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Introduction

Men’s movements have grown extensively for the last four 
decades (Kimmel, 2013). One notable example was the 
Promise Keepers, an evangelical movement active in the 
1990s that emphasized a return to male dominance in fami-
lies (Bartkowski, 2000). At present, among the most active 
forms of men’s mobilization is the Men’s Rights movement, 
which argues that men’s issues and interests have become 
neglected and subordinated, largely due to the political and 
cultural dominance of feminism (Fox, 2004; Jordan, 2016). 
Areas in which they see oppression of men include selective 
service registration, outcomes in the legal system concerning 
alimony and child support, the presumption of male guilt in 
cases of sexual assault, and domestic violence experienced 
by men (Fox, 2004). The movement has continued to grow 
and evolve since Richard Doyle founded the Men’s Rights 
Association in 1973 (Messner, 1998).

Social media platforms have been instrumental in the rise 
of contemporary social movement mobilization (Bennett & 
Segerberg, 2013; Tufekci, 2017). The Men’s Rights move-
ment is no exception; scholars such as Ging (2017) and 
Hodapp (2017) have pointed to the reach and impact of the 

manosphere, referring to the dense network of blogs, social 
media accounts, and online communities frequented by 
Men’s Rights activists, pickup artists, and others. Campaigns 
like Gamergate, a coordinated harassment campaign target-
ing women in the video game industry, further underscores 
the impact of Internet-enabled tactics in men’s mobilization 
(Chess & Shaw, 2015; Massanari, 2017). Despite this, 
research has largely focused how masculinity is constructed 
by Men’s Rights activists or on prominent campaigns 
(Bonnett, 1996; Jordan, 2016; Magnuson, 2008). Given the 
central importance of social media platforms on the trajec-
tory of Men’s Rights mobilization, analysis of how partici-
pants in the movement articulate their grievances and respond 
to online content is needed.

This study directly addresses the limitations of the exist-
ing literature on the Men’s Rights movement. We focus on 
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two research questions: First, what are the large-scale pat-
terns in how activists frame their grievances? Second, what 
do community reactions to posted content tell us about 
boundary maintenance by Men’s Rights activists? To answer 
these questions, we analyze a unique database of 70,580 
posts contributed to /r/MensRights, a large and active com-
munity of Men’s Rights activists on Reddit, one of the 
world’s most popular websites. We first use latent Dirichlet 
allocation (LDA) to model the main themes in content con-
tributed to /r/MensRights, consistent with our first research 
question. Next, we use negative binomial regression to assess 
how Men’s Rights community members react to different 
types of content—specifically, patterns of upvoting and com-
mentary—allowing us to empirically assess community 
boundary maintenance.

Our results indicate that there is an identifiable pattern to 
the grievances articulated on /r/MensRights. Community 
members frame their online discussions as points of contrast 
to the cultural and political domination of feminism. Some of 
the posts appeared to largely accept a postfeminist world-
view emphasizing the redundancy of feminism in contempo-
rary society (Gill, 2007; McRobbie, 2004). The bulk of the 
content, however, is better characterized as anti-feminist in 
its orientation, as feminism is treated as a hostile position 
with the central aim of subordinating men (Messner, 2016). 
Second, we argue that based on patterns of upvoting and 
commenting, the mechanics of Reddit produce a powerful 
online echo chamber. Users upvote and comment on posts 
that are consistent with community preferences, yielding 
latent boundary maintenance that ultimately privileges spe-
cific narratives about gender inequality. These findings 
advance our understanding of the Men’s Rights movement 
and their use of Internet technologies. Such online spaces, 
we argue, provide an optimal combination of a self-reinforc-
ing community norms and anonymity. Consequently, web 
communities like /r/MensRights are powerful, generalizable 
tools for social movements to expand their reach, recruit new 
members, and gain political power.

The Internet and the Men’s Rights 
Movement

Internet technologies, and especially social media platforms, 
have profoundly influenced how social movements mobi-
lize. Social movement organizations and actors can use the 
Internet to rapidly and widely spread their messages, recruit 
new members, organize protests, or stage a variety of actions 
completely online (Earl & Kimport, 2011; van de Donk, 
Loader, Nixon, & Rucht, 2004). Social media platforms, 
including websites such as Reddit, Twitter, or Facebook, 
allow users to share content and make accessible a wide vari-
ety of information while simultaneously encouraging other 
users to respond to posted material. For social movements, 
new media outlets can provide a direct pathway for recruit-
ment and engage, unlike traditional media sources that often 

distort or misrepresent a movement’s message (Gitlin, 1980; 
Smith, McCarthy, McPhail, & Augustyn, 2001). Research 
has indicated that Internet technologies expand the possibili-
ties for traditional tactics already in use by social movements 
such as petitions or boycotts (Earl, 2006; Strange, 2011), as 
well as provide entirely new forms of action that are com-
pletely online (Van Laer & Van Aelst, 2010).

Social media technologies have altered the development, 
maintenance, and articulation of collective identity. Polletta 
and Jasper (2001) define collective identity as “. . . an indi-
vidual’s cognitive, moral, and emotional connection with a 
broader community, category, practice, or institution” (p. 
285). The Internet can provide a durable social space for 
activists to network, discuss, and reflect upon their role in a 
social movement. Research by Caren, Jowers, and Gaby 
(2012) on the White nationalist group Stormfront, for 
instance, demonstrated that its website served as an online 
hub of activity that enhanced movement identification and 
solidarity among its users. Social media can provide indi-
viduals such experiences at scale, in that movement sympa-
thizers and participants can easily and anonymously engage 
in sustained discussions about a movement, its vision or 
goals and retain a sense of connectedness with ongoing 
activities (Bennett, 2012; Bennett & Segerberg, 2013).

A significant portion of Men’s Rights activism, such as the 
Gamergate campaign (Chess & Shaw, 2015; Massanari, 2017), 
takes place online. We argue that the heavy online presence of 
the movement has important consequences: first, the Men’s 
Rights online community developed a strong set of norms 
governing the boundaries of acceptable grievance articulation, 
which were further reinforced by the anonymity or quasi-ano-
nymity of Reddit. Second, the online community for Men’s 
Rights activists on Reddit, in large part due to the dynamics of 
the website itself, encouraged the construction of an ideologi-
cal echo chamber, further promoting widespread community 
support of a relatively narrow set of grievances.

