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I come to Sex Roles: A Journal of Research as only its fifth
editor across its 41-year-old history, following Editors Katz
(1975–1990); Zalk (1991–2001); Chrisler (2002–2006), and
Frieze (2007–2015). Like most incoming editors, I want to
build on the scholarship and practices these past editors
have so expertly nurtured, as well as keep the journal at
the cutting edge of our fields. I come to this position with
my own track-record as the former editor of Psychology of
Women Quarterly (2010–2015). Although I certainly ac-
knowledge that where my term as editor of Sex Roles will
ultimately take me is necessarily unknown, at this
launching point I do have some (a) general directions and
(b) practiced and projected practices that I want to share
here with prospective contributors to the journal, including
authors and reviewers.

General Directions

Every journal succinctly lays out its aims and scope,
and these necessarily evolve across time and editors.
Mine, and those of my predecessors, say a lot about
our expectations regarding what is, and what is not,
within the domain of appropriate content for Sex Roles.
Let me start here with my own statement of Sex Roles’
aims and scope, and then go on to unpack it and

explain its evolution, intentions, and implications for
my editorial practices.

Sex Roles: A Journal of Research is a global, multidis-
ciplinary, scholarly, social and behavioral science
journal with a feminist perspective. It publishes original
research reports as well as original theoretical papers
and conceptual review articles that explore how gender
organizes people’s lives and their surrounding worlds,
including gender identities, belief systems, representa-
tions, interactions, relations, organizations, institutions,
and statuses. The range of topics covered is broad and
dynamic, including but not limited to the study of
gendered attitudes, stereotyping, and sexism; gendered
contexts, culture, and power; the intersections of gender
with race, class, sexual orientation, age, and other
statuses and identities; body image; violence; gender
(including masculinities) and feminist identities; human
sexuality; communication studies; work and organiza-
tions; gendered development across the life span or life
course; mental, physical, and reproductive health and
health care; sports; interpersonal relationships and
attraction; activism and social change; economic,
political, and legal inequities; and methodological
challenges and innovations in doing gender research.
The journal also publishes invited book reviews that
address gender-relevant topics.

The history of Sex Roles (see Chrisler 2010) reflects the
history of the study of gender since the 1970s. Its name itself
harkens to that time when scholars across the social and be-
havioral sciences were countering the dominant paradigm of
biological determinism with the functionalist approach prom-
ised by exploring Bsex roles,^ that is, the Bpractices and iden-
tities into which people are socialized^ (Pascoe and Bridges
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2016, p. 7; also see Carrigan et al. 1985). Editor Katz’s (1991)
final summary statement about the aims of scope of the journal
captures this emphasis: BSex Roles: A Journal of Research is a
forum for the publication of original research articles and the-
oretical manuscripts concerned with the basic processes un-
derlying gender-role socialization in children and its
consequences.^ Editor Chrisler (2010, p. 300) notes that the
name Sex Roles was chosen because Bit broadly encompassed
psychosocial aspects of people’s lives, personality, develop-
ment, and behavior.^ Certainly this then innovative approach
to thinking about sex roles over biological, dimorphic sex
propelled the field forward, with Sex Roles proving to be an
invaluable resource across a wide range of topics and across
social and behavioral science disciplines.

Starting with the contradiction inherent in the term Bsex
roles^ itself, which blends the biology of sex with the psycho-
social concept of roles (Unger 1979), sex roles theory grad-
ually was undermined more fundamentally throughout the
1980s (see Pascoe and Bridges 2016). This evolution in think-
ing made its way into editors’ aims and scope statements for
Sex Roles, with Editor Zalk (1991) focusing on Bthe underly-
ing processes and consequences of gender role socialization,
perceptions, and attitudes^ and Editors Chrisler (2002) and
Frieze (2015, p. 1) refining this call to Bgender role socializa-
tion, gendered perceptions and behaviors, and gender
stereotypes.^ This continual re-positioning of the aims and
scope of Sex Roles itself is testimony to one of the core under-
standings that helped unravel sex role theory, that is, that gender
is a product of social structures as well as participates in the
shaping of those structures (see Pascoe and Bridges 2016).
Thus gender is a complex, dynamic construct that changes
across time and is different across cultures (for example, see
Kimmel 2012).

