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preface

A decade ago, in the preface to the first edition
of Sport, Culture and Society, we drew attention
to the fact that sport had made substantial in-
roads into our various social institutions,
whether they were economic, educational,
political, familial, or religious. Since then, sport
has become even more pervasive, from the wit-
nessing of a single high performance event by
hundreds of millions, to the rapid growth of the
‘‘sport-for-all’”” movement.

On the scholarly side, the level of scholarship
has been raised, and the range of subject matter
broadened. The results remain uneven, how-
ever, both nationally and internationally. More-
over, just as sport itself tends to mirror society,
the sociology of sport has a tendency to reflect
sociology. That is, areas of inquiry and questions
of method, which became part of mainstream
sociology during the period, were paralleled in
the sociology of sport. For example, sport issues
such as discrimination and social control were
particular manifestations of larger social prob-
lems addressed by the parent discipline. The re-
sult however, is a much more diverse body of
literature, with many contributions reflecting
new levels of theoretical and methodological
sophistication.

Such developments notwithstanding, progress
has not been as great as envisioned by many in
the late 1960s. In a recent analysis* of why this

* Loy, J. W., McPherson, B. D., and Kenyon, G. S.,
The Sociology of Sport as an Academic Specialty: An
Episodic Essay on the Development and Emergence of
an Hybrid Subfield in North America. Ottawa,
Canada: Canadian Association for Health, Physncal
Education and Recreation, 1978.

has been the case, some factors were identified,
the most important of which was the lack of a
sufficiently large ‘‘critical mass’’ of sport soci-
ologists and all that implies for any academic
specialty. That is, with only a small number of
active scholars, the scope of the subject matter
and the extent to which theoretical and meth-
odological alternatives are employed are limited;
this in turn, has an impact upon the literature,
both quantitatively and qualitatively.

Although advancement may have fallen short
of the ideal, and despite retaining less than a
third of the material from the first edition, select-
ing the content for this revision was not without
difficulty. While we believe worthy representa-
tives of our conceptual framework have been
chosen, some excellent writings could not be in-
cluded. Although different approaches can be
seen in the readings reprinted, our preference
was for the work of the more productive scholars
whose thrust has been theoretically based em-
pirical work. To draw the reader’s attention to
other approaches, as well as to provide a list of
closely related studies, some of which were too
long to be included, we have provided a Further
Readings section following each part of the
text.* Compared with ten years ago, however,
we feel less of a need to be comprehensive with
respect to either developmental or bibliographic
material since several readers and textbooks
have become available to the student.

With respect to uses of this reader, we be-
lieve it can stand alone as a resource volume for

*In addition, the student should scan the references
cited in each of the papers included in this reader.
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vi Preface

those desiring an introduction to the sociology of
sport, either independently, or as part of a first
course in the subject. Alternatively, it could sup-
plement a textbook on sport sociology. For this
reason, we have structured the Reader to paral-
lel closely the form of our own book, Sport and
Social Systems,” written especially to provide a
comprehensive analysis of the major problems
receiving attention and the results of theoretical
and empirical inquiry into sport phenomena.

As in the aforementioned text, we have used
the social system and its basic components as an
organizing framework for the readings. Human
social behavior, including that within sport mi-
lieus, whether it involves two individuals or an
entire society, is organized and structured into
systems varying in structure, composition, com-
plexity, and function. Consequently, the inter-
ests of sport sociologists range from the traits of
individuals (e.g., athletes) and how they interact
in face-to-face groups (e.g., teams), to the rela-
tionship between sport and the characteristics
of major social institutions (e.g., the family, the
school, the economy, and the mass media).
The former we refer to as micro-social systems;
the latter as macro-social systems.