The Dynamics of Online Communities

The Internet has created a virtual landscape with its own 
enclaves and gathering places for people to participate in the 
formation of online communities. From early scientific 
exchanges to digital gaming platforms to social media, par-
ticipants in online communities develop norms of appropri-
ate behavior and practices that fit with the online platform 
hosting the discussion, as well as the formal and informal 
norms of the community (Baym, 2007; Baym & boyd, 2012; 
Golding, 2000; Lamont & Molnár, 2002; Wenger, White, & 
Smith, 2009). Boundary maintenance is generally a core 
component of online communities, which are structured by 
users interacting within implicit or explicit hierarchies along 
with manifest and latent rules of conduct (Baym & boyd, 
2012). The digital platforms of many online communities 
provide structure through permanent or semi-permanent user 
profiles, rating systems linked to individual user accounts, 
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and moderation tools to interject when user activity breaches 
online norms. Social hierarchies can involve formal posi-
tions such as moderators who can censor posts and ban users 
for offensive material or informal positions such as status as 
a long-standing community member that others defer to dur-
ing disagreements. Boundary maintenance also occurs inter-
actively through discussion and argument to rhetorically 
construct symbolic boundaries for the community (Potts, 
2013; Potts & Harrison, 2013).

Anonymity and Online Identity.  Online anonymity influences 
individual behavior and self-presentation, which can pro-
mote incivility in online discourse (Santana, 2014). This is 
linked to what Suler (2004) refers to as toxic disinhibition, 
which describes when individuals engage in anti-social 
behavior emboldened by the veil of anonymity and lack of 
offline consequences. Anonymity influences both the inter-
nal and external dynamics of web communities. Internally, 
anonymity may provide users a direct pathway to strategi-
cally manage their online identity (e.g., Leavitt, 2015; van 
der Nagel & Frith, 2015). This is particularly the case in 
online communities at the edge of institutionalized political 
discourse. For instance, after analyzing online neo-Nazi dis-
cussion forums, Wojcieszak (2009, 2010) finds that heavier 
participation in the community fosters ideological extrem-
ism. Another potential impact is the adoption of extremist 
views, which is more likely to occur when individuals 
believe that they are stigmatized offline for their views 
(Koster & Houtman, 2008).

Externally, anonymity or quasi-anonymous online identi-
ties may spill beyond a specific online community by way of 
trolling behavior or harassment. Trolling occurs when indi-
viduals or groups purposefully violate the bounds of appro-
priate behavior through their own disruptive behavior 
(Bergstrom, 2011; Ganzer, 2014; Herring, Job-Sluder, 
Scheckler, & Barab, 2002). Trolls may attempt to draw oth-
ers into sometimes nonsensical arguments that detract from 
the routine activities of the community. By inserting them-
selves into ongoing conversations or initiating combative 
interactions with social media users they disagree with, trolls 
can subvert dialogue between contending groups and make 
online spaces more daunting for social groups and frequently 
attack women and minorities. Other tactics of trolls include 
creating accounts purporting to have links to groups like 
Black Lives Matter or feminist groups on platforms like 
Twitter, then proceeding to behave like an extreme caricature 
of members of these groups. Harassment, a separate tactic 
from trolling behavior, is more targeted and refers to sus-
tained campaigns against generally a small number of tar-
gets. The offline identity of victims of harassment is 
sometimes posted publicly, and they generally receive hun-
dreds or thousands of electronic threats of violence or sexual 
assault. As noted above, the Gamergate campaign is a repre-
sentative example of particularly egregious online harass-
ment (Chess & Shaw, 2015; Massanari, 2017).

Ideological Echo Chambers.  Several studies have found that 
the political views attached to online communities tend to 
become self-reinforcing (Gilbert, Bergstrom, & Karahalios, 
2009; Jasny, Waggle, & Fisher, 2015; Morin & Flynn, 2014). 
Farrell (2015) argues that such dynamics create echo cham-
bers, which are cyclical processes whereby specific political 
positions are repeated, and thus amplified, within a bounded 
online space. A central consequence of this process is that the 
political views held by members of an echo chamber tend to 
become self-reinforcing, and participants are generally insu-
lated from dissenting views (Colleoni, Rozza, & Arvidsson, 
2014; Jamieson & Cappella, 2008). The core views of an 
online community, then, ultimately become axiomatic. Such 
dynamics, especially when coupled with the anonymity of 
many social media platforms, serves to normalize the views 
of a community with little room for dissent.

The Men’s Rights Movement Online

The joint consequences of anonymous or quasi-anonymous 
online identity expression in combination with the echo-
chamber effect are crucial for understanding how communi-
ties are built and maintained in the Men’s Rights movement’s 
online spaces. The central grievances raised by Men’s Rights 
activists emphasize reactions of anger and disgust about the 
perceived domination of feminism in political and social life 
(Kimmel, 2013). Men’s rights groups often emphasize argu-
ments using the language of there being a “backlash” against 
men (Kimmel, 2013). Backlash, in this context, generally 
refers to views that feminism has gone too far and that men 
are now experiencing reverse discrimination (Coston & 
Kimmel, 2012; Jordan, 2016).

Notably, this worldview conflicts sharply with earlier 
waves of men’s mobilization that instead emphasized per-
sonal change and the nature of masculinity itself (Bonnett, 
1996; Fox, 2004; Magnuson, 2007; Messner, 2016). Men’s 
Rights activists have been more involved than other men’s 
movements in their push against the perceived influence of 
feminism in the public sphere, especially in social media and 
other online forums. The position adopted by many activists 
takes aim at what critics see as a feminist ideology which 
they associate with negative traits such as militancy, hardline 
views, and more generalized discrimination directed at men 
(Yeung, Kay, & Peach, 2014). People and ideas which are 
labeled as feminist become associated with these negative 
traits and develop more resistance to their discussion and 
implementation. In online spaces, the most extreme version 
of the backlash involves targeting feminists with violent 
rhetoric, including threats of violence, death, and rape.

Perhaps the quintessential example of such conduct is the 
Gamergate campaign. Gamergate began when several female 
game developers and media critics such as Zoë Quinn, 
Brianna Wu, and Anita Sarkeesian were accused of creating 
unethical collusion between journalists and feminists to force 
progressive feminism onto the gaming industry (Chess & 
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Shaw, 2015). The women, whose personal and contact infor-
mation was widely shared online, were then targeted with 
rape threats and death threats. Alongside the main Gamergate 
campaign, Men’s Rights groups also targeted advertisers and 
sought to influence the 2015 Hugo awards for science fiction 
and fantasy writing due to perceived bias against men. Men’s 
rights activists during these events showed hostilities toward 
any form of feminist ideology and a pronounced distrust in 
academic research on the topic.

