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ABSTRACT

-

University of Windsor An Exanlnatlon of the
> Moralities of Athletics
ROBERTS, TERENCE JOHN and PlayF\ —

- Masters in Phy51cal
Education, Unlver31ty of
Windsor, 1973, PP. 233
(P.kJ. Galasso)

Athletics and play have been ‘characterized de-

> . had '

‘finitionally, organizationally, psychologically, socio-
/ .
logically and hisforically; but as yet, little work has®

been devoted to ah examinqtion of these concepts and
activities from a moral point Of view. The problem is to
examine the mq;alitle; of athletics and play.
lChaéter I (Introduction) states the problemn:

defines ghe”terms: 'morality,“ "belief.ﬂ-ﬁplay " anad _ “
"athletics;" elaborates on the deflnltxoﬂg of athletlcs
and play; states the methodology; and deacrlbea the
organization of the remainder of the thesis.

' Chapter IIdeev1ew of therature) describes
lmuch of the literature related to the accepted definitions™

of play and athletlca, and works.dealing with the moralz- ‘

ties of athletics and play, either’ exp11c1t1y or 1mplrc1tly.

¢ v

The latter works are divided into flve sectlons- works
supportlng charqpter development; worka supporting

S
character develdpment in prlnc1ple only, works analyzing

the structure of games as it pelates to moral development;

ii &



" works degcrlblng ‘the negatlve aspects of sport in rela-

t;on to morallty, and other lmportant works unable to be

grouped in the precedlng sectlons... X
Chapter III. (An Examlnatlon of the Moralities

- of AthIEtlcs and Play) analyzes the bellefs about the
nature of man, the beliefs about ideals worth pursuing

\\for eir own sake, the rules laying down what ought to
bl

e dorfe and what ought not- to be ‘done,’ and the motives for
either\rule-following of rule-breaking in each of the.
#gétivities £ athletics,and-play.

Chapter IV'(;ﬁplications and Recommendatidhs for

Future Examination) illustrates some of the 1mp11caf10ns

arising out of the examination of the two moralltles. As
. with many philosophical ‘works, more questions are raised
than are answereq, and, as a result, chapter ﬁour points
out a number of important probleﬁ; in need of further“

L e

examination., -

iii
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCT#ON

Athletics and'play have been characterized

deflnltlonally, organizationally, psychologlcally, socio-
. loglcally and historically, but, as vet, little work hae
been devoted to an examination of these concepts and
activities from a moral point of yiew. AXthough many
works have discussed the evils and benefits of athletics
and play, much of the literature, to be subsequently re-
viewed, can. be accused of morallzxng. As that term

1mplies, they have been written to promote the moral

benef'

8 of one. over the other, often at the expenee of
ob'ecrivity and clariryﬂ |
In the recent popular literature there has been
an abundence of material devoted to the exposure of all
that is bad and wrong, respectiyeiy. in the ends and means
of ethietics.' These works, to be subsequently revxewed
-have had a high degree of "shock value;" ‘their irreverence
- for the "sporting world" has stirred all bpt the moat
steadfast out of the complacent “principles and cbjectives"
belief that all is good and right \in athletics. .
The prlnc1p1es" texts and the populax literature
. appear to be at odds and appear“uahe antithetical. One who
attempts to read and understand both viewpoints may place’

himsgelf in a ‘quandary. Who is correct? Are they both correct?
' ' 1.

T



o | '_ - 2.
- Are they both incorrect? Is it even intelligible to speak
' of correetness or anorxectness in reference to thlB problem?
Both viewpoints have been persuasive; that is thelr only
elmllarlty. Upon reading the literature in support of .
either of these standpointg, a realization develops that
both sides have a definite oplnlon to put forth, and that
they may be somewhat biaged in the pictures that they paint.
Neither approach assumes e position of disinterest.
~ This conflict over values could precipitate a

healthy A;Zeiopment however, if it is handled ina ratzohal
mahner. This necessitates objectlve phllosophlcal reflec-
tion ang ana1y31s rather than mere persuasion and acceptance.
- The fact that athlet1ca ;nd play are currently undergoing -
their respective moral. cr1t1c1sm and adulatlon in the
ilterature does not necessarily illustrate a helghtened
awareness or, respect for moral inquiry. It may simply and‘
unfortunately mean that a new set of. moral ends and. principles,
perhaps Just as inappropriate, are being hastily avowed and
grasped as a result of marked ‘disaBpointment with the old

It seems that new valuesg, espoused by those who
- have discredited the old, are being hastily accepted.in
place of the.tradltxonally popular values of excellemce and
competition, Although 1t presently may appear difficult ‘to
-dIBCIEdlt the newly expressed values of play - freedom,
humanity and Cco-operation - one must remember that once:';

excellence and competition were in high eeteeh and still



are in some-éifcles. While at this transitory point of . N
Lnstablllty, one must be careful not to be unreflectlve

and run like the rebounding lover to a seemlngly comfort;ng
eﬁbrace w1th A new and dlfferent life-style. The new life,
after imitial enchantment, may prove to be as uncomfortably '
irritating as the one past What is needed lnstead is a .
more ratlonal analytical, philosophical understanding. q

an awareness of,the good and the bad, the right and the
wrong, not only in what one wishes to diqcrédit and'caét
aside, but alsd in that which one ;iahes to embrace,

It is true that we may be din a dllemma, not qulte

knowing what to accept, but before we agqin suffer the

dlsapp01nt1ng,\and,perhaps needless, resul\? of trial and
error, let us attempt to precipitate our moral prescrlptions

-

A
with phllosophlcal understandlng. Hopefully the present

thesis will provide another small step in that direction.
.

" A.  STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

The problem is to examine the moralities of athletica

and play.

B. DEFINITION OF TERMS R
Morality .
A morality,...containg
‘ (1) beliefs ébout the nature-of manj
{2) beliefs about ideals, .about what is

- good or desirable as worthy of pursuit
for its own sgake;



.

R Yo

/

(3) rules laying down what ought to be
done and what ought not to be done; and

. A
(4) motives that incline us to_choose the
right or the WIONng course, _ '

Belief

In Anthony Quinton's account. of 'Knowledge and Be-

“lief," in The Enc?@iopedia of Philosophy, he statesg:

Most philosophers who have in any way
adverted to the nature of belief have assgumed

- that belie¥ is-an inner state of mind di-
rectly accesasible to introspection and dis-
tinct from, though causally related to, the
believer's<behaviour.

Although Quinton's account of the inner nature of belief

is useful, it ig wise, for the presgent purposes, to avoid

the notion of causality between belief and action; and

all the intricate philosophical difficulties associated

with it. Instead, it will simply be held that there seems
to be a connection between belief and action such that

belief can be used to help explain action. Jarvie states:
Many contemporary philosophers are concerned -
with the relation between thought and action,
whether thought can be said to ‘cause’ action,
or merely to give reasons for it....I certainly
do not believe that thought ‘causes action,
since causes are specific, whereas to any
thought there.would geem to correspond an
infinite get of possible implementations
in action,...I would rather sggak of pecple

lPatrick-H. Nowell-Smith, "Religion and Morality,"
‘The Encyclopedia of Philosophy, VII, 150. i

2An‘thony Quinton, "Knowledge and Belief," The

Encyclopedia of Philosbghx. v, 351. .

A



: . . 31. C. Jarvie, Conce ts ‘Bnd dociet
ledge and Kegan Paul, 1972), P- x.qi ¢ '

ct on the ba¥is of their
» ldeas do havexsome affect
on astion; we do act in accord with our

Elay - c 2

Human play is understood as large muscle physlcal
- ; .
act1v1ty between or amongftwq‘or more persons. It is en-.

gaged in. for cﬁe purpose of attaining the fun and pleasure

contained .within tne acfivlty itself.. It is a free-act1v1ty;
related to no external mater1a1 Oor non-material lnteresta.
and although it can be completely engrosslng. it is set
apart somewhat from the other and (perhaps) more aerioua
concerns of daily life. .It occurs within the guidelines

of' rules, but yet it is still characterized by nnmerops

Opportunltles for the occurrence of. Jov1a11ty, imaginatian,

spontanelty and self—expressmon.
Athletics - | L L |

. Athletlcs is understood as that type of large muscle
phy31ca1 actzvxty between two or more persons. Its purpose [ 4
is the pursuit of victory. That purpose is accompanied by
some or all of the complementary characterlstics of:
competition; .highly codified rules; officials- a high level h
of organization reflected in the form of strlct schedules
and ;ubl shed won-lost records; governing bodies and special
"discdiplinary™" sub-committees; a material interest in the -

outcome; ptestige, honour; a spirit of dedication, sacri— g
SN p ‘:'.;;-)

. AR
fice and intensity; preparedness. the sul; o) cellencei}

P

;“\'.




6.
ritual; and the Presence of hon—participating Persons, some
of whom are: men in the media, coaches, managers, trainers,

statisticiansg, administratons, commissioners, cheer leaders,

mascots and fans.

C. AN ELABORATION OF THE DEFINITIONS OF
ATHLETICS AND PLAY S

Athletics and play, as ﬁerein definéd, are under-
8tocd to be on two ends of the "gport" continuum; the one
end is “"play-sport,* the other, "athletic-sport.” The
activity between the two extremes is characterlzed by a
combination of both athletlc and play qualities; the

domlnance of one or the other depends on the proxlmlty of

-the actlvxty to elther of the extremes. Theoretlcally,

that activity halfway between the two ends has equal pro-

port10n3 of athletic and play character&stics. Games, by

- virtue of their rules, Jre the structure.of the varjous

__‘activities, and because every game can be participated in

in either a play-like or an athletic~like manner, games
pervade the entire length of the continuum,

The understanding of athletics.'éa it has been
stated, appears to be more of an extensive ligt of charac—

-

h
teﬁ;stlca rather than a CODClse and deflnltxve understandlng.

Z’Nevertheless, it 'does offer an understandlng of the en-

'deavour that the term refers to. The emphasis of the atated

-

conception of athietics is placed on its purpose ~ the pur-ﬁ

suit of victory. The other characterlgtlcs listed are

b



SN
N,

complements; they add to, or increase, the - importance of

victory. It is implicit in such an understanding. é%en. «
»

'that as more of these complements are addéd. the em@h&sis

" on victory is heighténed; 4s more are taken away, the

emphasis on victory is lessened. Theoretically, however,

the determination of whether the activity is athletics or

not, does not depend on either the presence or absence of

_these complementary tharacteristics- if the overrldlng

purpose of the activity is to win the contest, then it ig
athletics. It is only when that puipose is mitigated by

other purposes, such as the fun and . pleasure-seeking of-

‘play, that the activity is’ partlally athletic-like and

partially play-like. <o ‘ _ )

This understénding-of athletics and play and their
relationship has a hﬁmber of iimitations. Flrst \; all,
it 1a‘§ conceptual or theoretical understandlng and it is
not very useful in the actual determination of whether a
p?rticular activity is either athletics or play by simply
looking at it. Second, it could be cr1t1c1zed for not pro-
viding an understandlng of what could ‘be called “pure"
athletics or play. If the overriding purpose of a littlev
league baseball t' is to pursue viétory. then it is &n‘
athletig tgam. Y:Efit does not Qeem to haﬁs\the same pen-

chant for victory that charactefizes_a-profeasional'baseball

team. The question is asked: 'COmpared to the little

league activity, is she profeaaional athletic team engaged



:’JI
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8.

: . -
in "pure" athletics?" 71t ig a4 question that cannot here
be answered. It ig inappropriate to think of athleticsy as
pure or impurq.‘ Was the seéond world war a “pure" war in

comparison to the war of 18127 1t is true that it may have

. had more war-like qualities, and that more‘soldiers were

.killed, but thg war of 1812 wasg still a war, and not an

impure one. 1If a little leaque activity is characterized
by an overriding concern for victory, then the activity is

athletics. The difference between it and the brofesasional

it sometimes makes references and applications to ‘activities

which would be pPlaced somewhere between the extremes,

D. THE USE oOF SELECTED PHILOSOPHERS

Becaﬁse of their appropriateness to the concepts
and activities of athletics and prlay, the utilitarianigm
qf John Stp;rt Mill, and the “ﬁolitico-moral" philosophy of
ThomaéﬂHobbes shall be used where appropriate in the analysisg
to provide more depth and insight, The-andlysis will also
occur.within the céntéﬁt of reléted. contempord}y, philosophy

of sport literature,
E. METHODOLOGY -

The examination of the moralities of athleties and
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rlay occurs in Chépter Three. Both of the moralities will
be analyzed as they respectively relate to each of;the four
consecutive elements of morallty. as outlined in the accepted
deflnltlon of that term. Relatlonshlps and connections among
the four elements 6f morality ﬁithin each of the moralities

of athletlcs and play are exp11c1tly and 1mp11c1tly dealt

with. Hobbes, Hlll, and contemporary sport philosophers

will be referred to where they .provide additional light and

insight.

F. ORGANIZATION OF THE REMAINDER OF THE THESIS

Chapter Two, the related literature, will illustrafe,
and discuss liéerature related to the definitions of athletics

.

and play and 1lterature deallng with the moralities of

athletics and play.

Chapter Three has been discussed in the methodology

section of Chapter One.

[ ]
Chapter Four, the implications and recommendations

 for future examination, suggests implications and questions

sti}l in need of answering in light of the analysis occurrxing

in chapter three.
i



; ‘ CHAPTER II
REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

The review of llterature occurs in three gections:
A) works related to the definition of play; B) works re-
lated to the definition of athlét1cs~ and C) works related
to the moralities of athletics and ﬁlay. The magnxtude
of the literature precludes an exhaustxve review; it is

selective. g}thln each of the sections, works are generally
v N

related in chronological order.

A. WORKS RELATED TO THE DEFINITION OF PLAY

Much has been writteq on the various functions of
play relating to educatiop and development; little has
been wriﬁten of it as a concept. Regardless ot their
particular interest or concern, however, most authors do
have within their works an implicit understandlng or de—
finition of the term’ play. These have not been expllclt
definitional efforts, and, on that account. a distillation
of the implied meanings is not made. The only works herein
revxewed are those attempts to exp11c1tly define or under-
stand play as a concept.

Human play is underétood as beipg large muscle

physical activity between or among two or more persons.

10.



11.

It is engaged in fbr the pptpose of attaining the fun and
pleasure containeé within the-actiqity itself. It ig a
free'activity, related to no external ﬁaterial Oor non-material.-
interests, and, although it1can be compieﬁely engroassing, it
is set apart somewhat from the other and (perhaps) more
' serious concerns of daily life. It occurs: within the guide-’
lines of rules, but yet, it isg still charactérized by
numerous oppértunities for the occurrence of ioviality.
imagination, spontaneity and self-expression.

- The abave understanding of play ‘is a combination of -

the definitions offered by Jcohan Huizinga in Homo Ludena,l

and sapora and Mitchell in The Theoxry of Play and Recreation,z_mur

Before they are discussed, it is ﬁééeésary to focus on the
cléssical, and traditiénal understandings of play.

Although, as.it was just atated. thére i8 no attempt.
made to distill implied definitions from writings, the
traditional physiological and psycholdéiéal works, if not
through accurate perceptiop. by their sheer number and
repetition, have had, over time, a substahtial influence
on various understandingﬁ of play.

“Play,..." Giddens illustrates, in a work devoted

1Johan Huizinga, Homo Ludens: A Study of the Pla
Element in Culture (Boston: Beacon Preas, 1950),

.

“Allen v. Sapora and Elmer D. Mitchell, ‘The Theory
of Play and Recreation (3rd ed.; New York: The Ronald
Press Co., 1948). '




12,
to a conceptual look at play and leisure, *...hag been
studied by two main‘groups of writers.“3 Giddens writea‘
of how nineteenth century philosophers and theorists of

f

education speculated about the nature and blologzca1‘3§1glns

- of play ana thelr relation to the education process. Fre-

quent comparlhons were made between the play of man and

anlmale. The second approach Glddens describes as more

empirical; being stimulatedugj the epeculative notions of-
the former group, the intent was to carry out paychologlcil
studies of child's play. "

‘_Huieinga viewed these speculative theories and

empirical studies asg "...only partial solutions to the

'problem.“q He emphasize* that they overlap and that it

"...would be perfectly possibly to eccept nearly all of -
the explanations wiéhoﬁt getting into any real confusion
of thought...,"> and, even fiore seriously, "...without
coming much nearer to a real understanding of the play
concept.“6 An illustration of the truth of both Giddens'

and Huizinga's comments is found ih the following lengthy,

3. 'Giddens, “Notes on the Corcepts of Play alkv

 Leisure," Sociological Rev.lew. 12 (March, 1964), 73-89.

4Hulz:.nga. Homo Ludens, p. 2.

..
]
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" but by no means complete; list of various explanations of

pfay« o |

o Schiller: The aimlegs expenditufe
of exuberanE energy.

Guts Muths: The natural exercise and
recreation of body and mind.

Froebel: The natural unfolding of the
germinal leaves of childhood.

Lazarus: Play is activipijhich’Ibwin
itself free, aimless, amusing,
or diverting.

Hall: The motor habits and spirit of
the past persisting in the present.

Groos: Instinctive practice, without
' serious intent, of activities
that will later be esgential to
“life,

Lee: Instinctive activity, looking
toward an ideal. ) '

. "
Dewey: Activities not consciously
performed for the sake of any
- Xesult beyonl themsgelves.

Gulick: : What we do because we want to
do it. : .

Stern: Play is voluntary, self-
' sufficient activity.

Patrick: Thoge human activities which
are free and spontaneous .and
which are pursued for their own
sake alone. Interest in them
'is self-sugtaining, and they
are not continued under any
internal or external compulsion.

s ‘Rainwater: Play is a mode of behavior,

either individual or collective,
involving pleasurable activity

of any kind, not undertaken for
the sake of a reward beyond itself
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and performed dhring any age
period of the individual.

Highly motivated activity which,
as free from conflicts, is usually,
though not al Y8, pleasurable.

Activity carried on for its own sake.

An instinctive form of'sséfﬁexpression
and emotional escape va .nea )
Play and recreation...are leisure-
time activities...motivated by
pleasure and serve as diversions

from the more pressing and serious
occupations of daily living.

Any act other than such survival
activities as eating and sleeping
which carries its drive or any
act in which-an individual enters

of his own volition, without feeling,
in any way, outer compulsion.

Any pleasurable activity carried on
for its own sake, without reference
to ulterior purpose or future
satisfactions. '
Play is self-expressioQ\for its own
sake.

Play is more than a mere physio- g
logical phenomenon or a psychological -
reflex....It is a significant func-
tion - that is to say there is some
sense to it. In play there is some-
thing "at play" which transcends

the immediate needs of life and im-
parts meaning to the action.

Play is a symbolical manifestation...
it is a sensory-motor exercise, re-./' -

‘gulated and essentially social, and-{fﬁ

symbolic - especially gith infants
after the second year.

¢

\

,7Sapora and Mitchell, The Theory of: Play and

Recreation, pp. 114-115.

~



ST 'ﬂ : ’
- : , . I ' _ 15.
 Because it is unnecessarytfor the purposes of the
présent.investigétiéﬁ to delve into why play happena; .
physioclogically or psychblogically,rthese classical,

speculative and empirical works need no further attention.

For additional sﬁrveys, summaries and critiques of the

.akove and more contemporary scf@ntificallly—véined theories

of play, however, refer to Ellis.8 Gilmore.? Mitchell and
ll ) . LY

Mason,lo and Vanderzwaag.
The accepted definition of play is depehdent upon

the letter and spirit of Johan Huizinga's understanding of

>

the cdncept. After a comprehensive description of its
characteristics, Huizinga more concisely establishes his

L
well-known definitdon:

Summing up the formal characteristics of
play, we might call it a free activity ‘ i
standing quite consciously outside "ordinary" -7
life a5 being "not serious,” but at- the same
time abBorbing the player intensely and
utterly It is an activity connected with
no materyal interest, and no profit can be
gained by it. It proceeds within its own
proper bbundaries of time and space accord- "’

ing to fixed rules and in an orderly manner.

12

=

f 8

M. .'Ellis. Why People Play (New Jersey: Prentice-

Hall, Inc.7 1973).

9Bernard;J. Gilmore, “"Play: A Specidl Behavior," in
Current Research in Motivation, ed. by R. N. Haber (New York:
Holt, Rinehart apd Wington, Inc., 1966), 343-355. .

10Elmer D. Mitc@ell_and_aernérd S. Mason, The Theory
of pPlay (New York: A.'S. Barnes and Company, Inc., 1934).

llHarold J. Vanderzwaagq, Toward a bhilosophy of Sport
(Don Mills, canada: Addison-Wesley Publishing Co., 1972j.

!

leuizinga, Homo Ludens, p. 13.

/

’\/_,
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Although not containeg in that definition, but Yet integral

Huizinga earlijier states that it jg the '...fuﬁ-element that

characterizes the essence of play.~13 ™

' Sapora and Mitchell, in The Theory of play and

Recreation, have also contributed to the understaq@ing,of

“play as it ig accepted by the present thesis.. Although

they do not succinctly define the term, they do list quite
2 number of i;s chargEEéfiatica.lsome of which have been
incorporated., Sapora.and Mitchell emphagize that play is
activity, as contrasting with ﬁdleness; that it can be
éharacterized by neuromuscular, 8ensory or mental activity;
that itg education;l use depends on itg bower to interest
and arouse; that it is the attitude of the.partiCipant that
deterﬁines’rhether an activity jig Playful; and that the
attitude ig generally a satisfaction with the activity
itself, ag opposedcto an interest in an external resu}t.lﬁ
Sapora and Mitchel]l go further to illﬁstrate that
to have piﬁy instead of work or drudgery therevmust be no
serious consequences; defeat €an mean no vital'or enduring
setback; there must be the opportunity of frequent success,
especially in the acquisition of enjoyment; Opportunitieg

" for imagination. spontaneitj. and self-expresgion should be

_ 14 pPora and Hitchell,‘The Theory of Play and
Recreation, pp. 1f7-118. .

i
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Present; motives and desires should be able to be .satisfied
immeéiately: and finally,‘each game should be a sufficient
whole - when it endgs, it cOmpleteiy ends.l5
Several of these statements have been incorporated
with most of Huizinga's understanding to form the accepted
definition. Although it ig satisfactory for present pur¥
poses, and needs no further defénsé~or justification at
this point, it is helpful to examine the literature which
Supports or opposes some or all of its characteristics.
. AlthoughCaillofs16 criticizes Huizinga's definition
as being too‘general and not adequate for a more specific w
classifngfion;and differentiatién of games, he nonetheless
~ assumes an'd;derstanding of play similar to Huizinga's,
Play, he lists, is free, separate aﬁd regulated. Forced
participatibh immediately changes the nature of the game.
It is separate in that it is f..;ci;cumscribed within )
boundaries of time and space that. are ﬁrecise and fixed in

advance. *17 Like Huizinga’, he emphasizes that play ig

subject to its own conventions and temporarily suspends

18

ordinary rules. All of thesgse ideas are incorporated

11bid., pp. 124-125. ' IRAA

16Roger Caillois, "The Structure and Classification
of Games,*" in Sport Culture and Societ » ed, by John W. Lo

b 4
and Gerald S. Kenyon (London: The Macmillan Co., 1969), 44-55,

17big., p. 46.

181via., p. 46.
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Qithin the origine; Huizinga understanding previously |
delineated.

. One measure of a defxnltlon s worth is the extent
to which it, and very sxmllar understandlnga. are used by
other notable scholars w;thln the partlcular field of
investigation. Hulzlnga 8 has been used by many. Calllols
is one. John W. Loy, Jr. is another. In hlB already
’“femous article, "The Nature of Sport: A Definitional J
Efforr,“?g very likely the best and perhaps the only one
-of its kind, Loy admits his reliance on botﬁ‘ﬁuizinga and
Caillois for his understanding of play. He therefore ela—
borates the six qualities of play as being: free, separate,

: uncertaln, unproductlve, governed by rules and make-belleve 20\

* Paul Weiss, ‘the prolific writer and recently turned
.J:.-

sport philosopher, in his controver91a1 book: Sport: A

Phxloaophlc Inqu:.ry,21 supports the deflnltlon offered by

Caillois over Huizinga's. As was stated, however, for the
present purposes they are v1ewed with marked similarities.

Although he subsequently and somewhat skeptlcally 111uatrates

that Caillois' understandxngrof the terms: 'free.' "separate, "

ngohn W. Loy, "The Nature of Sport: A Definitional

Effort " in Sport, Culture and Society, ed. by John W. Loy
and Gerald s. Kenyon (London: The Macmillan Co., 1969),

56-70.

219&u1 WE1ss. Sport: A Philosophic Inquiry
(Carbondale, Illan;s- Southern Illinois Un vergity Press,

1969).
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"uncertain," "unproductive,” *make-believe" and rules.
do not always meet cr1t1c1sms, he nonethelesa p01nts out
that "...they do offer'handy pegs on whlch to hang some .

wl
crucial characterlzatlons. 2

James Keatipg,.in his past several erticlea;?3
devoted his 1inguistio anaiysie to the teros “sport‘ and
"athletics;" he:has éiven;the term "play™ little specific
attention. Although he hes onoerstood "sport' in a way
similar.to thelgresent thesis' understandlng of play, in
one of his most recent artlcles.'Paradoxes in American

Athletlcs,“ ‘he refers .specifically’ to athletics’ and play.

Instead of "sport," he now uses "play.” In llne with

' Hu121nga s fun-element, Keatlng feels that “the prlmary

‘,purpose of the person who, truly plays is to enjoy the

act1v1ty itself, to maximize the pleasure of. the mament.

He may try hard to win, and if he does 8o, fine. If he’

 loses, however, 80 what, as long as, the activity itaelf

was enjoyable. n25 Throughout the article he associates

o

.play with cavortlng, laughlng, shoutxng with glee, free-

Ay

221pid., p. 134.

i ' L g ‘ : T v
' 23For a list of these articles. refer to hibliograPhy.

-

4James Keatlng,'"Paradoxes in American Athletxca,
'in Athletics in America, ed. by Arnold Flath {Corvallis,’
Oregon: Oregon State University Press, 1972), PP- 17-31.

' 2_51b1d... p. 18.

v -
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dam. séontaneity{ A festive air, pure fun, and frolic.26
~Indeed,  such an understanding is supportiqg of Huizinga,
Sapora and Mitchell and the present paper's accepted
‘definition. | o

A. R. Belsser. in The Hadness in Sports.27 inter-

prets play as be;ng 9...sport ar leerBldn, to amuae cneself,
to frollc or gambql To act ‘in a way which is not to be
taken serloualy. 28"'.He et?lg\ contrasts play with serious—
‘ness and work and 1mp11es at it is unimportant. Because )

of the apparent Presence of these un-play-llke aspects
in much Amerlcan sport, most profe831ona1 amateur or
little league activities are not properly play.29

’ 'E. M. Bower's "Play's the Thing.“30 is yet another
indication of the popul&fity of ideas similar or identical
to Huizinga's. To play, Bower states, one must be able to
"...step o;t of the real world and back again."” =31 In

v

addition, he reasons that Play "...cannot be prescribed,

*615id., pp. 18-29.

27Arnold R. Beissér, The Madness in Sport (New

‘York: Appeltonﬁcentury-Crofts. 1967) .

281pid., p. 4. S

291bid;,‘p.<}. .
*... ' "

o 30Eli M. Bower. "Play's the Thing," in Recreation

in Modern Society, ed. by Mario N. Hormachea and Carroll R.

Hormachea iBostEn- Holbrook Press, Inc-, 1972), 20-24.

31

[ . e

IbidC' p. 21- % s . ' / o
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assigned, or done -to ordef. It is voiuntary. It is fun.* -32
Play nécessxtates 111u310n and magical thlnklng, as well
as enthu51asm and the following of rules. 33 |
. Giddens' article, .devoted to a further under-
stan 1ng of the concepts of play and lelsure, 18- the flnal‘
work jreviewed which sustains the accepted deflnltlon of .
play. After stating that he has read many works devoted .
to play, he views all of its characteristics to be deriva-
tives of several essential ohes:(’non-instrumental,'self- o
contained, non—productive; not serious and pleaaureable.3%
Works supporting Huizinga and the sccepted‘defini—
tioh, whether implicitly or by explicit refe;ence. are
numerous. It is not fair to suggest {that it is accepted
universally, however; the understanding is not without its
critics. Dissatisfaction with the definition, and others _
of its kind, focgses on the contehtion (and the philosophic
method msed to arrive at such a ﬁosition) that pla} is

S - - . . oy
opposite to, or set apart from, reality, geriousness, and

importance. Fink; in “The Oasis of Happiness: Toward an

Ontology of Play,“as-typifieé that disﬁatiafaction. . -

32Ibid. T

33Ibid.' p‘p' 22—24-

~
34Giddens, “Notes on the Concepts of Play and
Leisure,” p. 74. s ’ :

%FEugen Fink, "The Oa313 of Happ1n688° Toward
an Ontology of Play,* in Game, Play, Literature, ed,
Jacques Ehrmann (Boston- Beacon Press, 1968), 19-30.
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As long as we continue naively using
the popular antithesis of "work-play, "
“frivolity—seriousness” and the like,
we will never grasp_the ontological
meaning of play....36

Jacques Ehrmann's "Homo Ludens Revisited, "37 even

more exﬁlicitly censures both ﬁuizinga and Caillois1for

thinkinhg of "...'reality,' the 'real,' ag a given com-
ponéﬂi;bf'ihe problem, as a reférent neediné no discussion,
as a mattef';fﬁbqurae, neutral and objective."38' Ehrmann
cannot accept any ;ttempt to contrast play with the "real"
as it is called, without any initial investigation, under—

standing, or explanation of that "reality. 32

B. WORKS RELATED TO THE DEFINITION OF ATHLETICS

-~

» Thgrq\is a shortage of material relating to a con-
ceptual understanding of pPlay; this dearth of conceptual -
works is even more acute in relation to athletics, Tﬂere
have been numerous worksg which investigate the benefitsg,
drawbacks, values and objectivesg o} athletics and thege

will be reviewed in the third section Of the chapter. alj]

3®Ibid., p. 19.

37Jacques Ehrmann, “Homo Ludens Revigited, " in

Game, Play, Literature, ed. by Jacques Erhmann (Boston:
Beacon Press, 1968), 31-57.

*®Ibid., p. 33.

39pia. ' ' -
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of these works, similarAtO those_gealing with play, have
within them implicit understandings of the concept
“athlétics.' but because the implied meanings are‘not the
result of explicit and sustained conceptual analisis, they
will not be distilled. '

The incrgﬁsed,awafeness of the different meanings
of the terms: "play," "game,* ;gport,' and'"athletics'
has beén a relatively recent deveiopment.' Prior to the
differentiationéiamong them, the terms were often used
synonymously and inclusively. It is therefore understand-
able that only relatively contemporary articles are de-
votea to, or, are even relevant to a coﬁ@gptual analysis
of the term "athletics.” S o

Athletics is understood as that type of large
muscle physical activity between two or more persons, Its
purpose is the pursuit of victorf.: That purpose is
accompanied by some or all of the complementary character-
iétics of competition; highly codified rules; officials:

a high 1QVel of organization reflected in the form of
strict.schedules and puhlished'won—lost recoxds, governing
bodies and special 'disciplinar&' subcommittees; a material
interest in the outcome; preétige: honour; a spirit of
dedication, . sacrifice and intensity; preparedness; the
pursuit of‘excellence: ritual; and the presence of non-
participating persons, some of whom are: men in the me&ia,

coaches, managers, trainers, st&tisticians,‘administratora,
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commiasionefs, cheerleaders, mascots and fans.

Ja;es Keating, in his several articles devoted tg
the understanding that sport and athletics are two
radically different activities, with different aims, values
and methods, has provided the basis for the above under-
standing of athletics, Osterhdhdt40 emphasizes the im%
portance of Keating's work, illustrating that his linquistic
analysis "...represents the mogt important and prolific
contribut¥n to this form of research,=%! In.'Séértsmanshi
As A Moral Category, " which Ostérhoudt refers to as ".,.the
mogt complete statement of his‘view,.;.‘42 Keating defines

athletics as-:

---essentially a competitive agtivity,

which has for its end victory in the

contest and which is characterized

by a spirit of dedication, sacrifice

and intensity,

Keating emphasizes that it is the ¥e..intention and

attitude of the participant...."44 rather than the structure

of the ac¢tivity itself, which determines whether the activity

4ORobert G. Osterhoudt, "A Descriptive Analysig of
the Research Concerning the Philosophy of Physical Education
and Sport." (Unpublished Ph.D. Dissertation, University of
Illinois, 1971). o :

411pid., p. 191.

421pid.

43James Keating, "Sportsmanship.As A Moral Category, "
Ethics, 85 (October, 1964), 28. _

44Keating, "Paradoxes in American Athletics," p. 18,

Pans
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is athletics or play. There is a difference "...with

regard to the attitude, preparation and purpose of the
~45 N

Unlike the person engaged in genulne play,
the athlete's objective is not to maximize
the pleasure of the moment. Like the
political candidate and the opposing
attorneys in a court case, the aim of

the athlete is honorable victory in the
contest. No doubt, when the tide of
battle is running in his favour. he may
experience extreme pleasure in the pro-
ceedings themselves, but this is mereig
incidental to the end of the contest.

participants.”

.y

vanderzwaag, however, visualizes a problem

associated with Keatlng s dependence on the attitudes and
mOthES of the part1c1pants. He wonders if the motives to
be examlned should be those of the 1ndlv1dual or those of
the total group 1nvolved in the act;vxty.\Fr both, wpuld
the motive be necessarlly the same, he wonders, or "...could
a ;portsman exist in athletics:-or. could an athlete be

. found in sport?“47' He suggests that the sportsman may find
it very difficult to maintaiq his qurtihg attitudes while
constantly under the iﬁflﬁént;?ofithoae uhO'emphaQIze. above
all other considerations, the v;iut of winning.. Similarly,

Vanderzwaag suggests, athletes may become frustrated when'

- they attempt to intensely pursue victory while participating

< . -
5Keati.ng, "Sportsmanship As A Moral Category," p. 28,

. . 3
46Keating. "Paradoxes in Aferican Athletics," p. 18.

47Vanderzwaag, Toward a Philosophy of Sggrt. PpP.

N

68-69,
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with those who emphasize the sporting values of gaiety

and spontaneity.48

Keating sharply contrasts sport (play) with
athletics. He makes reference to no neutral.or hglfway
zone where the activity could be characterized by both
sport and athletic qualities. As Vanderzwaag illustrates,
such a stance could leaq to minlaced concfeteness, and
the inference "...that it‘ié a simﬁle matter of black vs.
white or right vs. wrong. Under such simple thinking one -
could end ué‘classifying each specific activity as b;;ng
either sport or athletics. No room might be allowed for
an'inﬁermediate or gray are.a."49

Vanderzwaag's criticism is just. Keating in his
strict-dichqtomiéation. allows for. the inclﬁsion'of no
activitiés in which both the attitudé or the struéiure
appear to be partially play-like, and partially athletic-
like. The present thesis, instead of a stricg dichotomy,
places athletics and play at the two ends of a continuumn,
the area between them Fepresentingrﬁhe gray area,

| In addition to examining Keating, Vanderzwaag‘doe
present his own ideas on the concept ofuathletics. He_r
views the activity as ritualized, étructured,,played and

Y

displayed all with the satisfaction of the paying spectator

b
v

481bid., p. 69.

P —in.

\ .
491bid., p. es.
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uppermost in mind.>° ﬁe also visualizes athletics as more
strucrured and organized than sport, and writes that the
teams are chosen with grea;er.care; more attention.is given
to the enforcement of rules; equlpmént and facilities are
standardized to a greater degree; there is more acxentific
analysis of’skllls. knowledge and strategy and there is
great emphasis on public relat10ns.5¥ Most of these
characteristics are compatible with those complementary
characteristics listed in the acéepted definition of
athletics. ‘ 3

Roger Caillois' "The Structure and Classification
of Games," is the third and flnal work reviewed in this
éection. Cailloisg divides games into three major clasgifi-~
cations - agon, alea, and mimicry.52 ‘The first of these,
agon, referred to by the use of such terms as: “struggle,"
"equality of chance,* "antagonists, " ”confronf,' “victor,*
“"triumph, " and{“winner," corresponds to ghe assumed aon—
ception of athletics. Although Cailloisvapplies'the “"agon”

clagsification to both muscular and cerebral contests, his1

descrlptlon of the contest isg appllcable to athletics.

