President’s war on coal” (emphasis added) (GOP 2016:19). 

It is a powerful formulation evoking images of a power struggle between government and 

its citizens. It opposes features of war that are masculine - aggression, power and 

domination - to protecting nature. It portrays the caring for and regulation of the 

environment as aggressive, irrational and extreme, which is unusual in conservative 

discourse. The GOP’s solution to this war is a minimal role of government; “We support the 

development of all forms of energy that are marketable in a free economy without 

subsidies, including coal, oil, natural gas, nuclear power, and hydropower.” (ibid:20). 

Free market approaches feature prominently in the GOP’s environment and energy policy. 

The problem in this approach is that the free market subtly maintains a patriarchal society 

by promoting consumerist and corporatist interests that have historically sustained the 

hierarchical gendered social order (Lazar 2007:142). By advocating such an approach, the 

GOP sustains this social order by framing feminized environmental protection as free will. 

Yet will apparently not so free, since it requires hard-handed assistance; “We remain 

committed to aggressively expanding trade opportunities and opening 

new markets for American energy […]” (emphasis added) (GOP 2016:20). 

An image of authority, power and control is conveyed that is surprisingly unusual in the 

Platform. It demonstrates the importance of understanding the influence of neoliberal 

economic policy in the Republican Party as a way to position itself as the opposite to the 

Democratic Party and environmental regulation. Aggressive expansion seems a way in which 

to sustain a capitalist society that enables industrial masculinity to sustain its hierarchical 

position. When reality is more likely to be industrial masculinity losing its hegemony in a 

social context where globalization of social values such as the modernization of gender roles 

and validity of climate change is undeniable (Berggren & Nilsson 2014:39).  
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Moving on, we will see how the environment is discursively constructed as the opposite of 

independence and technological development and growth that lies at the heart of 

masculinity. The future is still masculine but constructed as individual liberties, technological 

development and progress instead of heavy industry and manual labour. 

4.2 Independence and the Environment 

Rather than industrial masculinity disappearing completely, it seems to be transforming but 

modernizing. It resembles eco-modern masculinity in some ways (GenderClimNet, 2016) by 

being shaped by an increasingly open mind to renewable energy; “We encourage the cost-

effective development of renewable energy sources – wind, solar, biomass, biofuel, 

geothermal, and tidal energy – by private capital.” (GOP 2016:20). 

This formulation is interesting because it very subtly advocates independence from state 

interference by suggesting that the development of these renewable options is made by 

private capital. It is the same approach used towards fossil fuels; “We support the 

development of all forms of energy that are marketable in a free economy without 

subsidies, including coal, oil, natural gas, nuclear power, and hydropower” (emphasis added) 

(ibid.:20) 

Independence as decreased government interference is central to Republican ideology. 

Decreased oil and coal regulation as freedom from state interference bolster the image of 

coal and oil industry as independent. Yet coal and oil are the most heavily subsidized 

businesses in the U.S (International Business Times, 2015). Without knowing this, 

Republicans clearly try to portray coal and oil as independence - of people and business – 

whilst the truth is that the coal and oil business are heavily dependent on state funding. But 

admitting to this means the distrust of government so central to the principle of 

independence within industrial masculinity (Anselm & Hultman 2014:84) is challenged. 

Republicans advocate independence while reality is clearly different.  

Freedom from interference is fundamental to industrial masculinity because it is a 

fundamental value in neo-liberal economic ideology, conservatism and different types of 

masculinity. Self-sufficiency, independence, and efficiency (Winter 2010: Appendix Table 6) 

is highly valued in the Republican party and opposite to traits such as care, nurture and 

dependence, commonly ascribed to femininity and nature. The tie between independence 
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and economic progress is strong. Whether it concerns the independence of banks; “We 

support removing roadblocks and regulation that prevent access to capital.” (GOP 2016:3) 

or people and businesses in relation to infrastructure; “[…] we will remove legal roadblocks 

to public-private partnership agreements that can save the taxpayers’ money and bring 

outside investment to meet a community’s needs.” (ibid.:5), government interference is 

unwanted and signals dependence that hinders growth. 