Data and Methods

Our main source of data for this study is posts on /r/
MensRights, a large, active Men’s Rights community on 
Reddit, one of the most popular websites in the world.1 
Surveys have found that Reddit is used by more than 6% of 
all American Internet users, including 15% of men aged 18–
29 years (Duggan & Smith, 2013). Reddit provides a plat-
form for sharing, rating, and discussing news or other content 
in topic-specific forums known as subreddits like /r/
MensRights. In these subreddits, a user may post topically 
appropriate original text or link to other online content such 
as images, videos, or news articles which can then be voted 
up or down by other users and commented upon (Singer, 
Flöck, Meinhart, Zeitfogel, & Strohmaier, 2014; Stoddard, 
2015). The commenting system allows users to reply to posts 
and to other comments. Reddit uses a system of upvotes and 
downvotes for posts and for comments which influences the 
position of the posts on Reddit and hence the visibility of the 
content for users. Participants create profiles detailing their 
karma scores, which are based on upvotes for prior posting 
and commenting activity.

The volume of activity present on the Men’s Rights subred-
dit is indicative that it serves as a central organizing hub for the 
movement, consistent with other research (Ging, 2017). At the 
beginning of our data collection, /r/MensRights had 87,140 
subscribers, which grew by 72% to 150,141 subscribers by the 
end of May, 2017. Based on subscriber numbers, /r/MensRights 
ranked between the 500 and 600 most active Reddit communi-
ties over our study period.2 Overall, this database provides 
valuable insight about the Men’s Rights movement online due 
to the combination of /r/MensRights’ popularity within Reddit 
and its high level of activity.

We collected 70,580 posts on /r/MensRights between 19 
February 2014 and 31 May 2017, which represents an 
exhaustive enumeration of all contributed content during our 
analytic period. We collected data using a computer program 
we built to query Reddit’s Application Programming 
Interface (API) and automate the extraction of up to 1,000 of 
the most recent posts per day, along with all comments, 
upvotes, downvotes, and other information for each post. 
The limitation of only the most recent 1,000 posts did not 
influence the comprehensiveness of our data. On an average 
day, about 57 posts were added to /r/MensRights, and no 
more than 129 were contributed in a single 24-hr period 

during data collection. We ran our computer program every 
24-hr and databased all unique posts, comments, and meta-
data for analysis. Our analysis of posts concentrates on the 
text of each contribution. For comparability, we omitted any 
discussion captured in the self-post (if any) for each contri-
bution and do not use any content from the comments (if 
any) reacting to the post.

Variables

We use two dependent variables in our analysis: one of which 
reflects fully anonymous participation in /r/MensRights and 
the second capturing quasi-anonymous participation. The 
first is a count of the number of upvotes received by each 
post.3 We use this variable to capture how /r/MensRights 
community members both built and enforced its social 
norms. Patterns of upvoting are a rough measure of commu-
nity reception, with three caveats. First, /r/MensRights 
allows any Reddit account to upvote posts. As a result, posts 
that are highly upvoted reflect the preferences of the accounts 
voting on that specific topic. Some of these members may be 
active participants in /r/MensRights, while others may 
engage with the subreddit completely anonymously. Second, 
an important limitation to this variable is that Reddit adds 
“fuzzing” to vote counts to deter bots that programmatically 
vote on content. As a result, there is some level of measure-
ment error on this variable. This is unavoidable given the 
limitations of the Reddit API. Despite this substantial limita-
tion, several prior studies have analyzed upvotes (e.g., Liang, 
2017; Weninger, 2014; Weninger, Johnston, & Glenski, 
2015), and it is important to emphasize that the specific 
amount of vote fuzzing is relatively small and is applied to 
all Reddit posts.4 Even though upvotes are not a fully objec-
tive measure, posts with a high number of upvotes do suggest 
broader support by accounts participating in /r/MensRights. 
The third limitation is that on 6 December 2016, Reddit 
altered how upvotes were displayed to both users and devel-
opers both historically and continuing forward. As a result, 
the more recent posts in our sample may have higher upvote 
counts stemming from the changes to the vote tabulation sys-
tem. We use an indicator variable to control for this shift in 
our statistical analysis, described further in the following.5

Our second dependent variable is the number of comments 
received by each post. Since each comment is linked to a spe-
cific user account, making them quasi-anonymous forms of 
participation, we expect that the factors predicting variation in 
commentary will differ from upvotes. Overall, analyzing the 
number of comments provides a complementary way to mea-
sure community norms, as it provides insight about the type of 
posts that elicit higher levels of direct engagement by other 
participants in the /r/MensRights community.

Our independent variables are organized in four substan-
tive groups. First, we build a polytomous variable of the 
major topic of each post using LDA. LDA allows researchers 
to automatically code the content of textual documents into a 
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specified number of latent topics (Blei, Ng, Jordan, & 
Lafferty, 2003). Within an LDA model, each document con-
tains a mixture of themes or topics reflected by the relation-
ship between words used in and among the documents which 
illustrate the authors’ intended meaning (DiMaggio, Nag, & 
Blei, 2013). We selected a specification with seven topics 
based on a comparison of the substantive results for models 
containing between 2 and 20 topics in combination with 
quantitative summaries of model fit, following the steps in 
Nikita (2016).6 The seven topics, discussed in more detail in 
the following, focus on issues of feminism, rape and sexual 
assault, gender inequality, domestic violence, family issues, 
information sharing, and romantic relationships.

The second group uses four variables to account for the 
community dynamics of /r/MensRights. The first two mea-
sures emphasize the patterns of prior attention and commu-
nity reception to the main topic of each post. We calculated 
the prior number of other posts with the same topic, based on 
our LDA, for a 7-day period. We used a similar technique to 
sum the total number of upvotes on the post’s topic for the 
prior 7 days. The third and fourth variables focus directly on 
how each post’s author engaged with /r/MensRights and how 
the community reacts to their contributions. Here, we 
summed the total number of upvotes (if any) for the post 
creator and also summed the total number of posts contrib-
uted by each user for the prior 7 days. We compared the 
results using several different lag periods, and the statistical 
estimates were substantively equivalent to the tables dis-
cussed in the following.

Third, we used two variables to control for emotional 
expression. Themes of anger and disgust are core frames 
used by the contemporary Men’s Rights movement (Kimmel, 
2013). We built a variable for expressions of both emotions 
in using the words in each post we analyze. To operationalize 
these emotions, we draw on the NRC Word-Emotion 
Association Lexicon (Mohammad & Turney, 2013)—a 
cross-validated list of words associated with specific emo-
tions—to cross-reference each word in a post title with the 
NRC items for anger and disgust. Specifically, if a post con-
tains the set of words T and a second set of words captures 
expressions of anger, A, then the size of T A∩  points to an 
angrier tone. We calculated the intersection of the words in 
each post and the sets of words for anger, ultimately return-
ing a score for the extent to which each post contained tokens 
for anger. Values of 0 denote an absence of words tagged in 
the NRC as angry, with the score growing as the overlap 
between the words of each post and the set of angry key-
words increases. A similar process was repeated for words 
tagged as expressions of outrage in the NRC.

