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Sport has attracted more and more attention over recent years as one
of the major outlets for enmergy and ability in non-work situations. It is
an important element of the newly discovered 'leisure! field. Though in no
way directly related, during the same period there has also been a greatly
revived interest in the role of women in society. The intersection of
these two important themes, therefore, in the area of women in sport may
offer us an unlikely and revealing, concrete manifestation of crucially
modern concerns and feelings. We may zlso find that the particular
conjunction of the two lines may help us the better to understand each
line even as they lead away from women in sport to more central and
sbstract concerns. In fact the particular area will lead us to some
central beliefs of our society, and particularly to the powerful and
pervasive belief in male superiority. On the other hand, an understanding
of the general culture of our society based as it is on the axiamatic
assumption of male ascendancy, will throw a shaft of light back on to
some of the vexing guestions within the social sub-region of women in
sport.

This area is also, perhaps unexpectedly, important tc a student of
social thought, because so many of the approaches to women in sport exhibit
the most worrying aspects of positivism in contemporary social research.
These approaches could be subsumed under the general heading of Pragmatic
Linear Determinism. They share an assumed deterministic model, isolated
from the genmeral culture, composed of dependant and independant variables.
The usual project is to identify and measure the variables in the system,
so that csussl relstions may be uncovered. The system invoked is often
the female body, and the aim is to isolate the crucial variables involved
in its ability to achieve in sport. Where the system invoked is the body
plus its social and cultural location, the uneasy aim is to simply add
another few variables on to the chain, and identify, with scientific

rigour, that such and such cultur=l factors are ultimately responsible
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for particular levels of sports performance.
This pragmstic linear determinism will not do if we are interested in

the social meaning of a phenomenon. I mean, for instance, that to know, more

exactly, why it is that women can muster only 90% of z man's strength cannot
help us to comprehend, explain, or change the massive feeling in our society
that & woman has no business flexing her muscles anyway.

Even if one could identify =11 the verizbles st play in a national
culture one would end up with such a vast number (millions upon millions)
that it would be gquite impossible to plot co-variation and determination.
Secondly, in dealing with cultural meaning we are crucially concerned with
the nature of symbolic systems, social sttitudes and cultursl wvalues,
and there is emphaticzlly no way to guantify this. Thirdly and perhaps
most importantly, it is impossible to think of cultural processes in a
linear way. It is not the case that there is a2 culture over here that
affects sport over there, in a simple one way relationship. The
relationship is reciprocal and dizlectical: the understanding of
interrelationship and intercomnection is of the essence if we are even
to set the right questions. But it is not even simply a case of insisting
that sport is commected to society, and society to sport. For within
sport itself, one finds, in micro, a representation of the relationship
in society. ©Sport is influenced by the state of the genersl society,
and reflects that society. Sport, in its turn, influences, for the
most part reinforces, that society. Furthermore we camnot conceptualise
society =5 = great monolithic entity, with a proturberance - sport-struck
on the outside. The society, itself, is nothing but = layered complex
of elements 211 intricately and diaslectieally interrelated with each other.

I should like to propose a very different approach to women in sporty
that of Analytic Cultural Criticism. This approach is different because
it is concerned with meaning, and values, and social explanation, without

attempting positivistic rigour. It accepts the obvious difference in

sports performonce between men and women, accepts that culturzl factors
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mey well enlarge this gap, but is most interested in the mammer in which
this gap is understood and taken up into the popular consciousness of our
society. In this perspective the fact of the gep is incontrovertible,
but it is =n 'inert' fact, socially speaking, until we have explained the
colossal social interest in it. After zll there are many factuzl
differences facing us in the social worid, some people are short, others
tall, some have blue eyes, others brown, some have black glkins, some white,
some people speak with deep voices, others with high. The anzlytic socio-
cultural task is, not to measure these differences precisely and explain
them physicelly, but to ask why some differences, and not others, are
taken as so important, become so exaggerated, are used to buitress social
attitudes or prejudice. What activates these 'inert' facts, then, is the
business of critical gualitative analysis - why do people think a
particular difference is important, how do they use the difference, is
this use related at 211 to a system of attitudes and beliefs. I shall
be arguing later that these differemces are indeed interpreted by
beliefs, and I shall spend some time explaining , both at the level of
theory and practise, my view of hos this system of beliefs, or as I
shall call it -ideology, comes about and is sustained. But, for the
moment, let us look at the concrete area of women in sport. Is there

anything to learn here sbout the central values of our society today?

To come at the nature of the wider culture through the relatively small
area of women in sport is not so idiosyncratic as it may at first sight appesr.
Sport is in a specific and privileged position to highlight the central
preoccupations of our society. It is away from the productive process,
freer and more voluntary than other activities. We can expect, in micro,
and in exaggerated caricature, perhaps in reversal, perhaps in negation,
to see the same tensions, stresses, concerns, attitudes and values that

are current in society gemerally. It is also a field of relative
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reasonzble and objective, the female athlete is actuslly shown with her
baby in the background. Even in the case of & successful athlete you see
at = glance that she is different from men, defined essentially by sex
rather than athletics, and perhaps even a freak for being“able to have a
baby and be successful in sport.

