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ABSTRACT 

This work assumes that games and sports provide 

their participants with opportunities to actualize human 

potential that is not realized in everyday life. The 

sport of golf has been chosen to see what it has to 
,. 

offer its partidipants. A sample of golfers drawn from 

players at a local civic golf course is studied via 

participant observation and interviewing. It is seen 

that golf, for the samp~e, represents a challenge that 

is not present elsewhere in their life. The challenge 

is sought out so desperately and continuously that it 

appears to take on 'sick' proportions. The sample 

recognizes this and refers to themselves as 'addicted' 

to golf. Whether addiction can be thought of in a 

non-chemical wf;lY is then researched and the findings are 

applied to the sample. It is concluded that addiction 

can be n~n-che~ical, but because ?ddiction is defined 

as being antitlhetical to challenge it is concluded that 

the sample is not addicted. 
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Chapter I 

Introduction 

As the twentieth century comes to an end one of 

the new social concerns is what people will do with 

their increasing amounts of leisure time. Due to advances 

in technology, men and women no longer have to devote as 

much of their en~rgy to mere survival. Even if one chooses 

not to speculate as to what the final work time to leisure 

time ratio will be, one must acknowledge that as this 

ratio. gets smaller the importance of the leisure component 

increases. Out of the belief that this ratio is indeed 

becoming smaller, albeit at a much slower rate than 

the media would have us believe, this study intends to 

investigate one of the Western world's most popular forms 

1 
of leisure, naJlilely the game of golf. 

In looking at leisure activities one identifies 
. 

two categories: (1) spectator activities, and (2) participant. 

activities. Included in the first category are such 

things as watching television, going to movies, the 

theatre, spor~ing events, etc. The emphasis here is on 
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watching other ])eople participa.ting. While it is hard 

to imagine someone never engaging in one of these spectator 

activities it is not as hard to imagine the non-participant. 

In being the participant a person takes an active part 

in the event. In most cases this would involve being a 

player in a game or sport or being involved in some type 

of creative activity. Combining the obvious observation 

that it is less ta~ing physically to be involved as a 

spectator than as a participant with the observation that 

in spite of this many people will go to great lengths to 

sacrifice what seems to be much needed recuperating time 

to be actively involved, led me to believe that a study 

of participants would be much more informative than a 

2 study of spectators. When one further realizes that the 

members of my sample leave only eight to nine hours 

maximum In a golfing-working day to see their family, 

sleep, eat, etc. one cannot dismiss the idea that this game 
I 

plays a very important part in their lives and that it 

would be an inform~tive area of study.3 

The reasons behind choosing golf as opposed to 

tennis or some other leisure activity were many. Being 

acquainted with the subculture as a participant not only 

facilitated aCcess to my sample but had also, over the 

years, aroused my curiosi t~{ as to why people played 
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the game. The very structure of the game in that it is 

not just a forty-five minute to one hour enaeavor, led 

me, as previously mentioned, to conclude that this activity 

by virtue of the time investment alone was very special 

to its participants. The immense popularity of the game 

1 a f 1 · t Id b . f . 4 a so rna e me ee l wou e In ormatlve. As Michael 

Murphy has so vividly put it Jr 

The ball is. ubiqui ltous, .•. it is in flight 
at this very momenlt above every continent'. 
Moreover, it is in flight every momen~ of the 
aay and night. It may take flight one aay 
on the moon, especially when you consiaer 
the potential proaigies of mile long drives 
and the wonder they would bring to millions. 
Consiaer the symbolism inherent in that 
indubi table fact":' asgolf ball suspended In 
air at every moment! 

After Alan Shepard's 6-iron shots on the moon, auring 

his recent Apol.lo visit, Murphy's statement becomes 

easier to visua,lize. The knowleage that golf· has such 

a long history also intensified my interest in this 

particular game. As Allistair Cooke has said, "It 

has been goil!-g on for so long that it is impossible to 

dismiss like mah-jongg or sex as a passing fad. 6 

Although most of his comments are directed 

specifically at the game of chess, Cockburn in Idle 

Passion: Chess and the Dance of Death makes a very 

intriguing remark about games in general, 
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But at the most profound level-beyond the 
desire for 'fun' or for exercise or for 
excitement-I think one can argue that games, 
with their own laws and their own time frames, 
represen~ an expectancy on the part of the 
contende~s and of the audiencei that g§JTles 
direct a question at the very heart of society 
and of culture as to what it could be and 
what it could become in terms of freedom and 
realized human potential. Some games are discarded, 
since the question no longer applies in the 
terms in which th activity posed it- as in 
medieval tournaments that asked which person 
was most courtly, which had the strongest horse, 
which had the toughest lance and the keenest 
eyei such a sport becomes an

7
elegy for a class 

that has already had its day. (emphasis 
mine) .. 

Assuming that Cockburn is correct about games and human 

potential, this work sets out to look- at the motivations 

of golfers to try and ascertain if golfers do indeed 

feel that they realize some potential through golf that 

they do not actualize ~lsewhere. 

Unfortunately this research is not a longitudinal 

study nor even a comparative one, rather, only the exam-

ination of the motivations of participants at one point 

in time. Althomgh golf does have a long history I was 

unable to locate any similar type of research from previous 

eras. Given that the world we now live in is vastly 

different from. the world i:hat invented the game, it 

is truly unfortunate that i::he motivations of the players 

of then and now cannot be compared. Allistair Cooke 

4 



claims in his article entitled, "Self Torture Disguised 

As A Game II , that., "They have been playing golf for 800 

years and nobody has satisfac"torily said why. \I 8 This 

quote implies a constant 800 year answer to the question but 

I do not feel this to be -the case. However, in no way. 

is it felt that because some motivations may have 

disappeared and because the constancy of others cannot 

be tested that this look at present day motivations 

will not be rewarding. 

Methodology 

From what has been said so far it might be thought 

that only motivations are looked at, but this is not so. 

Motivations are indeed looked at, but they are looked 

at in the conte~t of the golfer's total feelings towards' 

the game, not as entities standing by themselves. To 

ascertain these feelings it: was felt that a combination 

of methods would be more informative than employing 

just one method. 

This study started out by using participant 

observation. After a few months in the field it was 

decided that an interview or a series of interviews 

would be a helpful supplement. Two interviews were 

conducted; the first interview lasted fro~ an hour to 
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an hour and a half and was fairly broad in scope, the 

second intervie~ consisted of five questions that were 

aimed at investigating a particular question that had 

emerged f~om the data. 9 This second interview was the 

cUlmination of the original plan to generate a theory 

from the data. IO 

There was no problem gaining access to the sample 

as I was already a member of the group. In explaining 

the degree of my involvement it is useful to look at 

GanS'S categorization of participant observers, 

In my own work, I have distinguished three 
types of roles. pne is the total participant, 
the field worker who is completely involved 
emotionally in a social situation and who only 
after it is over becomes a researcher again 
and writes down what has happened ... A second 
is the researcher-participant, who participates 
in a social situation but is personally only 
partially involved so that he can function as 
a researcher ... The third is the total researcher 
who observes without any pers~~al involvement 
in the situation under study. 

Given these three categories my work as a participant 

observer came closest to the total participant. The only 

difference between my ·actions and Gans's total partici,pant 

is that he implies there is a definite break in contact 

with the sample. In my ·case the only break in contact 

with the group was that at a certain point in time I 

stopped collecting data, I did not stop my interaction 

6. 



with them. 

Choosing this form of participant observation is 

not as straightforward and simple as it appears. In 

fact, justifications will have to be made after viewing 

Gans's further elaboration that, 

being a total participant is probably the 
most fruitful kind of participant observation, 
for only by being completely immersed in an 
event as an involved person can one really 
confront and grasp ·the social and emotional 
incentives and pressures that act on people 
in groups. Total participation is psych­
ologically very difficult for the researcher, 
however; it is almost impossible for him to be 
both a total particip~nt and an observer of 
himself and other people ... Indeed I would 
go as far as to say thalt the participant 
observer connot sfudy his own people; he 
probably cannot work in a setting so close to 
his own life situation that he does share 
concerns and perspectives; fo~ example he 
could not study the department of sociology 
of which he himself is a member. Even if 
he were able to peJ:-suade nis colleagues to 
treat him as a researcher rather than as a 
colleague, which is unlikely, it is doubtful 
he coul~ give up the temptation to participatev . 

or to shed the feelings he had about his 
colleagues before he started to study them. 
Unless he is totally uninterested in his own 
department he might want to act when he should 
observe, to like or dislike when he should 
r~sear~h, f~d to argue when he should be 
l~sten~ng. 

It ~s quite interesting that Gans sees the close contact 

of the total participant as being the most fruitful 

participant met~od yet feels that he must renounce it 

at the same time. This is accentuated by the fact that 
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Gans never quite makes it clear why the faculty member 

cannot do the study. What he does do is leave us with 

the feeling that the sociologist must be detached, 

unemotional, totally objective. In other words he is 

telling us that the sociologist must not allow his 

13 beliefs or values to enter into the study. To 

understand these remarks better I think it might be 

useful for a mome'nt to look briefly at this belief of 

"no values" and how it relates to users of participant 

b t " 14 o serva lon. 

Proponents of sociology's soft methods deserve 

to be applauded for their desire to 'do' sociology 

in places other than the ivory towers of their res-

pective universities. Leaving the comfort of the 

nicely air-conditioned offices to go out and interact 

with non-academics or non-professionals takes a certain 

amount of courage that should not be minimized. 

However, recongiizing and acknowledging their willing-

ness to get their bands dirty, so to speak, does not 

blind one to the fact that there are limits as to how 

dirty they will get. Fear of permanently staining 

one's hands leads to rationalizations to cover up an 

aversion to getting too close to the people being 

studied. 
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A blatant example of this averslon is seen in 

Blanche Geer's article, "First Days in the Field; A 

Chronicle of Research in Progress".lS In this article 

Geer reports on a participant observation study she 

was involved with at the University o~ Kansas in 1959. 

This study tr~ed to ascertain incoming undergraduates' 

feelings during a summer orientation period. In. discussing 

her involvement with the future undergradua~es she 

states, 

one might suppose that empathy for informants, 
once developed would become a problem in 
itself. It of tens feels like one in the field 
but drops sharply on leaving it. After_ 
a few weeks on analysis, I wondered how could 
! stand those silly kids. Discussion with 
coworkers and getting the faculty perspective 
later inl~he study also helped to restore a 
balance. (emphasis mine) 

It does not seem to matter whether Geer is just more 

blatant in expressing her £eelings or whether she is not 

yet as sophistioated as others in reporting her findings. 

what does matter is her feeling toward those 'silly 

k "d ' 17 .l s . 

Tied in to this desire not to come too close to 

the people being studied is the feeling that the researcher 

h d " b " " "f" 18 w 0 oes lS not elng SClentl lC. This is noteworthy 

because in its quest for status it seems that sociology 

feels that if it borrows all the impersonal aspects 
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of the natural sciences, the prestige of these sciences 

can also be borrowed or perhaps even stolen. But it 

is this personal aspect that is the hope and appeal of 

the discipline. It is unfortunate that this possible 

uniqueness is not being pursued. I would have to agree 

with Gouldner's remarks that, 

The dominant drift in American sociology 
is toward professionalization, the growth 
of technical specialists, toward the diffusion 
of the value-free outlook to the point where 
it becomes less of an intellec1~al doctrine 
and more of a blanketing mood. 

Further consequences. of value-freeness are given by 

Gouldner, 

Once committed to the premise of value-free 
sociology, such sociologists are bound to 
a policy which can only alienate them 
further from the surrounding world. Social 
science can never be fully accepted in a 
society, or by 'part of it, without paying 
its way; this means it must manifest both 
its relevances and concern for the contemp­
orary human predica.ment. Unless the value 
relevances of sociological inquiry are made 
plainly evident, unless there are at least some 
bridges between it and larger hopes and 
pur.poses, it must inevitably be scorned 20 
by laymen as pretentious word mongering. 

Fortunately nat all sociologists feel that they 

either have no ~alues or that they must claim that they 

have no values. Becker in his imaginatively entitled 

article, "Whose Side Are We on?" shines some needed 

light on the problem. 
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To have values or not to have values: the 
question is always with us. When sociologists 
undertake to study problems that have rele­
vance to the world we live in they find 
themselves caught in a crossfire. Some urge 
them not to take sides to be neutral and do 
research that is technically correct and 
value free. Others tell them their work is 
shallow and useless if it does not express 
a deep commitment to a value position. 

This dilemma which seems so painful to so 
many, actually does not exist, for one of 
its horms is imaginary. For it to exist, 
one would have to assume, as some apparently 
do, that it is indeed possible to do research 
that is uncontaminated by personal and pol­
itical sympathies. I propose to argue that it 
is not possible and, therefore, that the 
question is not whether we should take sides, 
since we inevit~~ly will, but rather whose 
side are we on. 

If there is a connection between a genuine desire 

not to get too close to subjects with the desire to be 

value-free one would then hypothesize that given Becker's 

above comments on value-freeness that he would not have 

an aversion to getting close to his subjects and that 

possibly he might even ha~e opposite feelings. Looking 

at his remarks below we see that this hypothesis is 

found to be true, 

We ought not to view it (deviant behaviour) 
as something special, as depraved or in some 
magical way better than other kinds of behaviour. 
We ought to see it simply as a kind of behaviour 
some disapprove of and others value, studying 
the processes by which either or both perspect­
ives are built up and maintained. Perhaps the 
surety against ei t.her extreme is close contact 
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. 22 wlth the people we study. 

What we are presenting is not a distorted 
view of 'reality' but the reality which 
engages the people we have studied, the 
reality they create by their interpretation 
of their experience and in terms of which they 
act. If we fail to present this reality, 
we will not have achieved full sociological 
under~ta2~ing of the phenomenon we seek to 
explaln. 

It should not be construed from my desire to 

use and justify total participation that I .have not 

encountered some problems with the method. Becoming 

as involved with a sample a~. I have, tempts one to ignore, 
t 

or maybe to forget to report, certain behaviours or 
I 

beliefs that might not be- 'appreciated' past the boundaries 

of the sample. Hopefully this temptation has not been 

actualized to the point where the data becomes 'sus-

picious'. In reading my findings I think they demonstrate 

that I have gained the added insights of total participation 

but have not discoloured the picture. I believe this 

has been accomplished in t.he only possible way, by 

adhering to sentim,er:ts expressed by Mills, 

So far as conceptions are ~oncerned, the aid 
ought to be to use as many 'value-neutral' 
terms as possible and to become aware of and 
to make explicit the value implications that 
remain. So far as the problems (the question 
being studied) are concerned, the aim ought 
to be, again, to be clear about the values 
in terms of which they are selected, and then 
to avoid as best one can evaluative bias 

12 



in their solution, no matter where the solution 
takes one and no matter what i~~ moral or 
political implications may be. 

As alluded to above Jf on the commencement of 

this work there were no hypotheses to be tested. Instead 

the work was to be exploratory in nature with no initial 

d " t" 25 lrec lon. The intentions were to follow Glaser and 

strauss's lead in letting hypotheses and theories emerge 

from the data. 

After getting a feel for the situation through 

participant observation I conducted the first wave of 

interviews in the fall of 1977. Even though I believed 

that much information was' being obtained through partic-

ipant observation I felt that doing systematic inter­

viewing couia only enhance my knowledge of the situation. 

Throughout, i'nfo:rmation obt.ained by interviews was 

1 t d· b "" t b t" 26 supp emen e y partlclpan' 01 serva lons. Over the 

winter the data was initially analyzed and the idea of 

looking at golf as being addictive was first conceived. 

At this point the Y;Loblem of the total participant, 

mentioned above, was encountered~ namely, that the 

researcher as a total participant might not want or 

might be unable to investigali:e something that hit too 

close to home. Given my close association with the 

group there was now the possibility that I might have 
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to think of myself as addicted. 27 The formulation 

and administration of my second interview, focusing on 

addiction, in the spring of 1978, should answer the 

14 

question whether such a problem might be overcome by the 

total participant. In addition, I feel that the presentation 

of the findings below will show that the total partici-

pant can study, an area that: is close to her/him in an 

informative manner. 

