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Sport is an atrtificial social product,sab-set of the category of games. Itherefore
open to an epistemologicaksentialism, which may be contrastedan ontological
essentialisnsuggested in the Platonic tradition. Apistemological essentialism, like
ontological essentialism, presewtsar characteristics of a ruletermined order and
therefore normative structure. Bracketing amtimate or hoped for ontological
essentialism, even with naturalatters, this has been adumbratedthy Eleatic
Stranger in Plato’s latdialogues:Sophist and Statesman. It is the method of Hobbes
in claiming ascience of politics. Historical stateasid historical games called sports
maylack certain characteristics of thermative definition; depending dhe cultural
allowance, some of theseay be allowed as sport. The essengipistemological
method thereforeesults from interest and is usefuhen its range embraces the most
important historical characteristics thie matter, which narrowarbitrariness. Further,
it provides aclear measure for considerirg@gndidates for the defined matter and
distinct boundaries for those thinglsat fall outside its regulativstructure. The
essential definition o§port is made by constitutive ruldsat create such a clear and
distinctnorm.

Let us consider it. Sport implies amdependently created world, that isparticular
sport is always created ldefinite rules for determining therder and boundary of
play or action.These constitutive rules are forcantest whose goal is victory. In
Greek, athletos means competition for theake of victory. In a complex sport,
especially team sports like football, atdition to constitutive rules, theere also
many regulative rules, usefbiut less fundamental. Their task is nwintain and
temper the integrity gblay within the constitutive rules, e fime-outs, out of bounds,
etc. Whenthe constitutive rules are changedeawv sport is produced; this is not the
case with the less structuraityportant, more flexible regulativeiles.

The policing function for both types ofiles demands the authority ofreferee or
judge. The judge is outsidbe order for play but necessary egforcing it, in the
course of playSport is ideational; a sport demarits specific nexus of its particular
constitutive rules and play withthose rules.

A fundamental corollary of the idea sport is that any specific culture nserely a
secondary conditiomletermining its norm, despite ieconomic, technological and
aestheticinfluence. The sociological or culturahode undoubtedly influences
normative attitudes toward sporgspecially about its social valu&conomic,
religious, political interestand ideologies do affect spop@articularly in terms of the
psychology of the audience. Nevertheless, frotine viewpoint of its essential
determination, that is, formally, aport is independent of culturdhctors. The
historical expression thatuggests a trans-cultural orientatioy universal biological
capacity issimple sports, like running and liftirmpmpetitions, which express primary
physical capacities. The ancigdlympics, in its religious culturdrame, lasting from
776 b. c. for 103@ears without interruption, providéise closest historical viewpoint
for theepistemological definition of sport.
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Another fundamental aspect abaport is that it is psychologicallgttractive to
human beings byroviding both stable rules ipartnership with the excitement of
play to bring a measure ainpredictability. One cannot prediatho will have the
victory. The outcome is a combination of skill, tHearder to measure emotional
strengthof the competitors, and fortune.

Indeed, this combination of the knovand unknown allows sport to besgmbol of
the social order becauseerging conditions of a structuréehown, in the civil law,
and acontingent unknown, the varioagtions of citizens, are the factorspaflitical
action! Indeed, most social forms providepectation — legal systems, economic
principles, customs like those diospitality, dress, and sexual relatiohave a
measure of formal or informal rules to guide expgohs; yet, compared to the
constitutive ruleghat create a particular sport, they bgs stable, less independent,
andconsequently more ambiguous. Unlggort, social orders, without a choicedo
so, are open to the fundamentahnsformation of structure bwnpredictable
conditions; furtherthese social structures are not vetyuctured, often made of
compromises, they have ambiguitgand contradictions that drive change.
Nevertheless, cultural rules have sogravity to stabilize an evolving sociaind
political situation. Firmer ircreating an order for action, sport cgand in a symbolic
relation to thesé&ungible orders.

The importance of this symbolrelation is sport captures the ontologfythe human
condition and thgsychological response to it. It cagpresent the tension between
stability and uncertainty in actiobecause rules do not make fomeathematical
determination in actiorg leaden deadness. It is a gamout an algorithm offering
the specific action of an excitement in theesent moment of play, tlexcitement of
action.

