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Poiibs that wou wrest personal autonomy fros us are
e+ work, both direct)y and indirectly, in the sports
d in society at large. We are typically coanfused on the
!s nature; we have arbitrarily and unwisely relegated
iplinary area of metaphysics where the topic rests
in some disarray Yecause of the plethora of theories that currently
prevails, These cehfusing and overlapping concepts of man's pature
confound Bany of our presentatiohs and discussions. We have a
definite regﬁbﬁsibility to our studehts to help them form their own,
highly personal sitions as to man's basic rature. The need for more
effective communic¥tion within the area of sport ahd physical_
activity philosophy »g self-evident. Because of the varied
methodological approaches vwe employ, we are seenlngly not
communicating too well with each other, and our voices are not hav1ng
a significant influence oM those involved with sport in the culture.
Members of the Philosophic Rociety for tke Study of Sport have a
contribution of vital importadnce to make in regard to sport's
cultural role. {AuthorA€Dy— C
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,son moved to'a standing ovation 8ooner -- in clogse to twenty minutes,

have & heart; you may be in this same predlcament'somewhat sooner

-——

> N ’ US DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH

EPUCATION E WELFARE
*HATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
EDUCATION
IN SPOBT. AS IN AL.L OF LIFE. THIS DOCUMENT mas eEén REPRO-

MAN SHOULD BE COHPB.EHENSIBLE TO MAN DUCED EXACT_Y AS RECEIVED FROM

THE PERSON OR ORGAMNIZATION GRIGIN-

ATiNG 1T POINTS OF viEw OR OPthTONS :
STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE-

Earle F., Zeigler SENTOFFICIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
The University of Western Ontario EOUCATION POS'T:0N OR POL-CY
Intro o
A presidéntial addresgg offered at the éoncluslon of a banguet
preéeded by refreshments, coming aa’lt does at the end of a day
filled with the presentation of weighty papers, is hardly the place
fér a closely reasoned statement on some presumably timeless prob-
lem upon which the future of sport and physical activity philos-
ophy rests in "uneasy disarray.” If some of "ye people of little
faith® are lookldg longingly at the nearest exit, I command you to
"cease and desist"; my sples are everywhere with strict orders to
employ their disintegrator ray guns upon the person of anyone daring
to vacate the premises except, and ;ihy if, extremely extenuating
é@rcumwtuﬁgggﬂprevail. Somewhat more seriously, the sum total of
these words has been carefully measured thfough the use of a stop=~

uatch,/aﬁd'you‘should be on your feet again -- unless for some rea-

Finally, if someone 18 moved to state that/such a s8tatement is just

about nineteen minutes too long, my plaintive response can only be,

than you thinki" | ' -

The Text for the Lrese tatjon® |
The above reﬁarks notwithstanding, I do have some serious ideas

for your consideration., I have chosen as tha‘text for my comments

gsome fairly familiar passages from The Bible, Genesis 11,1-9, which

* This paper .was presented as the Presidential Address at the
Annual Meeting of the Philosophic Society for the Study of 8port,
Kent State University, Kent, Ohio, November 1k, 1975,
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read as follows:

And the whole earth was of one language, and of one speech,’
And it came to pass, as they journeyed from the east; that
they found a plain in the land of 8hinar; and they dwelt
there, And they sald to one another, Go to, let us make
brick and burn them thoroughly. And they had brick for
stone, and slime had they for morter, And they said, Go
to, let us bulld up a city and a tower whose top may reach
unto heaven; and let us make a nahke, lest we be scattered
abroad upon /the face of the whole earth, And the LORD came
down to see/ the city and the tower, which the children of
nen builded, And the LORD said, Behold the people is
one, and they hdve all one language; and this they begin
to do; and now nothing will be restricted from them, which
they~nave imagined to do., Go to, let us go down, and there
confound their language, that they may not understand one
other’s speech, 80 the LORD scattered them abroad from
erice upon the face of all the earth: and they left off
to build the city., Therefore is the name -of it called
Babel; because the LORD did there confound the language
of all the earth « + «

Thus endeth the reading of God's word, and it should be immediately
obvious to all that the reference was to the biblical Tower of
Babel located in the Babylonian city where Noah's descendants, who
evidently spoke the same language, made a strong effort to build a
tower designed to reach heaven, Such a presumption could not be

tolerated by a stern Jehovah, and the building project ended in

S T T T

- confusion when their words becaﬁe incomprehensible t9 each other,
Statement of the Problems y
It would serve no important purpose to carry the above passage
(o; analogy) too far in an effort to make my point, However, I
- bef&eve that it may be possible for us to glean at least thiee 1
.1mportant points from this narrative describing the plight of this
early people that can help us in this Soclety at a time when the
philosophy of a specialized field known by some as spoft and physic=
al activlfy appears to be standldg at a clear and definite cross-

road, The first point is that a group of people bent on carrying




.out a task requiresa neceésary amount of freedom and autonomy to
complete'a project, Secondly, I believe strongly that we must'reach

