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The inportance of tennis in the sporting history of
Australia can hardly be overestinated. Some Australians |ook back
on their country's former domnance of world tennis with the same
degree of nostalgia as some British renenmber their past enpire.

By analysing trends in Australian tennis history, a large, influ-
ential, inportant and as yet untouched aspect of Australian social
history may be reveal ed.

One of the nost fundamental of unasked questions in Australian
tennis is why have these questions renained unasked? Patently,
the history of tennis in Victoria, and indeed Australia, has been
neglected, especially in terms of how it reflected events in a
wi der social context and mirrored the values of a particular era,
social group, and even a w der Australian self-imge. I'n
Australian social histories only a few casual references are nade
to a sport that has certainly long been an inportant focus for
national pride and enjoyment. = Wrks specifically given to tennis
tend to centre solely on match results, or basic chronol ogical
facts and provide nere information with little or no historical
analysis or posited relationship to social context. Wy is this,
and why, furthernore, have working-class sports or team sports,
both in terns of spectators and players, been discussed, rather
than the primarily upper-mddle class sport of tennis? Perhaps it
is because of the ideological orientation of many sports historians
and sociologists, or sinply because their personal interests
revolve around the nore popular team sports. So, while cricket,
for instance, was certainly initiated by an upper-mddle class,
it was also a team sport and included varieties of persons from
other sectors of the comunity. This may partly explain why so
many cricket enthusiasts have witten copiously on this gane.
Perhaps the involvement of women in tennis to the point where they
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could participate with the nen was also a fundanental reason for
the lack of work done on tennis. Men rather than wonen have
tended to wite about their sports. Perhaps few have the wish,
need or understanding to be capable of analysing a sport which

al so involved wonen, especially since the presence of wonen
helped maintain tennis as a recreational activity, as opposed to
a sport. To add to this, the smaller nunber of participants
involved in any one match of tennis, as conpared with cricket,
may also provide a reason why tennis has received little analysis.
It seems also that far nore tennis enthusiasts actually play the
ganme than those interested in cricket. As a result, there is
probably, in cricket, a much larger audience of interested
enthusiasts who wish to actually read about their sport than in
tennis quarters, where they would rather spend their time playing
than reading about their gamne.

Yet there can be no doubt of the continued national popularity
and wide nedia exposure of tennis. Traditionally the game in
Australia has been played by literate niddle-class people who
have had the education and ability to investigate the history of
tennis should they have wished. This could be expected, when one
considers that the initial establishnent of many Australian tennis
clubs was connected with cricket clubs. However, tennis remained
a recreation, while cricket had an international, conpetitive and
far nore professional aspect for a nmuch |onger period. So, while
the first Australian tennis club was established in 1878 at the
Mel bourne Cricket Gound by a part of the Melbourne Cicket O ub,
and while Sydney's first tennis club was directly linked with the
Sydney Cricket dub, and nany of those who played cricket also
enjoyed tennis, cricket nevertheless remained their first priority
and enthusiasm in terns of a conpetitive sport, theoretical inte-
rest and resultant analysis.

Thus, in looking at the history of tennis in Australia the
questions that have been unasked are strikingly evident in my own
particular thesis area. This area being a study of tennis which
will illunminate, first, some neglected aspects of the history of
the Victorian elite and how it operated; and second, how rapid
social change, upward nobility and the inpingement of powerful
forces came to revolutionise, in this corner of the world the
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character of a game and disrupt the old authority that

controlled it. This analysis of tennis, therefore, wll centre
around how this game, when transferred to Australia by those who
thought of thenselves as being something of an ascendancy, that
is, superior to the bulk of the Australian society and who sought
to nodel themselves on the only leisure class they knew of, that
of Britian, became by way of social extension, first thinkable for
others, then possible, then an actuality. Questions  surroundi ng
the developments in the Australian social and economc context

whi ch produced such changes, and way in which tennis reflected and
illumnated these factors, nust therefore be considered. Thus
Australian tennis nust be analysed in ternms of the growth of an
egalitarian spirit, the wder distribution of wealth and the
absence of an aristocratic, or exclusively privileged class, or in
other words, how Australia's uniquely constituted population broke
down barriers to give Australian tennis a distinctly Australian
flavour.

The sport, like so many features of Australian life was
imported from England. It is the conclusion of leading authorities
that modern lawn tennis was devised in 1869 and later patented in
1874 by Major Walter Capton Wngfield in England. He called the
game ' Sphairistike' (which was the Greek word for ball ganme): the
presunption being that those who played the game had an acquain-
tance with the classics. The nanme was both a synbol and indication
that the sport would be played by a select group. Wngfields
patent received provisional protection for three years but was
not extended.

