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In Quest for Excitemeniorbert Elias and Eric Dunning refer to a discussield
among themselves, in the 1950s, about the relevartceating sports as a subject
worthy of the social scientist’s interests. At thee, in spite of being already at the
edge of retirement, Elias was a lesser-known sogisi who had taken pains to be
appointed a professor at the UniversityLefcester. Dunning, on his turn, was an
economics student who had been drawn to sociolgdy$German master. During the
half century since this encounter took place, Eiias become one of the most
prestigious intellectuals in the West. His workgeviganslated into several languages,
including the above mention&liest for Excitementoauthored with Dunning. This
book is dedicated to the process of sportificateord has been consecrated as one of the
chief works in the sociology and anthropology abrgg. Thanks to this and other vital
works, discussions on the legitimacy of addresspayts as an object for the social
sciences have become increasingly rare. But ungtietrly 1990’s, reservations against
the study of sports, leisure, body, spectacle andas phenomenon were quite
common. Today, discussions have turned to howeoribe the sports field, and which
aspects are most interesting for empirical invesiog.

The prestige of well-known names such as Eliasr@#ieu and Hobsbawn,
besides Eduardo Archetti and Roberto Da Matta timlLAamerica — to mention just the
most quoted in specialized scholarship — is anaaitttive claim for assuaging
prejudice against the incorporation of sports ammmgentional research topics. If
such distinguished scholars have dealt with sgati®usly, many others felt
encouraged to follow their lead. A new, markedtgrdisciplinary research field slowly
came into being, and is proving to be a promiswvgnae inasmuch as studies have not
been limited to issues brought up by the canonnkérs. New themes have been and
are being suggested, many of them being shapeddistg's broader demands (as is the
case with studies on soccer) and often by natithreairetical traditions. No doubt a lot
remains to be done, but an expressive corpus ohadated knowledge and an
extensive bibliography have indeed been made dlaitiuring the last couple of
decades.

! This article was written as the introduction tanier 30 ofHorizontes Antropooldgicopublished in
2008.



In tune with this burgeoning fieltjorizontes Antropoldgicosffers an issue
especially dedicated to sports. Assuming that § bwread by scholars unacquainted
with the specialized sports literature, this introgion will briefly chart what is sport
and how the social sciences have approached itoédth seemingly obvious, such
questions should be clarified, if only to make clige gap between interest in sports
and interest in making sense of them — in othedgiathe distance between those who
love sports and those who look at it from the pecsipe of the anthropology of sport.

In contrast with disciplines aimed at direct intamtion such as biomechanics,
medicine, physiology or sports marketing, whichiarene way or another engaged in
the promotion of the phenomenon itself, anthropplogs no commitment to enhancing
performances, nor to the organization, jurisdictimodernization and, above all, the
ideology and mythology of sports. Even though thin@pological perspective is also a
kind of discourse about sports, and as such issoreg many ways of looking at it, the
production of discourses interferes less directlthe phenomenon itself. The
anthropological perspective is characterized byathedysis and interpretation of
phenomena. Its concerns are typically anthropoddgibat is, directed toward the
analysis of meanings pertaining to the practiceardyment of so-called sportive
activities in their social and historical contexasithropologists are interested in
probing into how sports celebrations and celelwriéiee produced, or to which extent
sports players are and are not similar to othernangap stars and national heroes (two
types with which the former have a lot in commamjg so forth. The legitimacy or
significance of such constructions are not judgeen though anthropologists are
continuously incited to do so, be it by the medlise(f part of the field under analysis)
or by colleagues from neighboring disciplines wlondt have a clear view of how the
topic is approached by anthropology.

The definition of sport entertained here is vital lemarcating the
anthropological specificity. Although there are mathers, the most frequent
definition in contemporary literature, includingetitudies published here, draws on the
work of Norbert Elias. For him, sports are competibodily practices invented by the
British during the second half of the nineteenthtagy as a reconfiguration of games,
fights, and other local practices. This rendititiovas for a relatively precise cut
separating modern competitive practices from thedenging to other times and
places. Both share some correspondence, but nenenuity — as used to be assumed
by traditional diffusionist historiography. As hlasen remarked by both Roger
Chatrtier’s introduction t&port et Civilisatior(French version oQuest for Excitemejt
and Christian Bromberger’s ‘sport’ entry for thectionnaire d’Ethnologie et
Anthropologi®, Elias’s definition strongly associates the ensagg and diffusion of
sports to the context of mid-nineteenth centuryaami