AIgeneral égreem?nt or consensus on the nature of man (i.e., doe; a
term iiké "human nature" have any essential meaning at all?)., And,
thirdly ;nd lastly, I believe that we need to communicate ever 8o
much more effectively than we are doing at present, 1These three
problems, then, are those which trouble me most 15 my own work,
Admittedly it has taken me sllghtly'more than thirty years to
arrgyeiat this state of perplexity and contern, Nevertheless, I
offgf?;%ese thoughts to you as being possibly slgniflcant for those
of us who are presently engaged in what has been relatively lo?sely
designated as spo;t and physical activity phllosophy: Obviously,

i it will not pe possible to do much moré than scratch the syrface

of these three important polntsi - /

The Necessary Freedom and Autonomy .
- j .

T believe that it is vital for man to preserve a significant
amount of freedom and'ﬁersonal autonomy in an evolving democratic
society,  Much of my work over the years has been built on this
premise, Freedom is usedﬂhpre to describe the "condition of being
able to choose and carry out purposes®™ (Muller, 1961, p. xiii), .
Even thouéh-some are very pessimistic about the future, I have
consistently espoused what'mlght be called "positive mellorlsm".
as the best.approach (1.e,, the position that soclety hag an "in-
nate tendency'.to improve, and that man should strive coﬁéclously
to bring about a steadily 1mpro§1ng gocletal condition). Thus,
even th§ugh.He11bronner (1975, p. 1l4) asks tﬁe provocative ques-
tion, "whaé has}posteriﬁy ever done for me?™, . I am still amazed =~

as 18 he == by "the furious power of the blogenetic force we see

4 .




expressed in every living organism" (p. 15)s Hopefully, despite the

ecological impact of Bo many of technological man's actions, a

..sunvivalist ethic will somehow emerge that will assist the world's

people to develop thg necessary commitment required to aid men
everyyhere to make the material sacrifices that wlil be requisite
for posterity's survival, In the process many ofﬁthe present indi-
vidual freedoms will continue to be challenged and, as Brubacher
indicates, we will need t6 get "not Just'fired up, puﬁ incandes-
cent about freedom"‘(1961, P.-17). In my opinion no ﬁﬁwer on

earth should be allowed to wrest personal autonomy from us what-

< ) k]
ever the cost in personal sacrifice might be, It is my contention

that such forces (or power) are presently at work both directly
and indirectly both within our profession and in soclety at large, ‘a
We must not succumb to them,
The Bagic Nature of Hgg' . . > -
Alghough'we'can immediately agree that the descendants of
Noah living at Babel were denied the necessary freedom to build '
their tower, it could be argued that these early people under- |
stood quite clearly that they uere ruled over by a stern God ‘whoy
was responslble for their very creation ~- and thereby they "knewﬁw
thelr baslc nature. Would that éuch were the case today! As it '
seems to be happening at present,man is having great dlrflcglty in
remaining comprehenslble to hls}fellow mane .An examination of
several historical views of theinature of man makes obvious immedl-
ately that there are 1mp119atio s for education from‘the various

definitions or’"images®™ of man's nature that have been suggested,

and undoubtedly these same concepts apply'to man's sport and physical

5 -




activity patterns.

‘ : For years I have been 1ntrlguédhby educatibnal"phllosopher Van
Cleve Morris's fivefold definition of man (1956) whléh described him
roughly on a historical time scale as4(1) a rational animal split
into mind and body; (2) a spiritusl being 1$clud1ng the three dimen-

sions of mind, body, and soulj (3) a “kggwingﬁcreatu;e' that absorbed

knowledge for life improvement, with a body that devéioped "natural-

!
1y";" (4) a pedefined Platonjc-Apistotelean man divided into mind
,aﬁh body as aspects of the basic organlc unity, with oni} "lip ser-
vice"granted to the importance of man 8 physlcal activitys anq (5)

a problem-gsolving organism in the process of evolution, in whlch

mind and body were considered to be "instrumental extensions® of one
another.,

Then in the 19608, Professors Berelson and Steiner carried out
a significant lnventory of Human®Behavior (1964) in which they pre-
sented ordered generallzations based on the findings of 1,056 selec-