Independence becomes economic freedom and freedom is economic independence. 

Interestingly, government interference is phrased as “an avalanche of regulation that 

wreaks havoc across our economy and yields minimal environmental benefits.” (ibid:21) 

This conjures up a powerful image of a vengeful nature that inhibits the proper working of a 

free economy and independent society. It suggests that the government is a natural force, 

subtly implying that nature stands in the way of independence as masculinity by controlling 

economic growth. The view of control as threat to independence is also demonstrated by 

Republicans view of the Democratic Party’s approach to environmental regulation as 

“centralized control-and-command regulation” (ibid.:21) 

This pits nature against the independence of states since state regulation is considered to be 

greater independence. Even if it may seem like Republicans are in favour of retaining 

government control at state level, it also means states can choose to legislate 

environmental protection – or not. States losing independence in the sense of not being free 

to refuse legislation and regulation of the environment has historically been proven to be 

environmentally unfriendly (WSJ, 2013), as opposed to federal regulations that raise 

minimum standards nationally and decreases the known ability of corporate interests to 

influence states (Chicago Tribune, 2017: ThinkProgress, 2013).  

That Republicans “[…] believe states can best promote economic growth while protecting 

the environment” (GOP 2016:19) may seem like genuine concern. But focus on growth 

rather than environment by positioning protection of the environment as a passive event 

while economic growth happens means nature is made passive and its well-being is subject 

to growth. Economic progress is hierarchically superior to nature.  

Appreciating how deep distrust of government runs in Republican politics and industrial 

masculinity is important to understanding why the Republican party is a dominant source of 



 

 

 

 
26 

climate change denial. With 90% of House and Senate representatives denying climate 

change (ThinkProgress, 2013), it is hardly surprising that President Trump has vowed to 

defund the UN-connected International Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) given that 

Republicans do not hold the cooperation on climate change spearheaded by the UN in high 

regard: 

The United Nation’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change is a political mechanism, not an 

unbiased scientific institution. Its unreliability is reflected in its intolerance towards scientists and 

others who dissent from its orthodoxy. (GOP 2016:22) 

The approach to the Kyoto Protocol and Paris Agreement is similarly adverse; “We reject the 

agendas of both the Kyoto Protocol and the Paris Agreement, which represented only the 

personal commitments of their signatories: no such agreement can be binding upon the 

United States […]” (emphasis added) (ibid.). Interestingly though, the funding for the UN 

Fund on Combating Climate Change (UNFCCC) is deemed illegal because the UN has 

recognized the state of Palestine (GOP 2016:22). This loophole, instead of rejecting the 

UNFCCC on a sovereign basis, allows Republicans to mask disregard for climate change as a 

legal issue. 

Supranational interference is perceived as a threat to independence, self-reliance and 

efficiency and the private concerns of the nation-state. Privacy is key to Republicans and is 

interesting because it relates to the public/private divide commonly theorized by feminist 

theories. Freedom from interference of government regulation – national or international - 

strengthens this divide whether it is in relation to federal states or nation-states. Suggesting 

that there is a connection seems to hold water as Republicans think “Over-regulation is the 

quiet tyranny of “nanny state”. It hamstrings American businesses and hobbles economic 

growth.” (ibid:27). Overwhelmingly gendered in nature, the phrasing projects an image 

where the nanny, a traditionally female figure controlling the private domain, threatens self-

determination and independence. It portrays femininity as a threat to business, the 

economy and people. The nanny state is the lack of privacy, with increased regulation and 

dependence, threatening ideals central to (industrial) masculinity (Winter 2010: Appendix 

Table 6). Being nannied is the threat of a closer “proximity to inferiorized nature” (Caputi in 
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Godfrey & Torres 2016:21) to Republicans. It reveals the deep fear of being associated with 

femininity as nature, by being deprived of independence.  