Thus, we have separated the reader into three
parts: Part One—'‘The Sociological Analysis of
Sport’’—contains two sections; the first includes
statements on the sociology of sport as an aca-
demic specialty; the second addresses concep-
tual problems in the sociological study of sport.
Part Two—''Sport and Micro-Social Sys-
tems’’—comprises three sections dealing with
sport groups, sport organizations, and sport sub-
cultures, respectively. Part Three—‘‘Sport and
Macro-Social Systems’’—consists of four sec-
tions; the first three address the relationship be-

t Loy, J. W., McPherson, B. D., and Kenyon, G.S.,
Sport and Social Systems. Reading, MA, Addison-
Wesley Publishing Co., 1978. (Each chapter includes
an extensive bibliography on each of the topics
covered in this reader.)

tween sport and socializing, regulative, and cul-
tural institutions; the fourth contains contribu-
tions to the literature on the relationship be-
tween sport and institutionalized forms and
processes of social stratification.

Finally, a major objective of the first edition
was to whet the academic appetite for the study
of sport from the perspective of the social sci-
ences. While we hope the second edition will
serve this purpose as well, we believe it also
represents a reasonable expression of the state
of the art, though restricted to North America for
the most part. Nevertheless, we sincerely hope
that the advances made in the future will neces-
sitate a third edition long before another decade
elapses. Or, put another way, we would like to
think we will have come a little closer to that
‘‘some day’’ described by Wector over 40 years

ago:

Some day.... He will show us how cricket,
with its white clothes and leisured boredom,
and sudden crises met with cool mastery to the
ripple of applause among the teacups and cu-
cumber sandwiches, is an epitome of the Brit-
ish Empire. Or the bull-fight with its scarlet
cape and gold braid, its fierce pride and
cruelty, and the quixotic futility of its perils, is
the essence of Spain. Or that football with its
rugged individualism, and baseball with its
equality of opportunity, are valid American
symbols. ... Most of these things have been
felt or hinted before, but their synthesis has
never been made.*

John W. Loy, Jr.
Gerald S. Kenyon
Barry D. McPherson
Champaign, Illinois
Waterloo, Canada

* Wector, Dixon, The Saga of American Society: A
Record of Social Aspirations, 1607-1937. New York,
Charles Scribner and Sons, 1937, p. 428.



contents

PART ONE: The Sociological Analysis of Sport
Introduction . . . .. .. .. ittt e
Readings

Section One: Sociology of Sport
1. Toward a Sociology of Sport
—=Gerald S. Kenyon and John W. Loy, Jr. .............
2. Past, Present, and Future Perspectives for Research in
Sport Sociology
—Barry D. McPherson . .. ..... .. ...

Section Two: Sport as a Social Phenomenon
1. The Nature of Sport: A Definitional Effort
—John W. Loy, Jr. .. ... ... . . . . e
2. Sport Involvement: A Conceptual Go and Some
Consequences Thereof
—Gerald S. Kenyon ............ ... . ...,

Further Readings . ... ... .. ... ..t
PART TWO: Sport and Micro-Social Systems

Introduction . . . ... ... .. .. ...
Readings

Section One: Sport Groups
1. Multi-variate Analysis of the Personality Profiles of
Championship Czechoslovakian Athletes
—Walter Kroll, John W. Loy, Vaclav Hosek, and
Miroslav Vanek ................ ... . ... . .......
2. Social Psychological Characteristics of Innovators
—John W. Loy, Jr. . ... ... .

10

23

33

39

41

45

55

vii



viii

Contents

3. Group Cohesiveness as a Determinant of Success and
Member Satisfaction in Team Performance

—Rainer Martens and James A. Peterson . ............. 66
4. Development of a Model for Predicting Team Performance

—AnnMarieBird .......... .. ... 74
5. An Axiomatic Theory of Team Success

—Howard L. Nixon, IIl . . . ........... .. .. .000o.o... 81

Section Two: Sport Organizations
1. Occupational Discrimination: Some Theoretical Propositions
—Hubert M. Blalock, Jr. .. ....... ... .. ... 91
2. The Effects of Formal Structure on Managerial Recruitment:
A Study of Baseball Organizations