Last, we use a single-control variable to capture changes 
to the calculation of upvotes. As noted above, on 6 December 
2016, changes to Reddit increased upvote counts. To account 
for this, we use an indicator measuring whether (= 1) or not 
(= 0) the post was contributed after the changes to the upvote 
calculator was rolled out.

Analytic Strategy

We use a two-pronged approach in our analysis. First, as 
noted above, we use LDA to measure the major topics or 
grievances raised in /r/MensRights. This allows us to induc-
tively analyze how the rank-and-file of the Men’s Rights 
community frames issues. Second, we use negative binomial 
regression analysis to assess community reactions to /r/
MensRights posts, based on the number of upvotes and the 
number of comments in response to a post. Both variables 
are highly overdispersed, meaning their conditional variance 
is significantly larger than their conditional mean, making 
negative binomial regression an appropriate analytic choice 
over other types of count models (Hilbe, 2011).

Results

Table 1 summarizes our LDA analysis, proving the names, 
interpretation, representative keywords, and relative fre-
quency of each topic. We present results for a seven-topic 
model specification based on a comparison of its substantive 
fit as well as its empirical support using model fit statistics. 
The keywords were selected from the lists of the words most 
predictive of specific topics.

The first topic emphasizes rape and sexual assault, which 
was the major grievance in over 21% of posts on /r/
MensRights. Posts coded with this topic often emphasize a 
perceived one-sidedness in public and societal discourse 
about rape, which was generally viewed as sharply discrimi-
nating against men. Second, 17.46% of posts were designed 
to share information within the Men’s Rights community. 
Here, participants in /r/MensRights would link to informa-
tion often written by other Men’s Rights organizations and 
activists. Some of these posts also linked to examples in the 
popular press which were used to provide evidence of dis-
crimination against men. Our third topic, gender inequality, 
was a relatively broad category of posts where participants 
on /r/MensRights provided anecdotal descriptions of dis-
crimination, often as a result of their participation in the 
Men’s Rights movement. It was also routine for these posts 
to argue that women were social privilege, while men were 
not. Feminism is the fourth topic, which captured posts 
where some element of feminism was the central focus; often 
users emphasized the role of the feminist movement to create 
social inequality at the expense of men. Importantly, though 
the feminism topic was the focal claim in 15.73% of posts, it 
permeated much of the discussion online.7 The fifth and sixth 
topics are based on issues of domestic violence and family 
issues, respectively, appearing in 11.08% and 10.18% of 
posts. The major point of contention across these two topics 
was similar, as it focused on legal discrimination, even 
though they targeted different social institutions. Specifically, 
these posts raised examples of domestic violence directed at 
men, while the family court system discriminated against 
men during divorce and child custody cases. In both cases, 
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many users emphasized the lack of legal recourse available 
to men. Finally, the seventh topic focused on relationships, 
representing 8.39% of posts. While some of these cases 
emphasized strategies to avoid false accusations of sexual 
assault, another common theme was discussions of how to 
engage with women romantically. This is likely in part due to 
the overlap between some Men’s Rights activists and the 
pickup artist community (Banet-Weiser & Miltner, 2016).

A more synthetic analysis of the topics points to two gen-
eral themes about how issues were framed on /r/MensRights. 
First, a central theme cutting across nearly all of the subred-
dit discourse is that feminism and feminist policies permeate 
and dominate social institutions, consistent with an anti-fem-
inist perspective. Second, while participants sometimes 
pointed to more latent forms of discrimination, the bulk of 
attention focused on what was described as active discrimi-
nation designed to disempower, oppress, and marginalize not 
only Men’s Rights activists, but men more broadly. Taken 
together, we suggest that these themes comprise the core axi-
oms adopted by /r/MensRights users.

We now turn to our analysis of the factors influencing com-
munity reactions to specific posts. We begin by examining 
baseline differences in upvotes and comments across our seven 
topics. Figure 1 summarizes the mean and 95% confidence 
interval (CI) for each of the topics in our LDA for both the 
number of upvotes and the number of comments. Posts on /r/
MensRights had an average of 83.44 upvotes and 20.13 com-
ments. These results point to a contrast between the topics that 
/r/MensRights users upvote and discuss. Posts discussing rape 
and sexual assault, for instance, have an average of 110 upvotes 
(95% CI = [102.84, 117.06]), making it the most upvoted topic, 
yet rank fifth when it comes to the number of comments 

(M = 19.66; 95% CI = [8.84, 20.48]). Posts discussing relation-
ships are in the middle of the distribution for upvotes with a 
mean of 81.18 (95% CI = [70.94, 91.41]). However, these posts 
tend to receive the highest level of discussion and commentary 
on /r/MensRights (M = 27.52; 95% CI = [25.99, 29.05]). Similar 
comments apply to discussions of gender inequality, which 
have lower levels of upvotes with more extensive discussion 
among the /r/MensRights users.

More broadly, Figure 1 indicates that the participants in /r/
MensRights are selective in how they engage with the content 
on the subreddit, in that the issues that are heavily upvoted dif-
fer from the comments that users actually discuss. We suggest 
that this occurs because upvotes are used as a form of anony-
mous boundary maintenance while commentary is quasi-
anonymous, which may filter out more visitors to /r/
MensRights since comments are linked to specific user 
accounts. As well, research on Reddit more generally has indi-
cated that many users upvote or downvote posts without read-
ing them (Glenski, Pennycuff, & Weninger, 2017), suggesting 
that the patterns described above are at least in part immediate 
reactions by /r/MensRights community members.

We now turn to our regression analysis to examine patterns 
of upvotes and commenting. Table 2 provides the coefficients 
and standard errors of the negative binomial regression model 
for each of our dependent variables. The first set of estimates, 
which capture the major topic of each post, points to different 
patterns of engagement for upvotes and commenting. Holding 
other variables constant, posts emphasizing issues of femi-
nism and family issues are statistically equivalent to the refer-
ence category, posts about relationships, when it comes to 
upvotes (p > .05 for both variables). Posts about rape and sex-
ual assault receive more upvotes relative to posts about 

Table 1.  Topics of Conversation in /r/MensRights Posts, 19 February 2014 to 30 June 2017.

