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Preface

In September 2023, Tigst Assefa set a new world record in the Berlin Marathon of 2:11:53. As is usually the case, this is slower than the men’s world record. One might feel resigned to the fact that men will always outperform women in sport. There is another way of looking at it, however. Browsing through the sporting records shows us that women can do anything that men can: it’s just that, as things stand, they do it later.

Assefa’s time would have been the men’s world record until 1967. In sports where a direct comparison is possible, we see this pattern repeated. A women’s high jump record of 2.09 metres was set in 1987, fifty years after men attained that height. In 50 metres freestyle swimming, the women’s record in a long course pool is 23.61 seconds, which would have stood as the men’s record until 1980. The most significant variable in comparing men’s and women’s sporting performance seems to be time.

Such facts challenge any claim that the difference in performance between men and women is either genetic or determined by some other immutable biological fact. There seems to be nothing that women are physically incapable of doing that men do, it’s just that there is a time lag in them doing so. This time lag is not a vast one compared to the timescales of evolutionary change, so doesn’t support a view that men are essentially or naturally better at sports than women. Instead, the data suggest that it is a difference in circumstances that is the key factor. Our aim in this book is to consider those circumstances.

Men outperform women in sport, in the sense of achieving sooner, because we live in a gendered world. We are assigned as either male or female at, or even before, birth and this has consequences for how we are treated over our lifetimes. A part of this is that our sporting arrangements are gendered too. Sport separates us into two distinct categories: boys/men and girls/women. Much progress continues to be made in sports science, of course, but these advances always, in the end, maintain a differential in treatment, opportunity, resources and rewards that ensure those in the men’s category do better. In this book, we defend women’s (and gender expansive people’s) participation in sport while also diagnosing a major problem at the heart of Women’s Sport. If women and gender expansive people were to have the chance to develop their physicality in the same way that boys and men have, we argue, then we will see that time lag reduce and possibly fade to nothing.

This book is a manifesto. We want to defend the idea that a woman participating in sport at all is still a radical act, highlighting the political significance of her participation. Yet, at the same time, we make a strong case against women’s sport being a feminist win. We show that what, in this book, we call Women’s Sport (the current arrangements for women in sport) is in fact a patriarchal tool. In this way, we then make the case for Feminist Sport.

Feminist Sport is not only about women. Our sporting activities have for some time been strictly divided by gender, as already noted above. It is a simple binary division, even though there are many people who cannot be so easily allotted to one or the other or choose to reject the division altogether. Need we arrange sport this way since it excludes so many people? We are defending sport not just for women but also for anyone who does not fit the binary, which includes groups of people with some of the lowest participation rates in sport.

More than that, we set forth a vision for the future of sport that is for everyone. We call this vision Feminist Sport since it challenges the established patriarchal order that hurts us all. Moving beyond patriarchy – a system of sex-based power – would bring liberation for everyone. Sport, it turns out, is one of the key platforms on which this more equal world can be built.

Sport, we maintain, is a feminist issue. It is one of the biggest. We have seen much feminist progress in other walks of life. In employment practices, in many parts of the world, it is no longer acceptable to assume that there are jobs specifically for women or men, or that men are intellectually superior to women. And we have been heading towards more equality in domestic arrangements, with fewer people thinking it ‘natural’ for household tasks to be gender specific. Nevertheless, sport remains an area in which all sorts of inequalities are considered natural and inevitable – where men are celebrated for their physicality while women’s is suspicious. Women are permitted entry to sport and physicality begrudgingly and conditionally, and thought incapable of ever matching men. The (Western) world now seems to accept that a woman is the equal of a man, yet sport is the one domain that shows that there still remains a stubborn divide in what is expected of her. Our argument in this book is that the physical differences between men and women are constructed and manufactured rather than natural. We show that sport is currently playing a crucial role in shaping our idea of what it is to be a woman, physically inferior, and how the idea is then made concrete in the reality of women’s bodies. Misogyny and patriarchy thus shape the physical being of women, in line with a view that French feminist Christine Delphy called Materialist Constructivist Feminism.1

Such a central role for sport, however, provides us with a great opportunity. If we can see women being celebrated for their physical being and achieving great things in sport, we can shatter the myth of feminine fragility to which our current arrangements contribute. Let us challenge those current arrangements, then, and see what women, and others, can do when liberated. It has rarely been tried and no one should presume to prejudge the outcomes. In particular, we think it wrong to make observations about women’s ‘inferior’ performance under patriarchal control and presume that it would continue when liberated. The stakes are high here, as patriarchy recognizes and fears. If we were to show that women were also the physical equals of men, as well as their equals in all other respects, the whole established order could come crashing down. This is why those who truly promote women’s interests in sport will be opposed, often violently, by those in power. Such a backlash we take as a sign of genuinely challenging patriarchy. Being gifted column inches in the right-wing press is not.