1

*O1bid., p. 72.

>libid., p. 73.

2Caillbis, "The Structure and Classification of

- Games, " p. 46.

b N



. 28.

For each contestant the_mainspriﬁg of the
game is his desire to excell and win re-
cognition for hig ability in a given domain,
Furthermore, the practice of agon Presupposes
concentration, appropriate training, assiducus
effort, and the will to win. It implies
discipline angd perseverance. It makes the
champion rely solely on his own resources,

- €ncourages him to make the best possible
use of them and forces him to utilize them
fairly and within fixed limits which, being
the same for everyone, result in rendering 53
the superiority of the winner indisputable.

Any review ofiliterature gndeavouring to survey.
the works relating to a conceptual or definitional analysis
of athletics ig destined to.be brief; The dearth of
material precludeg that; The works of Keating,’Vanderzwaag
and Cailloig, however, all well-known and influential, have
been described, and shown to be supportive of the-accepted

.-

definition of athletics,

C. LITERATURE RELATING TO THE MORALITIES OF
ATHLETICS AND PLAY

There are few works which deal directly with the
moralities of athl€ticsg and play: a great many deal with
the topic‘tangentially and implicitly. Although numercusg

works are reviewed, their great numbers precluded an ex—i

haustive report. To achieve gome order through'categoriza-

F)

tion, this section is divided into five parts: works
supporting character development; works supporting character
development in Principle only: works investigating the

structure of games and its relationship to morality; works

>31bid., p. 47.
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'emphasizing the negative aspects of sport relating to

morality; and other works dealing with sport and morality.

It must be understood that the above groupinés are
used as general guidelines rather than as strict and. limft-
ing regulations. Their purpose is to provide order:; it is
not to suggest a taxonomy for an extensive or rigorous

classificafion"of the literature. Some of the more lengthy,

. ecclectic qprks could have been included in two or more of

the categories. - Where such a situation occurred, the work
was included in the grouping which best represented its

main thrust and import.

Works supporting character development

The claim for character development through play

" and sport is well knowp: its supporters are numerous: the .

literature sustaining it is vast. Many of the works ‘
supporting it were written before terminological distincj
tions, of é formal nature, were made among the concepts of
"pldy, " “games;" "sport," and "athletics," Thus._they
oftén either uéé one of the terms, partiquiarly “hporti“(ns
inclusive of the others, or, they employ some or all of the
;erms as having approximately similar meanings. Such
terminologicalltfuzziness" often makes it difficult ﬁo
determine whether the author was referring to play or
athletic; as they are understood by.contemporary dis-
tinctions. . ~—

Works are included in this particular subsection
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of the review of literature precieely because they sﬁpport
the character-development claim, Many of these works do
briefly mention that certain conditions st be present
for the development of character to occur, whlch makes
them eligible for inclusion in the immediately following
section summarizing 'the works supporting tﬁe character
development claim in principle ooly. Their'emphasis
however, focuses on a delineation and substantiation of
the character development claim, and thus they have been

¢

more apprapriately included in the present section. -

Most of the literature supporting character deve10p—
ment is only tangentially related to the present concern
with the moralitieshpf athletics and play.éﬁéheir emphagis
is on character development which, techn1 11y speaking,
is an end or product of morality. Very few works deal ex-
plicitly WLth an-analysis of the nature of the morallty
which supposedly produces that character, They are never-
theless valuable, however, for.implied in their claru for
character development ig a conception of the ex1st1ng
morality wlthrn the partxcular actlvxty.

The character developéent claim has a long tradition.
To give a dash of its historical past, it is worthwhile to
note uhat surely must have been one of the first .efforts to
elucxdate the worth of sport for the development of sound
moral character. A descriptron.of the following article,

written in 1859, has a twofold purpose: it dllustrates the
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~

long history of the claim- and, it remarkably repreaents
all that the claim stands for, even by contemporary standards,
The clergyman who wrote “The Education of the Play-

ground, " 4 reprinted in the Journal of Education for Upper

Lanada, had obviously become familiar with Thomas Hughes'

cla551c- Tom Brown's Schooldavs. The author actually

dlssects games of cricket and’ rugby, analyzes their Egm—
ponents, and illustrates how. each aspect develops a(éifferent
*moral quality. ‘He even goes beyond the attention given thisg
subject by Hughes, illustrating the developmeht of such morol
qualities and values ag courage, firmness, calculation, self-
reliance, uhselfishness. responsibility, a sense of Quty,
pride, good temper, self-sacrifice, self-restraint, good

humour, andg Christian manliness.55

Although the author of the artlcle does not engage

in any formal phllOSOphlcal analysis of the morality, or
R

the Processes responsible for the developnment.of these

fine qualities, he does make a reasonable attempt to explaln

them in an anecdotal manner, Very few of the works following

can boast of exther a better representation of the character

‘development clalm, Or' a better explanation of the implied

morality behind it.
<

[

54"The Educatlon of the Playground " The Journal
of Education for Upper Canada. XII (September. 1859), 139—41 '

~

>Ibid., p. ss. - | '
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; Charles Harold Mccloy, in "Character \Bu:.ldmg ‘
Through Physzcal Educatlon =56 based on his understanding
of how man learns, presents an involved, well-written
approach to character—bulld1ng through sport, emphagizing
that it does ‘not occur automatlcally. but needs to be a

sought-after objective. 57 In Phllosophlcal Ba313 for

‘Phy ical Educatlon.5 McCloy empha81zes that adolescent

athletlc games and sports are complex and characterized

by enough strong urges or emotionsg that they make “...ex-

social learnings.“5 . At a later point, McCloy, sounding

similar to the clergyman in the fore901ng article, suggestg

- that some of these "social learnings” are: sacrificing = -
one's own good for the good of the whole, indiviauality,
loyalty, faithfulness, the ability to win without boastlng

'and lose without sulking, courage, d15c1p11ne. conscien-
K

'tigusness. initiative,'coioperation, respect for law and a
] N .

sense of duty.60
L

e >Scharles. Harold McCloy,. "Character Building Through

Physical Education, " ‘Research Quarterly. 1 (October, 1930),
"41-61.

R 4 57 P -.-. ) ia

Ibid., p." 41. <

58Charles—Harold McCloy, Phllosﬂfhlcal Basis for

Physical Educat1 (New York: Appelton-Century—Crofts, Ltd.
1940), .

. sgrbid.. p. 120.
®®Ibid., pp. 120-123.
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In the ten-point list, devised by McCloy to e

"illustrate these admirable qualities, he makes little -

mention of just how. these traits are developed by athletics,
but generally, simply states-that they are acquired.sliﬂThis
is perhaps an example of belief and opinion preceding‘reason‘

and“explanation. Mccloy s presentatlon of the character

claim is as well an example of what was prev1ously un-

"crltlcally refefred to as termlnologlcal "fuzzlness. One

cannot be too sure whether he jis speaklng of athletics,

or play." Although he constantly yses the term athletlcs,
one must realize, that hig understandlng of the concept may
be more -in line with what the present thesis conceptuallzes
as "play," espeCLally when he suggests that athletics

teaches how to use the splrlt of competltlon for the beneflt

’of both parties and not Blmply for the vxctory of One over

the otheg&' It is‘a contest, without hostility, ‘which is
more akin'to a co-operatlve adventure than to a battle.” -62

berhaps, in accordance w1th the present understandlngs, he .

'is referring to pla§ B ablllty to develop these attr1butea.

1!

not athletlc S.

" The’ Theory of Play, by lmer D, Mltchell and Bernard
S. Mason, although uslng the term "play,” but often meaning

"athletmcs" (accordlng to the present deflnitions). suggests

[¢]

Slipia. ' -8
" ®21pia., p. 133,
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that there is ample opportunlty in the play 31tuat10n for
moral learning., "One can run the whole gamut of so-called
'character traits...," Mitchell and MaSOn forthrlghtly claim,

...and flnd very few that do not - represent pOSSlbly con-—
comltant léarnings in a week of play activity. ~63 To
aupport that claim, the authors proceed to llBt fifteen
1nd1v1dual and twelve soc1a1 qhalltles similar to previous
lists,’ which are p0351b1y deve10ped through the h gh jump.
for instance;64 fhey as well make brief, ;uperficial men-—,
tion of how theSe qualities are attained. Allen V. Sapora

and Elmer D. Mitchell, in The Theorv of Play and Recreatlon,

treat the topic®? in a fashion similar to Mitchell and ‘Mason,
and necesSLtate no further elaboratlon here.

In."New Objegtives_to Meethodern Tren.ds,“66 Charles
D.,Glauque suggests that it is time to develop some adequate.”
measuring techniques to deter one from making unsupported
claims in. the area of character development, Nevertheless,

he paradox1cally states that "there is no better opportunity
than through play.;.“e?'forithe contact that makes possible

63

Mitchell and Mason, The Theory of Play, p., 257.

®41pid.. p. 260.

655apora and Mitchell, The Theory of Play and
Recreation, pp. 278-307

. Charles D. Glauque, "New Objectlvesﬁto Meet
Modern Trends, " JOHPHER, 8 (February, 1937), 71-73. .

71bia., p. 73, R <

X
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the learning of co-operation, sympathy, loyalty, courtesy,

honesty, justice, charity, courage, initiative, _perseyer-

R

ence and self—control 68 Again, like the others, Giauque,

‘al;ﬂough mentlonlng that these attributes are not inherited,

‘but acquired through repetition of their practice, makes

no noteworthy statements béyond his beliefs in reference
to the process of development, or to the morallty Present,
N JOrdan L. Larson, in "Athletics and Good Citizen-
ship, " 69 is‘very forceful in his claims, drawing relation-
ships bgtween the playing field, the bdttlefield and the
employment of such traitg as spzrlt dedication, loyalty,
self-confidence, 1eadersh1p and good sportsmansh1p.70 It
is an anecdotal article, which attempts to substantlate
its claims by nostalgic references to the author 8 past.
Once again, there ig little Presenteqd, beyond sheer bellef
to explain the "why" and "how" of character development.
The character—development 11terature has been re-
viewed, Although the review has not been, nor need be
exhaustive, it has established the meaning of the claim

and the manner in which it has been espoused. The works

-are similar in the repetition of their claims, and alike

681bid. S R

69Jordan L. Larson, “Athletics and Good Citizen-

ship,” Journal of Educational Sociology, 28 (February,.)
1955), 256-259_

"°1bia., pp. 258-59!

. ]
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- in their failure to investigate or explain beyond a simple

anecdotal or superf1c1al level the processg of the develop-

ment of character which would yield a greater underatand—

ing of the nature of the existing morality. Due to their
superficial and often opinitnated nature, the foregoing

works* credibility ig suspect.

Works supporting character development in principle only

The works includtd in the present section also
support the character development claim. Unlike the pre-
vious worksf however, they do not support it cétegorically
but emphasize that certain minimum conditionsg must exisgt
for such a process to occur. Their understandings of the
character development claim are similar to those pre-

. viously expressed and need not be further explalned It
is for their qualitative support that they are included in
the present section; the rev1ew focuses on their expression
of the condltxons that muat be present for moral develop-

<3
lment to occur.

Because¢ of their eﬁphasis, the works of this gub-
section of the literature offer more ingight into the
moralities of athletics and play. Although they do not
engage in what cquld properly be termed an extensive
philosoPhical investigation. because they do delve into
practiées in sport which either should or should not be
present, they do provide a greater awareness of the im-

Plicit morality,
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kd 5 &7
Luther Halsey Gulick, as cited by Ellen W. Gerber,

s
urged that Christian character should be fostered in sport.71

He realized, however, that there was a need to rid sport of
its m;lpractices if such a development were to occur, and
devised the Clean Sport Roll. 1In it he spoke against dis-
honorable andg ungentlemanly actions in sport; compared

-

rule-breaking to #éealingj'and, more specifically, strongly

criticized players for ﬁefform;ng such immoral actions as

.

stamping and kicking the floor in displeasure of other
players and_officials:72 In contrast to those who cate-

gorically supported the value of gameé and sports for the

-

development of sound ﬁoral character, Gulick expreaaes‘a
more realistic approach. His article, published in 1896,

must have been one of the first to express the undergtand-

PO |

ing that sport's malpractiEes do not likely contribute to

the development of positive character. '

J. B. Nash, a prolific writer, supports a similar

stance in "The Role of Physical Education in Character

73

Development., ™ Nash, probably becoming more aware of the

‘existing athletic situation with its increasing emphasis

on external, and sometimes materialigtic reward, felt:

71Ellen W. Getber, Innovators and Institutions in

Physical Education (Philadelphia: Lea and Febiger, 1971), 351.

721134,

73bay B. Nash, "The Role of Physical Education in

- Character Education,'-JOHPHER,‘§L4uarch,11933), 28~-29,
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As soon as the individual is interested
mexely in an award, rather than the
challenge of the activity, character
building)posaibilities become negligible.

74

The above isg y%f another example of defin%tional difficulty.
Nash dogs no; equate character building with activities
that are externally rewarded. By the present standardg,
then, would he associate it only with play?> According

to the accepted definitions, external materjal or non-
materiél interests are often associated with athletic pur- |
suits. If one were to hold Nash to. his statement; thenche
could not -associate the contemporary concept of athletics
with character building.

In his later bock, Physical Education - Its Inter-

.pretations and Objectives and Its Relationship to'Health,

Education and Recreation.75 Nash is more explicit and

forceful in his criticisms. He. retains the notion that

character building can occur through games because there

achieve, but he alsgo emphasizes the necessity of proper

J6.

leadership. "A great deal of brogress...,*" Nash emphaaizes‘

"41bid., p. 29. ' \

) 7SJay B. Nash, Physical Education - 1ts Interpre-
tation and Objectives and Its Relationship to Health
Education _and Recreation (Dubuque, Towa: wm. C. Brown \
Company, 1948). ‘ . -

76

Ibid., pp. 253-254.
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"...must still be made...," because "there are still sharp
practices carried on 5; coaches under thg tacit approval
of school administrators and communities.'77 That Nash is
referring to the present conception of athletics, there
can be no dbubt, especially when he lists some of those
"sharp practices” as: c;ncealed spring football Practices,
the solicitation and subsidization of players, and the
awarding'éf false grades to athletes, 'S Nash believed
that the.ﬁotgntial fo¥ character development was presené:“
but could ﬁoﬁibe,pursued if athletics continued to exist
as they did. The'natural sdlution wasg to chahge athletics.

Divorced from publicity, community enthusiasm,

the pride of school officidls and the am-

bition of coaches, athletics could fulfill a

real need.?9

.

Such changes, however, by today's sfandards. although they'_

might aid in character building, would change the nature
of athletigs. It is safe to infer that_Nagh was support-
ing a mova_tq make athletics ﬁore Play-like,’and that
character building was more reasonably an end of play than
it was of athletics. .
Delbert Oberteuffer ﬁémilarly saw the need f;r

change in the sporting world. His article "Sportsmanship -

"T1bid., p. 254,

781hi4. ST

791bid.
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Whose Responsibility?'BO implicitly éxpresses'that need,
The need wasg obviousgly stiong enough to encourage him to

write an extensive ligt of virtually every possible "do, "

h ]

and "don't" for all pPersons, even those remotely connected
with the playing, the administering, the organizing and

the watching of games.el In-Physical Education,82 co-

-

'
~ - -

authored by Oberteuffer and C. ylrich, several reasgonsg

are suggested for the lack of'éeaching of character in
physica; education. Although they admit that there are
some ",..who have a vague, general idea that pérticipation‘
in sport under a teacher of fine character will somehow

favorably influence the young, =83 reasons for most not

holding that opinion are presented.

Others consgider sports entirely too
frivolous to have any serious bearing on
character formation. Still others,
noting the seriousness with which some
Sports are played, and the lengths to
which some will go to win, form the
oginion that within organized sport
there is little hope for any educa-
tionaé4or moral value of a serious

8ODelbe_rt Oberteuffer, 'Sportsmanship ~ Whose Reg-
ponsibility?” JOHPHER, 19 (October, 1948), 543-545.

‘ 8lipia.
] '82Delbert Oberteuffer and Celeste Ulrich, Physical
Education (3rd ed.; New York: Harper and Row, Inc., 1962).

)

. %pia. ' | B 4
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This is yet another example of terminological 'fuzziness.:///
The terms "physical education, " "sport," ?nd "organized
sport," are all used iPterchangeably, and apparéntly sy-
nonymously. That there may be different practices and
valq%f_appropfia;ely associated with each is not pentioﬁed
as a possible reason for the varied opinions of £heir worth
for the building of character. Nonetheless, it is empha-
sized that within the activity there are "...countless
opportuéities for the exé}ession of ethical and mﬁr&i_
judgement, even for the expression of spiritual value."'e-5
Since this is 56, "...the most compelling obligation of
modern, physical education is to support”ahd perpetuate those
moral and cthical principles which are basic to society."86

' Most of the works presented in this section either

explicitly state or imply that the authors'are discon-
tented with much of what exists in the playing of gamesg,
Perhaps it is bccause what they were. seeing was the develop~
ment of what could be called, by present conceptions, “"ath-
letics" becoming more "athletic-like, " ‘Théynhad finally
and uncomfortably become aware of the nany questionable
practices associated with highly'cpmpetitive sports, aﬁd
. understandably were not supportive of them. Oberteuffer,

in "On Learning Values Through Sport,"87 exp ses this -
. ¥ .

1

Y

861bid., p. 190.

‘87De1bert Oberteuffer, "On Learnin% Values Through
Sport," Quest, VIIY (December, 1963), 23-29,



. Bpiritual implications can be seen quite clearly."90 But

42,
opinion when he writes:
« - .there is cause for alarm, Ko longer are
all the games pPlayed on a high level of reg-
pectability. There hasg crept into the pro-
gram elements of immorality and greed which
bid fair to 5poil the fun. And it wills take
more effort on the part of many people to
stem the u&de of anti-moralitg...which is
pbresently engulfing sport...8 >
Oberteuffer wantefl to believe that values could be learned
. | . } .
through sport. comfortably, however, he had the reality
of the many “immoral" practices of athletics confronting
him. which certainly wére difficult to vigualige as character
building. The only recourse open to him, other than dig-
continuing his belief in character development, was to
speak out against thoge negative qualities.
Many others held such a position., Charles C. Noble,
in "The Moral and Spiritual Implications of School Athle-

tics.“89 agrees that in athletics "...certain moral and

" he admits that the over-emphasis on winning has detrimental

1

effects and asserts that "...all the emphasis on fair play

*

about which we talk so much in our American schools tends

hadie

to be nullified by the shady practices condoned by other-

wigse honorable adminiatrators."?1 A. M. Coleman, in -

) ‘ N
asIbid. F p. 24.A . \‘ )

89Charies C. Noble, "The Moral and Sﬁiritual
Implications of School Athletics," The Journal of Educa-

tional Sociology, 28 (February, l? 5). 260-262, .

01pid., p. 260. |

Mivia.; p. 261.
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"Athletics - Whatxof Them? " 92 indicates the need for a
well—run-prdgram for the development of character in ath- .
letics. 23 Likewise, A. 0. Duer, in “InstillingISound
Ethical values in a Changing ﬁorld;"g4 suggests that if it

is desirable to develop ethical character,‘which\?e most

assuredly thinks is so, then there must be a re-emphasis on

certaiﬁ values of sport, specifically sportsmanship.95 The
belief is mdinta?ned that athletics can develop character,
but only if its nature is changed.

A number of authqrs expréss the opinion, explicitly,
that involvement in athletics per se is neither good nor
ﬁad. What results depends on how the activity ia carried

out. Cowell and Schwehn, in Modern Principles and Methods

in Secondary School Physical Education,96 strongly assert:

It is absurd to think that participation in
sports per se develops sound character or
that competition by itself is either good

92A. M. Coleman, "Athletics - What of Them?" Values"
in_Sports. Proceedings of the Joint Jational Conferehce of
the Pivision for Girl's and Women's Sports and the Divigion
of Men's Athlectics, AAHPER, June 17-22, 1962, Interlochen,
Michigan, 95-9g. _ .

9

S 1bia..
- . _

M, O. Duer, "Instilling Sound Ethical values in
a Changing World, " Values in Sports., Proceedings of the
Joint National Conference of the Division for Girl's and ,
Women's Sports and the Division of Men's Athletics, AAHPER,
June 17-22, 1962, Interlochen, Michigan, 70-73,

Sibid., p. 72.

9charles C. Cowell and Hilda M. Schwehn, Modern

Principles and Methods in Secondary School Physical Educa-
tion (2nd ed.; Boston: Allyn and Bacon, Inc,, 1964), " ..

,/
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or bad. An individual's behavior is

determined by many factors such as e
heredity, environment, the activity in

which he engages, and the kind of ¥
leadership 396 teaching to which he

13 expqsed,

In The Philosophic Process-in Phyvsgical Education,98

E. C. pavis and D. M. Miller express a similar qualified'_
' 99

' support of character developnent. Likewise, pP. J. Arnold,

with an extenalve treatment of the topic in Education,

Physical Education and Personality Development, lOOrillus-

trates that athletic COmpetltlon is *...in 1tse1f neither

good nor bad, but Erom it, according to the manner in which )

it is handled, can stem beneficial or detrlmental effects. ~101
In the aptly tltled "Character or Catharsls,_¥02

the now well—known sport phllosopher Jamesg Keatlng sharpiy

"crltlclzes schools for provoklng, sponsorlng and "financing

anti-social attitudes while.still referring to them as

i
“

1bid., p. 136.

98Elwood Cralg Davis and Donna M. Miller, The

- Philosophic Process in Physical Education (2nd ed,; ) e
PhIladelphla: Lea and Febiger, 1967). 3 -

»9Ibid., pp. 278-286.

100

. . P, J. Arnold Education, Phyvsical ducation and
Personality Development (New York: Atherton Press, 1968).

0lryid., p. L1s.

' N
1onames Keating. "Character or Catharsis?" The
Catholic Educational Review, 63 (Hay, 1965), 300-306
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character building.'%? gdaging emphasizes that even if

there are no serious social harms causegd by these mal-

praEEiceé;FEEgz_ggin_the—oppOrtuniE}'for positive good.104

“"BHe 1llustrites that one of the chief arguments supporting

fa

athletigs has been its ability to provide excellent

-OPPortunjties for the development of moral habits, sdeial

attitudes, and Spiritual ideals, 105 Although Keating
believes that ath;etics can providé'these cpportunities,
\some'of the current practiées negate _them.106 7

K; W. Bookwaiter and H. J. Vanderzwaag, inﬂi:::

Foundations and Principles of Physical Education,lo7 go-

one step farther than Keating. fThey emphasize that if
athletics, despite ité potentialffbr positive'characﬁer_
development, iéAcharacterized by ‘a numbef of questioq;ble
pgéétiCEs, then it will ‘produce inmo;al habits. 1If players.
are taught to deceptivély foul, to're¢eive 'illégal"grades,
and "under the table" considerations, and to intentionally
injuge opponents o} evade r?lés and regulatishs in order

to win, all under the name of loyalty, then Boockwalter and
_ . ‘ ~

1931hid., p. 300.

1040 i4.

1051bid., p. 303,

——
3

106, . ' ‘ :
. Ibld.f pp?\300-303. :

——

1'071&':\1:1 W. Bookwalter and Harold J? Vanderzwaag,

g
Foundations and Principles of Physical Education (Phila-
delph@a;. W. B. Saunders Co,, 1969), : .



' Athlete, Quest XvI (Sprlng, 1971), 55-60.
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Vanderzwaag urge that character will be destroyed 108

Rlchard Kraus, in Recreatlon and Leisure in Hodern ch1ety,109 ’

and Sherwyn M. WOods, in "The Violent World of the Ath-
lete w110 as well suggest that athletlcs. as it exlsts,

may lead to immoral and ant1-socia1 ‘behaviour,

In summary, it is useful to 118t a number of
traits Whlch chafacterlze*many of the works mentloned in
L

this section ofyfhe review. Essentially, all support the

character development—notion in principle They are more

'reallstlc in their approach than those who support the 3

claim categorlcally, however, often illustrating the need
for change in the practlces of the activity. Much of the
wrltlng appe%ys to have occurred when athletics, asg 1t is
unde:stood today With its emphasxs on the pursuit of

o

victory, was becoming 80 much more organized and institu-

‘tionalized. Often the writings, by today's standards,

are confu31ng due to the lack pof definltlonal distinctions
in the,termlnology. Time and again it is noticed that the

author, using the words "play,"'and "sport,™ and referring

to the valuos'supposedly_{happropriate to them. is actually

0 Lo
1 ®Ibia., p. 163.

109Richard Kraus, Recreation.and Leisure in »

Modern 50c1ety (New York: Appelton-Century—Crofts. 1971).

110Sherwyn M. Woods, "The Vlolent World of the

I T
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lcrlthlZLDQ the practlces of hlghly compeltlve athletlcs.
In spite of these drawbacks, the works are generally use-

-ful in the overall understandlng of the implicit morallty

oo

“that is present.in both the type of activity they support
and the one they write:against. e
' b

Works 1nvest1qat1nq the structure of games and its
relatlonshrp to morality

'As has been previously stated,, miny works have.
been devoted to.an understandlng of play and games from
soclologlcal psychologlcal and anthropologlcal atand-
points. Their empha51s has been on the roles of play and
games in the process of enculturation and the transmission
of cultural values _and traditions. Although they do delve
into the structure of play and games, most gp)not provide
more than a mere 1mp11c1t understandlng of the'moralities
of these act1v1t1es. The fbllow1ng four works have been
chosen because ﬁhey do empha51ze morality and ltB rela-
tionship to structure. ' i o o %’

Jean Plaget famous for his work in child develop-

.

“ment wrote The Moral Judgement of the Chlld 111 The

initial sectlon of the volume provides an involved and
enlrghtenlng_account of the many intricate judgements and

decisions associated with rule—abidance in a simple game

of marbles. The game s complex system of rules, and their

"'\

111

Jean Piaget,’ The Moral Judgement of the Chlld
(London: Routledge and Kegan Paul 1932). ‘

. , s
.- . = F
! - . ~.
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’

»



transmission of values, o

mastery, draws his respect, : 3

Children's games constitute the most ad-
mirable social institutions. The game of
marbles, for instance, fasg played by boys,
contains an extremely complex system of
tules, .that is to say, a code of laws,
a juris prudence of its own. Only the
psychologist, whose prafession obliges

4 him t¢ become familiag with this instance
of common law, and to get at the implicit
morality underlying it, is in a position’
to .estjmate the extraordinary wealth of
these, rules by the difficulty he experiences
in mastering their details, :

If we wish to gain any understanding’
of child morality, it is obviously with
the analysis of such facts as these that
we must begin, All morality consists in
@ system of rules, and the essence of all
morality is ' to be sought for in the res-
pect which the individual acquireg for
these rules,ll2.

Although if‘is hoped that not only the psyéhdlogist ig in

A position to understand the morality present, Piaget'sg

enthusiasm for the importance of such an investigation

provides reassurance that such an endeavour is indeed

worthwhile. .
. - -]
John ‘M. Roberts and Brian Sutton-Smith do not
specifically deal with morality, but describe competitive

sport in "child Training ‘and Game Involvement* 113 ;, a

manner that has implications for the understanding of the

-

" M2p54., p. 1.

-

11?thﬁ M. Roberts and Brian Sutton-Smith, "chilg
Training and Game Involvement," Ethnolggx,cl (April, 1962) ,-
166-185., : .

L)
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-..1lt is suggested that each game is a
' microcosmic social structure in which
the polarities of -winning and losing are
‘variously represented. The individual
in conflict is attracted to a model
because he can find in it a codification
of the emotional and cognitive aspects
of his conflict, which is unavailable
to him, .at his level of maturity, in
full-scale cultural participation.ll4

Similar to those who support the-character development
claim, Roberts and Sutton-Smith suggest that games offer

a scaled-down process for learning the 1...cognit10g§:pera-
tions involved in competitive'success.';ll5 They do t
suggest, however, whether these values are good or bad.

Sutton-Smith, Roberts and Kozelka), in "Game In-

116

volvement in Adults,® treat the subject in a similar

but more detailed manner. In referring to the physical,
intellectual and moral values traditionally presumed to
e derived from competitive games, they illustrate:

Whether Qr not these traditional

ssumptiohe are 11 - founded, it is ’. :
contended here at in achievement - -
.games there is lparned a capacity to
master the contingencies of winning .
and losing in interpcrsonal competition,
and that the development .of this ’
capacity is fostgri? by the game-
contained demands.tl7

Y141pid., p. 183.

1157114,

llaﬁrian Sutton-Smith, John M. Roberts and Robert M.
Kozelka, "Game Involvement in Adults,” The Journal of
Social Psycholoqy, 60 (1963), 15-30. ' :

1L7Ibid.. p. 126.. . S0

v
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They again emphasize that games offer a scaled-down version
of societal competition in which the complex interpersonal

events of winning and losing can be more easily assimi-

lated.118

L-3

, Gunther Luschen; in "The Interdependence of Sport
and éulture,"119 hypothesizes that "...the main functions
of sport are pattern maintqnané; and integration.'120
Luschen hoids that value&’are transmitted throﬁgh sport.

‘Since sport implies (as we saw) basic
cultural values, it has the potential
to pass these values on to its parti-
cipants. we know from studies of the
process of socialization that the ex- _
pPosure of children to competitive sport
will cause these children to betome
achievement motivated; the earlier

this exposure occurs, the more achieve-
ment motiyated they become. And the
child's moral judgement may, for instance,
be influenced through games such ag
marbles. 121

Luschen is careful to point out, however, that competitive
sport may as well be instrumental in the trahsmission of
negative or dysfunctional values which possibly create

conflicts both in sogiety and within the system of sport’

itself 122 ' "y

1181154,

119Gupther Luschen, "The Interdependence of Sport
and Culture,” in Sport in the Socio-Cultural Process, ed. by
M. Marie Hart (Dubuque,.Iowa:' Wm. C. Brown Co., 1972).

1201pig., p. 30.
1211yi4., pp. 30-31.

et

1221pid., pp. 31-32.

¥
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i
The four works by Plaget Roberts, Sutton-Smlth.
Kozelka and Luschen offer support to the: notion that the Z
structure of games leads to the transmission of values or
disvalues. Although they do lend credence to the possi-
b111ty that character ig developed thelr approach is more
analytical and dlslnterested than most of. those who

-

support the notion.
The four works do not .take a stand on whether the
values transmitted are either positive or negative ones:

both can apparently be learned.

[l

- Works emphasizing the neqgative. aspects of sport
relating to morality ~

T~

c§ The'second sectiog of the literature review re-
lated works whlch supported the character—development
claim in pPrinciple, but pushed for changlng those aspects

- which had negative effectsg on the promotion of good- character.
Their approach and emphasis was decidedly more optimiét?ﬁ’
than tﬁe works to be Presently -reviewed. Tho following
literature is characterized by marked negative attitudes
to the notion that positive moral learning can be acquired

~

through participation in sports and athletics as.they‘exist
today. . ' R

Like their opposites, who catego:ical%y support. the .
;otion of character-development, the following works are
generally characterized by a strong and emphatic writing

style TRey -appear to be attempting to persuade, to prove



A
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a point, and beéause théy deal only tangentialiy or im-
Plicitly with the moralltles of athletics and play, one
must also questlon thelr dlrect worth for the present

investigation. ﬂm_J
In a more sc1ent1f1c than phllosophlcal 1nve3tlga-

tion entitled: 5portsmansh1p httltudes of Slxth Seventh,
and Eighth Grade Boys, ™ -123 R. A. McAfee found that sports-
manship'attitudestecredsed the longer boys participated
'in sports. 1In light of such findings he concludes:

Since the sportsmanShlp attitudes of the

boys in this study became progressgively

lower from the sixth through the eighth

grades, there seems to be.a need to

revise the methods used teaching sports-
manship.124 . '

In "&oney, Muscles - aﬁd Hyths,"lzs Roger Kahn ‘
holds that claims for the development of sportsmanship and
character are part of an effort to keep sports and ath-
letics operating behind a curious moral facade. Parallel
with this effort isg an attempt to rid oneself of that

nagglng feeling of triviality that ig often characteristic

of those who devote their lives to sport. - In big business,

Kahn illustrates, all that is needed to justify a company's

123Robert A, McAfee. "Spqrtsmanshlp Attitudes of
Sixth, Sceventh, and Eighth Grade Boys," Research Quarterly,

26 (March 1955), 120.

[€4

C 128,040

125Roger Kahn, “"Money, Muscles - and Myths,*

\\ Nation, 185 (July 6, 1957), 9-11.
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existence is emphasis on the fact'that_it grossed a
couple of million dollars last year. Hé‘implies that
sport businessmen could simply do the same, but illus~
trates that instead they look for more celest1a1 justifi-
cations of their exlstence on earth. 126

Victory, sportsmanship and tradition all

cloud the profit and loss ledger. Base-

ball is *"The Game™ and football is

"the natural outgrowth of competitiveness
at a time when Young men are at their

physical prime" and boxing is “"the basic
primal conflict.*127 “

Although Kahn may be right when he illustrates that aport
and athletlc bu51nessmen feel the heed to justxfy sports
and therefore thelr own existence on earth he may be “off .
‘target" when he 111ustrates that their emphasis on v1ctory.
sport'smanship and tradition whlcgwall cloud the flnancial
purpose of the activity is a resulk‘of this uneasiness.
Vlctory, sportsmanship apq traditioh not only cloud the
profit and loss ledger, as Kahn puts 'tJ/but they exist
because of it and precisely becausge they do camouflage it.
Spectators pay to see and read about such noble attrihutea.
.they relate more to the values ©of sportsmanship, and the
nostalgia of tradrﬁlon than to the figures of profit and
loss ledgers. Sports businessmen know this and thrive upon
it. VTheir emphasis is not the result of ﬁneasineaa, but

businesg, -

1261hid., p. 10. -
127Ibi8. ‘ .
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In a following article "Nice Guys Finish Last...,"128
Kahn is more explicit in his Qescription of the moral
facade‘that envelopﬁ—;poft. He rélates how cereal boxes;
and bubble gum cards helped to promote the understanding
that all athletes got plenty of sleep, ffesh air, exercise
and sunshine and never drank or smoked. The picture of
‘the athlete being a totally moral being was further por-
trayed in movies where all sport-heroes visifed children's‘
hospitals and were kihd to dogs.129

Kahn contradicts himself however. He states that
athletes fight hard, clean and morally and loge like

1

gentlemen, 30 but then illustrates that the

-~
--.athlete is taught to be a sportsman,

and then told to win at any price. Be ‘ .
kind to children and spike the second

baseman. Talk at a father-and-son

banquet and butt the other fighter in

the clutch. Keep Your hands clean.

Don't worry about your kneeg. 131

Despite hig contradiction, it can be assumed that Kahn is
critical of the hypocritical morality present in athletics.
He does emphasgize, however, that the attack should focus N

on the -image of the activity, not on the men who try to

128Roger Kahn, "Nice Guys Finish Last;..,*“ Nation,
185 (September 6, 1957), 108-110.

1291pid., p. 109,

T

130yp54.