However no one person can claim to have invented the gane of
lawn tennis. Before Wngfield was granted his patent, a game of
lawn tennis was recorded as having been played by a certain J.B.
Perara and a Mpjor Harry Gem on a private |lawn at Edgbaston.
Indeed Maj or Gem becanme President of the Learnington dub which he
founde(i in 1872. That was the first lawn tennis club in the
wor | d.

The inportance of Wngfield' s patented game was that it
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popul arised lawn tennis. The five guinea tennis kit, mde up of
balls, rackets, rules and netting, was sold in Britain and |ater
brought out to Australia. By 1875 Wngfield was able to provide
an inpressive list of notable British and European figures who had
bought the equipment. This not only did a great deal to further
pronote the gane but also nade certain the elite nature of tennis.
From its beginnings and indeed in its very origins tennis had been
connected with and becane a synbol of the civilised rich. Its
rules were a derivation (but also a breakaway) from ol der styles
of tennis evolved from about 500BC in Ancient Geece and Rone, and
also in nore recent tinmes in England and France from the ganes of
Royal tennis and 'jeu de paune'. The degree to which lawn tennis
was an outgrowth of the leisured civilisation of firstly Geece,
Ronme, Tudor England the France of the Sun King and later Victorian
England, brings to light inportant and significant questions.

In Australia the popularity of tennis came later and, although
this is difficult to prove, probably a larger cross section than
in England actually played, although the egalitarian nature of
Australian tennis, especially in its early period, has, often been
overrated. By analysing many of the well-known early Australian
pl ayers' backgrounds, it becomes evident that the najority were in
an affluent socio-economc position. The nost likely explanation
for the wder social popularity of tennis in Australia can be
found in the different social conpositions and environments of
England and Australia. O course, the nore egalitarian nature
of Australian tennis was not only a result of the particular
social mx, but there was far nore likelihood that relatively |ess
affluent Australians would have the available land on which to
build a court. Furthermore, while lawn tennis was initially
regarded as a sunmer pastine, providing another alternative
activity for late afternoons in both England and Australia,
nevertheless the differing climtes and latitudes worked to
produce different attitudes to the gane. For instance, as the
Australian evenings were not nearly so long as in England, and
because the rainfall differed in many places in Australia, grass
was hard to establish and difficult to maintain. The result was
that prior to the First Wrld War, and indeed to a large extent
up until the present day, Australian lawn tennis was played on
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surfaces other than grass, including asphalt and clayYet the
fact that the rainfall was nuch less in Australia neant that the
gane could be played nore often outdoors, if an appropriate
surface was avail able. Perhaps also the fact that Australia was
such a new settlenment al so neant that entertai nnent of any kind
was rather scarce, so that sport played a greater role than in a
society used to readily available professional anusenent.
as in England, Australian tennis had a nunmber of players wth
strong enough personalities, and abilities both as players and
adm nistrators, to help establish and direct the game, in particular,
Nor man Brookes. It was also far easier, in the new society of
Australia, which had neither traditions nor precedents, for a new
sport to succeed. As a result,there was far |less pressure to
confine tennis to becoming a nmere garden party social diversion,
as it was in England especially prior to Wrld War One.

However, as in England, tennis underwent 'a somewhat fragile
growth'speriod in Australia.ln its initial stages Australian
tennis matches,practice sessions and social games occurred at
the private grounds of the wealthy in both the city and country
areas, on club lawns or on the larger outback stations.’ This
had obvi ous advantages to those who saw the gane, as its early
practitioners did, as the preserve of what could nost accurately
be described as an elite, a social grouping sufficiently self-
contained and aware of itself so that it was not necessary to join
or forma club to make up the nunmbers for a team Nor did tennis
players need the large expanse of |and necessary for such ganmes
as cricket. A private court, which was an adjunct to a substantial
house, also meant that older people, or those who felt nore Iike
wat ching than playing the game, could sit and watch either on their
verandah or close to the court. It also had an added attraction
in that they could talk casually to all participants rather than
nmerely to the outfielders in cricket.