We are grateful to our editor Pascal Porcheron for originally suggesting this book. Like many others, he saw Sheree’s Twitter (as it was) thread on women’s ability to challenge men in sport, and the sporting authorities’ reaction when they did (which forms the basis for Chapter Two). The thread had over 10 million views and, as is to be expected in the social media age, brought out many misogynist trolls. Again, this is a sign of doing something right. Sheree has a strong background in sport, in both competition and research. She swam at National level and swimming remains her perfect place. After degrees in human movement science and sport science, and her PhD on sports injury prevention, her research now has a social science eye, focused on gendered aspects, investigating how higher injury rates for women over men were made through cultural and environmental factors. Sheree was part of a team that looked specifically at gendered environments behind the high rates of anterior cruciate ligament injuries in women. This book represents a broadening of her work, considering more generally how women are made weaker in a world of sport created by men, for men and run by men.

Stephen is a philosopher who has worked in many areas. He has a background in the philosophy of sport but is currently disillusioned with the directions the sub-discipline is taking and rejects many of the currently prevalent views. He is aware of the pitfalls of being a man advocating for women and holding a feminist view. Nevertheless, he is persuaded that now is the time to speak up. Following Jenni Hermoso’s unwanted on-screen touching by her football association’s president Luis Rubiales, she and others questioned why it was only women who were protesting. Shouldn’t men recognize and speak out against injustice too? Stephen wishes to do so here, as an ally. Why should it be an additional burden on women, who first suffer abuse from a system, to be the ones who have to then challenge that system? Another consideration, as mentioned above, is that patriarchy harms us all. Thus, even if you thought you should only write a book out of self-interest, Stephen is persuaded that he has sufficient interest in the advancement of feminism. As social activist bell hooks declares, feminism is for everybody.2

We both hold academic positions but do not want readers to see this as an (overly) academic book. We have avoided some of the trappings of academia, such as technical language and in-text citations. At the end, however, readers will find references and some suggestions for further reading. This was the kind of hybrid book we wanted to write: one that aimed to offer interesting, rigorous and compelling arguments but without excluding swathes of potential readers. We hope that all sorts of readers will be able to follow along. You certainly need no prior background in sports science, philosophy or intersectional feminist theory. The book aims to be self-contained, in that respect, and we just request of our readers an open mind and some degree of sympathy with gender equality as a worthy ambition. That should be enough.

We also wanted this book to be a call to action. We are well aware of how much we are asking. The changes we want to see in sport would amount to a revolution: one that requires the overthrow of patriarchal power. The role of sport in achieving this has been underestimated, we both believe.

In summary, what you will find in this book is as follows. In Chapter One, we set the scene by showing how important sport is to the perception of, and expectations put upon, women, their bodies and their physicality. We explain why we think the sporting differences between men and women are created rather than natural. Chapter Two makes the case for sport being a key feminist issue. We use a number of historical examples that explain the creation of Women’s Sport as a separate category. The existence of this category is not a feminist win. Rather, its existence maintains the control and subordination of women, with the aim that women will never beat men again. Here, we take up the plea for feminist killjoys to stand their ground. Chapter Three contains a sorry catalogue of dubious sex testing in sport. Supposedly justified to preserve the integrity of Women’s Sport, its effect is that all women must surrender their bodily autonomy as a precondition of sporting participation. Given women’s systematic exclusion from the best that sport has to offer, wouldn’t it be understandable if they rejected sport altogether and didn’t participate at all? We address this possible response in Chapter Four but reject it. The physical development and flourishing that sport affords ought to be a human good for everyone. Patriarchy cannot preserve this field of human activity for men alone, even if that was originally the plan. In Chapter Five, we make the case against sport being sex-separated. This requires us to differentiate between (potentially good) protected spaces and (always bad) segregated spaces. Women’s sport, we believe, is an instance of the latter. Sport should be sex-desegregated. But how can this be done? Should women’s sport become more like men’s? We argue not, in Chapter Six. Instead, we advocate for Feminist Sport: a new vision of sport for everyone but modelled on feminist values, and thus differentiated from both Women’s Sport and (men’s) Sport.