As an editor, I owe it to potential authors and our peer
reviewers to take a stab at defining what scholarship is appro-
priate for Sex Roles, recognizing that the journal’s very name
is outdated (see Frieze and Chrisler 2011) whereas its contents
must continue to be up-to-date. My best attempt at this point in
time defines the journal’s purview as exploring Bhow gender
organizes people’s lives and their surrounding worlds, includ-
ing gender identities, belief systems, representations, interac-
tions, relations, organizations, institutions, and statuses.^ I
purposively want to capture both the individual and the struc-
tural in this definition, as well as span disciplines and levels of
analysis from the individual, mirco level through the meso,
interpersonal to the macro, societal levels. What I find truly
exciting with Sex Roles is the breath of the disciplinary per-
spectives it captures while always focusing in on understand-
ing gender and gendered contexts. This wide scope, along
with a coherent focal point, cuts across the many topical areas
that appear in its pages—a list that I compiled largely from the
papers that have appeared in the journal over the past few
years. I do recognize that this list is not exhaustive and that

it takes a snapshot of a point in time that will likely evolve
across the issues that will be published during my term, but it
does help define the journal’s contents to date.

My attempt to lay out the purview of the journal by focus-
ing on gender and gendered contexts brings with it several
understandings. First, because gender is a social construction,
it is culturally embedded and intersects with other identities
and social statuses. For these reasons, I, like my predecessors
(Frieze 2015; Frieze and Dittrich 2010), want to reach out
beyond the United States and other Bwestern^ countries to
have a global presence and to consistently make clear the
cultural context in which each project is embedded. I encour-
age authors to submit papers specifically focused on the
intersectionality of gender with other social statuses and iden-
tities (e.g., race, ethnicity, class, age, and sexuality), as well as
to be always upfront about the limitations of their sampling
and the implications of those limitations.

Second, because human lives are organized by gender,
studying gender is not synonymous with solely studying wom-
en and women’s lives (Pascoe and Bridges 2016). Gender is a
major means through which individuals’ identities, relation-
ships, power structures, privilege, and inequality are
reproduced, extending to all human beings and oftentimes
being played out in disparate ways within groups. For
example, as Pascoe and Bridges (2016) sagely point out, what
makes one a man is not a single form of masculinity but rather a
broad spectrum of masculinities with varying degrees of privi-
lege attached to them. As Editor Chrisler (2010, citing Cochran
2010) notes in her history of Sex Roles, founding Editor Katz’s
inclusion of men on her Editorial Board, an early classic article
on men’s roles (Pleck 1975), and of Bmasculinity^ as a sought-
out topic helped legitimate research in men’s studies.

Third, I contend that the simple documentation of sex or
gender differences is not appropriate for Sex Roles. Although
uncovering a gender difference may make a worthwhile contri-
bution to a topical journal (for example, by raising red flags
about the generalizability of an effect), papers published in a
journal like Sex Roles, which focuses specifically on understand-
ing gender and gendered contexts, need to do more than docu-
ment differences. For example, these papers can expose the
mechanisms that produce found differences by exploring medi-
ated models and/or qualify the contexts that magnify or mute
differences by examining moderated models. Additionally,
found differencesmight be fruitfully linked to different outcomes
for individuals based on their identities or contexts that help
reinforce and perpetuate gendered systems of social inequality.

Editor Katz in 1991 described Sex Roles as Bcross-disci-
plinary,^ specifically calling for Bpertinent investigations from
the areas of psychology, psychiatry, sociology, anthropology,
education, political science, and social work.^ Although an
Binterdisciplinary^ focus was encouraged by all subsequent
editors, Editor Chrisler’s (2010, p. 304) review acknowledges
that the four editors to date were psychologists (as am I) and
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that Bsubmissions written from a psychological perspective
have dominated the pages of Sex Roles. Other fields frequent-
ly represented in the journal are sociology and anthropology,
management, communications studies, human development
and family studies, and medicine/nursing.^ I specifically de-
fine Sex Roles’ aim and scope as Bmultidisciplinary,^ that is,
made up of multiple disciplines, and like Editor Katz have
reached out to my Editorial Board to back up this claim.