Games and sporits pleyed by women could be judged purely for themselves,
without reference, all the time, to what are taken as the absolute velues,
the only yardstick, of achievement - male achievement. And furthermore,
the wide spread of characteristics through both sexes, and the considerable
overlap of the spectrum of physical characteristics between men and women,
means that it is guite likely that a team of high ability women will be
better, even in so-cazlled masculine qualities, than a low ability men's
team. And yet, the meanest local, 5th division, male works team gets
more respect, in popular consciousness, than a women's nationzl team. I
am developing the argument here, that within the relatively emsall area
of women in sport, we see, in a fairly clear though exaggerated mamner, &
central preoccupation of our society - amnxiety about sex role differentiation.
We see it manifesting itself in meny ways in the ares of sport.

Another powerful way in which the sexual identity is given precedence
over the sport's identity of female athletes is the vein of sexual
jnmmendo running through much sporis commentary. The male may comfortably
suppose that even if the sportc woman afiTontis him on the field of play,
=t least she likes 'a bit of the cther' in another field of play. Sometimes
the women themselves are guilty perties to this, and collude to be ' sexy!
and "sttractive' at the same time =5 sports women. In such ways the female
athlete is rendered a sex object - & body which mey excel in sport, but
which is primarily an object of pleasure for man. A useful techmique, for
4{f = woman seems to be encroaching too far, and toc threateningly, into
mele sanctuaries, che can be symbolicslly vapourised and reconstituted as

an object, a butt for smtty jokes and complacent elbow mudging.
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simplicity, where right and wrong, good and bad, are taken to be easily
jdentified. One expects greater strength, or skill, to bring commensurate
rewards in sport. It is the arez where the apparenily unpredictable
chance of normal living intervenes least between aoility and achievement.
The very fact that so much sports commentary is concerned with who
'deserved! to win, goes to demonstrate the overwhelming expectation of
simple physical justice. We may expect, therefore, transposed and
displaced statements of central cultursl attitudes and beliefs distilled to
their most elemental and coherent forms in sport, and its complex of
surrounding attitudes.

When we look at popular attitudes we quickly realise that the whole
notion of women playing sport is tskem as bizarre. Frequently reporting of
women's sport takes its fundamentzl bearings, not on sport, but on humour,
or the unususl. The tone is easy to recognise, it's exactly the irony,
the humour, the superiority, of the sophisticated towards the cranks -
the UFO believers, and end of the world disciples on the mountain top.

Often, when a subject is consistently treated with humour we should
suspect underlying uncertainty and anxiety. Humour is often used as a
technique to handle stress and uncertainty: things can be said, tensions
released, in so-called humour,that could never be said sericusly. 5o
what is the resl concern behind the humour surrounding women in sport?

We are given an answer by the widespread insistence, and repetition, of
gifferences in achievement between men and women in the media. The
fundamental anxiety seems to be that men and women have to be contimmously
differentiated; male preserves contimuously guaranteed. One way of
emphasising this is to promote laughter or cynicism when females take to
the field, another way is (c.f. Bobby Riggs) to set out to prove
incontrovertibly that women are inferior through direct challenge.
Another way is to draw attention to umarguable physical differences out of
context. In a Daily Mirror article and phatoh)there is zn excellent

example of this. In the photograph, even though the text is fairly
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subjective confrontation with one of the main organising principals of our
society at the economic, socizl, and cultural levels - sex differentiation
the main commonent of which is mele domination. At bottom, the guestions
that really concern us are: what is the basis of the generzl male
dominance in our society?: How is it perpetusted?: Why don't women

object?

These are enormous questions to set in a limited amount of time, but
it is necessary tc face them if we are to make any significant advance.
The most basic distinction to make is between those explanations that rest
on biological arguments and those which rest on socio-cultural explanations.
A clear penetration of this distinction is necessary, not for academic
tidiness, but for the proper understanding of the phenomenon as it is
experienced in everyday life where the appearances of certain legitimations
are quite different from the real base of their argument. I mean that
essentially cultural kinds of legitimation can appear as biological
arguments - gein their populer assent through the outward look of
bioclogical incontrovertibility.

More of this very important shift later, first I want to challenge
briefly the pure notion that men are assured of superiority by biological
all time givens. Men have not been dominent in all societies. In fact,
so far as naturzl exigencies are concerned, women have the supreme
natural advantage of lmowing who their offspring are. In certain
primitive societies, under certain conditions, this has given rise to
'mother right'*(zjsnﬂ inheritance through the female line. In such
societies women enjoyed positions of great status and certain real
advantages over meles. Where males have been in the ascendant it has
not been due directly to their physical properties so much as to the

economic and socizl conditions pertaining to the society in which they live®

* See Engels: igin of the famil ivate and the state'
ILawrence & Wishart 1 -

* Particularly the development of surplus wealth, and pair bonding,
Engels op.cit.
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When we turn away from explicitly mass media coverage to popular
consciousness we see sex differences emphasised even more. Sport is
strongly associated with the male identity, with being popular and having
friends. Rugby is archetypal here, and we imagine men to be at their most
gregarious, expansive and relaxed in the pub after the match. Tt's not
hard to see that the stereotype, 'I'd-like-to-be-with-them' males of the
beer adverts, 'if you can't best them join them', are really rugby players.
Achievement particularly strengthens male jdentity; it is assumed that
sports success is success at being masculine. FPhysical achievement, and
masculine activity, are taken to be the same.