Now, | shall elaborate on its structuiiaracter. Sport is a physical garbef the
game theory is applicable tauman activities aside from spodpecifically, it is
similar to a legabystem or order. Therefore, sportisfining characteristics must be
given beyond the formal characteristic béing a game or universe of rulegthin
which activity necessarily takgdace; further sport must beonsidered beyond its
efficient characteristic of competition, sinteat also applies to activity withinlagal
system and many othsystematized activities. By the wdkie ancient Olympics had
a decisivenotion of competition, which, unlikdne modern Olympics, only honoured
the winner, not the runners-up.

An appropriate characterization sport provides an understanding afmpetition.
The materialcharacteristic of various sports is rfwlpful for this task. Equipment
andthe nature of the field of play is nbelpful because it defines use withdhée
rigor of relating use to specifitles and, if it did, that would ngtrovide an essential
definition butonly a specific one of a particulaport. Indeed, material conditions
vary greatly from game to gam@aVittgenstein has brought to attentitmat games
have their activity in avariety of formalized conditions, i.e. &®ard games or on
some sort of fieldsay a track or a ring or a rink:de@signed or ordered physical area,
composed of various numberspdrsons, using living and not livirgguipment, etc.
Consequently, thenentioned characteristics are toae to define sport. Put briefly,
Wittgenstein’s skepticism about &ssential definition of game, of whidport is a
sub-division, misfiredbecause of his attention to specifldferences among sport.
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The historicalsurvey defies unification and, lik&/ittgenstein, those that appropriate
this method fall back on sociebnventions.

In seeking an essential definition, let narrow the universe of discoursamewhat
by considering sport’s neeof an authority for judgments, thabove reference to
referee or judgeAuthority protects and interprets ruleg attending to play within
them.Many games like chess or card gamaes contests and competitions Iy
are not a sport, since in sugames the rules are known in princifsehe competitors
and no authority isecessary to judge any action wittine game; the policing is done
by theplayers themselves. Further, marmgn-sport games are algorithmvehether in
terms of a humanompetitor like chess or a machic@mpetitor, like packman.

Notably, by the introduction of amuthoritative judgment for warranted action of a
game, waunderstand that practice or self-orientaiio@ mere physical exerciggnot
sport. One’s competition witbbneself may be preliminary to a sponrt merely an
aesthetic or healtlactivity. It lacks competition amongeparate individuals for
victory. Notably, the rather dull-minded Latgtogan of the modern Olympics, ‘citius,
altius, fortius’ (faster, higher, strongegpes not present a more informatiwaue
than the betterment of physigaérformance. It suggests a conceptaaity of our
culture.

In any case, what is important for tHarther characterization of sport is to
differentiate the sort of authoritatiygdgment involved in sport from othgrdgments
in systematic or quasi-systematactivities. At first sight, thereferee may be
considered to haverainor role in the sport because tiegeree is compared with the
competitors of the sport. However, higiportance is crucial. He is the ‘ideal
spectator’ whose judgment asserts streicture of the game as it iisstantiated in
actual play. Becaushe judge in sport - a referee or ump#és in a primary sense,
under theclarity of constitutive rules, his or hentent is to be clear in making
decisions as much as possitlieerefore, the condition faneasurement is important;
consequently, quantitative rather thrguralitative considerations musé¢termine sport,
though an actuasport may provide some allowance fmrsmall qualitative factor,
assumingultural generosity.

In sum, the primary task of the judigewhether a particular play is aoncert with the
rules that constitutehe universe of the sport. Only in secondary sense, when
penalties ar@ssigned, is there a distinct qualitatasgpect to judgment within rules.
Theseregulative rules are similar to ruledout such matters as tpeesentation of
evidence and othgrocedural matters in a court of lawegulative rules — rather than
aboutthe constitutive rules of civil law, thieusiness of a Supreme Court. Judging
involves clarity; thus, say ice dancinghose performance aspects for victorglude
music, grace, costume, iscantest whose qualitative margimvariably depends on
cultural aesthetics, which are moot. The clarigcessary for sport is muddied. Such
contests, some allowed by culturnventions to be called a sport,uislike a foot
race or a discus throwhe victor in these is the first thaasses the finish or throws
the furthest, without consideration in thedgment for victory of the grace dhe
performance.