—OSCAr GIUSKY' «vwv v s 335 ommm s 6 s ommmonrs & 5 s o wioss 97
3. Racial Segregation in American Sport
—John W. Loy, Jr., and Joseph F. McElvogue .......... 103
4. Ascription and Position: A Comparative Analysis of ‘Stacking’
in Professional Football
—Donald W. Ball . ccnimssssmmmnss s ssanmssss s snss 117
Section Three—Sport Subcultures
1. Sub-Cultures and Sport
—KentPearson . ............ ... .. 131
2. The Man on the Horse
—Marviil, B. SCOtt « v v s s s smwasmss s s mmnmwns s s mnen 146
3. The Rugby Football Club as a Type of Male Preserve: Some
Sociological Notes
—K. G. Sheard and Eric G. Dunning . ................ 157
4. Ethnic Soccer Clubs in Milwaukee: A Study in Assimilation
—John C.Pooley .........ciiiiiiiiinnnnennnnas 168
Further Readings . .............. .. ... . .. . . ... 179
PART THREE: Sport and Macro-Social Systems
INtFOAUCHON s 5 5 5 2 ® EEmWEE 5 5 5 T AE € 568 55T o v o oo oo o 183

Readings

Section One—Sport and Socializing Institutions
1. Play, Games and Sport in the Psycho-Sociological
Development of Children and Youth
—John W. Loy, Jr., and Alan G. Ingham .............. 189
2. Becoming Involved in Physical Activity and Sport: A
Process of Socialization
—Gerald S. Kenyon and Barry D. McPherson . .......... 217

Section Two—Sport and Regulative Institutions
1. The Effects of Monopsonistic Procedures on Equality of
Competition in Professional Sport Leagues
—Thomas W. Daymont . ......................... 241
2. The NCAA: A Socioeconomic Analysis
—James V. Koch and Wilbert M. Leonard II . .......... 251



Contents ix

3. The Regional Distribution of Sport Organizations as a
Function of Political Cleavages

—Pekka Kiviaho s : s « s smscs s s s smmumsss s smsmisss 259
4. A Socio-economic Model of National Olympic Performance
—A. Ray Grimes, William J. Kelly and Paul H. Rubin . .. .. 266

Section Three: Sport and Cultural Institutions
1. The Technological Revolution and the Rise of Sport

—John R:Betts .vui i s amnwasssaomomssssonmads 273
2. The Interdependence of Sport and Culture

—Giinther Liischen . ... .............. ... ........ 287
3. Media Sport: Hot and Cool

—Susan Birrell and John W. Loy, Jr. .. ............... 296
4. Vertigo in America: A Social Comment

~—PeterDonnelly ... :::issnswnsesnumwamsssswsoas 308

Section Four—Sport and Stratification Systems
1. Secondary Schools and Oxbridge Blues

—John Eggleston . ............. ... . ... ... 317
2. Secondary Schools and Ivy League Letters
—Jack W. Berryman and John W. Loy, Jr. .. ........... 325

3. Athletic Personnel in the Academic Marketplace: A Study

of the Interorganizational Mobility Patterns of College

Coaches

—John W. Loy, Jr., and George H. Sage .............. 336
4. Elites, Class and Corporate Power in Canadian Sport:

Some Preliminary Findings

—Richard S. Gruneau ........................... 348

Further Readings . ............ ... . . .. . @', 372



PART ONE

the sociological analysis

of sport

Although the first edition provided a brief
historical basis for an emerging sociology of
sport, since then more thorough analyses have
been published,* obviating the need to detail
such material here. Nevertheless, an introduc-
tion to the literature of any field is enhanced by
a ‘‘setting of the scene.’” Thus, Section One:
Sociology of Sport, contains articles addressed
to characterizing the sociology of sport as an
academic specialty. The readings in Section
Two: Sport as a Social Phenomenon, treat some
of the conceptual issues underlying the serious
study of sport from a social science perspective.