When we think of women in sport, the situation is emtirely contrary.
One thinks of female athletes as alone - there is no popular image of baclk-
slapping in the pub afterwards. Indeed there is an important element
in the popular respense to the female athlete, of uncertainty before the
deviant, distrust of the strange, dislike of the marginsl. As the athlete
becomes even more outstanding, she marks herself out even more as deviant.
Instead of confirming her identity, success can threaten her with a
foreign male identity. Insofar as she is affected by populsar consciousness -
and she cen hardly ignore it - the female athlete lives through a severe
contradiction. To succeed as an athlete can be to fail as a woman, becazuse
she has, in certain profound symbolic ways, become a man. Indeed, in certsin
areas it is not only = symbolic power she faces. The demand for sex tests
on femzle athletes shows us the power of the suspicion - 'if she's successiul,
che's = men'. A moment's reflection that no male athlete lives this painful
contradiction of success-being-failure-really, to say nothing of this
failure being physically tested, throws up for us once again the severe
interest which sport msnifests in differentiating the sexes.

My argument is that sport reflects a crucial central feature of our
culture - anxiety zbout sex roles. This same central element I would
suggest is menifested, to a greater or lesser extent, in all aspects of

our patiomal life znd culture. This sex role anxiety arises from the
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ideology, in its deepest character, can induce assent io itself, it is
only the menifesto of a group that has power over others.

We can only understand this 'dissembling' nature of ideology if we
realize that the general notion of ideology is an abstraction, and that
jdeology proper exists only through its manifestations at the level of
apparently concrete circumstance within the zome of common sense, within
what is taken to be reality. In order to find a starting point it is
necessary to posit the sbstraction of ideology and to indicate its
essential parameters, but unless we can show how this abstraction is
taken up as the resl in the social world, we shall have done nothing
more than point to a memifesto. An important consequence of this
line of reasoning is also to recognize that the notioms of 'levels',
presumsbly zbove the 'economy' is also = simplifying abstraction.

Though it may be necessary to posit the economy as & Thase', it is the
base not of a structured dimensionzl model, but the basis of an argument -
the clearest conceptusl point from which to elaborate the functioning

of = system which, as it develops, quite transforms the "hase', not
merely adds more floors above it. Im = crucizl sense there is only

the 'base' which is best considered as a process of great though
coherent complexity. The 'base! cannot then be understood as the only
determinant of higher 'levels', the master string puller. It may well be
the logical (as we think through the process in the only way we can -
linesrly) prerequisite for other cultural 'levels', but we must also
recognize that the base is only achieved, constituted and reconstituted
by activities, understandings and expectatioms of a coltural kind -

the machines are operated by real humans in real relationships based in
their own straight forward understandings of their universes, and not by
robots obeying the laws of economics. My use of "levels! has been
between guotation marks precisely because I wanted to indicate its
provisional nature, its status as a heuristic device used to further the

imediateﬂnunftheargmmnthuttﬂbemmpassedatalaterstage.
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There is no imnate right amongst males then to subordinate women, and we
should always be careful to differentiate between real sexual differences

l+}'1:.F.t1.xgl':t to us by and through the society we

and differences of 'genﬁer"(
live in. Only 2 small eiement of 'gender! is directly determined by
actual bioclogical sex.

However to affirm sirongly that we should be loocking for socio-cultural
rather than bioclogicsl explanaticns of male ascendancy does not win the day.
We are still faced by enormously complex problems within the socio-cultural
zone. Our snalysis will have to come at the different 'levels' of our
social existence - the ecomomy, socialization, cultural activities and
beliefs, the diverse social sub-regions of attitudes and beliefs such as
sport - &nd show how different moments at these '"levels! are intercomnected.

I shall be attempting a '"skeich' of these various levels and the mamner
of their intercomnmection in = moment, but before that I want to consider
the difficult notion of ideology =t = theoretical level. It is a
concept that is of crucial importance in pinpointing important moments
at different 'levels' and in explaining the manner of their interconmnection.

Ideolog; for my purposes here con be understood a: the process of
legitimation, in its different forms, within all existing societies, whereby
a certain social organisstion, and system of order and reward is constituted
as the only possible, or the only fair patternm of human relations. Crucially
it can only zchieve this by dissembling its own nature. The suprenme
ideologiczl moment is when structure (most basically the economy and its
necessary forms of relations) presents itself as culture mediated to the
average man by everyday consciousness. The profound function that ideology
has for a2 social system is to render itself in to common sense, or more

accurately to reconstitute itself as an apparently material base of

nﬂcnssitj.{ﬁj If it does not succeed in this it may be transparently seen

as class interest and may be obeyed only through physical coercion. Unless

* See Anne Oakley, 'Sex, Gender and Society', Penguin, 1972.
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reality, to find in reality what will satisfy itself, and to neutralize
or change what seems to contradict itself. The content of our general
notion (abstraction) of ideology then is basically s powerful force of
definition seeking its own reflection from reality in order to coniirm
itself.