As in England 'there were no public courts as it was not a
gane for the public, but a private recreation of a particular
kind and few open conpetitions except at the centres of the gane,
and it was not until after the Wrld War of 1914-18 that it
started to spread throughout the comunity'.® The players were
usual ly British, or perhaps, nore accurately, English, from the
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upper mddle class or with pretensions to reach that |evel.
Because this was a tight-knit exclusive group, not growing at all
rapidly in the late nineteenth century, interest in the game
spread very gradually and only anong a relatively snmall circle,
mainly nmore mature, indeed even elderly people, Wat is now a
gane denanding greater athletic ability and calling on energies
associated with the young, was originally seen in a quite
different light as mainly a mld and quieter recreation for the
mddl e aged. Initially it was seen - to enphasise the point by
exaggeration - as mld exercise for geriatrics determined both to
avoid the fate and to prove thenmselves as active. Furthermore it
was a pastinme, that is, precisely, a way of passing the tine.
Tennis initially was not a sport, nor a recreation, but sinply a
way of filling in spare time, pleasantly. This had two
consequences. It was a pursuit for what could only be described
as a section of the leisured class - people with excess time -
and the inplication is that it should be a pleasurable way of
passing it. 9 Tennis gradually progressed from being a pastine, to
a recreation, to a sport. Wiy and when did those phases occur?

The invention of the nodern game of tennis in England occurred
just prior to Melbourne's boom In its earliest stages,
Australian tennis was played by those who saw Melbourne's growth
as a conpletion of the boyhood dreams of those born in the 183Cs,
who grew up in the hungry 'forties and many of whom had cone to
the goldfields of Victoria in the early 18503%0 In their mddle
age they turned in imtation to what cultural achievenents and
expressions they had admired in England, or what they thought
woul d have been the nodern evolution of this. It was a period
whose atnosphere is nicely caught in the title of GCeoffrey Serle's
book, The Rush to be Rich. 1 The promotion of Tennis was partly an
expression and physical illumnation of this anbitious imtative
i mpul se of Melbourne as being marvellous. It was a group of
mddle aged tennis players in 1880 who took the lead by conducting
Australia's first tennis tournanent - the Victorian Chanpionships
at the Melbourne Cricket Gound. This was a feat in itself
because at this stage there was no state or national tennis
association. Victoria did not establish such a body until 1892
and did not have association courts until 1908. By 1884, however,
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there were seven clubs in Melbourne which were conpeting in the
only Mel bourne conpetition, the Men's Wnter Pennant: Msspennock,
the Bohenmians, Wndsor, St Kilda, Trinity ?cz)l lege, Onond College
and the Melbourne Cicket Cub Tennis Cub.

The growth of tennis clubs in Victoria can be explained at
least in part as a facet - or is it an imtative legacy - of the
system of famly patronage and inheritance characteristic of the
English bourgeois fanmily in the nineteenth century. Such clubs,
like other clubs of a professional or business nature, were
conceived by their founders as creating a network of contacts for
thenmsel ves, and their friends and famly. Tennis clubs, as
distinct from city business clubs, served a particular physical
pur pose. The city club existed to provide the business and
professional man with various services, notably lunch, and perhaps
occasi onal accommopdation in salubrious and appropriate surround-
ings. But the growing cult of physical fitness - a healthy mnd
in a healthy body - encouraged clubs whose purposes included
exercise and fitness dinensions, which could be conbined with a
social function,

Thus, in accounting for the growth of tennis clubs, the
operation of patronage, encouragement and noral coercion are
extremely inportant. The problem of succession becane nore real
as the business and professional men's retirement from active
| eadership grew closer, In the 1870s these nen had denied
thenselves a great deal in order to give their sons a good educa-
tion. Unfortunately many of the younger generation did not respond
in the way their parents had hoped. Many sons expected to be
given noney plus a profession or partnership by their fathers,

The reasons behind sons joining the same tennis clubs, and the
resul tant expansion of tennis clubs, was perhaps so that a certain
degree of parental control or influence could be exerted. It also
contrived to place the son in contact with a group of people who
were considered by parents as acceptable and naybe useful for
establishing social contacts and prospective business clients for
their sons. They wished to establish tennis clubs partly for the
formative benefits they believed it would provide for the young
and also for thenselves. In many cases, the sons probably saw the
benefits of such an arrangement as it provided a cheap, confortable
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and socially easy niche into which they could fit with a mnimm
effort.

O course tennis clubs were also a way in which citizens
anxious to neasure their attainnents and affirm the future of
leisured civilisation in Victoria could do so. The proliferation
of tennis clubs reflected what might be called hubris - the
proclamation of' an instant |eisured class, newy and aggressively

energed, and the clubs were another expression - a physical
expression in all ways for the very existence of courts was
testimony to spacious living - of a boundless confidence and

optimsm Tennis expressed the energy and refinement, that exact
blend of activity and cultivation which the colonials |ooked on as
their very own: they had invented the blend and tennis was their

i deal vehicle. The idea of colonising enterprise was intertw ned
into the building and organisation necessary to establish a club
or even a private court with regular practice sessions. They
believed that by the establishment and naintenace of such things
as the English sport of tennis, progress and success would be

assured and nagnified. In this sense it was not only an initation
but it was also a synbol, a testanment to a phase of civilisation
achi eved. To add to this, the mstakes and problems of British

industrialism and capitalism had supposedly been |earnt and
recognised by the Australian elite; Melbourne, it seermed, had
nothing to lose if it extracted the advantages of both the British
nodel of econonic progress and the Australian potential for

econom ¢ success. The result would undoubtedly be that Victoria
woul d be the richest and nost progressive centre in the southern
hem sphere, Tennis was seen as a mcrocosm of a brave new

colonial world in which this idea of energetic progess would be
dom nant . That is, tennis was encouraged by, and also expressed,
a particular and dynamic social atnosphere.