In contrast to sport, there is no needh&we a referee in some games. Gaafdsdind
chance are certainly not spaihce they involve no exercise ability; on the other
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hand, card gameschess, etc. involve intellectuatompetence and thus are
competitionswith the goal of victory but their plagjoes not need a referee because all
their rules are constitutive and, in plagmediately known to the players.

Another matter, one of value: games, including sport, no matter hetsenuous, or
how they relate to theocial processes of work and finaneee for the sake of
refreshment oentertainment, in principle. Accordirig the Greeks, games and sport
are notwork since they are for the sakehafnhour; the Greeks distinguishbdunistic
from dynamic activity on aelitist principle is rather lost anisplaced in our culture.
The former igyrunt labour the other is action for thake of honour. Since sport need
not bedone for survival, it falls into aactivity whose action is done for thetter in
principle, particularly, for theake of honour. Indeed, in the pageorld, honour is in
the mode of a pagaculture with its nature religion. Victorin sport is a proper
relation to naturea sort of worship. This wasgerspective of nature in its ‘positive’
gifting of the human condition.

Further, the Greek Olympics werdime of truce, the forbidding of wand was only
for free men, not slave€ompetition in sport is not rivalryyith its negative intent to
win at anyprice, say like the gladiatorial contesit the Romans where all were
slaves othe Emperor and, in principle, lossuld mean death. Consequentiythout
competition there is no spdtierefore the love of sport impliésendship bond to the
competitor whas necessary for the activity.

Certainly, when speaking of values, smciological consideration woultiscount the
business of sport with itg&rious promotional and financiattivities. Indeed, granted
the expected financial rewards for winning athletesha ancient Olympics, gain as
well as honor haslways been a motive of athletes. ltaiggrandmother’s tale that
even thebest in human beings throws tlseadow of the worst. However, these
‘human-all-too-human’ motivatiorare tangential to the activity itse8imilarly, for a
physician, whatever higersonal motivations for being or&vealth, social prestige,
etc. - thesare tangential to the professionalstnuctural obligation to treat hpatient
toward better health. Sport nsociological description of itharacter and tendencies
in a particular society is an additiongdpic of research but tangential to &ssential
structure. Some of th&pecific cultural determinants of spdike any social activity,
are in tensiorwith an ideal descriptive or normatiepproach to the activity. Under
theinfluence of Baron Coubertin, startimgth the first modern Olympics ih896, the
modern Olympics tries, withlittle success, to restrain financial gaiand
commercialism by pressing famateurism.

Beyond pointing out the limits o$ociological or historical examples wffer a
universal and essential notiohsport, | do not want to pursue valgeestions beyond
pointing out thatsport competition seen in the anci@iympic orientation provides
theground for a work-ethic about spoftis is not quite an ethics butgafficient for
the normativenarrowness of an epistemologicalBssentialist notion of sport.
Competition ordered by what viretuitively call ‘sportsmanlikdoehaviour’ or fairness
about the equatondition to prove the quality of wictor is the condition of the
activity. Importantly, with some furtheconsiderations about social behaviotire
normative ‘work-ethic of sport caexpand to project a normatiwbaracter for sport
audiences.
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What | now wish to do, irconsideration of the above remarks,tasprovide the
essential definition oport and, then, to classify four brosub-classes of sport. The
definition: Sport is a class of games, where thesecompetition, under equal
conditions,for a quantitatively measured victoriyy terms of a physical powers or
skills, between or among human beingdiere a referee enforces constitutruées
creating the structure of particular sport and regulative rulesding play. The
importantpsychological concerns that spettucture provides is stability. Stability

in the known order of the structutieat provides for the undeterminezkcitement of
play. The action of plays always open to unexpectpdssibility, e.g. the physical
injury of an athlete, the unexpected expressibrcapacity of an athlete, etc. The
psychological combination of stabilittand the excitement of play, with its
unpredictable quality, angsychologically satisfying to humdreings. This definition
provides the normativground to examine the sub-classespdrt. The four are single
individual sport, team sport, animal and hunwilaborative sport, and machine and
human collaborative sport. The finstarks the Olympic attitude; individuabntests
and is the best expressiontbé normative definition. It imoteworthy that the laurel
of victory was given to the winner of Olympaompetitions, with the exception tife
chariot race. In this collaborati@mong man, machine, and animal tivener and not
the driver gets thiaurel.