In the first article of Section One, Kenyon and
Loy call for the joining together of a number of
disparate initiatives into a systematic sociology
of sport. The extent to which this has occurred
fifteen years later, and the prospects for the
future are reflected upon by McPherson in the
paper that follows. The reader should note that
there have appeared a number of critiques and
alternative orientations to the theoretical and
methodological positions taken in these con-
tributions. For example, the limitations of a so-
called ‘‘value-free’’ sport sociology have been
argued by several writers (Melnick, 1975; Whit-
son, 1978), and likewise, alternatives to ‘‘bour-

* For example, see Loy, J. W., McPherson, B. D.,
and Kenyon, G. S., The Sociology of Sport as an Aca-
demic Specialty: An Episodic Essay on the Develop-
ment and Emergence of an Hybrid Subfield in North
America. Ottawa, Canada: Canadian Association For
Health, Physical Education and Recreation, 1978.

geois sociology’’ have been presented by East-
ern European observers (Erbach, 1966; Wohl,
1966, 1975).

As is the case with any emerging field, a
number of writers have wrestled with the neces-
sary but difficult task of clarifying concepts and
stating orientations—the precursors of system-
atic inquiry. Devoting considerable space to the
subject may seem trivial at first, but upon reflec-
tion, one realizes that the term ‘‘sport’’ has a
variety of meanings and uses; from ‘‘good
sport,”” *‘blood sport,”’ and being ‘‘sporty,” to
‘‘sports car,”’ ‘‘sporting chance,”’ and ‘‘sporting
house.’’ To illustrate, Section Two contains two
analyses: in the first, Loy describes how the
term ‘‘sport’”’ takes on different meanings,
depending upon the level of discourse. Thus, the
meaning of ‘‘sport’’ depends upon whether it is
a ‘‘game occurrence,”’ an ‘‘institutionalized
game,’’ a ‘‘social institution,’’ or a ‘‘social sys-
tem.’’ In the second article, Kenyon approaches
sport from the perspective of individual involve-
ment and endeavours to classify the several roles
played in sport situations. Limitations of space
prevent the inclusion of more writings on these
topics, but the reader can obtain a taste of the
problems as they are summarized in the two
papers included, and by consulting the publica-
tions listed in Further Readings (in particular,
see Caillois, 1961; Huizinga, 1955; and Mcln-
tosh, 1963). However, despite several attempts
to conceptualize sport phenomena, most writers
probably would agree that a universally accepted
framework has yet to appear.
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toward a

sociology of sport

GERALD S. KENYON and JOHN W. LOY

To declare that sport, during the present cen-
tury, has become a cultural phenomenon of great
magnitude and complexity is an affirmation of
the obvious. Sport is fast becoming a social insti-
tution, permeating education, economics, art,
politics, law, mass communications, and interna-
tional diplomacy. Its scope is awesome; nearly
everyone has become involved in some way,
even if only vicariously. As a business enterprise
alone it represents an annual expenditure by the
American public of over $20 billion. For the ser-
vices of a single performer, $400 thousand ap-
parently is not too much to pay. Sport has be-
come a potent social force with a capacity to
create needs ranging from seats on the fifty-yard
line to stretch pants in pastel colors.

Despite the magnitude of the public’s commit-
ment to sport, as a social phenomenon it has
received little serious study. The ubiquitous
presence of sports has largely been taken for
granted by social scientists and physical educa-
tors alike. A clear description, let alone explana-
tion of this social force, is largely nonexistent.
Many of its manifest and most of its latent
functions have been ignored. For the physical
educator, sport provides a medium for pursuing
educational goals. For almost anyone else it
probably serves quite different purposes. In
neither case is its social significance understood.
Therefore, we urge the development of a

Reprinted from the Journal of Health-Physical
Education-Recreation 36:24-25, 6869, 1965. Copy-
right, 1965, by American Alliance for Health, Physical
Education, Recreation and Dance, Reston, VA. 22091

*sociology of sport’” as a division of an aca-
demic discipline such as that recently described
by Franklin Henry.'