An analysis of the early nenbership of the tennis clubs
reveals that the social, religious, political and cultural
backgrounds of their menbers show much in common and may to a
significant extent be broadly classified within overall social
di vi si ons. For exanple, Protestant, Freemason, substanti al
I'andowner and so on. This set of general categories does not,
of course, apply rigidly to all clubs, nenbers or areas.
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If sonme player had great ability, but was unacceptable in other
ways, due for exanple to |ower social background or personal

di sposition, there was usually little opposition to his or her

application for menbership which was treated as a gracious

di spensi ng of patronage. Another area in which the unspoken but

understood guidelines for tennis club nenbership were suspended is
particularly evident when a contrast is nade between the nenber-

ship patterns of the country and city clubs. As a general rule,
country clubs included a much wder cross section of the public,
while city and suburban clubs usually catered for, and were
restricted to, the professional and upper-niddle business classes.
The informal and usually unspoken enforcement of various religious,
regional, political and economc criteria and restrictions for
the exclusion or acceptance of nenbers is itself indicative of the
tight exclusiveness of nost of Melbourne's tennis clubs in this
earlier period. Seen from this social perspective, tennis clubs
were devices not for keeping nembers in, but for keeping others
outs Those deemed to be the 'lower orders' or of unacceptable
behaviour or religion (such as Roman Catholics) and so on were

not welconmed as tennis club nenbers. Nor, it should be said, did
they often seek to join, as the unwelconmng attitudes and stance
of the early elite tennis clubs were sufficiently strong and
visible to deter outsiders who felt attracted to the gane of
tennis. One reaction of such excluded outsiders was to reject
tennis, sometinmes with a degree of hatred, as the badge of pre-

tensions to social superiority; a game for 'toffs', 'nobs', the
idle and useless rich, a diversion peculiar to the ruling class
and thus anathema to the true worker. The other reaction was to

form clubs of their own, sometinmes for the love of the gang,
sonetines to ‘ape their betters’, that is, to adopt tennis as
either imtation of the rich, or as an expression of upwardly
nmobi | e social inpulses,

Meanwhi l e, the devel opment of the technological and theore-
tical aspects of the game, in both Australia and Britain;, the
gromth of the Melbourne metropolis in the 1880s and early 1890s;
the initial links of tennis with gentlenen's and cricket clubs;
the inportant role of wonmen who were now able to participate in a
sport with nmen, were all aspects of the game in the late
ni neteenth century which nade tennis not only nore conpetitive and

75



strenuous but also nore popul ar. The hardening, tightening

and streamining of tennis was encouraged by both the players

and organisers of the game in the hope that the sport would
command greater public interest, which it began to do. Wile

in theory, this idea of developing a conpetitive sport nmay have
been the intention of innovations in tennis, a truly conpetitive
approach to the gane in the sense pursued in nodern sports was
hardly welconmed. This point is perhaps best conveyed by the
following statement in what was perhaps the best and nost
accurate review of the then history of lawn tennis in Australasia
up until 1912, Although it refers to the capabilities of the 1912
Australasian Davis Cup Team it indicates clearly the then pre-
vailing 'amateur ethos' of tennis:

| own a rnodest confidence in their ultimte success and an absolute
certainty they will do their best, and take success or defeat as
sportsmen vg]o realise that the glory is not in the prize but in the
effort. !

Yet, despite this kind of gentlemanly presunption, the issue of

whether tennis should be an anamteur gane or a professional sport
has been heatedly debated ever since the inception of the rules
and conpetition in lawn tennis began.

Hardly less inportant for the future of Australian tennis
was the birth in Ml bourne, on Novenber 14, 1877, of Norman
Br ookes. u He was to becone one of the greatest international
players of his time and a long-standing and influential adninis-
trator who virtually controlled, not only Victorian tennis, but
Australian as well. He becane the model for the stereotype of the
Australian tennis player. He also exerted a great deal of in-
fluence on the international scene as well as being, and the
combination is indicative of the non-specialist place of the tennis
of his day, a first-class player.