Let us consider team sport. Here thsponsibility is no longer on thiedividual who
competes for victoryOne has a social effort where even tian-directly playing
strategic coach ia factor for victory. This is more thartrainer of an individual; the
strategiccoach is a direct factor of the playonsequently, responsibility in tiheam

is projected to a sociarganization. With the complexity ¢éam-sport, like in other
complexpolitical associations, there is theatter of proper relations amoptayers.
An added dimension agportsmanship demands the strugglevictory obliges the
individual players to sacrifice personativantages (say for glory) for the sakehe
most efficient strength of thenit's performance. With theomplexity of multiple
individual actions in the course of play, the ralethe referee becomes more crucial
and the regulative rules, e.g., off-sidgsysical improprieties, etc., are more
elaborate. Yet, team-sport sfilinctions closely to the normatidefinition.

The non-human collaborative spatasses have a specific problem teides them
into not being sports at allt is when the animal or machir@/erwhelms human
gualities in thecompetitive unit. Let us consider, man-anirspbrt. Of course, the
essentiatefinition precludes animal agairetimal contests to be a sport. In sagk
fighting, there is a human traindmt the so to speak ‘responsibility’ ftre action is
animal. Let us considdhe sport of horseracing with a jockdyere the skill of the
jockey countdoward victory. Yet, in this class aport, the factor of the non-human
obscures the condition of humaampetition. A good jockey on a badrse or vice-
versa changes tloatcome.

With machine-sport, the imbalance time collaborative unity is furthexxacerbated.
Granted, our eveincreasing technologicadophistication, the human elemesdn
recede or slide to the point wheteno longer plausible to account it atiterefore to
have a sport under thessential definition. If not in car races, airplane and boat
races, themachine can be so sophisticated thia human input occurs in only
unusual and extreme circumstancesy of weather. Further, thresponsibility for
victory in machinesportbecomes enlarged andpnsequently, vague. Machines
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dependon what John Dewey called ‘sociadtelligence.” They are the product of
technological workers in the social-politicebmplex of industry andjovernment.
The car race, aside frothe driver, and his team to service ftber, the workers,
engineers, anthventors of metallurgy, electricalystems, aerodynamic design, etc
areresponsible for the machim@mponent of the competitive spartit. In machine-
sport, the humaelement expands in responsibilityhile the machine aspect of the
unit tends to overwhelm the human aspecthe actual collaboration at tlaetuality
of the race. Further grantdidat technology is a social prodwstich sports live with a
disallowing condition in fact for some humapeings. It is unlike the biologically
simple sports, e.g. running, whichapen to all human beings bothprinciple and in
fact. This suggests aultural rather than physicatlisallowance; the latter is
exemplifiedby basketball played between a Zald pigmy team.

Of course, not all machines in spare collaborative. They are tools. Fexample, a
discus or javelin thrown ia mere tool. The broadly similar toptesents the human
capacity withinthe contest. If target shooting uses shene gun it is a tool; however,
in gun contests, even using dissimilar gubst within an allowable range of
difference, the skill of the shootelominates the contest and one canthetrefore
consider the gun a machigellaborator. The same is true sphisticated machines
like boats.

However, in the last instance, ometes another factor that diminishibe test of some
specific humancapacity between individuals. Th#aying field can be strikingly
different. The change of weathaifecting performance brings atement of chance
into play that iquite great in qualifying humasapacity. There is a violation of equal
conditions; yet, one might pledeniency and consider even sucbaat race a sport,
taking it under theubric of fortune, to which all spo#ction is subject.

To continue with considerations efretching or moving beyond thHsoundary of
sport, | shall elaborate dhe mentioned aesthetic qualitativeatter. Aesthetic theory
has threevalue foci: the artist (here the value siort to the athlete), the audience
(here the sport spectator), and the created objegork of art (here, this formal focus
is either the gamplayed or the schema of constitutivges that creates the game). Of
course, the best theories try to sateifythree foci, e.g. Aristotle’Poetics.