13118i4., p. 110.
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George F. Kneller's Existentialism and Education133

presents existential arguments against the valu&g of ath-
letics. He dées not feel the qualities of f;Zedom, self-
‘abaﬁdon and authentigcity which Are characteristic of play
and beneficial to the development of charaqter, are presgent

in athletics. Kneller emphasizes that varsity sports which

parade the ideals of "fighting for deal old Alma Mater,*“ ‘
have little importance existentially because "...the hero

of the day, who has scored the winning touchdown or knocked

in the winning run may well be a completely unauthentic B \%é
person.“134 The values he supposedly holds, argques |

Knéller, are likely not His own but have been prefabricated

135

for him. Kneller's existential stance is a popular one

and is apparent in some of the literature following.
Although G. B. Kehrl36 believes that sportsmanship
should be stressed and taught, she sees a conflict 1f

values present in sport which seriously hampers such
: 7 . X

-ty
132414,
133, - ‘
' . George F. Kneller, Existentialism and Education
(New York: John Wiley and . Sons Inc., 1958).
13

%1bid., pp. 138-139. '
13

“Ibid., p. 139. T | "

S A -

1366eneva Belle Kehr, "Analysis of Sportsmanship
Respongse of Groups of Boys Classified a8 Participants and
Non-Participants in Organized Baseball.* (Unpublished
Ph.D. Dissertation, New York University, 1959),



using it but it is contrary to our moral code."137 Ker_ '

_ 56. -
Eeaching. The basis. of the conflict, she points out, is
the different interpretations of rules and moral codes.
As an instance of such conflict, she illustrates: “accord-
ing to the rules of baseball, it is not necessarily

illegal for a runnex to charge into a catcher. However,

this practice gives an advantage to the team or individual
. kS 1
\

- .
-

-

is correct when she emphasizes that "such cohflictg make
the teaching of sportsmanship extremely'difficult.”l38
;}om the tone of her comments it would appear that she
would prefer that there be no conflict between legal rules

and moral codes; that it be a simple matter of black versus

white., The conflict Kehr is criticizing is not one peculiar

to sports, but characteristic of all moralities and legal
codes. The decision as to what is right and wrong in
particular instances is never a simple matter; teaching
the moral code of sportsmanship is fraught with as many

difficulties, conflicts and exceptions as_the teaching-éf

any other moral ideals.

W., Kroll and K. H. Petersen, in a scientifically-

orientated investigation entitled: "Study of Values Test

IJ! N

and Collegiate Football Teams,"139 state that the attitudes

-
falts

L~

1371psia., p. 93.

1384yi4.

———

139w‘ Kroll and K. H. Petersen, "Study of Values'

Test and Collegiate Football Teams,” Research Quarterly;
36 (December, 1965),, 441-447. :

N



=

athletics. On the sportsmanship attitude questionnaire,
the authors found that successful (winning) teams, particu-
larly football teamsg, scored quite low.14o

Howard Slusher, in Man, Sport and E:-:istencev--141

bresents extensive and, characteristie of hig style,
strongly worded arguments against the notion that sport
develops character, Sport, he séaées, is not characterized
by the qualities of warmth, love, personhogd and care but
rather teaches the child to be cold, impersonal, hafd, Ob-

jective, remote and tough.142 He emphasizes that sport is

- not ethical in the traditional sense and "<..only the najve
. 4 N

. and/or ideal would even consider the transfer of Christian

Ethjiem, n143

Certainly it appears that sport, itself,
does not possess a moral structure. To
confuse the element of "sportsmanship,"
for example as belonging to sport appears
to be a stretch of the imagination.
Whenever one's actions are "sporting, " he
is not necessarily reflecting the essence
of sport. 1In reality he ig acting as one
would expect any civilized individual to
behave, Perhaps our acute awarenesgs of

‘.

140m34., p. 446.

141Howard S. Slusher, Man, g t and Existence: A
Critical Analysis (Philadelphia: Lea and Febiger, 1967).

142 '

Ibid., p. 71.

143 1p5a., p. 219. /
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this cultivated action in sport is but .
an indication that we really don't : '

expect man to be human in the sport
situation, 144

Slushe; feels that in s;ort; actions are ﬁot
<chosen for their virtuousness, but ﬁsﬁqlly for their
Rragmatic value, and:therefore he emp;asizes that "...sport
is not tﬁé place to teach moral virtue, =145 Later, he:goes
on to illustrate¥ "...the man of sport really does not need
to develop his own ethiéal existence. The rulers of Eport
do this for him."lt;-6 He need noE‘decide whiéﬁ éctiona are

o s )
ultimately either right or wrong but simply act so that
"...every personal decision must be interpreted in keepihg

with that which will be made by the officiay. =147
Slusher goes so far as to emphasize that behéving

in a moral or virtuous manner in’ sport would be a disad-

vantage,

Darwinism has established the principle
of survival of the fittest. But the 'fit’
in sport are not those with qualities of
concern, love, empathy, care, passion and
respect for personhood. To survive in
the world of sport man better not have
the fualities. To be hard, to be tough,
to/be strong and to be rough - these are
the gualities that. pay dividends. Again,

a

144113a., p.. 147,

1451bid., pp. 148-149. - : -

1961154., p. 1s0. C

o : \
Ibid., p. 118,

e ——

147



rf

;L'L

3

59,

the accent is in different kinds of

strength or relative values. The truth @
of the matter is that the Bible would

not have a chance against the likes of

Darwin in a war or in sport.l‘.‘8

1Y

Slusher strongly asserts that it is time the hypo-

crisy was eliminated: from the world of sport.
Do we really expect him to practice -

the Ten Commandments in front of 60,000
people? I think not. e might like
him to. But we don't expect him to.
Yet overtly we give the impression that
the morality of sport is identical +& ‘ '
the morality of the choir. It seems
that it is high time we either change [“
the nature of sport (which is highly
unlikely), or stop the hypocrisy and ot
admit to ourselves the existing ethic. '
To condone, covertly, and to punish, 149
overtly, is mot my idea of authenticity.

B. C. Ogilvie and Thcomas A. Tutko, as the title
'Sgggﬁzl If You want to.Build'Chardcter,'Try Something
_Else; indicates. sﬁggest the ;raditionai claim.tha;
competition builds character is empitrically unfounded.

We found no empirical support for the
‘tradition that sport builds character.
Indeed, there is evidence that athletic
competition limits growth in some areas.
It seems that the personality of the
ideal athlete is not the result of any
molding process, but comes out of the
ruthless selection process that occurs
at all levels of sport. Athletic com-
petition has no more beneficial effects

" 148rhid., p. 16s.

149pid., p. 167,

——

15OBruée C. Ogilvie and Thomas A. Tutko, "Sport:
If You Want to Build Character, Try Something Elge,"
Psychology Today, October, 1971, pp. 61-63.
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than intense endeavour in any other
field. Horatio Alger success - in
sport or elsewhere -~ comes ‘only to
those who already are mentally fit,
resilient and strong.151 v

Although Ogilvie‘'s and Tutko's findings are based on a
: : N . .
considerable number of subjects - 15,000 athletes - it must

be emphasized that they are not actuwally saying athletics
does not develop character, but that it does 80 no better-

. w
than any other intense pursuit,

Larry Merchant's ...And Every Day You Take Another

Bitels2 is a caustic and cynical attack on the notion that

foothball is stfiated with moral rectitude. He presents
example after example attempting to negate that ¢laim. He

cites Gebrg Sauer once a star end for the New York Jets
. - LS . :

as saying:

Football's most obvious eontradiction
is its failure to teach“character, sgself-
@iscipline, and responsibility, which it
claims to do. There .is little freedom,
The system moulds You into spmething
easy to manipulate. It is a sad thing to
- . see a forty-year-old man being checked -
' ‘into bed at night. 7Tt ig personally
embarrassing to realize you-are a part
of this, After years of acting and being
_ treated like-a seven-year-old, what else
. _can you he but an adolescent?153

rd

" Blpia., p. el

' 15%Larry Merchant, "...And Eve Day/ You Take
Another Bite (New York:. Dell ﬁﬁslishlng Co., 1971}.
S 4 ‘

1531pia., p. 1(57.' U
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‘In:reference to those football players who do __
expfess the character values of the sport. Herchant‘illus-
trates that it is 51mply because they have been condltloned
to think s0 for most of "’ thelr lives. He writes most
cynlcally. A paraphrase will not do hlthustlce

-..the football player mouths  thege
abstractions because high school and
college coaches like Allen have fed
them teo him like a circus animal trainer
slipping biscuits to dancing bears. Run
four hundred laps. Goeod boy. Here's a
character biscuit. . If we win the game
you get a courage and pride biscuit. ) "
" And if we go undefeated we bite from .
the biggest biscuit of ‘them all, the
team-desire biscuit. In this way
players are made ‘to train hard and
.- Viciously, which is ‘what the game_ds
about, and also made to feel that'’
that makes. them better citizens,
which it doesn't. ' They are not
mutually exclusive, but the notion .
that football-type ‘character equals 154
c1tlzen-type character is Orwellian.

In reacting to a study carried out by Warren

Johnson appearing in Psychology Today which illustfa es

some relatlonshlps between aggre531on, rule-breaklng and

* *

_athletes, Merchant concludes “...that many pros would sgell

the1r souls to the dev11 for a lick of hlS fire." n155 It

p-3

s relatlvely safe to assume that Merchant ddes not support

the character development clalm.

Recently, there have been many books like Merchant's

Lo ) 5

118-119.

.120-121." s
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written to expose the intricate and so&etimes quite
shoéking internal workings of p:ofessiopallspﬁrt. Al-
ihough wost are ﬁurer anes?otal; Fhey QO revea}rthe
implicit morality within professional athletics. It
mﬁst be remembered, however, tﬁat they -are popular litera-
ture, written to sell and make a profit at the newstands.
Upon reading -them, one can quite easily gain”the impression
that some of the aufhors are not above overstating £heir
case and writing' for shock value. They need not be -
élaborated any further here., A relativelf extenjive list
is included in the bibliography, however. -

A pr&fessor-of philosophy‘and once Canadian bro—
N
fessional football player, John McMurtry, in jkill ‘Em.
Crush 'Em! - Eat 'Em Raw:"156:makes comparisons between his
sport and war. He compareé their practices, purposes, ob-
jectives and languages-in a manner that implies: if
character development i%-preéent, it must certainly be
among the legger_objcctives.l He concludes: |
r"\\'COmpetifrve, organized injuriﬁg is integrélr

t® our way of life, and football is simply

one -of the intelligible mirrors of the

whole process: a sort of colorful morality

play showing us how exciting_ and rewarding
it is to Smash Thy Neighbor.

Duffy Doherty, ex-head football coach at Michigan

156thn McMurtry, "Kill 'Em! Crush 'Em! Eat 'Em
Macleans, October,f1971, Pp. 42-58,

Raw

——

1571bid. , D. 58.
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State Univefsity}ion a -recent 1oéa1 televisién newé broad-
cast said: "Let's not talk about coaches building chatacter
- that's misplaced. cCharaéter is built in the church and
the home."1°8 ﬁLarry'Merchant similarly illustrates that

when a parent turned her son over to Bobby Dodd, the former

football coach at Georgia Tech, hoping that he would develop

some discipline in the boy, Dodd replied: "You give me ‘a
.good boy, and I'll give you a good boy back."159 syen

responses are indeed enlightening, for it is often coaches,

- who are most emphatic in their claims for character de lop~ .

ment.

Tom Meschery, in "There Is a Digeasge in Sport

160

Now...," attributes many of the changing values to the

‘entry of big business into sports .and the resultant over-
emphasis on winning.

There was a time and it was not so long ,
ago, when things such as honor and loyalty

were virtues in sport, and not ebjects of
ridicule. It was a time when athletes

drew pl®asure from the essence. of com-

petition, not just from their pay~checks,

But, somehow, with the introduction of

big business, the concept of sports in

this country has changed.161

158Duffy Doherty, WXYZ News, American Broadcasting
Company, November 25, 1972. : o

!

. lngerchant, -« -And Every‘Day You Take Another
Bite, p. 138. . _ K

lGOTom Mcschefy, "There Is a Disease in Sports
Now...," Sports Illustrated, October, 1972, Pp. 56-63,

1611pid., p. 56.
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Meschery must strongly believe what he says is true for

64,

he cites these as the reasons for him quitting the National

Bagketball Association.

William A. Sadler has recently published a éritical
examination-éfﬁhmerican sport from an existential‘énd
counter-cultural standpoint. 1In "Competition Oué;oip
Bounds: Sport in American Life,"162 he présentéfa;éﬁments
against the values of competition. c

Instead of expressing love for another
person, competition involves “an attempt
to dominate the other. Though it may
require the use of reason, the art. of
competition is not conducive to reason-
ableness that is open to questions about
the meaning and value of one's own actions.

- Though fair play has been an important.
part of sports, care about winning often
precludes consideration of justice; and it
cften breeds contempt for those gho do not,
or cannot, or care not, to win.163

Sadler, like the other previously mentioned existentialists,
Kneller and Slusher,.is categorically oppésed to all of the
possible anti—social‘and una&khentic learhing that is
fostered in athletics as it exists today.

In an effort to compromise the two sides, those
who strongly support the charactef deve{gpmen% claim, and

those who strongly oppose it, Jack scott, who formerly led

";;lezwilliam A. sadler, “"Competition Out of Bounds:
Sport in American Life," Quest, XIX (Wintex, 1973), 124-132.
- 1831pid., p. 130.
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the attack against organized sport in The Athletic Revo-

lu;ign,164 has taken a more middle-road position in '
"Sport and the Radical Ethic."]"65 He emphasizes that an

incorporation of the best of both positions could be a 5

reality.

Rather than denigrate the many accomplish- *
ments of those who have been guided by.

the values expressed in either the Lombardian
ethiec or the counter-culture ethic, the ‘
radical ethic attempts to build a system
based on the achievements of these two
.systems while avoiding their abuses ang
eXcesses. The radical ethic, as a pPoOsi-

tion of synthesis, acknowledges accomplish-
ments and contributions of men like Knute
.Rockne and vince Lombardi, but it does not
accept them as rcpresenting the apotheosis

of sport experience. The radical ethic “in
sport demahds a committment of excellence
integr with a desire to achieve that

ex ence by a process that will humanize
rather than dehumanize man,

Althouéh, by such a statement, Scott has aligned hijtgelf

witﬁ those who suppsrt the character development claim in
principle, it was deemed éppropriate to relate his posi-

tion at thespresent poih;dbecause rather than thetical or
antitheticai, it is'synthgtical. His stance provides a

possible solution to therdisagreement.

— .
16‘Jack Scott, ed., The Athletic Revolution (New
York: Free Press), 1971. . . '

165Jack Scott, "Sport and the Radical Ethic,” Quest,
XIX (Winter, 91973), 71-77. 7 -

1661p34., p. 77.
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Théﬁ is the extent of the literature to be re-
viewed express;ng the opinion that no p031t1ve moral
benefit can be derived from athletic competition. The
vastness of the literature precludes an exhaustive review,
and although the review has been selective, it does ade-
quately establish the spirit and thrust of thé‘opéosition

to the traditional, moral and character development claims.

Other works dealing with sport _and morality ~

Thé four works reviewed in this section of the
related literature cannot be iﬁcludgd under any of the
pgevious sections. They are most valuable, however, not
only as they are recent expressions, but also in the
philosophical apﬁroacﬁ they take. Their style is more
dis;;tcrested and their efforts are not devoted to pex-
suasion, but rather to the enlightenment of a particu;ar'
issue. . In contrast with most of the literature thus far
reviewed, thcy can be referred to as phllosophlcal

Any 1¥\fstlgatlon dealing with the moralltles of
athletlcs and play would be 1ncomp1ete without haking
reference: to James Keatlng 5 several works emphasizing the
differences in the purposes and behaviour‘appropriate to
the activities. In most of hig works, Keating,conuincinglyr
advances the thesis .that it is-inappropriate té”ﬁftémétran
appllcatlon of the values pr0per to sport (here understood

as play) to‘t@e\gct1v1ty of athletics. 1In "Sportsmanship

-
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as a Moral Category,™ he states:

In essence, sport is a kind of diversion
which has for its direct and immediate
cnd fun, pleasure and delight and which
is dominated by a spirit of moderation
and generosity. Athleticsg on the other
hand, is essentially a competitive
activity, which has for its end victory
in the contest and which is characterized
< by a spirit of dedication, sacrifice

s and intensity, ’

The above is Keating's understanding of the separateneas

\&\ of the activities, aﬁd; as he states, they are radically
different. He makes it most elear that~a£y ﬁttemﬁt to
legislate the behaviour appropriate to one to the other,
results in confusion, -

The course of the confusion which
vitiates most discussion on sports-
manship is the unwarranted assumption
that sport and athletics are s0
similar in nature that a single code
of conduct and similar_participant
attitudes are applicable to both.
Failing to take cognizance of the
basic differences between sport and
athletics, a futile attempt is made

. to outline a single code of behaviour
- egually applicable to radically diverse

activities, N

In his other articles, Keating uses the same

basic thesis to discuss problems related with wihning,lGS

- e -
lG?Keating,'Sportsmanship as a Moral Category, "

p<” 28.

i 1681y54., p. 34.

169James Keating, "Winning in Sport and Athletics,”
Thought, 38 (October, 1964), 201-10. , oo

< —1
NG b
y



-

g
A .

8.
and the professional-amateur‘conflict,170 and the concern
with excellence,171 always-delving into the " conduct proper
to both sport (Play) and athletics. Keating's thesig may
provide a solution to the conflict over the character
develoPment claim, Those who support the notion of characterJ
development arc perhaps more closely allgned with Keating's
understandlng of sport. Those who ridicule ‘the claim,
pointing out that character development cannot- result from
an activity replete with so many questionable practices,

. may be looking at Keating's athletics. In other words,
perhaps the desirable, social traits that are so often
referred‘to, can be developed through Keatlng s sport,

ﬁbut not through Keating's athletics.

Robert G. Osterhoudt's "The Kantiaanthic as a
Principlé of Moral Conduct in Sport,"172 i1s a landmark in
the philosophy of sport. It is the first attempt to
formally and directly apply a viable moral pr1nc1ple or
ethical system to the morallty of sport. The prlnc1p1e he

‘applies is Kant's categorical imperative, whlch, loosely

170James Keating, "The Heart of ‘the Problem of

Amateur Athletics,” Thc_Jburnal of General Education, 16
(January, 1965), 261,72

171J‘ames Keatlng "Athletics and the Pursuit of

Exéellencc,“ Educatlon, 85 (Mardh 1965), 428-431.

172Robert G. Osterhoudt, "The Kantian Ethic ag

a Principle of Moral Conduct in Sport," Quest, XIX
(Winter, 1973), 118-123.
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_phrased, means: -to alwavs act in a manner that your action
can be universalized for all men. Osterhoudt emphasizes
-tﬂgt the principle requires that one who has f;eely entered

the sport situation be a strict adherent to the rules and

regulations of the activity.l73 'Nétfgply must he abide by

these rules, but he must obey them for their own sake,

The categorical imperative in its multiple
formulations dictates that we abide by
these laws for their own sake (for the
sole sake of duty to them) and that we
treat our fellow competitors with a
sensitivity we ourselves would prefer:
that is, to treat them as an end and not
as a means to the gratificatiig of our
own desires and inclinations.t’4

Osterhoudt views the value of this Kantian application in

its ability to supplf "...an order of ideal conduct in-

— /’\

thﬁ*__;greasingly uncommon in the ﬁlaying of our amateur and

7 AN
J ) ézggagsional sports."175

T. J. Roberts, in "The Fiction of Morally In-

different Acts in Spor:t':,"l'76 applies to games S. B.
177

Cunningham's thesis that all acts or actions performed o

1731vid., pp. 121-122. - .

17%nmi4., p. 122. [’ | ~
[

1751pid., p. 123."\

176, J. Roberts, "The Fiction of Morally In-

diffaerent Acts in Sport, ™ Proccedings of the First Canadian
Symposium on the Philosophy of Sport, University of Windsor,
(May 3, 4, 1972), 30-48. : .

: 177Stan1ey B. Cunningham, “The Language of Morally
Neutral Acts," ‘paper read before the Canadian Philosophical
Association, Montreal, 1972,
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consciously or voluntarily by men are inescapably mbral.178
He argues that even the most trivial'and inconsequential

actions in sport, if they are consciously deliberated upon

b

and voluntary, are morally relevant.l’> ge concludes:

‘Voluntary, conscious and responsible
activity seems to be prevalent in sport
participation. Because sport is so goal

or end orientated, it is characterized -
actions which are performed from on;‘g’bY/

~ conception of reasons, This abilitVy to
given reasons for one's actions means that
one has been influenced or convinced to
perform such actions. To some degree one
feels as though one should or ought to
perform such actions. GSince "should" and
"ought” talk is vital to "moral” talk, I
think the next progressiwve step to the
statement that all actions in sport are
morally relevant, is a quite natural Qne.180

Roberts emphasizes that the importdnce of this conclusion
is that "...it makes us more aware of the great breadth
of the moral sphere. It leads us to realize that sport

is full of morally relevant activity which...may lead

some to become more morally‘aware.of their actions...."181
Although the argument provides n?)guides for action, the
author does.substantiate'tﬁat sport is not exempt from

moral (as opposed t¢ non-mokaiy consideration,

178ypi4., p. 3.

179 oberts, "The Fiction of Morally Indifferent

Acts in Sport," p, 42.

180154, p. 45.
1811 i4., . a4
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Kathleen M. -Pearson has recently written "Decep-

tion, Sportsmanship, an E:thics.“}‘82 Pearson attempts to
construct a method by which actions in athletics can be

Ay

Qete;mined to be either ethical or unethical. She wonde:e
which acts of deception are appropriate aéd which a?e nott
As her.rule of thumb, Pearson holds that an unethical,
deceptivé)act is one which is "..19esigned b& a willing
participant in an activity to deliberately interfére with
the purpose of that activity,..."183 She states that the‘
purpose of the athletic activity is ",..to test the skill
of one individgal,...against the skill of another indi-
viduai,,..in order to determine who. is more skillful in a
particular, well-defined activit;y."184 The well defined
actiﬁity is a game which "...is no more (in terms of its
careful definition) than its rules,~185 By this well-
;reasoned argumentation, Pearson is able to state that all
actions which rhn counter to ihe agreed-upon ruieé ofﬂthe
game are what she terms "definitionally deceptive,” and
run deliberately against the purpose of the activity, and

are therefore unethical. She concludes with the following

- V . 1 .
182Kathleen M. Pearson, "Deception, § tsmanship,

and Ethics," Quest, XIX (Winter, 1973), 115-118.

183 1pia., p. 116.

184 Ibid ‘(

1851414,



statement,

A variety of elegant arguments can be .
produced to indict the deliberate foul,
It violates the ludic spirit, it treats
the process of Playing as mere instrument
in the pursuit of thewin, and it re-
flects the view of one's competitor asg
both enemy and object rather than
colleague in noble contest, All of

these pleag, however, fall short of the
ultimate and nost damaging testimony;
deliberate betrayal of the rules des-
troys the vital frame of argument which
makes sport possible. The activity even
May go on in the face of such fatal *
deception, but neither the logic of
analysis nor the intuition of experience
permit us to call whatever is_left a.:
game - for that is shattered, 186 _

Pearsoﬁ's argument isg a strong attack on those - and
there are many - who either implicitly or explicitl?
condone deliberate rule—preaking in games.

Pearson's article concludes the sub-section, the
section and the chapter. The review of the literature
has been lengthy and dgb”to the agundance of ‘material it
has not Beeﬁ eihaﬁstive, But selective. 'The definitions
of §1ay and athletics have been placed in pérspective #nd
tﬁg focus of the entire thesis can now be seéh more

clearly in light of the works reviewed.

a ) O
186mia., p. 118.
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CHAPTER III

* AN EXAMINATION OF THE MORALITIES .
OF ATBLETICS AND PLAY |

S
S

-

A. INTRODUCTION

‘A morality is a complex/ggstem or composite of
many interrelating beliefs, idealg, rules andgghtives )
usually reflected in action. Any attempt'to provide more
than a superficial understanding of the nature and-con-
sistency of those interdependenéies is, in short, a humbling
endeavour. Characteristic of any lesser attempts are the -
drawbaéks'bf inappropriate‘generalizations. and over-
simplifications and theﬂproblems-of exceptions to the rmle.
Exceptions are abundant in all moralities; to suggest that
such was not the case would be to ovér—siﬁplify. Bécause
the intent of the present investigation is to provide some
semblence of the general natures of the two moralities, it
would be imprudent for it to concentrate iﬁs efforts on

those aspects of the moralities which point away from their

beneral and yet essential characteristics. In Keeping with

“that understandlng, the following account places 1ts entxre 3

empha51s on an elucldatlon of those elements - those beliefs,
. ¥
ideals, rules and motlves - whlch are most apparent or most °

characteristic of the two moralities in quesgtion.
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'The use of Hobbes and Mill

It is approprlate at thls p01nt to explain and .
Justlfy why particular emphas;s is placed on the "politjico-
moral” gpllosophy of_Thomas Hobbes and’ the utllltarianism
of John Stuart Mill. JBefore that can occur, however, it

is essential that a brief and concisge summary of their

respective philosophies be presented,

Thomas Hobbes, born at Malmesbury in 1588 and ed-
ucated at Oxford, was first interested in classics and =
science, but is most renowned for his work in political

philoéophy. The first version of his thoughts was The

- Elements of Law, Natural and Politic, privately circulated

in.1640; the second was De Cive, published in 1642; and

thirqg, the crowning achievement for which'he ig most famous,

or

was Leviathan, published in 165}r. 5o radical and lnfluen*

[N

tial were his claims that he sometlmes feared reprisals by
the House of Commd%s,:a;d once even felt forced to flee to
Paris where he stayed for eleven years.1

In the edltor 5-introduction to Leviathah, C. B,

Macpherson writes that Hobbes was equallx concerned with

_the analysxs of power and ",..the equallnatural rights of .

man,..,"2 He tried "...to put the two things together to

%

‘ Thomas Hobbes, Lev1athan. ed. by C.-B. Macpherson
(Middlesex, Englaﬁd\‘ Penguin Books, 1968), pp. 1l4-15,

%Ibia., p. s. o /

L3
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get a.theofyaof right and obligation, as.well as a theery
of power."3 Macpherson emphasizes that Hobbes' main con-
cern, however, was peace, not the peace among natlons. butvl“}
- the kind of peace essentlal for the av01dance of war among
- men within natn.ons.4 Because of hls earlier educatlonal
concentrations, Hobbes approached hls task as a sc1ent13t
.mlght by constructlng a model of man and society which ~
formed thg\foundatlon of many of his later statements. ,Hi -
"Whether he was aware of it or not,,Hobbes' model was’ | . .
basically a characterization of man 11v1ng Ln a bourge01s, ;-
\bapztalistlc market society, which. naturally resulted in -
his postulates being shaded or blased in that direction.
Because the bourge01s model he operated from was very com-
petltlve and very power- orlentated Hobbes phi1050phy was
sunllarly so > Y |
:"4A. ‘ Hobbes belleved that men were moved to satlsfy thelr
| ' appetites’ and avold their averslons- the relatlve strength b
of these de51res coupled with external 1nfluence3, which
elther accelerated or decelerated the lmportance of them,

establlshed the’ order of prlorlty in whlch they ‘'should be

satlsfled 6 «Since it was apparent that the amount of power

-

*Ibid., p. o.
4IBid. o -
4 5L T
Ibid., pp. 51-63. o .

®1Ibid., pp. 119~30. TS

1



76,

a man had was a crucial element in the success one had in

attaining the satisfactiggjbf these appetites, Macpherson
cites Hcobbes asg postulating that "every man must always
~seek to have scme power.;.."? Macpherson summarizesg Hobbes'
' understanding of powers: -

--.the amount by which hig faculties, riches,

reputation, and friends exceeded those of other

men. We have already been told that a man's

power consists of his present means to obtain

future apparent dgood. So Hobbes is saying

. that a man's Present means to obtain future

apparent good consists gf the amount by which

his faculties,  riches, rsputation, etc, ex--

ceed .those of other men. , '

Hobbes saw a necessary conflict arising out of man's
desire for power "...because the power of.one man resisteth
and hindereth the‘effects of the power of anothersz...">
Because Hobbes thought that one man's power always lessened
another's, he postulated that generally in mankind there

. . T ' ’
was "...a perpetuall and restlesse desire of Power after
power, that ceaseth only in'Death.";o

' That endless seeking of power was Hobbes® conception
of man living in a natural state where there was no common
force powerful enough to protect one from the inclinations
of all other men seeking power. That condition Hobbes

. :?F' \ ST .
tcdlled war, and ".\flsuch a warre,...is of every man, against -

OV 7Ibid., p. 33.

<

8_. . “
SR /J Ibid., p. 34.

!

. 9Thomas ﬁobbes; Elements of Law, Natural and Politic,
¢d. by F. Tonnies (Cambrlage: CamBrlage Unlverslfy Press,

1928) ’ Part 1' C}"l. 8' SEC. 4' p.‘ 26-

lOHobbes;‘Leviathan, p. lel.

(



every.man...where every man is Enemy to every man;...

' ' 77,
W1

It is logically pointed'but by Hobbes that there are a

number ofynecessary consequences of that kind of war and

- (=]

the natural inclinations of the men within it. The first

is:

-..that nothing can be unjust. The notions of
Right and. Wrong, Justice and Injustice have
there no place. Where there is no common Power,
there is no Law: where no Law, no Injustice.
Force, and Fraud, are in warre the two Cardinall

" vertues.l2

In a similar manner, he emphasizes that in a warx

where

-s-eVery one is governed by his own Reason:.
and there is nothing he can make use of, that
may.not be a help unto him, in preserving his
life against his enemyes; It followeth, that
in such a condition, every man has a Riggt to

_every thing, even to one anothers body.

Hobbes realized, however, that civilized man would

not wish to) endure such an insecure life, and refpers

elaborately and now famously to the incommoditieq\of such

a war.,

In such condition, there is no place for Industry;
because the fruit thereof is uncertain: and con-—
sequently no Culture of the Earth: no Navigation,
nor use of the commodities that may be imported
by Sca; no .commodious Building; no Instruments

of moving, and removing such things as require
much force; no knowledge of the face of the

Earth; no account of Time; no Arts; no Letters:

lipia., pp. 185-186.

121pid., p. 188,

131pia., pp. 189-190.
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no Society; and which is worse of all,
continuall feare, and danger of violent

death; And the life of man, solitiiy,
poore, nasty, brutish, and short.

It was man's desire to have thege "commoditieg, "
especially his life, thch led him to form a society that (ﬂ
was more peaceful and secure. Reason‘sugéests to men, -
that there are sévéral articles of-peaceron which they
could come to agréement. Hobbes referg to them as the
laws of nature; the first is:

.That‘evéry man, ought to endeavour.Peace,
as farre as he has hope of obtaining it;
and when he cannot obtain it, that he may

seek, and use, all helps, and advantages’
of Warre,15 '

The second fundamental law of niture Hobbes puts
forth is; - S

That a-man be willing, when others are S0 :

too, as farre-forth, as for Peace, and defence of

himselfe he shall think it necessary, to lay

down his right to all things; .and be contented

with-60 much liberty against other men, _as he

would allow other men against himselfe,l6

From these and several other laws of nature,

Hobbes constructs the commonwealth as headed by the monarch,
There must be one who has more power than all of the others

to enable the enforcement of the laying .down of each man's

natural rights characteristic of the condition of war, and

Y41pid., p..186.-

51pia., p. 190.

1614154,



_— | _ - . 79.
thus to ensure the protection of each, now Vulnerable.
Hopefully the spirit.and general nature of Hobbes'
"politico—moral pPhilosophy has been establlshed sufflclently
for the purpose at hand. Although much of Hobbes!® phllosophy
is concerned with the establishment of a well-ordered \
soverelgn state with emphasis on contracts. covenants,’//
— T rights and ties of the citizens to ope another and the
state, the present thesis concentrates its application on
the hypothetical bebe51an condition of war, and the con-
dition whlch led to the formation of soc1ety._
lee~Hobbes, John Stuart Mill was a Britigh
ethician, but of the nlneteenth rather than of the sgeven-
teenth ceptury. He made substantlal ".s.contributions to
- theory of knowledge, psychology, and logic...“l7 but it is
his utﬁ}ltarlanlsm for which he is remembered most. Al-
though expression of hls utllltarlanlsm is found in two

works: On the Logic of the Moral Scrences " tHe last

part of the System of Loq1c. published in 1863 and

Utilitarianism (1861). it is the latter of these on which

ar

the present lnvestlgatlon places its empha31s.
Mill's basic foundatlonal assumptlon, on which his
theory of morallty was grounded, was that
...pleasure and freedom from pain are the = =~

only things desirable. as ends; an hat all
desirable thlngs-(whlch are: as nymerous in

7V’ernon J. Bourke, Hlstory of Ethics (Garden
Clty, N. Y. Image Books, 1970), 11, p. 27.
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the utilitarion as in any -other scheme)
are desirable either for Pleasure inherent
in themselves or as means to the promotion

of pleasure’and the prevention of pain. 18
His theory of morality is famously phrased in the follow-
ing form.

-..actions are right in proportion as they'

tend to promote happiness: wrong as they

tend- to produce the reverse of happiness,

By happiness is intended Pleasure and the

absence of pain; by unhappiness, pain and St

the privation of pleasure_l9 : B ‘

Mill's departure from Benthanism was in his
M M -

realization thét not only was the quantity of pleasure
important, but alsoc the quality, which led him to an
illustration of “the higher and lower pleasures.2°

Unlike an egoist's or an altruist's stance, Mill

does not distinguish between the happiness of the agent

and that of other men. He argues that:

--.the happiness which forms the utili- ‘
tarian standard of what is right in conduct
is not the agent's own happiness but that

of all concerned. As between his own .
happiness and that of others, utilitarianism
requires him to be as strictly impartial as
a disinterested and benevolent spectator. 2l

18John'Stuart Mill, Utilitarianism, ed. by Oskar
Piest (Indianapolis: -The Bobb-Merrill Co. Inc., 1957},
pp. 10-11.

YIbia., p. 10.

2O.'[bid., PPe. ll--l"ﬁ‘.:

21 .
Ibid., p. 22.
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\\\ " The actual Purpcse of the essay Utilitarianism

appears to have been to defend the system against jts
attackers. A presentation of those argument%V;s here un-
necessary, Hopefully a basic foundational understandlng
of the general nature of Mill'sg utilitarianism hag been
prov1ded;
Now that Hobbes and Mill have been briefly

_summarlzed it is easier to present how and why theijr
philosophies are to be employed. an analogy isg useful
' here. Suppose that you are walklng along a street and you
came across a house and a car. Suppose as well that some-
one approached and asked you to compare the house and the
car by descrlblng them. Regardless of your mechanlcal .
acumen, or your ablllty in carpentry, you would very likely.
be able to list many similarities and dlfferences as to
their purpose, size, shape, colour, and to a lesser degree
even their structure. .Unless You were educated in either
mechanics orlcohstrpction techniqﬁes, however, you wquld

in all llkellhood be unablegjo go much further with any
degree Of certainty. In attempting to analyze them in
reference to materlals used, intricat worklngs, structural
and mechanical design You might logi lly be inclined to
eﬁploy the knowlédge of experts. The expertise of a
'structural engineet or a carp ter would be very useful

1n analyzing the structﬁre of) he house, while the know-,

ledge of a nechanical englneer would assist you 1n a s;mllar

°/
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analysis of the automobile, With such help you would be
able to provrde explanatlons beyond the mere external and
Superficial level that you could achieve prior to the
€xXperts' employment.
The analogy is apparent. Athletics and play are
. the house and the car; Hobbes and Mill, the experts, Prlma
facie athletlcs and play appear to be quite different sorts
of act1v1t1es. At first glance many similarities and
differences can be made between them in reference to oxr-
-ganlzatlon. administration, procedure and perhaps.even
purpose. A moral in?estigation. however, goes much further
into the beliefg about the nature of man and his 1deals,
into rules and actions and into the motives that compel
one to act in either a rule- fOllOWlng or a rule—breaklng
manner. Unless the investigator feels sufficiently com-
pctent to analyze and draw relationships among these
cleoments that form the conp051te of a particular morallty,
experts must bé called upon.
. The qucstion has been asked: “Why Hobbes and
‘Mill?"  Although the reply: "As-opposed to whom?;'oould
llkely deter. nany from repeatlng .such- an inquiry agaln, it
is not a sufficient justlflcatlon of their use,
* Athlctlcs, in the introductory chapter, hes been
defined and understood as an activity which channels the
pursuit of:victory in‘what is most often"a eompetitive
- .atmosg phere. It has been shown in the review of literature,

.«

¢
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despite the dearth of matcrial dealing with the concept
of athletics, that such a conceptualization is by no means
llncongruent with scholars® understandlngs. In fact, they
support it. .In the immediately precedlng pages of the
present chapter, through a synopsis of his "politico-moral"
philosophy, it was illustrated that Thomas Hobbes  is most
renowned for his analysis of pBwer. His mo&el oé man and
societ& was thdt of the rising bourgeois, capitalistic,
market societf functioning in England in the seventeenth
century. It was a highly competltlve society where "...the
power of one man ‘resisteth and hlndereth the effects of the
power of another....“22 As such ‘much of Hobbes wrltlngs
_dealt with devising means to constructively channel the
compctition and desire for.power among men. Can the re-
lationship be any closer? Athletics are highly competitive,
where the victory of one necessitates the deféat'of anothér,
whcre, not symbollcally, but actually, the power of one
IESlStS and hlnders the power of another!

t may be objected that the parallellng of Hobbes'
conceptlon of power Wlth athletic power rests upon an
equivocal use of‘the term "power," but it does not. Hobbes
states: | | |
| The Power of a Man, (to take it Unaversally,)

is his present means, to obtain some future

apparent Good. And is ejither Originall, or
Instrumentall. . :

22Hobbes, Leviathan, p. 35.
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Naturall Power, is the eminence of the

Faculties of Body, or Mind: as extraordinary
. Strength, Forme, Prudence, Arts, Eloquence,

Liberality, Nobility. Instrumentall are
those Powers, which acquired by these, or
by fortune, are means and Instruments to
acquire more: -as Riches, Reputation,
Friends, and the secret wggklng of God,
which men call Good Luck.