The son of WIliam Brookes, an 1852 English immigrant from
Nort hampt onshire, Norman Brookes was the descendant of a particu-
lar type of colonist, already discussed, who nmade a considerable
fortune after settling in Australia by building railways and
bridges, buying ships, paper nills and sheep stations. Nei t her
father nor son were ever able, or wished to forget or ignore,
their English background. It was perhaps because of this, and his
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father's newWy found wealth, that Norman was given a tennis
racket at the age of five. He was often found hitting balls on

a wall of the Brookes' huge honme, 'Brookwood', near Albert Park,
which was the venue for many inportant matches and practice
sessions of the top tennis players especially after. 1908. 1In

1896 Brookes began his rise to fame by playing his first inter-
state match for Victoria. Horrie Rice, renowned not only for his
Australian national and state titles from the 1890s to the md-
1920s but also for his billowing white knicker-bockers and Iong
bl ack socks,said of Brookes: 'He nmakes the game extremely rest-
ful by playing so nany of' his strokes well beyond ny reach'l,5
which seens, to a nodern view, replete with irony and chagrin,

but was in fact perfectly serious, revealing the then nature of

the game, as nuch as Brookes' abilities. Rice's remark now

appears quaint, but it draws attention to one of the attractive
aspects of tennis as a new gane, a feature which is easy to
overlook nearly a century later. The game then had enornous and
exciting potential for internal developnment; amazing things could
be done to extend the frontiers of technique. The game as played
by Brookes had the attractions of startling novelty, and of
consunmate excellence wthin that.

The popularity of Australian tennis was accidental in that
Brookes energed at just that time when Australian nationalism was
needing pronotion and heroes in relation to Federation and the
upsurge of national consciousness from the nineties. There were
few international figures, persons of international stature to
whom Australians could attach a sense of national pride. Brookes,
in this tiny little-known exclusive sport, emerged at just the
right time and, as a Wnbledon chanpion, right in the heartland of
the British establishnent, that is, anongst precisely those whom
Australians nost wanted to inpress and prove that they were equals
or better. But for Brookes coinciding with Federation, tennis
woul d have been perhaps not nothing, but nuch |ess.

The stage had been set for Australia as a nation to obtain
i ndependently the laurels of international tennis. The Australian
domi nation of the sport in the pre-Wrld War One Years resulted in
tennis beconming an integral part of the Australian national
heritage and character in a peculiar way, not unlike deep sea
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yachting now, being the exclusive domain of the rich heralded from
afar by the bulk of the Australian popul ation.

Thus, the new social environment of Australia, lacking the
traditions of entrenched old wealth, and any network of
aristocracy or ancient elitist structures, was much nore open to
egalitarian inclusion and wder social span than the English.
This resulted in shaping and influencing tennis in this country
in a way that was gradually becomng distinctly Australian.

Hence, the answers to many of the questions concerning
Australian tennis revolve around a nmjor question that goes to
the heart of many of the unique aspects of the gane. Certainly
it is Iike many other sports, but it is also unlike them The
basic question in this regard is, what is the nature of the gane?

The answer to that is best expressed - in making the points of
contrast vital to understanding the social role and historical
devel opnent of the game - in negatives; in ternms of what it is

not as well as what it is. It is neither a body contact, nor a
team game; it requires relatively small space and is exceptionally
adaptable to a wide range of skills and age restraints and
simlarity anong players, It is playable by either sex, or both,
and thus of peculiar social attraction, particularly to

relatively small groups. It is also adaptable to flexible tine
requirenments for social or age purposes. It can be as active and

taxing or as slow paced and relaxing as the players wi sh. They
can play for an hour or an afternoon - at whatever pace they
desire.

That being said about tennis, it nmay be suggested that one
of the big unasked questions of tennis and sports history in
general is - what is the cost of wnning? Hstory is about human
beings as individuals as well as in groups. Sports history tends
to unbalance or neglect this by concentrating on sport as a social,
i.e. group phenonenon, in which team spirit is an essential aspect,
or as a record of physical performance or achievenment, in which
the individual tends to be forgotten, Tennis highlights this
probl em of balanced historical assessnent because it has nore
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recently been based on the star (indeed nega-star) system and is
perhaps better understood as an aspect of pop culture than as a
traditional sport. It could be argued that tennis has now
approached a position in which the winners are also, in a sense,
the |osers. That is, so great are the demands made on the
individual for excellence to achieve success that his whole life
is absorbed or at best distorted by this. The consequence in
nmany cases is a disintegration or destruction of personality as