We finished the main text of this book in the spring of 2024, prior to the Paris Olympic Games. Other than this note, we are unable to comment on the progress, and eventual success, of Algerian boxer Imane Khelif. Nonetheless, we hope readers can see that our book predicts so much of her story. A non-White woman had her sex scrutinized and challenged for failing to meet the norms of White, Western femininity. She was not alone: Taiwanese boxer Lin Yu-ting was also questioned. Khelif, in particular, was under suspicion for being ‘too strong’ to be a ‘real woman’. The attack on her was cruel and vitriolic: her lawyers described the abuse she received as an ‘online lynching’. Her power in boxing was depicted as immoral and unfair, while a man’s power in boxing never would be. Perhaps, most importantly, the incident showed that if we allow attacks on trans athletes to continue unchecked, and accept the patriarchal policing of women’s bodies, this will quickly transfer to any woman whose body fails to match a certain narrow standard of femininity. Merely being good at one’s sport will itself be an adequate ground for suspicion and abuse. This has been a further deterrent to woman’s participation in sport: a deterrent that Feminist Sport aims to correct.


1

The Sports Bra

In the 110th minute of the Women’s Euro 2022 football tournament final, England’s Chloe Kelly whipped her shirt off in celebration of what turned out to be the winning Championship goal. Running towards her team’s bench, she waved her shirt around her head before being surrounded by ecstatic teammates. In removing her shirt, the record Wembley crowd of 90,000, along with millions watching the broadcast live around the world, saw a woman athlete rejoice at her feat in her sports bra. By repeating Brandi Chastain’s celebration with this same act in the 1999 World Cup final, Kelly later said that she had sought to emulate Chastain’s iconic sports bra moment in tribute. Men have often removed their shirts in celebration. The uncovering of the sports bra, however, brought the act a special significance: a subversive one. It is this subversion that is the focus of our book.

A woman celebrating and uncovering her powerful, athletic body in such a carefree, spontaneous moment was revolutionary in 1999 and remains revolutionary today. The vast majority of our cultural examples of women’s physicality being celebrated on world stages have been more about what a woman’s body looks like, and who it could serve, than what her body can do and achieve. An exemplar of the former would be beauty pageants such as the Miss World competition. While we have for the most part moved beyond those contests, with their popularity and place within popular culture having waned considerably, the fact that they were until very recently the epitome of what women could achieve outside of motherhood (the only more important vocation a woman could have) speaks volumes. It has only been in very recent years that women have started being recognized and celebrated for their intellect and abilities, rather than their looks, conformity to feminine ideals and capacity for reproduction. We have a long way to go, however, with women’s physicality still being seen as inferior to men’s. This is a central concern of our book.

Patriarchy, sexism and sport

It is within this context that we discuss the truly revolutionary nature of Chastain’s and Kelly’s celebratory acts. Women have rarely been able to celebrate their embodiment in such an unfettered manner on the world stage. And to do so in sport, traditionally the preserve of men’s dominant physicality, is subversion in action. Culturally, sport is to men what beauty pageants are to women, in terms of enforcing and re-enforcing gender roles. The history of sport, from the ancient to the modern Olympics, tells the story of an activity designed to promote, affirm and reinforce men’s physicality. While men have always been able to participate and compete in sport, developing and marking their physical being in games and competitions designed by men for men, women were gatekept out. This gatekeeping happened in a variety of ways and for a variety of reasons.

Beyond simply not allowing women to participate through both rules and social ostracization, women were gaslit by the medical and sporting establishment, who designated them too fragile for rigorous physical exercise. Indeed, doctors themselves feared that women’s uteruses may fall out if they played sport. The founder of the modern Olympics, Pierre de Coubertin, said not only that ‘the true Olympic hero is the individual male adult,’ and ‘I feel that the Olympic Games must be reserved for men,’ but, to be entirely explicit, ‘as to the admission of women to the Games, I remain strongly against it. It was against my will that they were admitted to a growing number of competitions’ and ‘add a female element, and the event becomes monstrous.’ Even the English Football Association (the FA) stated in 1921 that the sport was quite simply ‘unsuitable for females and ought not be encouraged’.1 Social roles were made clear: a man is allowed to be physical, thus paving the way for his physical dominance, and a woman is not, making her passive and subordinate. It should come to us as no surprise, then, that if we take this into account, sport doesn’t simply reflect gendered differences but creates them. Sport, used in this way, is a tool to uphold the myth of male dominance and female subordination. Seeing Chastain’s and Kelly’s celebrations in this light helps us to understand why their representation matters so much. These moments, over twenty years apart, are reflective of a much bigger cultural phenomenon: the mounting challenge to patriarchal control.