Indeed, Elias treats sport as more than a mod#litpdy use. To classify certain
practices as ‘sportive’ implies an acknowledgenwértheir connection to modern,
civilized, disciplined, codified, spectacularizelkas. It is this set of ideas that marks
the difference between boxing — a sport — and tstighe — only a fight —, even if the
bodily techniques involved are quite similar. Baximas evolved into a sport from other
kinds of fight, street fight certainly included. \Athmakes it a sport is the fact that
meaning is attributed to the dispute which encagsslcertain ethic and aesthetic
values. The rules perform this function; to camytiee boxing example, they prevent
the opponents from fighting to death. For Eliagrsg as other activities he calls
mimetic, play a central role in the civilizing pess inasmuch as they provide spaces
for controlled tension in societies which tend xalade “excitement” from most of its
other dimensions. Sports rules therefore do noidsédoove the society that created



them; they emerge along with enforcement agencidsagroper juridical system — the
so-called sports courts or tribunals — that areifipgo each sports modality. The
public’s desire of watching increasingly refinedfpemances demands exclusive
dedication from athletes, barring them from purgarallel activities, as was the case
when amateurism was prevalent. Conventional pagg@has declined in the West since
its apogee in the Roman Empire — today, the putisietf pays the athletes, directly or
indirectly. As in all business sectors, a sophegéid market system has been created
around this basic exchange. In other words, theesphsports became more complex as
it spread in a global scale and intersected witleloeconomic, political, and religious
spaces.

It is not possible to grasp the meanings of spauitk, their manifold modalities
and variations (think, for instance, of the varieusys of practicing soccer), without
taking the contemporary world’s social and cultw@inplexity into account.

Modernity, industrialization, laicization, and pamentarization (as a mode of
arbitrating conflicts based on verbal confrontatiatner than war), Elias claimed, lay at
the roots of the creation and dissemination of modports from nineteenth century
England. Since then, sport has become at leasalhasutonomous. If a soccer team
had been formerly compared to work at a factorgayoit is the teamwork in collective
sports that is used as a metaphor by business stiraiars, as Alain Erhenberg
recalled inLe Culte de la Performanc€odification and rules have considerably
changed the function and meaning of sports in theteenth century, just as
mediatization and spectacularization have transédrinfurther along the twentieth
century. Slowly, sports achieved its own sacraliret itself a typically modern
movement as in pre-modern contexts (above altagitional societies) fights and
games were encompassed by other activities whathlaht them meaning and
significance, such as religious celebrations oparation for warfare.

When sports first became autonomous during the eatf of the twentieth
century, criticisms also emerged. They intensifédr World War 1l, when the sports
industry flourished along with another phenomendiose growth was also staggering,
namely, the cultural industry. Influenced by certilarxist currents such as the
Frankfurt School, sports critics denounced abuge=tiain political leaders, backed by
the specialized media and the subservience oftathésd spectators. Such criticisms —
at times caustic and at others superficial, foorgrg the complexity of the social
phenomenon or for their stereotypical use of certancepts (such as alienation) — had
nonetheless fairly positive effects on disciplisesh as physical education and
education. In contrast to the engaged discoursparts commentators and pundits,
almost always ready to extol the value of spottsas become increasingly common to
find professional educators concerned about thesses of the cult of high
performance and its sequels: doping, extreme catigpetviolence, exclusion of
amateurs (under the label of ‘incapable’), andosthf In countries such as France and
Brazil, a significant number of (especially phy$jeducation researchers have been
circulating amidst social scientists. This has beemuctive for both. Some of the
articles published in this issue ldbrizontes Antropologicosxemplify this traffic
across disciplines: besides been written by edusdtweir bibliographical references
are indeed trans-disciplinary.

The appropriation of mass sports shows by spodsidgies and managers as
well as professional politicians, always interestedreat spectacles, has indeed
influenced the Frankfurt-inspired sociology’s pasit Criticism of sports has not
disappeared; it is being increasingly refined ass prone to blindly iterate previous
dogmas such as that enjoyment of sports walks bg#tand with political alienation.



For various reasons, among which its focus on pergd or liminal phenomenon,
ethnology has been more tolerant in its treatméfestivities and agonistic games. As
shown by Paola Ricciardone’s interesting revieviiropologia e Giocpalmost every
classic ethnography has dedicated some attentisocial forms resembling sports, be
it for their function or meaning. Common exampledude competitive or cooperative
games, preparatory exercises for war, bodily sinfefespecially those undergone by
young men as part of rites of passage), and ludicites in general.