The power of an athlete ig his present means to
obtain future victory."Although all of Hobbés' various
types of power are not directly applicable to athletics,
"strength, " "form," “prudence, " "reputetién," and "good
luck” most certainly are.. All of these qualities make an
athlete more powerful and more likely to succeed. An even
tighter relatlonshlp between Hobbes and athletlcs can be
made when one refers to hlS understanding of a man's value
or worth. |
The yglgg, or Worth of a man, is aé of ail
other things, his Price; that is ta sav, so
much as would be given for the use of hlS
Power:.,.,24 Lo !

A man' s value in ;thletlcs is determined in exactly
the'samc manner - not just 51m11ar, but identical!? An
athlete's prlce or worth is dependent upon hls power or
7ab111ty to brlng about some future apparent good or goods:

‘one of thosge goods is v1ctory, another 1s the presence of

many paying’spectators. Even in some llttle league athletlcs
'.I

231pid., p. 150.

2% 1pid., p. 151,
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some boys are considered "worth" more than others; their
skills afe greater: they have more power, more faculties
aﬁltheir disposalfzgtbring about the end of victory. 1In
professional athletips the relagiéﬁ hip is even closer.
Gordie Héwc's recent signing with Ehe ¥ rid Hoc#ey Associa-
tion for over a million dollars was a dgreat coup for that
fledgling league. Wh&? Because the eﬁinénég of the
faculties of his body and mind - his skill as a great
hockey player -~ coupled with his worldwide reputation and
his numeroué friends makes him a Jéry powerful man; a man
that the World Hockey Association is very wise to have on
their side. The sitﬁétion is the same for most professional
athletes; they bargain for money with their power; as their
power increases so does their worth te those who wish toF\
purchase- it. It is well known-thatfthe amount of money an
~athlete makes is, in most cascs,.directly proportional to
his ability to overpower thé opposition - or to his ability
to attract paying customecrs - that ié, proportional to his

power., . . : /

The obviousness of thesc similarities, plus the
knowledge that athlctlcs is as well a capitallstlc, com-
petitive aoc1ety make for many close and exciting relation-

ships between the phllOSOphy of Thomas Hobbé; and the

'/morallty of athlétlcs.

A similar case can be made for the usc of John

Stuart Mill, although the relationships between his~utili~

.
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tarianism and the morality of Rlay cannot‘ ke so tightly
drawn. Play is engaged in for the fun and pleasure withuin
the’act1v1ty itself; it is a frqe activity ofﬂer;ng itg
participants many Opportunifies for the expréssion of
Joviality, iﬁaginatioﬁ and spontaneity. The end of pléasure
is not an exclusive goal; it can be achleved theoretlcally
by all men 51mu1taneously and thereby necessitates no com-
petition for its possession.

N John Stuart Mill felt ‘that "...pleasure and‘free—
dom from pain are the only things desirable as-ends;...2>
and that actions are judged right as they tend to produce
happiness and wrohg as they tend to produce the reverse
~of happinéss which'is pain.26 Although one must be care-

ful not‘tO‘equivocate between Mill's uhderstandings of the
terms "pleasure, “pain," and "hdppi;;SS," and the meanlngs
of thosc terms in the play sphcre. some relationships can
ke drawn. 1t can be shown, for instance, that ip play,
'actions ard dispositions are right and good as they tend
to increasc the pleasﬁre of the'activity, and wrong and
bad as thcy tend to decrease that pleasure., The present ‘

invcsﬁigatioh does no€ apply-Mill's.conceptions of the
qualitics of pleawsure, and the higpér and lower pleasures;

nor doc¢s it concern itself with happiness, mainly because

75 . Co
“TMill, Utilitarianism, pP. 10.

261hia, . ’
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L]

happiness is a life- -icng goal and a kind of comp031te of
many consistent pleasures witile the play sphere is v;ewed
as being set apart somewhat from the other and (perhaps) .
more secrious concerns of daily life. Although it is likely
. that the pleasures féund in play may certainly contribute
to one's overall happinesé, the present concern is more
directly related to pleasure than it is to happinesa.
Although it is true that by using only Mill's guidesg to
action and the utilitarian princiﬁle of pleasure in
general,_oné gives short shrift to the very ' characteris-
tics of Mill which distinguished him from other utili-
tarians - the quality of pleasure - it must be realized
that the present concern is much less exten51ve "than the
questions to which Mill addressed his attention, That is
to say, the appllcatlons made here are sxmple, basic and
do not utilize most of Mill's concerns, Nevertheless,
.the application does appear appropriate,’ If play's pur- |
pose is.the‘pursuit of pleasure, and implicitly, the
avoidance of pain or diSpleasure, then it seems very use-
ful £0 £cly to some extent on thé man whe supplied us with

the official mavifesto of the morallty 0f promoting

pleasures and av01d1ng pains,*

) B. BELIEFS ABOUI- THE NATURE OF MAN

Introdiiction e 5

P

" -

-The definition of morality illusfrates thatdbcliefa

h
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aﬁout the natiure of man represent an important element 1n.

2

the compos;te of beliefs, 'ideals, rules and motives- that

'makc up the total of any morallty. How a man sees himself,

what he believes hlmself to be and what he thinks hls

L]
essent1al nature is has no small influence on what he con-

s;ders to be good and bad, rlght and wrong, and therefore,

on how he acts. It is ttue that lnvestlgatlons of morall—‘

ties nust focus on actlon and behaV1our. It should be

remembercd however,‘as it was stated in the accepted

tdeflnltlon of belief, that there is a relationship between

:bellef and actlon‘ an understandlng of bellefs then, is

useful to an uné/xstandlng of actions and the morality in
: : 2

~
Bellefs about the ndture of man form the founda-

tions of a morality; they set the tone or spirit of the
compo ite. One's final-justification for any action or
SpOSltiOn, if he is presged to prov1de such a defense,
often is dependent upon what he believes toabe the ulti-
mate and esse t1a1 quallties‘that make man'Mhatfhe is.
He may cmphas)ze that a certain actlon is either right or
wrong, or thHat a certain end i5 either goad or bad as 1t
tends to be cither consistent or inconsistent w1th what
he bClleVQS to.be the elements of man's nature. He often
uses his bcllefs to justify his actions and dlSpOSlthns.

An 1nvestlgat10n 1nto a morality must naturally

place its emphasis on those persons who are lnvolved in

3
r
.
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hat mérality.\ Such a ncce531ty may appear to be obvious,
-but lt has not been so understood When looklng at a
-“morallty one nust be careful not “to let hlS own bellefs
.base . 'The investigator must ainays remember that he is

to gialyze the part1c1pants beliefs, not hlS own. Such

a shortcoming is partlcularly characterlstlc of many of
those works whlch attempt to leglslate the type of be—
havxour approprlate to athletics.. The article: ™“The
Educatlon of the Playground " written by a clergyman in

1859 (prev1ously dlscussed), descrlbes the klnd of be-
haviour whlch that clergyman believesg is approprzate to

the games.of cricket and rugby, 27 Such an account-is
certainly justifiable 50 long as it is made clear that

the written characterizatlon of the games is based not
necessarily on what ig the case, but 1nspead on the author® 5
notions of what snpuld be the case. The present 1nvest;ga-
tion is not particularly concerned with observers® bellefs.
but rather, attempts to concentrate on those of the part1c1-
pants - not on what Someone outside the two moralities
emphasizes should be the case, but more on what those in-
timately anOlVEd believe is the case.

Although athletes ang players likely 1nvolve them—

sclvcs in several dlfferent moralltles. characterized by

27"The Education of the Playground," The Journal of
Education for Upper Canada. X111 (September. 1859), Pp. 139-41.

.0.
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~diverse beliefs and .valucs, the present examination con-
‘cerns'itself”with:only those beliefs and values related

to their involvement in either the morality of athletics

or play. ' | - - ;T

- T It nmust be remembered that there is a connectidn

between hollcf and action, Although it is. debatable and

.yet undecided in phllOsophlcal circles whether all -action,
here understood as conscious and volunt;ry. is caufed by

or bascd on belief, there isllittle doubt that consistent,
conscious and voluntary actions are éonnected to belief.
Beliefs, then, normaliy can be inferred,from.pne's actions.
Athletic belicfs can be inferred from-athletic actions{

play beliefs froﬁ p;af actiens. They are not Bare in-
ferences, ho&ewer, cnes that c¢annot be substantiated by ‘ )
various works and expréssxons of athletic or play bellefs,

-

but rather, 1nfcrence° that are substantiated not only A
through the literature but are supportable as well through

-'an argument bascd-on a general and tetal understanding of
the conslstency of each of the. moralities of athletlcs and
play- ‘ |

ﬁ charge of circularity may be made against such'a

use of inferenece to’igfg;tigate belief A critic may state

that if the 1nvcstlgator justlfLES the exlstence of parti-

cular beliefs through the use pf actlon,_lt would be circular

to-later justify action on the basgis of beiief\ Such a

criticism confuses the morality under scrutﬂpy with the
: 4

. Y 2o
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investigation‘itself. It is'incUmbeng upon moral agents
to justify actions and beliefs; it is not'incgmbent upon

“dne whoe is'simply-zgoking at a morality to iustify any
.aetions or beliefe within 'it. The circularity that such
d-criticism,rmputcs may‘be a characteristic of the morality,
but not of “the investigation, A meoral agent generally has
Eelie%e: if they are strong enough those beliefs probqbly
move him to action; he very likely justlfnes some or all
-of those actions (lf he consxders them to be rlght), on
the. basrs of hls leleS. If ‘he were to then turn around
and also justijy his beliefs on the basis of his actions,-
-ihe.could very well be involved in a circularity.‘ Whether
such circularities exist within the ﬁoralities, however,
in no way 1ndlcatcs c1rcular1ty in the 1nvestlgatron
The 1nvest1gat10n infers- beliefs from actlons, not to.
Justlfy them, but simply to illustrate and explain them,
rv}ways worklng on the assumptlon that con51stent consc1ous
and voluntary actlon is somewhat reflective of belief.
When it comes tlmc to explain actions, however, the in-
vestigation does{not'need to infer tﬁem from belief (if
that could even be™ accomplished) ;- it will simply look at’
them, “for, unlrke belief, they are available for everyone
to see. Then an expl;;atlon can be made, or implied, of
hov such ectionS‘are juetified, not by the'investigation. #
* - but by the beliefs of the moral agents who involve them—

selves .in the particular morality in question.

P .
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The discussion of the beliefs about the nature of

man in each of the moralities of athletics andsplay is
necessarily restricted to ¥he general rule and excludes
from the presentatxon many of the p0551ble’e;ceptlons
There may be athletes, for 1nstance, who do not act accord-
ing to their alleged beliefs, Altﬁough all of tﬁeir actions
may be similar to their fellow athletes, and .they gompete. °
ihtonsel . for one reason or another, it might be the case
that they\loathe compotltlon and think it a desbloable
human endeavour.\ It must be assumed for the purpose of \
avoiding a myriad ©f side- stepplng, hair- splitting excep-
tions, that thbse who con51stently compete in athlet;ca,
for 1nstancc, hold t at competition is valuable, or at
-leael.do not repudiate competition. Although there may
be a substantial number of such lnconSLStent pPersons in
any morality, it must nevertheless be agreed that the

general nature of a morality is best revealed through an

understanding of that which is most often the cage.

Athlotic beliefs about the nature of man

It is reasonable to suggest that athletes believe
athlotes to be competltlve belngs. There is ample justi-
fication for one holding that belief ip the athletic -
morality. An athlete must oompete to make the team; he

must compete with even his teammateg.for certain positions,

and, of course, he must compete with the opposition for

o
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victory. : Professional,athletes, . in addition to these,

4
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dlso compete for the prife and the financial remuneration
that accompanies success. A belief in man's cdmpetitive-
ness‘is not only consistent with'anq complimentary to the
ﬁltimate pﬁrposé ofraﬁhletics, but it is éerhaps a belief
that logically cannot be’ avoided. The purpose of-éthletics

ursue victory in the contest. A1ll athletes, ﬁy
L4

T . , .
efinition, pursue that end. Victory, however, by its

. . v .
nature, \{s an exclusive or limited end; two cannot emerge

wictorious from a contest unless they are on the same team.

It can be attained simuitaneously by relatively few ath-
letes; it mu;t;be competed for:
f It would be strange to even #hink of victory as
"the result of sﬁmething other than competition or conflict.
James Keating defines competitign as:

--:an attempt, according to agreed-upon
rules, to get.or to keep any valuable ¥ng
either to the exclusion of oghers or in -
greater measure than othersg_28

Most economic, bolitical or courtship\compeiitive

situations, Keating emphasized, are engaged ‘in out of

‘necessity rather than by design. Athletics, in contrast, -
. - -

is freely engaged .in making it one of the purest forms of

' competition.29 Athletes most certainly do attempt to get
LY : % ’

“ZBJames Keating, "Athletics: Ethical Problems of

Competition." (Paper presented at th4 Sport and Ethics
Symposium, State University of New York, Brockport, New
York, October 26-28, 1972). :

291pia. ¢

—————————
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and to keep a.wvaluable "thing” to the exclusion of others;

_that-“thing" is victory. The relationship is even more

direct in football and to a lesser degree ih hockeyL;
basketball and soccer, where aétual territory is held,
attacked, defended, possessed and excluded from .others'
desires qna efforts to gain control of it. ‘ ~
To be extremely competitive in athlétics is a%"
valuable %ssétl One of the most complimentary statements

|

; ; .
one athlete can give

to another is to emphasize he has “a

lot of drive." Often athletes are applauded for theig
great "will to win," their "desire," their "spirit" and
their “"aggressiveness" - terms which all refer to one's
competitivcngg?. It is not rare to hear or read of rela-,
tionships expressed between the values of'competitiveness
and upstanding character. Merchant-illustrates:

George Allen,...once said of a rookie,

"He 'almest regurgitated at half time,

and it took Gatorade and smelling salts

to revive him. He .showed me he's got

cha;acter."30

Merchant goés on to state cynically that "character,

1

courage and éimilar goodies are shorthand for relentless

aggressiveness, for being 2 tough compe.titor."31

An athlete's competitiveness brings him success,

) 30Larry Merchant, ...Arnd Every Day You Take Another
Bite (New York: Dell Publishing Co., Inc., 19727, p. 118,

31

Ibid., p. 119.

N,



N

- 95.

Often‘gthlctes wish they had more of it - they may envy
those who do,-.especially their opposition. 1In this vein,
1' . B -
. -Keating cites Frank Beard, 1969's top-money winner in golf.

The No. 1 guys have to be almost totally
sc¢lf-centered. ' They have to possess an -
incredib®e burning for success. They have
. to ignore their friends and their enemies
and sometimes their families, and they
have to concentrate entirely upon winning,
upon being ‘No. 1. There's no other way
to get to the top....There are many days I
wish I had their singleness of purpose.
But I dén't....If I tried it, I'd fail.

I couldn't survive that constant intensity,
that constant burnihgl I admire -~ hell, I

envy their ability t burn_and burn and

burn.32 : }\{

On the other hand, perhaps the strongest criticism
an'athlefe can rqceiyé7hs that he is not competitive enough."
Any show of timidity or apprehension by an athlete may fe—.
sult in him being thought of.as "gutless;“ Coaches attempt-
ing to Bring'their teaﬁ to a fever pitch may deride them
for "not‘wanting to w;n enough,” not having e%ough "spirit, "
or "pride," or cnough “killer instinct!" Witﬁtthat constant
-emphasis the athlete is likely to soon believe that éom-
petitiveness is the key to victory and all that is good in
Bis-activity. ' '

To assume that athletes do not believe in competitive-
ness, to think thét it is not considered to be an es#enfial
and valuable element of man'g nature in the athletic activity

-

is incongruous. Suppose that an athlete did not/ believe that

32James'Keating. "pParadoxes in American Athletics,"
in Athletics in America, ed. by Arnold Blath {(Corvalligs,
Oregon: Oregon State University Press, 1972), p. 21.

.
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competitiveness was goed, and, acting according to that
belief, hg no longer competfd. Such an understanding is
nonsensical because if hé no longer competed he could no
longer pursue victory and by definitipn.he would not be an

-

athlete, But athletes do compete, do value competition
and cnvy its abundance in their opponents. Again, assuming
that consistent action‘is grounded in or partialiy explain-
~able by belief, it is reasonable to think that in athlétics
‘man's nature is beliegﬁd-fo be competitive.

Athletes pursue victory: they must compete against
others; they must defeat others to attain their ends. :In

such a situation there is no one to ultimately depend upon

*

other than themselves. Although it may be an uncomfortable

awarcness or perhaps a challenging one,'fhe athlete must

be cognizan£ of the fact that he is ultimately aldﬂélin
his pursuit; nofmally no one else will help him attain his
goals. Most are even trying to stop him from reaching
success. The athlete must work for his own interests

because it is reagonably certain that few others will
- . i\

intenfionally Hélp; athletes know athletes are self-
interested. Slusher helps to explain ﬁhy: -

Darwinism has established the principle of '
survival of the fittest. But the "£it"™ in
sport are not those with the qualities of
c¢oncern, love, cmpathy, care, passion and
respect for personhood. To survive in the
world of sport man better not have these.
qualities. To be hard, to be strong and ‘to

be rough - these are the qualities that pay v
dividends....The Bible would not have a
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chance against the likes of Darwin in a
war or in sport.33

The athleti¢ situation demands that athletes always
choose their own intérests‘over the interests of others.

If they do not tﬁey may be surpassed by ‘others who do, .

-

Self-intercst is the natural result of competition for an
exclusive end, and cven though, as Slusher illustrates, °
athletes may sometimés suffer guilt feelings, their methods

cannot be avoided. ]
The "other's" hody is thought of as a
thing and is often maneuvred for the achieve-
ment of personal:satisfaction. It is not
unusual for players to segse this fceling in

; themselves and others and feel "guilty" about
being seclfish. Yet when one gets down to
cases, sport is much like survival. In life
-Co-opcration may provide for gquality but in
survival man wants just to exist,34

Slusher's poignant use.of the tefms "survival,"
and "@xistencc,"'although strong, -are not inapprépriate
descriptions of -the condition in ath%etiqg. To express
survival and existence as goals implies that there is a
very basic struggle - not a struggle for the complements

L ]

‘of life, but for life itself. George Allen, head coach

of the Washington Redskins, illustrates that indeed life

andfdc;th do depend on victory and defeat: -~"The winner...

33Howard Slushcr, Man, Sport and Existence: A
Critical Analysis (Philadelphia: Lea and Febiger, Inc.,
1967}, p. 165. B

«

3%1pia., p. 39.

-~
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is the only individual who is.truly alive. I've said

this to our ball club: ' every time you win, you're re-

||3S

born; when you lose, you die little. Although Allen's

statement might very well be true in varyingkdegrees for

all athletic situations, Keating emphasizes there are

even more complications for many professional- athletes.

Victories, supcrior performances, and

High .ratings are essential to’ financial ’
success in professional athletics. Too

freoucnt defeat will result in forceg

unemployment. It is easy, ,therefore,

for a professional athlete to view his

competitors with a jaundiced eye; to

sce them as men who seck to deprive

him of his livelihood.36

The athlete is well aware that many ©f his opponents, if

.left

T.Can‘and‘gsually will cause him sgerious
harm. It is understandable that such an environment would
foster the reccognition-that if one is to be successful, if.
he is to attain victory and éurvive against t@eieffqrts of
thoé@ ambitious men who seek to destroy him, he ﬁust éct
in a manner which furthers only his owrn interests.

All Sthletes must fear defeat to a certain degfee.

If it comes, it id instigated through‘tﬁe abilitjes,and

efforts of one's opponents. To an extent, then, -
athletes must live in fear of the other, depending on the

- -

35George Allen with Joe Marshall, "A Hundred Percent
is Not Enough," Sports Illustrated, July 9, 1973, p. 76.

Vi

36James Keating, "Sportémanship as a Moral Category,"
Ethics, 85 (October, 1964), 32.
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other's power.  Thomas Hobbes emphasiies that among e

citizens "the cause of mutual fear consists partly in the

natural’equality of men, partly in their mutual will of

hurting; whence it comes.- to pass, that we can neither ex- =~

LI |
pect from qthers, nor promige to ourselves the least

' .. 37 . . .
security,” Victory is an exclusive end -and as Hobbesg
illusﬁrates:

.«-the most frequent reason why men desire
to hurt each other, ariseth hence, that
any men at the same time have an appetite
to the same thing:; which yet they can
neirther enjoy in common, nor yet divide
it; whence it follows tha{ the strongest
must have it, and who ig the strongest
must be decidedf by the sword.3 .

Weiss implies the same, and offers a description of the
accompanying insecurity.

., The dazzling triumphs possible in sport
and sometimes its material rewards, are hard
to duplicate. But none of these prevent the:
athlete from being -haunted by a sense that
he will be proved tg be incompetent, not
really first-rate, even if he had , shown
himself to be the opposite just a short
while before. Despite thig apprehension
he continues to participate persistently
and sometimes with fervor.39 = & ' '

Although it is more liﬁely that athletes fervently compete

because of their apprehension rather than "despite” it, -

3T rhoma's Hobbes, De Cive in Man and Citizen, ed. by
Bernard Gest (Garden City, N. Y.: Doubleday and Company, °
Ine., 1972), pp. 113-14, ' °

381pid., p. 11s. )

39Paul Weiss, Sport: A Philosaphic Inquiry (Carbon-
dale, Illinois: Southern Illinois University Press, 1969),
p. 20. .- - '
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Weiss is correct when he suggests that even the most
victorious are not immune from the fear of pending defeat,
and thus pain. It does not matter- how successful one has

< been in the past, nor how many victories he has realizeg;
; . . ) r

even the cbnsistent‘victor_is well aware that manf are
v ‘ : o

intense with the hope of defeating him. Hobbes 1llustrates

that the struggle is never-ending. o @.

-..1t is perpetual in its own nature;

because in regard of the equality of those
that strive, it cannot be ended by victory.
For in this state the conqueror is subject

to so much danger, as it were to be accounted
a miraclep if any, even the most strong,
should close up his life with many years

and old age.49

i

=<' TO inérease.that life~span, all athle . even the most
successful, mqgt always operate to deter the success of

others and in the same motion promote only the success of

themselves. N .. b

But team games, it is sometimes argued, offer a

[
good example of the reverse. As has been reviewed, some
literature states that playing on a team offers athletes

many opportunities for the development and expression of

1

co-operation and self-sacrifice. Slusher disagrees,

Traditionally togetherness has been con-
ceived in sport literature, as a derivative
of team~-work. This proposition, as naive as
it may sound, purports that the sport gitua-
tion encourages the individual to regulate

*~ himself to the good of the team. Naive?
Yes. Because all the norms of our competitive
world discourage such altruism. why should

4OHobbes, De Cive, p. 118,

-



ar

101.

- :
sport be different? And indeed it is not
Man does co-operate. But he does so
mainly to the degree that it affords personal
achievement .41

t

'As Slusher implies, whatever cne does for the good of the

team. one alsoc does for the good of the self The good

of the team usgal%y means the good of the self. Because
guards'in.basketball, for isstance,1coqsistently pass,

set up plays and @akg_assists, they are often-motalistics}ly

L™

referred to as "self-sacrificing team players." The re-

call of duty, above what.is required of him, and as though .

he had a real choice in the matter. ‘Certainly such a man

ig' a great tean player, but he is'not neoessarilf hallowed

with moral rectitude because of At. If he is a professionai.
making good passes, setting uph\ays, and éssisting on
baskets is the man's ]ob - those skills are prec1sely what
he is being paid to perform, If]he could not, or would

not carry out th8se requiremenés.adequately, ﬁsen he soon
would be dis51aced by someone who could. Each instance of

a guard's "team-work, " as it is called, benefits him in

two ways: it helps the team, and it demonstrates to those

who are paying for his power that he is performxng his" jOb

‘well and is worth the price; he is more powerful because

of those actions: his worth increases.

41Slusher, Man, Sport and Existence: A Critical
Ana1291s, pPp. 72-73. :
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another A quarterback s ablllty to functlon is
related to hlS line's strength . in blocklng, he depends on
'the llnemen for enough protectlon to complete the play.

To thlnk howevex, - -that l}nemén savagely block opponents

away from thelr quarterback out of concern for the "other, "

or; out of self—sacrlflce, is to,mlsunderstand the nature
of team athletlcs. "It is 1nappropr1ate to eveh think of
the athlete who supposedly operates for "the good of. the
team;" as belng concerned for the 1nterest3 of the "other."
It is Stlll selfhlnterest because, 1deally, the team is
the self.“ The total “team self" is a composite of ell
»
the 1ndlv1dual "selfs" that areon it. Therée are no'’
others" on one's own team: the "other" is the.composite"
of individual "others" thatﬁﬁake up the'opposing teem. -
In-athletics man-hects in.a competitiveyféelf-
interested‘manner., Assumlng that consrstent .conscious
actlon is explarnable by bellef it can be inferred that
athletes- belleve themselves, and others llke themselves,
to be competltlve and self-lnterested The explanation
and .typification of these two characterlstlc bellefa has
_been brref and prov1des only a skeletal underatanding of
“ the nature of man in athletics. It is not meant “to be al

total understandlng of all that a man perhapa ia belleved

to be- he is probably many other "thlngs ag well_ Heafyp;‘
"‘)

. N &
may, for instance, be belleved to be extremely aggresaiVQ
- . - \
-m

)

| Il
~
K4 .
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ori?efhaps work-dominated.- These“characteristics, hoégver.
although'apparent in many athletes. are not found in all;
there are too many exceptions to categorlcally enphasize

-~

that they are part of man' s essent1a1 nature in athletics.
"\
Only those bellefs that appear to be.essentlal and unlversal
have "been elucxdated On the other hand athletes llkely
belleve that man is a sentient -ahd rat10na1 being as well.
Beliefs such as those, however, although undoubtedly true,
are not peculijar to athletes, but characteristic of man
universally, and have been deleted from the presentation
beeause they add no additional insight into the particulars
of the athletic morality. Beliefs in man's competitiveness
hnd hls self 1nterest appear to be the only distinguishing,

peculiar and yet universal beliefs about man 5 nature dn

the morallty of athletics.
\

Play-beliefs about the nature of man

A player's actions are much different from the
athlete's; he is neither competltlve nor self—lnterested

in the athletic sense. A negatlve approach, although

b

partially useful in providing a Juxtaposrtlonal understand-

ing of play 1n contrast with athletlcs, does not wholly

-,

E§Plaln what play ls 1n 1tself The empha;;s mst be not

-on what play - 15 not but rather on what it is.

.
Y

By deflnltton. Play is engaged in for the fun and
plcasure gdhta;néd wlthln the activity itself. ‘By deflnleﬁ

' tlon, as” well then, player's-pursue pleasure, and therefore
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can be considered to be pleééure—seeking or hedonistic,
- It is only a short jump to the statement thatiplaye%s

{

» . . < a . -
. believe that man is a pleasure-seeking or- hedonistic being, -
. B . R - e .

-

at least in the play situation. ‘

It may be argued quite strohgly that few players
are ¢ognizantﬁof such a belief. It must be agrged that
it would be rare to hear a player express: .“I believe
that man-in play is-a hedonistic being.*“ Players. why
‘even people in general do not speak in that manner. That
is not evidence agalnsﬁ the claim that players genérally
hold such a belief, however. It is quite common to hear
'ﬁersons reépond to the questioh:. "Why do you play?? with
"I play for fun," or "I;play for the pleasure,”® or, ™I
find the game is enjoyable or pleasureable. He wsuld'
then have to agree -that while he wasg playing he was a man ’
seeking pleasure, or, a hedonist. It is true that players
may not often expresé such a beligf, but there is no reason
for him to do so.

A

A second possible criticism - is: to say players be- \
lleve man to be a pleasure-seeking being is to say nothing, '
for all men qeek pPleasure to a certain degree. It could
be argued that Sthletes pursue pleasure through victorj'_
and that it is smmply a matter of different ends bringing
pleasure to dlfférent persons. ' The truth of sudh an argu-

ment cannot be sgeriously doubted- if victory did not result

in immense pleasure it is doubtful that the athlete would
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continue to fervently pursue it. Without wishing to open
Pandora " s box on the polemical topic of the various types,
quantltles. qualltles and intensities of pleasure, it ig
nevertheless here suggested that in comparison to athletics,
the pleasure sought in play and the way it is pursued ig

- still quite different. Perhaps it is because the pursuit’
is more direce: there does not appear to be any important

'intermediate goals, such as victory in- athletlcs, the attaln—
ment of which results in pleasure. Athletes puraue.victory;
victory gives them pleasure. Players pursue pleasufe:.the
pursuit-giéés‘them pleasure. 1t may be true that all per;

sons ultimately pursue pleasure, but in play where all - .

by

~

actions are devoted to that end, the pursuit is more dlrec£
than eventudl ,

The approach that players take. in regard to prepara-
tion for play is based on an additional belief which not
only "bears out" the bellef in the "pleasure—seekingnesa“
‘of man, but also acts ag its corollary. It is usually
held that ih play man should have a leisurely, carefree

_ attitude.: This does not mean that the player should not
hry hard once he is playing, but rather, that the results
should not be so important to him thatghe must prepare

intensely for the activity. fThere is no need for such work.

. Pleasure is an inexclusive goal; it can be obtained by all;
%

the attainment of it by one or several does not limit its

ability to be attained by still pore people There is no

b
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" occasional golfer, who, because he practices at-tﬁterange
th
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need for competition apd no intense preparation. The
attitude is simply to play. "Keating emphasizes the in-
appropriateness of associating dedication wiéh sport (here
called play). o _ - -

If sport is that which diverts and makes

mirth, how can one call for dedication,

sacrifice and suffering? Is it not

meaningless to speak of dedicating one-

self to an activity which is By ‘definition,

a diversion, a pastime?42 '
It is not only meaningless as Keating points out; it can be
argued that a player dedicated to good performances in ;
play may even be looked down uéon or not often fp%aYed
with." One who repeatedly practices, who is intensely 'g‘
concerned with hi; performance and who cannot bear losing
is not consider&? by many to be a valuable play partner or
"playmate.” He robs the game of much of its mirth and
joviality: he adds an ingredient of "real seriousness"”
which many would like to play without. Some golfers can
be characterized by this description. Be reminded of the
r three

after work, consistently scores better than the o

memb?rs of his foursome. Yet, he is often unhappy. ‘When-

-ever he makes a bad shot he grimaces and he curses; le

kicks the divot and throws his club. Tﬁe others are some-

times secretly amused at his unpleasant antics, but are

42J‘ames Keating, "Winning in Sport and Athletics,"
Thought, 38 (Summer, 1963), 206.
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quite aware that they aare not express it. ;Their care-
free and jovial attitude is curtailed, especially when it
is his turn to shoot. They tell him to relax, cal; down,
take it easy, and hot Eake the game so seriously, but it
is to no avail. 1If it is a serious eﬁg:gh situation the
tﬁrce'players may eventually chaﬁéé their golf_day and

' find an additional fourth. Such a serious, unleisurely,
and athletic-like attitude is inappropriate to the play
ac£ivity. Although it is the serious person whs will
eventually be successful in?athletics. the‘above pl;yérs
are not pursuing success in their golf, simply pleasure.

"The player believes himself and others like himself
to be socially dependent or socially oriented in’ play.

o

Players must depend on others to help maximize the pleasure

»

of the game. The competitiveness. and self-interest of the
athlete does not increase the sum of pleasure; but detracts
from its sum. 3Such attitudes are lnappropriate to play.
Co-operation and self-sacrifice are qualities thought to
be more valuable: possessors of these usually make good
playmates. Although Keating is referring to sportsmsnship.
his statements are indicative of the co-operative, socially
oriented conception ﬁb(has of play.

...genérosity and magnanimity are essential

ingredients in the conduct and attitude

properly described as sportsmanlikqe. They

~ establish and maintain the unique social bend;

they guarantee that the purpose of sport -
the immediate pleasure: of the participants -
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will not be,sacrif&scd to other
more selfish ends.® .

Players know that if their playﬁhte playa selfishly, .
- some of the potential pleasure will not be rea112ed A
playerﬂg self- lnterested actions probably will result not
only iﬂ the decreased pleasure 6f the playmate. but, be-
cause of the effects of such actions, his own as well.

One depends on the other.

. .

A true player does appear to have concern fo? the
other's well-being. In golf he.triea to soothe the pain ¢
of~a poor stroke; he praises and applauds a good shot and
constantly gives eﬁcouragement to those friends who appeat
to benefit from it. 1In tennis,“if he is well-skilled
enough, he plays acéordipg to his playmate!s ability; if
the otEgr cannot return his serves, he will serve them so
that he can; if the other's backhand is poor._he'will keep
. the ball on hls forehand sxde. He does not aacrifice his
own pleasure performlng these actions however; he atill
attempts to enjoy the act1v1ty as much as he can,

Such a concern for the pleasure of the self and the .

other reminds one of J. A. Brunton's article "Egoism and

-

Morality," which describes the differences among a . =
rationalist's, an altruist's, and an egoist's understand-

ings and reactions to another's pain in comparison to his

own.

’ \
<..the 'rationalist' will say, the mere
fact that it is my pain is irrelevant,

“SKkeating, "Sportsmanship as a Moral Category,” p. 29.
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If it’ is in all respects like someone

else's pain it is my duty to give it

just so much attention  and alleviation r

as I would give to his and no more. No!

The Altruist will say; just because my

pain is (a) no more acute than

neighbour's pain and yet (b).is so much * - : !
more hard for me to bear than his pain,
I, as a moral agent, must try to trans-
cend my immediate feelings, and help my
neighbour despite nyself. The Egoist
will take a third view. ‘"whilst ad-
mitting that his neighbour's pain is,
for his neighbour, as acute as his own,
he, the Egoist, will arque that never-
theless the mere location of .the pain
in another person is a highly relevant
actor and sufficient reason for him

o adopt a planned-golicy of avojding
pains for himself 4 b

Athletes are clearly the third of these; they must always

chooge the avoidapce of ‘their own pain over helping others

'tb-avoid_theirsﬁ PlaYéts, however, are generally neither ¢

egoists nor altruigsts, but rather the third, ratiopalists.
Keating illustrates that all actions in play should operate

from the following maxim.

Always conducgjbgﬁrself in such a manner
that you will in®™ease rather than detract
from the pleasurg to be found in the
activity, both your gwn and that of your
fellow participants.45

-

Keating's.maxim, from which hiﬁ'undemstanding of quﬁEs-
manship is derived, has cloge connections with Mill's

utilitarianism, and with the Goidén Rule.

4§J. A. Brunton, "Egoism and Morality," in Contegggr?

ary Ethical Theory, ed. by Joseph Margolis (New York:
Random House, 1966), p. 293, -

45
29-30-

Keating."Sportsmannhip as a Moral Category," pp.

i
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As between his own’happiness and that .
of others, utilitarianism requires him )

to be as strictly impartial as a dis-

interested and benevolent spectator. .