If we take aesthetic in a largesychological sense as in it first usem the Greek
aisthesis (perception)by Alexander Gottlieb Baumgarten,German philosopher of
the first part othe 17th century, we capture an eseurther theorizing about sport.
Though my present interest is in terofsthe boundary of the essentdgfinition of
sport, it is important tssay immediately that the aesthetispects to athlete and
spectator oplay are valuable and medbnsideration in complete theory thie value
of sport. This sort of theomyould move toward the psychologidaktors that include
an enlarged sens# perception, which mingles aestheéind ethics in a viewpoint
about whatis proper for human action armbncern. As mentioned, in a narrower
consideration that the judgment obntests of the perception of qualityust be
disputed. Consider: aside froohauvinistic loyalty or political hanky-pankygay
French, Chinese anBussian judges of music and darntave different cultural
inclinations onwhich their judgment is grounded. Thisuld make a difference in
those sports where the aesthetic spectacle pamt of judgment for victory.
Consequently, when the determinatmfithe victory in the contest has litgdysical
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guantification, e.g. ballroordancing falls too far away from tlessential definition to
be a sport.

To characterize the boundaopnsiderations in the last three subclassesport
implicitly | have employed principles of equalityproportion or balance, and
responsibility. These principles bridgdask-ethic and a full ethic of humaativity.

A determinative justificatiorof them deserves discussion but thatuld involve a
length of time notwvailable here. Principles of equaliproportion and responsibility
elaboratethe conceptual understanding of spdittey are in a dialectical relation to
sport definition and the systemagtements of a particular sport. Withansystematic
and functionalunderstanding of sport, responsibility a work-ethic concept, the
relation of action to sport structure in fainctional determination; howevewhen
related to social mattersntoves toward a more ethicahgagement. Responsibility is
an aesthetic qua ethical quality of actiosince action necessarily results from
intention, responsibility is necessaniurposive.

Proportion orbalance provides anintellectual condition for action whereaghe
principle of equality is a boundamyeterminer of fairness. Prudence is theman
response to human limitationBrudence accepts modes of huncanstructions for
achieving limitedgrounds for pleasure and need: thase structured orders with a
final causal goal. Many activities, includisgort, are appropriate within thergesse
of the penumbra of théhuman condition, a pragmatic seekirigr balance,
responsibility andequality. This allows limited purpose;atlows the appreciation of
sport withina sense of limited value that speakstiie boundaries of the human
condition.

Principles of responsibility and balaneetended moving from largeonsideration to
sport find it reasonable, within the measure siich allowance. Of course, the
reasonable is open to some dispwuithin its direction toward strictnesklowever, it
seems that balance allowsleration for what is not definitelyharmful. The
partnership of participatingntities of sport relates proportionalvolvement of
human skill to thecapacity of the other elements of tt@mbined entity: the ordering
of powers for victory. However, sincgoort disallows the human factor h@come
submerged as primary facttwy either machine or animal, theseems no exact
formula for theproportion of a collaborative unity.

The principle of proportion, groundad prudence, is intimate to therinciple of
responsibility. In a broadense, responsibility for an athleteaisvork ethic or task-
responsibility. The human will functions directly inthe competitive entity when
playedto make sport not merely a socg@oduct but a direct human actiofhe
fundamental responsibility is@mmitment to obeying the rules okport, as well as
act in terms ofplayer’s function for victory. Thus, thiree principles enlarge the
application of rules of the game. Theeek language has the words fause ditia)
and responsibilityaitios) correlatively interlocked. In svord sport implies a moral
agentcapable of sportsmanship and takomga role in a responsible manmeéthin
the rules of play.

These three principles illuminate aegtend in detail the essent@éfinition of sport

and qualify play.They persuade but, since they are agroof and merely move in
the rangeof prudence, that persuasiondsbatable: it may not produ@®nviction.
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Yet, every culture mustecessarily employ them under a@sthetic or perception of
the prudential functioning for its sport3hat enlarged sense of aestheiith both
conventional andbiological considerations, is@sychology that must judge whether
sport is an activity that is worth thedividual’s time.

Martin Bertman

! It is notable that Hegel's finglolitical determination of thetate has just these qualitiéspugh it
seems unlikely to beachievable within nature. Thartifice of sport is more closelgxpressed in
Hobbes’ notion othe constructed state but his vigvat the natural theorems atie laws of the state
are harmonious is an obvious leapto a normative ideal as well. Ofny Hobbes: The Natural and
Artifacted Good (Lang: 1981).
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