The Sample 

This study was conducted at one of Hamilton's two 

civic golf courses. The 901f course, hereafter to be 

referred to as Green Acres, has two 18 hole courses. 

In 1977 there were 742 senior male members. 28 Of the 

male members 86 or 12 percent belonged to an informal 

group called the Bandits. There are three organized 

groups at Green Acres, the next largest group, the 

Mini-Bandits, has 28 members. Whereas the Minis play 

only as on organized group on weekends the Bandits 

playas a group every day of the week. From mid-April 

to the end of October theI'e are no more than a handful 

of days when no Bandit will play.29 In addition, on 

weekdays, there are two times 'when they play. The main, 

or most attended time, is 8:00 A.M. and then there is 



a second group at 5:00 P.M. 

As mentio~ed, in 1977 there were 86 group members; 

in 1978 membership had dropped to 73 through geographical 

attri tion. No new members were allowed to -j oin the 

group in 1978. Of this nurnlber 22 were interviewed. All 

of the members interviewed in 1977 were group members 

in 1978 and available for t.he second interview. The 

age range of group members is from twenty to seventy-

five. 

When I approached srroup memlbe:r;s about being 

interviewed my apprenhension about their possible refusal 

proved to be ill-founded. Although I had read that 

people enjoy being studied and are much more co-operative 

than often assumed, I was still surprised at the co­

operation given. 30 I da not think, however, that the 

posi ti ve reaction to my study \\7aS based principally on 

the enj oyment of being studied .. I think this aided my 

efforts but I also feel that personal relationships 

already built up were a significant factor. In discussing 

his feelings on this, Whyte in Street Corner Society 

declares, 

I found that my acceptance in the district 
depended on the personal relationships I 
developed far more than upon any eMplantion 
I might give. Whether it was a good thing tb 
write a book about Cornerville depended entirely 

15 



on people's opinion of me personall~. If I 
was all right, then my project was all right; 
if I was no good, then no amount of explanation 
<?ould ~~nvince -them that. the book was a good 
ldea _.' 

I see this as another big advantage of total participation. 

Only one person refused to be interviewed, but 

at the same time he offered" to answer all of my questions 

informally. Not understanding these opposing positions 

I asked, "What is the difference?" To which he replied, 

"I dort't give interviews." The only other problem 

encountered was that one respondent gave me, what I knew 

32 to be, an incorrect answer for his age. After confronting 
-. 

him he started to hesitate on the intervie.w saying that 

if it w,as going to be personal he dip not want to do 

it. I replied that he did not have to answer any part-

icular question if he did not-want to (I was appre-

hensively antic~pating my golf-wife-work question) 

and explained to him that the age question was important 

because I wanted to show how unique this game and this 

group in particular' was in bringing three generations 

together for extended periods of time. After this there 

was no ~esitation or ,reluctance to answer any of the 

questions on his part. 
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Thesis Outline 

Chapter II focuses on my sample. The chapter 

investigates two aspects of the sample. First an over­

view of the group, the Bandits, 'IJ'lill be given and second 

the individual sample members will be introduced. 

For each interviewee brief sketches will be presented. 

Included in these sketches will be the interviewee's 

age, the number of years he has Igolfed, his ~stimate 

of the number of rounds he played in 1977, his estimate 

of how many of these rounds were played with no other 

Bandits and his replies to the questions, "What is there 

in golf that makes you like it so much?" and liDo you 

think you will ever quit the game?" 

The third chapter focuses initially on the com­

petitive nature of the group members and subsequently 

on the betting that goes on among group members. It 

will be seen that the betting :is an operationalization 

of the group member's quest for competition. 

The fourth chapter entitled, "What would you 

do Without Golf?" demonstrates the importance attached 

to golf by the sample members. This is first shown 

by looking at how the intervie~'ees rate golf in com­

parison with wOiLk and with their wife. The importance 

of golf to these men is further illustrated by; (1) showing 
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the weather conditions that they put up with to play 

golf, (2)noting that the Bandits have no desire to take 

up othe r sports, (3) looking at the vivid memories of 

golf that sample members have, and (4)examining their 

responses to the question, "How important is golf to 

you? II Finally the Bandits' feelings about whether 

they see golf as being just a game are examined. 

Many sample members expressed the belief that 

they were addicted to golf, lthe fourth chapter investigates 

this possibility. For the addicted belief of the 

Bandits to be accepted addiction would have to be 

thought of as being non-chemical. Chapter V discusses 

this idea, and then looks at addiction and golf. 

Chapter VI, the concluding chapter, presents 

chapter summaries. as a background for the major findings 

of the thesis. These findings are then discussed, and 

in conclusion areas for future research are suggested. 
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Footnotes 

1. As implied in the title of this work I am not going 
to concede that golf is_just a_.game, but this will 
be dealt with later. Not to over confuse the issue 
at this point, golf will, for the time being, be 
refe£r8d to as a game. 

2. For information on the effects of being a spectator 
of organized sports see Paul Hoch, Rip Off the Big 
Game, and Laverne Barnes, The Plastic Orgasm. Just 
as Ivan Illich in Deschooling Society taIls about 
the hidden curriculum in schools, Hoch and Barnes 
talk about the subtle socialization of spectators 
that goes on in organized sports. 

3. Although a round of golf may only take four hours, as 
will be discussed later, for this group it involves 
at a minimum five hours a.nd on the average six hours. 
When one adds this to the: eight to ~ight and a half 
hours spent at work and the commuting time, the total 
golf-work time approaches 16' hours. If one further 
accepts eight hours as necessary for sleeping time 
it is seenithati.there is no time left in the :day. This 
is especially noteworthy. because playing golf and 
working on the same day is done, on average, -a couple 
of times:a week by those in the sample. 

4. Herbert Warren Wind in his article, "The State of the 
Game II , (Golf Digest, August 1975, pp. 42,43) says from 
1950 to 1975 the number of golfers in the United States 
went from three to 16 million. Prize money on the 
men I s professional golf i:our rose from $460,000 
to over $8,000,000 during the same time period. 

5. Michael Murphy, Golf in -the Kingdom, New York, Viking 
Press, 1972, pp. 129, 130, 
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6. Allistair Cooke, "Self~Torture Disguised as A Game'~, 
New York Times, September 30, 1973, VI, p.13. 

7. Alexander Cockburn, Idle Passion: Chess and the Dance 
of Death, Scarborough, Plume Books, 1972, p. 214. 

8. Cooke, p. 13. 

9. The commencement of interviewing did pOt. signify 
the termination of particpant observation. I stayed 
a participant observer throughout the study period. 
Both interview schedules are included in the appendix. 

10. Barney Glaser and Anslem Si:rauss in The Discovery of 
Grounded Theory, explain this process as, 

Generating a theory from data means that most 
hypotheses and concepts not only come from the 
data, but are systematically worked out in 
relation to the data during the course of the 
research. (Glaser and Strauss, 1967, p. 6) 

11.Herbert Gans, "The Participant Observer aS,a Human 
Being: Observations on the Personal Aspects of Field 
Work", in Howard Becker et al, Institutions and the 
Person, Chicago, Aldine Publishing Co., 1968, pp. 
302,303. 

12.Ibid, pp. 303, 304. 

13.Peter Berger is.more expTicit in the Invitation to 
Sociology, 

the interest of the sociologist is primarily 
theoretical. That is he is interested in 
understanding fo):- its own sake. He may be 
aware of or even concerned with the practical 
applicability and consequences of his findings, 
but at that point he leaves the sociological 
frame of reference as such and moves into 
realms of values, beliefs and ideas that he 
shares with other men who are not sociologists. 
(Berger, 1963, p. 17). 
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14. I. de: not mean to. imply tha'~ onl¥ soft method prac­
tltloners of soclology belleve ln the idea of Value­
F:l::e'~ sociology nor that all soft metbodologists are 
bellevers. I am concentrating on soft methodologists 
because of the approach used in this work. 

15. Blanche Geer, "First Days in the Field: A Chronicle 
of Research in Progress '11, in Phillip Hammond, 
Sociologists at Work, New York, Basic Books Inc., 
pp. 322-344. 

16. Ibid, p. 341. 

17. This may in fact be a "which came first, the chicken 
or the egg 1 problem Given the fact that the original 
proponents of soft methods (the Chicago School) 
often had deviants as their subjects it is not 
inconcievable that this aversion was purposely built 
into the method, i.e. given (a)we are 
studying deviants and (b) we do not want to become 
accomplices y then why not designate semi-participtation 
as the best method. 

Thus, what we end up with is a ~octrine that sees 
it valuable to legitimize Value-Free sociology. This 
in turn raises the interesting point that Value-
Free sociology i.e. values do not enter, was not 
labelled Value-Less sociology (after all one says 
speechless not speech-· free) i perhaps it was out 
of fear that the hyphen would one day be lost. 
What good is mystification if de-mystifying is as 
simple as dropping a hyphen? 

18. It is at this point Gan~ is really caught in a 
double bind, 

Participant observation is the .most personal 
of all sociological research methods, and little 
can or shold be done to eliminate the personal 
element. Instead, the method and its practi­
tioners must themselves be researched to discover 
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how these personal elements affect the data 
gathering process and the gathered data. Soon, 
someone must do a study of participant-observers 
to find out what kinds of people take to this 
research method and why, and particularly to 
learn what personality types are drawn to the 
marginal social relationships which-are the 
essence of participant observation. My hunch 
is that field WOJ::-k attracts apers on who, in 
Everett Hughes' words, 'is alienated from his 
own background,' who is not entirely comfor­
table in his new roles, or who is otherwise 
detached from his own society; the individual 
who is more comfortable as an observer that 
as a participant.. This is the stuff of which 
intellectuals and novelists are also mad~, but 
while literary observers may celebrate their 
marginality, sociologists must understand it 
and see how it affects their work if they are 
to be social scientists. If _we can discover 
the psychodynamics that create field workers, 
then particpant observation can truly become 
both a personal and scientific method. (Gans, p. 
316) 

Here Gans clearly wants paTticipant observation to 
become more systematic: more, how shall we say, 
scientific? And how does he suggest -tills be done? 
Well a participant observation study of participant 
observers, of course. But wait a minute, what did 
he just say about people studying something very 
close to their life si"tuation? Ah yes, true science 
is consistency and repetition. 

19. Alvin Gouldner, "Anti-Minotaur: The Myth of A 
Value-Free Sociology", Social Problems, 9, No.3, 
p. 212. 

20. Ibid, p. 207. 

21. Howard Becker, ""Whose Side Are We On?", Social 
Problems, 14, p. 239. 

22. Howard Becker, Outsiders, Studies in the Sociology 
of Deviance, New York, Free Press, 1963, p. 176. 

22 



23. Ibid, p. 174. 

24. C. Wright Mills, The Sgciological Imagination, New 
York, Oxford University Press, 1959, p. 76. 

25. Earlier it was said that the original plan was to 
look at golfers' feelings toward the game. This is 
not seen as being differ'ent from what is said here. 

26. The benefits of using more than one method are clearly 
shown in Howard Becker and Blanche Geer's article, 
IIParticipant Observation and Interviewing: A 
Comparison II , in William Filstead, Qualitative 
Methodology: Firsthand Involvement With the Social 
World, Chicago Markharn PUblishing Co., 1~70" pp. 
134, 135. Becker and Geer raise the point that 
whereas a partic;i,.p.ant observer through his/her 
close contact with the studied group is aware of 
and used to the group's nuances and vQcabularly 
the interviewer is less likely to pick up on these. 
One then sees the added desirability of combining 
the two ~ethods as done here. 

27. Many people who have known me for years may have 
thought the answer to this was obvious, but when 
one thinks of the stisrma attached to the concept 
'addiction' it is easy to see my reluctance to 
admi t that this may bE~ true ~ 

28. Only the senior male membership figures were given 
because this is an all male group. On two occasions 
women have played golf -yTith the group. Whether women 
are free to join the q-ri:oup has not come into question 
because there are no female members at Green Acres 
who have sufficient golf skill to be in the g!r"oup. 
Only senior figures w~::re given because, although, 
there is one member under the age of 21 he is forced 
(if he wants to play in the group) to buy a senior 

membership because of tee off restrictions for those 
under the age of 21. 

29. Initially this might sel::m highly exaggerated to the 
reader esp,ecially when he/she thinks of some of the 
deplorable weather conditions during this period. 
When I present the answers to my question, 'What are 
some of the worst conditions you have played in?' 
later in this work the original claim made will not 
seem so untenable. 
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30. Robert Bogdan and S. Taylor, Introduction to Qualitative 
Research Methods, New York, John Wiley and Sons, 
1975, p. 31., and Gan~ 1968 p. 310. 

31. William Foote Whyte, Street Corner Society, Chicago, 
University of Chicago Press, p. 300. 

32. Becker and Geer claim, 
In short, participant observation makes it 
possible to check description against fact 
and, noting discrepancies, made by the person 
under study; such distortions are less likely 
to be discovered by interviewing alone. 
(Becker and Geer, 1970, p. 139.) 

Using both methods ena.b1es one to check for such 
distortions. Having encountered only the one minor 
distortion just discussed makes 'me appreciate the 
seriousness and genuineness of lJlY. sample. This was 
accentuated when one interviewee came up to me 
in the spring ~f 1978 before I had a chance to 
interview for the second time and informed me 
of sentiments that he wanted to include in his 
first interview. 



Chapter II 

The Group and Its Members 

Introduction 

The purpose of this chapter is to familiarize 

the reader with my sample. To best understand the sample, 

their group, The Bandits, must first be discussed. This 

is necessary because in many ways golf and the group are 

inseparable. For example, of the 22 people interviewed 

19 played at Green Acres because of the group. In 1977 

the 22 interviewees played approximately 2270 rounds of 

1 golf. These people estimated that they only played 

240 or ,'11 percent of the 2270 rounds with no members 

of their group.2 Thus, it may be said that golf, for 

these men, is playing with the Bandits. 

After discussing the dynamics of the group, 

brief character sketches of the interviewees will be 

given. Included in these character sketches will be 

; 
the respondents complete answers to the two questions: 

(1) What is there in golf that makes you like it so 

much? and (2) Do you think you will· ever quit the game? 
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It is felt that the answers to these two questions best 

summarizes the respondents' feelings towards the game. 

The Bandits 

The main function of the Bandits is to give its 

members a regular chance i:o play for money. It is 

regular in the sense that almost every day from mid-April 

to the end of October there are group memb~rs playing at 

Green Acres and it is playing for money in that you cannot 

play with the group without paying, what may be thought 

of as, a daily admission price of $3.00. Thls $3.00 

goes into a 'team bet' ki t:ty. 

The current group is an amalgamation of two prior 

groups at Green Acres. This amalgamation occurred about 

seven years ago and originally brought together about 

thirty men. The group steadily expanded until ·the fall 

of 1976 at which point a general concensus decided that 

the group was getting too large to manage. Following 

the 1976 season a list of members was compiled and it 

was decided that no one else would be allowed to join. 

The original list contained 86 names and the 

present active membership is 77. There has not been 

a case of anyone being kicked out of the group, rather 

it is a case of people moving or deciding to play 
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elsewhere. Only one of the nine has stopped playing 

golf. Although it is not a formal rule it seems that, 

lance a Bandit, Always a Bandit ' would apply to former 

members wanting to rejoin the group. The informal org-

anizer of the 'group in discussing the attraction and 

formation of the group says, 

It started with one group (a foursome). I was 
in that group, everybody joined us. They saw 
we were playing for money and playing regularly. 
They saw it was a. good thing. 