In the golden rule of Jesus of Nazareth,

we read the complete spirit of the ethics.

of utility. "To do as you would be done

by," and "to love your neighbour as your-

self,"” constitute the ideal perfection of

utilitarian morality.46 :

A
-

The above quotations by Brunton, Keating, Hili,Afnd'éven
Jesus hélp to point out more clearly the "unique social
bond"” which exists in the play morality. The n;ture of
the activity demands that 6ﬁe be co-pperative,.é morai.
rationalist, and in general and awkwardly phrased, a
socially oriented persoh.’ i

When one goes out to play he anticipateﬁ a friendly

sociable atmosphere. He usually plays with friends who

mutually value their relationship. One does not 'want to
"

spoil that festive air with actions that are inappropriate, -

He depends on the same attitude from his playmates - a

sociable one. He believes he is concerned with their well-

being; he believes he has a sociable attitude; he believes

thatrin‘play, he, and 6thers like‘himself, are socially
oriented.

Although the description has been brie%. player's
beliefs about the natu?e of man in play indicate pleasﬁre—
seeking and spcial orientation. JIt is a skeletal sketch.
As Kedting points ocut, however,

our céhcern is not with those virtues
A

“®ui11, utilitarianism, p. 22.

.

o~

Lo .
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which miqht be found in the sportsman.

Nor is it with thdse wvirtues which.often
accompany the sportsman. Our concern is
rather with those moral habitg or quali- -
_ties which are essential, which charXcterize
the participant as a sportsman,47

L 4

Seeking pleasure and being socially oriented or dependent

on-the other, appear to be the only qualities yhich fulfill
such'a requirement, It is difficult t¢ think of.others-‘
that specifically characterize the nature of man in play
and which cannot b; included within the two qualities

already mentioned. It is the belief in pleasure-séeking

™ -

" or hedonism, along with the belief in man's social orienta-

tion that provide the basis and the justification of most

-

of the morally relevant actions in the play morality.

C. BELIEFS ABOUT IDEALS, ABOUT WHAT 1S GOOD
OR DESIRABLE AS WORTHY OF PURSUIT FOR .
-, ITS OWN SAKE ‘ -

Introduction

o \
It is thought that every activity,

artistic or scientific, in fact every
deliberate action or pursuit, has for d
its.object the attainment of some good. ..
Since modes of action involving the prac-
tised hand and the instructed brain are
humerous, the number of these ends are
pProportionately large. For instance,

~ the end of medical science is health;
of military science, victory;: of econonic
science, wealth...- in all these the ends
of the maamter arts are to be ‘preferred to
those of the subordinate skills, for it
is the former that provide the motive
for pursuing the latter.48

47Keating. "Sportsmanship as a Moral Category,™ p. 29

4BAristotle, The Ethics of Aristotle, Trans. by J. A.

K. Thomson (Middlesex, England: Penguin Books Ltd., 1953),
p. 25-26- ’ .
t Co

\ -
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Aristotle subsequentily illustrates\that kﬁowledge.of the
good 1s advantageous in the conducﬁing bf our lives, for
we have a better chan;e of achievfgg the gcod, once we
know what it is.49
pnlikeihristotle'é)emppasis on the sole good, to-
ward which all other goods in all activities aim, the ~
'present section conéentrates on those ends considered to
be éood in the moralities of athletics and’p;ay. "It is
_thought that every activity, argistiﬁ or scientific, in
\fact euwcry deliberate action>or pﬁrsuit, ha% for its ob-

ject the attainmént of some good."50

Athletics and play
are no different; they too have as their objects the.
aﬁtainmcnt of sbme good or goods, some "thing," or "things,"
toward which all actions aim. Goods are objects pursued _
for their own sake; they are not valued as theyrtend to
lead to other.desirable objects beyond themselves; to
attain them absolutely is to be absolutely successful.-_
Goods, endé, ideals, or objects considered horﬁhy
of pursuit for th;ir own sake are understood in either
quaﬁiitative or‘qualitativq terminology. Although money
is usually valued for the objects of one's desire that it
can. purchase, it is probably considered ﬁy some to be an
end in itself; It is a qugntifagive good; there is only

“

ﬁglbid.. pP. 26.

301vid., p. 25.
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_Honesty, if it was comrsidered to be an end in itself,

L 113.
so.much of it to go around, asﬁis‘éainfuliy known by many.
The possession of it by one, limits ifs possgssion by
othérs: the wealth of one means the poverty of another.

characterlstlc of all quantitative goqgds, wealth can be Tx\\
M

-,

a reality for relatlvely few persons.

In contrast, qualitative goods cannot be understood

-in terms of quantlty, finity, or exclusxve possession,

would be a qualitative good. It has no amount and it
cannot be measured by quantitative means. Although its
attainment is limited‘not by its own néture..but by the
nature of those who are supposedly attempting to acquire.
it: the attainment of it by one can in no ﬂﬁy’limit its

-~

ability to be attained by others. Theoretically, everyone
can be honest; if they desire it, it can be held by all
men simultaneously.

Some moralltles are characterlzed by\quantltatlve
goods, whlle others have as their objects of pursuit

qualitative ends. Such a distinction is impdrtant because

the _methods used to attaln ends are partlally predetermined

“by the nature of those goods. If a limited end is desired

enough by ‘cnough men, it will be competed for, which is
probably the most fair way of determining who shall have

it. Qualitative goods, hoﬁever, are limitless and in

. contrast do not necessitate ‘competition. On the contrary,

the attainment of them by one, through example, may even

P
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lcad others to possess these goods as well. The ramifica-

tions of this distinction between quantitative and quali-

tative goods will be exceedingly important throughout the

entire thesis. i R

Athletic beliefs about ideals, about what is good or
desirable as worthv of pursuit for its own sake

N .
The athlete has been-typified as believing fellow

‘athletes to be competitive and self-interested by nature.

To engage in athletics,he?must compete for'victory, he
must be concerned with v1rtua11y only his own 1nterests. |
But Just what is it that he is purséing? What is it ﬁhat
he deenQ\northy .0f pursuing for its own sakex worthy of
that. 1ntense effort? 1Is there’ only one such end? Several?
Many? Are there .Some goals, which although appearing to

be pursucé for their own sake, are actually simply means

to other higher goodsg? The answers to questions such as’”

these will provide an understanding of the "good" or the
"goods, " considered to ngso in the aEhletic morglity.

By definition, the pursuit of victory 13 the esaence
of athleties., It i$ not bold to claim that athletes con-
sider victory to be at least one of their objects of pur-
suit; that is why they compete and are aelf-interested
The related literature reViewed earlier made it very clear
that «victory was the most important end of athletics. It

is unnecessary at this point to list more than a few of

-
‘W

the numerous statements ‘made by athletes whioh emphatically .
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point to their ﬁeed for victory. Jamesg Keatlng. in his
several works analyzing athletics and sport {play). does
:thls excellently and should be referred to if that type

of substantiation is required. After citing several
athletes.and coaches expressing their addlctlon to v1ctory,
Keating emphasizes that '.;.the most uncompromlslng state-

ment of this position has been attributed to the late JFim

Tatum.... I don't think winning is the most lmportant J

Athlng. I think it is the cnly thlng."SI- In a2 recent

- to-win 1t.'

Canadian televisioh“broadcast, entitled: ‘It's Winning
That Counts," several players and the coach of a Metro-
politan Toronto Hockey League team (perhaps the hlghest
calibre of pee wee hockey in Canada) empha31zed the

1mportance of winning. - e

After all of the players ‘had verbalized that the
goal of the season'ﬁ;s to win this tournament and that
champlonshxp. with abaolutely no mention of any other

goals, -the coach not surprlslngly, gave the most pOLgnant

expressxon of all. Emphatically he stated: -'Our objectlve'

52

.

‘\‘

\Ib to wln everythlng.-.everythlng that can be won.czj want _

Throughout the-total broadcast, whi

- focused on the team® 8 practlces, games and the lntenslty

siKeating, "Winning in ‘Sport and Athletics," P.

/

. 203,

52Curly Davxs. "It's Winning That Counts, ™ CBC-TV,
Tuesday, September 19, 1972. -



LY

em

{"-‘ )

wf

‘tion to the "“prize.®

116.
[ 4

L ’ )
with which victory was pursued, there was pever -'an in-

dication that victory was not their overriding objective,

_‘Aithéhgh it is true that Y1 athleteg pnrqse victoxy by

‘ definition, there is ample evidence and content to sustain

the truth of that understanding. - B

In addition te. jllustxating the afhlete”s dominant

concern for vié;ory, Keating provides suppleféﬁtal evidence

. by ‘a linguistic analysis of the term "athlé7ics“‘in rela-

fa -

This element is the prize, the crown ogﬂ“ - .
' victory, .the raison d'Stre of athletics. o T
Etymologically, the various English ' o
forms of the word "athlete" are derived .
from.the Greek verb athlein = to contend T

for.a prize, or the nouns, athlos - -
contest, or athlon - prize awarded fpr - -
- the successful completion of the contest.,

An oblique insight into the hature of .

athletics isg obtained when we' _realize

‘that the word "agony" 'comes.-from the .

Greek 'agonia - a contest or a. struggle . .
for victory in-the games.53

Weiss points~out that ;victory is what is normally

éigqalizggﬁitrthe close of a game.“s.4 Victoryfﬁeana théﬂ-

.game is over. Athletes do not stop contesting when they
are tired, when they have figured that they have. done the

”besﬁnfﬁey are éoing to do, or when they have enjoyed the

i . C . - '
activity cnough for one day; they stop only when victq;y o

.and defeat have been declared. Although there are some

*’Keating, "Winning in Sport and Athletics,” p. 204.. -

'54Weisé. Sport: A Philosqphicirnggirx.:p. 175.
g : ) T ' .

. . . ) -
¢ —
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Are these ends in themselves7‘ nEe s

\ - | 117.

gemes; football for instance, that can end in a tie score, .

most are played untll one is victorlous, and recently,

there has even been talk of maklng professlonal football

. that way as well, To be v1ctorlous is not only an end as

ityis .a sought after state of existence, but~victory is- the
structural end of the contest as well; one’ that the contest
is aluays movino towerds: Even the structure Of the" gane
naturally tends to promote the athlete's belief that
victory is a good or‘aﬂ'gha/;;ith pursuing for its own .
sake, ' . i

- .._There is little.doubt that viotory is pursued and

considered valuable by athletes. It is unclear, however,

“whether it ig thought of only as end in 1tself. valuable

for its own sake, or whether it is also considered to be

s0 for the benefits or other goods which tend to accompany

or result from it, Prestxge, self-fulfillment, success
and flnanc1al reward are perhaps the most common qualltlea

or states of existence that are assoc1ated thh v1ctory.

ot

The concept of prestxge and its role in the morality

"of athletics isg c0mplicated and difficult to discuss with

exactly the correct anount of empha31s to thereby ensure
that its importance{nelther be under nor-over-stressed

What ig’ preat;ge 8 relatxonshlp wlth v1ctory? Is prestige

an end ‘in 1tseh§? “1f ;t 13. does that necessarlly imply

that vxctory is mereI}ka means? These questions, intricate
7 _ , y

>
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ang }chrrelathg'as they are, necessitate responses if.
the role of prestiée is to be‘pr0periy under;tood. /
wit@ou;:vidtory, or at least the athlete's indivi-
dual success,xthere can be no prestige, One's'presﬁige
is usually dzrgcfly proportional with his ability in
attaining viétorjlapd avoiding defeat. . Each win. if it
is against a worthylépponent,,increases oné's prestige;
ngmerqué successes resgit in great prestige, not only.
among spectators, but within therathletic communitxras
well, In athletics there are few ways to .attain préstige
other than through victory, or indi&id%al success.
Since fame, aéclaim or prestige result;mfram viec-
‘tory. does that necessarily imply thgt prestige is an
end above and beyond victory -‘an end worthy of pursuit
for iﬁs~o§h sake? That is such a difficult question, but
yet an impértant one necessitating consideration. The
problem, of course.‘is‘complicatéd by the fact thef in
athle?ics; just as 'in all moralities, there are agents who
value prestige more than“cthers, and it would be'simﬁliétic
£o attempt to suggest a categorical response. In any
mor&ffty it is difficult to éursue prestige directly; it
ﬁust ﬁe earﬁed: it must be given to one by others who ’
recognize he-has-attgined ends or idealé“éahﬁidered uorfhy’
of pursuit for their own sake. If it is discovered that
an indiv}dual, preéioﬁsly considered prestigibua, has not

actually attained those valued ends, he may be regarded as

4
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a fraud or chariaten. Although oﬁservers aﬁd ocutsiders
may be duped by “preetige-pursuing" performances such as
grandstanding, and making plays appear more difficult than
they are, those within the morallty are not so easily
fooled and view those responsible for such actions with
disrespect. Unless he resorts to these inapéropriate
methods, ‘there is little the athlete can do Eb gain pres-
tige other than to pursue victory. One could even go s0 1
far as to suggest that the athlete has little control over
the matter; whether_he‘desires prestige. or not (if that
is likely), if he wins or -is successfel, he -is going to
have it; if he loses, he is not.

. The question remains, however, whether prestige is
valued as 4dn>end in itself. Despite the fact that prestlge
necessarlly accompanies victory, irrespective of one' S
desires, prestige could still be believed by some to be
an object worthy of pursuit for its own sake. There are
arguments which suggest that it is an end; there ate
others to suggest that it ie not. -

The thought that athletes bursue prestige for its
.own sake is an uncomfortable one for many. It is regarded
as too cormon, too terrestial and almost vulgar. Surely
such gteat men have ends beyond'the mere hand-shaking, .
back-slapping and adulation of their admiring fans.

Surely they live, train, practice and compete as intensely

as they do for more than such demeaning, debasing goals.
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Although such an argument may be guilty of attempting to
'

once again place external standards of right and good on

the morallty of athletics, it is not. without merit,

It

must be admitted that many athletes probably bask in

popularity, publicity and the adulation of their fans.

But one would think that after initial enchantment

much of

the everyday publicity, hand-shaking, autograph-signing

and the accompanying inability to have personal privacy

would prove to be quite troublescme. It appears that many

"stars" endure these daily rituals out of duty and

rather than out of d951gn or desxre.

necessity

At times, an excess of such prestige can prove

detrlmcntal to the athlete's pursuits. mank Aaron, in

his present effort to surpass Babe Ruth's lifetime

homerun

total, is experiencing some of the problems associated

with fame. His actions do not reflect one who values

prestige for its own sake.

Hounded by newsmen and autograph seekersg
vhercver he goes, he has taken to holing
up in his hotel room on road trips. At
home, he avoids the crowds. by parking
his car in the stadium tunnel instead of
the player's parking lot. 55

At -the present time it is llkely that Aaron views the

prcstlge that is engulfing h1m as more deatruct;ve, or,

at least more,dlstractxng than it is desirable.

On the other hand, sgeveral other characterigtics.

>Spime, July 9, 1973, p. 40.

-



121,
of Aaron's-behaviour in the past several months do indicate
that he is, pursuing prestige and_valueé it for its own sake.
Perhaps it is a different kind of prestige. He was upset
when Bowie Kuhn, the commissioner of baseball, did not
officially congratulate him on hig seven hundredth home- -
run. Baseball's Hall of Fame 51m11arly aroused his angef
by refusing to shelve several Aaron artlfacts or mementos
that might preserve his legend for all time. Flnally,
although he has repeatedly stated that he does not want
people to forget Babe Ruth, he has just as strongly emf,/
phasized that hc wants them to remember Hank Aaron too.56

Perhaps therc are two kinds of prestxge- one immediate, -
and one long-range. 7 The drawbacks of the 1mmed1ate day-to-
day kiQ? of prestige have been prelsented and make it
questionable whether prestige, in this sense, is valued
for its own sake. One would rather have it over its
Ireverse, of course, precisely because if one has it.'it
means that he has been or isg being victoribus. It is
symbolic of viczory, and most athletes will- endure any
amount of hand-shaklng and autograph-signing as long as

they continue wlnnlﬂg.

56Pcte Axtheln, "Chasing the Babe, " Newsweek,
August 13, 1973, p. 58. -

57?. J. Galasso, Ph.D., private discussion, "Dean,
Faculty of Physical and Health Educatlon, University of
Windsor, Windsor, Ontario, Canada, August 7, 1973,
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* The durable long-range kind of prestige is quite
differént: it carries with it no disaéfeeable aspects.
There are probably few éthletes, in fact, few persons in
general in this world,-who would not like to be remembered
for some outstanding achievement. Few athletes make or

break records; fewer still establish records that go un-

broken for many years. Such an accomplishment ig the

epitome, the pinnacle, the paragon of the athletxc endeavour;

Man s queot for lmmoralxty is no less apparent in the ath-
_1et1c morgllty than in any other. To have one's name in a-
record book for all time, to be admitted to the Hall of
Fame, to be rccoénized as.oﬁe of.ﬁhe premier athletgs in-

the sport's history are the dreams of most athletes,

Imﬁorality, most certainly, is not common, not terré§€31al,

nor vulgar. I;'is reasonable to sﬁggest‘ghat athleteé do
believe {ong—rangé durable prestige to be an end worthy of
pursuit for its own sake.

A final question remaips. If Ehe long-range durable
kind of prestige is believed £o be a good valued for itself,
and since it can be attained only through victory, does -
that mean that victory is not an end in itself, but rﬁther.
; herely a means? Although that may appear to be the case,
it might be more consistent with experience to view both
victory and long-range prestige as ends in themselves, but’

separated by time,>® Victory is the—immediate &oal: day-to-

58154,

A
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day it is sought after; all efforts are repeatedly directed
towards its attainment. Durable prestige, howeuer, can
usually be accamplished only after many years of dedica-
tion and peerless performance. It is apparenu that the
great majority of athletes will never attain it; they must
recognize that fact, and yet, irrespective of that reallstlc_
belief, they continue to fervently pursue vxctory in the
contest, It must again be empha31zed that the focus here
isg on beli?fs, more specxflcally, athletes' beliefs about
ideals, goods or ends worthy of pursuit‘for their own gake.
It could logically and quite simply be argued that victory
in the contest is the means to the attaimment of durable

prestlge, and thus not an end in itself. Such an under-

standlng, although reasonable enough and logically persua-

. sive, may not be completely and accurately descrlptlve of

what is actually believed, V1ctory and w1nn1ng are con-
sidered to bec and are uphéid 23 the ends worthy of pursuit:
they do not appear to be believed to be means even though
logically they may very well be. But again, verity is .
not requisite to belief.
Some persons suggest that athletes pursue what they

pursue for the goal of self-fulflllment

Is it sufficient to say that man seeks

gain? One does .not come to "Iose. But

this demands an cxplanation-of "gain."

Is winning sufficient or isg its rela- >

tionship to sclf-fulfillment that which
claims its importance?59 '

59slusher, Maniﬁgpgrt and Existence, p. 55.
) . e
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SCIf-fulfi;lment,,as it is though; to be an end
worthv of pursult for its own sake, has been galnlng 1n
pooularlty in recent years; it llkely has been espoused
as .the end of virtually all of man’s various pursuits,
Indicative -of the rising concern for huménity and in-
d1v1dua11£Q; sclf-fulfillment has a magnetlc existential
ring about 1t whlch attracts and pulls one to the realiza-
tion that the fulflllmcnt of the self is surely one of the
more important goals a man could have in any activity.
But what docs it mean? viould you know what a man was pur-
suing if he were to say- "I am pursuing self-fulflllment
as an é\a in itself"? Just what would one see if he were
to study anothcr who was allegedly pursuxng self- fulflll-.
mnent? These questlons may appcar odd, but only because
they peint to the misuse of the term in question. Can
pursuing the goal of self-fulfillment mean anything more
than sceking t&ose.ends vhich one thinks one would be.happy
to acquire? Achieving self—fulfillment,;imildrly means
nothing more than ﬁringing that pursuit to successful g
completion. - To sayato another that you are pursuing sélf-
fulfillment tells him nothing more than‘the fact that
there arc'a number éf ends, ideals or objects that you are
pursuing, but have not vet got.

Howard Slusher, an existentialist, asks the ques- /

tion whether winning is sufficient in itself or is its

importance based on its relationship to aelf-fulfillnent 60

50rpia. .

-~
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Such a query appears to ke an examplg\of asking the wrong
question. Understanding self—fulfillment as above, it is
possible to paraphrase Slusher's question nonsensically:

"Is winning a sufficient object of one's pursuit, or is

) its,relationship to the pursuit of pursuing those ends

which one would be happy to acquire but has not yet got,

that which claims its importance?" The a.cquis:.tion-«of:..‘....,.,.—w
victory, for thdse who desire it, brings self;fulfiliment.
One does not simply pursue self-fulfillment. One pursues

'

specific ends he desires and when he acﬁieves them, perhaps
then he is self-fulfilled. Indeed, self-fulfillment is an
end of athletics, but it is too general; all activities

engaged; in by man have such an end.

S Some similarly tout that success is copsidered by

-

athletes to be an.end worth pursuing for its own sake.

It is similar to self-fulfillment, however; in that it is
too gencral and provides no specific information about what
is adtually'sought. Athletes pursue success. Most cer-

tainly they do, but so do all men. The term “"success"

simply illustrates having achieved those goals that are

considered worthy of pursuit. An investigation into those
ends, such as victory, the attainment of which means

success, will cast more light on the morality of athletics

-than will the generality of success in itself.

Prestige has been diacussed-as a necessary accompani—

ment to victory in athletics that may or may not be puraued
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- . for its own sake. Professional athletics has another

similar "element™ in finaneial reward, Traditionally,
money has not been considered to be an end in itself but
rather as a means of obtalnlng future apparent goods. :In
the same light, then, money, as it means the purchasing
ability of dollars and cents, cannot properly be Jﬁonsz.dered
O be an end worthy of,pursult for 1ts own sake in athletics.
This is not to suggest that money, as it means dollars, is
not fervently sought after in professional athletics,
because the athlete, like anyone else, would prefer to -
have a nice home, a car and .in general a secure flnanCLal
situation for both hlmself and his family. These con-
siderations, however, not only treat money as a means,

making it irrelevant to the present emphaeis, but.- they

lead the discussion away from the focus on the nuclear

internal workings of the morality of athletics itself.

To value money for what it can bring one is an example of ’

how the moralit? of’athletics is'connected with other
moralities and the total society in which it exista. Ihq
deed, there are many 1mportant ramlflcations of this concern

for the purcha51ng power of money, and are most worthy of

investigation, but nevertheless, they must remain delimited

from the prerent emphasxs. y

Financial reward, money and wealth, however, are not

L3

only thought of in terms of their purchasing powery as

simply means. They are also valued symbolically; as such,

at s



127,
they take on the appearance of ends in*themselves. The
terms of Connie Hawkins' contract, related to his salary,
when he was findlly admitted to the N. B. A. with the
Phoenix Suns, is an example of such symbofic thinking.

The original verbal agreement was to have his salary
"cy-start at §50,000 and increase by $15,000 annually.*6t
-+ : B

Later, however, David Litman, Hawkins' lawyer, relates
what happened while he was on the phone finaliiing the
agreement’ with the owner of the team.

"While I was talking," says David, “"Connie

wrote'me a note saying he wanted sixty

thousand dollars the first year instead of

fifty thousand dollars. I think sixty

thousand dollars was a magic. figure to

him: it conveyed a certain status he -

- wanted very much., I told Dick we'd take

only a five thousand dollar raise the.

second year, so the total would be almost

the same."6 " :
Moncy was symbolic to Hawkins, symbolic of the’ fact that
after many tortuous years of rising from the ghetto, and
struggling tb‘gain entry into the National Bagketball
Association, he had finally made it. Even though the
-~ - .. ‘
total amount of money did not change, sixty thousand dollars

was an even greater symbol than fifty thousand. Hawkins' .

reactions to his new-found wéalth ‘were hardly those of a -

man pursuing money for its own sake, however. Uppermost

61David Wolf, Foui: (New York: Warner Books, Inc.,
1972), p. 336. B

6211,id., p. 338.
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in his mind were his thoughts that he had finally- entered
the National Basketball Association, and his fears that he
might not "make lt" in the big league Although the money
waa 1mport;;t for what it symbolized, what it did repreaent
was most :mportant (

Although Hawklnﬂ' case may be unique, there are
othcr falCfors Which lend credence to the notion that money
is thought of symbolically. In most professional a etlcs,
ethere is a direct and proportional relatgonship between -

one's power and the amount of money he is paid. So closge

y
v

is the relationship that spectators often measure a man's
worth or ability te bring about victory bf the size of his
salary. 1In golf the relatlonshlp is %ost explicit,
Throughout the duratlon of the professional tour, the
public is kept informed of who has the greatest total of
caqh prizes. MNoney is the mcasure of success; the top man
is the “top-money-winner;" he has finished at or near' the
top of the ‘tburnaments more than ahf other man. In those
sports which have the draft, previously publicly unknown

¢

rookies are ranked according to the size of the’ contract

»

they are able to negotiate, Money is the prize; the prize
means victory. Vherever the prize exists in athletics and
whatever it may be, whether money or trophles. the same

kind of symbolism ex15ts. -

The problem of financial reward, of course, is. coﬁ;

Pllcatcd by the fact that money is not only a symbol but a
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very valuable péans of attaining other things as well.

As it is a'symbo}. however, it eannot be consiﬁered above
or beyond ‘or even apért from what it symbolizes. One does
not normally pursue symbols for their own sake, because if
they are attalned falsely, they mean little:; they are empty
symbols. The Toronto Maple Leafs would not feel very
V1ctor10us if they went out and 11terally sto;e the Stanley
Cup £from the Montreal Canadians. ‘Ordinarily, prizes are
Jot valued jin themselves, but as sooﬁ as money becomes the
prize,'so manf Eomplications are ;hvolved

To be’ cautious here is wise. Although it would be
comforting to tropose‘definiti?e, categorlcal answers to

the problems associated with financial reward as it is both

A means and a symbolic end 51multaneously. such a responSE“Mrw

is not 1n the making. As often happens in phllosophlcal
anEStlgathDS, more problems have been ralsed here than
havé been answered To synopsize, it is not certaln
whether victory loses its end-in-itself nature in relatlon
:to financial reward. The only way it can is if it isg con-
sldered a means’ to money which 18 in turn a means to other
materlal goods which are outside of the morallty of ath-
‘vetlcls-and thus is e:sg:luded from the present focus. On
the other hand, if fieancial reward'is;giewed_symbolically,
victory contxnues to be an end in 1tse1f Both understand-
ings can be conv1nc1ngly argued and substantxated by ex-
perience, which suggests, in all likellhood that both
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beliefs are held by athlefes. One thing does remain cer-
: ) o
tain however: v1ctory although 1t is often thought of as .

the good in athletlcs, is not a “pure” end in itself, that

- is, unalloyed by other very*ﬁmportant and related ends - and

N

‘means, = :

Ach1ev1ng eXcellence is another popularly expressed

possible good of athletlcs. Like financial reward. howeﬁer.

its cons:l.deratlon as an end is ccxnpl:.cated by the different
ways in whlch the term can beyunderstood. There are at

least three separate understandings of excellence poesible

 in athletlcs.xtwo as it is an end in 1tself, and the third

as 1t is a means to another end.

- ThE-flrSt type can be referred'to"as eelf—excellence.

Under thlS conceptlon a man does not reach excellence when

" his abrlltles ang faCultleS are that much greater than thoee

oF otﬁbr men,” but rather, simply when he has performed or,

: developed to the best of hlS own- abllitLES' other men afe

not thought of or referred to., It- is a str;vrng to use

all of one's ablllty, Sklll, effort and 1nten31ty to produce

the best attempt poeslble. en- one has done that, and it
may\not-happen very often in athlete 8 llfe. he has . .
~ach1eved an excellence for hlmSEIf he has done his absolute
best. -1Is, thls ‘the type of excellence that is sought: after
in athlet1cs° Is it coneldered worthy of:pureuit for its

own sake? Although 1t 13 certaxn that athletes always want

L

to perform at the'highest level p0881b1e to themselves. thieA

1

:;. 13Qo “ '5

»

~
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undetetanding éinplies that a campetitor can achieve ex-
cellence without-ever being victorious or ever even being
better than at least one other opponent. It is doubtful
.that even an athlete who consxstently performed at hls
peah, but yet never won a contest, would be con51dered by
hinself or by any othera to be an "excellent" athlete. o
‘He might be . +thought of as devoted, dedlcated - '. * for
. anyth:ng. Quixote-like and perhaps even masochi:Z::.‘but

(="

_ .neﬁer.excelleht.f .
To be -satisfied with a sélf-excellence unrelated to
victory runs counter to the purposes of.the athletic "
activitf. victory, not "doing one's very best.‘ is"the‘
measure of Success. Most athletes cannot afford, elther
flnanc1ally or psychologlcally. to thlnk of excellence in
spch a manner‘ it is too dleheartenlng. When an athlete .
loses a2 contest, even though he perhaps d1d perform hisg
very- best, he has got to thlnk that he did not; he has to
hope that lhcrcased tralnlng. dedlcatlon. sacrlflce and
lntensity isg go;ng to make hlm even better to enable him '
to have any chance at victory the next time. He has to
operate Qith that hope. If there are athletes who consider
self-excellcnce. apart from v1ctory. as an end worthy of
pursult for its own sake. it is llkely that they entertain
no hope, and have come to the. uncomfortable realization
that’ consistent or ultlmate victory. for them. will never

be a reality. No doubt there_ls satisfaction to be gained
. - i

t
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from playing one's very best, but such a goal is sub-
- ordinate to piaying one's very best and winning simultane-
ously. - Keating emphasizes the same point.
It is true that a gallant effort helps
to cushion the blow of failure or defeat;
that the man who has given his all has
‘nothing of which to be ashamed.  But all
this is a negative sort of thing. It is
all very well to learn how to salvage .
something from defeat and to accept
adversity with fortitude, but this is
a far cry from the position that the - 63 .
essential thing is to have fought well,
One possible exception to such an understanding
is when an athlete is campeting -"over his head," as is
often the case at many track neets. When one does not
" have a "préyer“ of attaining victory and knows it,‘pur-
suing the goal of self-excellence is pefhaps the only end
realistically available to him. One may be quite satisfied
that in the particular event he had bettered his previous
best time, It is likely, however, that even the athlete
considers-victory in the event to be a much higher end,
and surely a more pleasing one. x
A’ second and more plausible theory is that athletes
consider extellence to be a relative quality integrally
related to victory. One is . excellent in relation to ‘others.
"Excellence is exhibited through Jictdry.‘ Victory means
that one has beaten Ehe other, which usually means that on

that particular cccasion he was better than the other,,

’ y

, " “%keating, "Winning’in Sport and Athletics,” p. 208.

LY

s

-~



133.

Consistent victory means that one is better than most on

most occasions,‘which means he ig excellent. To say, then,
as is often eald that athletes consider excellence, as

it is presently belng understood, to be an end worth pur-
suing for its own sake, a good. in other yords, is to say
nothing more than athletes pursue cons;stent vxctory over
everyone else. That is most assuredly the ‘case. Victory
and excellence.%re not two different ends, but merely two
words expressing the.same end.

The third and most likely manner in which excellence
is thought of in athletics is as it is a means rather then-
an end in itself. oOne's excellence leads h1m to victory;
.he becones excellent, and then, because of it, becomes
victorious. The athlete sees around him many others who
Zdesire_victory as much or nearly as much as he does. The
only way to possibly ensure his success over theirs‘is to .
become better than they, end, eQen better, to become better
than most; he must becdme excellent. ‘Such'an understanding
is not te value excellence for itself, but for what it can
“ bring - victory, .

Victory, .prestige, self-fulfillment, succees, finan-
cial reward and excellence are all commonly held to be ends
considered, by aehletes, to be worthy of pursuit for their
own’ sake. It may be possible and perhaps even likely that
gome athletes nufsue‘one'or all of these qualities or states

of existence as ends in themgelves. Victory, however, appears

S
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to be the most important. All others can be seen to be
, - /

cither the means to, or the necessary accompaniment of

134,

the attainment of victory; without victory they cannot

exist,

Plav beliefs about ideals, about what is good or
desirable as worthy'of pursuit for its own sake

Thc ends and iéeals of the player are much different
from those of the athletes; wWhat the participant in play
believes to be worth;ﬂof pﬁﬁsuit for its own sake is not
_ related to such things as victory, excellence, prestige
or financial reward. Although it ﬁay be deceiving, play's
idcals scem much simpler to understand than athletic's.

It is an activity less complicated by the external vari-
ables impinging upon athletics. As all was see&'to center
;round tﬁérggapgga;;;;ory in athletics, play similarly
has én object of pursuit from which all p19y behaviour é&n
basically be understood. a ,

First ahd foremost, the player.is‘a man seeking
pPleasure. Although it can be stated that this claim is
prescently true by definition only, that particular under-
standing of play, as it was delinecated in the definition
scction of the introductory-chapter, has been supported
" by'substantiél writings reviewed in the related literature
chapter, As the present section Progresses into the in-
vestigation of the ideals of play, especially fhe end of

pleasure, the reasonablencss Qg‘thaf emphasis will hope-
3 )
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fully become more apparcnt,
| prn one attempts to investigate the'morality of
play, he“i" 1mmed1ately placed in the disadvantageous
position of b&lng faced with a decided dearth of litera--
ture decaling with the topic. In contrast to athletlcs,
Play has little dramatic value, nor does it make good copy
for newspapers and magazines desiring to 1ncrease their
circulatlon The attitudes, ideals and behavxour proper
to play #e not talked about nor popularly written of..
Janes Keating, of course, is an‘exception. He is most
eygllc1t concerning the importance of pleasure to sport
(here understood ag play).

In essence sport is a kind of diversion

vhich has for its direct and immediate

end fun, pleasure and delight and which

is dominated by a spirit of moderation

and gcnerosity.64
‘The problem is with substintiation., with very iittle
llterature written on the toplc, how could one attempt to
justify to others that, 1ndeed 1t is the attainment of
Pleasure that is the 1deal the object, and the very
purpost of p].ay'> If one were diSCUSSlng the problem with
another in disagréement with such a clam, \he could ask of

-the disbeliever- "All right, if you don't thlnk that the
object is pleasure, what do you thlnk it 13" If the

64Reating. "Sportsmanship as a Moral Category, "
P. 28. ,

1
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disbclicvqrithen procceded to list various other possible
ends of play, the inv%ftigator. if sufficiently skilled:
could attcmpt‘to illustrate how each of those suggestgd
ends was either inappropriate to the nature and purpose

of play, or; he could illustrate that in the final anélyais,

some werce related to the concept of pleasure. Although

such a method is not foolproof, it is reasonable. Appeal- "~

ing to recason, just that process of elimination will
presently occur. As other possible ends are discussed, |
the truth and import;;ce of the claim for pleasure will r~
‘become more apparent, ¢ .

What are othcr ends that could conceifably be
considered by players to be ends of play worthy of pursuit
for their own sake? Some view play as directed towards
the sam; cnds as athletics and thus hold that victory and .
cxcellence are important. thers emphasize that the pur-
suit of fricndship or comrgdeship ig tﬁe end thﬁ? players
secck, Thgkdcsire to be fit is one of the more common
factors said to motivate one to play, while still éthers
hold that it is a need for leisure and relaxation. Victory;
excellence,'frigndship, fitness./igz:ure and relakatibn:-
it is difficult to suggest any other possible reasonahble
ends sought after through play. If there are others, they
are uncormon ones. A discussion of these possible beliefs,

as they either consxstently or inéS;sistently relate to

play, will be sufficient for the present purposes.

S
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Is v;ctory important to those who play? Xeé/;t

is! Is 1t considered to be an end worthy of pursuit for
its own sake? No, it is not! The apparent contradiction
can be avoided by simply looklng at the pursult of victory.
1n play as a means rather than as an end in itself. Al-
though one's observations of Play, and the 1nten31ty with
which it is often engaged in, may glve the 1mpre351on that
the participants are deeply concerned with who wins, such
a4 concern, is more apparent. than actual. Victory is pursued
for the-pleasurc that the pursuit brings, rather than for
the end itself. p Crltlc immediately could respond that a
sxmllar ultuatlon exists in athletics. If he-did so, he

would be wrong! It isg not the pursuit but more the end of

~

.Victory that is so very important in athletlcs, borne out -

through observing the golemn remorse that usually accompanies
one's defeat.