Furthermore, because Sex Roles is multidisciplinary, it is
necessarily multi-methodological, spanning quantitative (in-
cluding content analyses), qualitative, and mixed-methods
work. Although the most commonmethodologies represented
in Sex Roles include experiments, surveys, and interviews
(Chrisler 2010), its methodological breath has been wide-
ranging and has changed across time. My hope and projection
is that we will see more qualitative and mixed-methods work
published during my term as these approach grow in their
sophistication and are more widely adoption by contemporary
researchers. As always, the driving force behind any re-
searcher’s methodological choices should be to use the tools
best suited to effectively address their research question. Sim-
ilarly, the driving force behind any manuscript’s length should
be what is needed to fully report its contributions, methods,
and findings so that, although I do appreciate conciseness, I do
not plan to enforce one-size-fits-all page limits. And, although
reports of original research will continue to dominate in the
pages of Sex Roles, I also welcome Boriginal theoretical
papers^ that argue for exciting, new directions for research
and Bconceptual review articles^ that offer new, integrative
frameworks that bring together existing theory and research
programs. Thus the thread that I see running through all papers
published in Sex Roles is that they are scholarly, that is, they
work to move our understandings of gender and gender con-
texts forward.

This litmus test that a paper published in Sex Rolesworks to
advance a field of study helps define for me what I expect of
psychometric work. Although competent work that meets dis-
ciplinary psychometric standards is necessary, it is not in itself
sufficient to merit publication in Sex Roles—a journal focused
on understanding gender and gendered contexts, not measure-
ment per se. Rather a strong, clear case must be made for how
a new measure will help researchers better assess the complex
construct of gender (Moradi and Parent 2013) or advance an
area of study that has implications for people’s gendered lives.
These latter projections will be strengthened to the degree that
some preliminary empirical findings beyond the psychometric
development of the measure are offered.

Finally but not unimportantly, although all the editors of
Sex Roles identify/fied as feminists (Chrisler 2010), Editor
Chrisler (2002) was the first to explicitly refer to Sex Roles
as a Bjournal with a feminist perspective^ in her statement
about its aims and scope. This criterion recognizes the ubiq-
uity of values throughout our scholarship. It specifies that

those values are feminist, that is, if not actively pursuing, at
least not antithetical to, a social justice movement to end sexist
oppression (hooks 2000). Furthermore, I firmly believe that
by stating our feminist values upfront, we necessarily take on
added responsibilities to do high quality scholarship that is
well within the standards of our disciplines and to make that
research, as much as possible, of value to a wide range of
practitioners (including therapists/counselors, activists/social
policymakers, instructors, and organizational administrators)
as well as to students and the general public (Yoder 2015).

Practiced and Projected Practices

In my first issue as editor of Psychology of Women Quarterly
(PWQ), I laid out my expectations for papers submitted to a
feminist journal focused on psychology and women (Yoder
2010). In retrospect, this was a much easier task than what
now lies ahead of me with Sex Roles. More than ever, as a
social psychologist trained in psychology whose own work
has been confined to the United States and draws on limited
quantitative sophistication, I think my core challenge as editor
of Sex Roles will be to know what I do not know. Given the
general directions I outlined in the prior section, I want to
concentrate in this section on how I plan to realize the aims I
seek and handle the broad multi-methodological and multidis-
ciplinary scope they entail.

There are two practices that I followed at PWQ that I have
carried over to Sex Roles. First, I recruited three BConsultants
to the Editor^ who are methodological experts: Sharlene
Hesse-Biber (Sociology, Boston College), whose expertise
lies in qualitative research and mixed-methods designs, and
Cirleen DeBlaere (Education and Human Development,
Georgia State University) and Matthew Hesson-McInnis
(Psychology, Illinois State University), both of whom are
broadly versed in quantitative methodologies. Their input will
help insure the high methodological quality of the scholarship
we publish as well as lend some consistency across papers.
They explore some Bbest practices^ that they expect to find in
submissions in their editorials that follow mine in the
present issue (DeBlaere and Hesson-McInnis 2016;
Hesse-Biber 2016). My goal is to publish state-of-the-art
research that fully covers the wide range of methodologies
that gender researchers use, including content analyses,
qualitative work, and mixed-methods designs.

Second, as I did at PWQ, I will routinely ask all authors to try
as much as possible to include a subsection in their Discussion
section devoted to exploring the BPractice Implications^ of their
findings. My goal is to address our feminist imperative to en-
gage in scholarship that makes a difference (Yoder 2015). As
scholars, we produce well-vetted work that needs to better in-
form the public discourse by being accessible to people who can
use it, ranging from professional practitioners (e.g., therapists/
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counselors, activists and policymakers, instructors, organiza-
tional decision-makers) to students and the general public.