This was the beginning of the first group that eventually 

became the Bandits. The importance of playing for money 

can neither be minimized nor thought of as something 

unique to original members of the group. Although he 

has only played with the group for two years Ted is 

typical in expr~ssing reasons why people want to join 

the group, , ' : ' 

I met a couple members of the group and played 
with them. They taught me a lot and got me in. 
It's a regular game and a chance to make a few 
bucks. 

To best understand how the group bet or team 
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bet operates an example of what happens on a typical weekend 

will be given. The average turnout on a weekend in 1977 

was 36 Bandits. A turnout of 36 players would result in 

nine, four man teams being formed to compete for the $108 

team bet kitty ($3.00 x 36=$108.00). The teams comp~ting 



for the kitty are ideally four man teams but because 

multiples of four do not always occur, for example 33 

men may turnout, there can be up to three, three man 

teams. 3 

Each team competes on a. 'best ball' basis, 

which means that the lowes~t score by any member of the 

team on a particular hole serves as the team score on 

that hole. For example if on the first hol~ the team 

of Bill, Bob, Brian and Bruce had scores of three, five, 

five, four respectively only Bill's score would count. 

Bob's, Brian's and Bruce's scores would only count towards 

personal bets that they might have. Intuitively it would 

seem that a four man team would always have a large 

advantage over a three man team but this assumes that all 
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players are of equal ability and this is just not the case. 

The average individual weekend scores ranged from a low 

of 74 to a high of 94. This twenty shot difference 

works out to more than a shot a hole. In most cases 

the fourth man, the weakest player on the team, does 

not contribute, i.e. he does not beat all three other men 

on his team on any hole durinsr the round. 

To make the teams as even as possible the best 

players, the ca.ptains of the teams, are seeded. Going 

back to the weekend example of 36 players, the best nine 



of the 36 are designated as captains, and these in turn 

are rated from one to nine vvith the ninth captain being 
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the best player of the day. Captain number one, the weakest 

captain, then picks a player from the remaining 27 to 

be on his team. This player is referred to a~ his 

first pick. Each captain then picks from the remaining 

pool of players. After all captains have their first 

picks the cycle of picking is repeated until, all players 

are on a team. Doing it in this manner means that if there 

are going to be three man teams the best player or players 

(up to three)- have the thre,e man teams~ Prior to 1977 

after the captains for the day v,7ere decided upon the 

order of selection was determined by lot. Due to a 

general desire to distribute the winnings more equitably, 

seeding was introduced. Prior to this a strong captain 

could get first pick and these two players were often 

powerful enough to win the team bet by themselves. 

Wishing to limit this advantage of the strongest players, 

the seeding of captains was introduced. 

In another effort to spread the money around 

more, the individual daily contribution of players was 

increased from two dollars to three dollars along with 

a change in the distribution format of the kitty. Up 

until mid 1977 every player contributed two dollars to 



the pot with the low team score taking the prize. If 

team one was six under par and beat all the other teams 

they would take the, then, seventy-two dollar pot (36x2) 

and divide it equally amon9s1t team members. 4 In practice 

what this meant was that after the fifth hole team two 

might hear that it is four shots behind team one and would 

in effect give up, as a four shot edge at any point is 

virtually insurmountable. In increasing the contribution 

three equal pots were created. There is now a kitty for 

the front nine, one for the second nine and one for totals 

i.e: total score for the eighteen holes. The same team 

can win all three pots or it can be different teams 

winning each one. Now a team that might have given up 

early has a fresh start on the back nine. 

Individual motivations behind betting will be 

looked at in more detail in the next chapter but it is 

important to stress here that people do not play ~n this 

group to make money, the amount exchanged over the year 

is not that great. Last year the leading money winner 

o~ team bets won $67.40 in his 36 weekend games while 

the biggest loser lost $66.65 in his 33 appearances. 

In addition people may win or lose more on individual 

bets but unlike the team bet there is no obligation to 

participate on this level. There is one more forced 
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contribution, namely cleaners, but in this aspect there 

is also a desire to make things as equitable as possible. 

A cleaner refers to the lowest score on a hole 

for the day. For example if on the first hole there was 

only a single three amongst the 36 players the player 

who accomplished this would have a cleaner and be 

entitled to $0.25, $11.75 in total, from all the other 

players. If at least two people had threes.9n j:he first 

hole there is no cleaner. The saying, 'Two tie all tie,' 

summarizes the principle behind cleaners. In cleaners 

the better players are favoured as they are more likely 

to get a low score on a helle. Given this fact the lesser 

players were dropping out of cleaners until mid 1977 when 

team cleaners were institubed. In team cleaners if any 

member on the team gets a cleaner he·must share it equally 

with all the other members of his team .. Also one team 

member cannot cutx>ff . another team member. As mentioned 

above 'two tie all tie' in clleaners but this i:s no 

longer the case in the team cleaners if the two (or more) 

of the 'two tie' are on the same team. Prior to team 

cleaners players were often placed in a quandry over 

making putts if a fellow team member was in a position 

to get a cleaner if a team mate missed his putt. The 

quandry fo~ the player was that if he made his putt he 
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might cost his team mate twelve dollars but if he missed 

it he might cost himself money on his personal bets. 

Making the putt often caused subtle dissension on the team. 

With team cleaners there is no longer the problem of 

cut-offs and everyone is in cleaners. It is interesting 

to note that shortly after 'team cleaners was instituted 

they began to be referred to as 'family cleaners' and 

people would try to get cleanlsrs for ~t,h,e, .f~ily. Where 

before there may have been slight animos~ty directed 

toward team members there is now more encouragement of 

each other. Even when the team is totally eliminated 

from any realisitic chance of sharing in the team bet 

there is talk of salvaging something for the team. 

In 1978 there was a movement coming from some of the 

~ better players to scrap team cleaners because as they 

put it, there was no real money changing hands anyway, 

and to ~eplace the cleaners by changing the three dollar 

admission to four, with the fourth dollar going into the 

totals section of the kitty-.S This notion was defeated 

in a referrendum of group members. What would have un­

doubtedly happened would have been a revival of individual 

cleaners which, as discussed above, is advantageous to 

the better players. 

Tim, a two year member of the group, succinctly 
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sununarizes what I have said above about fairness of the 

group in his response as to why he wanted to join the 

Bandits, 

The buddies I was golfing with moved away, I 
tried to get in this group before but couldn't. 
I wanted to play because of the competition 
of playing for a few bucks. It appealed to me, 
also because they're concerned how they run it, 
giving the high handicapper as much chance­
they spread the money around, it's fair. Also 
the honesty of each team. 

The honesty of each team that Tim refers to is demonstrated 

:by the fact that each team plays by itself, there are 

~¢ opposing team members playing with the group to 

police it, all teams are sE~lf-policing. 

Over the winter of 1976 a committee was elected 

to administer the weekends. Prior to this one person 

was recognized, and still is by many of the group, as 

leader. The committee was formed in response to feelings 

that one person could not administer a group this large 

and in response to feelings that this particular person 

was not the most desired choice as leader. In 1977 

there was a committee of five and in 1978 the committee 

consists of six members due to a tie for the fifth 

spot in the yearly election. 'The committee seeds the 

captains and is supposed to make decisions about possible 

group changes but since it has been instituted all major 

changes have been decided by a general vote. Every member 
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interviewed thought that the committee was a good idea 

inc~uding the former leader although he expressed surprise 

that a committee was wanted by the group members. 
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The average weekend participation was 24 appearances out 

of a possible 50 dates for 1977. In contrast to this the 

committee members of 1977 averaged over 41 appearances for 

these same dates. Of the five committee members for 1977 

only two were able to play at: s:: 00 A.M. through the week. 

In general committee members do not seed captains during 

the week. Since there is a fairly high concensus on the 

abilities of group members there is not much disagreement 

on seeding through the week, so the fact that the committee 

is not there does not present a problem. This concensus 

is made easier to reach on weekdays due to the fact that 

seeding four captains is easier to do than seeding nine. 

Coincident with the coming of the committee has been 

a ce.rtain amount of bureaucratization. In fact one member 

has gone as far a to prepare a 23 page book of statistics 

for the weekend dates of 1977. Included in the statistics 

kept are team money wins and losses for all members, stroke 

averages of the players, cleaners per person and team scores. 

This committee member proposes to continue to do this yearly, 

and as the years go by to k,eep a record book. Some members 

feel that this is going a bit too far but at the same time 

they view it as harmless and as a result accept it. 
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(b) The Sample 

To guard the annopymity of the individuals inter-

viewed in the character sketches below the interviewee's 

occupation will not be given. Instead/after the last 

character sketcq a list of the interviewees occupations 

will be given. These are not listed . to correspond 

with the character sketches. Included ln the character 

sketches will be the individual~ age, how long he has 

golfed, how many rounds he played in 1977 (the interviewee's 

estimate)., how many rounds he will play in 1977 without 

any group member~and the respondent's answers to the 

questions: (1) What is t~ere in golf that makes you 

like it so much, and (2) Do you think you will ever 

quit the game? The names ~7ith each character sketch 

are ficticious. 

AGE: 46 YEARS GOLF: 14 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 152 ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 2 

WHY: The individuality, you can't blame anyone else 
for your shortcomings" Also tbe outdoors, you 
get c;.)"{: in the morning and see nature, you're .. 
close to it, it's quiet and peaceful, you see 
the animals. Golf makes me tick. 

QUIT: No, why should I? It's the best thing I've got 
going. I'm alive, I enjoy people, I'm healthy. 
I'm happy. 



Lou 

AGE: 26 YEARS GOLF: 9 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 32 ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 5 

WHY: Beating hell out of that little dinky ball, 
removing beavers (divots), the fresh air, the 
animals turn me on too. Also the competition 
against myself, I have to do it all myself. 
It gives me a sense of accomplishment, I don l t 
have to rely on anybody. 

QUIT: Yes, I soon won l t have time for it. 11m going 

BRUCE 

to start spending more time with the wife, unless, 
11m getting hex: a membership :(lext year and she 
might like it. 

AGE: 42 YEARS GOLF: 12 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 120 ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 10 

WHY: It l s you versus nature, there l s nobody else to 
blame, every day is another day, every day is 
different, a new challenge. It l s also good to 
whack the ball a~ter a tough day. Also be6ause 
of :the companionship, ~z"ou. meet a.lot of nice 
people. 

QUIT: Yeah, when I draw my last breath, I love the 
game tao much, and the companionship. There is 
no other game like it. . 

TIM 

AGE: 37 YEARS GOLF: 10 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 100 ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 18 

WHY: The prime· has to be on the individual, to go 
out with some friends and compete with them, 
11m a competitor. This group l s team bet also 
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makes me like it, hE~lping the team, corning through 
when everybody is out of it. Also the outdoors, 
it's like taking a walk in the park. 

QUIT: Yeah, when I die. 
the competition. 

I enjoy it too much, the game, 

SAM 

AGE: 33 YEARS GOLF: 11 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 50 ROlmDS NOT IN GROUP: 10 

WHY: The challenge against myself to do better. I 
never think in terms of beating anybody, just to 
hit the perfect sho,t for myself, it doesn't matter 
what other people do. 

QUIT: Realistically, never. It's a part of me, what 
would I find to replace it, it's a whole summer. 
It's not just the golf though, it's also getting 
out and walking around. 

EUGENE 

AGE: 39 YEARS GOLF: 8 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 10Q ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 12 

WHY: The course keeps beating me, I've only beat it 
once and then I only matched it, not beat it. 
When I beat it I'll quit, or that's what I tell 
my wife. 

QUIT: Yeah, familiarity I suppose. Unfortunately people 
aren~t what you expect, people here are playing 
for money. Their attitudes are changing, money 
is important to the~, money is not important to 
me. I resent anybody making money that important. 
It's not for me. We have to play on the same 
plane. If money keeps getting more important 
I'll quit all together, I doub~ I would play 
outside this group,. I'll find something else I 
would excel in at my agre. I think everybody likes 
to excel, it's preltty important, you owe it to 
yourself to find things you can excel in. 
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PETER 

AGE: 60 YEARS GOLF: 36 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 25 ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: o 

WHY: The aggravation of not knowing what's going to 
happen on any given day, the unpredictability. 
You don't rely on anybody else, it's good for your 
ego but at the S~le time it can also destroy it. 

QUIT: Yes, over ~omen, and if it happens I'll never 
be back. I'll be too old for Christ sakes, but 
I'll still come here to socialize, I'll always 
do that. 

HOWARD 

AGE: 30 YEARS GOLF: 20 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 40 ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 20 
-. 

WHY: I'm good at it, ii:vs competitive and a personal 
challenge. 

QUIT: No, I need the exercise. Besides, I_enjoy it 
too.much and it's something you can do all your 
life. 

TED 

AGE: 28 YEARS GOLF: 4 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 150 ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 6 

WHY: The challenge and the fact that it's an individual 
challenge ~ I also li·ke the group. 

QUIT: They'll bury me first .. 

GRAHAM 

AGE: 48 YEARS GOLF: 10 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 120 ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 6 
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WHY: 

QUIT: 

SIMON 

AGE: 

It's not the game, it's the belonging in the 
group tha-t comes above the game. You couldn't 
get a group like this el~ewhere, it's very unique, 
that sums it up. Originally it was the game, 
but now the group is the 1st thing. As one guy 
said to me, who doesn't play here this year, 
he misses the guys. We have a great cross section, 
taxi driver to university __ professor. I_"like the 
individuality of the game, of course, but now 
it isn't as important. 

No, because I can't, I've tried. You only quit 
when you go 6 feet under., 

55 YEARS GOLF: 25 

ROlJNDS/YEAR: 110; ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 15 

" WHY: The nature: of the g~me, it's so demanding phys­
ically and mentally. I like to challenge myself, 
you can never perfect -this game but you always 
try to. 

QUIT: I rloubt it. I like it too much. 

FRED 

AGE: 62 YEARS GOLF: 25 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 115 ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 5 

WHY: Being able to play the game fairly well and the 
fact that it is readily available, the guys 
are always here. it's not like that in other 

"games. Also the individuality and the fact you 
can keep playin at a late age. 

QUIT: Someday when I'm aged and infirmed, put that 
down, because that's what it'll take. 
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RALPH 

AGE: 39 YEARS GOLF: 12 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 70 ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 2 

WHY: Personal achievement and individuality, that sums 
it up. It gives me a chance to prove myself. 

QUIT:. I like it too much, it seems to be a. never ending 
chance for improvement .. 

REG 

AGE: 47 YEARS GOLF: 20 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 190 ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 10 

WHY: When you hit a good shot you come back, it's 
~ the betterment of yourself, a chance to gamble 

on yourself. The individual part is important. 
I like to bet. 
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QUIT: The only thing that will make me quit is a disaster. 

BARRY 

AGE: 52 YEARS GOLF: 19 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 85 ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 0 

WHY: The competitive part, you're the only one making 
the shot. It's an absolute measure of yourself. 

QUIT: NO, the only thing that wil~ stop me is infirrnacy. 

CARL 

AGE: 54 YEARS GOLF: 28 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 170 ROUNDS NOT. IN GROUP: 3 

WHY: The competitiveness.r the exercise, the fresh air. 
I would never go out and play alone, no interest, 
never, ever, if I haven't got something on going out. 
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QUIT: Not until I die. 

STAN 

AGE: 55 YEARS GOLF: 6 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 75 ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 15 

WHY: I've always taken part in sports, I like to compete, 
as well as the fellas. 

QUIT: No, I don't think so, I'd like to stay active. 
I enjoy the game. 

TREVOR 

AGE: 26; YEARS GOLF: 13 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 200 ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 40 

WHY: Haven't got a clue. Probably as much as anything 
else, the unpredictability. It is the fairest 
game to every individual because there is no 
physical attribute that can make you that much 
better than anybody else, as opposed, to say 
height in basketball. Also the idea of just 
being by yourself outside, the outdoors is import­
ant. 

QUIT: I certainly do not plan on quitting simply because 
of the fact why I J::-ated golf ahead of my wife, 
simply because to me golf is part of me, something 
inside of me, some~thing of my personality I that 

DARRYL 

it would be like giving up part of your personality. 
You can't do that. 