Mow there are competing forces of definition in 511 the sub-regions
that make up society, and the individusls and groups inhabiting every ares
of the culture have their own at least partially independent forms of
understanding and living their own immediate environments that won't
immediately yield to an outside version of what is happening to thea.

On the other hand ideclogy can only exist precisely if it can embody
itself in the concrete common sense of the actors in such sub-regions.
This penetration I suggest can only take place in areas of discrepancy
within these sub-regions. That is in areas which the immediate forms of
understanding have not slready totzlly taken up in to their own definitional
field of force. One way of conceiving this was mentioned at the beginning
of the lecture - the 'inert' fact, an aspect of reality which is visible
but not yet taken up in to a system of belief. Another way is to regard
it as a mismatch felt within particular experiential sub-systems, felt
discrepancies which the actors involved are puzzled by and cammot
adequately account for. In such areas the counterveiling local forces

of definition are not strong enough to resist ideologiczl forces, and the
'unknown quantity' can be interpreted globally by ideology for its own
purposes - can be used to embody general beliefs in a located social
example.

There has been another simplification of course in suggesting that
"inert' facts or social discrepancies are just lying idly by waiting for
a more powerful master than their local ones. In fact they have always
been in a state of having been interpreted, since to have remained
uninterpreted is to have remained invisible to social nEanings.{E) However

to separate them artificizlly for a moment from the mammer of their

What we think of as '"levels' could more properly be presented as moments
in different stages of a process whereby the 'base' reaffirms itself in
the different modes necessary to its own survival. Within this process
what I have called ideology is crucizl to the transformation -of the

modes, or to take a concrete instance, how the inherent logic of a capitalist
economy presents itself, is reborm, as the obvious common sense of the job
to be done on the stage of the individual and his immediate social
relations. This is the moment when structure is reconstituted as culture,
is culture, in order for what we take as structure to contimue at all.

I shall be attempting now to spell out the stages of this ideclogical
transformation, but it is essential to bear in mind that I am suggesting
that 'ideology' is a process, or part of = process, and that it does not
exist as a static general concept. I shall be forced to begin my
explanation with an account cf ideology that implies it is =a separate
thing at separate level, but I ask you to bear with the difficult point
that the purpose of the anslysis is to suggest that 'ideology' proper is
only ever menifested in apparently spontaneous, concrete circumstance.

I should like to represent the operation of ideology in three stages.
Though I can only describe them sequentially and separately they should be
thought of as simultaneous, mutually dependent and reinforcing elements of
an ongoing process. These three stages are: (a) the ideological force of
definition, (b) the reinterpretation of discrepancies in social sub-
regions, (c) the located rebirth of ideology.

In the first instance I posit an ideological content, a general account
of what the ideology '"says', as if indeed it were a manifesto. In our own
society this would be something like the importance of work, the necessity
for incentive, the justice of meritocratic advancement. Essentially these
*contents! are beliefs about the nature of reality, and can only be urheld
if reality seems to comply with them. We rmst of course be extremely
sceptical of 'reality's' zbility to speak for itself, to confirm

beliefs held zbout it. Rather we mst recognize that belief seeks to define
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particular sub-region, and a particular definition of an element of sociel
reality is never won outright. There is always uncertainty and the sway
of real events may transform the ability of the various actors to reclaim
areas of meanings. Furthermore the various social sub-regions vary
greatly in their capacity to be usefully invaded by ideology. An area that
seems to exhibit great apparent autonomy is a prime candidate: for instance
the areas of the '"matural' or the biological are enormously important to
jdeology, they seem guite free from human manipulation, and apparently
self-determined, the most basic form of external reality. If an example
can be won here it offers the ideal opportunity for the embodiment of
jdeology in the real. The plea to common sense is 'why, even in that
separate area the same things are truel!

Even though a particular social sub-region may not offer the advantage
of being apparently autonomous it may still be a frequent ideological
target if its values and norms in some way impinge on an important
principle of ideoclogy. If the particular srea throws up values or
definitions which challenge ideological beliefs, the field clearly has to
be contested. Even if ideology camnot totally submerge itself as common
sense it can at least forward plausible suggestions for the reinterpretation
of events. Ideology can never afford to let contradictory interpretations
of reality go free from at least a crippling ambiguity. At the other
extreme sub-systems that produce defini*ions of the real which run
parallel to ideological definitions are clear candidates for insurgency.
Again though the meanings derived from such areas may not always have
the unquestioned hallmark of the real, or the undetermined, they may all
add to a gethering weight of a certain version of reality. It's all cash
in the bank of a growing deposit of the 'obvious'.

This investment with ideological mesning of disputed elements in

local social systems does not however, fully account for the ideological process.

- =
cultural investment at least shows the theoretical potential for the
penetration of ideological meaning in to located social sub-regions.