What do we mean by patriarchy? On the whole, we are seeking to avoid as much jargon and as many technical terms as possible. But the notion of patriarchy is one that we simply cannot ignore or avoid since it has proven to be the key determinant in what Women’s Sport is. We will, therefore, be referring to patriarchy frequently throughout this book. In the broadest terms, in which we follow the likes of Kate Manne (philosopher at Cornell University) and Angela Saini (science journalist and author), we take patriarchy to be a system, some would say social structure, that upholds men’s power, dominance and privilege over women and other marginalized groups of people. It justifies this power with sexism and polices it with misogyny. Patriarchy embodies an ideology of male supremacism, one which informs our social and personal arrangements, setting up unequal power relations and baking them into our laws, our institutions and our cultural practices. Like other social structures, while it has been created by us, it is now beyond the control of any one individual. Men might gain some benefits from it, since it reserves for them certain privileges. According to our account, however, patriarchy harms men as well, even though it harms women (and non-binary, trans and queer people) even more. Feminism opposes patriarchy since the central feminist commitment, as we see it, is that people should be equal irrespective of their genders. Indeed, because we see the imposition of a strict gender binary as a central pillar of patriarchy, we want to articulate our feminism as a view that includes everyone, especially those who do not conform to the binary. In that case, instead of saying only that men and women should be equal, we can simply say that everyone ought to be equal in all significant respects. There is a lot more to this view of feminism, and Feminist Sport, which we will be explaining during the course of the book, but we already have enough to set definitions aside and proceed.

Sportswear

Women’s sport has a long and troubled history with its sportswear. Women’s sportswear and bodies are either: 1) hypersexualized (as we see with mandatory revealing outfits in beach volleyball, tennis and gymnastics, for example – outfits which are more for the male gaze than performance); 2) castigated as unfeminine (such as women who play rugby and football, seen as unsexy ‘butch lesbians’ to the heterosexual gaze, and Black women and Women of Colour who are seen as ‘too masculine’ and are policed from competing under the guise of ‘unfairness’); or 3) erased completely (such as hijab-wearing women who play sport, and Black women who swim but who don’t have access to or are banned from wearing sportswear – unfamiliar to the White gaze – that would be appropriate for their participation). It seems that no matter what a woman in sport wears or does, she will always be judged.

The reaction to Chloe Kelly celebrating in her sports bra is revealing of something larger, in exactly the same way in which Morocco’s Nouhaila Benzina wearing her hijab while playing in the 2023 Football World Cup is: the focus is on her choice of clothing, rather than her football performance. And this focus reflects the underlying social message that women shouldn’t be seen participating in public life. Women’s bodies being policed in sport is a powerful tool of patriarchal control. It is important to recognize that this is part of a much longer history of keeping women in their place, and that this is an added barrier that women in sport face in a way that men just don’t. Journalist Shireen Ahmed writes that, whether a woman chooses to wear a ‘bikini, a burkini, or a burka’, she is part of the same feminist struggle: her participation in everyday life is being policed.2 Policing what women athletes wear and how they wear it is part of the gendered environment that makes sport unwelcoming for girls and women, and this has lifelong consequences for participation in physical activity. We may think that we are beyond this, as of this work’s publication in 2025, but negative reactions to Kelly’s and Benzina’s defiant acts show that we still have a very long way to go. Much has been written about Chastain’s celebration in particular, with initial media reactions focusing on the act as being disrespectful and even vulgar, blaming her for taking the focus away from the football itself by baring her bra. The truth was that the public wasn’t ready for this. However, it was never about the bra, as the title of Chastain’s later autobiography reminds us.3 A woman revealing herself on her terms, and doing so in a sports bra, was emblematic of so much more. A lesson in liberation.

