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many working as agricultural 
labourers who had to migrate in 
order to find work. Here, women's 
wages were essential to the very 
survival of the household. No doubt 
such men appropriated the unpaid 
domestic labour of their own women
folk; but at the same time they were 
also financially dependent on them 
and they did not have authority over 
any women outside of their own 
household. This is surely patriarchy 
in a very different sense. 

However, Judy Lown analyses 
all three cases as 'patriarchal' with
out distinction. The one-dimensional 
definition that she adopts has the 
inevitable effect of obscuring the dif
ferences and flattening her analysis. 
So she takes as evidence of patri
archy the fact that low-paid men 
could survive only through extensive 
female employment, arguing that 
the erosion of their position was 
propped up by women until the local 
labour market was reconstructed in 
a way that was more favourable to 
men. (I very much doubt that social
ist feminists would interpret the cur
rent financial dependence of redun
dant miners on their wives as 
evidence of their patriarchal pos
ition.) Similarly, in the case of the 
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incipient labour aristocrats, their al
ready high social status was magni
fied by the benefits brought by work
ing wives, and their patriarchal 
position thereby reinforced. 

Although Lown distinguishes 
clearly between different sections of 
the capitalist and working classes 
and argues forcefully for an ap
proach which always looks at both 
gender and class, she is not so pre
pared to explore the different 
sources, forms or effects of male 
domination. Far from undermining 
her central argument, a more de
tailed and differentiated analysis of 
patriarchy would strengthen it im
mensely. To say, as she does, that in 
the search for causes one need look 
no further than 'the privileges and 
advantages accruing to those who 
benefit from them' (p. 212), rather 
forecloses on such an analysis. 

None the less, this book gives an 
excellent account of how all the pre
vailing social relations between 
women and men and of the different 
social classes may be transformed by 
new material circumstances. It 
deserves to be widely read. 

Miriam Glucksmann 

Both these books are reflections on 
the work of US sociologist Sally 
Hacker, who died in 1988 after a long 
illness. Pleasure, Power and Tech
nology (PP&T) is Hacker's own story. 
It comprises an overview of her re
search on gender and technology 
from the late 1960s to the mid-1980s, 
linked together with an account of 
the development of her political 
ideas and the relationship between 
her political priorities and her re
search. Doing it the Hard Way 
(DITHW) is also a collection of 
Hacker's writings, this time linked 
together by a series of interviews 
with Hacker by one of the editors, 
fellow sociologist Dorothy Smith. 
Both books provide moving and 
thought-provoking accounts of the 



passion with which Hacker went 
about her research, her commitment 
to action-research and to the trans
formation of oppressive social re
lations. Doing it the Hard Way, in 
particular, gives much emphasis to 
the method of Hacker's research, 
showing how Hacker's work 'arose 
out of her political and social re
lationships' and was 'situated as a 
"people's sociology", a sociology in
tended to empower through know
edge people without power and to 
support and to further organisation 
among the grass roots' (DITHW: 
p. 2). 

In Pleasure, Power and Tech
nology, Hacker describes how her 
politics and her research framework 
developed over time from a 'liberal 
feminism', through 'socialist femin
ism' and 'radical feminism' to a 
'version of social anarchist feminism' 
(p.18). She carefully and skilfully 
demonstrates how, whilst under
taking research within what she 
calls a 'liberal feminist' framework, 
she came to realize the limitations of 
liberal feminism. Her research at 
AT&T in the early 1970s was aimed 
at promoting 'an even distribution of 
women and minorities from top to 
bottom of the corporation' (p. 19). It 
was only later, as the research pro
gressed, that she and her colleagues 
realized that 'more women were 
going to be moved out than up' (p. 20, 
emphasis added). 

Reflecting on these early experi
ences, Hacker writes: 'Belatedly, we 
had discovered the process of techno
logical displacement and that it af
fects women differently, at different 
times, than it does men' (p. 20). She 
points out how some changes that 
she and her colleagues were arguing 
for, conceived as they were in the 
spirit of 'equal opportunities', were 
lost because they took no account of 
the company's strategy for organiz
ational and technological change. 
For example, arguments for the re
structuring of the telephone oper
ator'sjob (to increase job satisfaction 
and thereby reduce staff turnover) 
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were lost precisely because high 
turnover was part of the AT&T's 
automation strategy: enabling them 
to automate the operator's jobs with
out layoffs. 