4.3 Development, Growth and the Environment 

In distancing itself from nature, industrial masculinity is constructed through 

accomplishments based on positive masculine features such as power, strength and 

intelligence. If hard industries are dying, these accomplishments must come from the 

development of other traditionally masculine interests, such as technology. But two types of 

masculinity are constructed on the basis of technological development. Demonstrating that 

technology is fundamental to masculinity, it is also key to eco-modern masculinity, which 

developed out of 1970’s ecological masculinity as opposition to industrial masculinity 

(Hultman 2016:5). It “demonstrated caring and responsibility for the environment while, at 

the same time promoting economic growth and technological expansion” (Anshelm & 

Hultman 2014:92). Promoting economic growth and technological expansion is as we shall 

see fundamental to the renewed industrial masculinity. But its lack of demonstrated caring 

and responsibility for the environment is what separates it from eco-modern masculinity. 

Regardless, technological development and growth is key, so much so that it sees it as the 

way to build of the future (GOP 2016:5). Republicans easily conflate technological 

development with environmental conservation, but never explicitly. It sees that “agriculture 

is directly impacted by the constant advance in technology” (ibid.:18) having half a page 

before announced that “Farmers and ranchers … among this country’s most leading 

conservationists.” (ibid.) 

It is interesting to note that Republicans seem to suggest there is a space for government 

interference to advance the protection of nature through technological development:  

Modern farm practices and technologies, supported by programs from the Department of Agriculture, 

have led to reduced erosion, improved water and air quality, increased wildlife habitat, all the while 

maintaining improved agricultural yields (ibid.) 

Noteworthy here is that the advancement of technology is mainly in focus. Environmental 

protection is simply a fortunate by-product of the important agricultural yields. Large-scale 

technological achievement is a recurring theme in the Platform. It seems to be the solution 
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to renewable energy: “Our nuclear industry, cleanly generating almost 20 percent of our 

electricity from its 99 plants, has a remarkable safety record.” (ibid.:19) 

The emphasis on energy as being clean would have been more significant in this context had 

not coal also been referred to as such on the same page. Clean seems to be a word used for 

appearance rather than substance. 

But technology is opposed to nature in more subtle ways. The Platform also suggests that 

“[p]ermitting for a safe, non-polluting hydroelectric facility … can take many years because 

of the current President’s hostility to dams” (ibid.). Here the GOP invokes safety and non-

pollution as central to their own concerns and relates it to technological achievement. But it 

is a false image. By reiterating the importance of allowing “responsible development of 

nuclear energy” (ibid:20) the GOP seemingly ignores the very possible threat that nuclear 

power also poses to nature. But technological development requires investment. Which is 

why it is interesting to see Republicans suggesting that “Poverty, not wealth, is the gravest 

threat to the environment, while steady economic growth brings the technological advances 

which make environmental progress possible.” (ibid.:21).  

This demonstrates the artfulness of the Platform in weaving together economic and 

technological development and growth seamlessly. By relating environmental protection to 

technological development through growth, Republicans suggest growth can only come if 

environmental protection is less stringent, which enables more technological development. 

It holds nature as a symbolic hostage to economic progress and future technology.  

Opposing nature and government to people and economic growth is the most frequent 

theme in the Platform. Republicans concern for Keystone XL Pipeline clearly demonstrates 

this. The previous administration’s blocking of the pipe carrying oil from Canada to the U.S 

has according to Republicans “[…] become a symbol in the contest between the public’s 

desire for economic development and the government’s hostility to growth.” (ibid.:50) 

It is suggested that the government is opposed to the people as well as economic growth 

and prosperity. Yet it was the people protesting that led the U.S state department to halt it 

due to environmental concerns (BBC, 2017).  
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Whether it is the protection of nature or animals, the view of the environment as opposed 

to growth and technological development keeps reappearing. The Endangered Species Act 

(ESA) is seen as having stunted economic development, halted the construction of projects, 

burdened landowners [….] (GOP 2016:22). The protection of endangered species is not a 

worthwhile goal on its own, if it cannot be financially motivated: 

The ESA should ensure that the listing of endangered species and the designation of critical habitats 

are based upon sound science and balance the protection of endangered species with the costs of 

compliance and the rights of property owners. (ibid.) 