Uses of the body — as common in traditional sagsedis in modern sports — were
the object of interest by Marcel Mauss in the 183&ven though sports were not
included in this classic — and quite Durkheimiatypology, Mauss’s reflections
nonetheless suggest that they may fall under tHareifa of his notion of bodily
techniques. ItManual of EthnographyMauss asserted that sport is less a traditional
and effective way of making use of one’s own bdwhnta particular technical domain
to be studied from the perspective of materialwrelt Even though such debate could
still be fruitful, it is more pressing to note thstorts, along prophylaxis and bodily
aesthetics, are key areas in which technologisa@flization of the body have
flourished. As a marathoner’s effort — whose geaiat to build up some material
object but to provide a fleeting spectacle, alnaoseélf-inflicted sacrifice —, technologies
of palliative care (or perhaps pure waste) reitethat we are more than practical
reason, as Marshall Sahlins would put it.

Moreover, the rise of the social sciences in Briaad been deeply connected to
anthropology’s affairs, particularly the disciplisgrowing interest in urban groups
since the seventies. Since soccer is such a pewadesence in the daily lives and
imaginary of Brazilian urban working classes, ih@surprise that it has become a
focus of redoubled interest. Pioneer studies byeRolDaMatta, José Sérgio Leite
Lopes and Simoni Guedes, among others, paved théowan expanding wave of
thesis and dissertations from the 1990’s on. Casflbetween fan clubs, which lay at
the origin of European sociological literature accer, have also been important in
Brazil. Other common themes are relations betweeoes and national identity (with a
focus on the aesthetical dimensions of “art-sogdee country’s style of play), and the
place of Blacks in this universe. In recent yeaasious studies have emerged inquiring
into the training and transfer of players from Blr&z other countries (especially in
Europe) in terms of debates about social and ecmnadvancement, migration, human
trafficking, exploitation of minors, and others.KEa together, these connect the
anthropology of sports to other characteristic teemn the social sciences.

Horizontes Antropoldgicosegularly publishes in itEspaco Abert@ection an
interview or a piece by a renowned author. Thietwe did it threefold. This issue
brings an interview with Eric Dunning, whose parsigp with Norbert Elias has been
mentioned with regards to this productive encouatel to how Elias’s perspective is
still relevant. Conducted, translated and presebyeidison Gastaldo, Dunning’s
interview is gpetit bijouHorizontesoffers its readers.

We are also publishing first-hand a French tramsiadf Christian Bromberger’'s
“Sportive practices and spectacles from the Petsjgeaf Ethnology”. Bromberger is
one of the most influential anthropologists in tieéd of anthropology of sports. This is
a modified version of a conference presented irokat2002 in Toulouse, France,
during the First Congres de la Société de Socieldgi Sport de la Langue Francaise.
His piece, presented here by Arlei Damo, expldnescbntributions that studies on
small-scale societies — the expert niche of ethlgyobnd ethnography — may bring to an
understanding of sports phenomena as they sprebdlgl. Bromberger also argues
from an inverted perspective, that is, what chaiensports present to anthropology.



To close thé&espaco Abert@ection on a high note, we have chosen a piece by
Eduardo Archetti. In this case, it was about acdedging and paying homage to this
lively, generous and sensitive Argentinean anthliagst who adopted Norway as his
second home and met an untimely death in 2005gdteight of his intellectual
stamina. Given his contribution to the anthropolofigports, we could not fail to
include Archetti in this section. Pablo Alabarcesswrusted with introducing Archetti
to the readers dflorizontes In the article published here, Archetti dealdwmitepibe
(boy) andpotrero (field) as representational building blocks of Angineaness by
means of soccer. It highlights the centrality gfressentations about the “skilled boy”
(personified by players such as Maradona, OrtegagA Messi, among others), the
potreros(makeshift soccer fields also used as pasturd)tten“creole” style (the way
Argentineans represent their appropriation of sgc@dis piece is an invitation to
Archetti’'s oeuvre, which includes a classic nottyahslated to Portuguese:
Masculinities — Football, Polo and the Tango in Angina