THE NATURE OF SPORT SOCIOLOGY

If sociology is the study of social order—the
underlying regularity of human social behavior—
including efforts to attain it and departures from
it,2 then the sociology of sport becomes the study
of the regularity, and departures from it, of
human social behavior in a sports context. Since
we see the social psychology of sport as having
much in common with its sociology, we include
the content and method of the former within the
realm of our subdiscipline.? Thus, if social psy-
chology is ‘‘an attempt to understand and ex-
plain how the thought, feeling, and behavior of
individuals are influenced by the actual, imag-
ined, or implied presence of other human be-
ings,”’ * then the social psychology of sport is the
study of individuals in social and cultural set-
tings associated with sport. Just as exercise
physiology deals with something less than the
whole of physiology, the concern of a psycho-
sociological study of sport is with something
less than the whole of social psychology or
sociology.

A psychosociological inquiry into sport and
physical activity requires a concern for such
concepts as basic social units (including indi-
viduals, groups, institutions, societies, and
cultures), primary social psychological attri-
butes (such as interpersonal response traits, mo-
tives, attitudes, and values), and fundamental
social processes (socialization, social control,

5



6 The Sociological Analysis of Sport

social conflict, social stratification, and social
change).

For an illustration of the significance of this
framework, we refer to the work of Roberts and
Sutton-Smith,> an anthropologist and a psy-
chologist collaborating to study the role of games
in various societies. They have shown that the
types of games played reflect values inherent in
a particular culture and at the same time serve to
teach certain cultural values and attitudes. For
example, with respect to child rearing practices,
obedience training is associated with a culture
stressing games of strategy, responsibility train-
ing with games of chance, and achievement
training with games of physical skill. Thus
Roberts and Sutton-Smith argue that individuals
in different cultures (basic social units) perceive
games differently, depending upon the values
and attitudes prevalent within a particular cul-
ture (primary social-psychological attributes)
and that such games serve to relieve social con-
flict and consequently enhance socialization
(fundamental social processes). It follows that
such a framework could be useful for the study
of the many social facets of sport.

We suggest, therefore, that the observational
techniques and the theoretical rationale available
to the sport sociologist could provide unique
possibilities for viewing the social significance of
sport. To illustrate, the classification of activities
into such schemes as individual, dual, or team
sports so familiar to the physical educator, or
into factors such as intensity, frequency, and
duration, so familiar to the exercise physiologist,
will give way to classifications appropriate for a
social context, such as Caillois’ conception of
games as competition, chance, drama (mimicry),
and the pursuit of vertigo.

WHAT THE SOCIOLOGY OF SPORT IS
NOT. Having briefly described what the sociol-
ogy of sport is, we turn now to what it is not, in
an effort to distinguish between the goals of sci-
ence and those of education or physical educa-
tion. The sport sociologist does not base his in-
quiries upon the assumption that ‘‘physical
activity is good.”’ Sport sociology, as we view it,
is a value-free social science. It is not an effort to
influence public opinion or behavior, nor is it
an attempt to find support for the ‘‘social de-
velopment’’ objective of physical education,
as described in the writings of Hetherington,
Williams, Nash, Oberteuffer, and others. The
sport sociologist is neither a spreader of gospel

nor an evangelist for exercise. His function is not
to shape attitudes and values but rather to de-
scribe and explain them. By taking such a posi-
tion, in no way do we suggest that physical edu-
cation ought to be value free; it must have its
objectives, certainly. We do suggest, however,
that the choice of both ends and means may be
enhanced considerably by drawing from the find-
ings of a well-developed sport sociology.