it collapses under the strain. This nmay be of immediate interest
to clinical psychology but it is also of great inportance to the
humane historian. It could be argued that this is a product not
of the sport but of the superstar system The effects of such a
system in fact predates the mobdern nedia period, e.g. Suzanne
Lenglen and Bill Tilden's personal decline; and by Adrian Quist's
own admission, he and John Bromwich were just as tenperanental in
the thirties and forties as present-day players. Thus, the
question arises of how nuch of a reality was, or is, sportsmanship?
Moreover, because the sporting scene demands fitness, the usual
superstar escape routes of drugs and alcohol are not available
(CGeorge Best in football is a good exanple of that way out which
quickly ruined his sporting career in a way pop stars can avoid

or postpone). That is, the tennis scene demands total dedication,
fitness, plus anbition and drive to a degree which places enornous
strain on personality and on resources of human judgerment to live
some kind of balanced life. Thus, in tennis we see the personality
problens of Borg, the difficulties of Connors' and Borg's marriages,
the tantrums and uncontrolled rage of MEnroe. O course, the
question of the degree to which society or tennis is to blane for
such trends nust be considered and analysed closely. Wnen seem
better able to cope: we need look no further than Chris Evert-
Lloyd who has remained at the pinnacle of wonen's tennis for many
years and has gained the title of 'the lce Queen' which indicates
her cool tenperanent on the tennis court. However, even she has
had her own personal upheavals. Then there is the question of

| esbian players. O course, how nuch these issues are synpto-
matic of the lifestyle of tennis circuit society or the product of
the individual is difficult to ascertain.
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The cost of winning therefore, in present circunstances
may be to court personal destruction. The normal treatnment and
approach of sport, and sports history, is to avoid this sensitive
area. Yesterday's chanpions are disposable. Hence there is a
sense in which sport is anti-historical, focussing as it does on
today's results and tonorrow s possibilities. There is nothing
less interesting than yesterday's results. Sport is transient to
a degree nmuch nore than politics because its focus and virtual
entire concern is the physical dinension, or so it would seem
In fact it involves nmuch nore, but it tends not to be witten in
that way. Tennis, for instance, was a synbol of a certain section
of English and Australian societies. By analysing the sport
certain trends, reflections and insights can be gained providing
different perspectives on these societies.

Thus the really mjor question in sports history may well be
how to wite a history of losers, or of that which was |ost.
Sports history has a natural tendency to triunphalism but true
history nust exclude the totality of human experience in the area:
and that is nostly of losing. How does one wite a history of
|l osing? So, what is often described as 'history from bel ow
has recently becone a popular and accepted nethod of historical
anal ysis, but has not as yet been attenpted in witing a history
of tennis, or sport generally.

Y

The subject of women's involvenent in tennis is a separate
and a vital issue which opens up a whole field of inquiry ranging
from matters of fashion and norals to why and to what extent
wormren played tennis.The presence of wonen in the sport is
crucial. It supports the contention that tennis is a civilised
refined activity: it is a gane fit for women. Essentially
football and cricket are male preserves. Tennis fitted in with
the Victorian period's concept of the wonman; weak and dainty, yet
social and refined. It fitted a certain view of refined, |eisured
civilisation: grass courts, sunmer days, whites, |eisure,
country houses,and pretty wonmen. Tennis was the synbol of an
age, an era, a class, an attitude to life; and the fenumle
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di mension proved this point. Very little interpretative

analysis of the role of wonmen in tennis has been attenpted.

Perhaps this has been partly determned by social values, but

also by the fact that nmen's tennis has for so long attracted the
crowds and publicity. Wnen's tennis was not as popular to

wat ch nor have there been so nany wonen as men conpeting in tennis.

Tennis has a unique atnosphere and ethos that separates it
from other major sports. The crucial points of fundanental
difference are first, an absence of body contact. This neans a

maj or enphasis on skill and technique as distinct from factors of
force. Second, tennis is not a team sport. This means enphasis
is placed on the individual; it is a highly personalised game,

though it cannot really be played alone. The question that
occurs here, particularly also in the light of why a study of
sport, particularly tennis has been ignored, is who or what is
being witten about? It appears that tennis is a graduated game
whi ch noves downward from the pinnacle of the top ten in the world
to the club or social players at the bottom - a smoth pyramd
anal ogy. Is this really so? No. At the top, the nature of the
game, the environnent, conditions, level of reward, standard of
performance and personal demands and performance patterns are
radically different from those experienced and conprehended at
the bottom Such is the enornous range of existing forms which
the gane takes that covering and organising this historically is
extremely difficult. It is not one game, but a hierarchy of ganes,
interacting with each other in a conplex and fluctuating way.