As was delinecated in the accepted definition, play
can be completely engrosging. It is thig sametimes very
intense characterlstzc which lends credence to the notion

that victory is an end of importance in play. But, as

Keating points‘out, it is simply a disguise, for it is

"itsg simulated competitive atmosphere” which *...camouflages
what is at bottom a highly co-operative venture," =65 ating
contlnues to eloquently describe the relatxonshlp in play

between the pursuit of victory and pleasure.

, ®Ibidl, p. 30. | B
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Our insistence that sport seeks divérsion, re-
creation, amusement does not imply that

the sportsman is by nature a listless ’ . ////

competitor....It is commbn practice for

him, once the game is underway, to make

a2 determined effort to win....He "fights"

gallantly to win hecause experience has

taught him that a determined effort to

overcome the obstacles which his particu-

lar sport has constructed, adds im-

mcasureably "to the enjoyment of the

game,. He would be cheating himself and

rabbing the other participants of intense

pleasure if his efforts were only half-

hearted, 66 ‘
¥When one reads such an qucrstanding of play he may
immédiately'be reminded of those persons who wrote simi-
larly of athlectics. Those, as it was illustrated in the
related literature, who emphasized that it was the effort
of athleticg that was important and not the end of
victory, werc perhaps relating to the present conception
of play. That in part may explain some of the confusion
and disagrcement over the values and methods considered
appropriate to athletics.

' If Qictory as an end was very import&nt in play,
then, the reaction to defeat would be much different. It
is true that if players had a choice, in most cases most

would naturally prefer to have victory over defeat, but
nonetheless, defeat does not carry with it any serious
. or even disagreeable results. The game is playéd and
enjoyed; the score may or may not be kept: ardless of

who wins or loses, the measuré of the ga 8 success is

66114,
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the pleasﬁre that has been derived. Further insight into
the unimportance of victory as an end in itself in play
can be gained by an inquiry into the limited role that
excellence assumes, |

Excé}lgnce, like victory, is generally'hot aE“hi ~3
object of pursuit in play. The end GFf victory is not im-
portant, sSo one need no£ be excellent to attain it,
There is no intensge preparatlon for a match, no lntenée
tralnlng ‘and no rlgorOus post—game crltxcal analysis of
what one did or did not do. It is not because preparatior,
for instance, is consideréd not to be useful that it is
conspicuously absené, but simply because, for one reason
or another, players never seem tc get around to it. There
can bé no doubt'that thoge great numbers of oécasional
golfers, who consistently shoot in the ninety's or low
oné hundred's, cou;d benefit their game iﬁmensely by a
weekly trip to the driving range. But the attitude is:
"why préctice when you can play?" Practice and ééepara;k
tion, over and again, are‘simply not very satisfying.
Athlet?s are also aWare of that, but they have less choice
in ﬁhe matter. Many golfers may go to the erVLng range

several times at the\beglnnlng of each season, probably

more out of fear and anticxpatlon.than out of desire,

t as soon as the weather gets better and the time is
available, the choice is to pldy. Each time such a golfer
. . .

goes for a round, however, he likely promises himself
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scveral times that this week for sure he is going to the
driving range to straighten out that SllCE. But invaxiably

the next round arrives with no practice and still a very

pronounced slice,

Having a "good game" is not something pursued through
preparatlon but sxmply through lntensely trylng ance the
game has begun. It simply elther happens, or it simply
does not; if it does result it is the added "icing." ‘The
golf player anti¢ipates every round wondering if today will
be the day for the "good game,"” and yet,'invarzaply} after
several, holes, it becomes incrgasingly_apparaat that it
will not. But the pleasure derived from the game is-lesseqed
to a very minor extent, if at ali. if the pleasure was
diminished substantlally. then most occasional golfers are
~either incredibly and naively hopeful, or else extremely
masochistic! _

What other ends are llkely to be considered as
uorthy ends to pursue through play? One quite commonly A
‘mentioned is friendship or comradeshlp. People who play
usually play with elther the same person or with a
regular_grgup of persons. Play with a stranger is rare;
in athletics it is common. “Such a fact hasg led _some to
the.notlon that friendship is introduced and promoted
through play. Frlendshlp may be increased or enhanced
in play, but it is doubtful that play is responsible .for

the actual 1ntroduct10n of friendship. One uaually makes
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friends with another first; it then is discovered that they

have a common interest in a particular game; they-play.'
Their play, depending on how playfully they play, may; tend
to either qtrengthen or weaken that friendship.
Friendship does not seem to be a sought after end
of play. If it 13, it is most assuredly implic1tly felt -

rather thaq explicitly expressed. It would be unusual,

for ihstance, to hear one state: "Today Bill and I are

going to play paddleball to promote our friendehip.”
Such a promotion may indeed result but it is not a goal
which one cxpresséd or even consciously pursues, However,

friendship is implic1t in the quite different remark:

!

"Today Bill and I are going to enjoy a game of paddleball

together.” Two persons engaging in a common_pleasgre&ble ¢

pursuit implies that friendship is present; in reverse,

friendship implies that pleasure is present, Friendship

may result from play, but whether it does or does not ig -
not the focus here. It mest be remembered that the pre-
scnt emphasis is on beliefs about. ideals worthy or pursuit
for their own sake. "It would be unrealistic to consider -
friendship to be one 0f those believed-in ideals.

It is even more appropriate to view friendship, to

some degrce, as an almost necessary a priori element to

- play. Usually, one does not W1Bh to play with ahother

whoin he dislikes. and although such situations do occur, \

the attitude and methods bf the'individual-likely are not
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s

playful Perhaps one doeg not mind “1051ng" to a friend,

but he does not apprec1ate losing to one he dlsllkes.

The a priori element of friendship or comradeship helps

to structure some of the methods used in the attainment

of pleasure._ Frlendshlp exists prior to play. Belng

) "friendly" in play helps to make -the act1V1ty more !

plcasurcaalc aswill become more apparent in the considera-

tion of the rules and motives associated with the activ;ty.'

Fitness is another end consldered by many to he a
good worthy of pursuit for its own sake in play. Persons
/
like the businessman, wﬁo in reference to thelr da%g;:

k=

luncheon or afteryork tennls match, express the notion that

™~
it "tones up the muscles," or “keeps him £it," are_qulte

comnon, especrally in recent years. ‘Despite the limited
amount of "fitness" which likely accrues from the activity,
licf commonly. is held or at least commonly is
by many persons, -

Pecople domlnated by the work-ethlc must alwaye find
utllltarlan Justlflcatlons for thelr leisure activity.
Just playlng for the pleasure of the activity is inconsig~
tent with the goods and values whzch they hold dear\in
their work. It is questlonable, however, whether one who
is playing for fitnesgs is actually play;ng. Fitness is

an end vhich fallsg outside. of the play ephere: “to pursue
it, means to-engage in rlay as a means, not as an end in

itself, But as G;ddens illustrates:

r
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-The majority of interpretations seem

to stress one fundanental characteristic
of play, as dtfferentiated from any other
sort of behav1our, namely, that play is
activity which is by and large non-
lnstrumental in character. That i. is, play
is not linked psydhologlcally to purposes
which are external to the activity and .
whldh would dictate its character.57

Co

The questlon must be asked: - 'Is one who plays for fitness

actually playlng?' The response is negatlve. If one feels

obllgated to'bhcome more fit, or more relaxed so that he

can pergprm better on the job, or at home. then he is not

playing, but cngaglng in an activity that might more

accurately be termed "work. " o
it was stated that many persons express utilitarian

Justlflcatlons and ratlonales for thelr playing. Does

that necessgz;ly imply that thelr act1v1ty must be de-

llmlted from the 1nvest1gat10n° Not necessarily, because

. even though the number of those who emphasxze they play

for fitness is great, 1t is unllkely that most actually

do. Assuredly, there are Jmany who staunchly hold that

bellef and ‘act accordlng to dlctates which ccmplement it.

The others must. -be viewed, lightheartedly, as Preposterous

‘lmpOStOIS or frauds operating in a deceptive world. Even

though they feel the need to Justlfy their actions as

promqting.certain functional results, they secretly know

"~ by thggr paunch and by their lahou;ing when;climbing stairs

7a. Giddens, "Notes on the cOncepts of Play and -

Lelsure, §OC1olgglca1 Review, 12 (March, 1964), 74. <
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that they really are becoming no more fit., They know

very well they are getting no 51gn1f1cant results. yet

) thcy Cllng to the same rati nallzatlons. The point isg,

of course, that they probably secretly know they play for

fun, but yet feel somewhat guilty. As it is_ccmmohly heard

in roeference to jegginq} caligthenics or fitness exercises,

which are known to be good for conditioning, the ;mpostors
reveal themselves by expresszng- "that's too mneh like
worki" ' They don t want to give up thelr play: they engoy

it and the companionship that is often m1581ng i the Tmore.

Some occasional golfers are prlme examples of Sudh frauds.
Many Justify thelr weekly game by ratlonallﬁgng that there
15 2 goqd deal of walklng and lots of stretchlng for the

"old tlred muscles,“ and ;hen they. secretly chuckle to

themselves. o : o ’

A final pOSSlblllty lS tlrat people who play?eli.eve

that lelsufe and relaxatlon are the goods worthy of purs

suit. - That may be true. but surely pleasure is implicit .

.

—~

in those goals. Are not one' 8 relaxing and leisure pur-

—a

suits commonly underxstood to be activities that one con-

siders‘enjoy%ble,-fun and ple&sureable?. Pleasure, ideally

‘at any .rate, is implicit in leisure:,to pursﬁe leisure is

to'pursue pleaeure. As such, leisure and relaxation. as‘

L]

ends, are similar or identical to the end of pleasuxe.

e

funetlonal act1v1t1es. They contlnue to deceptlveiz,,f//;’*;;;f
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.a morality becaqse-they establish the fdﬁndation and point s

or may not be donk. Although beliefs‘abouf‘man'g nature

145, a

Pleasure, victory, excellé@ée. friendship, Eitness,
'leisure'qnd relaxation have all been considered by some
to be the good whidh playg\rs aim towards. .Some are |
appropriage to play.ﬂsowe are not. Those that are can be

¥ -

|
seen to be in close Yelationship with the end of pleasure,

- feaffirming the notion that in play it is the good of

Pleasure towards which all things aim. Rt
, N _ -
A ’ : .

D. RULES LAYING DOWN WHAT 'QUGHT TO BE

. DONE AND WHAT OUGHT NOT TO BE-DONE

Introduction - : ' - *

So far we have considered only the
structure of moral systems: we must _
also consider their content....As to
content, morality is either wholly . ) o
. or almost wholly concerned with re-
lations between men, and how they
ought. to behave toward each other, ) -
with what general rules ‘governing : \g,
relations between man and man a LR
society ought to adopt.68 = -

Beliefs and ideals are crucial to'thefunderstanding of ¢

to the goods- which are sought aftey; but: ¥€t, they do not

provide an understanding of the real cohgent.' When one

. thinks of morality one thinks of actions  and whether they -

are right Or wrong; one imagines a’'whole system of res-

tricting rules guiding behaviour, telling one what may

and his ideals form the foundation, esf&blish the structure,r

8 owell-smith, "Religion and Morality," p. 150. .

R T
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set theA"spirit“ and prévide the rationale for rules and

" - the legislation of right and wrong actions, it is these

] are,actions and what are not actions from a moral point

latter alements that are the stuff of a morality.

Rules are fabricated to guide man 8 actions so he
does not become “overzealous in his pursuits of those
things which he desires. "Within a system or composite af
rules, then. there is an implicit agreemeat as to the
appropriateness of some actions and the 1nappropriateness
of others, as defined by either the majority of\t?e agents
within that morality, or by their representatives) or by
anocther sort of authoritarian legislator. Before an
investigator can understand which acts should or should
not be performed in a morality, thereby gaining knowledge
of its rules, it would be beneficial for him to know what
~of view. For a particular human movement to be conbidered
an action it must/ have at least two qualitiea: 'volantari-
aess and consciogs deliberation. . '

Moral investigation is concerned Wlth looking at
behaViour which is or is not in accordance with rules.
Individuals can be culpable or inculpable for theirirule—
breaking behavxour. One of the factors relevant to a
determination of culpability is whether the . performance
is voluntary or not. If one's arm is involuntarily forced

into the air by another. voluntariness is not operative

and the movement is not an action. ?he individual, whose

»
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arm is raised, s not culpable for that movement.

Voluntatiness is necessaf&, but not sufficient.

~

John Wilson, in Introduction to Moral Education, explains: +

"if an action is to fall within the moral sphere,...it
must be rational: éﬁa this implies that it must be done
fofrﬁ réason (not just.the result of a cause!.“sg‘-a. I.
.MEiSOD, in "Action,"” distinguishes betweeﬂ actions and mere
bodily mt:\'reru'ent:s.7I0 e-contrasts the activity of an .infant
(who does not know the rules of chess) with that of a chess
pla&er.. Both perform the identical moveﬁent of changing
the pos;tlon of the knight in the prdperly accepted style.
Because the child was unaware of the rules of the game,‘
ltq movementlls not considered to be an action (in ‘the
context of the game), but merely a bodily moveméhﬁixit

was just by chance that it moved the piece in the accepﬁ;d
'manner. The chess player's movement is an actlon, however,
Depending on his ability, the movement was'perfofmed from
ezther a rational or an irrati&hal:conceptién of the rules
and an awareness of the appropriateness of auch a play-

he had reasons, and thus, it is an action.= Unconsc1ously

“drumming one's flngera on a desk in the llbrary does not

imply the same degree-of culpability as does that same
‘ ] | o . .

thn Wilson, Norman Williams, and Barry Sugarman,
Introduet10n to Moral. Education (Middlesex, England: Pen-
gu O0OKSs .s ¢ P.

70A I. Meldon, "Action," in The Nature of Human

Action, ed. by Myles Brand (Glenview, Illinois: Scott,
Foresman and Cempany, 1970), pp. 91-99,

W
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action performed EOnsciOusiy and deliberately to irritate
another. The first is unconscious and merely a movenent;
the second is done for a reason and is an actien.

Actions in a particulan mofality‘are gouerned,
restricted and occur Wlthln the context of three types of
rules: the laws of the total society, country. state, or
province in which the morality exists, the written rules
and regulatlons of the activity in which the morallty
ex15ts (e. g.. written game rules), and the unwritten
rules or implicit understandings within the morality
A ‘ ’ -
itself. Naturally the gresent investigation ignores the
firét of these and concentrates .its efforts on the written

(% rules and unwrltten 1mp1:c1t understandlngs of the two
act1v1t1es of athletics and play, and the moralitles
within them. Although written rules and regulations may
-be more closely aligned to'legal considerations as'oPposqg?
to moral ones, because the two have conalderable overlzz
in relation. to duty, obligation and the rlghts of othe
they both have importance to the present investigation.
~ Each. athletic sport and game has.an official book
which explicitly lays down the rules and- regulations
accoxrding to whlch each particular instance of the activity
, should proceed. No man. whether athlete, coach, referee
or even commissioner &in circumvent a written, rule's
authority; it is the last word. All argumenta over rules,

~ over whexher a certain action is legal.or illegal must

. -

- - 1

~o.
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end once the ;uthoritf of the rule-book has been consulted.
Although some may question the aé;ropriateness of certain
rules and move to have them repealed while they still
exist, thELI legallty cannot be questioned.

b

The situation is not ‘the same in play. Thefe are
neither rule-books, nor written laws.c Although when
playing tennis. the game may run apprcxlmately according
to the actual rule-boock regulations of the game, it does
s0 not because ruleg ;ndicate that it must, but simply
because the regulations provide a structure in which to
play. The rules are not looked upom-as authoritarian but

as iﬁstruments or tools designed to help make the game

%
N

more enjoyablei ‘Actual rule-book regulationsﬂmay be waived

or new rules may be added if the players mutually agree

that such a change ig desirable. There are numerous

examples of such behaviour. It is rare, for instance,

.to sec tennis "players® strictly abldlng by the service

line ryle; bowlers often go over the foul line: golfers
always seem to play "winter rules™ and “"touch down" in
sand traps. If a rule ig 1nappropr1ate in play, if the
players question its usefulness or - restrlctlveness. there
is no respect for 1ts ultlmate legality, it simply is
dhanged or omitted right then and there, and the game
goes on. b |

The two moralities' treatments or understandings

of written rules are different. The two preceding para-
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graphs furnish a general description of each of the reg- -
pective interpretations or conceptionsrof the written
rules, and provide a foundation from which to operate.:
Although the two understandings are different, each is
consistent with the purpose, beliefs, and ideals of the

total act1v1ty within which it operates.

The written rules of athletics

'As has been stated repeatedly, the purpose of
athletics is to ptursue victory; victory is'the end that
isrsought after most. It is.an _exclusive end; the ettein-
ment of it by one limits its ablllty to be attained by \
another; it demands that itg pursuers be competttive and
self-interested. Competition and self-interest, however,
if uhcontrolled. and allowed to 4 inate a society.‘ would
produce a situation similar to HooPea condition of war,
In such a state, where every man ig enemy to every man, °
where every man has a right to all nés, there is no
security and the life of man would be 7...solitary, poore,
nasty, brutish, and short,» /1 |

It is perhaps difficult to visualize how athletic\
llfe could be solltary. nasty, brutish and short in a
"real" sense, There are many parallels. however. Hobbes
does not state that euch a condition of war of every man

against every man ever existed historically. He does not

try to develop the notion that commonwealth or adgareignty

7luébbes, Leviathan, p. 186.



. , 151.
historically deveIOped out of such. a natural condition:
"ees.there hagd never been any time wherein particular men
were in a condltlon of warre one against another,...'72
Hobbes' thinking is more hypothetical. He writes, from
his observatlons of civil war, that the natural condxtxon
of war would be the result if there were no common power

-for all men to fear. .

«+sit may be pPerceived what manner of life
there would be, where there were no common
Power to feare: by the manner of life,
which men that have formerly lived under

a peacefull government, use. to degenerate
into, in a civill warre,73 '

He uses the possibility of that condition of war, and the
calamities therein, as a justification of commonwealth or
Isovereignty, not as a point in the evolution of such a .
government,

Neither is the claim here made that the rules and
regulations associated with athletic competition evolved
out of a desire among athletes to make athletic life more
secure, Such a situation never existed - it is well known.
It is aimple hypothetical thinking. If there were no res-
trlctions limiting the extent to which competition and
self-interest could travel, and if victory over the opposi-
tion was still the main goal of all athletes, then a situa- ]

tion similar to Hobbes' condition of war would be apparent.

"21bid., p. 187. Q\

B1bi )
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Indeed such a situation never has existed, nor is
it likely that it ever will. But still the hY?othesis is
not unfruitful. An understanding of it provi&gs many ex-—
éiting insighfs into why the rules and regu—ations exist,
'why.there are some Rgfticular rﬁles ingtead of others and-
why they afe enforced and respected to the degree that

they are. . *

It is...neither absurd nor reprehensible,
neither against the dictateg of true
reason, for a man to use all his en-
deavours to preserve and defend his body
and the members thereof from death and

" sorrows....Therefore the first foundation Y
of natural right is this, that every man A
as much as in him lies endsavour to pro-
tect his life and members, 74 '

This Hobbes says is as natural of man as it is of a stone

to move downward.75

It would be in vain, Hobbes says, to

have a right to the end of self—preservatioﬁ if one did

_ not have a right to the means of itsg attainment.76 From

this reasoning hg concludeé that man has the right 10 use

all the means available to him to gain this end, which, in

shortz.indicates that all men héve a righ% to all thiﬁgs.77.
But it was the leagt benefit for men N |

thus to have a common right to all things.
For the effects of this right are the same,

74Hobbes, Man and Citizen, p. 115.

T51pid.

761pid., p. 116. -

77 1hiq.



»

153,

almost, as if there had been no right
at all, For although any man might say
of every thing, thig is mine, vyet could.
he not enjoy it, by reason of his
neighbour, who having equal right and
equal power, would pretend -the same
thing to be his.78

As was previocusly st?teg. however, such a condition is
insecure; one in"whiéh«éufvival and happihess %? brief.
Man comes to know that the times in between his fighting
and defending are more pieasant, more secure and not so
much subject to the incmuﬁodities of war. when not fight-
ming ";he time remaining is termed PEACE;'79 This realiza-
tion of the benefits of peace is what Hobbes terms the
first and fundamental law of nature: '..,that peace is
to be sought after, where it may be found; and where not,
there to pro;ide o;rselves for helps of war.‘ao But if
this be the case, Hobbes reasons, a derivative of that law .
isg “;..that the right of all men to all things ought not
to be retained: but that some certain rights ought to be
transferred or relinquished."81 Hobbes theﬁ proceeds to
describe the nature of contracts and covenants, what makes
them v&lgd and invalid and the obligations which accompany
82

them. Covenants, however, are simplx\fot enough. There
. 3, . .. :

i

"81pia., p. 117.

"1bia., p. 11s.

. BOIQid,.”P. 123,

Blypia.

%21pid., pp. 123-152.
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must be someone with enough power to enforce them.

«..there be somewhat else required (besides
Covenant) to make their Agreement constant
and lasting; which is a Common Power, to
keep them in awe,...The only way to erect
such a Common Power,...is, to conferre all
their power and strepgth upon‘ one Man, or
upon one Assembly of men,...and therein

to submit their wills, every one to his will,
and their. judgements, to his judgement...as
if every man- should say to every man, I
Authorise and qgive up my Right of Governin

my selfe, to this Man, or to this Assembl

of men, on this condition, that thou give >

up thy Right to him, and Authorise all his -
Actions in like manner. . K\;\\

The result is a sovereign power ruling the common good - \\¥

BN

the Cormonwealth. But it must be remembered, however, that
"we do not...by nature seek society for its own sake, but
that we may receive some honour of profit from :i.t_."84 *All
‘society...is either for gain,_of for glory; that is, not

so-much for love of our fellows, as for the love of our-

selves. "> Hobbes further emphasizes "«e..that the orlginal '
‘ : ' w

of all great and lasting societies consisted not in/the

_ - _

rmatual good will man hag towards each other, but i the

mutual fear they had of each other, "56

That‘men‘forh society for self-interestgd reasons

is essential to understand. In that’ society he retains

’Hobbes, Leviathan, pp. 226-27.

84

Hobbes, Man and Citizen, p. 111.

e b
85tbid., pp. 112-13.

861bid., p. 113.
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many eof the eg01st1c characteristlcs that he had in the

hypothetical state of nature. He pursu%s peacé 80 long
as he is able; when he is not able, he Ireverts to war. |
E¥erything he goes,wﬁe eitherqdées directly (thtouéh war)
or indirectly through covenantg of peace for his own self-
breservation or seif—interest. |

Athletic activities characterized 5y unrestr&ined
competitionJénd Self-interest wouid-be chaotic; likely
meaningless. With no agreed-upon rules %?yone uld have
the right to do anythlng in his power, short of' eaking

LY e
the laws of the land, to gain victory.f And as Hobbes in-

dicates, in such a condition nothing would be unjust, and
therg.would be no notions of right and wréng. no justice
énd injustice.87§ If such were the case, there woﬁld
no game, B e i -

The athlete in a sense, also gives'ﬁp certain
rights. It seunds odd to say that he gives up certaln
rights, however. It ig better said that he gives up
- certain methods of attempting to gain victory. Better .
‘yet is to say that he agtees to limit his methods of gain
ing victory to certain" commonly acceptedAOnes. He'agrees
to relinquish some of his powers to a common authord.ty.
common power which can protect his need for self-preser;a—

tion -

‘That common power is the get of rules which govern

Hobbes, Leviathan, p. 188.

87

1%
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" the game, He agrees to abide by the dictates of that

7

common authority, but, as Hobbes says of the citizen, the
athlete does so on one condition; that his opponents will
do exactly the same. 1In essence;4thé_athletes form a

commonwealth in the literal meaning of that texm. They

_agree to seek victory only by the rules; they agree to

play the game.
A Publique Minister, is he, that by the
Soveraign, (whether a Monarch, or an--— - :
Assembly,)} is employed in any-affaires,

with Authority to represent in that [~
employment, the person of the Common- | '
wealth 88 5 ’

Publique Ministers are also all those, -

that have Authority from the Soveraign,’

to procure the Execution of Judgements

given; to publish the Soveraign Commands:

to suppresse Tumults; to apprehend, and

imprison Malefactors; and othér acts - 89

tending to the conservation of the Peace,™

Athletics too has its public ministers who represen€

the commonwealth; execute judgements; explain the rules;
suppress riots and fights; detect and punish rule-breakers;
and perform other acts that keep the peace and ensure a

fairly played game, In a competitive self—iﬂtereated'en-

'virdnment, officials are essential to guarantee that the -

covenants made to compete according to the rules of the game
ce kept. Words are not enough. The temptations of oportunism

are too great. what is needed is an authority powerful

\

81bia., p. 2809.

et

1bid., p. 293.- - .k
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enough to guarantee-that the contracts will not be broken,
an authorlty powerful enough to instill fear of punlshment
in any pOSSlble transgressors. Athletlc officials re-

3

‘present that power. ‘

. The understahding of the role'of officials in the
athletic activity gives a great many 1n91ghts into the
morality itself, Flrst of all, officialsg’ make judgements.
.bmplres deC1de balls and strikes, outs and safgs- linesmen
decide off-31des, referees in hockey and basketball decide
almost everything. Why is this s0? Why do officials make
these types of decision? Is }t because the athletes can-
not see? I; 1t because no one else knows the rules? Al-
though the Offlc1als do know the rules and do make these
declsxons, it 1s unreasonable to think that they are there
because these duties cannot be handled by the athletes or
""coaches. Practlcally anyone could make the dQCIBIOR or
know the rules. QThe problem, however, is ‘that it is feared
that the athletes would not maké the proper and honest
fdec1510n. The problem is Wlth 1nterpretatlon and applica-
tion of the rules. Officials are there because‘;f mistrust.
One athlete or team cannot ‘trust another dthlete or team
to make the cdrrect and honest declslon.“ It is not that
athletes are not in the position to see, nor is 1t that
they are not knowledgeable of the rules; it As not that
they are unable to make the correct ca11~ it is that they
are able. yet, will dgt The m;strust ig weil-founded

however, and that is the interesting part. If there were
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4

no officials, athletlcs would llkely return to the hypa—

thetlcal state of nature where the domlnatlon of unrestrained

competition and self—interest would once agaln be the rule. T

L]

'?In'suCh'a condition. as ‘Hobbes p01nts out,. covenants not’

g /

to defend oneself and covenants to accugg oneself are v01d 90

=In a crucial close play at home plate; the catcher would

not accuse hlmself of m1531ng the tag ‘and thereby suffer

._1mmeasureably, the runner would not accuse hlmself of
belng out. Self-lnterest and fear of elimination (death)

-are. ]ust too great to expect dlslnterested Judgement _g

. ﬁIt 1s understandable in such a -situation of gelf-
lnterest Competltlpn and mlstrust that sometlmes eVEn
officials are mlstrusted . On occasmon it does.appear that
offmczals make bl—partlsan dEC1SlOnS° rumours of offieials
being "on the take', increase the impact of those appear— |

ances. Whether'such bi—partisanship'is real or imagined

is.not fhe questlon- the 1mportant reallty té\bg‘aware of -

is that the fear and the mlstrust are exlstent One must

[

be constantly guaranteed that he is belng treated in a

-'manner that will  not put him at’'a dlsadvantage. He agreed

..to play by the rules on one condition: that hisg opponents

do the same. The realization or even” the posaibxlxty that

.hlS opponents are rece1v1ng deferentlal treatment within

s O

o
SLLARY . .



The officials other major role 1n athletics is

"the detectlon and punlshment of rule-breakers. Slmllarly. :

athletes do not, nor can be expected to carry out this

‘ functlon dlslnterestedly either, Rule~break1ng in ath-

L

letlcs. however, 13 a complex affalr and although the
meting out of appr0pr1ate punlshments, as deflned by the
rule-book, is stralghtforward, the actual detection is
SOmetimes difficult.u Rules can be broken consciousiy and
deliberatelyk or unconsclously and 1nde11berately- they
can be broken openly and blatantly. or covertly de-
ceptxvely, they can be broken with or without the punlsh—

ment: ur mind, and perhaps through several cambinations of

'these. Although most rule—breaklngs are punlshable. and .

if detected,dpunlshed the empha51s h re is on behav;our

i

for- whlchﬂphere is no exculpatory excuse, Unconscxousness.»

1nde11berateness. and 1nvoluntar1ness. although not always,

/

‘often prov1de the baSLSKfor such excuses,

One gould J.mmedlately ‘suggest, from ,hls impression

of athletlcs. that such a dellmltatlon ellmznates from e

) con51derat1on a4 great majority of the rule—breaklngs in

athletlcs- a great number of rules appear to be broken un-
consciously. He may be correct. but it is unllkely. The .
only type of rule-breaking that such a delimitation" %

ellmlnates, for certa;n, is'that kind from which there is

no advantage to be gained, Usually basketball players

would be fOOllSh to step dellberately an the boundary-

line while in possession/Pf the ball hockey players would

L : {
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be the same for @onsciously goiﬁé off-gside. .There is
nothing to gain from such‘heha%iour and usually'something
to lose; one does.not usually consciously act against his
own 1nterests, espec1ally in athletics. What is question—

able, however, is whether many of those rules broken.

where one has something to gain from thELI transgre331on.

are broken unconsciously or consciously. Although mahy of

them'appear to be. indeliberate, and lxkely are so, it is
'also probable that a great many are not. One can gain
1nsmght into them through a considefﬁt}on of punishments,
Some hocke& players are own by their oppo ts
.to ﬁave an uncanny ability:to elbow deceptively and
effectively in corner scrembles. At just the right
moment the elbow always seems to come up and place th B
cpponent at a decided disadvantage. The action is so
quick and so "second—ﬁatute—like" that observers think it
‘15 a reflex Or unconscious movemen{. NoO matter how de-

ceptive thebelbower.is, however, he is going to be de-

tected performing such actions a great number of times,

. especially if it ocpurs'negr the puck. Referees, too, are.

aware of certain player's-reputationsi they look for such

behaviour. Each time the player is caught he is given a
two-minute penalty; tHat happens repeatedly. If the el—

bowing was unconsc10us, he soon becomes conscious of it

in the penalty box. That is one of the functlons of

punishment: to make people more conscious of actions that

'c

A
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they should be conscious of.. Even the fact that a parti-
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cular -individual gets away with elbow1ng a substantial
- number of times w1thout belng detected could imply that
it is performed consc1ously. -Assuming that the referee
,can'see. the only way in which elbowing can go unnoticed,
i s, 1f it is done when elther the off1c1a1 is not looklng
or when somebody is obstructing hls view. If the movement
were unconsc10us, these precautlons would not be taken
into account; they wouid be performed ﬁore openly and as
.@ result a great many more would be detected and punished.
Some may then ask: "Well if he acts consciously, and
knows there is a penalty for it, why does he persist?"
The obvious gesponse is that he considers it worth it.
The-hurt he causes the opponent, coupled with the fact
that there is a fairly good “chance 1t might go undetected,
makes it, over tlme, a worthwhile action, That is yet
another 1mportant con51derat1Pn characterlstlc of the
athletlc morallty.

Certain kinds of open,tconsc1ous and deliberate
rule-breaking are accepted and justified in athletlcs.'
Thls 13 not to express a "should;" it isg simply a state-
ment of fact. Although many people outside of the ath-

letic morallty belleve that all conscious types of rule-

L -

breaking w1th1n it are immoral it is apparent that great
‘numbers of the actual participants do not. It is under-

standable, and logically consistent with the total morality,

]
.
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that the breaking of certain ‘rules is justifiable to the
athletes within it. Hobbes illustrates why.
--.before the names of just, and unjust can
. have place, there must be some coercive
power, to compell men equally to the per-
formance of their covenants, by the terror

of some punishment, greater than the benefit
they expect by the breach of their covenant:...

91
There are numerous examples in athletics where the situa-
tion arises that it is éonéidered more worthwhile to break
" ‘the rﬁle and suffer the penalty than it is fo suffer the
consequences of abidiﬁé by the rufg: When fhe punishmewt
is not equal to the gain of'transgressioh, It is under- j
s%andable that men trdnséress. Basketball players in-
te;tiifziiz/ﬁéul opponents freezing the ba11: £hey'fou1
players”on breakaway layups that look to be a sure thing;
hockef players hold their opponents to stop a breakaway;
paés deferiders may' resort to interference on a pot{antial
touchdown pass. These rule-breakings, even though in-
tentional, are not considered by those within the athletic
_mordlity’to be morally reprehensible. They are thought
of as strategically'smart‘playé, as "good" penalties.

That which is gained or adverted by such transgréssions

is worth more to one's self-preservation than tbe punisgh~-
meﬁt ;s worth against it. Even those who'suffeéyziom the

holding, the interference or the deliberate fouling, al-.

thbugh perhaps angered because their efforts are thwarted,

Mypid., p. 202.

—rare



/ﬁ\\\. understand and accept such fouls as part of the game. 1In

-

o
- 163.

a similar s;tuatlon they know they would do the same and _

feel justified in doing so. They gladly accept the benefit

of the stipulated penalty, and the game goes on.
Pcnalties and punishments, of course, ‘are very

lmportant to rule~follow1ng and rule-breaklng. Fear of

the punishment stops much illegal behaviour; when the

- punishment is not feared, the action will continue. aAl-

. \ ° . ~
though it might sound excessive, if deliberate fouling in

basketball, for instance, was punishable by immediate
forfeiture of the game, and such a’ penalty was strictly
enforced, then the occurrence of such a foul would un-

doubtedly be rare. As long as the punishment deoes not

fit(the crime and is less than the gain from transgression,

then "strategic" deliberate rule-breaking w111 continue to

be justified' by those within the morallty as smart"
playlng.

o

Conscious, deliberate, but covert rule-breaking v

¥
de -

presents anotheg unique situation. Covert rule—breakinge
necessarlly are deceptlve becausg¢ the advantage to be

galned through them could not be reallzed if the transgre931on
was detected The potent1a1 galns and losses from this

.type of' rule—breaklng ccmpared to the last is similar to’
comparlng a “blg money" poker game to its penny ante

brother: the sta?es are much hlgher, but so is the pot

The advantages to be gained are so much greater, but so:

:.';L"
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‘arc the potential punishuents. Deliberately feigning an

injury in feotball to gain an additional dearly-needed

time-out, if undetected, may turn a sure loss into victory,

" but if discovered may result in automatic forfeiture of
|

the contest plus additional sanctions. Deceptive, covert,
and illegal use of funds by universities for the solicita-
tion of top fodtball athletes, conce}vaply.couid turn an
unknovm, unranked, mediocre team into a_national power and
result in their participation in a finanéially lucrative
pOSt-seﬁson‘bow; game, Detection.Ahowever, could result
in very serious sanctions causing painful fiqéﬁqial
difficulties. The stakes are much higher in this type of
transgression and so is the tension, fear and mistrust
which surrounds it.

The athléte has agreed to piay by the ruleé and
give up cerﬁain hethods of pursuing victory on the con-

dition that his opponents will do the same, expecting the

- officials to guarantee that the game and all the relevant

conditions ,surrounding it will be the'e%itqme of fairness
and equal opportunity. The aEtainmeﬁt of vicfér&_ié
difficult enough under equal conditions: unbearable under
unequal one;. But the system is imperfect. Iﬁ has methods
to\keep open rule—brgakiﬁg under control, but covert rule-
breaking is often undetectable and thus difficult to )
punisi, deter, or provide compensation for harm done.

Athletes, coaches and managers know the problem and fear it.
. O 4

%
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Rumours fly. Suspicion and mistrust increase. One fears
what another mayJﬁe doing behind his back; he worries over
the secret advantages.that may be deceptively gained by
his oéponents. The few cases of covert rule-breaking
that are uncovered stoke the fears and apprehensions:
life in athletics may appear nasty and brutal - at least
insecure. The authority and power of the fules afé only
partidily ablé to guarantee peace and security, only
partially able to deter the conditicn of war. When one is
not able to pursuezself—preservatioﬂ through peéce he is
justified in using the helps of ﬁar. Whether it is actual
knowledge or merely the suspicion that opponents are gain-
ing secrct disadvaﬁtages, it is fear that leads one to |
counter-measuring, compensative, deceptive rule-breaking.
The article, "A Case of.Volhngeer‘- or Else," focused on
the deceptive and illegal use of Pre-spring training pro-
grams in NCAA football, jllustrating the fear and mis—
trust of what others are doing.
/ "Most coaches today shun such Eombat

drills as tools from the Dark Ages.