PREPARING THE SPORT SOCIOLOGIST.
To perform the functions of a sport sociologist
obviously requires some preparation. Students
of sport sociology, in addition to an interest in
and understanding of sport, should have a strong
background in the behavioral and social sci-
ences, especially psychology, sociology, social
psychology, and cultural anthropology. The ex-
citing developments occurring in both the theo-
retical and empirical aspects of these fields make
it essential that the student pay considerable at-
tention to each. With the degree of mathematical
thinking in the social sciences increasing rapidly,
adequate preparation in mathematics and statis-
tics is essential to understand certain theoretical
models and data analysis procedures.

A BRIEF HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE

Although a work entitled Soziologie des
Sports was published in Germany in 1921, few
publications referring directly to sport sociology
can be found. Up to the present, much of the
writing, varying widely in scope and depth, has
been largely descriptive in nature.® Neverthe-
less, these writers have often provided cogent
observations, suggesting hypotheses worthy of
test. With the exception of some of Cowell’s
work,” serious empirical study of sport sociology
per se has not been popular. Few investigators
from physical education have devoted a sub-
stantial period of their career to the subject. The
work of others, such as sociologists, usually has
been conducted in the broader context of use of
leisure.® While it would be false to assert that the
sociology of sport has acquired a substantial sub-
ject matter, some work—both theoretical and
empirical—does exist.

THEORETICAL EFFORTS. Theories of
sports and games have long been of interest to
social scientists. At the beginning of the century
G. T. W. Patrick wrote on the ‘‘psychology of
football.”” Numerous theories of play as means
to certain social ends have been advanced.
These theories came to be discarded when found
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contradictory to evidence provided by empirical
psychology. In the 1930’s, however, Huizinga
argued that play ought to be considered for its
own sake, as an end in itself rather than a means
to some other end. He showed how play per-
vades all cultural institutions. Although his work
is frequently alluded to, little effort has been
made to extend his theory and test the hy-
potheses it suggests. Another work linking sport
and culture is that of Caillois who attempts to
demonstrate that the health of a society is re-
flected in the types of games it encourages.

EMPIRICAL STUDIES. Much of the work
cited by Roberts, Sutton-Smith, and co-workers
was based upon empirical cross-cultural data.
Their hypothesis that games model the major
maintenance problems of a given society is illus-
trated using the highly competitive society of the
United States, where sports and games permit
youth to rehearse competitive roles without ex-
periencing the adverse anxiety experienced by
adults striving for success. Other studies include
Weinberg and Arond’s discussion of the occupa-
tional culture of the boxer; Grusky’s treatment
of managerial succession and organizational ef-
fectiveness in baseball; Riesman’s description of
the cultural diffusion of football and its bearing
on ethnic differentiation and social mobility; and
Stone’s work, which offers a number of interest-
ing hypotheses about the relationships between
sport and socioeconomic status.

EUROPEAN INTEREST. Although workers
in this country have been leaders in several
aspects of the science of physical activity, it is
interesting to note that at present the greatest
interest in sport sociology seems to be centered
in Europe. In addition to work cited elsewhere in
this paper, a number of other essays and re-
search studies have been published during the
past few years.?

AVENUES FOR FUTURE INQUIRY

Sport sociology as an empirical science is in its
infancy, but it need not remain this way. The
interested researcher soon becomes aware of the
numerous possibilities, first, by taking cogni-
zance of the many theoretical models explaining
group and individual behavior, and second, by
taking advantage of such technical advances as
electronic computers and multivarious methods
of data reduction and analysis. For fruitful in-
quiry the relevant developments in other disci-
plines cannot be ignored any more than the cur-

riculum worker can afford to ignore concept
learning, teaching machines, programed learn-
ing, and team teaching.