AGE: 75 YEARS GOLF: 55 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 85 ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 25 

WHY: It's a way to get rid of your frustrations, the 
fresh air, exercise, you can forget the city. 
It's a mental and physical challenge. -You can 



play with wide ages of people and you forget 
about their statuS 1 everyone is equal. 

QUIT: Only if disabled. It's not a matter of wanting 
but I may have to. It's a place to forget because 
you have to concentrate. Some people get boozed 
up to forget, golf does the same thing, especially 
if you get serious, you don't have to rely on 
booze or valliums. 

LANNY 

AGE: 29 YEARS GOLF: 4 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 175 ROUNDS NOT IN .GROUP: 15 

WHY: I think the main thing about it is that you are 
always competing a9ainst yourself to improve 
your score, frustrating as it is, like, you 
still got the urgeto go out there and play. I 
don't know, it's an addiction, it really is. 

QUIT: I don't think so", I don't think so. The game 

RANDY 

is addicting. I kind of lose my drive at the end 
of the year, I still come up here but I don't 
play that" often. Then in the spring I'm so eager 
to go' out and play it's ridiculous. 

AGE: 27 YEARS GOLF: 15 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 15 ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 7 

WHY: It's an exact sport, you have to make the right 
shots, it's a- 'ment:al game. I find if you lose 
your concentration or let it slide you start play­
ing poorer, I like the mental part. I enjoy 
it because it's one on one, you against the course, 
I like to try and beat the course, that's the 
whole idea of it, if you make a bad shot you have 
no one else to blame. 

QUIT: What golf? No, I don't plan to, it's something 
you can play no matter what age you are. 
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GORD 

AGE: 23 YEAllS GOLF: 10 

ROUNDS/YEAR: 80 ROUNDS NOT IN GROUP: 2 

WHY: I'm not totally sure. I think it's a combination 
of things, The individual part is very important, 
I like having to depend only on myself. The 
outdoors is very important to me also, the fresh­
ness of morning, seeing the sun rise as well as 
set is very appealing to me. The people I have 
met through golf, the people it attracts, have also 
proven to be very friendly and appealing. 
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QUIT: I've quit this game at least 200 time over the years, 
but it never lasts more "than a couple of weeks 1 

I don~t think I can quit but that doesn't bother 
me as I have no desire to quit. 

(c) Occupations 

The following 1.S a complete list of the occupations 

of the above interviewees, in no particular order~ 

sheet metal worker 
supervisor of hydraulics 
clerk at city hall 
internal auditor 
melter 
pipe fitter 
steel worker 
teacher 
salesman 
apartment supervisor 
roll cutter 
switchman 
factory worker 
plater 
tool gauge maker 
machinist 
supervisor in shirt manufacturing 
steel worker 
sales co-ordinator 
lab technician 
teacher 
plumber and contractor 



FOOTNOTES 

1. This works out to be an average of 103 rounds per 
person per year. The lowest number was 15 and the 
largest 200. The 103 rounds per year means that they 
average two rounds per week for the entire year 
including winter. 

Although the accuracy of the 103 per yea~ average 
could not be checked out by looking at written 
records it does seem reasonable. I base this on the 
fact that records of weekend participation for the 
group are kept and these show that my sample averaged 
30 weekend rounds forme 1977 season. MUltiplying 
this by three and a half tu expand this two day rate 
to a weekly rate gives 105 rounds per year. 

2. This percent is further reduced by tournaments. 
That is, this 240 r"Ounds does not represent how many 
rounds the Bandits choose not to play with group 

"members as there is no choice as to whom you will 
play with in tournaments. I would estimate that 
this 240 would at the vE~ry minimum be reduced to 
160. 

3. Given the choice, group members do not want a fourth 
person to join them if they are only a three man 
team. However, on occasion this happens. Non Bandit 
members of Green Acres often go to the golf course 
by themselves looking for a game and if it is a busy 
day these singles are often placed with threesomes 
at the 1st tee. The starters (people in charge of 
sending groups off the 1st tee) know the Bandits' 
feelings and try to avoid sending a fourth, however, 
it is their duty to make up four if pressed by a 
single person. When singles join the group it is 
usually not a totally pleasa:'1.t situation as the other 
three are wrapped up in their team and although they 
may not do i.t consciously they tend to ignore the 
single. It can be very disconcert~ng for the single 
to spend fi~e hours with three other men and hardly 
talk to them. 
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4. If more than one team was at that figure they split 
the pot equally. If a four man team tied with a three 
man team eacm team would get thirty-six dollars. 
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Each member of the four man team would get nine while 
each member of the threE~ man team would get twelve 
dollars. The two dollar contribution is not entirely 
correct, rather it was an eight dollar team contribution, 
three man team players would have to pay $2.70, $2.65, 
and $2.65 each. 

5. It was argued that on average there were five cleaners 
per day and since this cost individuals another 
$1.25 why not just make it $4.00. 



Chapter III 

Betting and the Quest for Competition 

Introduction 

In studying the responses presented in the last 

chapter as to why these people play golf one sees that 

there are t.hree reoccurring themes. The companionship 

0;E other players and the appeal of the outdoors are 

stated by different people as important variables that 

make up the overall attraction of golf. These are 

secondary, however, when compared to the constantly 

expressed sentiments that the game is seen as a personal 

challenge and a chance to test oneself. Although the 

comments vary from Darryl's simple remark that, lilt's 

a mental and physical challen.ge," to the stronger statements 

of Reg, "It's the betterment of yourself," and Barry, 

"It's an absolute measure of yourself," the underlying 

feelings are the same. 

Throughout the interviewing the views were. expressed 

that golf is a challenge and that the golf course serves 

as an arena where one can do battle both against oneself 

46 



and against others. The frequency combined with the 

ferverence of these responses made me, at times, skep-

tically feel that my sample was trying to convert me 

to some secret, possibly subversive, sect. Simply put, 

the replies just seemed to be too uniform to be un-

rehearsed. But under closer scrutiny it appears that 

the above analogy is·not the correct one. Instead 

golf to the Bandits is better thought of as .an elixir 

(subjectively addictive at that) for an almost unnoticed 

twentieth century social plague: a life that is almost 

totally void of personal challenges. In fact it may 

be that this group can best be described as a group 

of frustrated individuals who because they are deprived 

of personal challenges in their every day life (after 

all. how many vlays can you put in a bolt on an assembly 

line) come to see the challenge of competition available 

in golf as the only panacea for their frustrations. l 

In this chapter the competitive nature of the 

group members will first be briefly discussed and 

subsequently the betting that takes place amongst group 

members will be elaborated on. Betting is a very important 

variable in understanding these golfers because it 

is through gambling on themselves that their need for 

competition, their need for a challenge, is actualized. 
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Even tho~gh a group member may be 'objectively' considered 

a good golfer to other Green Acres members, in this 

group the true test is whether he can come through when 

there is money on the line. Performance when there is 

money hanging in the balance is the yardstick by which 

members measure both themselves and other group members. 

This is carried to the point 'where beating a fellow 

group member is not really beating or competing against 

him unless there is money at stake. Betting is how one 

competes. Competition is the challenge and as stated 

above challenge is the allure of golf. 

The Quest For Competition 

In the previous chapter it was stated that golf 

and the group are inseparable for the Bandits; therefore 

to understand wlby these people play golf the group must 

also be understood. This link is perhaps best shown 

with regard to the concept of competition as illustrated 

in the members replies to the question, "Why did you 

~tart to play with this group?" The Bandits not only 

golf because it is a challenge; they golf with each 

other because they offer the challenge. 

Of the 22 members interviewed, 12 made reference 

to the competi.tion that vlOuld be available to them. 
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Barry probably sums this idea best in his reply, 

Mostly because of the competition; no, it was 
entirely because of the competition. 

This idea comes through again and again. Bruce believes 

that the group is "super competition," while Fred 

observes, "they're very compet:i ti ve, I'm competi ti ve. " 

In addition to the 12 who mentioned competition, 

six of the remaining ten respondents suggested that 

it was an opportunity to play for money. Trevor explains, 

It was the group's reputation, the idea of 
9-- large'group playing with a COIlUTLon goal, that 
being of having money On the game, which to me 
makes it a little more serious and more appealing. 

Only four of the i2 interviewed did not mention either 

competition or gambling in their reasons as to why they 

wanted tojoin the group. 
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The fact that some members emphasize the competition 

available while others specify the increased opportunity 

to play for money that comes with their group membership 

might lead one to believe i:hat there are two distinct 

reasons why people want to join the group, but this is 

quite simply not the case. These two reasons are one 

and the same thing as demonstrated best by Simon's sucainct 

answer to the question, "Why do you bet?" to which he 

replied, "It's a competitive thing, I'm competitive." 

This is the group's common thread, these men seek 



competition to challenge themselves and they see gambling 

on themselves as the best ou1:1et. 

Betting 

Of the 22 people interviewed 19 take bets in 

addition to the compulsorary team bet and cleaners. 

These bets are -referred to as sidebets. The sample 

averaged five sidebets with the most active.ijl.ember 

averaging 13 sidebets a day. Each bet can be worth 

up to a maximum of $4.00. This would be the highest 

amount wagered ex:cept in: 'unusual cases. The $4.00 can 

be won or lost in what is-called a dollar nassau bet. 

A dollar nassau means between two players a dollar 

is bet on their front-nine scores Ir two dollars on their 

liiack-nine scores and a-dollar on-their total.scores. 

For example if Bill and Bob decided they were going to 

have a dollar nassau bet and Bill shot 40 on the first 

nine and 42 on the second nine for his score of 82 while 

Bob's nines were 44 and 41 respectively for an 85 the 

bet would be a saw-off, that: is, no money would be 

exchanged. This would happEm as Bill would win a dollar 

for the first nine and a dollar for t:he total score but 
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Bob would win two dollars for the second nine and 

consequently they each would y1in equal money, . if Bill and Bob 

tied on the front nine all 1:he money would go on the 



second nine and whoever wins that nine would win $4.00. 

Similarily if Bill shot 37-45-82 while Bob shot 40-40-80, 

Bill would owe Bob $2.00. 

Most nassau bets are $.50 nassau and not the $1.00 

nassau used as an example above .. The nassau bets are 

wagers between individuals and between two man teams. 

These two man team bets work on the same best ball prin­

ciple as the team bets. -Up \1ntil 1978 these bets were 

predominantly between a captain and his first pick against 

another captain and his first pick. In 1978 there appeared 

more combinations of two man bets, for example third 

and fourth members of teams were betting other third 

and fourth team members. Ano-ther bet is the straight 

dollar or beer for total score between individuals. 

In individual bets, strokes may be given if two pnequal 

players want to bet, for - ex,ample if Bill is a better 

golfer than Bob he may give him, say 4 shots and as a 

result if Bob shot 84, Bill would have to shoot 79 to 

win. In such stroke bets there is almost constant 

adjustment, i.e. if Bill won_at four shots one day the 

next day he might give five or four and a half shots, 

with the half shot meaning in the event of a tie Bob 

would win. Another bet, theough infrequent, is simply 

I bet that my team will bea-t your team. 
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Two man best ball team bets vary from day to day 

as to who bets whom. Since the bet is made with a 

team mate against two other "team mates and given that the 

teams change daily it is not always possible to get a 

two man bet. One two man team may be too strong to get 

any bets. On the other hand the majority of individual 

bets are automatic: if Bill and Bob both show up on the 

same day, they have a bet. It is possible t~at Bill 

and Bob might ~ot even see each other before they 

tee off, but this does not eff·eci: the bet. What matters 

is that they are both on the course on the same day. 

Just as it does not matter ~£ Bill or Bob see each other 

before they tee off, it does not matter if they see each 

other after. If Bill is in the first team on a weekend 

day that has 12 teams and Bob is on the last team, he will 

finish over an hour after Bill and Bill might have had 

to leave before then. It is then up to Bob to compare the 

scores. Bill ana Bob. ~ight not see each other for over 

a week but when they do :they will settle their bet. 

All of the" above bets are settled with cash 'on the spot 

except when someone has to leave as in the case just 
\ 

illustrated. 
) 

Only one member of the ~ample rated his individual 

bets as being mOire important than the team bet. All 



except the one agree that if there were a choice between 

doing something to help the teaml, even though there 

might be more risk involved than one would usually take, 

they would sacrifice possible personal gain for the 

potential gain fbr the team. In the same vein, there 

is a desire to keep the team as 'totally' unified as 

possible and team members usually s·uspend their automatic 

bets if they are on the same lteam. If Bill .an Bob 

were on the same team they 'would not bet that day. 

Only one member of the sample bets regularly on 

other sporting events, this man wagers an average of 

$150 a week on .A!merican football. There is one other 

member who bets in an organized way but does not do so 

2 regularly. Other than these two the only other gambling 

done by the sample is the 'friendly bet' for 'a few 

dollars' amongst friends or pla:iing cards for small stakes. 

It is illustrative that.the regular bettor, mentioned 

above, says, 

The reason I took up golf was to cut down on my 
gambling, I'm a compulsive gambler, I wanted 
to get -away from it:. 

The point to be understood is that these men are not 

gamblers in the sense that they consider the amount of 

money exchanged as the moslt important thing, rather, 

the betting is important in the sense that it gives them 
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a chance to win, to perform, to come through, to test 

themselves. Pascal captures the spirit of the gambling 

done by these men in his remarks, 

Such a man spends all his life playing every 
day for small stakes. Give him every morning 
the money that he might gain during the day on 
condition that he does not play-you will make 
him unhappy. It will perhaps be said what he 
seeks is the amusement of play not gain. Let 
him play then f<Jr nothing; he will lose interest 
and be wearied. 

In responding to the question, "Why do Y?U bet?" Eugene 

replies, 

There's nothing better than beating Simon. I 
like beating a guy who takes great displeasure 
in losing. The dollar doesn't mean anything. 

Tim responds, 

It enh~nces the game, it makes you grind it out. 
Usually if I win money I spend it all here anyway, 
I'm not here to make money,. I'm here for the 
competition and companionship. 

and for Barry, 

I like to win; 
mean anything; 

the money, the dollar, doesn't 
I just like the idea of winning. 

Other responses included such lthings as "It inspires 
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me," "I like the pressure," "I find it exciting, a challenge," 

and "It makes ~e try harder." 

The sample had an average "most won in a day" 

figure of $45 and a corresponding '''most lost in a day" 

total of $18. The average maximum win/lose for sidebets 
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was $12. The $6 difference in the two loss totals would 

be made up by the team bet and cleaners and the corresponding 

difference of $27 for the winning total would be made up 

by the team bet and cleaner winnings. Since the $6 

difference for losses comes pretty close to what team 

bet and cleaners actually amount to on average it is assumed 

that the $12 maximum win/lose amount is accurate. Given 

that this would mean losing every bet, not C?ne saw-off, 

and given that this was observed very infrequently, we 

are presented wi.th further evidence that not much IT:oney 

is won or lost aJnd therefore the amount wagered is not' 

the most important thing .-, 

Al though the amount: lS not paramount betting is 

very important and is part of the game. In his response 

to "Why do you bet?" Reg says: 

It's eX8iting, half the time I know I'll' going 
to blow it, but it adds to the game. I've 
never gone out and not bet. 

Reg is not uniq,?e as one only has to look back at Carl's 

reasons why he plays golf. Not everyone or even the 

majority of members can claim that they have never 

played golf except for money, but most can no longer 

separate the two. As Darryl replied, 

the betting is part of it, the golf and the betting 
are insleparable. 



EVen in tournaments the betting goes on. In club 

tournaments at Green Acres if the tournament format ~s 

flexible (if one does not have to play in handicap 

divisions, as one does in the club championships) the 

executive of the club, all Bandits except one, make up 

the draw in teams. When this is not possible individual, 

as in the club championship, betting is still carried 

on. In 1978, 16 Bandits went to a tournamept in Kitchener 

and over 30 went to a tournament in Nanticoke and even 

tITYl1gh they could not play together at these tournaments 

teams were picked and the Bandi lts played as usual, 

except they did know how' their ·team was doing. 