Some would like to do away with all

Pre-spring programs, but fear that if

they did th§XQWOuld be giving an edge

to a rival, .
Such actions appear to be more defensive than offensive;

one must take precautions; one must not take the charice of

being defeated through illegal deception; survival and

>

- 92Pat Putnam, "A Case.of Volunteer - or Elge,"
Sports Illustrated, July 23, 1973, p. 24.
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self-preservation are at stake.

James Keating often cites athletesg' and coaches'
alleged pronouncements of the importance of victory. Here
he cites Woody Hayes, head football coach of Ohio State.

Woody Hayes of Ohio State recently rivaled

the late Jim Tatum's unfortunate pronounce-

ment: "I don't think victory is the most .
important thing. I think it is the only .
thing." After a thrilling 10-7 loss to

Michigan} Hayes went Tatum one better in

the arca of moral license. He is quoted ,
as saying: "We'd rather have an immoral v

win than a moral defeat,*93

Keating goes on to criticize that a man of Hayes' stature -
and reputation should not make, what Keating understands
to be.such an "irresﬁonsible statement."94 Whether state-
megts like Tatum's or Hayes' are unfortunate and irrea- |
ponsible is not the questioﬁ here; the fact to be_awa;e
of is that they are statements made by moral agents in'the
morality of athlétics which express the existing code.

The immorality of Hayes' statemeﬂt is questionable.
When he-ril'lustrates that he would rather have an immoral
win thaﬁ g'moral defeat, ,one has to wonder to whose
standards of morality he is refgrring.,'lf he is relating

N

to "society's" standards, his pronouncement is not all
that shocking. He couléL\\Q

pogsibly simply be suggesting that
some of the mcthods he employs to gain victory may be looked

down upon by society generaliy; and perhaps do not parallel

93Keating, "Paradoxes in American Athletics,” p. 23,

94Ibid. -

<

®s
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the standards of right and wrong that often are placed
externally on athletice. That .is not surprising, because
one who is familiar with the internal worklngs of athletlcs
already knows that what is con31dered to be good and bad,
right and wrong, in that morality, are quite different from
other moralities, and from what can be referred to as the

"overall societal morality. * o C/”),//

'K' On the other hand, if,he is making an intefnal
statcment then 1ndeed it'ie unfor;unate. If he is‘l
saying: "Within the motality of athletics, with its.own
peculiar notions of good and bad, right and wrong, I would
rather do what 1s/ev11 and wrong and galn v1ctory than-do
what is right and suffer defeat," then Hayes is gulltX.of
making an 1mmoral/statement by the standards of the
morality W1th1n which he is a moral agent. To be judged
by the standards of one's own morality as moral or immoral
seems to be of greater moment than to be judged so by
external standards. To go agaln?t the societal moral code
is one thing: to go agaxnst one's own agreed-upon standards

- of morality by the same action seems to make. it more re- '

pPrehensible. Hayes, howeaEEQ may not he.lmmoral’by ath-
letlc,standards. .

L Even though Keatlng goes a long way ‘in dispelling
the appropriateness of the external staudards often placed
on athletics (sportsmanahlp for lnstance), he still may

. hot have gOne far ®{nough. He states:
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Since the goal of the athlete is honorable
victory in the contest, the code of the
athlete demands that nothing be done before,
during: or after the contest to cheapgn-br 95
otherwise detract from an honorable victory.
;s_Kéating saying that this is the way it is in the
morality of athletics, or is he sugéestiné that thig is the
way it should be? Does the code of the athlete demand
honourableé victory, or should it demand honourable victory?
Would Hayes agree with 'Keating? 1Is honourable Qictory the
actual end of the athlete, or is it ?Iain and simple victory
itself? Hayes' statement, Tatum's sgétemégt,.and the
numercus open and covert deliberate rule-breakings which
appear to occur as a matter of coursé,rall suggest that
1thetiatter is a strong possibility. An understandihg of
a\mbiality, as has been stated repeatedly, necessitates
a kndwledge of what is considered to be right by the agents
within it, not of what observers prescriﬁe should be riéht.
One secks to survive in.gthletics. He sees many
around him who would like to depfive him of that aurviv&l.
Altﬁough he might wish ta abide completely by the rules..
e fears that ofhers will not do the same. Fear of punish-
ﬁent deters ruleQbreakings. If_puq}shments are not feared,
then rules will be brokgn. One‘can attempt fo(impress upon
a rule-breaker over and again that his actions are wrong,

but as long as. the situatioﬁ'gxists where he cannot be

guaranteed of fLir play, he will continue to justify his

91pia., p. 25.
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actions as defensively self-preservative. Ope aérees to
peace because of the benefits it provides: for self—pre—
servation; if the peaceful situation no longer guarantees
those benefits, then one mlght as well revert to the methods
of war. 1In that condltlon the pronouncements of good and

evil or right and wrong have much less influence.

The unwritten rules of play

Written rules have limited authority in play; they

are not respected as rules but as tools- the approach is

teleologlcal

Teleologlsts....regard moral rules as rules

for producing what is good (health, happlness.

knowledge, becauty) and avoiding what is bad

{(disease, misery, 1gnorance, ugliness); they

are to be judged empirically on the basisg of

their tendcncy to promote what is gopd and

prevent what is bad. wWe are under no gb-

llgatlon to keep promlses because "a promise

'ls a promise" if it would clearly be more

beneficial to break it.96

' {

In play, the good toward which all things aim isg the pleasure

- and fun of the activity itsgelf. ertten rules derlve their
importance from that pleasure prlnC1ple° if a\partlcular
rule adds to the pleasure of the match then it should be
upheld: if it detracts, it should be deleted, Play often
occurs outside of the rules which usually structure the‘
action within a "real® game. Racquet game rules repeated&y.

are disregarded Two go out to play tefinig: one gtands at'

one end of the court, the other at e other end and they
<3

.

96Nowell—5miﬁh, "Religion and Morality," p. 150.
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hit thé ball back and forth. No one serves. No gne keeps
score. The only rple.appareﬂtly in effect is that one
must try £§ keep the ball moving, any way possible, some-
where in theigicinity of the court. The game they play
is radically different from the actual game of tennls as
deflned by the rules, although it might be difficult to
convince the playe;s that thatafternoon thg;'were not
playing tennis. : 1
To play stfictly according to’ the written rules,
éor them,.hot only would be unenjoyable but virtu&lly im-
possible. To begin with,_ggi;hef'is even sure of the rulesf
'In éddition, whenever they attempt to play according to
. the written rules they 6ftgn'heﬁer get beyond the service.
sA game or even a total set won by'virtually all doué}e
faults is not uncormmon. That kind of game, even though
it is played acéordipg to the rules, appears to be less
like tennis thanrsimply volleying. Rather than “tennis"”
Tit,might more appropriétely be termed: - "Serve. Serve.
Walk to nct.‘ Walk back. Sefve. Serve. Walk to net..."
Such a game is not enjoyable. They would‘much rather
attempt just to volley baék and forth. Where there are
no written rules; no written rules can be broken/ and thus,
a consxderatlon of that topic, .for this type of play, would‘
be irrelevant.
AE)skill ingreases, however;'play is apt to occur

more closely in accordance with, the written rules. Yet,
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'even here play does not have the same respect for the
authorlty of those rules as does athletlcs. ideally.
One may be able to fulflll the requirements of the re—
gulatlonsh vet, often one wishes not’to. Before a match,
playefi can often ‘be seen to be establishing the rules
they'are to play by. If one does not want the service
line requlrement then the other is quite satisfied with
having it deleted. Often such a deletion goes without
saying. It is'omitted because it is restricting: it isg -
a rule whieh'tends to detract from.the total pleasore of
,£he»activity and thenefore is ‘not considered obliging.

In play, just as there is no need to abide by
rules that are dlSpleasurable, there is no particular need
to break ruleslthat have been agreed upon either. ﬂhQ;?
one agrees upon rules in play he more or less is saylng-
“These are the rules that we want to play by; we‘have.
chosen ‘them becamse’ they are the ones which we think are
going to result in the greatest amount of pleasure for us. "
If it is discovered upon Playing that the pleasure is not
as great as it could be, then a dlSCUS310n takes place,
and the rules may again be changed even 1n mld—stream
- of the game. In the "play-game™ of tennls, there are few
rules}that one can deliberately break, et least to gain
an advantage. It is certainly not beneficial to deli-

berately double Eault or hit the ball out of bounds; ,one

' simply does not do those things. The "play-game* o
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"plch “up" basketball is a better example- in that

act1v1tv there are rules whlch one can break to galn an T
y S
advantage Often a game of “three on three. played for

- fun, 1s quite a bit rougher than an athletic basketball ,//5f///
gane - Although that may seem paradoxlcal. unsportsman~ - ﬁ
llke and perhaps: lncon51stent w1th'most observers |
iunderstandlng of play, it is not. Strlct lnterpretation of
body contyct rules-are restrlctlng and are 1mpllc1tly dis=
regarded. The attitude .of “no&harm - no foul" is taken,

’

and the term "harm” is 1oosely 1nterpreted - only the most - /

/

N\

‘%Ebl &Gs of fouls are called. The players erther do not \

have the ablllty, or they do not de51re to play any other

way,‘a game ~nterrupted by ﬁhnerous foul- calls would be L

restrlctlng, staccato—llhe, and une;;eyable. ) | ‘ "
- Although when they do, they act 1nappropr1ately,

there often appears to be orie or some in a, "plck— up*

; |
51tuatlon who cither feul dellberately or seem to make no. Lot

o Fin

effort whatsoever to av01d erushlng another Pplayer on a

lay-up or a scramnle under the boards. That such a person

A ~

v101ates the agreed—upon rules is obv1ous. but what is . ' K

_more—emesrtant and what makes hig behav1our 50 inapproprlate

-

to play is that' he makes no conscrous attempt to avoid vio-
latlon. Although it may sound strong, hlB actlons can be

_ con51dcred as 1mmoral not only do they not lncrease the o -
ﬁaeasure, ‘but they detract ffom 1t If the 91tuatron be- '

comes serious. enough he may be aanctroned by the. anger of

. . {

1}
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the others; 'if he still Qgﬁsciously and blatantly fouls,

be omitted-from‘the play group. _ o

~ either the game will ceage or on the next occasion'he may -

4

The morality of adult Play, in particular, does

~not call for a strictrenfofcement of ruleg. Keating elo-

quently describes the attitude. S

The code governing purg.sport is substan-
tially different from a legalistic code “
in which lawyers and law courts are seen

as a natural and healthy complemeiit of '
the system. In fact, it is in direct
comparison with such a system that the
- essence of sportsmanship can best be
undersStood.  In itse}lf, sportsmanship

is a spirit, an attitude, a manner or mode
of interpreting an otherwise purely legal
cecde, Its purpose is to protect and culti-
vate the festive mood proper to an.activity
whose primary purpose is pleasant diversion, .
amusement, joy. The sportsman adopts a .
cavalicr attitude toward his personal rights
under the code; he prefers to be magnanimous

and self-sacrificing if, by such c¢onduct, ' -

he contributes to the enjoyment of the

game. The sportsman is not in search of
legal justice;-he prefers to be generous
whenever generosity will contribute to

the fun of the occasion. Never .in search

of ways to evade the rules, thé sportsman
-acts only from unquestionable moral.right.97‘

~Such. a piayer’does expect the same cavalier at?itude from
- his. playmates, however. Detrimental to the fun SPirit

-which envelops a d?lck—up“(game.is one who niggles; he

!

¢alls every foul no matter how insignificant'or incidental;

he interprets every ruie_to the letter and misses no

]

.opportunity“tc=géfﬁﬁié'legal_deserts. He upséts the game

p-

97keating,‘”Sportsmansﬁip as a Moral Category.f
30, . ' - - . 7 .

4

et T
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and ruins its continuify.; Such a player is often regardedl
as a worthless playnate. °
There are no officials in play to ensure that ;ﬁlggv
are abidéd by or that fairpess, Justice and punishment-
'properly occur. What-little legal cont£ol there is is
handled intefnaily. - Players, unlike'athlépes, have t%;
responsibility of seeing the play, knowing the rule and
making the deciéipn. Although all that ig required is

that one be fair in his judgements, when there is doubt,

"

the decision usually favours the other side. Keating
shows its difference from athletics.

The sportsman invariably gives his opponent

the Lenefit of the. doubt. Whenever he is

-not sure, he plays his opponent's shot as.:
good even though he may suspect that it was
out. The athlete, however, takes a different
approach. Every bit as opposed to cheating

as the sportsman, the athlete demands no
compelling proof of error. If a shot seems

to be out, 'even though he is not certain;

the athlete calls it that way. He is

satisfied that his opponent will do the .
‘'same. He asks no quarter and gives none. ,
As a result of this attitude and by com- .
parison with the sportsman, the athlete .
will tend toward a legal interoretation e
of the rules.98 - i § "

It is apparent that 'in play, uﬁﬁfitten rules pro-
vide ﬁofe guides fo; action than do written ones. - The o
fegulations of the game, as delineated in rﬁlq—books, 
have no spéciai authority; theif value corresponds to
their ability to aid in the promotion of pleaauré. ‘There

981bid. N p. 33.-
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are a number of unwritteﬁ rules, however, allnded to 1n
the past several pages, whlch are considered important
within the morality of play. Keatlng feels that there

is one rule in particular from which all the others are

derived. . . <:S
All the prescriptions which make up the
code of sportsmanshlp are derived from
this single, bagic, practlcal maxim:
Always conduct yourself in such a manner
that you will increase rather than detract
from the pleasure to be found in the
activity, both. your own and that of
your fellow part1c1pants El

,Keatlng 8 statement is obvxously utllltarlan and the -

conﬂéctlons to Mill need no further elaboration.
. e~

Some of the lmp11Clt derlvatlves of that pleasure
pr1nc1ple are: always try to play according to the rules

you have agreed upon; do not be legalistic in the inter-

: p;etatlonsof the rules ke absolutely fair in your inter-

" pretations of the play (i.e. whether the ball ig in or

out of the court); play accordlng to your playmates
strengths rather than his weaknesses if it is more- en- :
joyable for him that way; and be frlendly. All of these
unwritten rules, if followed 1ncrease the pleasure to

be derlved from play. To.act contrary to these "under-
sthndings" is to act Lnapproprlately, in terms of the
standards of rlght and wrong within the morallty of play,
it is to act meorally. Lo

Fas

1bid., p. 30-31.
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Although no explicit sustained effort has been :
made in the present section .to relate play's orlentatlon
to the rules wlth reference to each of the beliefs about
the nature of man and his 1deals ln play, they are impliclt
in the understanding of the rules. The rulds are'justified
as the} complement and supplement mee's_pl lsure-seeklng-

:;:f*——~\QS§S and his social ‘orientation in play,-&ence once again

illustratiny the morality's consistency,

N

It 1s more dlfflcult to draw out an 1mp11c1t

“
The unwritteh rules of athletics

- moral code from a morality than it is to gee the written
rules and regulations. Such understandlngs" ate often
béneatﬁ the surface, unwritten and unspoken, but yet
infldential. The written rules relate oﬂly to the game,
.and illestrate ethletes' competitiveness, and self-
interest-attitudes which: necessarily puts them in opposi-
tion to all other athletes. That is understandable and
undcrstood as part of the game; 1t,1s necessary that
athletes’ goals and interestg confllct The implicit
code, however, although still'related to the actual
playing of the game, appears to have wlder reachlng
importance and lnplleatlon- it connects itself more to

J\;\ “real" life conccrns. . Made by athletes for athletes,

| | thc code can still be related to self-preservatlon not

in® the sensc of winning and losing, but of simply beiﬁg

able to continue competing, The unwritten rules, in
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contrast to the explicit ones, illustrate a unity of
athletes; anxunderstandlng ‘that athletlcs is their live-
llhOOd and that there -are certaln things one must not do
to Jeopardlze another's exlstence in that occupation.
Upllke the sztuatlon surroundlng many written rules of
the game, wﬁere rule-breaking ds often viewed as jJusti-
fiable, the transgressxon of the unwrltteﬂ code is not
regarded complacently: those athletes who break it are
, stlgmatlzed as immoral, SOC1a11y ostrasc12ed and often
subject to severe physzcal retributive punlshments.

Although many of these rulcs are spec&fac to each
athletic sport; there are _several whlch can be thought of
in general terms as characteristic of all athletics.
Even in the nost rhysical of sports, where almost‘any.
form of brutal body cont?ct.appears to be tolerated,
there are certain typesiof"confact that are understood as
‘implicitly forbidden. In hockey it is speering: in foot-
ball it is spearing a.downed opponent with fhe.he;met,
Jéiling—on,“ and face-guard pulling; in baseball it is
{mbean—bell" throwing:'in baskeﬁball it is “submarining“
beneath the boards, and in boxlng it is buttlng. One
must .not do these thlngs All of these “understandlngs
protcct athlctcs from serious physical harm; an injury
resulting from one of these actions coneeivab;y could
cause the cessation o1 one's athletic career. Persons

~ known to have committeéd.such actions repeaﬁedly go beyond

3\
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tae\iimits of acceﬁtable behaviour; they are thought H
of as immoral. Not only are they punished by’ Whatever
sanctions the. rule—book regulations dellneate, but they
also may suffer retrlbutlve Justice from the athletes
themselves.  The attltude is that such a rule-breaker
seriously threatens the livelihood of other athletes and
elther must be made to stop or at least suffer a similar
'punlshment One does rniot go to authorltles to alleviate
. such a problem- largely it is handled lnternally. He
who breaks this understood moral code better be aware
and keep alert - punishment is on its way. Brock Yates,
in an appropriately titled essay: "The Hit Men," p01nts
out that the task of enforcing this moral code may be
left to a few athletes called "enforcers 190

Ve

a style that reminds one of the professmonal "hit" men.

Wﬂiting in

the enforcers or pollcemen in the underworld morality,

ey
Yates descrlbes these few athletes ag: e

- .- the meanest players of all. call them o
fighters, enforcers, policemen, brawlers

., Oor whatever, they occ 2Y,an exclusive niche
..>in professional sport. Their job is to

protect their teammates and carry the 101

threat of serious harm to thelr opposition,

-That kind of enforcement is apparent 1n%hockey especially.

John Ferguson of the Montreal Canadians wasg the best known_

i
J

' 00Brock Yatesg, "Theéiit.Men." Playboy, November,
1972, p. 145. ] _ )

1011y ia., p. 145.
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and perhaps most feared of {11 "policemen. "
Skating. with chopped, heavy strides,
he roamed the ice like an avenging -
angel, ‘chin high, his stick more a 102
weapon than a tool, seeklng combat,
"Men llke Ferguson perform a useful functlonw however.
-Analogous to the profe551onal klllers and the fear of
contracts in the underworld the "enforcers" of the
sporting ‘underworld represent the fear of punlshment
that the law is “unable to ppovxde Even if one knows
he can spear in hockey without drawing the attentron of
the officials he is aware that he will not escape re—
tribution from the other team s "hit man." Unlike some
punishments within the written rules, the punlshment here
is feared. | .
The second 1mpllc1t rule to be considered here,
although 1ncreasrngly important as athletic srtuatlons
become more organized and structured operates in, various
degreos at all levels. The understandlng is that athletes
should not become too close or too frlendly w1th the
authorltles, a5 represented by the coach, the manager. or
the management in general. Most athletlc teams have
coaches whose responsibilities focus around ensurlng that
the- team plays its best, and h0pe£ully wins more contests

than most other teams. He is the man in charge. the

authority, the boss, the cne who gives-: the orders and

1020y 54,
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ditects the athletes and because of that, often is looked .
- upon B} the team members with a kind of empleyerremployee'
detachment. Whether througﬁ experience, intuition, be-
lief or superstition, coaches feel that there are certain
"thlngs" in relation to team dlSClpllHE, training methods,
attltudes and effort that produce winning teams and cer-
taln others Whlch produce losers. He naturally wishes to
promote the‘ﬁormer and avoid the latter. Although ath-
letes want to win just as badl§ as the coach,ithey often -
~ question the usefulness and relevance of spme of their
" coach's methods, and stress that is not whéther they get
to bed on time, or arrive,at practice ten minutes late, or
whether they are highly enthusiastic during practices that
is important, but rather, how they perferm during the game

on the field. Whether the methods of the coach are useful .

or not is not the question here: ‘what is important is

doing or not doing something that he was or wa
usuppbsed“ to‘do; Little leaguers come t6’practices late; ///

pee wée baseball players'fool around in the dugout; high -
. ‘ e . _

- -school basketball players do not do their "jumping j

college football players fail to‘run'their lapda; pro-

fessional hockey players abuse their curfews and miss bed o,

checks. - a
‘Regardless of the level, however, if an athlete

is doing or not doing what he is or is not "supposged” to
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do. and is getting away with it wlthout harmlng his per-
formance in the contest, it is llkely that he would prefer
to keep it that way by keeplng it as quiet as possible,
People who are close to authority, however, always are
suspéeted to be informers; their closeness arouses fears
in others, especially those’ who feel they have something
to hide. h

The mistrust of athletes close to authorlty is
‘intensifiedq in professional athletlcs because of the
ipvolvement of money, security and the fact that the
activity is a livelihocod. More demands unrelated to the.
‘acthal participetion,in the game are‘placed on the athletes
'at this level, and it is understandable, beceuse of the
maturity of the partxcxpants, that there be more disagree-
ment over the relevancy of thesge "unrelated" demands.
Teams are owned by men who naturally wish to make the

. . } . .
organization a financial Ja8set. Because.they realize that

keeping cut of the "red" is wholly dependent upon the pay—
ing public they attempt to parcel the game in the most |

attractive package p0551ble Curt Flood, in The. Way It Is,

sardonlcally descrlbes the promotional attltude of these

Y

businessmen in baseball‘— the great American Game. -

These dedlcated meri are custodlans of a
.great tradition, the slightest neglect
of which would plunge the entxre United
States into degradation.

There gravest concern is the Good of !
the Game. wWith thisg in mind, they main-
tain conatant vigil over the Integrity

Ta,
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of the Game - its ccmpetiti honesty
and fairness. And they cultivate the =
Image of the Game, having realiZed long
ago that what-the public perceives, or

b thinks it perceives, need no always
correspond to reality. If reality be-
comes an inconvenience, it cdn be
camouflaged.103 TN

The picture is painted that all athl tes. are fine American
boys, who, with upstanding character) cburage, and dis-
cipline, have reached the ultimate of the American dream;

they are on a professional team! 1In order that this pro-

' motional‘caricature not be disc%psed, athletes must try

; .

to act in a manner that befits their moral cloak. "Anyone

who does not, even though he plays well on the field, is

thought to'bc.hurting the image, "and thus the gate receipts.
Flood describes what athletes are supposed to say.wheqxin
public. - ' - - : i '

"I'1l sweep out the club house to stay
here," he says. "I love the game and
owc cverything to baseball. I am thank-
ful to this grand organization for
giving me my big chance. I'm in love
with this town and its wonderful fans.
Even though I had kind of a slow start,;
I_think I'm getting it altogether now.
I expect to have a big year." fe
A player courts trouble if his public
pronouncements_ stray too far from that
familiar vein.l o

All of thié simply illustrates that athletes are often

required to behave in a manner that thé?-éo not support

oy ”¥h3cﬁrt Flood, ‘The Way It Is (Richmond Hill,

Ontario: Simon and Schugter of Canada, Ltd., 1971), p. 34.
104 ' | |

Ibid., p. 35.

—
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necessarily. Some resent'the intrusion into their per-
sonal lives, into activities'which are not related direc£1y
tg;his performance in the contest. Consistently-breaking
these requirements, however, could result in seriphs
éon;equences and perhaps even the ceséation of ong‘s'
career. They undersfandably do not wish to be found out,
and mistrust anyone closge to the coach or management who

may be informants. Such ‘mistrust and suspicion ig de-

picted in Foul!, the story of Connie Hawkins.
With paranoia sweeping the club, some
players suspected Art was a "Valachi."
Connie made up the term. It applied to
players who.spy on their teammates and
give information to management. Most
Pro. teams have someone they suspect.
Often it is the trainer, or a white
substitute or marginal starter trying
to protect his position by ingratiating
himself with his bosses, ... '
The information passed on usually
concerns black players dating white
women, the names and gripes of dis-
contented athletes, and the identity 105
of players who complain about the coach.

Known informers suffer the social ostracism that
naturally comes with mistrust.l They cannot be confided
in, nor gan they be asked to'participate in activities"
‘that do not réprcsent the "“proper" image for fear of -
.managerial rcg;isals. Little can be done in the form of
direct punishment, however: that woﬁld ?e taken to the

authorities as well, Although he is regarded as a be-

trayer of the brotherhood, the informer and even the

1

10

>Wolf, Foul!, pp. 255-56.
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susoected informer.muSt be tolerated, but avoided. )

Athletes want fair treatment. They want to have
a fair chance at making the team at tryouts. and bccomxng
a starter dur;ng the season. Anyone who is close to the
coach may be suspecced of trying to acquire a position by
means other than through sheer performance and ablllty.
Ablllty should be the determlnlng factor, not whether one
can get,the coach to like him. Those whovuse the latter
method are b:eaking'thc impiicit-moral code, and are dig- -
respected, |

Only two of the implicit rules or understandings
operating in:athletics have been discuséed: it is not
suggested here that they are the only ones. The illustra-
tion of them was to provide a general understandlng that
there are two distinct codes in athletics: one related to%
che playving of‘the game, the othe; relaced to wider-reach-
ing concerns outside of the actual functioning of the‘game,.'
but similaf in that the following or breaking of them is

connected ta one's sclf-preservatiOn. Although many of the

written rules are broken,often by the athletes, giving"

observcrs the impression that athletics is a highly immoral

affair, there is an additional underlying code, strictly
enforced, composed of rights and wrongs'formulated and

respected by the athletes themselves. It 19 much more

difficult and lntrlcate, but an under&tandlng of. the

morallty of athletics is incomplete without an investigation

-
u

»
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?f.that implicit,_underlyihg, aétion—guiding moral code,
Previously, allusions to and pronouncements of athletics®

immorality have been based soiely.on an understanding of

rule-breaking as it relates to the written rule-book regu-

- lations of the game, WLthout a recognltlon of the import-

ance of the . implicit morallty as well. Although no clalms'

o
to completeness can here be made, hopefully lt has been

establlshed that the morallty should not be understood

‘through only the external standards of written . rules. but

through a conception of the 1nternallzed maxims as well

-

E. MOTIVES THAT INCLINE ATHLETES AND
PLAYERS TO CHOOSE THE RIGHT OR THE
WRo/uG COURSE

. 3
Patrick H. Nowell?ﬁmith, in comjunction with his

definition of morality, describes three kinds of motives

that lead-individuals to follow the moral rules of thelr

socxety.

>y | .
1. - Enllghténed self-interest: We
Obey moral rules, even when it

*is irksome /Or 1nconven1¢nt to o
50, becaySe we know that we shail_
suffer {f we do not.... .

r rules: We are creatures
nd. hae been trained to

obey. the yules of ocur society from
™./ our earliedst Years. Almost all men
have a conkcience and, however this
has come abbut (a dlfflcult and
controversiay question), they some-
times obey e rules for no reason
‘other than the fact ‘that they are
the rules...

2. Respect
- of habit

3. “Othgr—réga_ding“ motives: Under

lrgl
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this heading, are included "love,
sympathy, benevolence, and a 106
respect for the rights of others. .
Unfortunately, NOwell =-Smith makes no reference to those
mdtlves or dispositions that lead men to choose the .wrong
4

‘cQurse ‘and violate the(::ral rules of their soc;ety. In

keeping with this under

thej;pppoeites of rule-following motives lead to rule-.

" breaking. Some are: self—interest, hatred antipathy,

meleéolenqe. and a dlsrespect for the rlghts of others.
Although ignorance, foolhardlness and haste often result
in broken moral rules, because of thelr lack of intent,
they cannot properly be understood as motives. One is -
not inclined because of his 1gnorance to break a rule:
"he may break it because he is ignorant, but his ignorance
is not the motive that ‘leads him to actlon.

. The prev1ous sectlon has dealt w1€h the rules Qf
each of the-moralltles 'of athletics and play - rules that
supposedly egstablish the behav1our whgch the. partxcxpants

consider appropriate to their activity. within all moral-

4\3ties, however, there are persons who consistently abide

by thosge rulee, and persons who consistently do not. The

focus of the present section is on some of the general

' kinds of motxves that possxbly lead one to be either a

rule-follower or a rule-breaker in each of the two -

moralities. - -

'-lOGNowell~Smith. “"Religion and Horaiity,' p- 151.

L)
»

anding, however, one‘could argue
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Motives in athletics

Vv
3}
1
A

Man's nature in athletics is believed*€o be com-

petitive and self-intérested. He is striving for victory,
an end which'by its very nature is held at the exclusion
of others. 1In that light, of Ncwen—-s:n_ith"'a_tjmee ty}:es
of motives which lead one to follow rules, only the first

two, enlighiened self-interest and deontological regpect

for the rules,- have any place in athletics. \\

‘g.To obey rules out of a concern for others, out of

love or benevolence or sympathy is incongruent with the N

-

athletic situation. Athletes generally‘are-gelf-intereated

ahd.as Slusher has.indicated, they would be more effective.

by not having a concern for others.l?? Although some ath-

- letic actions, to be discussed, may‘appear to be the re-

sult of other-regarding motives, on a closer analysis, -
they can be better understood as self-interested as well,

Asg ﬁowgll-Smith indicates, enlightened gelf-interest ,

-as a motive often entails a recognition of the fact that:

society enforces its code of rules by such
sanctions. as disapproval, social ostracism,
retaliation, and the penalties of the law;
' and -it is partly fear of such penaltieg that
leads us to obey the rules. But it is not
only fear. Most men are intelligent ough
. to see the advantages that they will gain
.in the long_ run by fulfilling theIflizgal
obligation.108 ' ) ’

‘107slueher, Man, S 'rt and Existence, p. 165, ) ,//
' . * f,'—*\; —
|

1%%owel1-smith, "Religion and Morality;* p. 151

TEmmm———EE
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It is surely trne that such a motive(end understanding is
‘operatlve in the morality of athletlcs. The fears of social
ostracxstn. retaliations and wertain prescribed penalties
in the written game regulations have been shown to be
slgnlflcant deterrents agalnat rule-breaking in ‘many

-athletxc situations..

Infbrmers'and_persons;considered te‘be-too close
to the authorijty figures areleocially oetracized. Ath-
letes who commit one éé the physically injurloue.implicitlyt
understood tabooa, llke Epearlng in hockey,'or "suhmarlnlng
.Ln basketball very llkely w111 suffer a similar ths1cally
brutal retallatlon. Third, dependlng on the altuatlon,

. many ruies are not broken becauge the ensuing penalty would
make' the action féolhardy and not in,the‘athlete's best
interests. It isg usually considered imprudent to trip an
qpponent in- hockey or: to foul your man in basketball when
there ls no 1mmediate threat of them scoring. Enlightened
self-interest operates ﬂrom a knowledge and a weighing of
the punisﬁ;ent and the recognition that it is more prudent
to follow the rule than to suffexrthe'consequence.

It must be realized as well, hoﬁever. that implicit
in such a motiveﬂis the understanding that if it is not in
.one's‘best 1ntere;ts to obey the rule, then one has reason
to break it. If there is.hore to lose by following the ‘
‘rule than by breekina the rule and enduring the penalty,

then under the operation of the enlightened self-interest
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motive,-it is understandable that the fule is broken some-
times. Such motivation, clearly, ié apparent more in.the .
athleﬁic moralitf than in most others: im most moralities,

activities or societies, the, fear‘of punishment from thé

-

law and socfal sanctions is 'serious enough to provide a

1

sufficient deterrent for most potential rule transgressora.

There are probably relatively few situations in these, if

reflegteﬁ upon, where the gain from breaking "the law. minus

'\\‘
the punishment suffered, is greater in-thae long run than

]

the benefit of mbiding by the rule.\WOften the sgituation

is not the same in athletics. There are Tmumerous occasions

-
Ao~

where it is more profitable to break the rule and suffer

the penalty than it is to abide by the rule and-let the
¢ i

opposition score. 'Athletic penalties do not carry with

them the same kind of "real world seriocusness" that can be

J'_" .

"asspciated with the death penaltles and the imprisonments

of other moralities; punlshmentz are not feared as .much.

Where there is no fear of punishmenﬁ, the same enlighéened
self~int§rgst that motivates one to abide by rules in

certain situations, can also lead one to transgress cer-

tain rules in other circumstances. It all depends on

realizing which of the actions is best for one's own

interests,
The second motive for rule—followxng in athletics )
- ,
is deontologlcal- "rules are rules .and they should be

obeyed."l While there are some in athletics who operate

s p o

Tm v ——
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slderlng the ends resultlng from either rule- -following or '
- rule- breaklng, there are surely otherd who obey the rules
31mply because they exxst Nowell-Smith points out the

deontologlcal fundamental regard for rules as rules.
MoraI rules are not rules for achieVLQN\\
ideal ends. dependent for their valldlty
on their success o ilure in bringing

bt /arer worthy of ’
right;...109 *

Obligation and duty play an important role in this kind
- of -xrespect for rules)/ One is obliged; it is one's duty
(84 . .

to obey those rules simply because they are the rules.

Little oc no ‘deliberation is recuired: one simply obeys.
By ePplying Nowell-Smith's statement to athletics, it can
be said that athletes “...are creatures of habit and have
been trained to obey the rules of their game from their
‘ea;iiest'years.“ In basketball, athletes try to avoid
contact while attempting to get the‘ball: football athletes&
when ﬁaking a tackle, immedia;ely moﬁe their ﬂands to
lanother position if they initially meke contact with the
facemask; in hockey, when checking another into the bo;rds,
'the “checker takes one hand off his stick to avoxd cross—
checking. Two poxnts are debatable here: are the movements
conscious cnes; and, ia“there a conscious reflectionyof the

rules? Because of the skill, timing, speed and power that

necessarily is involved in a well-performed check into t%e

1991pia., p. 150.

from teleotoglcal enlléﬂtened self-lnteregt ‘always.con- -- -
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ﬁoéfds, it is likely that the aceﬁal perforﬁance of tﬁe.
check is reflected upon'eonsciouslf, and’ therefore is an
agtion. "That the rule governing cross- checklng is de—
llberated upon consciously, while executing that action

1)

is not so apparent. It is unlikely that the athlete
.thinks:_ "It's in my best interests to take.my hand off
the stick." Nor is it probable ‘that he thinks: "If I
don’t take my hand off the stick, I'll get a two minute
penalty and I fear that." if he thlnké about the rule at
all, it is likely a very simple, AL can't do that because
there's a rule saying I can %\and S0 I won't. "";f he

were asked why he obeyed or had to obey that particulaf
rule he would very likely respond: “"...because the rule-_
book says sp." a | |

Such an understanding of rule- followxng opens. the

[ -

door to several important and difficult questlons re~
lating to consciousness and action. There appears to be

a fine llne bet;een a'aeontologlcal respect for rules and
what could be considered as sxmply blind and unconsacious
obedience, Bf definition, hoﬁéver; action necessitates
consciousness.; ﬁven if it ever so briefly flashes through
tﬁé etplete's ﬁihd that he may not do thet and takes hig-
hand off the stick because of it, he can be described as
opefeting from a deoﬁtological regard for rules., If he

simply does it, however, with no reflection, his movempnt

is unconsclqus, performed through habxt. and is not an

T
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action. Of course, it would be difficult to determine

which of the two the action was, but  the problems arising
, .

are not,nffprinciple itself, but of its application.
Apart from these difficulties, and despite those

numercus athletes who delibergiely break rules, it is -

- here assumed that there are still a great many who operate

from a respect of the authority of many of the regylations
. 4

ip athletics. Ll » - -
Very often respect for rules is enhanced
or even created by respect for the author . .
of the rules: we think it right to obey a -
rule, 'even though we do not see the poin
of obeying it, because it emanates from a a
source that we recognize as authoritative, -
worthy of our esteemiisnd competent to i
exact our obedience. . 7

" The sourcge or "author" of rules in athletics, of course,
~

is the rule-book. The rule-book demands that a multitude
of rules be observeéd: abiding by them ﬁomes to be almost
second nature; one does not ask why a“rule is there or to B

t ¥

what end it leads; it is-simply there, part of the game,

and must be adhered to. - ///’ o
5 By proposing dﬂ'applicatiqn of Kant's categorical
imperative to sport {athletics and play), Osterhoudt

implicitly supports a.deontOIOgica; respect fdr'rules.lll -

110:pi4., p. 151.