Brassieres, or bras, have long been the subject of feminist analysis and action. Indeed, bra-burning is practically synonymous with 1960s and ’70s feminism. Of this corner of the feminist struggle, bell hooks writes in Feminism Is for Everybody:


Looking back after years of feeling comfortable choosing whether or not to wear a bra, I can remember what a momentous decision this was thirty years ago. Women stripping their bodies of unhealthy and uncomfortable, restrictive clothing – bras, girdles, corsets, garter belts, etc. – was a ritualistic, radical reclaiming of the health and glory of the female body.4



Various garments have been used historically to support and cover, and sometimes to reveal or emphasize, women’s breasts. Often understood as an instrument of patriarchy, the main purpose of the bra, in patriarchal societies, is concealment and control. This is because women’s bodies have long been considered sites of transgression. Indeed, a biblical passage states, ‘Sin began with a woman, and we must all die because of her’ (Ecclesiasticus 25:24). And precisely because breasts have long been considered a symbol of fertility and reproduction, when not being used for those purposes they had to be covered up so as not to inspire sin. Ironically, in concealing the breasts, bras simultaneously emphasize them: the classic Madonna/Whore bind.

Sports bras, on the other hand, are an undergarment designed for function and freedom rather than concealment and control. The modern sports bra was designed by three women, Lisa Lindahl, Hinda Miller and Polly Smith, and patented in the United States in 1979. Described by the Smithsonian National Museum of American History as an invention that ‘actually made sports possible’, the sports bra is a feminist tool: not only one that is a practical method for making sports participation possible and comfortable for people with breasts, but one that has become a symbol for so much more. Sports bras have nothing to do with restraining women or emphasizing/controlling their femininity, but rather actively release women from constraints: of their bodies and of society. The sports bra exposes the truth that our bodies were never the constraint in the first place; patriarchy was.5

It is no coincidence that it was in this performance garment that Chastain and Kelly celebrated their winning goals twenty and forty-three years later, respectively. Understanding the weight of this cultural symbolism thus helps us to understand the major public hand-wringing about whether a woman’s (sports) bra could be exposed to the public at large. The exposure brought the sporting woman to public attention in a way that subverted what we had been taught to think about her. This act blatantly transgressed our expectations of what a woman was ‘allowed’ to show in public, and reframed how we saw her: for her athleticism and joy rather than her role in the patriarchal order.

In a world in which women’s bodies are routinely hypersexualized, and girls and women are regularly (explicitly and implicitly) slut-shamed when they transgress the received codes of sexual conduct, Chastain and Kelly refused the social contract and rewrote the book. It was her body and her goal. She was entitled to glory in both. In the act of celebrating in this way – in the exact same manner as her men’s football counterparts do – she was casting off stereotypes and expectations. This act was decidedly not for patriarchal ends. This is what was challenging, indeed subversive, about the celebration. As journalist Deborah Linton wrote in British Vogue, Kelly’s act was ‘a lesson in liberation’.6

Thousands of miles away from Britain, across the Atlantic, sits another site of women’s sports bra symbolism. The Sports Bra in Portland, Oregon, is the first sports bar in the world to be dedicated solely to women’s sport. Speaking to Upworthy website, owner Jenny Nguyen said: ‘At first, I thought that The Bra would just be a place to celebrate women in sports but now I see that it’s uplifted girls in so many different ways.’7 We take the sports bra, in this book, as both a symbol and tool of liberation.

Taking sport for women seriously

England beat Germany in that Euro 2022 final in which Kelly removed her shirt, a result that had a wider significance in a country that had struggled to take women’s football, and all women’s sport, seriously. Women had been banned from playing FA-sanctioned football in the United Kingdom until as recently as 1972 (a ban that started in 1921, when women’s games could draw 50,000-strong crowds: a feat we only began seeing again in 2022). Starting from scratch after a fifty-year ban, the so-called ‘women’s game’ had to overcome multiple further disadvantages to reach this point in which almost all football fans were watching, cheering on and taking this team of Lionesses to their hearts. There had been virtually no funding, no investment, no facilities, no expertise, no media coverage. The England national team manager from 1998 to 2013, Hope Powell, was for a while having to take the team kit home and wash it herself for the next game. With such a lack of resources in the sport, there was no prospect of professionalism for quite some time, with even the country’s best players having to train part-time after working their day jobs. Only gradually did the possibilities of women’s football dawn on the governing bodies. And when England was awarded the hosting of the 2022 Euro tournament a plan was put in place to turn the team into genuine contenders. The top coach was appointed. Sarina Wiegman had won the previous competition with her home country the Netherlands, regularly pitting her tactics against men counterparts, who coached the other national sides, and showing that she could out-think them. The FA granted use of its best available facilities for preparation during the eighteen months leading up to the event.