Other elements of the AT&T 
action-research played right into the 
hands of the company. As Hacker 
writes, 'we found ourselves in a pos
ition of arguing that women and 
minorities be hired exactly where 
the company wanted them - in jobs 
next to be automated' (pp. 21-2). 
Again, the liberal framework, con
ceived around the notion of'equality' 
and 'equal opportunities' proved in
appropriate. Getting women and mi
norities into, and further up within, 
the organization was simply not 
enough. The AT&T research demon
strated the need to understand the 
role of technology and technological 
change as part of the company's 
overall strategy for reducing labour 
costs and to see AT&T as 'a giant 
corporation within a capitalist sys
tem' (p. 24, emphasis added). It was 
these insights that moved Hacker 
on, from a liberal, to a socialist
feminist framework in her research. 

Hacker's story continues, in 
both books, with her exploration of 
radical feminism when socialist fem
inism failed to provide adequate ex
planation of women's lives and when 
she realized that 'Marxist theory and 
often socialist practice do not apply a 
materialist analysis to patriarchy, or 
a feminist analysis to work and class' 
(PP&T: p. 27). She felt this to be 
particularly true for the analysis of 
gender and technology, which 'we 
knew to be affected by forces other 
than capitalism' (p. 27). A radical
feminist framework, she believed, 
might prove more fruitful for study
ing gender and technology because it 
made links between science and 
technology's domination of nature 
and men's domination of women in 
patriarchal society and she adopted 
the framework in her work on 
women in agriculture and agribusi
ness, undertaken in the mid-1970s. 
She reflects on the importance of 
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radical-feminist ideas at the time 
when she was taking a course in 
agribusiness, as part ofher research: 

The underlying emphasis on 
gender and sexuality in radical 
feminism shed more light on the 
ideology of agribusiness. Control 
- over nature, women, workers 
in general - was a dominant 
theme in most classes, especially 
marketing. Women were trivial
ised as sexy, dumb or fit for 
routine work, certainly not for 
decision making. Male domi
nated occupations were given 
higher or lower status by refer
ring to them in masculine or 
feminine terms. Beef was manly; 
poultry was not. Horticultural
ists were 'long-haired flower 
sellers' (PP&T: p. 31). 

However, as time went on, 
Hacker came to appreciate the limi
tations of radical feminism too. In 
particular, she felt unhappy with its 
reliance on 'a "bias" theory of anti
woman ideology' alone (p. 33), ar
guing that it needs to move on, to 
'explore the system of institutional 
arrangements through which the 
dominant encourages us to take part 
in the gendering process' (p. 34). 

It was at this point that Hacker 
began her research on the culture of 
engineering, which, as with the agri
business research, involved her 
enrolling as an student of the disci
pline, in order to 'learn more about 
engineering from the inside' (p. 34). 
Hacker reflects on what she found 
there. She found strong elements of a 
mind/body dualism which she argues 
can help explain 'both technological 
displacement as it varies by race and 
sex as well as class, and female 
exclusion in the culture of engineer
ing' (DITH: p. 123). 

Hacker's work on engineering is 
perhaps, for many of us working on 
questions of gender and technology, 
the most interesting part of her work 
because it was this work that stimu
lated her interest in exploring the 
relationship between pleasure and 

technology, a new focus in research 
on gender and technology and one 
that, for Hacker, remained dominant 
until her untimely death. From her 
ethnographic studies of engineering 
culture, Hacker observes how en
gineering, 'the apparent epitome of 
cool rationality', is actually 'shot 
through with passion and excite
ment' and how 'erotic expression 
finds its most creative outlet today in 
the design of technology' (PP&T: 
p.45). 