Topic name Interpretation Representative keywords Sample (%)

Rape and sexual assault Perceived discrimination against men for cases of rape 
and sexual assault, particularly on college campuses

Rape, woman, sexual, sex, man, 
accused, false, student

21.35

Information sharing Links to resources having to do with the Men’s Rights 
movement or cases of perceived discrimination against 
men or boys

Feminist, men, video, article, 
news, media, watch, show, 
YouTube, news

17.46

Gender inequality Men as the victims of systematic discrimination by 
feminists, disputing the wage gap or that men have social 
privilege

Men, women, equality, society, 
White, gap, privilege, power, less, 
different

15.8

Feminism The dominance of feminism in popular culture, feminist 
attacks on equality, feminist backlash against the Men’s 
Rights movement

People, feminist, right, movement, 
feminism, issue, discuss, think, 
justice

15.73

Domestic violence Men as survivors of domestic violence, a failure of equal 
protection for men and boys from abuse under the law

Violence, men, victim, domestic, 
boy, law, abuse, discrimination, 
suicide, protect

11.08

Family issues Perceived discrimination in family law against men in 
cases of child or spousal support or visitation

Child, support, father, work, pay, 
mother, court, kid, time, help

10.18

Relationships Negotiating romantic relationships, tactics and strategies 
for “picking up” women

Get, like, know, guy, say, want, 
girl, call, friend, tell, feel

8.39

Note. Keywords were unstemmed for clarity. Total sample size is 70,580.
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relationships (p < .001). Finally, posts about gender inequality, 
domestic violence, and information sharing each receive fewer 
upvotes (p < .05), again relative to the reference category. 
Turning to our model predicting comments, we see a stark dif-
ference in the pattern of regression coefficients. As before, we 
use posts about relationships as our reference category, and 
here, our model indicates that participants on /r/MensRights 
discuss relationships more than any other topic (p < .001 for all 
comparisons). Though the magnitude of the differences varies, 
the sign of each coefficient is consistent.

Overall, these estimates point toward specificity in bound-
ary maintenance practices on /r/MensRights. The estimates for 
the topics of posts in Table 2 indicate that users react differ-
ently to content when upvoting or engaging in conversations, 
even after controlling for other variables. Posts about relation-
ships tend to elicit more discussion, while patterns of upvoting 
are more variable. We suggest that the differences observed 
reflect the different type of boundary maintenance that occurs 
on /r/MensRights. Since upvoting is anonymous on Reddit, 
participants in the community may be willing to signal agree-
ment with more controversial topics such as rape and sexual 
assault. In contrast, commenting is quasi-anonymous, and as a 
result, participants in /r/MensRights may be more selective in 
the discussions that they engage in. Finally, upvoting requires 
little effort on Reddit, which may itself explain part of the dif-
ferent patterns in community responses. Here, users may rap-
idly upvote posts that are attention grabbing while scrolling 
through other content without other engagement.

The variables measuring community dynamics suggest 
important differences about how prior content on /r/
MensRights influences community reactions to posts. There 
are clear cycles of attention to specific topics on Reddit, as 

shown by the positive coefficients for the prior upvotes on 
topics in the models for both upvotes and commentary 
(p < .05 for both models). This is offset by the coefficients for 
prior posts on topics, which decreased upvotes by a logged 
count of .044 (p < .001) and decreased comments by a logged 
count of .01 (p < .05). Our results indicate that user accounts 
that are active in /r/MensRights are more heavily upvoted, 
though this is tempered by the negative coefficient for the 
number of posts linked to a specific account, which results in 
significantly less upvotes and comments.

This pattern of results suggests that the more active users 
on /r/MensRights receive the most attention, especially when 
they post on a topic that is inside a cycle of community atten-
tion. Although there are clear penalties for flooding the sub-
reddit with content, which may be a community reaction to 
penalize derivative posts, prominent users of /r/MensRights 
may play a disproportionate role in shaping the larger pat-
terns of discourse on the subreddit. Such users are also likely 
to contribute content already consistent with the core com-
munity beliefs on /r/MensRights, which highlights the 
importance of the echo-chamber effect in shaping the tone 
and topical content of contributions to the subreddit.

The third group of variables measures how anger and dis-
gust in the text of a post influence community reactions. 
Angrier posts are more heavily upvoted but receive fewer 
comments (p < .001 for both coefficients), while posts with 
more words articulating disgust received more upvotes and 
comments (p < .001 for both models). The point estimates for 
the coefficients for disgust are also larger compared to the 
estimates for anger. These results indicate that on /r/
MensRights, community members react in a way that 
increases the visibility of anger and disgust, consistent with 

Figure 1.  Means and 95% confidence intervals for dependent variables by topic (n = 70,580).
Note. Mean differences are statistically significant for upvotes and posts (p < .001).
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Kimmel’s (2013) description of the contemporary Men’s 
Rights movement. Our data do not provide any specific 
information about why there are contrasting patterns of com-
menting across our measures of anger and upvoting. One 
possible explanation is that users may react more quickly to 
posts that are angrier, even without reading the underlying 
content. This is consistent with other research on how users 
engage with the Reddit platform (Glenski et al., 2017).

Finally, our control variable capturing changes to the 
upvote system on Reddit is positive, as excepted (p < .001). 
Posts contributed after 6 December 2016 also receive more 
comments. It is difficult to determine why this is the case 
directly, as the count of upvotes did not change. One possible 
reason for this finding is that changes to the upvoting system 
may have pushed more content from /r/MensRights to a 

more prominent position in /r/all, a subreddit capturing all 
highly upvoted content across Reddit. If true, the more exten-
sive discussion could arise from more Reddit users viewing 
the content.

Discussion and Conclusion

This study examined /r/MensRights, a large community of 
Men’s Rights activists on Reddit. The manosphere is a cen-
tral area of organization, community-making, and mobiliza-
tion for the contemporary men’s movement (Hodapp, 2017), 
yet few studies have examine grievance articulation in online 
spaces, nor how activists engage in boundary maintenance in 
online communities based on their reaction to such content. 
Drawing on literature examining online social movement 

Table 2.  Negative Binomial Regression of the Factors Influencing the Number of Upvotes and Comments on /r/MensRights, 19 
February 2014 to 30 June 2017.

Number of upvotes Number of comments

Topic of post
  Feminism −0.037 −0.093***

(0.026) (0.024)
  Rape and sexual assault 0.229*** −0.329***

(0.028) (0.025)
  Gender inequality −0.111*** −0.280***

(0.026) (0.024)
  Domestic violence −0.169*** −0.605***

(0.028) (0.025)
  Family issues −0.043 −0.319***

(0.028) (0.026)
  Information sharing −0.162*** −0.433***

(0.027) (0.024)
Community dynamics
  Prior upvotes on topic 0.044*** 0.010*

(0.006) (0.005)
  Number of prior posts on topic −0.013*** −0.004**

(0.002) (0.001)
  Prior upvotes for creator 0.025*** −0.004

(0.003) (0.003)
  Number of prior posts for creator −0.020*** −0.024***

(0.001) (0.001)
Emotional expressions
  Anger 0.051*** −0.033***

(0.010) (0.009)
  Disgust 0.154*** 0.168***

(0.013) (0.012)
Timing of post
  After upvote calculation change 0.792*** 0.193***

(0.017) (0.016)
  Intercept 4.040*** 3.267***

(0.034) (0.031)
  Dispersion parameter 0.397*** 0.483***

Note. n = 70,580. Reference category for topic variables is posts about relationships.
*p < .05; **p < .01; ***p < .001 (two-tailed tests).
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communities (Baym & boyd, 2012; Caren et al., 2012; Koster 
& Houtman, 2008), we argued that the Men’s Rights com-
munity on Reddit provides an ideal digital space to examine 
the movement. The mechanics of Reddit provide an objec-
tive snapshot not only of what Men’s Rights community 
members post about on the platform, but also important 
information about both anonymous and quasi-anonymous 
reactions by others involved in the subreddit. These reac-
tions, we suggest, provide empirical evidence of how com-
munity norms are created and sustained on Reddit. Using the 
concept of online echo chambers, we argued that a core set of 
grievances exist on /r/MensRights, which are taken as axi-
omatic by community members.