Our consideration of the numerous possibili-
ties for research has been a natural outgrowth of
the thought associated with some modest studies
under way at the University of Wisconsin. At
present, work is in progress in four areas: the
diffusion of innovations in American sport; the
significance of physical activity for adults as a
function of age, sex, education, socioeconomic
status, and national origin; the development of
models for the characterization of values held for
physical activity; and cross-national studies of
attitudes toward physical activity as a function
of certain cultural and educational factors. It has
been our further observation that many promis-
ing avenues of inquiry are opened by becoming
familiar with general sociological theory.

THE USE OF SOCIAL THEORY IN EX-
PLAINING THE ROLE OF SPORT IN
SOCIETY. The role of theory is the same for the
sport sociologist as for the scientist in general.
Theory provides a logical foundation for re-
search, that is, it circumscribes and character-
izes the phenomenon in question; it suggests
significant hypotheses; it relates seemingly dis-
crete findings by summarizing facts into general-
izations and systems of generalizations; and it
identifies gaps in knowledge. Perhaps most im-
portant, theory ‘‘by providing a rationale . . .
introduces a ground for prediction which is more
secure than mere empirical extrapolation from
previously observed trends.’’ '

Fortunately for the sport sociologist, several
contemporary sociological theories are relevant
for studying the many ramifications of sport in
modern society. Although these may require
slight modification by virtue of use in a sports
situation, they should be applicable if there is
regularity to human social behavior. For exam-
ple, Parson’s theoretical scheme differentiating
four levels of structural organization—primary,
managerial, institutional, and societal—permits
analysis of any social system in terms of the
functional problems such systems must solve in
order to survive.!! He labels these problems as
adaptive, goal-attainment, pattern-maintenance
and tension management, and integrative.

Less general theories applicable to the sport
setting include those concerned with collective
behavior, such as the recent and rather complete
framework of Smelser.'? Admittedly, a riot such
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as that which occurred at a Peruvian soccer
match in the spring of 1964 bringing death to
several hundred persons is relatively rare.
However, other forms of collective behavior as-
sociated with sports are quite common.

POSSIBLE RESEARCH AREAS. Other ap-
proaches which we believe warrant some in-
vestigation include the following:

1. Computer Simulation. The technological
advances in computer design and application are
more rapid than had been anticipated. Recent
developments in computer simulation tech-
niques '* could be applied to team dynamics,
sport development and decline and spectator
behavior.

2. Game Situation Laboratory. The develop-
ment of a facility capable of simulating the en-
vironment surrounding the game would afford a
compromise between the uncontrollable actual
condition and the artificial conditions of the
laboratory.

3. Interdisciplinary Studies. Instead of inde-
pendent work by exercise physiologists, psy-
chologists, sociologists, and sport sociologists,
work in concert would yield knowledge hereto-
fore unknown. As Roger Bannister recently
pointed out, ‘‘maximum athletic performance
cannot be explained by physiology alone.”” '

4. Social Model Development. The construc-
tion of models, both static and dynamic, could
produce one basis for describing and explaining
the significance of sport for individuals and
groups. McPhee’s **addiction model’’ represents
one approach for predicting the course of ‘‘en-
thusiasms’’ or *‘passions’’ for a given pastime,
intellectual or physical.'®

5. Cross-National and Cross-Cultural Stud-
ies. Whatever laws that may be discovered and
theories developed, the crucial test lies in their
potential for generalizing to other countries and
other cultures.

6. Game Theory. The application of the now
well-established theory of games apparently has
failed, to a large extent, to interest investigators
studying sport.

7. The Significance of Sport and Physical Ac-
tivity as a Leisure Pursuit. During the past few
years considerable interest has been shown in
the sociology of leisure, both in this country and
abroad.'® Although a leisure use theory depends
upon acquiring more data, a number of studies
have been completed, and several national and
international conferences held.

8. Social Change and Sport. Among the most

profound characteristics of contemporary West-
ern civilization is the rapidity of social change,
change in the nature of social institutions and
social values. What is it about the **Great So-
ciety’’ that explains the Mets outdrawing the
Yankees?