Wh ere the Mini-Bandits do not compete in all club 

tournaments, the Bandits do. This participation seens 

to come from the knowle~ge that they will do disproportion­

ately well. Playing for money daily has made it easier 

for these men to play well in tournaments. This is 

borne out in the fact that although the Bandits made up 

only 12 percent of Green Acres senior male population in 

1977 they won 3S percent of the total prize money_ 

They play in tournaments because they usually win some­

thing but at the same time they continue to bet and talk 

about things 'getting back to Lormal' next week. 

Hand in hand with the idea that the amount wagered 
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is not the main thing is a dislike of people who think 

money is the main thing. Eugene's quoted remark in the 

last chapter, that he may quilt because money is becoming 

too important for some memhers is typical of group 

members feelings. This did not come out regularly in 

the interviews but on many occasions conversations were 

heard that maligned group members because of their 

percieved overemphasis on Doney .. It was also observed 

that the. people being discussed as being money-conscious 

experienced difficulty in getting as many bets as they 

would have liked to. 

Summary 

Of the 22 Bandits interviewed only three did not 
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take any sidebets and one 6f these did not.~ake ~ny currently 

because he was not playing well. Of the two remaining, 

one played golf primarily for the socializing that goes 

with golf and true other plays golf to compete but does not 

feel he has to ~et. The desire for competition against 

others and against oneself is "almost universal in the" 

group. In turn this desire for competition is inextricably 

bound up with gambling. The gambling is for money 

but not for large sums of money. The amounts gambled are 

never meant to be significant in the monetary sense but 
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rather in the !winning' sense, meaning that by putting 

money on the game one then comes closer to simulating a 

crises or self-testing situation where one now has the 

opportunity to ~ise to the occasion. Meeting and overcoming 

the created crises situation satisfies a need to know 

one can meet and deal with challenges. Although it was 

not'directly looked at or tested it is now hypothesized 

that golf for these men serves as a conveni~nt test that 

is a substitute for 'real' life challenges. The fact 

that one also meets and enjoys similarily predisposed 

people and the fact that one can also enjoy the outdoors 

makes the game all the more appealing. 



Footnotes 

1. In looking at the occupations: of my sample it is seen 
that they are working class. Green Acres is a working 
class golf course. It would be interesting to see if 
golf is the same quest for a challenge at an upper class 
course. I would hypothesize it would be but where golf 
would be only one of several challenges available to the 
upper class members golf may be the only challenge 
working class people have. It is then not surprising 
that my sample feels that i:hey are addicted to golf. 

2. One other group member not in the interview sample bets 
Gccasionally with a bookie. 

3. Blaise Pascal in Ned Polsky, Hustlers, Beats and Others, 
Chicago, Aldine Publishing Co., 1967, p. 41. 
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Chapter: IV 

What Wauld Yau Do Withaut Galf? 

Galf is really important. Withaut galf what 
are yau gaing ta do, yau knaw what I mean, what 
are yau gaing ta do withaut galf? 

Reg 

Intraductian 

Althaugh nat all af the sample members are able 

ta express their sentiments as vividly as Reg daes, 

they da have similar feelings tawards the game. In this 

chapter the strength.af these feelings will be elabarated 

an. 

These fe~lings tawards the game will first be 

examined by camparing them ta member's feelings abaut 

their wark. In ~he previaus chapter it was stated that 

galf has became impartant (perhaps disprapartinately sa) 

ta the sample because it represents a challenge ta 

the individual. It was further pasitted that this 

quest far a ch~l!enge needed ta be actualized in leisure 

time because these men are nat given sufficient appar-
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tunity to challenge themselves on their jobs. It is 

unfortunate that my intervil:=w questions were not specific 

enough to ascert~in this directly, however, I feel there 

is enough evidence gained from other questions and from 

observations to ~ake such a case. In discussing this 

idea I will draw heavily from the question about golf­

wife-work and alSo from responses to the question whether 

or not jobs are discussed with people met in tournaments. 

After co~paring feelings: about golf and work, the 

importance of golf will be further operationalized by 

looking a~ some of the weather conditions that these men 

play golf in. N<Dting tha-t some of these conditions 

are so far removed from ideal golf conditions only serves 

to emphasize how important it is: that these men play golf. 

Observing that the Bandits continue to play golf in 

wintry conditions leads one to hypothesize that there 

is no desire on .the Bandits part to take up other sports. 

This will be shown to be the case. The importance of 

golf will lastly be discuss,ed by examining the clarity 

of respondents' memories and by looking at the responses 

to the question, "How important is golf to you?" 

In concluding this chapter the responses to the 

question, "Is golf just a game?" will be analyzed. As 

suggested in the title of this work the answers to the 
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question are pr~dominantly negative. It is no surprise 

that these men view golf as being more than a game or 

that some of thOise who view it as a game also view life 

as a game. 

Golf and Work 

Through participant observation prd..or to my drawing 

up the first inberview schedule I noticed that many of 

the Bandits seemed to put golf ahead of their job 

(some of them frequently took time off work to play golf) 

and also some poisitioned it ahead of their wife and/or 

women (they were constant~y playing golf and they often 

expres sed" 'low' opinions of women). It was in response 

to these observaltions that the questions, "Is there any 

way you can complare golf with your wife (women if 

the respondent was single) and work? How do they compare? 

i. e. can you ratle them ln importance?" were formed. 

Albeit that it is my intention to use this question 

to compare feelings toward golf and work, the additional 

inclusion of fe~lings toward wife/w6men in the questioh 

proved to be ver'y interesting and I will also report on 

this aspect of the question. 

Of the 2:2 respondents, two felt that they could 
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not rate golf, work and wife/women. Of the remaining 20 , six 



of these rated golf first. As Trevor put it, 

Golf is number one because golf is part of me 
where my wife is another person. 

Coincidentally Trevor played glOlf on his wedding day 

before the ceremony. 

Bruce is :of the same opinion, 

Golf is dbviously before work, I fuck off early 
to play golf. Golf is also ahead of my wife, 
maybe 55-45. 

Of the six men who rated golf first, four rated 

women second and the other two did not distinguish between 

work and wife/women. Three of the six are single and 

all of the single men distinguish between work and women. 
-. 

Women for these three rated second behind golf. 

Only two (one single and one married) of the 20 

rated work first' and both of these rated golf second in 

importance. 

Of the remaining 12 who rated wife/women first 

there are some interesting uses of terminology. Although 

I consistently used the words wife, women only seven of 

the 12 mentioned wife as being primary. Two of the 

other five re-imterpreted the questions as sex and they 

rated sex first~ followed by golf. One of this two 

represents the bnly single member of the twelve who 

rated 'wife/women' first. The other three who did not 

use the terms wife/women rated their family as~being 
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most important. 

Of the 12 who picked some variation of wife/women 

as being most important five picked 901f as being least 

important. Adding them to t:he two who rated work as 

being most important we have seven out of twenty people 

picking work ahead of golf. Two of the seven immediately 

qualify their remarks by saying that they have to work. 

Fred says, 

Home comes first. I have to live so I have to 
work, otfuerwise lId be here all the time. 

Eliminating these two leaves only five who rate their 

job ahead of golf. 

Digressing for a moment, of the 22 interviewed 13 

said jobs are tarr.ked about 'wi-th people they meet at­

tournaments outside of Green Acres. Although 10 of these 

13 said jobs were only discussed briefly their replies 

were very diffe~ent from the nine who did not discuss 

jobs. Peter sayis, 

We don I t talk about~ jobs, I don I t care where they 
work. 

Ralph adds, 

Golf and. handicap problems. 
not to ::talk about work. 

Carl lS much more adamant, 

I make it a practice 

Predomimantly golf, I hate it if they start talking 
about j0bs, I want to forget my job. I put up with 
it because it coincides with golf. (shiftwork) 
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Of the ten who briefly discuss jobs at tournaments 

Sam's reply is typical, 

Not really, but it's the obvious thing you'll 
ask somepody. It comes right after, gee it sure 
is a nice day. 

Now juxtaposing' ~he replies to this question with the 

replies to the golf-wife-work question it is not surprising 

to find that of the five members who rate work ahead 

of golf four of them say that they talk about jobs 

at outside tournaments. The same four average 52 rounds 

of golf per year q which is about half the sample's 

average. The fifth plays over 150 rounds a year and 

elsewhere in his. interviews says, "Golf makes me tick," 

and "It's the best thing I've got going.". Although 

he never comes o~t ar-d says it, it seems he too rates 

work high becaus~ he has to do it. Like Fred he views 

it as a necessar~ evil. 

What then remains is that only four people of the 
I 

entire sample rate, wi thout~ quali'fication, their job 

ahead of golf in.importance. The occupations of these 
, 

four are: internal auditor J sales co-ordin~tor, supervisor 

in shirt manufa~turing and tool and gauge maker. In 

comparing these:jobs to the occupations for the total 

sample it seems that on aVI=rage these four jobs offer 

relatively more cpportunity to actualize the sample's 

65 



66 

quest for a challenge. Therefore it is not totally 

surprising that these sample menooers rate work above 

golf. 

Remembering then that the sample members golf 

I 

because golf represents a challenge to test and prove 
I 

themselves and now seeing that: (I) the majority of 

the sample rate golf as being more important to them than 

their job and, (12) that sampll8 members eith~r do not like 

I 

to talk about jobs at golf tournaments or if they do, 

they do it very peripherally leads me to conclude that 

their -jobs are given secondary importance because they 

have little to offer in any intrinsic sense. 

Is it snowing ou~? 

Green Acres usually opens for play in the middle 

of April and remains open until the end of October. 

Before the golf ~ourse's opening in the spring and after 

its closing in the winter the Bandits play at other golf 

I 

courses in the area. Green Acres closed during the first 

week of November in 1977 but the group continued playing 

until December 4:th. In 1978 Green Acres opened late 

in the 3rd week of April but on March 24th over thirty 
, 

Bandits travelled thirty miles to play at the nearest 

open course. On this date the high for the day was -60 e 
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and the players were able to take short cuts at the 

golf course by w~lking across frozen ponds. 

Nineteen:of the 22 interviewees play every year 

at other courses 'before Green Acres opens. In discussing 

some of the worst. conditions that they have played in 

the following replies were given, 

o Cold, around 10 F. Blizzards aren't much fun 
either. 'Snowstorms, rainstorms, hail. 

Frozen greens, frozen fairways freez'ing cold, 
snow, s~eet, heat, you name'em. 

Snowstorm, standing beside my ball and not being 
able to 'f:tnd it because of the snow. 

Snowing so heavy you couldn't see your tee shots, 
you coul~n't see 100 yards. 

Snow, sOl when you putted the ball it became the 
size of .a' tennis ball wi th- the accumulated - snow. 
Also the usual thunder and rain. 

Playing in snow :is: done matter of factly and is just 

seen as something one does when playing late or early 

in the year. 

The facu that the Bandits try to expand the golf 
i 

season as best they can is to~y consistent with the 

fact that practically all of their spare time is ,devoted 

to golf and also that they have no desire to take up other 

forms of recreation. Only t'NO members do any acti vi ty 

other than work around the hGuse in the sununer time. 

Randy plays tennis and Sarn runs and shoots. Randy does 
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I 

not play much giolf, in f t h 1 ac e pays the least of anyone in 

the sample (15 rounds) and Sam is currently unemployed 

and as a result. has extra spare time. Not surprisingly 

Randy rates golt third behind his wife and work. On 
, 

the other hand Sam rates it second behing his wife and 

as stated he do~s other things because of his free time. 

He says, 

My wife is' 1st, golf 2nd and work 3rd., I'm not 
concerned ~ith job security, nobody in my generation 
is. I'm-npt concerned with getting ahead, work 
is just a ~ay to get through life, not to starve. 

Representa~ive of the answers to the question, 

"What do you do in your other spare time?" are the 
-, 

following, 

Doodle ar~ in-the winter and the odd function. 
Nothing el!se, in the summer I'm a golfer. 

I 
, 

Chores arolund the house. 

I like to ~rink. play cards but they don't interfere 
with golf.. Golf is number 1. 

I work. 

Read in the can, watch T.V., drink and smoke dope. 

The curre~t phrase "I've found it." used by people 

who have recentily discovered or rediscovered religion 

would apply to how these men feel about golf. Just as 

the people who have recently found religion do not expect 

to find something to take its place in the future, these 



men do not have plans to replace or even supplement golf. 
i 

Only one persan exp~essed a desire to start participating 

in another s~er sport. Eight people said that they 

have no plans ~to take'up any other sports and 13 of 

the remaining ,14 expressed some desire to find some 

winter activi-t;y. Bruce says he might take up, 

paddleball, handball or cross-country skiing in the 
winter because of m:y shape. They will let me play 
golf longer because I'll live longer~ 

Carl also might take up, 

cross-cO'l.1ntry skiingr to keep in shape. Just some­
thing in 'the winter. 

The sample fr~quently mentions cross-country skiing as 

a possible fu~ure endeavor because it will k~~p them in 

shape and becC).use -they--want something- to- do-in- the winter. 

The Bandits are satisfied that they have 'found' 

galf and acco~dingly may be considered 'lucky' in the 

sense that th¢y'nave 'found' something so intrinsically 

satisfying. 
I • • 

<Dbservlng thlS causes one to wonder how 

many people h~ve not been as fortunate to find something 

similar. Con<;::omitantly one questions why the Bandits 

have not founo something in addition to golf. Work 

is immediately thought of -: being -. such a possibility 

but as illustrated earlier this is not the case. 
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How Important :Is Golf? 

During my: interviewing two questions seemed to 

'stop' the in~erviewees. The questions, "How important 
I 

is golf to youl?" and "Is golf just a game?" consistently 

seemed ~o set .the respondents into unchartere4 waters. 

Over and over lag ain I heard, Itl It's very important," 

in a very sol~mn tone. The replies did not vary from 

yes it is impdrtant to no it is not import,ant but rather 
, 

from "It's important," to "It's very important," with 

"pretty importlant, II and "quite important" being somewhere 

between. As ~alph says, 

It's very, important. There is nothing I'd rather 
do. 

and Darryl nob only says how important it is but also 

why ~t is, 

It gives,;me· sonething to think about. It 1 S 

frustrat~ng at times but that's what makes it so 
good, 

The idea of a Ichallenge surfaces again and ag~in. 

On weekerlds roughly two hours after the bets are 

all settled there are about ten,of the day's participants 

left in the clubhouse. These people are usually joined 

by a couple of others who did not play that day but have 

dropped by for a beer. From separate tables these men 
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usually conve~ge on one table and start to recount s~ories. 

These stories ,might be recent or distant adventures and 
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given the nummer of golf rounds that these men have played 

over th~year~ there is a bottomless story well from 

which they can draw.,_ ,-' - Because of this acti vi ty I 

assumed that yhe Bandits would have 'particular fond 

memories' and) or 'stories that would sum up the importance 

of golf for them' but whE:m they were asked these questions 

sample members found it hard to pick out particularly 

special moments. Instead it was just said that "they 

had lots"but mot any paramount ones. 

On the other hand, when I posed the series of 

questions, 

Do you remember your best shots, holes? 
describe~ Have you ever had a hole in one~ do 
you remember this clearly? How far back do your 
memories' go? 

the vivid repiies showed that they easily recalled .-
, 

incidents but they could not claim oDe memory was partic-

ularly fond o~ that it summed up the importance of golf. 

The 22 p~ople interviewed had 20 holes in one 

between them,:2 Along with breaking par a hole in one 
I 

is one of the most satisfying things that can happen to 

a golfer. A~ a result it is not surprising to hear 

some of the l!ucid recollections, 

My hole 'in one was at the second hole at Medad. 
I decided it was a full 9-iron plus more, I hit 
the shot, beaver up, it hit in front of the green, 
right irl front of the pin, and just kept on rolling 
straigh~·in, ferrific, scream~ 



Hole in one at 20 Valley, the 9 th hdle, hit a 
7-iron with the wind, it took two hops and disapp­
eared. The other guys were more excited than I 
was, it happened too fas1:. 