An important consequence of this penetration is that apperently
concrete instances can be used for gemerzl legitimations that are guite
distinct from the inherent logic of the particular social sub-regions
from which they came. Examples can be guoted out of context to support
more globsl versions of reality which may even contradict the organizing
perspective of the system from which the example is taken. In the
modern era of telecommunications, and a central societzl concensus
based on information provided by the mass media, such out of context
citations are common place and the most important mechanisum for allowing
the illusion of a centrzl and agreed normative value system. The media
could never succeed in presenting their unifying concensual vision of
social reality unless it csn be continuslly embodied in a wealth of
concrete news items. Television as the purveyor of the ultimate
concrete image has greatly augmented this process. The contextual
disengagement practised by the media certainly gives news reporting
a reassuring contimuity and feeling of straightforward reasonableness,
but for those involved in the real events which are being reported
there is a characteristic muted sense of colossal misinterpretation. The
continuity of real events has been sacrificed in the media to the
contimuity of mach larger myths about the real. The profound needs of
society to embed its ideology in empirical reality totally overrides
the porticipants of particulsr scenarios, even renders to them their own
realitywintelligible, in the interests of a larger coherency, & larger
version of social reality.

The distribution of this ideological penetration is most uneven,
and a further cause for the rage of the participant actors. There are
2 number of factors accounting for the degree of penetration of a certain

area. The relative powers of definition are always changing within 2
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They have conceded the battle without even reslizing that there was a
tbattle'. These points may become clearer by example, one of a 'battle'
apparently fought, and another of no 'battle! at z11. In both cases I
will point to what would have been the only successful grounds for
repelling ideological penetraiion.

Trade Union opposition to employers which is couched in the form
of a demand for more money accepts the legitimecy, and gives new life to
the legitimacy of wage labour in general. FEven the most vociferous and
militant demends for more money which seem on the surface to challenge
the functioning of the capitalist economy, at a deeper level underwrite
more forcefully the legitimacy of the market economy and its exchange
values. Union activity could only directly challenge the capitalist
system if it challenged the terms on which workers are rewarded at all,
and offered an alternative account of how the workers could be related to
their product.

To take the very different area of crime and deviancy, so long as the
miscreant himself makes excuses for his misdeeds, he is powerfully
supporting the normative structure of the main society. For to make
excuses for his conduct (perhaps for no other reason than to attract a
more lenient sentence) accepts the whole definition, recreates the
definition, which first defined his behaviour as antisocial. The
criminal or deviant who is truly a threat tc the 'fabric of society! is
the one who remsins unhumbled in the dock, and places his own definitions
across his acts, and finds them just. It is no accident that such
defendants frequently claim the status of political prisoners; the
belief system which is strong enough to counter the ideological definition
of their actions must be well supported by a complex political analysis
of society and its internmecine unegqual struggle to define reality.

It's not the case then that located actors are doomed carriers of
jdeology. A sufficiently strong repossession of the definition of the

situation can reverse the process. But by and large we can see that
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The real dynamic is supplied to the system in our third stage, where the
concrete social elements invested with ideology take on an ideological
life of their own, and give a genuine rebirth to those beliefs with which
they have been invested. This rebirth comes zbout because the local
social sctors surrounding an element that has been 'ideologised' do not
remain neutrasl to it - social life is of course contimious and always
monitoring and adapting its meanings end actions to its social and cultural
environment., Within this reaction lies the basis for the rebirth of
ideology (in fact the only rezl manifestation) in concrete reality. It
does not matter whether this reaction is positive or negative so long ae
the underlying definition of the situation is accepted. Within this
response any reaction short of a wholesale counter redefinition accepts
the penetrating ideological meaning and inducts elements of that meaning
in to the system as a whole. Frequently the immediate response of the
actors involved will be one of opposition, but the opposition, unless
it is extremely self aware, can only take up the issue in the terms within
which it has been offered, the terms which render the phenomenon apparently
concrete and real. The reaction of the locsl actors then, though hostile
to the surface forms of the penetration, in fact gives completely new
life to the underlying definitional power of the ideology. To take certain
questions up is already to have given up the right to chalkenge the
epistemological forndstions of those questions. The "battle'! so to speak
is conceded as soon as it is started, by starting it. If the local
cultural participants do not attempt to challenge the immediate apparent
issue, and have no other account of reality, then they have no choice but
to collude in the ideological definition of what confronts them. They may
well be puzzled and uncertain as to quite why they are behaving in such
and such a2 way but they have in fact given a mute rebirth to the
ideology. They are living the ideology in that social area because they

have no other voice to speak with, they act in the only mode that is open.
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"base' itself. There is no simple economy that pre-exists its

concommitant cultural forms, and what confronts us at one particular time

is the most recent state of an infinity of moments beyond the point at which

an original structure presented itself as culture. The overall development
of the process over time is not however without form, and as the objective
moments of technology dialectically develop with their forms of culture

end ideology, new possibilities are opened up for - what social reality
might be. Within this, social actors have some potency to spced events if
once they can realistically place themselves within their particular social

nexus, and add their weight decisively and knowledgeably to a crucial shift

in the definition of reality.

We have taken a long detour from the immediate subject of male
ascendancy in our society, but I want to insist strongly now that the
belief in male ascendance is essentially an ideological belief - which
is supremely important at several moments in the basic processes of our
society. It is a belief which, in the manner of the above explanstion,
both arises from the 'base' and allows the 'base' and other 'levels' to
work at all. Let us investigate some of these 'levels! briefly.