This list of potential research areas is not
meant to be exhaustive, or to contain mutually
exclusive subjects for investigation. Moreover,
it will be noted that we are suggesting not only
points of departure for future research but also
some techniques of inquiry, many of which have
only recently become available for practical use.

In summary, we have suggested that the ex-
planation of the contemporary pervasiveness of
sport requires a sociology of sport in the tradi-
tion of the social sciences. We have attempted to
show what the characteristics of such a subdisci-
pline might be, drawing examples from studies
both completed and proposed. With the vastness
of sport today, together with its anticipated
growth in the future, the potentiality of a soci-
ology of sport becomes apparent. To become
firmly established, however, will require well-
prepared and dedicated workers using a value
free approach to an often value charged subject
matter.

NOTES

1. Henry, F. M.: Physical education: An academic
discipline. J. Health Educ. Rec., September:32, 1964.

2. Inkeles, A.: What is Sociology? Englewood
Cliffs, N.J., Prentice-Hall, 1964, p. 27.

3. Itis assumed that for most subsequent references
to the sociology of sport, the social psychology of sport
is implied also.

4. Allport, Gordon W.: The historical background
of modern social psychology. /n Handbook of Social
Psychology, Vol. 2. Edited by G. Lindzey. Reading,
Mass., Addison-Wesley, 1954, p. 5.

5. See Roberts and Sutton-Smith, p. 47.

6. For example, see Cozens, F. W., and Stumpf,
F.S.: Sports in American Life. Chicago, University of
Chicago Press, 1953, for a well-documented account of
the diversity of sport in the United States with frequent
reference to historical developments. For more recent
reflections on sport as a social institution, particularly
from an international viewpoint, see McIntosh, P. C.:
Sport in Society. London, Bowes & Bowes, 1958.

7. For example, see Cowell, Charles C.: The contri-
butions of physical activity to social development.
Res. Q., May:286, 1960, a review of literature which
includes five of his own research reports.

8. For an early example (1934) see Lundberg, G., et
al.: the amount of uses of leisure. /n Mass Leisure.
Edited by E. Larrabee and R. Meyersohn. Glencoe,
Ill., The Free Press, 1958; more recently, de Grazia,
S.: Of Time, Work, and Leisure. Garden City, N.Y.,
Doubleday, 1962.
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9. For example, see Helanko, R.: Sports and social-
ization. Acta Sociol., 2:1, 1956; and Maheu, Rene:
Sport and culture; Leemars, E.J.: A sociological ap-
proach to sports; Viot, N.J.: A sociological analysis of
sport in the Netherlands; and Dumazedier, Joffre: The
point of view of a social scientist, in International Re-
search in Sport and Physical Education. Edited by E.
Jokl and E. Simon. Springfield, Ill., Charles C
Thomas, 1964.

10. Merton, Robert K.: Social Theory and Social
Structure. Glencoe, Ill., Free Press, 1957, p. 98.

11. Talcott, Parsons: General theory in sociology.
In Sociology Today. Edited by R. K. Merton et al.
New York, Basic Books, 1959.

12. Smelser, Neil J.: Theory of Collective Behavior.
New York, Free Press of Glencoe, 1963.

13. For example, see Newell, A., and Simon, H.A.:
Computers in psychology. In Handbook of Mathe-
matical Psychology, Vol. 1. Edited by R. Luce et al.
New York, Wiley, 1963.

14. The Meaning of Athletic Performance. Paper
presented at the International Conference of the Inter-
national Council for Sport and Physical Education,
Paris, October, 1963.

15. McPhee, W. N.: Formal Theories of Mass
Behavior. New York, Free Press of Glencoe, 1963.

16. For a summary of studies together with an ex-
tensive bibliography, see Larabee, E. and Meyersohn,
R. (eds.): Mass Leisure. Glencoe, Ill., Free Press,
1958.
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