Here at the 13th hole last year, it was in a 
match. W~ tied after 18 holes and we had to play 
another rpund, and I had just lost the 12th hole 
to go even again. The guy I was playing hit it 
stiff an~ I thought I better hit it good, it landed 
a couple ,feet short of the green, took a couple 
of bounceS and started heading for the hole. We 
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were play:ing with two other guys and one of them said, 
'It's going in' I remember thinking 'fuck off buddy' 
and all o~ a sudden it went in. I couldn't believe 
it. The guy I was playing with tried desperately 
to m~ke h~s putt so he could say he made two on the 
hole and ~till lost the hole. He missed. 

But not all th~ clear memories are holes in one, 

Last year' at Kings Forest on the 18th hole. I 
toed my 2~d shot, 4 3-wood into a bush 135 yards 
from the green. I hit a 8-iron that had a restricted 
swing tha~ caused me to swing flat with a strong 
grip'because I had .to try.andhit a very strong 
hook out of the 3 to 4 foot bushes. I was also in 
a clump olf .sumacs ; about 12 feet high. I hit a 
shot that~I was very proud of, that I had nipped 
very nice:ly, it came out in between two sumao. 
trees wit~ a very pronounced draw, it went just 
over a bu~ker that was just in front of the right 
corner ofl the green took one big bounce and rolled 
up about is feet pin high .• I missed the putt 
by about ian·· inch. I made par. 

Many gave memo:ries going back to their first game. 

Syd recounts, : 
, 

I remembe!r hitting my first shot 15 years ago. 
I hit it crosshanded, it went 150 yards. I thought 
it was exltraordinary, I ""as immediately hooked 
on the ga~e, I fell in love with it. It was 
another cihallenge to conquer as a competitor. 

About half of ithe sample remember their first game and 

all of them ddscribed distant memories. 



It's Not Just A Game. 
I 

One day several years ago while Lou and I were out 
I 

, 

golfing we wer~ joined by a single looking for a game. 

On the 9th hole Lou pushed his drive into the trees and 

started marchi~g down the fairway in a tirade. In an' 

74 

attempt to console Lou (I knew' better) our friend for a day 
I 

said, "It's just a game." On hearinJ this Lou immediately 

turned and statted to approach the unsusp~cting player 

with his club raised above his head as if to hit the man 

yelling, "It's, not just a game!"I was then forced to 

jump in front bf Lou to s·top him. It is doubtful that Lou 

would have strhck the man but that last action is for 

• I • 1 3 my purposes ln~onsequentla • What is important is the 

anger raised in Lou by the seemingly simple comment. 

In recently repalling this adventure we both agreed 

that the only t-hing that has changed for Lou is that the 

anger derived !from such a comment would not be overtly 

manifested now" instead Lou and I 'would now just exchange 

glances to con!firm mutual feelings about the remark. For 

many of the sample not only is go"lf not just a game, there 
I 

is no desire for it to be so. 
I 

Seven of ~the twenty-two said it was a game but of 

these seven w~ have Howard's observation, 

It is fo~ me, but not for others. 



Barry's qualifibation, 

If it's juist a game, it's the most important game 
there is. : Any game is the competition, but golf 
is the mosit competitive there is. 

Randy's consistjent remarks tha"t, 

Golf is a :game. Life is .a game. Golf is like life. 

and Trevor's clear idea, 

Yes and Nci. It's a window of "the real world. It's 
a game pe* se but it's more than just a game as 
far as yo~r ability to translate what you can get 
from this:game into something that will" be valuable 
in your n~rmal life. 

Only three of the twenty-iewo view it as a game in the 

total sense. 

As was stated earlie"r, this question really seemed 
I 

, 

to set back the interviewees but it also produced some 

of the most emotional responses. Ted puts it poetically, 
! 

No, It's Ian absolute total way of life , it's 
everything a writer would write about, man vs. 
man, man :vs. nature, and man vs. self. 

For Sam, 

No, it's a way of improving myself. 
I 

Similarly Simq>n" says, 

It's more than a game l' it's something where you 
can mear~ure yoursel~. 

Darryl who has gblfed for 55 years says, 

It shoula be, but I doubt that. 
I 

And finally F~ed romantically believes, 
I 

No, it' Sl a man-like way of life. 
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Summary 

In revie~ing this chapter the importance of golf is 

obtained in an e~uation like manner. On the left side of 
I 

the equation are ,several observations: (1) the majority 

of sample members rate golf ahead. of their job 
I 

and several rate d. t as- the mos't important thing that they 

have, (2)the Band~ts play golf as long as the weather is 

bearable, (3) in SiUInrner outside of golf the Bandits have 

no spare time andl do not desire any, in order that they 

may take up other' forms of recreation, and (4) golf is 

not thought of aSI being importanlt versus un:?-mportant, 
i 

rather only in d~grees of_importance. Summing this 

. ' equation up glves the answer that golf is extremely 

important to the Bandits. Given this it was not surprising 

to see that golf is viewed as being much more than a game. . , 

I think these me:q. 'are extremely lucky that they have 

found such a thirlg but unfortunately it seems that 

it begins to ass~e disproportionate importance and 
I 

in the next chapter this aspect will be investigated. 
I 
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FOOTNOTES 

1. Trevor is not unique in this. One other Bandit also 
played golf th~ morning of his wedding day. 

2. Hole· in one odds 

In one round 

Averagle golfer 10,738 to 1 
P.G.A .• tour pro 927 to 1 

I 

Source: ~olf Digest, March 1978, P-~ 106. 

Gtiven that the! sample averages 100 rounds per year I 
using the abo~e information the Bandits would have to 
play 107 year~ to get a hole in one if they were 
average golfe~s. Also given tht there is almost an 
average of on~ hole in one per Bandit interviewed, it 
is seen that ~hese men-are above average golfers. 

3. Of course it ~ould have been significant for Lou and 
the person he !hit. 
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Chapter V 

Addiction, Golf, and the Bandits 

I bowl orce a week in the winter. I used to 
play hockey in the winter and swim in the 
summer but now golf takes up 99 percent of my 

• I 

tlme. All other sports are less attractive 
since I ktarted golfing; golf is number one. 
I'm hook~d like a junkie. 

Reg 

Introduction 

Similar ~o Reg's comments about·being hooked 
I 

on golf are Grah~m's and Gordus replies to the question, 
, 

"Will you ever qhit golf?" In recalling Graham's 

response, "I can l ' t, I've tried."· and Gord' s reply 
I 

I don't think I iean quit ,." we are given the impression 
I 

that they too might be 'hooked like a junkie. I During 
I 

the interviews, ~hree other respondents also mentioned 

an .addictive aspect of golf. And in obs~rving Bandit 
I 

conversations duking the study period it was noticed 
I 

that an idea of :, golf addiction' periodically was discussed. 

I 

What wasl particularly striking about these 
I 

addiction conve~sations was the mood that surrounded 
I 

them. It was ndt an exciting anticipatory mood in 
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that these men were synthesizing previously discovered 

information in a manner that had not been tried before 
I 

and were as a r~sult, on the threshold of a new discovery. 
! 

Nor was it a despondent mood in which the participants 

were discussing ;someone who had fallen into golf's 

equivalent of 'uhe bottle.' Instead, addiction to golf 

just seemed to ~e a 'given'. The idea was not open 
I 

for debate; it ~as just accepted. 
, 

i 

If addi~tion is to apply to golf, addiction 
I 

would have to be! thought of in a non-chemical way. 

Recently the ter!m 'workaholic' has been used to describe 

someone who gi veis work di"sproportionate weight in his/her 

life, but this tierm is usually used in a merely humourous 

manner. Referr~ng to someone as a workaholic does not 

typically mean tihat this person's relationship with work 

is Vr ~wed as the' same as the relationship between the 'user' 
, 

and drugs. Warr~n Oates, however, in his book Confessions 
I 

, 

Of a Workaholic 'I believes thait addiction to work is no 

di~ferent from a~diction to drugs, 
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Al though: it (workaholism) is far more so.cially 
acceptablle than alcohol or drug addiction, it is 
neverthe[ess an addiction. It is more profitable 
than dru~ addiction, let us say (unles you are a 
pusher as well as a user) or than alcoholism 
(unless jyou wholesale the stuff as well as drink it). 
Neverthelless when i't comes to being a human being, 
workahol~sm is an ad~iction that can be almost 
equally destructive. 



Oates makes a start:, bu·t his argument for thinking 
I 

of addiction as :being non-chemical is not as well 

developed as Stanton Peele's argument as presented 
, 

I 

in his book, Lo~e and Addiction. Just as Oates wants 
I 

us to think tha~ work can, at times, be thought of as 

an addiction, P~ele feels that love can become an 

addiction. It ~s not my intention to recount Peele's 
i 
, 

total case, rather, I intend only to present his argument 
! 

for changing th~ emphasis of addiction from the chemical 

realm to the sodial one. 
I 

I will supplement Peele's 
I 

case with data dn 'former heroin addicts' and then look 

at how his non-dhemical definition of addiction applies 

to my sample. 

Peele on Addic.ti~h 

Peele d~es not argue that addiction is non-existent. 

Instead he argu~s that currently held conceptions about 
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dependence are ~rong. People do not yearn for a drug because 

they physically 'require it rather, they crave a drug because 

of its peculiar 'escape' properties.' Heroin, for example 
i 

detaches a person from feelings of pain, lessening 
the awa:deness of physical and emotional discomfort. 
The herdin user experiences what is called 
, total drive satiation';; his appeti tie and sex 
drive a:Je suppressed, and his motivation to 
achievelor his guilt at not achieving-likewise 
disappe~r. Thus, opiates remove memories and 



worries ~bout unresolved issues and reduce 
life to a single striving. The heroin or 
morphine I high is not one which in itself 
produces; ecstasy for ~ost people. Rather, 
opiates ~re desired because they bring welcome 
relief ftom other sensation and feelin s which 
the addi~ feels unpleasant. (emphasis mine 

I 

! 

If the sfurce. of··· addiction were physical, Peele 

first queries ~ why does no·t everyone who experiments 
, 

I 

with a drug b$!come addicted? Secondly, he wonders 
• I 

. I 

why would one; drug not be viewed constan~ly over time. 
, 

At this pointihe recalls how Persia, Russia, parts 
, 

of Germany an~ Turkey all at some time' made the pro-

dudtion or us~ of tobacco a capital offense. We 
i _ 

are also remi:hded of how coffee was outlawed in the 

Arab world ariund 1300 and in Germany in the 1500s. 3 
I 

In summarizin9 Peele says, 
i 

What see~s dangerous and uncontrollable at one 
time or in one place becomes natural and com­
fortable'to deal with. in another setting. 
Although: tobacco has proved to be injurious 
to health in any number of ways, and recent 
investigktions suggest Ehat coffee may be 
equally harmful, Arneri.cans do not, by and 
large, strongly mistrus1: either substance,. 
The ease~we.feel handling the two drugs has 
led us tb underestimate or disregard their 
chemical'potency. Our sense of being psych­
ologically secure with t.obacco and coffee, stems, 
in turn,: from the fact i:hat energizing, sti­
mulatingi drugs closely fit ~he ethos of American 
and othe~ Western cultures. 

Peele goes on! to say, 
I 
I 

, 

The addi~t heroin or otb.erwise, is addicted 
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not to al'chemical but to a sensation, a prop, 
an experience which structures his life. 
What cau$es that experience to become an addiction 
is that it makes it more and more difficult 
for the person to deal with his real needs, 
thereby *aking his sense of well-being 
increasi~gly on a single, external source of 
support. ' 

I 
I 
I 

Just as addiction is not physical neither is 
I 

withdrawal. Dru~s produce a sense of well-being 
I 

and consequentlylwhen the drug is no longer available, 

neither is the sknse of well-being induced by the drug. 
I 

It is revoval fr?m the emotional state at well-being 

that is withdraw~1.6 

It is inl search of the nebulous state of well-

being that a cirple of addiction arises. The addict 
I 

seeks artificial infusions of a sensation, 
whether at be one of somnolence or vitality, 
that is hot supplied7by the orgainic balance of 
his life' as a whole. (emphasis mine) 

While satiating It.heir void the person is in a state 

escape or suspenlsion from his/her real world. When 

drug wears off 
,I 

is just all the apparent ~it more 

to the user tha~ his/her life is not supplying the 

desired sensatiqn. Now that a means for temporarily 
I 

of 

the 

relieving the v~id has been discovered, it is repeatedly 

sought out. sa~isfying the need in this manner, however, 
1 

is just a stop-~ap measure as it never addresses the 
I 

fact that this need is not being satisfied elsewhere. 
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Where the inon-addict seeks to satisfy his/her needs 

in different w~ys, by confronting and challenging, the 
I 

addict only wa~ts the certainty, the predictable 
I 
I 

environmentl tha'it the drug provides. Originally the 

addictive subst~nce was pieasurable in itself, but 

later it is des~red because it is 'safe'. 
I 

A cigarette addict or an alcoholic may once 
have enjoy~d a smoke or a drink, but by the 
time he ha~ become addicted, he is driven to the 
ffibstance m~rely to maintain ~imself at a 
bearable l~vel of existence. 

i 

Elaboratin~ further on the addict, 
I 

Who, then, i is the addicit? We can say that 
he or she is someone who lacks the desire-or 
confidence I in his or her capacity to come to 
grips with: life independently. His view of 
life is not.a positive one which anticipates 
chances fot pleasure and fulfillment, but a 
negative one which fears the world and people 
as threats: to hlinself,. Whlen this person is 
confronted!with demands or problems, he seeks 
support fnbm an external source which, since 
he feels it is stronger than he is, he believes 
can protect him .... Disbelieving his own 
adequacy, tecoiling from challenge, the addict 
welcomes c0ntrol from o~tside himself as the 
ideal stat~ of affairs.~ 

I 

Not surpri~ingly, given that he is a psychol­
I 
I • 

ogist, Peele betieves that the solution lies within 

the individual.' Granted he does acknowledge that our 
I 

society I produces a seemingly large number of dependent 
I 

I 

people, potenti~lly addicted peopl~but he feels 
, 

that the maladylmay be remedied by seeking out 
I 
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personally 6ha~lenging experiences. In reading this 

one lS reminde~ of the train that goes, "1 think I 

can, I think Ii can" 
I • 

Wha·t Peele ignores 'is structural 

obstacles. 

can,_ when it 

< not critical 

What happens ito the train who thinks it 
! 

r~ns out ·of fuel? This, however, is 

t~ what is being disc~ssed here. 
I . 

The 

important thing, is Peele's belief that addiction is 
I 

i 

not addiction to drugs but rather addiction to a 

state of mind. Drugs can provide the transportat~on 

to the desired state but they do not necessarily-

have to be the vehicle. 

Crucial tq accepting Peele's argument that drugs 
I 

are not the addictive agent is an argument that there 
I 

is not ph~sica~ dependency in drug taking. To bolster 
- I 

Peele's case I :will present highlights of an interview 

done with Jerome H. Jaffe, Nixon's drug chief, in 
I 

" h h d" i h h' . f V" t 10 WhlC e l'Scu~ses t e erOln experlence 0 le nam. 

Heroin, Vietn~ and Our Good Clean Cut Boys-Dispelling 
the Heroin Myth! 

I 

i 
Just as there were media reports about how the 

I 

u. s. was doing lin Vietnam so were there reports on 
I 

I 

the extended drlug use by the tJcoops. What was 
I 

especially 'fribhtful' about these reports were that 

85 



they told of w~despread heroin use. 'Knowing' that 

once a person t.ried heroin he/she was iITU11ediately 

hooked made th~se reports all the more alarming. 

What was goinglto happen? In fact, not much. Jaffe's 
, 

comments are ettremely informative. 

