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The following notes function as a supplement to the roundtable presentation. For the 
accompanying Power Point, feel free to email me: david.pegram@paradisevalley.edu 
 
The Importance of the Image: 
 
Today, the “literate person” is one who can “read” various texts, including visual texts. 
Visual literacy, the ability to make meaning from images (Felten, 2008), has gained 
traction in the ELA classroom. As noted by the NCTE/IRA (1996): “Teaching students 
how to interpret and create visual texts…is another essential component of the English 
language arts curriculum” 

 
In “Literacy for the Information Age” (1997), Renee 
Hobbs makes the following assertions about 
communication:  
 
1. All messages are constructions;         
2. Messages are representations of social reality;        
3. Individuals negotiate meaning by interacting with 
messages;             
4. Messages have economic, political, social, and 
aesthetic purposes;  
5. Each form of communication has unique 
characteristics (p. 9).  
 
All five are applicable to how we interpret visual 
messages, including those of athletes.  
 
Gender as Social Construct: 
 

When we talk about “doing gender” or “gender performance” we’re talking about two 
similar theories that are sometimes used interchangeably.  Traditionally, “sex” refers to 
genitals; “gender” refers to identity and/or social role.  
 
In 1987, Candace West and Don H. Zimmerman coined the term “Doing Gender,” in 
which they described gender as something one does. Three years later, Judith Butler 
(1990) put forth the idea of “gender performance” which is a similar concept, except 
Butler concerned herself with the repetition of a process of performance by the 
individual. In other words, through continuous performance or acts, one gains a sense 
of gender.  
 
The two concepts refer to the same basic idea: that gender is demonstrated by ways of 
being and acting.  



 
According to Judith Lorber (2007), Everyone “does gender” 
and most of the time without even really thinking about it (p. 
54). Furthermore, she concedes that gendered roles “change” 
(p. 55).  
 
For example, Lorber points out that a baseball cap was once 
a demonstration of being male. We maybe don’t realize that a baseball cap itself as a 
form of gender demonstration, but it once was, and this has changed over time.  

  
In a traditional sense, playing baseball (or 
dressing in the act of it) could be 
considered a performance of traditional 
gender roles. And then there is on field 
performance (running, jumping, catching, 
hitting, throwing) and even on-deck circle 
forms of behavior that could be considered 
male-oriented behaviors.  
 
The Central Questions: 
 
How do images of athletes portray a “social 
construction” of gender? Do such images 
reinforce or reject stereotypes?  
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