In a very important semse the whole functioning of the capitalist
economy depends on and gives rise to the common sense belief that the
sexes are fundamentally different and the male superior. One of the
clearest areas of the intricate involvement of this belief with the
economy is in the pivotal role of the nuclear family in our society.
The family is the smellest unit of our econcmic system, and within it
there is specialisation of labour, reflecting specizlisation in the
larger society. In order to meet the very cxpensive costs of
maintaining the separate dwelling, services ard liauries, vastly
inereased by the reduction of the family, the msn is forced out - into
the competitive world of industry. The enormous demsnds thus made on the

man mean that the woman has herself to specialise. She looks after the
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particular actors in local social areas who are not armed with an amalysis,
will always struggle in the obvious way. If they are told they are asking
for too much money they will reply that they deserve what they get, if they
are told that they are evil, they will reply, 'it's not us it's the
conditions we have lived through'. By not challenging the basic terms
of the exchange the;r will have given rebirth to the legitimacy of
defining the whole situation in terms of money or evil

The argument at this third stage then is that the ideologically
embued concrete elements of particular social sub-regions take on a life
of their own, and produce spontancously the essential elemenis of ideclogy.
This is the mammer of the continuing life of ideology in the common sense
realm of the concrete. If we can accept the continuous complex functioning
of this process in all the diverse areas of our social life, we can see
that what we take to be the general force of ideology is only ever a set
of contimally reconstituted beliefs and definitions occurring in
empirical circumstance. We can sce that what we take to be the 'base' is
only made possible by the ideologicsl moments within itself which
continually reaffirm the 'only possible way of doing things'. If ever
the ideology becomes detached from the 'base', then its essential
dynamic is lost, its essential grip on everyday consciocusness is lost.

It becomes merely a static menifesto and not a social principle. In

such circumstances the 'base' will either stop, or if this is unimaginable,
induct another ideology, another embedded and contimually reborn

version of social reslity.

This account may seem to attribute too much of an automatic unconscious
character to ideology, and not cnough primacy to fundamental factors of
capitalist economic organisation. This risk has to be run however in
order to prevent the simplistic notion of an economic system directly
determining other cultural levels- The economic system can only grow

and develop precisely through complex ideclogical development within the
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to mindless, domestic consumption. It is only this ever slightly

accelerating cycle, that zllows governments to manage modern western economics,

and it is deeply interwoven with, both creates and is created by, the common

sense belief in the differentiation of the sexes.

Another clear arez of our social existence which both creates and
is created by the widespread common sense assumption of sex differentiation
is that of the processes of demsnd induction. We have seen that the
capitalist system depends on ever increasing demand, but it cammot rely on
an automatic increase in overall demand. In fact there are some important
mechanisms working precisely to limit demand. Expansion can only be
achieved 'artificially', or more exactly through the exploitation of
ideological beliefs. This is not simply a matter of pointing to
advertising as a discreet process within the overall system. Demand
induction is a guality and function of the whole society, and of the life
of a1l the various concrete located socizl sub-regions. It is
precisely as ideology, to which it is intimately related, in being part
of what we think of as the 'base'. It partzskes in the creation of taste
and even consciousness itself, since what we are is, in part, a function
of our relationship with objects and it is precisely this which demand
induction manipulates. Demand induction then isn't the simple addition of
'advertising' to our social environment, it is 2 very basic part of our
socizl reality that teaches us what objects to expect and how to consume
them and constitutes therefore an important element of our awareness. But
demand induction can't simply be willed by capitalism, it relies on and
draws from the complex processes of ideology as well as feeding that
ideology.

The ideclogical belief that the sexes are profoundly differentiated has
been one of the richest areas for demand induction to intertwine itself
with everyday consciousness and the common sense. As industry searches for

greater and greater demend, it has focussed more and more on women as the
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home and the children. To simplify somewhat, but to make the point
graphically, the men provide the workforce, the women service and reproduce
the workiorre. Without this clear differentiation of roles, industry could
not, for long, keep up its breakmeck m.ce and headlong rush contimelly for
greater znd greater production.

The nuclear family, and its separate dwelling, is important in another
economic sense. I meniioned, a moment ago, that industry is involved in a
headlong rush for greater productiviiy. This meay seen surprising especially
in the light of Britain's low comparative growth rate. But I want to
suggest that modern indusiry cen only survive by finding, or creating, ever
more demand. The continuoous crisis threatening capitzlism is that of
falling demand, falling investment and slump. Though I don't have the
space here to substantizte this claim, I think it would be agreed upon by
most economists. Necessarily then, capitslism is contimuously involved in
a breaskmeck pursuit of greater consumer demasnd, simply to keep its wheels
turning - and they have to turn ever slightly faster or stop although -
vihether or not the commodities it produces arc objectively humanly
necessary or not. The great lessoz of posi-Keynesian economics, on whose
principles the great capitalist countries are still being managed, is that
demand is all. The nmuclear family, living in its separate dwelling, is an
enormously important factor in Increasing overall demand. Each family needs
ite roof, furniture, utensils, trznsport, eic., etc... Increasingly, each
femily 'needs' to be seen to be at least as affluent as their neighbours,
whether or not they really want the sxtra objects.

