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“The	nation-states	and	 the	European	Union	of	na-
tional	 statehood	 are	 going	 through	 an	 existential	
crisis.”	(p.	503)

When	 referring	 to	 it	 as	 an	 existential	 crisis,	
he	 warns	 of	 the	 scope	 and	 depth	 of	 the	 cri-
sis,	also	calling	it	a	systemic	crisis	or	a	crisis	
of	epochal	proportions.	He	further	points	out	
the	European	Union’s	failure	to	reform,	since	
each	reform	attempt	triggers	a	rise	of	nation-
alism	and	xenophobia.	When	it	comes	to	the	
nation-state,	Winfried	Böttcher	suggests	that	
it	has	fulfilled	its	historical	role:

“The	nation-state	has	fulfilled	its	historical	purpose,	
in	 addition	 to	 having	 contributed	 significantly	 to	
overcoming	feudalism.”	(ibid.)

There	has	been	growing	 talk	about	 the	 ‘ide-
ology	 of	 the	 global	 society’	 [Ideologie der 
Weltgesellschaf],	 globalisation	 and	 the	 na-
tion-states’	 increasing	 inability	 to	 follow	
global	and	supranational	trends	set	by	global	
actors	in	creating	a	global	environment.	And	
such	 a	 global	 environment	 leaves	 less	 and	
less	space	for	nation-states.	As	a	reaction	 to	
the	impotence	of	the	nation-state,	nationalism	
and	xenophobia	emerge,	which	is	why	natio-
nalism	and	the	transformation	of	nation-states	
should	be	discussed	and	addressed	 together.	
The	 nation	 state’s	 sovereignty	 crisis	 lies	 at	
the	 root	 of	 the	 extensive	 crisis	 of	 the	 Euro-
pean	Union,	which	the	Union	itself	is	barely	
tackling.

In	the	present	context	of	the	crisis	and	weak-
ness	 of	 the	 nation-state,	 the	 increasing	 glo-
balism	and	globalisation,	 as	well	 as	 the	 rise	
of	 nationalism,	 Winfried	 Böttcher	 proposes	
a	reform	of	the	European	Union.	In	contrast	
to	the	visionaries	presented	in	this	lexicon	or	
the	 so-called	 normative	 idealists	 of	 political	
philosophy,	 Böttcher	 himself	 nevertheless	
advocates	political realism and a republican 
model of europe:

[Also	 schlage	 ich	 als	 realistische	 Vision	 eine	 Ne-
ugründung	Europa	 einer	 regionalisierten	Republik	
vor.]	 “Hence,	 as	 a	 realistic	 vision,	 I	 propose	 the	
new	founding	of	Europe	as	a	regionalised	republic.” 
(p.	505)

The	central	idea	of	his	political	philosophy	is	
that	of	a	European	republic	led	by	united	Ger-
many	and	France,	similarly	as	advocated	by	
the	visionary	Ludwig	Börne	(1786–1837).

Böttcher ends	 his	 epilogue	 with	 the	 follow-
ing:

[Das	Europa	der	Zukunft	wird	föderal,	regional,	hu-
manistisch,	recht	gleich,	kurz	republikanisch,	oder	
es	wird	gar	nicht	sein.]	“The	Europe	of	 the	future	
shall	be	federal,	regional,	humanist,	equal,	republi-
can	in	short.	Or	it	shall	not	be	at	all.”	(p.	506)

The	book	as	the	collection	of	portraits	repre-
sents	a	homage	to	all	the	kind	of	thinkers	or	

visionaries,	as	Winfried	Böttcher	calls	them,	
who	have	been	reflecting	on	the	destiny	and	
the	future	of	Europe	and	its	citizens	since	the	
14th	 century.	 Them	 being	 forgotten,	 as	 the	
book’s	 title	 indicates,	actually	refers	 to	their	
visions,	 ideas	 and	 proposals	 being	 ignored.	
And	it	is	precisely	because	we	have	forgotten	
and	 ignored	 them	 that	 we	 have	 been	 struck	
by	the	great	–	if	not	the	greatest	–	world	ca-
tastrophes.

The	 editor	 uses	 this	 book	 to	 remind	 us	 that	
mere	ideas	are	never	enough,	but	require	ap-
propriate	 action.	 It	 is,	 therefore,	 no	 wonder	
that	 Winfried	 Böttcher	 invokes	 republican-
ism	 since	 it	 is	 the	 only	 model	 of	 organisa-
tion	 which	 would	 enable	 Europe	 to	 rely	 on	
active,	 cooperative	 and	 responsible	 citizens,	
precisely	 as	 the	 presented	 visionaries	 envis-
aged	them.