Even though the title of thidorizontesissue privileges the term ‘sport’, the
reader will quickly notice that articles in thisctien all deal directly or indirectly with
soccer. This is explained by the fact that soccanioutstanding sport in terms of its
broad diffusion and intersection with other kindsaocial facts. For Brazilians and
South Americans, soccer is not just a sport, aatishwhy there are more social
scientists studying soccer than any other spois iBhalso why it prevails in this issue
of Horizontes “Rodar: a circulacdo dos jogadores de futebdil@i@aos no exterior”
(Rodar the circulation of Brazilian soccer players alofplay Carmen Rial is the result
of multi-sited ethnography among Brazilian playerdifferent European countries,
mainly Holland, Spain, and France. It is also ¢éiast to those working on topics such
as immigration, globalization, human markets, amathgrs. Rial went after these
expatriated athletes and their families in ordesriderstand the ways their identities are
reconfigured while abroad. Major highlights of lagralysis are that most of them came
from the popular classes (even though not fronr th@orest strata), and that their
displacement from Brazil does not follow the kirddriendship networks so common
among other immigrants.

Rial's player informants show quite peculiar pregilin terms of the broader
soccer spectrum. They are successful athletes,theeigh not always pop stars.
Besides earning wages much higher than the natawesbge for both soccer players
and other professionals from the popular clasbesetathletes make up a select group
which recognizes itself and is recognized as endowmith a ‘gift’ — a category that has
already deserved significant debate within anthiago In “O dom de jogar bola” (The
gift of playing soccer), Sérgio Giglio, Marcio Maoa Sérgio Stucchi and José Julio de
Almeida draw on Mauss and other contemporary doumions to show that the gift is a
basic category in the universe of soccer. Its mggnare attached to cosmologies that
are broader than those attending to the coldnetebhique and of high performance
efficacy. Representations of the gift saturate tg®activities with magic and
superstition — so argue the authors of “O dom darjdola”.

The distance is long however between the acknowtead of a soccer gift by
family and neighbors, and the polishing of suchutbrtalent’ in specialized centers —
and talent is indeed one, even though not the omdgning of the gift. If this process is
successful, the polished talent will revert inton(@times huge) financial gains. This is
a dream for many boys and a reality for only a fAnd even the latter have all the
profession’s peculiarities to deal with, among wham inevitable early retirement. As
other professionals whose bodies are the privilégewas of investment from which to
make a living (such as prostitutes and modelskesgalayers live under the specter of



exhausting such capital. From the time they turioi36- a time when many other
professionals are in fact beginning their careéies &arious specializing stages —
players “hang up their playing cleats”. Not thagyttwish to “quit the ball”; it is rather
“the ball that quits them”, as they like to sayifibil reconversao: futebol, projeto e
destino em meninos brasileiros” (Hard reconverssmccer, project and destiny among
Brazilian boys) deals not only with early retirerhdsut with cases in which, pressed by
scarcity of supply or excess of demand, athletegaced to reconvert while still

within their projected career — not rarely in iegbnings, as soon as their training is
completed. In their contribution, Camilo de Soukiexandre Vaz, Tiago Lisboa and
Antonio Jorge Soares tackle these questions drasnrfgeldwork where they followed
the trajectory of two boys, mates at a “soccer sEhshose careers ended up meeting
different outcomes.

From the players we move to the fans, and from iBraArgentina. In “El
‘aguante’ y las hinchadas argentinas: una relagidienta” (Theaguanteand
Argentinean soccer fan clubs: a violent reactioRgblo Alabarces, José Garriga Zucal
and Maria Verdnica Moreira discuss, based on lengrethnography, the native
categoryaguantecommon among Argentinean soccer fdflsaguantes a native term
denoting a moral and aesthetic attitude that disishes and specifies the way of being
of certain fan clubs. They claim to sustain a dssfpan to fight, be it for the team they
support or against fans from other clubs or (ewgularly) against the state repressive
apparatus. Avoiding the prejudices and stereotgpesmonly attached to these fans,
the authors seek to unveil the political uses amdnings of such combative attitude. In
this sense, the manifestationagfuanteis understood as a performance aimed at
affirming certain belongings which are not limitedsoccer. These would include, for
instance, a connection between dgeianteand (popular) class dispositions, or its
relation with broader cosmologies such as cerggnasentations of traditional
masculinity.