There is, in 211 this, az profound irony, in that the muclear family
provides on the one hand, the specialised over-stressed workers to produce,
often in unpleasant and highly competitive conditicns, the commodities
which the very structure of the nuclear family has induced the demand for.
We have a circle of pever ending production and consumption, that, for the

most part, enslaves men to mindless productive jobs, and enslaves women
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It may seem surprising that women remsin largely cbedient to these

objects, and executors, of comspicucus consumption. By taking existing
imsges of femininity, but we must remember that individusl women are the

ideologicai attitudes towards women, confimming and establishing them
product of their own history within this society and its intertwined ideclogy.

through advertising, it is possible to significantly expand merkets, and
Ideology is deeply embedded in the processes of socizlization of women in

even to create new ones. Yomen can be presented as the object of
our society. As an asbstract force lying over concrete socizl relstions it

spectacular consummiion for men, so that a2 man improves his status, by
would be extremely difficult to see how ideologycanidbe involved in the

purchasing clesrly extravagent articles for his voman. Women themselves, in
mimute day to day experiences of the growing girl. But in the light of my

so far as they have zlready been persuaded by ideology to be narcissistic,
explanation above it is possible to see that parents and institutions are

can be further persuaded by advertising to consider themselves as sex
supplied at every turn with & wealth of apparently common sense assumptions

objects. They can be induced to buy vast ronges of mske-up, perfumes
about the nature of 1ife by ideology. A very powerful set of taken for

and clothes to enhance their "objeciness'. Ir so far as advertising
granted assumptions cluster around the innate difference between the

can convince the woman that she should be z& the stereoiype "good mum'
sexes — the 'natural' passivity of the female, the "natural' aggressiveness

keeping her children's shorts as white =& ha= neighbour-s', she can be
of the male. Small wonder then, that at vaerious difficult decision points

induced to spply enormous pressure on the wage-earning mam to provide an
those responsible for the guidance of the growing girl rely on the stock

ever increasing range of up-to-the-mimute gedgets and hardware. A
of received definitions concerning femininity. The young girl is supposed

moment's glance through any woman's magazine should be enough to
to be pretty, well mennered, quict and above =11, passive. You may

convince that advertising contimeally uses a fixed range of ideclogical
wish to deny such 2 simple proposition, but how many of you, when buying

stereotypes of women - inviting them to become more like the already-
a present for a little girl, consider a tractor instead of a doll? How

received, differentiated, and exploited roles they know - mother, lover,
many of you, when faced with little girls fighting don't intervene and

sex object, hostess. How many adverts invite the woman to identify herself
stop it? You may intervene between boys, but are you sure there is not

more as worker, producer or professiorsl? Not many of course, because,
another communication occurring at the same time, a smile or a twinkle in

in these roles, she would not be pushed to consume more, she would not be
the eye, that effectively communicates - 'yes, boys will be boys'?

further differentisted.

These kinds of differences, often subtle, but nevertheless powerful,
Women are vsed in even more invidious ways to promote commodity demand

are duplicated throughout childhood and in school. By the time children

across the board. Exploiting the highly differentiated role of sex
are old enough to gain some independance from their homes, and schools,

object, advertising continually attempte to associzte objects with beautiful,
and become involved in youth culture there are slready, deep seated feelings

desirable women. By driving a certain car, sm&ing & certzin tobacco,
that girls are attractive and psssive, boys are tough and active. Youth

buying a certain suit, & Can can also buy zn image of himself surrounded
culture, by and large, emphasises these tendencies. The girl is asked

by seductive females. We can =11 be induced to buy sprays to choke and
to become ever more demure, attractive and passive; the boy expected to

poison ocur pores, in order to be certain not to upset, with a humen smell,
become even more daring and tough - providing a spectacle for the girls

that mythical Adonis of the opposite sex.
to appreciate. It's certainly no accident that around the teenage years,
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victims of an unwelcome ideological process.

If we trace our three processes of ideology through women in sport
we shall see just what a fertile and unsuspecting field there is here
for the legitimation of a certain dominent version of social reslity.
Taking as our staring poiant the general belief that the sexes are immately
different, and males superior, we can pisit a powersul force of definition
seeking for confirmation in social sub-regicns. The area of sport
generally offers iteelf as an impotani targst because of it=apparent
autonomy. Sport is just iiself and part of the ideologically important
arez of the 'nstursl'. If evidence can be found here for ideological belief,
then it will have the cache of the real, it will be admirsbly suited to
citation out of conteri. But within this already privileged zone there is
the further sub-region of vomer in sport which o’fers the bomus of biological,
and absolutely inconirovertible differsnces between the sexss. Now within
the Jocal terms of reference - those women involved in sporis performance -
this biological difference is noted as discrepancy, but is not very strongly
mobilized as an element of their definition of social reality. Their main
social reality is presumably connected with sport for iis own sake, and
the frustrations and hopes o7 thai world - there is of course no reason why
female sport can't be judged for iis cwvm sake, for its own enjoyment and
meaning. Ideology however, can claim thie discrepancy fully for its own.
The discrepancy is not sirongly contcsted by the local actors, and gives
the opportunity for the classi: ideslogical shift - that of presenting
cultural legitimations =5 tiological factors. There is the teilor made
opportunity for transforming ideological belief in toc an aspect of
concrete reality at the plane of common sense. The fact t no one
can deny the inferioriiy of female speris performance, becomes the fact
cf female inferiority, becomes the fact that ferales are innately
different from men, becomes the fact that women who stray across the
defining boundary are in a parlous state. To put it another way, a