ted studies., They trace six images of man throughout recorded his-

tory. The first of these was the so-called Philosophical Image

(pp. 662-667) in which man of the ancient world distinguished virtues

~

they called the Christian Image where man added the concept of origi-

nal 8in and possible redemption through the transfiguring love of God
for tho%e who controlled their sinful impulses. The third delinea-

tion was the Political Image of man during the Renaissance in which

1
1
i
through the employﬁent of his reason, This was followed by what ) 1
man, through the xntroducﬁaon of his power and will, manaéed to take j

greater control of the social environment; in the process sufficient

energy was liberated to bring about numerous political changes, the %
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with somewhat earlier religious ideals. During the eighteenth and

nineteenth centuries a fourth image emerged. This'Economic Image

provided an underlying rationale for man's economic development in ’
regard “to the possession of property and things along with improved )
monetary standards. Efforts were being made to equate the concept

of 'individual good! With that of the ' common good,’! While:at the

same time the third basic political division; that of class, was

o
2
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. end result'being the creation of national ideals which coeristed ) ”
i
|
|
|
‘more"sharply delineated’, !
The’ early twentleth century saw the development of‘a fifth i
Pgyc hggnalxtic Image that introduced another form “of love == j
Wwith ego, and:self, as the instinctual.impulses were,delineated more . §
carefully than ever before. An.effort was made to gnderstand the ;
role-of childhood ex?eriences in man’'s life, and how non-conscious i
controls oéten'ruled man;s actions because of the often incomplete %
gratification of certain human drives related to libido and sex. i
]

Finally, because of the rapid development of the behavioral sciences,.

Berelson and Steiner nostulated the Behavigral Science’Image of man.,
A
This view of man characterized him as a creature who is'continually

>

and continuously adaptiné reality to his own ends. In this way he :

seeks to make it more pleasant and congenial «- and, to the greatest

possible extent, his gwun real{ty.

v You may well ask, "what are you triing to tell us?* Simply

< ! this -- that in my opinion we are typically confused on the subject
of man's natures-that we have arbitrarily and unwisely relegated it

. to ‘the suo-disciplinary area of metaphysios where the tonic rests in

gome disarray because of the plethora of theories that cnrrently

v - -
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kprevails(Taylor, l963, P. 13); that these confusing and overlapping
concepts of man's nature confound many of our presentations and

discussions; that it may well be fundamentally important for us to

clarify olr concepts, thoughts, and stances in this regard; and

1ast1y that,as people concerned professionally or semi-professional-
ly with philosophy, we hase a definite responsibility to our students
to help them to form their(own, highly personal position a8 'to man's
basic nature. I agree fully with Rhinelander (1973, p. Xi1i) when
he states, "The . truth is that we cannot avold making metaphysical
assumptions about the world and the place of human beings in it if
we turn awdy from such topics, we succeed only in hiding the nature

of our assumptions and leawing them uneramined.

The Need for More Effective Cgmmunicggiég

. Despite my pleas for retention of the Goncepts of 'freedom®
- . . a . ’ N . ~

and 'autonomy! as iﬁtegral aspects of our philosophical endeavgrs;
and” for the role/of metaphysical inouiry as fundamental in the

‘1ife of problemisolving, inventive, behavioral science-oriented

-
— »

. | man seeking to shape and adaptkreality to his own'ends, I recognize
full well the .vital importance of removing every possible bit, ‘of
ambiguity from our statements. Rudolf. Carnap 8 'principle of toler-ﬁ
ance has long since conveyed to ' the idea that the philosopher

can use any language that he*w!gzzs, 80 long as he makes clear the_
rules of language that" he is employing._gWe realize further that the .
"verifiability theory of meaning has\placed traditional approaches\

to metaphysical speculation in serious difficulty because many. of “ ',

the questions raised.were simply not genuine and ansnerable.