Marita Brčić Kuljiš

Mike McNamee, William J. 
Morgan (eds.)

Routledge Handbook of the 
Philosophy of Sport

Routledge,	New	York	–	London	2015

After	more	than	forty	years	of	organised	and	
institutionalised	philosophy	of	 sport,	 the	 es-
tablishment	 of	 philosophic Society for the 
Study of Sport (PSSS)	in	1972	(today	Interna-
tional Association for the philosophy of Sport 
– IAPS),	and	several	pioneering	symposiums	
the	same	year	(Munich,	Brockport	New	York,	
Ontario,	and	again	New	York),	the	discipline	
deserved	 its	 first	 broad	 overview	 edition.	
Mike	McNamee	and	Bill	Morgan,	two	of	the	
most	prominent,	distinguished	and	influential	
scholars	in	the	field,	carriers	and	promoters	of	
the	discipline	and	its	academic	strivings,	not	
only	in	Great	Britain	(McNamee)	and	North	
America	 (Morgan),	 but	 in	 global	 terms	 as	
well,	are	the	most	obvious	and	in	fact	unerring	
choice	for	being	an	editors	of	this	edition.

I	assume	that	every	scholar	dealing	with	sport-
philosophy	has	welcomed	this	unique	edition	
with	acclamation.	It	is	what	the	discipline	so	
vigorously	needed	for	quite	some	time.	It	is	a	
requisite	introspection	of	the	discipline,	seem-
ing	to	have	a	crucial	role	in	the	further	deve-
lopment	of	the	discipline	for	several	reasons.	
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Firstly,	it	acknowledges	research	areas	which	
connect	sports	philosophy	with	the	history	of	
philosophy	per se, at	the	same	time	recognis-
ing	 historical	 authorities	 such	 as	 Aristotle,	
Descartes,	Kant	and	Heidegger.	Secondly,	 it	
gathers	 many	 important	 scholars	 within	 the	
discipline	and	appoints	to	the	relevant	and	in-
dispensable	literature	in	the	specific	branches	
and	 thematic	 fields	 of	 philosophy	 of	 sport.	
Finally,	 it	 establishes	 clear	 contours	 and	di-
vision	of	the	discipline,	pointing	out	the	sig-
nificant	 topics	 and	discussions.	 In	 that	way,	
the	book	is	 the	most	solid	stronghold,	either	
in	entering	into	the	discipline	and	getting	the	
basic	information	and	orientation	or	in	opening	
up	the	discipline	for	future	development.

The	content	of	the	book	is	divided	into	three	
large	 sections	 with	 the	 historical	 introduc-
tion	 at	 the	 beginning:	 1)	 “Philosophical	 ap-
proaches	 to	 the	 conceptualization	 of	 sport”	
and	2)	“Philosophical	theories	and	sport”	are	
bringing	 sport	 into	 the	 domain	 of	 different	
specific	philosophical	disciplines	like	ethics,	
epistemology	and	philosophy	of	mind,	while	
3)	“Key	issues	and	themes	in	the	philosophy	
of	sport”	are	putting	the	light	on	different	vi-
tal	problems	in	modern	sport.

In	 the	 first	 part,	 four	 “approaches	 or	 strate-
gies	for	developing	a	theory	of	sport”	(p.	22)	
or	 “normative	 theories”	 of	 sport	 (p.	 35)	 are	
considered.	 More	 precisely,	 conceptions	 of	
formalism	 (S.	 Kretchmar),	 internalism	 (B.	
Simon),	 conventionalism	 (B.	 Morgan),	 and	
“institutional	theory	of	sport”	(McFee).

In	the	second	part,	thirteen	prominent	schol-
ars	are	 revealing	different	ways	 that	general	
philosophical	 tradition	 is	 and	can	be	 related	
to	sports.	On	the	one	hand,	sport	was	consid-
ered	 from	 the	 perspectives	 of	 philosophical	
disciplines	 like	 aesthetics	 (Edgar),	 bioethics	
(Camporesi),	 epistemology	 (Borge),	 eastern	
philosophy	 (Ilundáin-Agurruza	 and	 Hata),	
ethics	 (McNamee),	 philosophy	 of	 mind	
(Davis),	religion	and	theology	(Twietmeyer),	
philosophy	of	law	(Russell),	and	metaphysics	
(Mumford).	On	the	other	hand,	the	sport	was	
related	to	various	philosophical	traditions	and	
theories	 such	 as	 existential	 philosophy	 (Ag-
gerholm),	 philosophical	 feminism	 (Howe),	
phenomenology	 (Martínková),	 pragmatism	
(Kaag),	 and	 it	 was	 confronted	 with	 radical	
critical	theories	(Kreft).