The view of natural resources as predominantly a source of income is perhaps most clearly 

evidenced in the beginning of the Agriculture, Energy and Environment chapter: 

We are the party of America’s growers, producers, farmers, ranchers, foresters, miners, commercial 

fishermen, and all those who bring from the earth the crops, minerals, energy and the bounties of our 

seas that are the lifeblood of our economy. (emphasis added) (ibid:17) 

Bounty may mean either bonus or monetary reward, and resources are the lifeblood of 

many economies. Yet, it is another piece of the puzzle demonstrating how emphasising 

growth commodifies nature. This view is not limited to Republicans but is strongly 

advocated by them and as such strengthens a narrative wherein “[t]he idea of unlimited 

growth […] is based on a lie that there is an infinite supply of the earths goods, and this 

leads to the planet being squeezed dry at every limit.” (Godfrey in Godfrey & Torres 

2016:49). The preoccupancy with economic progress returns in Trump’s budget proposal. 

Government agencies, particularly the EPA, face deep spending cuts to incentivise economic 

growth by redirecting money to infrastructure and the military (The New York Times, 2017; 

Fox News, 2017). The preoccupancy of industrial masculinity with development through 

economy and technology is almost eco-modern in its promotion of technology as key to 

environmental protection. However, it fails in that it commodifies nature, making the 

environment a source of enrichment, rather than our shared home by taking into 

consideration the economy rather than the well-being of nature, first: 

  We firmly believe environmental problems are best solved by giving incentives for human ingenuity  

 and the development of new technologies, not through top-down, command-and-control regulations  

  that stifle economic growth and cost thousands of jobs. (GOP 2016:22) 
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There is no place in conservative discourse for seeing nature as our whole world and home. 

Instead, it is an obstacle to growth and development, the answer to our problems according 

to industrial masculinity. Technological advancement may seem like a move towards 

environmental protection and is a promising turn away from fossil fuels. But technological 

development of safe renewable sources is practically omitted from the text. Wind and solar 

is only mentioned briefly. With emphasis on cost-effectiveness and private capital, 

Republicans seem concerned with money rather than renewable energy as they “[…] 

encourage the cost-effective development of renewable energy sources – wind, solar, 

biomass, biofuel, geothermal, and tidal energy – by private capital.” (ibid.:20) 

The phrasing suggests a desire to remain free from state interference. This would make it 

harder on new investments in renewable energy since hard industries are already 

economically and politically established and profitable. It also suggests that renewable 

energy does not fit in with the image of large-scale technological developments that 

showcase intelligence, strength, hard work and efficiency, fundamental to the society 

industrial masculinity built (Winter 2010: Appendix Table 6). Prioritizing large-scale 

engineering is the most visible way in which the GOP Platform clearly deprioritizes nature as 

femininity, in favour of technology and progress of human civilization.  

Another example of this is the suggestion that the U.S “phase out the federal transit 

program and reform provisions of the Environmental Policy Act which can delay and drive 

up costs for transportation projects” (GOP 2016:5). Republicans seek to cut funding for 

environmentally friendly transportation methods by suggesting that “[e]veryone agrees on 

the need for clean water and safe roads, rails, bridges, ports and airports.” (ibid:4). This is in 

keeping with Trump’s newly proposed budget with increases in infrastructure spending, 

offset by cuts in environmental protection. This is interesting because it has a gendered 

impact on the gap in American public transport. Women use public transport far more, and 

more often, than men, despite often being afraid to do so. It is often a forced choice driven 

by unequal employment opportunities resulting in women often being trapped in low-

paying jobs that make car ownership difficult, or traditional gender roles leading to the man 

utilizing the car, or a concern for the environment (CityLab, 2015; Bell 2016:5).  

But progress is not only a positive value in industrial masculinity nor in conservativism. 
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When it concerns the private life such as family and social values, tradition is critical. By 

tradition, nature is god-given and “…the Republican Party reaffirms the moral obligation to 

be good stewards of the God-given natural beauty and resources of our country.” (GOP 

2016:20). Nature as god-given seems to be the same view it has of marriage, as “between 

one man and one woman, is the foundation for a free society and has for millennia been 

entrusted with rearing children and instilling cultural values” (ibid.:11). 