é

' Sport and physical activity philosophy contarns_as many pitfalls :




© ) ) Q‘ -8
as any other_aspect of cultural life for the unwary scholar. The

term "game" has some seventeen different usages gs a noun, while

A“spéft" has aé least.tﬁirteéh different meanings, If th;s does

.nqt causes enough problems.-be warned that the term play” is em-
ployed in at least seventy-four different ways as both a noun and

i verdb (The Random House Dictionar » Unabridged, 1967). Our good

. 0ld English language 1is sai& to be suffering from so-called seman-
tic aphasia, which has been degaribed as a "numbness of ear, mind,
and heart"® , . « a "tone dqafness to the very meahing of language ~-
which results from the habitual and prolonged abuse of language”

"
(Time, March 8, 1971, p. 36). )
Camus has put, the problem in excellent perspective in The Rebel
when he points out that "the mutual understanding and communicatien
discovered by rebellion can survive only 'in.the free exchange of

- conversation" (p. 283)¢

. Every ambiguity.uevery misunderstanding, leads to deaéh;
clear language and simple words are the only salvation from
this death, 7The climax of every tragedy lies in the deafness
of its heroes: Plato is right and not Moses and Nietzsche,

Dialogue on the level of mankind 1s less costly than the

et -gospel preached by totalitarian regimes in the form of a mono-

" logue dictated from the top of a lonely mountain , .
(1956, pp. 283-284) .

o)

. Thus, whether you view }1nguistic analysis as the only logical
%etpodology'to employ in your‘fsﬁloqophizing, or whether you see it
as an " important handma@deh” ﬁéed.fessentially to overcome the func-

" tional disorders of language induced by the distortioﬁs of usage
' charactéristic of t;aditional philosophié reflection” (Kaplan, 1961,
fx pn..62-63),‘1 urgé'you té remain aware df the need for continuous,

v

‘"rational reconstruction” 6f the .language of the humanities, the

. " gocial sciences, and the natiral sciences as these may relate to

a ‘ E
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sport and physical activity philosophy. I believe personally that

we nged such analysis to/Kélp us keep our facts, figures, and words
. T T

as stralghé aé possible, but also ﬁhat we in soclety need a philos-

: ophy to live by, I cannot see how we can have the one without the

other,

Concluding Statement .
L - v .

« In conolusion. I 'have stated that there is ample evidence that

man’s personal freedom and autonomy is in ser}pus Jeopardy today

gven in the so-called evolving democratic societies, In regard to
sbort. the 1nterdepen3enoe of sport and culture is now suoh that onr ‘
citizens view athletes as ®"cultural maximizers," and there seems i
to be almost nothing that educators can do in. the United States to .
keep 1nteroolleglate (and often 1ntersoholastlo) athletics 1n proper
perspective, This resu}ts qulte often in a negatlon of autonomy

and personal decisioh-making on the part of the financially tendered

«

student-athlete, This denial of personal freedom is highly serious.
Inpo{ar as aﬁ understanding of, or any assumptions about, man’s
basic nature, the evidence avallab&e in :ecqot years in the realm of
sport and physical activity literaodre'indicates very little atten~
' tion has been paid to this tople. Shogan, who is compieting a study
| in this area, indicates that "Of over two hundred and,)hirty books
and articles in the physical eduoa?lon and sport literature writ;en

since 1960, only twenty=-four have been identified as referring to

man’s nature, and many of these did not do so in a direct treat-
ment of the subject" (pp. 139-1@@). éons}dering the many problems
. of a highly serious nature extant in sport today, this paucity of

material aimost constitutes "dereliction of duty,” and at the very
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best may be classified as copying of and fearful, blind alleglance

to the mother dlsqipline!s presumed.correctresegrch technfqué.

o J

The need for moré effective communication within sport and
o . s ’
physical activity philosophy 18 self-evident, Because of the varied

A
methodological approaches we employ, we-are seemingly not communi-

cating too well with each other, and who will dare to argue that
- our voices are having even a reasonably significant influence on
those involved with sport at the different-levels of our culture,

St11l further, how basic and fundamental are our courses in the

core curricula of our disciplinary efforts? And the words of a
former colleague still rihg in my ears as i wasiiegving a large®
universit& for what I felt to bé "greener pasfhres"l "if I could
find another sport historian,‘I'd try to hire him, But gpare me
f{om any more "G-d" philosophers!® Need I say more; we_truly have

our work cut out for us,

of the contribution that we could be making -- and that we will
hopefully be making some day in the not too distant futuri‘ Sport,
athletics, play, and physical‘activity are inteé}al aspects of our

. cultuqF, and it is‘indeed movement that disti uishes man from the

i

J
And yet I remailn absold&ely coﬁkinced of the vital importance i
rock on the ground, Finally, perhaps we should be\reminded of Aris= \ i
totle's famous concept of 'the mean,' Virtue is indeed the mean 3 1
between the vice of excess and the vice of defect, To make our best i
contribution in the years immediately ahead, we shall need to strive
for.the difficult mean of 'qourage,' which lies somewhere betwegn~
the folly qf rashnéss and the ignominy of cowardice. My very best

14

Wwishes to you all,
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