Probably the most daunting aspects of Sex Roles for me are
its monthly publication along with the workload this entails
and its international, multidisciplinary, and gender (not wom-
en) scope. I project handling these challenges with the aid of
the Editorial Board. If you take a look at this issue’s masthead,
you will find a list of Board members along with their disci-
plinary and university affiliations. I recruited members indi-
vidually to this Board based on the quality and timeliness of
their peer reviews, as well as collectively to span disciplines
and topics. Thus this list intentionally includes women and
men, U.S. and international scholars, and a wide range of
social and behavioral disciplines. Given my focus on gender
and understanding gendered processes, I am open to single-
gender research, and I will not routinely require that submis-
sions test for gender differences. I also will ask authors to
appropriately use the terms Bsex^ and Bgender^ so that they
are consistent with how each was operationalized.

Beyond the simple composition of this Board, I recruited
its members to sign on to a somewhat different plan for their
involvement. They and I expect their expertise and advice to
be sought out mainly after the first round of reviews have been
completed. Thus these Board members will function like
Badvisory editors^ (p. 226 of the American Psychological As-
sociation’s, 2010, Publication Manual) in that they will be
privy to both the submission and reviewers’ comments, as
well as authors’ revision notes when applicable. Although
all decision-making will ultimately reside with me as editor
(as is required practice; again, page 226 of APA’s, 2010, Pub-
lication Manual), their oversight will better represent their
disciplines, and I expect it to help streamline the revision
process. My goals are to be better able to limit the number
of reviewers brought into the revision process by rarely need-
ing to go beyond the initial peer reviewers and a Board mem-
ber, to have more definitive and clear directions for authors to
follow as they revise, and to fill in the gaps in my own areas of
expertise. In sum, I am striving for a more streamlined yet well
informed review process.

To help expedite the review process, I am asking reviewers
to submit their comments within 3–4 weeks (but, of course,
with some leeway as needed in order to recruit the best experts
for each paper). Although I will continue to initially screen
papers prior to sending them out for peer review, only in
exceptional cases will I ask an author to make revisions prior
to seeking peer review. I do regard reviewing not only as a
way to select high quality papers for publication but also as a
means for providing mentoring—especially to novice authors
and those for whom English is not their native language (also
see Frieze 2015). Sometimes this latter philosophy calls on
reviewers to comment on papers with unlikely prospects for
being published. Providing constructive feedback is an impor-
tant part of peer review, especially in a journal that openly

takes a feminist perspective that I think includes nurturing
future research and developing researchers.

I also updated the list of classifications from which authors
choose to define the topical areas of their paper and from
which reviewers specify their topical areas of expertise. I draw
heavily on these classifications to match submissions with
appropriate reviewers. For example, some of these classifica-
tions (e.g., Bcommunication^) were too broad to capture spe-
cific areas within this broad categorization (now specified as
communication: group, interpersonal, media, organizational,
and political). Others were outdated (e.g., domestic vio-
lence—now intimate partner violence; male roles—now
masculinities), still others were missing (e.g., caregiving/help-
ing/altruism), and others were too narrow and thus were
meaningfully combined (e.g., parenting/motherhood/father-
hood/attachment). My hope is that these classifications will
be more responsive to and representative of the multiple dis-
ciplines covered in Sex Roles, as well as capture a snapshot of
contemporary topical coverage.

Conclusion

Although I know that my practices, like this field, are likely to
evolve across the course of my term as editor of Sex Roles, I
do hope that the present notes offer some transparency regard-
ing my editorial practices along with their rationale and goals.
I am fortunate in that, thanks to the editors who have come
before me, I have a solid base on which to build. My first step
in assuming this new role as editor was to look back at how
each editor defined and executed their aims for the journal.
My approach at PWQ and now here at Sex Roles is to
learn from what has come before me and to grow from
what lies ahead. It is in that spirit that I asked Springer
to design the new cover which integrates the colors of
the original cover chosen by founding Editor Katz with
the more contemporary design initiated by Editor Frieze.
It is in this spirit that I am looking forward to taking
the journal with the outdated name of Sex Roles into an
up-to-date and continually evolving future.
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