The gender role hypothesis of marriage suggests women have historically been unequal in 

traditional marriage as wife and mother compared to their male counterpart (Strohschein, 

2016). If true in the U.S as in India, this traditional institution upon which culture is based, 

reproduces a fundamentally unequal society in which men are owners and stewards of both 

women and nature. The devaluation of femininity then inherent to traditional marriage 

(Strohschein & Ram, 2016) can only mean that the institution sustains and reproduces 

hierarchical supremacy of industrial masculinity. Industrial masculinity need modernized 

technology and traditional values to retain power and ownership over femininity as nature.  

4.4 Ownership of Nature 

Lastly, this bachelor thesis seeks to demonstrate the ties that do bind masculinity and 

nature. Without them, little reason would logically exist to deny it by opposing itself to it. 

Religion has a definitive influence on and place in the construction of masculinity. The idea 

that the Earth is god-given is important in the historical construction of masculinity and in 

climate change denial. The hierarchical primacy of masculinity was in the theory chapter 

linked to the biblical event wherein man was created in the image of god. If indeed the 

Earth is god-given and man created in god’s image, then the idea that “[…] the people, not 

the government, are the best stewards of our country’s God-given natural resources” (GOP 

2016: i) suggests we as humans can claim ownership of nature. This bolster different but 

related ideas about our relationship to nature. Republicans see humans as stewards with 

the “moral obligation to be good stewards for the God given natural beauty and resources 

of our country” (ibid.:20), implying the need for protection and care. But because these are 

qualities considered feminine and traditionally ascribed to the Democratic Party, it seems 

unlikely.  

It has been demonstrated how conservation in conservative discourse is premised on 
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conservative ideals of growth and development. Protection of nature is the protection of 

resources for financial gain only. To own is to be independent and autonomous – traits 

central to masculinity and conservatism (Winter 2010: Appendix Table 6).  

The suggestion that “[t]hese are public lands, and the public should have access to them for 

appropriate activities like hunting, fishing, and recreational shooting.” (GOP 2016:21) 

conveys an image of nature as property, a playground for humans. This is also evidenced by 

the lift on the ban on lead bullets that kill up to 15 percent of all bald eagles, the symbol of 

American freedom initiated by Republicans (The Guardian, 2017). To be masculine is to own 

nature and extract from it simply what has been given to him. To protect nature is to 

protect one’s possession(s). Nature is not a shared public domain in which all species live. As 

man’s possession, nature is his for the taking. Those are the ties that bind. 
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5 Discussion 

When the GOP Platform states that “Conservation is inherent in Conservatism”, it takes on 

the form of a slogan. No doubt historically accurate, it ceased to be true in the 1980’s when 

Ronald Reagan’s neo-liberal economic policies intensified the opening of public lands to 

exploitation. This was seen as the backlash to the 70’s environmental and feminist 

movement and discourses (Dunlap & McCright 2008:1). The impact on the environment was 

considerable and since then, conservation has been far from inherent in conservatism. The 

current White House administration exemplifies this more than ever. Threatening to cut 

funding for the UN’s climate panel IPCC, to almost completely defund the Environmental 

Protection Agency (EPA) (NYTimes, 2017), and to roll back or completely eradicate the 

Endangered Species Act (Independent, 2017) are all measures with which the Republicans 

have pitted nature against human society and development, against growth. As evidenced 

in this thesis, nature is feminized to be overcome as an obstacle. This study has been able to 

demonstrate that the masculinity-nature dualism is a fundamental discursive construction 

critical to constructing industrial masculinity through conservatism that fuels climate change 

denial. Whether environmental regulations “destroy or diminish the property’s value” (GOP 

2016:15) or “thwart sorely needed projects, kill jobs, and strangle growth” (ibid:21) it is 

clear that the development, progress and wealth of mankind is indeed more important. 