Chloe Kelly was one of several stars. England won the European title well, defeating several of the top teams along the way. Football fans of all stripes saw the brilliant skills of Beth Mead and Alessia Russo, the latter scoring the most remarkable goal of the tournament in a semi-final demolition of Sweden, with a backheel that would henceforth be known as The Russo. Interest in the side’s fortunes gathered momentum as Norway, coached by a man, were utterly obliterated 8–0 by Sarina’s tactical system, and then one of the favourites, Spain (a team, it turns out, beset by misogynistic problems in the changing room, as we will later discuss), were beaten in the quarter-final by Georgia Stanway’s extra-time rocket (Spain would get revenge a year later in the 2023 World Cup). Fans who had disparaged the women’s game, judging it an inferior product while at the same time lamenting the perennial failures of the England men’s side, saw here a team of genuine winners. Earps, Williamson, Bronze, Toone, Bright, Daly, White, Hemp and Kirby, along with all the others, became household names. Keira Walsh controlled the midfield during most matches, and was recognized as one of the most tactically astute and influential players of England’s win. Before Kelly’s winner, Ella Toone had herself scored with an incredible, spectacular lobbed goal that will always be remembered. Not many players, of any gender, could have taken that chance with such composure and flawless execution.

As the English nation celebrated, commentators and pundits were already recognizing the significance of this moment for women in football and for women’s place in society generally. It was dawning on the country in football women were as good as men. Indeed, in this moment, they were even better. Traditional football fans were scratching their heads, waking up to the realization that until now they had been watching only half the football. Women’s club sides up and down the country received an immediate boost, with season ticket sales increasing sixfold in some cases. Former England player Alex Scott, who had played through many of those difficult early days, and was now a pundit for the BBC’s coverage, emotionally articulated this moment of revolution:


This is a dream for every young girl playing football. This is incredible. It’s not just me, there are so many people that have been involved in getting women’s football to this point, to see this team lift this trophy. I can’t even sum it up. This is literally what we have all been waiting [for] and dreaming of. The amount of investment that has gone into the games to get it to this point. Do you know what this moment reminds me of? ’99 Women’s World Cup when USA won that. It changed the face of soccer in America forever. I feel it . . . in England . . . this is that moment. Let’s just remind ourselves as well, back in 2018, we were begging people to host in their stadiums a women’s game for this Euro. So many people said no. I hope you are all looking at yourselves right now because you weren’t brave enough to see what it could have been.8



In 2023 the Women’s Football World Cup inspired the same revelation among the masses in joint host countries Aotearoa New Zealand and Australia. Scenes of the Australian Matildas’ epic twenty-penalty shoot-out win over France, in a sell-out stadium crowd of nearly 50,000, were broadcast to Australia’s biggest television audience of 2023, pushing back the nightly news and being streamed live in stadiums around the country, where men’s sports were being played simultaneously, but with attention elsewhere.

This vast and inspiring deep well of interest in women’s football is echoed around the world. Brazil changed work hours via a national ordinance so that fans could watch the games. A record 53.9 million viewers in China watched the country’s 6–1 defeat to England during the group stages. For the first time ever, three African teams – South Africa, Morocco and Nigeria – made the knock-out stage. The groundswell was palpable. On TikTok young women were sharing how their new-found love of sport was a revelation. Beyond National level, women’s club-level football was and is also seeing its own surge of fan interest and growth. FC Barcelona Femení twice broke their crowd records in 2022, with an all-time high of 91,648 fans at the Camp Nou against Wolfsburg. Arsenal Women did the same in 2023 and again in early 2024, when they sold out Emirates Stadium twice in succession. The revolution was here.

A global revolution?

But is this truly a revolution for women’s sport? Would the effects of the success be long-lasting, and could they transfer to other sports, and to other countries, where women have universally struggled for the same recognition and opportunities in sport that men get? Or will women’s sport never attain the same status as men’s because it will always be somehow inferior? In this book, we are considering what sport could be, if we had a more just society.
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