structural prerequisite for the functioming of ihe capitzlist system has
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girls often lose interest in gym and sporis at school. That is = zone
for masculine activity, that develops mesculine identity, and is contrary
to 211 that the culture, the misic, the dress, of youth culture expect her
to be. If we take the more extreme forms of activity on youth culture, the
delinguents and highly anti-social groups, we see an even more marked
differentiation beiween the sexes. As the young woman experiments and
adapts to 2 stable sexnal relationship, she faces another area of symbols,
values and meanings rooted in ideology, which 2ll conspire to remind her
that submissiveness and passivity are the important female gualities.
Moving to the next stage of a femasle's life, marriage and children, she is
faced with the whole complex of being 'a good wife', 'a good mother', amd
organising a "good' home, pursued 211 the time by the myths and stereoiypes
of the mass media. We have looked at the muclear family, and its role in
sexual differentiation. At every stage then of a woman's development, she
is faced with a mass of established cultural forces, concretely embodied in
specific ideological manifestations, working to define her as differentiated
from, and inferior to, males and in their turm sl11 of these stages give their
own scope for ideological penetration. Once a young girl and her mentors
have accepted the definition of gender supplied by ideology they then supply
in their actions, further "proef' of the common sense velidity of those
beliefs.

A full analysis of the mechanisms involved in the perpetuation of
the ideology of female inferiority is beyond the scope of this paper.
I've attempted to show some of the main ways in which we can understand the
complex mammer in which the ideclogy of male superiority supports, commects
end is created by the various 'levels' of our socciety - an outline of a
socio-cultural explanation of male dominence. To return finally, however,
to the area of women in sport, we are confronted here with a particularly
rich and appropriate area Br ideological penetration. As we saw before
the distribution of ideological mesning is greatly uneven, aznd forever

shifting. At the moment women in sport seem to be the puzzled and unfortunate
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The response of the participants in the area of women in sport
and of the researchers of positivist academics may, therefore, produce
profound and unintended consequences, and actuslly exacerbate the processes

which in the first place brought unwelcome attention.

In the terms of my analysis the only effective way sports women
have to counter their role as the unwilling victims in a larger
legitimation of belief about the nature of sexes is to offer much more
strongly their own version of sports reality which undercuts altogether
the issue of mele supremscy. I mean that sport could be presented as a
form of activity which emphasises humen similarity and not dissimilarity,
a form of activity which isn't competitive and measured, a form of
activity which expresses values which are indeed unmeasurable, = form
of activity which is concerned with individual well being and satisfaction
rather than with comparison. In such a view of sport, differences between
the sexes would be unimportant, unnoticed. We wouldn't have the measures
to rezlise that there was difference, or to be able to base conferences,
or research projects, on measured differences - there would mot be the fuel
to supply populer consciousness with its prejudices about feminity.

If such a counter definition of sport could be nmounted, and it's
here that research might play a more helpful role, then therc would be the
possibility of influencing society in the positive direction of challenging
received ideas about the nature of women. As it is we must pessimistically
conclude that, for the moment, the responses of those involved in sport, and
most of the reseerch done on sport, have been =z force for reaction and for
the contimuation of the popular belief that the female of the species is

inherently inferior to the male.
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come through ideological processes to be deposited in our culture as =
common sense sssumption - 'of course women are different and inferior!.

Looking at the third stage of the ideoclogical mrocess, the situztion
of women in sport offers even more to ideological development. For loecal
cultural perticipants, the sporis women, unarmed with a counter definitional
force of their own, either immediately collnde with the ideclogical
definitions (the female athlete conspiring to be sexy with the news reporter)
or take up the challenge totally within the terms of the preferred ideclogical
definition (the angered sportswoman setting out to prove male equivalence in
her sport's performance). In many cases the latter is even preferrable to
collusion, since it makes the case so much more visible, and so eminently
suited to citation out of context. OCne can think of many examples;

Billie Jean Kings response tc Bobby Riggs is an archetypical example here -
not least becanse czhe won.

Researchers and positivist enguiry also bear some responsibility here,
since they so often take it as their task to explain differences in
performance - thereby dignifying that difference. Sometimes they even
offer a base for closing the gap between male and female sports
performance. To accept that it is a worthwnile eandeavour o push female
performance closer to that of a male, even surpass it, admits at a
stroke the stigma of femininity and the legitimacy of that male eminence
which coined th-. standa~ds  So no matier how the actual physical gap is
closed, there is an equal and opposile reaction which expands the
cultural and ideological resopance of that gap. It crestes anew the frame
of reference in which, and by which, the gap was measured in the first
place. By accepting the terms of the ideoclogical definition, the attempt
to approach male performance levels in fact strengthens popular prejudice
about femininity. It creates an expending bank of the obvious examples
of female inferiority which in their turn aid the ideological penetration

of other areas of society.
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