11lRobert G. Osterhoudt, "The Kantian Ethic as
a Principle of Moral Conduct in Sport,” Quest, XIxX
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"The categorical imperative,..." Osterhoudt lllustrates.

o

...dlctates that we abide by these laws forx tyelr own
112

r

sake (for the sole sake of duty to them)..,' Oster-

houdt's approach, however, is a normative one; he hopes

that the Kantian application will encourage "...an order

of ideal conduct increasingly uncommon in the playing of

-113

oug\amateur and professional sports. He ﬁopes that

conduct will be improved; too many rules are being broken

- too often. Nevertheless. there is a great deal of rule-_'
following in athletics; the games would not be recognxzable
if there was not. It is a characteristic of rule—breaklng
that it is more notlceable than rule-followlng. In fact,

it could even be argued that it is more obv;dua-prégisely .

~

because .it does not happen as often as rule-following:
the'unusual always catches the ¢=.~3,(e.t‘\l Speedlng cara are

more unusual than non- speedlng onea._they are also more -

.noticeable, -unless it is one' P own, of course. Similarly,

it is easy not to be aware that rule-followihg is occurring

when one basketball pl&yer consciously avoids fouling an-
other on a lay—up: A deliberate ftql in such a situation,
hoyever. ;ﬁmediately draws an observer's attention. Al-
c,thouqh it in no way reduces the eff;ct of‘bsterhtudt'a

arguments, there is reason to believe that a considerable

112:h44., p. 122.

31pid., p. 123.
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amount qﬁ_deontoloéical rule-following already is present
in athletics. Osterhoudt simply wants more.

ﬁowardlslushé:;descriﬁes the attitude which -
surrounds rulerfollowing in spo;t (atﬁletics) in a manner
‘that supports the notion that a deégtological approach is

present. Several of his statements imply that understand-

ing. e 7 .
For the average man, sport provides an X
opportunity to escape the risk of free--.,
dom. He enters into sport perceiving
a system of rules, regulations and _
orders. To play the game is to regu-
late ‘oneself to the rules.ll4 ’

-..the man of sport can look toward
objective and rational order. He can
determine the "norms" and make his own
decision within the context of an
"absolute" system....In sport the
immediate must'comply with the rules.ll5

It must be pointed out that rules in
sport are more than uides for decision.
They actually direct the way of doing
things, if not the choice of doing. The .
pa%ticipant is usually suppressed by a
"God-like official, who rather than
provide -an image of the "loving father"
becomes a dogmatic legislator (the umpire
is always right). 1In a manner of speak-
- ing, every personal decision must be
interpreted in keeping with that which
will be made by the official. Likewise
the man of sport really does not need ‘
to develop his own ethical existence,
The rulers of sport do this for him.l116 g

114Slusher. Man, Sport and Existeﬁce, p. 149.

‘o, -

1161pid., p. 158.
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Although Slusher goes on to argue that sgsuch an attiﬁude
towards rules, existentially, is not authentic aﬁd that
persons oftee "fit in" to the sport morality without
reflection on the values implicit in theie actions, his -
statements da suggest that a deontological approach to
rules does exist in athletics., A lack of reflection maf:
not result, neceséarily,.from-a.deOntolbgieal respect:for
rules, bilt, because Ehe rules, the moraliﬁy and the game
itsé@f all exist prior to the athlete's involvement, it
is a distineé possibility. More will be said regarding

this matter in the final chapter.

Motives in play -

In the last section it was shown that rules,

generally, are regarded quite differentiy ;n play. The
deontological app, cach or motivation for rule-following

is much less apparent. As it was explainea if a rule is
consxdered too res%rlctlve, or not complementarY'to “the
pursuit of pLeasure in play, then it isg either discarded
disregarded, deleted or replaced by a, \\fe appropriate
regulatlon. Although children’s play, where there appears

. / !
to be mare of an authoritarian enforcement of the rules as '

they are the rules, fay be an~exceptiong‘in adult play

- there is a casual, cavalier attitude. Rules are not con-

sidered to be authoritarian as in athletics, but are looked
upon as tools to be'manipuléted to provide the best structure

possible for the attainment of pleaeure and the occurrence

/

e
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of fun. ‘ﬁithough'once the.rules have been established in
unsupervxsed chlldren 8 play, they are absolutely en-
forced there is a similarity to adult play in that there
‘ls no authority out51de of themselves which imposes the
rules upon them. .In addition, even though children often
squabble, bicker and even fight oeer what rules shall be
gnployed, "it ie‘eevertheiess partially arresult-of a con-
cern over whlch rules will make .the best game - the one

that is the mosat fun. ’ : _ i

‘The approach in_pléy, adult play in particular, is
teleological. Rules are followed for' the results they
bring. Enllghtened self—lnterest and other- regardxng
motlves operate in play. Although Kant and Osterhoudt
would very- llkelz discredit self- 1nterested éetlves, it

would be overly 1deallst1c to suggest that players act

solely out of duty and othe;—regarding‘motives.‘ Players

. play to enjoy themselves. Even if they do wish others to

enjoy themselves too, they are concerned with their own
pleesure and ‘naturally wish to accentuate it as much ag
possible.. They realize, however, that play lS a co-
operative endeavour- a "good" playmate elways makes a
gAme more fun. _ oo -
There are few written rules in play whlch players
have reason to break, at\least in an ideal situatlon. It

is in relation to those ifplicit, unwritten undergtandings

that enlightened self-intdrest probably operates. Nowellf

PR ]
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'Smith illustrates that "we obey.moral rules, even when“it

I3

is irksome or inconvenient to do so, because we know that
we shall suffer if we do nof.fll? For instance, in pick-
up basketball, it‘is unde;étood that one should not niggle
over, 6r legalistically interﬁrét the_rulea.. Often obvious
fouls:go unéalled and eveén though one may wisﬁ to call a
foé%, he refuses to @o S0 because of the_ﬁégative reéulta
that would follow. One knows if he calls too hany fouls

he will be sanctioned by the digpleasure of hig playmates;

he knows he may establish’a precedent for an increased
. - L .

amount of insignificant foul calling. , Both of thesge would .

L )

result in ‘a decrease in Pleasure for the agent; he knows
A& it; he wants to hwvoid that; he follows the implicit rule
©f "no harm - no foul® out of enlightened self-interéet.,

) : i Self-interest ig nof the only motivating force for

. -

rule—following in play. The player was seen to be a
. _ . :
socially-oriented being; friendship is often characteristic

-  of the' play situation. A concern for others' interests

- A

» also motivates players to perform the actions they do in

play. Mill emphasizes that a society cannot exist énY'

other way. ' !

Now society between human -beings, except

in the relation of master ard slave, is

manifestly impossible on any other foot-

ing than that the interests of all are to

be consulted. Society between equals can
\ -

ll?Nowell—Smith, "Religion and Morality," p.'15l.
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only éxist on the understanding that
< the interests. of all are to be regarded
equally.118

A piaYer, because he haé the choice;'déés not continue
to involve himself in an activity in which his interests
and pleasures are disregarded b}'t;e other player or -

. Players. sSince seeking pleasure isj;ne's reason for
playing, there 1s.little reason to continue if it is n&f
being actualized. One hopes thét oﬁe;s ownl_ interests will
be satigfied through'play: it ig natural then to view one's

playmates as having the same need. Although it may not

be found so much in children's play, it is a unique and

complex combination of concern for oneself and a concern
for others that characterizes adult play. A statement

from Mill's Utilitarianism helps to explain it.

Thoy are...familiar with the fact of co-
operating with others ‘and proposing to

emsclves a collective, not an individual,
'intqrest as the aim (at least for the time
being) of their actions.  So long as they :
are co-operating, their ends are identified
with those of others; there is at least a
temporary feeling that the interests of
others are their own interests. Not only —
does all strengthening of social ties, and '
all healthy growth of society, give to
each individual a stronger personal
interest in practically consulting the N
welfare of others, it also leads him to '
identify his feelings more and more with =
their good, or at least with an even ‘
greater degree of practical consideration
for it....Consequently. the smallest germs
of the feeling are laid hold of TTS nourished
by. the contagion of sympathy....

"llsﬂill{ btilitarianism, p. 40.
b llgxbid.1 pp. 41-42.. ‘

J
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Im of gglf is a particularly good

1cab111ty of Mlll's statement
~There are few ‘games Whlch offer so many opaortunlties

-

“for the fEEllng and expressron of Sympathy. All golfers
- know the frustratlon of a "wrcked:'sllce. the agony of a
falrway duff, and the utter torture of a two-foot "in-
and—out" putt. They know how th;,occurrence of any one
of these, never mind all three as-‘often happens, may have
detrlmental effects on the rest of the game, Whenever

‘

‘one of the golfers suffers from any of these unfortunate
shotsj‘at least one of the others seems ta sincerely
sympathlze with him. He groans and sighs and sadly shakes
his' head with a palned ' morose expresslon on hms%face. He

may: suggest that there s a 11p on the cup, or,blameqthe

the other dlspleasure And, as M;ll suggesgts, the

’ sympathetlc feelxng 1s contaglous. Soon the sltuation is

reversed ang the sympathlzer becomes the victlm of yet

another natural dlsaster represented in perhapa. ‘the

weather, the wind or'the heat a8 expressed by another : -
playmate in true sympathy. Others join in and soon it is .. ’
four mutually concerned players co-opegatlng and pitting

thelr combined effo?ts to overcome the perxls of the course.

the elements and fate: So long as they continue to co- o ﬁ

A

operate rn such a manner, as #Mill pornts out. they will , X

A LT

have the feellng that all the;r ends are the same. that g o
- ‘ !

\ - ;
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their own interests are thée same as thelr Playmates.
So long as they contlnue to do that the game will be
lmmensely enjoyable. BRI
Keating would aéfee that other~regarding motives
are ‘operative in play for he hoida that generosity and
magnanimity are essential 1ngredlents because they es-“
‘tabllah and ma:ntaln the unique social bond Wlthln 1t.1?0 ,
Although he refers to both sport (play} and athletlcs,
Osterhoudt, in Kantlan termxnology, urges an increased
) concern for others' interests in the activities, en-
pha3121ng the importance of treating. competltors as one
would hlmself like to be treated: ag ends in themaelve&
rather than as means to .the gratlflcatlon of self—
interest. 121 Although treatlng others 23 oneself would
_‘ ; like to be treated can result from either self—lnterested
or other-regarding motives, it is certain that both Kant
“and 03terhoudt are referring to the latter. Bf theiyx
. understandlng. self-interested motives are not Properly ~

moral. R
’ :

The motives for rule—following and‘rule-breaklng

in a&hletics and play are consxatent with the respective

B
purposea. beliefs. i?eels and rules of each of the '

- . .
| ' - ’ : ’ ' '

120Keating, ‘5portsmqnahip as a Moral Category, ™

- P
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. i pv_'.'ng

g : : ’ inci
Lﬁ?“{%- : 121Oaterhoudt "The Kantian Ethic as a Principle
N I ! 'of Moral Conduct in Sport,* p. 122. '
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activities. A competjtive, self-lnterested athlete purt
SUlng v1ctory. success and the accompanlments of prestige
and f1nanc1al reward, is not likely to operate from other-
regardlng motlves, espec1a11y when 1t could be detrimental
to his own pursult Self-lnterest and deontological res-

" pect or- duty for the rules are his mOt1VEB for rule-
'abldance- self-interest aloﬁe for his transgressions. A
player is Just as consistent. In hlB pleasure-seeklng

soc1ally—orlented activity, the adult Ln particular has

no overwhelmlng respect for rules as rules; rules are
~.tools, valued teleologically as they tend to help in the
reallzatlon of fun. He wants to enjoy the activity but

he wants “his playmate-friend to do the samé. It is this _J
‘unique Lnion of interests in play that leads the player

to 0peréte fromra blenq of both self-interested and oihai—,

regarding motives. ﬁé is- a ratiénaliqt;‘there is littie
difference between his own pleas@ie and the pleawure of

his partners: by promoting both he guarantees that the
.activity will be enjoyable to all and that there will

be more games in the future. -
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\ . ' CHAPTER 1V

IMPLICATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR
N FUTURE EXAMINATION -

»

The foregoing examination of the mpraiities ofk
athletics and piaya although lengthy, has left much dn-
s#id. Often it is generaig and lacks the detail and
colour of- an abaold£e1y cdmprehensive udderstanding, if l:
that even is possiﬂle. Despite these drawbacks, however,
the thesis'ﬂopefully has accdmplishéd'its goal: that of
providlng a general understandlng of the easentxal fea-

tures of the internal workings of the moralities of ath-

. lethB and play. Although the 1nt:1cac1es of the two

moralities precluded a complete and absolpte understanding,
it is hoped that the Preceding endeavour can be considered

to be a step towards a more comprehensxve conception of the

moral nature of athletlcs and play.

A. IMPLICATIONS

From the examination.of the two moralitiesArise -
a number of important implicatxona whxch peint out, hope-
fully. both the benefits of such an examinatxon and suggest .

problems in need of further investigatxon.

The moralities are radicall differeht
J A

.. The most obvious implication or conclusion, perhaps,

is that the two moralities are radically differcnt'/rnlthough

.
Al
kS
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the two actlv;tles have been contrasted from other stand-

points, the'preceding examination has presented their
difference from a moral p01nt of view through the use of
moral language. Accordlng to NOwell—Smlth s understanding
of the elements of a morallty, athletics and play-dlffer
on every count They are characterized by dlfferent be-~
liefs about the nature of man, andiffﬁ,ldeals; the under-
standing, function and epfo:cement of rules is different:
and the m&%ivqa for rule—foilowing and rule-breaking.afe‘
of different kinds. One of their few similarities, however,
is their c?nsistency. In athletics, it éppears to be the
pursuit of viétory that _structures much of the activity_
-and behaviour within lt"ln piay it is the pursuit of
pleasure, The radical dlfferences’between athletics and
play and their internal respective consistency lead to
further impo:t;ntrimplications. N

The character—development claim

- Thé.problém was illustrated and instantiated in
the related literature chapter, Many have ‘tlaimed that
character and moral values are learned through aport
{athletics and play); ggcently many have argued quite
strongly that such a- claim is ludicrous. Inﬁlight_of'the
foregoing;analysis and.iylustration of the differences
between the moralities of, athletics and play, it appears
to be no.lqnger reasonable to claim, categorically, that

upstanding character, and all its sub-traits, are develope&

._.
E
P
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equally in both. It has been aréued that sport (athletics
and élay), either categorically or in Principle, is reg-
ponsible for the development of such character traits as:
co-operativeness, competitivenéss, loyalty, honesty, self-
sacrifice,'respect for rules and authority, self-control,
dedicatiox-&, Bﬁortsmanship, a concern for others, initiative,
ability to handle adversity, 1ntegr1ty; promptness, good-
wlll charity and_benevolence. Almostjevery tralt that
has ever been con31dered good has been clalmed at one time
or another. Even if one sees &.t to ignore the problems ®
aBsoc1ated with the teachlng and 1earn1ng of morality and
the often raised difficulties related to the transfer of
training, he ig-still confronted ‘with the fact that some
of the above character-traits are not characteriatic of
the two moralities. Some, ‘perhaps, are appropriate to
athletlcs, some to play, but gertalnly not all to both. .
It is 1ncongruous to suggest that athletes, while engaged
in their pursuit, are learning to be c0roperative with
the “"other,*" self-gacrificial, sportsmanlike (in the
traditional sense), other-regarding, charltable and benevo-
lent. Their activity is competitive and self-interested.
Not only does their activity not ‘positively reinforce the
above sociable traits, but it-gupports their opposites.

As it has been suggested by Slusher, one had better not N

have these traits in athletics.1 To expect thesekattitudea

rd S. Slusher, Man, S rt and Existence:’ A

Critical Analysis (Philadelphia: Lea and Febiger, 1967),
P. 165
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of the athlete is similar to asklng a leopard to change
its spots. 2 ' .

If one:is going to claim‘that character is developed
in athletics, he would sound more reasonable if he were
to suggest traits that are at least consistent with and
relevant to the morality W1th1n the act1v1ty. It is con-
celvable to suggest that competltlvenss, loyalty, dedlca-
tion, initiative and an ability to handle adveralty are
positively reinforced in athletics. All of these traits
- are beneficial at one time or another. Assuming that only
those traits that are positively reinforced will be developed,
it is more reasonable to suggest that some of the traits
helpful in the pursuxt of v1ctory might be acquired.

Although cc-operation, selfnaacrlflce. sportsman—

ship, a céﬁcern for others, goodw111 charity and benevo-

consistent with the athletic morality, they
topriate to the play situation. If one is
regarded by tho\\ ers to be a Jgood“ playmate it:'is likeiy,
'that he has some §r all of thege character traits. This is
not to argue that these traits are learned in play, but
simply to qoggest that if any learnlng of this sort does
occur, it is more reasgnable to assume that it would be

related to dispositions ich are appropriate and valuable

to the activity in questian - ones that are reinforced.

: 2James Keating, “Spo tsmanghip as a Moral Category.
Ethics, Vol. 85, No. 1 (October, 1964), 34.
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. ’It'might be fruitful to apprbach the investigation
of the t mdralltlesfthrough a conceptual analysis of
each of these suggested character tralts or dispositions
and of how they, either positively or negatively, are re-
lated to the activities of athletics and Play. what does
co-operaﬁion mean in athletics? 1In pla?? What is the
place.of lo&alty in each? Self—sacfifice? An ana)ysis
such as that for every poésiﬁle disposition would provide

some of the detail of a more complete undersfaqding.

-
———

Deontolegy and teleoloqy . -+,

A secoﬁq implicat?on goes more deeply into the
notion of mora; development in athletics and play. It
relates to thelfunétion of the rules, and lhe pPresence or
absence of a déontological respect fo;‘the rules. Insight
into these quegtxons or concepts will shed mare light on '

v

the problem bf|moral development in the two act1v1t1es and

suggest some pfsszble differences.

E In athletics, the written ‘rules, énd perhapsa even
most of the un¢ritten ones, exist prlor to any 1nvolvement
by the athlete; hé has no v01ce in their making. whether
he things them‘right or wrong is irrelevant If he wants

to compete, they are the rules, and he must abide by them.

Even though he tacxtly agrees to compete accordlng to their

) dictates, his free choice is limited somewhat. The rules

r

are not his own: they are made and enforced by something
. N ‘
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Or someone else; in a sense, they are foreed upon him.
t Lo - .

A certain\kind of personal involvement, or c8nsc1ousness,
or self—ide_ lflcatlon with the rules is m;ssxng. The

rules a{? obeyed because they are the rules, The authority

of the rule-book goes unquestioned; it is slmply obeyed,
The attitude is deontological. _

| In play the situat;on is not the same. Rules do
. not exist..necessa;ily, prior.to involvement. They have
no separate, independent existence. They become actual
only after they have been invented, discussed and agreed-
upon by. those pléying.‘ The on}y authority the rules have
is bestowed uponm ‘Em-by the participants. The players -
are more able to relate them to themselves- more conscious,
personal 1nvolvement and self—ldentlflcatxon are present.

The player. unllke the athlete, is able, if not .

requlred to involve himself in a decxslon-maklng process.

He and his playmates are able to ask- “Are these the rules

~that we wish to play by?" The utxllty, the rightness and.
wronézess of rules can be taken into account. In this

process mény morally relevant questions can be consideréd
Is the rule fAir? To what end does it lead? - Which types

of action are rlght under the rules; which types are wrong?

Does it take advantage of the weaknesses of one and not the

other? Why should that rule be incorporated inatead of
this one which might be better? What makes|all of these

questions even more mofally relevant is that their gplwerau

N
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depend, to a.certain degree, on consensus and agreement

4among the participants. 1In a -senge it is a consciousness

. @nd a discussion and a legislation of the good, the bad,,

1

. the right and the wrong in their activity.

- It is understandable why the problem of rule-break-
ing is apparent more in athletlcs than in play.  Apart
from the fact that one has mpre to galn from breaking the
wrltten rules in athletlcs, and more to lose by breaking
them ln play, it is reasonable to assume that persons who
have helped to formulate rules may be more apt to abide
by them, than thogg who nave had the rules forced upon
them. One who has.a'knowledge of the teleological value
of a rule appears to have an addltlonal reason to obey it
than the one who simply respects it deontologlcally - as

-it is’a rule to be obeyed. From that formulatlbn,'the
player, unlike the athleté, is able to gain important
moral .insights into the appr0pr1ateness and function of
the rules.

. Moral education, as opposed . to moral training,
implies a certain conscxousness. It melxes ability to
reaaonably conslder ends and meansg -and to make decislons
of ‘conduct based on those éonsideratlons. One who always'
conducts himself -out of deontological regpect fdr the )
rules may not act, but simply behave. Although Osterhoudt

may be correct when he - suggests that.an application of

Kant 8 categorlcal imperative to sport (athletlcs and play) ’

. " , - - -
] .

a . . . v
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"~ would prévide‘an ideal order of conduct in these activiéies'
that has been consplcuously absent in recent years,3 one
nust questlon whether that is simply all that is needed.
'Deontology seems to imply training while teleoclogy seems
to imply education. If it can Pe assumed that participa—
tion in sport (athletics and play) can lead to some moral
learnlng that might] be transferable to the real' world,
which is mOst desirable, deontological respect or teleo-
logical understandiné? Both? A proper response to this
question necessitates additional understanding -:of the
_éo;sciousﬁesslinvolvea'in both deontological and teleo-

logical attitudes in relation to the concepts of education,

training, and moral learning ‘and the always-present. problem

of transfer.

The _role of officials_

There are usually officials in athletics; there
arcrusually none in play. Not only is there a lack of

lnvolvenent in athletics in the formulatlon of rules,
there is a related absence’ of a type of morally relevant

¢
"dcc1510n—maklpg connected with the application of the

written rules. 0ff1c1als decide what is right and wrong
conduct; -in play, the part1c1pants are responaihlg for

-3
these decisions. George B. Leonard in hisg exciting -book

v 3Robert G. Osterhoudt, "The Kantian Ethic as a

Principle of Moral Conduct in sport,* Quest, XIXx {January,
"1973), 123,
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Education and Ecstasy, describes the athletic situation

-

and the possiB®le results, -

Baseball,...characterizes much that has E T
passed away. Its rigid rules, its fixed - .
angles and distances, shape players to ' -
repetitive,- stereotyped behaviour. The
complete reliance on officials to enforce
rules and decide close plays removes the
players frem_all personal decisions, and
encourages them, in fact, to get away with
whatever ‘they can.4
It is génerally agreced that "...a person's morality is N,
primarily a measure of his ability to make moral judge-
ments, and to arrive at decisions on the basis of moral
) principles."s Leonard's criticisms point out that much
of that decision-making process is absent in athletics. ‘
~ . -~ . ?
"Athletes are ‘not recuired to judge the “plays;" it is
assumed, and perhaps quite legitimately, considering the
ends they pursue, that they are unable to make these types

of decisions objectively and hoﬁestly. The officials take

-~

. much of the burden and dilemma_of moral decision-making

away from the athlete. With it they perhaps take much of

the possible moral learning.

Leonard proposes that a different type of game,

G

a play game of frisbee, dependent on the players' abilities

[t

to make morallf relevant Qecis?onk. would be-more.valuablg.

4Gcorge B. Leonard, Education and Ecétasy (New York:
Dell Publishing Co., 1968), pp. 166-69.

?Reli ious Information and Moral Develo ment s
The Report of the Committeoe on Religious Education in the
Public Schools of the Province of Ontario, J. Keiller Mackay,
chairman (Toronto: -Ontario Department of Education, 1969),
P;- 44 - . j '

¥
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Two players stand about fifteen yards apart.
When the thrower launches the disk, the
receiver makes an all-out effort to reach
If he cannot get close enough to totch
the disk - i.e.,
his range - he talkes a point. If, on the
other hand, the throw turns out to have

it.

reach it,

thrower. 1If the:
the disk and then
thrower two points. In each case the N
receiver makes the .decision. There is no
appeal, no intervening referee, no out-of-
bounds sanctuary.
making frequent statements about his own .
ultimate capabilities. He isg practicing

-moral judgement..
standards, no sta

only the absolute of individual ability,

if it is entirely out of

-~ been within his range but he failed (through
misjudgement ‘or insufficient effort) to
the receiver gives a point to the

receiver manages to touch
drops it, he gives the

Thus the recceiver ig

..There are no external
tistical comparisons -

desire .and honesty.6

P4

/ Where there are ne officials the participants make all

© the decisions. Imagi

?

ne yourself playing a game of paddle-~

ball against an outside wall of a brick building."?ou

. ) - Y
have just'hit a good- shot but it has landed on or near the

line just in front of You. Whether it was in or out’'is

your decision to make since you are closerﬁQ’Some very

}
quick thoughts might he likely to flash through your mind,

"Was it in or out?"

"Did: the other player see it hit?"

"I could call it n, but what will he think?" *It was

almost in.” "It was such a great shot!" Conscience grabs.
- :

"Oh, I wish it wa# in, but I guess-it wasn't." “Damn'“
"I11 call it out." '

-

" In athletics,

such cohsciousness is missing;ﬂene-_\gﬁ
N - !

Tl gt '

g L

cation and Ecstasy, pp. 169-70.

6Leoﬁard, Edu

»
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is relieved of such considerations. -The player cannot

- look to anyone else for the decisions; he must look within

himself. Such responsxblllty entails an understandlng of

right and wrong, andzthe involvement of consolence.
~Again, if it é;n be hs;omed that some kind of
moral learning ean occur in sport (athlet;cs and play),
it is reasonable to suggest that conscious morai decision-
naklﬁg would be 1mportant to it. To investigate this
prohlem adcquately as well necessitates a greater under-~

standing 6f consciousness, moral education, the function
> ] ’ .

. { i .
of rules, the role of officials and the types of decisions

' that are or are not made by the agents within the moralities
1

‘of a;hle#ibs and play.

L.
The question of external control

N

}Do persons outside of the morality of athletics

have a right to attempt to prescrlbe the. type of behavxour
appropnlate to the athletic activity? It is true that

many persons do'not agree with much that occurs within
athletics, but does that mean £he} have any right to attempt
to ohange it? ‘Before one even conslders p0531b1e changes,

if he is not an agent within that morality, he should
serloqsly question his right to do so. -

I -
) The athletic morallty is a morality. Apart from

the actual wrltten'xules thege is an 1mp11c1t unwrltten

code.mado for athletes by athletes that also legislates

{
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r;ght and wrong conduct Those. within the norallty have

Q systemn of béliefs about the nature ef man and his ldea15°.
thev havc rules. expllc1t and 1mp11c1t- they have pu

ments, cxplicit and me11c1t-'and of course, they have
motives for eithcr'rule—follOWLng or ru1e~breaking.'. :
Athletes ‘have an understandlng of what . is rlght and wrong,
good and bad in thclr morallty, as in any othcx morallty.
if dctcctcd thcy.;re uunlshed for their wro : actions. -
Although it may be radically: dlfferent from ¢ther
morelities, or thc.“overall socxetal mora11 it is
stlTl a morality tac1tly agrced upon by’ thoge’ agents within.
it. would attcmptlng to dhange it from wi hout be much ;
differcnt from attemptln} to prescrlbe the moral conduct

of a closely—knlt ethnic group, for 1nsta e? It is -

T -
qucsticnable whether any group has a rlgh to, determlne

what another group of responsible pe;sons shall consider
to bc rlght and. wrong, good and bad Perhaps the only
uay that right can be galned is lf 1t is determlned that
the moralfty in cuestlon has serious detrlmental effects
on others outsxde of its lnternal workings, If it does
-noet, then it seqms that the agents within the morality

' should e left to determlne their own meral prescriptions.

Docs athletics, w;th its own pecul;ar notlons of rlght and

Wrong, causc serious harm to society? " An answer to that
questﬂon nece551tates a welghlng of both lt8 positive and

‘ncgatlvc cffects. Are children, who emulate the actionq‘“

:
i

/‘;- .lb .‘ G, '!.F’. o .‘i‘
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»

of the athletes, seriously retarded in their moral develop—

t

ment? Do coaches who-emulate the strateqgy and methods ‘of

i

prof9551ona1 coaches negatzvely influence thelr young

‘players? If so, are these, negatmve aspects of athletics

ndre lmportant than the p0331ble good it supplies as it is
a major source of entertalnment and income for mllllons of’
people’_ Are not the qualltles of cgmpetltlveness. self-

1nterest dedication, and the ablllty to hﬁgfigrﬁressure -
and adversity beneficial to existence in th éapitalistic\_

morallty of Horth Amer1ca7‘ Should they be’ Are co-opera-

‘tlon, self-sacrlflce and charlty more appropriate? Bcfore

one can have the right to legislate the morallty of others

it must be determlned that thelr morality causes serious

harm to still others. That conslderation‘OPens the doox

to many intficate but vital questions that need investiga-
. .

tion prior. to any leglslatlon. It neceSSLtates considera-

tlon of the goods and bads, rights and wrongs and thelr

effects not only in what EXlBtS, but also in. what ig

'suggektza to be hetter. That has yet to be accomplished,

Suggcestions for change in athlétics

If Lt'were ever declded that’ athletlcs shouid be

changed it would be 11kely that rulﬁrbreaklng would be

one of the central concerns. In the llght of the fore- =’

going analys;s of the morality of athletlcs. some sugges-

.tions can be made which might deter or lesaen the rule- .

P

breaking that Presently qccuxs. j%
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Assuming that:‘ the compet:.t:.ve atmosphere and" the
pursult of the exclusive end of victory were not changed

there are at least . two logical methods that could be

1mplemented to ensure greater rule- followlng. .As Hobbesg

[

‘has pointed out, where there is more to be galned from

breaking a rule and suffering the pPunishment
is to be gained from simply following‘the rule, it
understandable that the rule is broken.' Where th

[
no fear of punishment, punishment cannot act as a deterrent.

Me;y such 51tuat10ns arise in athletics and need not be
relterated here. A way to solve that problem would be to
wlncreasc the punlshment.eo that all rule-break;ng u%uld
be unprofltable If deliberate fouling in basgketball ig
unéesxrable, then establlsh a punishment that makes such
an action foclhardy. Although such a change might result
1n "better“-conduct lt might hamper freedom of choxce. -
Tt would be relatlvely sxmple to establigh punlshments
that were so severe that no one would ever act contrar}
to the rules. Although there mlght never be an lmmoral
.actlon in such a sxtuatlon one - could quest1on whether _
.there would be, any moral ones elther. The posslbllity of
' lncrcased punlshment to deter ruleﬂbreaklng necessltates a
greater understandlng of rule-following, rule-breaklng.
the role af punishments and the concepts of choxce and
‘consclousness as they all relate to athletica.

< A secqnd method of lncreaslng rule—following might

Y ' ) o ‘
. ) ' - \
. -
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be to glve athletes more control in the formulatlon of

; the rules by which they are to compete, Thisg wquld raise

consglousness. personal lnvolvement and self-identification.

There appears to be more reason to follow a rule that one

. has helped initiate and lmplement than one that ig- simply

there and imposed externally. As was earller explained,
this would involve an implementation of teleologlcal dis-
cussion and understandlng, instead of deontological
obedience. Such a method as this would also radically
change the nature of athletlcs and might result in the. de—
standardization of ruales whlch WOuld be very confusing to

athletes and spectators alike. Agaln. it is a question

.

. ©f which is most import@nt.

B. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUTURE EXAMINATION

“Although many. of the recommendations for future
research have been discussed in the precedlng pages, it

is perhaps helpful to list them and others in concise

form.

l. A very gencral recommendation is to‘carry the
analysis further including more detall and applying
general concepts to more particulars.

2. The present investigation hag dealt with the
actlvxtles play and athletics wrthout regardlng the

dlfferent variations w1thin them. There is child'sg play,

' adult play, g;rl S play, boy's play, and individual and
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groué play. Therc are likely various lévela of athletics
'dcscribéd, perhaps inadequately, by the terms: “Iittle
leagué“ athletics, “éméteﬁr“ athletics, "international®
athletics, "professional” athletics, and individual, dual
and team athletics. Although all of these 1eveI§ are
variations within either play or #thletics, it is llkely
that a more detailed philosophical investigation. could
illustrate morally relevant differences between and
among themn. - : o | @i

3. More light could be shed on the character-
developnent claim through an int;;se conceptual aqalysis
of-the possible dispositions appropriate to the moé%lities
of athletics and play. ' -

4. Still further insights.could be gained int9l
. the questions 6f character~development through an investi-
gation of moral training, moral education, transfﬁr of
tralnlng, "transfer of education, " deontology and teleo-
109Y~ ,
T 5. A uscful analogy might be made between the
concepts of law and morality in society and the_functions
of the written 1aws and the implicit moral code wlthin

athletics.

6. Although investigations dnto moralities must
limit its concerns, to a deéreé, to behaviour that is |
conécious and voluntary, there.are some types of un-

conscious performance that are its concern as well - those
. Y

‘;:‘
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movements which should be performed consciously, but are
nof. For insténce, one should not drive his car down the
street without a certain amount of congcious deliberation
and attention. Whether he coes or does not is a morally
relevant consideration. Perhaps there are similar move- -
ments in athletics, such as elbowing in the corners in
hockey, which appear to be performed unconsciouslf. but

vet should not be,

7. Many outsiders consider much of what éoes on
ifi‘athletics to be immoral and are intent_on making major
adjustments. Does anyone have a right to prescribe_the
morality of others? In what circumstances can that right
be gained? 1Is the morality of athletics harmful in other
ways? What changes can'be made which eliminate the‘bad
and wrong but still ensure the right and the good? These
questions are the most important of any, but, as well, by
far, the most difficult to adequately discuss. They
necessitate a complete understanding of the athletic
morality, a comprehensive conception of the socxe;y in
which it CXLStB and a detailed knowledge of thelr inter-~
relationship. .

8. If changps.are to be made in athletics, more
insight is néedcd into the Eoncepts of rules, law, moral

codes, ru1e~follow1ng, rule-breaking, actlon, conscious-

ness and punishment

.‘
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C. THE APPROPRIATENESS OF MORAY, INQUIRY

The majot implication of the presﬁnt thesis ls
that it points out that moral language can'\be used qulte
fruitfully in the investigation and unders ding of the
activities of athletics and Play. All of the\major moral
concepts cor terms can provide useful andg revealing in-
sights. An understanding of the meaning and role of
good, bad, right, wrong, motive, pﬁnishment, voluntary,

conscious, action, freﬁdom, choice, law, morality, \ con-

science, deontology and teleology Wlthln athletlcs apd

play will cnable a more accurate conceptlon of the

activities. All of these concepts can be usefully an -
uncguivocally applled : -
The ‘use of Thomas Hobkes' "politico—mofal“ \\\

philosophy and John Stuart Mill's utilitarianism, although
bricf and not lndlcatlve of the detail of their works, has
hOpcfully shown that the works of philosophers can be. used
appropriately to galn insights into athletics and play
that may have, otherw1se. never been gained.

The boldest and most exciting possible implica-
tion of all is that perhaps an understanding of the
moralities of athletics and play could lead to a greater
undcrstandlnguof morallty in general As moralities._
athletics and play have a certain quality of separateness
or distinctiveness that other moralities'might not EQ;E.

They are rclatively concise, concentrated and more in-

\\
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dc;endent of many of the intervening complications of a
mofe overall or general morality. The moral concepts
appcar to be more.easily exposed and perhaps their meanings
and rclationships are understoodrﬁbre easily as they
operate withintthe athletic and play situation. In light
of the explicitness of moral concepts within them, is it
not an exciting possibility that knowledge of the morali-
tics of athletics and play could perhaps comple;ent'or
even supplement knowledge of moralities in society and a

. -

more universal understanding of the moral nature of man?
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