Also doing fieldwork among Argentinedrinchas(fans), Gaston Gil discusses the
role of club managers in the escalation of soctgules. “La pasion segun Aldosivi —
el ‘otro’ y los combates por la identidad” (The gias according to Aldosivi — the
‘other’ and struggles for identity) presents a digpbetween fans of two clubs in
Argentina’s third-division league. Their teams’ loanking does not prevent fans from
investing intense physical and mental energy ibaiating strategies to publicly affirm
their differences. Gaston Gil goes on to arguetti@imanagers play a key role in
mobilizing fanatic groups for disputes which aredlan their motivations but often
severe in their consequences, even though manihgenselves are rarely involved
directly in such conflicts.

In contrast to the other contributions, Enrico Spag approaches community
soccer, in some quarters knowrvaszeaand in others as amateur soccer. “Ganhar
jogo, pagar jogo e ganhar visita: pratica futelbichsem um bairro rural” (To win the
game, pay the game, and receive a visit: soccetipea in a rural neighborhood)
probes into the sociability of soccer — an aspadeustudied by a research field that has
so far been concentrated on its spectacularizedo@an manifestations. Drawing on
fieldwork in a rural neighborhood of Sdo Bento éggp&cai, Sdo Paulo State, Spaggiari
unearths the local codes guiding reciprocity indcbexmunity soccer circuit. The
permute of matches, which commits the local teapaipback the visit, is vital not
only for the maintenance of such circuit, but toypde leisure in areas that lack
entertainment options. In this context, the ludinehsion of events made possible by
the permute of matches is equally or more impottizem the competitive aspect.



Finally, Luiz Henrique de Toledo glosses the folitassociation’s rules from the
perspective of some of anthropology’s classic aggmes of structuralist, structural-
functionalist, and configurational inspirationsof livre: analogias em torno das 17
regras do futebol” (Free play: analogies arounadeds seventeen rules) shows how
rules which together account for the stabilitylod dispute and for the aesthetic
configuration of the game by restricting certaiesisf the body, have distinct logics
which may be grouped according to “anthropo-logic®socio-logic” perspectives. In
other words, more than a set of codes aimed alingvihe contenders’ playing field,
rules reflect certain ethic and aesthetic codeseMihis suggested that referees be more
rigorous when penalizing foul play, or that newesibe created for that end, an
adjustment is being made in the competitive dynarnucertain sensitivity patters of
the broader society. Conversely, when refereesraated to avoid penalizing for
certain infringements so that the game may “flowtds& or “be less interrupted”, a
change in the game’s dynamics is being proposddsitansequential for aesthetic
patterns — a clear sign that we are increasingly telerant toward wasting time. To
think about why and for what end sports rules vetaborated may be indeed a good
anthropological exercise, as Toledo shows.

The group of papers assembled here naturally daestend to provide a final
answer to the questions raised by sports, butes @m at contributing to render such
guestions more complex. The ground gained duriadast couple of decades by the
increasing quantity and quality of research hasajuaed to sports in general, and
soccer in particular, space for debate in natiandl Latin-American academic forums
such as the ABA (Brazilian Anthropological Assoma), RAM (Mercosul Meeting of
Anthropology), ANPUH (Brazilian History AssociatippANPOCS (Brazilian
Association for Graduate Studies and Research ¢raS8ciences), SBS (Brazilian
Sociological Society), ALAS (Latin American Socigioal Association), among others.
But there are still challenges to be faced. Trst f& perhaps the continuance of such
forums and of their trans-disciplinary characteithaut losing sight of dialogue with
the disciplines’ specificities, including their pestive expertises. It is impossible to
advance our understanding of a sportive fieldsit@lations for instance to politics, art,
religion and the economy are downplayed. A secdradlenge is to cross national and
South-American borders in order to tighten relaiwsith the international production.
A third would be to broaden the array of questi@mouraging research on other sports
and even on other soccers.

Sports are widely known as an opportunity for fatikaimages, captured by
increasingly sophisticated cameras. But instedtiefealism of such images, we
preferred to use as our cover theme Candido Partoree of the masters of Brazilian
painting. The paintin@occelis one among the many Portinari has dedicatelaeto t
ludic and festive world of child play. Even if sp@have incorporated the lexicon of the
market, science, labor and so many other fieldoouwsry to adult seriousness, it is
worth recalling that athletic performances are a@rmaethe entertainment, excitement,
and sociability of their publics. Few images cobddter express the idea that sports are
an aesthetic production, geared toward the satisfaof symbolic needs.

Translated by Leticia Maria Costa da NObrega Cesari
Translated fromHorizontes Antropolégicos Porto Alegre, v.14, n.30, p. 7-17,
July/Dec. 2008.