In	 the	 third	 part,	 ‘key’	 issues	 and	 topics	 in	
sport	 were	 presented,	 overviewed	 and	 de-
bated.	 Topics	 of	 competition	 (Gaffney),	
disability	 and	 Paralympics	 (Edwards	 and	
McNamee),	 doping	 and	 anti-doping	 (Mur-
ray),	fair	play	(Loland),	genetics	and	athletic	
enhancements	 (Brown),	 Olympism	 (Reid),	
coaching	 (Fry),	 spectatorship	 (Jones),	 com-

mercialization	(Walsh),	and	technology	(R.	B.	
and	V.	Møller)	 raise	 significant	 interest	 and	
challenge,	 occupying	 the	 attention	 of	 large	
amount	of	sport-philosophers	for	decades.

Structure	 of	 the	 book	 is	 clear,	 precise	 and	
transparent,	while	contours	are	made	plausi-
bly	and	logically.	It	starts	with	the	historical	
overview,	 followed	 by	 the	 chapter	 with	 the	
considerations	 of	 the	 dominant	 conceptions	
and	understandings	of	sport,	and	the	chapter	
with	 the	 rich	 theoretical	 presentation	 of	 the	
most	important	branches	of	sport-philosophy,	
while	 it	 ends	with	 the	chapter	providing	 the	
discussion	 about	 the	 problems	 that	 caught	
most	 of	 the	 attention	 of	 sport	 philosophers,	
perceived	as	the	most	important.	The	authors	
are	notable	scholars	that	made	numerous	con-
tributions	to	the	discipline	and	are	a	compe-
tent	and	relevant	choice	for	the	field,	topic	or	
theory	they	present.

However,	 besides	 deserved	 praising,	 there	
is	a	place	for	a	few	critical	notes	as	well.	In	
general,	it	seems	to	me	that	the	problem	with	
such	editions	is	threefold:	firstly,	the	problem	
of	omission	of	authors	that	one	might	find	in-
evitable;	secondly,	issue	of	homogeneity	be-
cause	of	the	divers	spectre	of	topics	brought	
together;	and	finally,	a	task	of	achieving	the	
proper	 balance	 between	 different	 discourses	
and	 argumentations	of	many	 authors.	While	
the	second	and	third	 is	almost	 impossible	 to	
avoid	to	a	certain	degree,	I	will	focus	on	the	
first	and	bona fide point	out	what	is	missing	
or	could	be	added	in	new	editions.

A	 separate	 chapter	 dedicated	 to	 the	 funda-
mental	 problem	 of	 the	 definition(s)	 of	 sport	
seems	 to	be	missing	 in	 the	edition,	with	 the	
special	attention	to	the	work	of	B.	H.	Suits	in	
that	regard.	Mumford	said	something	about	it	
in	the	chapter	on	‘metaphysics	and	sport’,	but	
not	 nearly	 enough.	 With	 his	 definitions	 and	
understandings	of	game,	play	and	sport,	Suits	
has	deeply	influenced	the	discipline.	It	seems	
to	 me	 that	 the	 whole	 philosophy	 of	 sport	 is	
to	a	certain	extent	 ‘suitsan’,	built	or	 leaning	
on	 his	 work,	 regardless	 if	 one	 supports	 his	
positions	or	disagrees	with	him,	and	does	not	
discern	his	importance	or	relevance.

Additionally,	 we	 also	 need	 a	 clear	 answer	
from	 the	 editors	 to	 the	 second	 fundamental	
question	–	what	is	the	philosophy	of	sport	as	
a	discipline	and	where	is	its	place	in	a	larger	
scheme.	Even	 though	 the	book	per se	 is	 the	
answer	to	that,	I	believe	that	the	question	de-
serves	 an	 explicit	 and	 precise	 answer.	 This	
could	be	easily	done	in	the	editor’s	foreword,	
which	is	surprisingly	missing.	Such	an	intro-
ductory	article	would	be	very	helpful,	but	not	
as	 a	 necessary	 ‘glue’	 (Stoll,	 2016)	 between	
the	 articles	 and	 chapters,	 rather	 to	point	 out	
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the	 contours	 and	 explanations	 about	 the	un-
derstandings	 of	 what	 is	 the	 philosophy	 of	
sport	and	why	such	divisions	were	used.

