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Cultural commentary or gender scholarship?
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Radcliffe and Measham’s (2014) claim that Tutenges and
Sandberg’s (2013) analysis is ‘starkly silent regarding relations of
gender, sexuality and taken for granted heteronormativity. . .’ is
not surprising. Tourism studies ‘have historically suffered from
an inadequate politics of identity and an underdeveloped theorization of gender’ (Knox & Hannam, 2007) to say nothing of the
alcohol and drugs ﬁeld where ‘epistemologies of ignorance’ surrounding gender (Campbell & Ettorre, 2011) have ﬂourished for
years (Ettorre, 1986). Why in 2014 are articles like Tutenges and
Sandberg’s being published? Simply, there is a market for voyeuristic research employing masculinist epistemology which suppresses
‘the concepts and technologies that make its observations possible’ (Gregory, 2000). Basically, ‘masculinism obscures the very
conditions that enable the production of knowledge’; ‘objective
knowledge becomes a matter of masculinity’ (Berg, 2001) (quoted
by Sundberg, 2003).
Obviously, the authors were not interested in gender only in a
debatable assumption that ‘part of their reason (for participants)
. . . engaging in heavy drinking . . . was that they wanted to build a
repertoire of personal drinking stories (p. 543). Whether or not this
assumption is true, one need not be disappointed. This research
is predictable, not at all about gender, inequalities nor analyses
of cultural and social dimensions of power. In the end, you get
what you see – a descriptive, cultural commentary set within a
neoliberal framework, protecting the rational, autonomous, individual subject – self-regulating, productive and responsible for his
(sic.) own well-being in the world of alcohol consumption. How
interesting – but also, how lackluster and unsatisfactory. While
it is commendable that Tutenges and Sandberg (2014) ‘welcome
critical studies of drinking stories’, how can they themselves be
critical when privileging ‘the body economic’ or ‘homo economicus’
(Foucault, 2010) to the detriment of gender, race, ethnicity, class,
etc.?
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Sadly, in this genre of writing ‘difference is treated as pertaining
exclusively to culture’ (Fraser, 1997) and attempts to make ‘feminism something unpalatable’ become clear (McRobbie, 2009: 150).
What Tutenges and Sandberg’s (2013) demonstrate is how the masculine body is substantively ‘in play’ at Sunny Beach. What they
don’t reveal is that masculine bodies cannot be understood as ‘neutral media of social practice’ (Connell, 1995). Indeed, it is a bodily
fact that these male bodies don’t disrupt their hegemonic masculinities, the point well made by Radcliffe & Measham. The circuit
of body-reﬂexive practices that constructed their hegemonic masculinities is complex, moving through the institutionalized system
of the tourist economy, commercialized sex, alcohol consumption
and drinking stories to the personal and group practices of disruptive, abusive fraternities, male sexual exploitation and predatory
masculinities (see Connell, 1995) What a pity that a rich, social
scientiﬁc analysis is missing from a potentially important piece of
work. In the end, we can only conclude, ‘It’s ‘dicks out for the girls’
on Sunny Beach’.
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