Jaffe rep~rts that at the peak of the heroin 
! 

epidemic 35 "pefcent of the enlisted men had tried 

heroin and hali of these felt themselves to be add~cted. 
i 

In response tolthe interviewee's remark, "I remember 
I " 

the great fear ,about ret~rning vets who might turn 
I , 

on the country~" Jaffe replies, 
I 

First of JIl, a lot of users in Vietnam were 
not injecting the drug. Two thirds of them 
were smok~ng heroin in cigarettes, ,24 percent 
of them were inhaling the drug, o~ 'snorting' 
it. Only leight percent ever injected it. 

S"econd, ndbody came back from Yietnam actively 
addicted dfter June 1971. We devised the urine­
testing p~ogram to prevent that. When we 
identified a man as a user we treated him over 
there for la week or so. They had to be treated 
before th~y came home, and we thought it was 
important inot to reward the users by bringing 
them home Ibefore the non-users. When these. 
men got b~ck to the U.S., most of there had 11 
better th~ngs to do than to go back on heroin. 
(emphas is imine)" 

I 

When pres~ed about the idea that heroin users 

cannot turn ba~k, Jaffe reports, 
i 

Robbins t90k a sample of 469 enlisted men who 
failed to ipass the ux"ine test to leave Vietnam in 
September 1of" 1971. Between 11 and ·12 percent of 
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the Army ~nlisted men scheduled to come back 
home thatimonth showed up heroin-positive on 
the test.: This group 'Was not ohly experimenting 
wi th heroin, but the~r 'Were apparently using it 
so hEavily that they couldn't stop even when 
they knew: they would be delaye·d in going home ~ 
Even this I group was doing well. Only seven 
percent h~d been addicted at any time sinc~ 
their retJrn-in other words of this group of· 

I • 

users 93 Fercent did not becom~ readdicted 
back in t~e States, at least within the first 
eight monii:hs. 

I 

Even in t~is group only one third ever bothered 
to use heloin at all once they got baqk to the 
Dni ted Stcl.tes. Whai: 'We are learning is that 
you can b~come addici:ed in one environment, and 
if that e1vironment changes enough-and if the 
addiction lis not the kind that comes with hard­
line intravenoY2 injection it may be possible 
to stop u~ing. 

I ~ '-

What we s~e here is.a change in the official 

. I d 
argumentagaln~t rugs. l~.n unforseen 

I 

'side effect' of the Viet-nam war was heroin taking by 
, 

the troops and as a result it had to be explained how 

the non- draft resisters ""vere taking the same drugs 

that the draft resisters were accused of taking. 

Given 'medical proof' thai: heroin was physically 

addicting ther~ wa~ great public concern. Jaffe 
I ~ 
I 

downplays the &revious medical arguments, or at 
I • 

least gives them a refined. twist, the hard liner, 

I 
and supplements the medical argument with a social 

I 

one. But-what1else could he do? 

I don't k~ow why an addict feels a craving, but the 
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whole answer is not me·tabolic. Part of it may 
b 

. I 

e envlrorun~nt, pressure from friends, a sense 
of not knowing what to do with all his time. 
More likely/it's all those factors togethe~. 
But I don't:believe methadone is correctin~ 
any permaneJ/lt metabolic defect. Once an addict 
gets his life stabilized, once he has a new set 
of friends, I new goals and activities, then he 
wants to mate the payments on a new car 5nd 
get back into the mainstream of things. l 

(emphasis m~ne). 
I 
I 

Here we have a former united States drug chief 
I 

bragging about how addicted heroin G.I.'s are provided 
- I 

with 'better thi~gs to 
, I 

that they are no~,just 
14 approved. 

Non-Drug Addict~on 

do. ' The possibility arises 

addicted to something socially 

Jaffe's corhments aboult hov.r former heroin addicts 
I 

i 
will want to replace heroin ,,,,i thpayments on' a car 

and how once th~y get back to the united States they 

will have better things to do makes one wonder if 
! 

such things as payments on a car might be considered 
i 

the same, las. drug taking. Could payments on a car, 

payments on a ~ouse, etc. possibl; be part of a non-
I ? 

chemical set tHat does the same thing as drugs. To 

prove this one/would have to show ,that payments, or the 

I 

previous stagefbuying, provide similar satisfactions 

to drug taking+ 
I 

In Peele's terms, a sense of well-being 
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I 
I 

that is temporary land is just: a temporary escape from 
I 

an unpleasant rea~i ty and not: something that is intrin­
I 

sically satisfyin~ in itself.. Would removal from buying 
I 

cause withdrawal?: Given Jaffe's remarks, Peele's 
I 

arguments about ctemical addictons seem to be proved, 

but are his hypot~eses about addicting agents also true? 
I 

It is evi~ent that I do not intend to test buying 

or making 

a car can 

paymentb 
I 

possibl~ 
! 

as addicting, but, if payments on 

be SUbstituted for heroin taking, 

cannot golf also re? Jaffe is admitting that drug 

taking is not al~ metabolic, that part of it is social. 
I 
I 

By substituting qar buying for heroin taking he is just 
I 
I 

providing a more 'socially acceptable fix. Golf is 
I 

clearly not a stigmatized thing in our society and looking 
I 
I 

back 21.-:: how 'devoted' to golf my sample'is, raised the 
I 

possibility for Fe to consider that they were a group 

of .socially 

schedule was 

apprbved addicts. Ny second ir;terview 
I 

dralwn up to focus on this possibility. 
I 

I 

! 
Addiction and tije Bandits 

I 

In tryi,g to asceri:ain whether my sample members 

i were addicted t? golf, I asked two ~ypes of questions. 

i 

The first set of questions were designed to test Peele's 
I 

I 

notion that the; addict no 10~r"lger enj oys the obj ect 
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that he/she is Jddicted to. Investigating this, I asked 
I 

the interviewee~, "Do you ever get bored with golf during 
I 

the year?" Bel~eving that a positive answer to this 
. • I 

questlon wlth a : further statement that even when bored they 
! 

continue to pla~ golf would be an important initial step 

in accepting th1 application of Peel~'s concept of add­

iction to my sa.r1ple of golfers I subsequently asked, 

"Do you keep pl~ying 

they were bored lonly 

at this time?" I also asked if 

when they !Here playing badly, and 

why they kept paying (if they did, of course) when they 

were bored. In a similar vein I also asked, "Can you 

play too much gdlf?" an~-if the res~ondent replied irr. 

affirmative, I ~sked, WWhat. do you do at this time?1I 

In addr~SSing the previously mentioned idea that 

some of these mJn stated that they were addicted, and 
! 

others took gol~ and addiction for granted, I asked, 
. I 

"Do you ·think p~ople can get addicted to golf?" If the 

respondent felt Ithat people can become addicted to golf 

(half of them f~lt_themselves to be addicted) I queried, 
I 
I 

"Why do you say Ithat?" 

golf, 12 

replied, 

In respqnse to the question about boredom with 
I 
I 

members of the sample said, "Yes." and ten 
! 

"No." Jhile the others replied in the negative 
! 
I 

and added, "Pis~ed off sometimes", 1!-::otally frustrated", --



"when playing ba~ I get disappointeq. but not bored!!, and 

"I might get pisbed off, bu,t not bored; then I just 

try all the hardbr.-
i 

Of the trelve respondents ~~o get bored with 
I 

golf at some poiht in the year, eight reported that it 
! , 

was only when th~y_were playing badly. Only two of the 
i 

eight do not con/itinue PlaYing. at this time i both of 

these men, "take, a couple of da:ys off." The six men 

who get bored wilth golf only itlhen they are playing 
, 

badly and who cobtinue playing anyway continue in order to, 
I 

"snap the slump": Trevor explains, 

Stan 

time 

ment. 

i 

There arle two reasons: first, force of habit, 
and second I like to further challenge myself; 

'. that, is" if I learn to play well when I really 
don't w~nt to play, than I should become a 
bei;:ter glolfer. 

, 

has only become bored this year for the firs-t 

because he lis golfing more due to his unemploy-
I 
I 

He continlues to play' when he is bored and 

playing badly b~cause, 

I was b~ought up it.' s work, work, work and 
that's tihe.only way to break ,out of a slump. 

Eugene 40es not know if he only gets bored 

when he is playing badly, but hie continues to play 
I 

because, "I likJ doing it. "' 
I 

The three men who get bored 

1 . I d I I when not p aylng golf poorly are Peter, Lou an Darry. 
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Peter, the only member of the sample not to mention 

competition in his interviews, admits that the 

socializing at the club is now' the most important 

aspect of golf for him. ll.ou, recently married, gets 

bored when he ~·eels golf is interfering with his home 
I 

life. i Peter npw plays only 25 rounds per year and 
I 

Lou 32, well u~der the silluple average. 
I 

In lool<ing at the responses to th~ question, 

"Can you play -/:.00 much golf?" the replies will be 
I 

i 

looked at in two groups: the Bandits who never get 
I 
I 

bored with gol~ and those who do. Of the ten golfers 

who n ver get bored, six can play too much gOlf. 
I 

I 

Reg, takes a dfY off once a week, and Syd, works 
I 

around the house, but continues to play. Ted and 

Lanny can only: play too much when they are playing badlYI 

but they 

a couple 

i 

both Icontinue to pla:y. . Fred and Carl take 
I 
I 

of da~s off. Nob surprisingly, these ten men 
I 

average 40 morle rounds a year than the 12 men who can 
I 

play too much Igolf. Of the I bored I players, ten can 
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play too much IgOlf,' and the line,' "take a couple days off ,.11 

I 

was uniformly Imentioned as the solution to playing too 

much golf. peJter, "Will not play too much golf," and 
I 

Howard I II Can I t play too much. 111 Howard, although he 
I 

gets bored wh~n playing badly, cannot play too much golf. ..-



Giv.en th~t almost everyone mentioned taking a 
! 

couple of days of!f at some point, but never more than 
I 
, 

that, and gd.ven tlhat, for the sample to average 103 rounds 

a year in just 01er 200 days they could not take 

too many days ofn, the replies to the question, 

"During the seasdn what is t.he longest you go without 

playing a round if golf?" were not surprising. Only 

five people took ,more than five days off at a time. 
I 
I 

Tim took eight d1ys off for a holiday with his. family, 

Eugene and Graharrl took .two w'eeks off because of work 
I 

ani4 Lou and Rand~ took one month off. Not surprisingly 
I 

in the gOlf-wife-lwork que-stion both Lou and Randy 
i 

rated golf third.! They take this extended break 

to spend time wi~h their family (they average only 23 

rounds per year ~etween them) .15 

I In respoqse to the question, "Do you think people 

can get addicted Ito golf?" all 22 sample members answered, 

"Yes n
• Of the 221, half said thai: they were addicted 

I 

In addition two dthers had previously mentioned that 
I 

they were addicteld. Thus, 13 oui: of 22 sample members 

expressed the bellief that they were addicted, without 

being asked dire~tlY if they were. Four of the Bandits 

compared addictidn to golf with addiction to drinking 
! 

and/or addiction Ito gambling. Darryl says, 
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I 

I 

Oh yeah, befinitely. They're like alcohloics, 
they'll n~glect their families; they're like 
alcoholicf' no way they can stop. 

Lou adds, "It's l~ke alcohol; it gets in your blood." 

I 

Of the 111 people who said that they were addicted 
! 

to golf in respon~e to the addiction question, six of 
I 

them said it was bue to the challenge of golf. 
I 

Likewise of the 111 who did not say that they were 

addicted, siK fel~ that people become addicted to the 
I 

caallenge that gollf offers. Barry describes the 

addiction, 

Yes, it sleems it just gets a hold of you, that's 
all you can think about. You hit one 

of them like that; it's' a challenge, the challenge 
is the thing. 

Ralph 

good ShO~ and you' wonder why you can'"t hi tall 

succinctly replied to the question, "Yeah, ~ .. ' ; 

I 
of " cause I am, because the challenge. 

I 

I 
Of the teln who said people can get addicted to 

i 

golf but did not jmention challenge as the reason why, 

only two offered !ather reasons. Reg said, "you get 
I 

addicted to the ~reen." and Fred offered, "You get 

addicted because ~ou do, to somethi~g you like." 
I 

The .remaining eight did not know why people were 
I 

addicted, but thdy based their decisions on observations. 
i 

Howard observes, I"Some people have it as their major 
I 
I 

priority." Trevdr adds, 
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I 

Since I t~el I am, naturally I feel others can 
too. Varlous reasons why. I believe this­
observin~ people ducking other responsibilities 
to play golf, seeing people playing when hurt 
and seeing people play when bored. 

Back-to Peele 

In trying to decide whether the idea of non­
I 
I 

chemical addictifm can be applied to these golfers, 

several things m~st b~ considered. The fact that 
I 

half of these mer consider . _himself to be addicted to 

golf; that all 9f them ~onsider addiction to golf to 

be real; that dver half of them get bored with golf 
! 

I but continue to Iplay I and t.hat -three-quarters of ·the 
I 

sample can play Itoo much golf but take at most only a 

couple days off: to remedy t.he situation I leads one to 
i 

believe that th~se 
I 
I 

rob 
I, Reme eJj:"lng 
I 
I 

is addicted to is a 
, 

men are addicted to_ golf . 

that Peele believes that what one 

sense of well being created 

b h dd ' . I t k d h Y tea lctlng agen rna es one won er were 
I 

the line is drarm between something _that is addicting 

and something that_is-repeatedly enjoyed and done but 
I 

is not addictin~. Recognizing a potential problem 
, 

Peele clarifies/, 
I 

while we n)ight be tempted to refer to the ded-
icated ar~ist or scientist as being addicted 
to his or iher work, the description doesn't 
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fi t. Thelre may be elements of addiction J..n a 
person's ~hrowing himself into solitary creative 
work when it is done out of an incapacity to have 
normal relationships with people, but great 
achievements often require a narrowing of focu~s. 
What distinguishes such concentration from 
addictio~ is that the artist or scientist is not 
escaping Ifrom novelty and uncertainty into a 
predicta~le,· comforting state of affairs. He 
receives Ithe pleasure of creation and discovery 
from hisJ~activi ty, . a pleasure that is sometimes 
long def rred. He moves on to new problems, 
sharpens Ihis skills I' take risks, meets resistqDce 
and frus~ration and always challenges himselff6 

(emphasi~ mine) , . 
I 

'Challenge'.a word, an idea;that has surfaced 
I 

continuously ~hrOUgh this work. Peeie sees 'ch~llenge 

and addiction! as ~ntithetical to each other, the Bandits 

do not. Eugehe J..n his reply to the question about 
! 

. addiction sa~ls, 
Yeah, ldok around~ look at all these guys 
for fuc"; sakes, show me a guy in this group 
that isri't addicted. Why? Because you got 
so many ichances, you finish a hole and you 
start f~esh again. Every hole is different, 
a new c~allenge. 