To empirically examine grievance articulation and boundary 
maintenance on /r/MensRights, we built a unique database of 
70,580 threads posted over several years, representing an 
exhaustive depiction of activity on the subreddit. Using a com-
bination of LDA analysis and negative binomial regression, we 
demonstrate the discussions on Men’s Rights focus on phenom-
ena rooted in a combination of postfeminism and anti-feminism, 
though particularly the latter, that emphasize discrimination 
against men, particularly stemming from rape and sexual 
assault, domestic violence, family court, and other major social 
institutions. Community members regularly emphasize the role 
of feminism in creating and maintaining these inequalities, a 
widely held belief expressed repeatedly on /r/MensRights.

The regression analysis indicates that the anonymous 
upvote system used across Reddit resulted in strong contrasts 
to how participants in /r/MensRights engaged with posted 
content, relative to the quasi-anonymous commenting sys-
tem. As well, posts that were angrier or displayed high levels 
of disgust were upvoted more heavily, consistent with the 
work by Kimmel’s (2013) research. Some of the community 
responses of posts appears to be reactive, such as upvoting 
only specific types of content, while patterns of commenting 
appear to be more strongly shaped by the substantive content 
of the post. For example, discussions of relationships 
received the most comments, which may be in part due to the 
overlap between Men’s Rights activists and the pickup artist 
community (Banet-Weiser & Miltner, 2016).

Overall, our results indicate that there is an identifiable set 
of community norms on /r/MensRights. Users who contribute 
content that are consistent with these norms receive a warmer 
community reception, whether that is more upvotes or more 
sustained discussion. This ultimately creates an echo-cham-
ber effect on the subreddit, which may be further enhanced by 
the increases in upvotes the most active users in the commu-
nity receive.

Our regression analysis examined two forms of boundary 
maintenance: anonymous upvotes and quasi-anonymous com-
mentary. The pattern of results differs across the regression mod-
els for each variable, which is linked to how users publicize their 
digital identities. Certain topics received more upvotes, but less 
discussion, indicating that many participants in /r/MensRights 
are reacting to the topic and valence of the post, which further 

confirms research indicating that many Reddit users vote on 
posts that they have not read (Glenski et al., 2017). Importantly, 
the emphasis on emotions like anger and disgust may require 
new community members to rapidly absorb the main grievances 
of the movement uncritically. This finding has significant impli-
cations for research on effects of online communities more gen-
erally. Research indicates that online communities can promote 
the adoption of extremist views (Wojcieszak, 2009, 2010). While 
the tone and tenor of content posted on /r/MensRights was rela-
tively consistent over time, and we emphasize that we saw little 
evidence of such radicalization on the subreddit, this may not be 
the case for other social movements on both the political left and 
right that have embraced online technologies as tools to attract 
new supporters. Future research, therefore, would do well to 
trace the development of grievances in online spaces to better 
understand such processes.
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Notes

1.	 According to web analytics firm Alexa, Reddit is the eighth 
most popular website in the world and the fourth most popular 
in the United States. See: https://www.alexa.com/siteinfo/red-
dit.com (Accessed 8/23/2017).

2.	 The ranking estimates are based on daily data on the sub-
reddit’s popularity available at: http://redditmetrics.com/r/
MensRights (Accessed 8/23/2017).

3.	 Since we collected posts every 24-hr period, there was some 
degree of variability in the upvotes. To standardize all content, 
we analyze values based on when the post was archived by 
Reddit, which locks the post to further upvoting, downvoting, 
and commentary. We used a similar approach to analyze the 
number of comments.

4.	 See the discussion by a Reddit engineer at: https://www.reddit.
com/r/announcements/comments/5gvd6b/scores_on_posts_
are_about_to_start_going_up/davcgta/ (accessed 9/2/2018).

5.	 To further investigate the potential impact of measurement 
error on upvote counts, we used two additional approaches. 
First, we used quantile regression to examine patterns at the 
5th, 25th, 50th, 75th, and 95th quantiles of our variable mea-
suring upvotes, which emphasizes the relative rank of each 
post rather than its precise number of upvotes. Second, we 
compared the estimates in Table 2 to a separate negative bino-
mial regression model that omitted all posts with more than 
2,000 upvotes. In both cases, the results were comparable to 
the model estimates provided in Table 2.

6.	 Specifically, we used the quantitative summaries described 
by Nikita (2016) to identify the top five model specifications 

https://www.alexa.com/siteinfo/reddit.com
https://www.alexa.com/siteinfo/reddit.com
http://redditmetrics.com/r/MensRights
http://redditmetrics.com/r/MensRights
https://www.reddit.com/r/announcements/comments/5gvd6b/scores_on_posts_are_about_to_start_going_up/davcgta/
https://www.reddit.com/r/announcements/comments/5gvd6b/scores_on_posts_are_about_to_start_going_up/davcgta/
https://www.reddit.com/r/announcements/comments/5gvd6b/scores_on_posts_are_about_to_start_going_up/davcgta/
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based on statistical fit. From there, we manually reviewed each 
to the models in detail to assess the substantive coherence of 
the topics produced by each. The seven-topic specification we 
use in our analysis was the result of this process.

7.	 The string “feminis*,” for example, appeared in more than 48% 
of posts when the post text and comments were considered.