Humans are time and again opposed to nature, as if we can be anything but part of it. It is 

the belief that “people are the most valuable resources and that human health and safety 

are the proper measurement of a policy’s success” (GOP 2016:20). It is the commodification 

of nature as ours to own, as our playground that curiously only includes traditionally 

masculine recreational activities such as “hunting, fishing and recreational shooting” 

(ibid:21), Republican discourse construct nature as something that we can step out of and 

only serves its purpose in relation to what we can reap from it. Conservative discourse feeds 

the construction of a hegemonic industrial masculinity that cannot perceive of itself as with 

nature, instead having to be the owner of and in charge of it.  

Almost a kind of cognitive dissonance, the chasm between accepting climate change and 

holding onto conservatism and masculinity has none the less become smaller. John McCain, 
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former presidential candidate, is one of few Republican senators admitting to the possibility 

of man-made global warming (Republican Views, 2017). In the most conservative parts of 

the US countryside, in coal country Kentucky, a coal mining museum is utilizing solar power, 

a move its communications director admits is “a little ironic” (Fox News, 2016). These 

changes are few and far between though, as demonstrated by the research presented in 

this thesis. Demonstrating how nature is discursively produced as the opposite to 

masculinity, to development, and to independence, it has become clear that ideas such as 

“coal is king” (ibid.) imply a much deeper meaning. Focus in this thesis has been on 

masculinity whereas femininity receives little mention. As explained in discussion on theory, 

this is because ecofeminism suggests nature is femininity. Thus, implied in opposing 

masculinity to nature, is that nature is or presents femininity. Masculinity is in its opposition 

to nature, opposed to femininity by default. The aim of this thesis has been to determine 

whether this is the case, and if so, how this is done, thereby challenging the discourse 

making it possible. To demonstrate the overt hostility of conservative, industrial masculinity 

towards femininity would require a thesis all on its own, and other material. The aim was to 

problematize a type of hegemonic masculinity that made the subjugation of nature and by 

association femininity possible and that has hopefully been done. 

This thesis sought to fill a gap and has hopefully partly done so. It is a small contribution that 

opens up several options for continued research into industrial masculinity, but maybe more 

importantly, the ideals upon which it is based. With that, I suggest for future research to 

more closely investigate the values that make industrial masculinity possible but are also 

part of our ideals as neoliberal societies; independence, autonomy and growth. The 

idealization of these values and the impact of them need to be critically scrutinized and 

understood, or nature may not stand a chance – which means neither do we. 
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6 Conclusion 

The white male effect seemed initially to be a simplification and perhaps slight 

embellishment. Yet climate change denial it turns out, is a way in which conservatives 

discursively construct masculinity through the Republican Platform. The gendered ideal of 

independence is a driving force in opposing masculinity to femininity as nature. Government 

and regulation interfere with man’s ownership of nature, an obstacle to growth and 

development. These neoliberal principles that are also masculine ideals, are fundamentally 

opposed to nature/femininity. Adding to this is the influence of religion, with which 

industrial hegemonic masculinity has been given ownership of the Earth and its resources, 

having the right to do with nature what it wants or pleases.  

Climate change and global warming denial cannot be sustained without the reproduction of 

industrial masculinity. But doing so requires separation and opposition, and the opponent is 

femininity. Femininity and nature is intimately tied, so those caring for nature must be the 

opposite to industrial masculinity, to Republicans. These are environmental ‘hysterics’, 

‘alarmists’, and Democrats. Democrats are perceived as feminine, advocating 

environmentalism as opposed to a Republican party perceived as masculine. Republicans 

must distance itself from Democrats environmentalism to remain hegemonic and masculine.  

The key findings are the ways in which dualisms have enabled the discursive separation of 

masculinity and nature, making climate change denial acceptable in a time when action on 

global warming is already far behind. Climate change denial is idealisation of independence 

and growth, animosity to government dependence and wanting to retrench ideals that has 

made our way of life ecologically unsustainable.  

Climate change gets four lines in the Republican Platform. Easy to miss and taken with the 

view of global warming as “triumph of extremism over common sense” (GOP 2016:20), it is 

clear Republicans see environmentalism as hysteria. A feminized critique, it shows how 

nature and femininity is the same, how nature is not allowed to be masculine. In the end, it 

seems climate change denial is the last struggle by hegemonic masculinity to cling to the top 

of the gender hierarchy, realising it is losing its grip.  
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