How does one wite a history which can bridge the gulf in under-
standing between backyard and Wnbledon? The nature of the game
changes from casual social pursuit, to various levels of skill and
personal rivalry for recreation, to national contest and synbol,
to individual pursuit of fame, fortune and excellence. Can the
sane historical, analytic questions be asked and produce the sane
answers about these different ganmes? Patently, no.

Al this raises the question of who played the gane. Here
perhaps a survey of those involved in tennis would be appropriate
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with enphasis on the inportance of fanmily background, connections
with royalty, noney, politicians, education, and religion in
tennis circles. This has not as yet been attenpted and again the
question is why not? Gven that choice of sport is substantially,
t hough not entirely, a voluntary activity, the choice of tennis
is an interesting and revealing social conment. Do Australian
"tennis' people reflect or try to enulate a British social
group? Indeed, is the lack of true understanding of the meaning
of amateurismin the British sense the reason Australian players
had such success in the tennis world for so |ong? The existence
of tennis points to the inportance in Australia of a group whose
sporting expectations and attitudes contrast markedly with the
footbal | /cricket, body contact/team yobbo/beer stereotype which
tends to dominate the inmages of the Australian sporting world.
To carry this point further, does the same crowd which watches
tennis also watch football or, for that matter, cricket?It also
raises the question of sportmanship: how tennis concerns itself
with this and the inplications it has in relation to tradition-
alism and later commercialism And it also brings to light a
further question. Wy did overseas players attract bigger
crowmds when the Australians at various periods were the best in
the world? Perhaps this suggests a snobbery value, that is, a
mai nt enance of contact with the British amateur ethos and the
wider world. And yet, the inportance of the Davis Cup as an
expression of national pride cannot be ignored.

It is not enough to assume, however, that this is sinply an
expression of snobbery and middle-class values. [t wuas. But
it was nore than that. Wy did tennis players play tennis?
Because they enjoyed it? Wy did they enjoy it? Because it

corresponded to their requirements for a gane: it was clean,
W thout body contact, personalised, dependent not on force or
luck, but on skill and technique and attracted not crowds, but

small wel | -behaved groups. But why do tennis crowds differ from
other sporting crowds in their reactions and expectations; and
does the cost of entry to watch or play tennis determne the type

and nunbers involved? Tennis was, in a word, civilised. Its
appearance was a nmark of civilisation - in the British Victorian
sense - in Australia. This was, of course, associated with a
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nmonied elite. It can be questioned how often upward social
mobility has truly been a reality in tennis or whether it has
al ways been predeterm ned by position in society fromthe start,
i.e. an inpenetrable elite group where their reactionary policies
reflect a wish to 'stay British'.

Civilizations wax and wane, grow, decline and fall - and the
changes in tennis mrror the changes in civilisation and its
declining fortunes. So here one nust ask how much bureaucracy has
hel ped or hindered tennis? Wy do disruptions occur in tennis
adm ni stration, what is at stake, and have they increased wth
the introduction of open tennis? The various conflicts noted in
these questions reflect the disharnony between the forces of the
old and new orders. The old order saw tennis as a gane to be
enj oyed, the new as a sport to be exploited. Mdre recently the
qgquestions that can be asked of tennis are: who controls whom
and who owns what? What is in conflict are two basically
different attitudes to a particular human activity. Questions
concerning America's rise as a world power and the powerful
sports/business attitude to tennis that enmanated from such
characters as Jack Kramer and Lamar Hunt which had such an affect
on Australian tennispust be analysed closely.

For the old brigadetennis was a pleasant and appropriate
outgrowth of a refined civilisation they knew and val ued. So they
shoul d: they owned it. Thus, can tennis be viewed as a form of
control within society or by a particular social group? The new
forces have descended on tennis from outside like invading
barbarians occupying the refined civilisation of ancient Rome.

Li ke those barbarians, these new ones have imense energy and
drive, and no respect whatever for the refinenents of civilisa-
tion, nerely a determined greed to seize its wealth. So do a
certain type of people - a different type - now play tennis? For
exanple could it be said that players of working class backgrounds
or those from comunist countries are forced or have greater
notivation to train hard and do better? Could this be the reason
that Australia has in recent years failed to produce many top

pl ayers? Does the winning game now need the German Denocratic
Republic type of training or do Australians have to establish a
distinctly Australian nethod to suit its national character? Is
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it enough to copy others? Gbviously not. The Australian Sports
Institute in Canberra, however, IS attenpting to conmbine both
overseas and Australian training nethods.