ORCID iD

Patrick Rafail  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8822-4900

References

Banet-Weiser, S., & Miltner, K. M. (2016). #MasculinitySoFragile: 
Culture, structure, and networked misogyny. Feminist Media 
Studies, 16, 171–174. doi:10.1080/14680777.2016.1120490

Bartkowski, J. P. (2000). Breaking walls, raising fences: Masculinity, 
intimacy, and accountability among the promise keepers. 
Sociology of Religion, 61, 33–53. doi:10.2307/3712089

Baym, N. K. (2007). The new shape of online community: The 
example of Swedish independent music fandom. First 
Monday, 12. Retrieved from https://firstmonday.org/article/
view/1978/1853

Baym, N. K., & boyd, d. (2012). Socially mediated publicness: An 
introduction. Journal of Broadcasting & Electronic Media, 56, 
320–329. doi:10.1080/08838151.2012.705200

Bennett, W. L. (2012). The personalization of politics: Political 
identity, social media, and changing patterns of participation. 
The ANNALS of the American Academy of Political and Social 
Science, 644, 20–39. doi:10.1177/0002716212451428

Bennett, W. L., & Segerberg, A. (2013). The logic of connective 
action: Digital media and the personalization of contentious 
politics. New York, NY: Cambridge University Press.

Bergstrom, K. (2011). “Don’t feed the troll”: Shutting down debate 
about community expectations on Reddit.Com. First Monday, 16. 
Retrieved from https://firstmonday.org/article/view/3498/3029

Blei, D. M., Ng, A. Y., Jordan, M. I., & Lafferty, J. (2003). Latent 
Dirichlet allocation. Journal of Machine Learning Research, 
3, 993–1022.

Bonnett, A. (1996). The new primitives: Identity, landscape and 
cultural appropriation in the mythopoetic men’s movement. 
Antipode, 28, 273–291. doi:10.1111/j.1467-8330.1996.tb00463.x

Caren, N., Jowers, K., & Gaby, S. (2012). A social movement 
online community: Stormfront and the white nationalist move-
ment. Research in Social Movements, Conflict, and Change, 
33, 163–193. doi:10.1108/S0163-786X(2012)0000033010

Chess, S., & Shaw, A. (2015). A conspiracy of fishes, or, how 
we learned to stop worrying about #GamerGate and embrace 
hegemonic masculinity. Journal of Broadcasting & Electronic 
Media, 59, 208–220. doi:10.1080/08838151.2014.999917

Colleoni, E., Rozza, A., & Arvidsson, A. (2014). Echo chamber 
or public sphere? Predicting political orientation and measur-
ing political homophily in Twitter using big data. Journal of 
Communication, 64, 317–332.

Coston, B. M., & Kimmel, M. (2012). White men as the new vic-
tims: Reverse discrimination cases and the men’s rights move-
ment. Nevada Law Journal, 13, 368–385.

DiMaggio, P., Nag, M., & Blei, D. (2013). Exploiting affinities 
between topic modeling and the sociological perspective on cul-
ture: Application to newspaper coverage of U.S. government arts 
funding. Poetics, 41, 570–606. doi:10.1016/j.poetic.2013.08.004

Duggan, M., & Smith, A. (2013). 6% of online adults are Reddit 
users. Washington, DC: Pew Research Center.

Earl, J. (2006). Pursuing social change online the use of four protest 
tactics on the internet. Social Science Computer Review, 24, 
362–377. doi:10.1177/0894439305284627

Earl, J., & Kimport, K. (2011). Digitally enabled social change: 
Activism in the internet age. Cambridge, MA: The MIT 
Press.

Farrell, J. (2015). Politics: Echo chambers and false certainty. Nature 
Climate Change, 5, 719–720. doi:10.1038/nclimate2732

Fox, J. (2004). How men’s movement participants view each other. 
The Journal of Men’s Studies, 12, 103–118. doi:10.3149/jms. 
1202.103

Ganzer, M. (2014). In bed with the trolls. Feminist Media Studies, 
14, 1098–1100. doi:10.1080/14680777.2014.975441

Gilbert, E., Bergstrom, T., & Karahalios, K. (2009). Blogs are echo 
chambers: Blogs are echo chambers. In 2009 42nd Hawaii 
International Conference on System Sciences (pp. 1–10). New 
York, NY: IEEE. doi:10.1109/HICSS.2009.91

Gill, R. (2007). Postfeminist media culture: Elements of a sensibil-
ity. European Journal of Cultural Studies, 10, 147–166.

Ging, D. (2017). Alphas, Betas, and Incels: Theorizing the mascu-
linities of the manosphere. Men and Masculinities. Advance 
online publication. doi:10.1177/1097184X17706401

Gitlin, T. (1980). The whole world is watching: Mass media in the 
making and unmaking of the new left. Berkeley: University of 
California Press.

Glenski, M., Pennycuff, C., & Weninger, T. (2017). Consumers 
and curators: Browsing and voting patterns on Reddit. IEEE 
Transactions on Computational Social Systems, 4, 196–206. 
doi:10.1109/TCSS.2017.2742242

Golding, P. (2000). Forthcoming features: Information and com-
munications technologies and the sociology of the future. 
Sociology, 34, 165–184. doi:10.1177/S0038038500000110

Herring, S., Job-Sluder, K., Scheckler, R., & Barab, S. (2002). 
Searching for safety online: Managing “trolling” in a 
feminist forum. The Information Society, 18, 371–384. 
doi:10.1080/01972240290108186

Hilbe, J. M. (2011). Negative binomial regression (2nd ed.). New 
York, NY: Cambridge University Press.

Hodapp, C. (2017). Men’s rights, gender, and social media. New 
York, NY: Rowman & Littlefield.

Jamieson, K. H., & Cappella, J. N. (2008). Echo chamber: Rush 
Limbaugh and the conservative media establishment. Oxford, 
UK: Oxford University Press.

Jasny, L., Waggle, J., & Fisher, D. R. (2015). An empirical exami-
nation of echo chambers in US climate policy networks. Nature 
Climate Change, 5, 782–786.

Jordan, A. (2016). Conceptualizing backlash: (UK) men’s rights 
groups, anti-feminism, and postfeminism. Canadian Journal 
of Women and the Law, 28, 18–44. doi:10.3138/cjwl.28.1.18

Kimmel, M. (2013). Angry white men: American masculinity at the 
end of an era. New York, NY: Nation Books.

Koster, W. D., & Houtman, D. (2008). ‘Stormfront is like a second 
home to me’: On virtual community formation by right-wing 
extremists. Information, Communication & Society, 11, 1155–
1176. doi:10.1080/13691180802266665

Lamont, M., & Molnár, V. (2002). The study of boundaries in the 
social sciences. Annual Review of Sociology, 28, 167–195. 
doi:10.1146/annurev.soc.28.110601.141107

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8822-4900
https://firstmonday.org/article/view/1978/1853
https://firstmonday.org/article/view/1978/1853
https://firstmonday.org/article/view/3498/3029


Rafail and Freitas	 11

Leavitt, A. (2015). “This is a throwaway account”: Temporary 
technical identities and perceptions of anonymity in a mas-
sive online community. In Proceedings of the 18th ACM 
Conference on Computer Supported Cooperative Work & 
Social Computing (pp. 317–327). New York, NY: ACM. 
doi:10.1145/2675133.2675175

Liang, Y. (2017). Knowledge sharing in online discussion threads: 
What predicts the ratings? In Proceedings of the 2017 ACM 
Conference on Computer Supported Cooperative Work and 
Social Computing (pp. 146–154). New York, NY: ACM. 
doi:10.1145/2998181.2998217.