Hacker's work is important for 
its insistence that, in documenting 
and analysing the power relations of 
technology, we do not omit to discuss 
and understand the pleasures of 
technology. Indeed, as the title of her 
book suggests, it is with the relation
ship between pleasure, power and 
technology that we ought to be con
cerned. Hacker's work documents 
the relationship between technology 
and power (both class power and 
gender power), between technology 
and pleasure, and between pleasure 
and power. The problem with the 
present construction of technology is 
that it expresses pleasure through 
power. In the last essay in Doing it 
the Hard Way, which continues the 
pleasure/technology theme, Hacker 
compares technology to pornogra
phy, suggesting that both need to be 
rid of their association with power, 
especially gender power, before they 
can provide a non-exploitative pleas
ure: 'The problem is neither tech
nology nor pornography, but the 
deep and pervasive power between, 
and the limits on spheres appropri
ate for, men and women (DITHW: 
p. 220). Hacker seems to suggest 
that only in truly democratic com
munities, where class, gender and 
race power is absent, will technology 
and power be de-linked and all can 
experience the 'eroticism of tech
nology'. However, it is hard not to 
feel despondent when reaching the 
end of Hacker's story. Mter all, it 
was in search of such a community 
that Hacker went to Euskadi, in 
Northern Spain's Basque country to 



research gender and technology in 
the Mondragon workers' co-opera
tives. Here, she found the position of 
women to be little different from that 
found in capitalist firms. They were 
rarely in technological work or man
agement positions, often in the 
lowest-paid jobs and continued to 
take major responsibility for organ
izing child care. 

Despite some confusions in 
Hacker's work (for example, pleas-
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Hampson's book highlights the pro
found and undeniable contradictions 
between feminism and Christianity, 
both in its male-dominated insti
tutional forms and in its narrative 
and symbolic bases. 

Hampson has concluded that 'in 
feminism Christianity has met with 
a challenge to which it cannot accom
modate itself. Nothing new in this 
but, as an academic theologian of 
impressive repute and ability, 
Hampson has succeeded in issuing 
the challenge with a clarity and con
viction that has disturbed many 
people in the Churches. Theology 
and Feminism has been hailed in the 
religious press as a classic statement 
of the post-Christian feminist pos
ition, ranking alongside Mary Daly's 
Beyond God the Father (1973). I have 
personally heard of at least two in
fluential clerics for whom it is Hamp
son's work that has caused the 
penny, finally, to drop. Ah, now they 
understand the problems we girls 
have with the Church! 

Timing and religious/sectarian 
politics have, I would guess, con
tributed as much as its author's con
siderable ability to the attention this 
book has attracted. We can best ap
preciate Hampson's achievement 
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ure and eroticism are often used 
interchangeably, leaving no room for 
a pleasure in technology that is non
sexual, noneroticized), both books 
remain intelligent, insightful and 
readable accounts of the develop
ment of one woman's ideas and the 
personal and political growth that 
both grew out of, and then further 
directed her research. 

Flis Henwood 

and its implications by assessing the 
way theological reflections on femin
ism - and vice versa - have de
veloped in the public arena over the 
last twenty years. This century's 
'secular' feminist polemic, though 
rigorous and passionate in its moral 
condemnation of Christianity's all
pervading and often lethal sexism, 
did not directly concern itself with 
the question of its credibility. Hamp
son does. For her, feminism has 
'crowned the crisis' of belief which 
began with the Enlightenment, ex
posing Christianity as both immoral 
and untrue. She argues her case on 
both fronts by a systematic examin
ation, in the first part of her book, of 
the key areas of Christian doctrine. 

On this side of the Atlantic, 
feminist theology was slower in de
veloping and slower still at gaining 
attention from the clerical/theologi
cal establishment. Daly's ground
breaking work only became widely 
known in the UK when she was 
decisively 'post' -Christian. Possibly 
because she sees the discourses and 
moral categories of rationalism to be 
as perverted as those of Christianity, 
Daly was, by and large, treated as 
'loony feminist nonsense' by the 
powers-that-be, both sacred and 
secular. 

In Britain things are rather dif
ferent. The rebellious, outrageous 
'once a Catholic' woman is a common 
cultural phenomenon who is more 
often treated with affection in our 
more secular society than seen as a 
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