, 

One is remin~ed of Trevor. who sees himself as 
I 

addicted, whcb plays when bored to further challenge 
I 

himself. Thtse men have uniformly adopted the concept 

of addictionr sans stigma, but they like golf because 

of the chall~nge. 
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In s~nthesizing Pleele' s ideas about addiction with 
I 

the Bandits ,90lf participation I would conclude that they 
I 



are not addicted. Peele suggests an unsatisfied alienated 
I 

member of our sJciety can fight her/his world to make 
, 

i it challenging or she/he can slip into addiction, the 
I 

Bandits play go]f because it is a challenge, they are 

not addicted. 
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drug legisl~tion. She argues that one of the major 
reasons why I opiates were outlawed in this country, 
was their u~e by the- Chinese. It was a result of 
racial prej~cice and opiate indulging by the 
Chinese thait led to the opiate ban. 
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Had th~ racial conflict bewteen whites and 
Asiati~s been:'absent the moral indignation 
againstj: drug use and the energetic enforcement 
of the II law m-ight have waned gradually as it 
has in the case of tobacco and liquor. The 
agents Iresponsible for the manufacture of 
tobaccq and alcohol were high status citizens, 
many of British ancestory, whose indu' _tries 
contri:tluted much revenue to the various 
governrtents in Canada. These people could not 
be vilified with t:he l,evel of intensity directed 
against. the Chinese. Furthermore, the latter 
continJed to remain in a low status level in 
CanadiJn society because of immigration re­
strictions, their occupational skills, and 
their high social I vis'ibili ty I. They thus 
remainJd a despised social category until after 
World ~ar II. (p. 45) 

I 
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Ibid, p. 79.
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Jaffe admitting that the reasons behind 
heroin use are social as well as medical is stunning. 
Recognizing )that depressents do not fit the ethos 
of Western jOCiety he realizes new arguments must 
be made against them. He still has 'medical reasons 
in explaini g non-chemical heroin addiction i.e. his 
intravenous /argument-, but this is not so for marijuana. 
His argumen~s below against marijuana are probably 
no more thani a foreshadow of future arguments against 
heroin. Th~ old chemical ones will no longer due 
because the~ just are not true. 
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We don 'It know yet whether: long-term marijuana 
use causes physiological damage equivalent to 
cirrhodes of the liver or lung cancer. But 
the sodial damage from heavy marijuana smoking 
can be :real and costly. To be chronically 'stoned', 
to tak~ little interes1: in putting your shoulder 
to the Iweeel, can hurt society. With the changing 
economi;cs of the world no country will be able 
to let la substantial number of people drop out and 
still Hroduce an ever higher standard of living 
for al] of its ci t.izens. . I know this sounds 

I 

more l:ijke an economic analysis that a medical 
analys~s, but heavy marijuana smoking will 
probably minimzze people's capacity for 
produc~ivity. (p. 78) (emphasis mine) 

Jaffe's _ ajgument sounds more economic than medical 
because it is.· He goes: on to say,· 



14. 

15. 

16. 
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h . I h . T e ls~ue reflects t e dlfferent values of 
differ4nt groups within our society. I think 
that ttle majority of illnericans have the right 
to say) We don't need another drug around. 
Alcoho] and tobacco are bad enough. We don't 
want m4rijuana - legali,zed. We want some penalties 
that w~ll keep it unavailable. We have enough 
troublJ when our kids drink too much. (pp. -78, 79) 

Andrew Weil lin his arti.cle, "The Natural MindlU in 
Psychology ':qoday, October 1972 also discusses medical 
arguments agalnst drug taking. Like Peele he does 
not feel them to be viable. In discussing Synanon, 
a quasi Alc~ihol Anonymous (for information on Synanon 
see Johnson land Cressey', "Differential Association and 
the Rehabil~tation of Drug Addicts ~I-,. in Earl 
Rubington arld Martin Weinberg, Deviance, The 
Interaction~st Perspective, New York, The Macmillan 
Co., 1973, ~p. 436-452.) for heroin addicts he 
introduces tihe argument. that the addiction to heroin 
is just trarlsferred no Synanon (see Psychology 
Today, OctoJder 1972,- p. 95)" 

! 

Tim's comme~ts about ta.king time off for holidays 
raises an irlteresting point.. Most of the sample 
take their Holidays at the same time to play what 'is 
called the tlour. The t.our, the last two weeks of 
July and the first week of Au~ust refers to weeday:. 
touring of Bandits at local golf courses. During 
these weekd~ys the Bandits p~ay courses other 
Green Acres ~I: They travel from Niagara Falls to 
Brantford on the tour. The time for the tour is 
determined }jy the westinghouse shutdown. Many of the 
original BaJdits are employed by Westinghouse 
and thus th~y have this time off. Up to 35 players 
will play orl a tour day. 

I -

There is al~o a winter tour in February where app­
roximately ight Bandi t.S go south for two weeks 
together wi hout their wives. 

I 
I 

Peele, pp. ~1,62. 



Chapter VI 

cpnclusions and Areas Requiring 
! Further Research 

I 

In this poncluding chapter I will present chapter 

summaries to pro~ide a background for what I feel 

to be the major findings of this work. Following this, 

recommendations Foncerning the nature of possible future 
I 

studies which hare suggested themselves in this thesis 
, 

will be outlinedi. 

Chapter 

examine 

leisure 

I 

I , 

I 

sumrnarief 
I 

Initiall~ is was stated that this work would 

the moti~ations and· feelings of participants in 
I 

acti vi ty:. The desire to undertake such a work 
, 

. i 

carne out of the pssuption that games and leisure activities 

represent an att~mpt by the partlcipants to realize 

some human potenitial that is not actualized elsewhere. 

I 

Golf was chosen because of my familiarity with the game 
I 

and because of ~ qerieral societal outlook that accepts 
I 

a golfers' dedic~tion as being unmatched in a mass, 

participant, lei~ure activity. One does not have to 
I 

golf in our socilety to know what a 'golf widow' is and 
I 
I 
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what she represepts. 

A COmbin~tion of methodologies were employed 
I 

in this work, th~se being participant observation and 

interviewing. 
I 

Ih the first chapter I explained my use 
I 

of the 'total pafticipant' variation OI participant 
I 

observation and putlined that I initially entered the 
I 

field with no hy~otheses to be tested. Conversely, it 

was explained th~t I intended to let the th~ciry emerge 

from the data. __ ... h.t was seen that the first interview 

I • • • 
schedule was to Icov.er a w1de var1ety of 1tems, and that 

I 
! 

the second was ~ore concentrated, investigating in more 

detail prior ob~ervation~ and information obtained 

from the first ,et of interviews. 

In Chap~er II my sample of golfers was introduced. 

At this time we:saw that this study is not investigating 
I 

! 

a random sample! of golfers ,r but rather a highly organized 
I 
I 

cohesive group bf golfers at a local civic golf course. 
I 

I aCknowledge tl'1e fact tha"t these golfers are more 
I 
I 
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dedicated than the ~verage golfer and thus may be considered 
I 

atypical, 

'extreme' 

I "do rot acknowledge that basing this vwrk" on 

golfe~s weakens my findings; on the contrary, 

I believe it strengthens them. I feel that these men 

have the same feelings toward golf as do less active 
I 

players and thait their high level of involvement lS 



due to a clearex[ understanding of what golf has to offer 
I 

them. Consequer.ltly they are be·tter able to express their 
! 

feelings than l~ss active golfers. 
i 

Chapter III also introduces the betting and the 

desire·for compeitition 
I 

III elaborates ~urther 
I 

chapter it is s~en that 

of t.he sample members; Chapter 

on these things. In the third 

the Bandits golf, and golf 

wi th each other Ibecause golf and their group gives 

them a much desiired .opportunity to challenge themself 
. I 

and to compete. I Betting is the key variable linking 
I 

golf, the Bandi ~s ,. their search for a challenge and 
! 

competi tion. Beltting is how one competes, competition 

is the challengd, and challenge is the allure of golf. 

After sJeing that golf is desired because of the 
! 
I 

challenge offer~ed, Chapter IV goes into detail as to 
I 

i 

how important gdlf is to these men. It is discovered 

tha·t work is genJerally considered less important than 
I 

golf; that many! of the sample members 'hate' talking 
I 
I 

about their j obsl with people that they meet at tournaments 
i 

emphasizes the ilmportance of golf In relation to \vork. 
I • 

Observing that ~hey do not view golf as being just a 
I 
I 

game and that i~clement weather conditions do not 
! 

deter these men Ifrom playing golf reinforces the idea 

of the importande of golf for this sample. Reading 
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·1 ' , Chapter IV may ~nltlate feelings amongst the 'uninitiated' 
I 

that golf i~ ta~ing on 'sick' proportions for these men, 

that something jJs wrong wi t:h them to allow a game to 
I 

, J become so lmporuant. The possibility that golf is an 
i 

addiction arise~; this possibility is investigated in 

Chapter V. 
I 

Chapter iv investigates the possibility and accepts 

the idea that addictions are non-chemical. . Instead 
I 

of addiction be~ng addiction to drugs, addiction is 

viewed as being laddici:ion to a sense of v:ell being. This 

sense of well b~ing i~ an escape from everyday life into 
, 

i 

a safe predicta~le envir6nment. Chapter V looks -to 

see if this is ~hat golf represents for the Bandits. 

It ~as foura that Ithese men view themselves as addicted, 
I 

but what they f~el th~y are addicted to is the challenge 

of golf. The wHole idea of non-chemical addiction was 
1 

I 

viewed as antit~etical to challenge, and as a result, 
1 

despite the facri that these men consider themselves 
I 

addicted to gol~, it was concluded that they are not. 

I 

Conclusions and Isuggestions for Further Research 
I 
1 

Over and over again the idea has emerged that 

h i k' t ese men are s~e lng a challenge. It may be said that 
I 

not only do the~_want a challenge, it seems that they need 
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a challenge. Go~f has been chosen as their outlet and 

their .zealous inKrolvement not only serves to emphasize 
I 
I 

that they need tr test themselves, but also goes 

to show that thelf are not able to test themselves else-

where. 

Golf wasl compared to drugs above, in addition 
I 

to this Blum addk, 
I 

i Drugs hare been employed as tools for achieving 
an endless catalogue of motives. One suspects 

I 

that the! statement of intentions is at least 
an expre6sion of the view of anyone man, or 
of men ih any era, of what man is and ought 
to be ... ~ The catal6gue also suggests that 
what menl say they seek with drug~ is also what 
they saYI they seek 'wi thout them. (emphasis 
mine) I •. 

I 

In viewing Blum's remarks about drugs one notices how 
I 

• I 

. ~ 

similar they are! to Cockburn's ideas about games.~ 
I 

Both· of them al~ude to unrealized human potential, 
• I 

I 

the search for npmething that society does not offer. 

In this study ani individual challenge is desperately 

sought out, it w~s seen that the respondents' jobs, 
I 

and their daily ~xistence, did not provide an adequate 
I -

challenge and corsequently had to be supplemented. 

The repebted surfacing of the need for a challenge 
I 

by these sample tnernbers demands further attention. 
! 

Dedicated leisurel enthusiasts, such as these men, must be 
I 

I 

investigated wit~ this challenge motivation in mind. 
, 
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I 

Similarily compaJrison studies must be done. These men 
I 

do not rate the~r job highly, but what happens with 
! 

leisure particiBants who dOl hold their job in high esteem? 
I 

I hypothesize t~at their level of leisure participation 
I , 

will not be as ~igh because they simply do not have 
, 

I 

the same need f4r another challenge. In fact, leisure 
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acti vi ties may nJot be a chal,lenging endeavor at all for 

such participan~s, rather, it may just be q sociai activity, 

a place to make jand maintain contacts. In any event, 

this study linksl the need for a challenge to heavy 
I 

leisure partici~ation, this link now 'needs' to be further 

investigated. 
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Footnotes 

I 

1. Blum, Richard, society and Drugs 
Jossey Ba"ssi, Inc., 1970, p. 7. 

San Francisco, 

! 

2. As presenter in pp. 3, 4 of this work. 

-. 
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Interview Schedule #1 

Name: 

Age: 

occupation: 

Number of Years G~lf (a) 
I (b) in group 

Average Weekend s1ore: 

Weekend Participation: 

Marital Status (a) 
(b) does wife golf 
(C) Children-age 

-sex 
-do they golf 

Rounds/Year 

How many rounds will you play this year? 

Is this average? If not what is your average over the 
last couple of yekrs? 

I 

Do you play the tpur? (a) how much? 
(b) are you working or are you 

on holidays at the time? 

Do you play the w~nter tour or go south at any other 
time during the w~nter? Does your wife go? 

! 

Do you play befo~e Green Acres opens in the spring? 

What are some of ~he worst conditions that you have 
played in? 

I 

How much do you ~pend on golf during the year? 
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Do you practice mpch during the year? How much? How 
does this compare to the time you spend playing? 

Do you work shift~? If so what shifts do you golf on? 

Outside Tournaments 

Do you play in ant outside tournaments during the year? 
Company or otherwise? How many? 

When you play in tfhese do you usually mix with the guys 
you play with and others or do you usually go down with 
the group and sta1 with them:' How do you find the 
people you meet? !,What do you usually talk about? Just 
golf? Do you talkt at all about jobs? What type of jobs 
do the people you meet have? 

The Group 

You mentioned that you have golfed with this group for 
years, why did you start to golf with this group? 

How many rounds/year do you play not in the group? 
I • 

How many of these lare wlthout any members of the group? 

How many people iJ:ll
b
· this group do you see away from the 

golf course? Do y u see them a lot? Are they considered 
to be close friend~? Is there a regular activity (eg. 
hockey games, drinking) on which this is centered? 
Were these people !friends before you joined the group 
or did you meet th~ in the group? Do you associate 
on an individual or family level? 
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How has the grou:Q changed over time? Why? 
think of the group now as compared to when 
golfing in it? *hat would you like to see 
group? 

What do you 
you started 
changed in the 

How do you think lother members (not group members-rather 
other course mem~ers) feel about this group? Illustrate 
with examples? 

Last year the co~ittee was set up, what do you think 
of the cornrnittee~generally)? 

On what basis we~e these people elected? 

Specifically, wh~t do you think of the instituted chariges: 

(~) seeding captains 

(b) regular picking order 

(a) team cleaners 

(d) Checking up on names. 
they are successful? 

Do you think 

(e) Standardized lightning rule and 
quitting because of bad weather-

Do you play at G~een Acres because of this group? 

Sidebets 

How many sidebetsl do you usually have? What type are 
they? 
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What is the maximilim gain or loss for these bets? 

Are your bets aut~matic or do you bet only on certain days? 
If you only bet o~ particular days what are the factors 
that determine wh$ther you are going to bet? 

Do you adjust you~ bets? How? Do you keep track of 
how your bets with specific people go over the year? 

Why do you bet? rkow do you v,reigh sidebets versus the 
team bet? How does betting affect your game? 

Were you in clean¢rs just before team cleaners went into 
effect? Why not ~r how did you do? 

Do you bet on thiI!tgs other than golf? What? Regularly? 
How Much? 

Golf 

Do you participat$ in any other sports regularly? How 
often? Did you? !Why did you stop? How do these 
compare to golf? 

Are there any other games or sports you are thinking of 
taking up or plan:to take up in the future? What is it 
about these sports that attracts you? 
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What do you do in :your other spare time? 

What is there in golf that makes you like it so much? 

Are there any oth~r reasons t:hat other people have for 
playing golf? 

When you are playing good (a1so bad) does it affect 
your work and/or ~omelife? 

Similarily if thihgs are going bad at home or work does 
it affect your game? 

I 

What do you think] effects the other the most (golf the 
outside world or 'the outsd.de world-golf)? 

What percent of golf is mental? 

How important iS,the social part (the 19th hole)? Do you 
just drop by the, club at times for a drink or to see 
who's around? How often? 

Is there any way! you can compare golf with your wife 
and work? How do they compare? 

Do you know you:rt ringer score? Could you calculate it? 
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Do you remember ypur best shots, holes? Describe. Have 
you ever had a hoile in one? Do you remember this clearly? 
How far back do y~ur memories go? 

Do you remember olther people's good shots that they 
made while playinlg with you? Are there particular team 
bets that you remlember? How long ago did these happen? 

Is there any. particular fond memory or memories that 
you have? 

Do you think you ,will ever quit 1:he game? Why or why 
not? 

Have you learned anything about yourself from golf? 

Is there any stolfY or memory that sums up the importance 
of golf for you? How important is it to you? 

Is golf just a game? 
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Interview Schedule #2 

Do you ever get bbred with golf during the year? 

if yes-Is this only when you are playing bad? 

Only ~hen? 

, 

Do you keep playing at this time? Why? 

Can you play too much golf? If yes what do you do at 
this time? 

During the seaso~ what is the longest you go without 
playing a round df golf? Any particular reason? Why? 

Do you think peo~le can get addicted to golf? 
says he is-Why dd you say that?) 

(If he 
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