Magnuson, E. (2007). Creating culture in the mythopoetic men’s 
movement: An ethnographic study of micro-level leadership 
and socialization. The Journal of Men’s Studies, 15, 31–56. 
doi:10.3149/jms.1501.31

Magnuson, E. (2008). Rejecting the American dream: Men creating 
alternative life goals. Journal of Contemporary Ethnography, 
37, 255–290.

Massanari, A. (2017). #Gamergate and The Fappening: How 
Reddit’s algorithm, governance, and culture support toxic tech-
nocultures. New Media & Society, 19, 329–346. doi:10.1177 
/1461444815608807

McRobbie, A. (2004). Post-feminism and popular culture. Feminist 
Media Studies, 4, 255–264.

Messner, M. A. (1998). The limits of “the male sex role”: An 
analysis of the men’s liberation and men’s rights movements’ 
discourse. Gender & Society, 12, 255–276. doi:10.1177 
/0891243298012003002

Messner, M. A. (2016). Forks in the road of men’s gender poli-
tics: Men’s rights vs feminist allies. International Journal for 
Crime, Justice and Social Democracy, 5, 6–20.

Mohammad, S. M., & Turney, P. D. (2013). Crowdsourcing a word-
emotion association lexicon. Computational Intelligence, 29, 
436–465.

Morin, D. T., & Flynn, M. A. (2014). We are the tea party! The use 
of Facebook as an online political forum for the construction 
and maintenance of in-group identification during the “GOTV” 
weekend. Communication Quarterly, 62, 115–133. doi:10.108
0/01463373.2013.861500

Nikita, M. (2016). ldatuning: Tuning of the latent Dirichlet allo-
cation models parameters. Retrieved from https://CRAN.R-
project.org/package=ldatuning

Polletta, F., & Jasper, J. M. (2001). Collective identity and social 
movements. Annual Review of Sociology, 27, 283–305.

Potts, L. (2013). Social media in disaster response how experience 
architects can build for participation. Hoboken, NJ: Taylor and 
Francis.

Potts, L., & Harrison, A. (2013). Interfaces as rhetorical construc-
tions: Reddit and 4chan During the Boston marathon bombings. 
In Proceedings of the 31st ACM International Conference on 
Design of Communication (pp. 143–150). New York, NY: ACM.

Santana, A. D. (2014). Virtuous or vitriolic: The effect of anonymity on 
civility in online newspaper reader comment boards. Journalism 
Practice, 8, 18–33. doi:10.1080/17512786.2013.813194

Singer, P., Flöck, F., Meinhart, C., Zeitfogel, E., & Strohmaier, M. 
(2014). Evolution of Reddit: From the front page of the inter-
net to a self-referential community? In Proceedings of the 23rd 
International Conference on World Wide Web (pp. 517–522). 
New York, NY: ACM. doi:10.1145/2567948.2576943

Smith, J., McCarthy, J. D., McPhail, C., & Augustyn, B. (2001). 
From protest to agenda building: Description bias in media 
coverage of protest events in Washington, D.C. Social Forces, 
79, 1397–1423. doi:10.1353/sof.2001.0053

Stoddard, G. (2015). Popularity and quality in social news aggrega-
tors: A study of Reddit and Hacker News. In Proceedings of the 
24th International Conference on World Wide Web (pp. 815–
818). New York, NY: ACM. doi:10.1145/2740908.2742470

Strange, M. (2011). “Act now and sign our joint statement!” What 
role do online global group petitions play in transnational 
movement networks? Media, Culture & Society, 33, 1236–
1253. doi:10.1177/0163443711422461

Suler, J. (2004). The online disinhibition effect. CyberPsychology 
& Behavior, 7, 321–326. doi:10.1089/1094931041291295

Tufekci, Z. (2017). Twitter and tear gas: The power and fragility 
of networked protest. New Haven, CT: Yale University Press.

van de Donk, W., Loader, B. D., Nixon, P. G., & Rucht, D. (2004). 
Cyberprotest: New media, citizens, and social movements. 
New York, NY: Routledge.

van der Nagel, E., & Frith, J. (2015). Anonymity, pseudonymity, and 
the agency of online identity: Examining the social practices of 
r/Gonewild. First Monday, 20. doi:10.5210/fm.v20i3.5615

Van Laer, J., & Van Aelst, P. (2010). Internet and social movement 
action repertoires. Information, Communication & Society, 13, 
1146–1171.

Wenger, E., White, N., & Smith, J. D. (2009). Digital habitats: 
Stewarding technology for communities. Portland, OR: CPsquare.

Weninger, T. (2014). An exploration of submissions and discus-
sions in social news: Mining collective intelligence of Reddit. 
Social Network Analysis and Mining, 4, 173. doi:10.1007/
s13278-014-0173-9

Weninger, T., Johnston, T. J., & Glenski, M. (2015). Random vot-
ing effects in social-digital spaces: A case study of Reddit post 
submissions. In Proceedings of the 26th ACM Conference on 
Hypertext & Social Media (pp. 293–297). New York, NY: 
ACM. doi:10.1145/2700171.2791054

Wojcieszak, M. (2009). “Carrying online participation offline”—
Mobilization by radical online groups and politically dis-
similar offline ties. Journal of Communication, 59, 564–586. 
doi:10.1111/j.1460-2466.2009.01436.x

Wojcieszak, M. (2010). ‘Don’t talk to me’: Effects of ideologi-
cally homogeneous online groups and politically dissimilar 
offline ties on extremism. New Media & Society, 12, 637–655. 
doi:10.1177/1461444809342775

Yeung, A. W. Y., Kay, A. C., & Peach, J. M. (2014). Anti-feminist 
backlash: The role of system justification in the rejection of 
feminism. Group Processes & Intergroup Relations, 17, 474–
484. doi:10.1177/1368430213514121

Author Biographies

Patrick Rafail (PhD Sociology, The Pennsylvania State University) 
is an associate professor in the Department of Sociology at Tulane 
University. His research interests include social movements, collec-
tive behavior, social control, and computational social science.

Isaac Freitas (MA Sociology, Colorado State University) is a Sociology 
Doctoral Candidate in the City, Culture, and Community interdisci-
plinary PhD program at Tulane University. His research interests 
focus on communication, media, disaster, and collective behavior.

https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=ldatuning
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=ldatuning