In the past thirty years, therefore, upstarts and outsiders
possessed of great power and ability to exploit a source of
wealth and determined to use rather than play the gane, have

flavoured the tennis world. In the old order, tennis was nerely
an adjunct to wealth, an outgrowth of a particular refined
civilised life-style. Arguably, this is why tennis admnistrators

sometinmes resent justifiable criticism O is it just human
nature? Now tennis is a means to wealth, its whole ethos is in
radi cal change. 'The concept of sport loses its objective social
basis and becomes the vehicle of ideologies, interest, and
tradition'.16 It remains to be seen whether this is actually so.

So, the unasked questions about tennis are what sort of a gane
was it, why was it played and have the answers to these two
questions changed over tine and are they still changing? These
questions are fundarmental to all the unasked questions raised in
relation to Australian tennis.

So to return to the initial point, why have these questions
been unasked? Questions about tennis have not been asked because
it is, or has been, a refined activity at the centre of an elite's
view of the dinmensions of their own concept of civilisation. That
is, it is part of an immensely conplex and subtle world system
with unspoken values and assunptions and a rigid insider/outsider
di chot ony: it is thus a nysterious and sacred preserve, nore to
be experienced and enjoyed than understood.

In some ways tennis has been a very private gane: which is
one reason why television, professionalism and all their adjuncts
have seemed so scandal ous. Recent devel opnents have been an
outrageous intrusion into the nystique, Perhaps this hel ps
answer the question as to why tennis has been spiced with hypo-
crisy and bias throughout its history, especially in relation to
the subtleties of amateurism and professionalism

And this 'private' nature of the game may explain why tennis
heroes are in a category different from those of cricket or even
golf , neither of which have the sane intensity and degree
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of personal contact as tennis. Tennis endeavour is too personal,
too individual to be taken to others' hearts. W watch tennis but
it is too distancing an activity to identify wth: the television
beer advertisenments recognise this with their concentration on
football and cricket. It is not only a social distancing from
the nob; it is something in the nature of the gane which wll

not sell beer. Aso the fenmale preserve changes the nature of
the game; so fenmale tennis is good for advertising soap powder

or fruit juice.

By raising the unasked questions of Australian tennis, it is
hoped that a history of tennis between 1878 and 1939 will denon-
strate both the unique nature of the sport and how it reflects

and illumnates a sector of Australian society.
NOTES :
1. This article is an expanded and edited version of the paper

presented at the Hstory of Sporting Traditions |V
Conference, held at the Melbourne COicket dub, on August
18, 1983, in the "Wrk in Progess" section.

2. Basic histories of Australian tennis have tended to provide
little nmore than match results, narrative and anecdote. An

exanple of this is RS Witington's book An [Illustrated H story
of Australian Tennis, (Melbourne, 1975).

3. One exanple of such a social history in which tennis is
mentioned F.K Crow ey, Mdern Australia in Docunents 1901-1939,
(Mel bourne, 1973), Vol. |, pp. 105-106; p. 237.

4. For a nore detailed account of the establishnment of |awn

tennis in England see G derici, The Utimte Tennis Book: 500
Years of the Sport (Chicago, 1975) and J.G Snyth, Lawn Tennis.
(London, 1953).

5. In order to nore clearly define the nature and neaning of
such words as civilisation, culture and leisure, refer to
the al phabetically ordered Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences
(New York, 1963) wunder 'Cvilisation' 'CQulture’ and 'Leisure'.
Also see T. Veblen, The Theory of the Leisure Oass, and Econonic
Study of Institutions (London, 1925).
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10.

11.

12.

13.
14.

15.
16.

Snyth, op.cit., p. 10

"Austral' (of 'the Referee'), Lawn Tennis in Australasia,
(Sydney, 1912) gives a nore detailed account of Australian
tennis in the early twentieth century.

Snyth, op.cit., p. 20.

For nore information on definitions of culture and |eisure
classes see J. Pieper, Leisure: The Basis of Culture (London,

1952); and T.S. Eliot, Notes towards the Definition of Culture
(London, 1948).
G Davison, The Rse and Fall of Mrvellous Mlbourne (Ml bourne,

1978).

G Serle, The Rush to be Rich: a Hstory of the Colony of Victoria,
1883-1889 (Mel bourne, 1974).

J.W Colville, Lawn Tennis: Its Early Hstory in Victoria.
(Handwitten manuscript held at the Melbourne Cricket Cub
Library.) The date it was witten is not known.

Austral, op.cit., p. 25

The Norman Brookes Manuscript Collection. Held at the Australian
National Library, Canberra which includes nunerous letters,
newspaper articles and cuttings, relating to tennis.

Witington, op.cit., p. 15.
B. Rigauer, Sport and Wrk (New York, 1981), p. 101.
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