‘Historical	 introduction	 in	 the	philosophy	of	
sport’	I	find	very	helpful.	Moreover,	it	seems	
to	 be	 condicio sine qua non for	 entering	
the	 sports-philosophy	 realm.	 Every	 scholar	
should	 be	 able	 to	 understand	 and	 value	 the	
roots	 and	 foundations	 of	 the	 discipline,	 as	
well	 as	 its	 tradition	 and	 development,	 to	 be	
able	to	participate	and	contribute	properly.	In	
addition,	 every	 discipline	 should	 investigate	
its	origins	and	starting	point,	detect	and	under-
lain	crucial	footholds,	as	well	as	its	historical	
development.	However,	 ‘introduction’	could	
have	been	done	in	a	more	detailed	and	conse-
crate	manner,	especially	regarding	the	events	
in	 1972.	After	 all,	 to	 borrow	 from	Morgan,	
philosophy	of	sport	is	its	own	history.	Thus,	
this	 shouldn’t	 be	 (just)	 the	 introduction,	 but	
the	first	part	of	a	book	dealing	with	 the	ori-
gins	and	history	of	the	discipline.

Furthermore,	 despite	 the	 short	 overview	 in	
the	 ‘historical	 introduction’	 on	 establishing	
of	the	philosophy	of	sport	‘in	the	rest	of	the	
world’,	a	relevant	inspection	of	the	literature	
in	 ‘other	 languages’	 would	 be	 expected	 as	
well.	There	is	a	large	amount	of	none-English	
bibliographical	 efforts	 in	 sports-philosophy	
published	 around	 the	 globe	 that	 should	 be	
considered	and	included	in	the	literature	and	
future	editions.

Finally,	 a	 glossary	 of	 the	 most	 important	
terms	 would	 be	 of	 big	 help,	 especially	 for	
new	 readers	 and	 their	 first	 contact	 with and	
the	 introduction	 to	 the	 philosophy	 of	 sport.	
It	 seems	 to	me	 that	 a	 separate	book	chapter	
in	 encyclopedia/textbook	 manner	 providing	
precise,	objective	and	general	definition,	de-
scription	 or	 understanding,	 including	 differ-

ent	 dominant	 views,	 would	 make	 the	 book	
even	more	approachable	and	conceivable.

It	 seems	 to	 me	 that	 Routledge Handbook 
of the philosophy of Sport	 will	 have	 a	 cen-
tral	 role	 in	 teaching	 sport-philosophy,	 even	
though	it	is	not	a	textbook,	but	far	more	than	
that	–	a	compulsory	piece	of	literature,	essen-
tial	reading	and	a	primary	source	in	teaching	
and	understanding	philosophy	of	sport.

We	should	thank	the	editors	for	the	enormous	
and	successful	 job	 they	have	done	for	all	of	
the	involved	in	the	philosophy	of	sport.	Their	
superb	conversance in	and	deep	knowledge	of	
the	field	enabled	them	to	come	up	with	pre-
cise	and	plausible	divisions	and	contours,	as	
well	as	a	careful	and	accurate	selection	of	the	
key	 issues	of	 the	discipline.	That,	combined	
with	 their	 reputation	 and	 authority,	 resulted	
in	 bringing	 together	 an	 impressive	 amount	
of	 the	 most	 prominent	 scholars	 and	 leading	
figures	of	the	different	areas	within	the	disci-
pline.	Through	 this	 comprehensive	 compen-
dium,	 they	 provided	 the	 whole	 community	
and	interested	public	with	the	basic	informa-
tion	 about	 and	 orientation	 in the	 discipline.	
Moreover,	 they	gave	us	a	strong	and	plausi-
ble	foothold,	as	well	as	the	starting	point	for	
almost	every	future	philosophical	discussion	
in	and of	(contemporary)	sport.

I	 will	 conclude	 with	 acknowledging	 that	
Routledge Handbook of the philosophy of 
Sport	is	the	capital	edition	in	the	field	of	phi-
losophy	of	sport	and	it	provides	deep	founda-
tions	and	strongholds	for	future	development.	
It	will	become	(if	it	isn’t	already)	one	of	the	
most	 referential	 points	 and	 the	 most	 visible	
landmarks	in	the	history	of	discipline.

Matija Mato Škerbić


