
descendants as the real ‘lost people’, who even
after gaining resources and ‘defeating’ the
andriana become predatory in their dealings
with each other and continue to erode
communal solidarity.

Rosabelle Boswell Rhodes University

Kelly, John D. The American game: capitalism,
decolonization, world domination and baseball.
175 pp., illus. Chicago: Prickly Paradigm Press,
2006. £6.50 (paper)

In February and March 2009, the second World
Baseball Classic (WBC) was played among
sixteen qualifying national teams. The
championship was won by Japan, which had
also won the first WBC in 2007 by beating Cuba
in the finals. This time, it defeated South Korea,
which had ousted the US team in the semifinal
round. Much was made of the success of the
East Asian and Caribbean national teams, and
many commentaries likened the WBC to the
football FIFA World Cup.

In this lively polemic, John Kelly (no relation
to this reviewer) insists that these assessments
are doubly misleading. First, they overstate the
nation-state as the crucial unit in this sporting
competition. Moreover, they misrecognize the
real force behind the WBC, which is not an
international federation like FIFA but a powerful
commercial sports monopoly, Major League
Baseball (MLB), which operates the professional
baseball leagues in the United States. The
Japanese national team may have won the
championship game, but the MLB controlled the
rules of the game. The WBC is an instrument of
the MLB to consolidate its control of world
baseball, and Kelly uses this case as the
centrepiece of his analysis of the dynamics of
‘the American game’ – which is not so much
baseball itself as it is a broad economic
imperialism, of which this new world stage of
baseball is but an instantiation.

This is persuasive, and of broad relevance
beyond the seemingly special world of critical
sport studies because sports have generally been
overlooked in studies of governmentality and
globalization. This is unfortunate because
organized sports were among the earliest
nineteenth-century secular organizations to
develop imperial and international expanse.
FIFA, the International Olympic Committee, and
the International Amateur Athletic Federation all
preceded the League of Nations, and modern
sports regulations and organizations have been
powerful arbiters of sovereignty, citizenship,

and governance (as well as race, gender, and
class).

Sport’s importance for any theory of global
capitalism and governance is well demonstrated
by Kelly’s study, but its real importance is to
delineate the distinctive trajectory of baseball.
Certainly some gifted and critical economists
have analysed baseball economics, in micro and
macro terms, and there are historians and
anthropologists who have detailed the sport’s
colonial and neocolonial arenas and its racial
and ethnic orders. Kelly’s contribution is to bring
these two together as an argument that the
century-long efforts of the MLB to control
baseball as a capitalist enterprise reflect the
particular arc of American capitalism and
enterprise behaviour. His is a brief for American
exceptionalism: in sports, but, more significantly,
in the lineaments of American capital.

Kelly’s analysis of this WBC tournament is
triangulated by a historical sketch of critical
events in baseball history and by a wide-ranging
theoretical palate. The former is a selective
chronology of a century of efforts by the MLB to
contain multiple threats to its expanding
hegemony within the US and abroad. The latter,
which will be of more interest to most JRAI
readers, is really Kelly’s ambition ‘to talk about
baseball in social theory and vice versa’ (p. 4).
Bakhtin (baseball as a genre of game) is more
useful to him than Durkheim’s search for
elementary forms; Marx’s cramped notion of use
value and Ronald Coase’s model of firm
behaviour are deficient in light of Weber
(baseball as a genre of capitalist enterprise) and
Veblen, who was especially prescient about the
capacities of the American firm to use American
power and law as cover for market domination.
What this litany of theorists leads to, however, is
Marshall Sahlins, because at heart this is Sahlinist
anthropology, locating ‘rapid economic change
within histories of cultural structure’ (p. 126) by
explicating critical events and uncovering the
historically contingent and culturally meaningful
conditions of possibility for social action.

Inevitably, in a relatively short book, Kelly’s
claims are broad-brushed and under-specified,
and they may well be nuanced in future
writings. They are overstated, for instance,
because mobilizing (or perhaps marketing)
national sentiment is critical to the corporate
success of the MLB, which has depended on a
powerful legal protectionism uniquely accorded
baseball and which has cannily played upon a
peculiar American ideology about the national
pastime. And Kelly’s argument for American
(sports and capitalist) exceptionalism could be
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buttressed by closer attention to other powerful
global sports formations (e.g. football, athletics,
rugby, and skiing), which centre on nation-states
as formal member units and constituencies.

Even so, this is a provocative and original
analysis. The subject is baseball – how and why
diamonds are an (American) boy’s best friend –
but, more lastingly, it is an exemplary historical
ethnography of corporate imperialism.

William W. Kelly Yale University

Senghaas, Dieter. On perpetual peace: a
timely assessment. vi, 232 pp., tables,
bibliogrs. Oxford, New York: Berghahn Books,
2007. £45.00 (cloth), £15.00 (paper)

Dieter Senghaas is a highly productive social
scientist who is a specialist in peace research. He
took his Ph.D. from Frankfurt in 1967 for a critical
analysis of deterrence. He has in recent years
been an advisor at the Federal Government
Security Academy. Since many anthropologists
routinely work in societies affected by war, and
some of them write thoughtfully about peaceful
or warrior societies, this book might be of
interest.

Senghaas refers several times to Immanuel
Kant, who wrote an important essay, On eternal
peace, just over two hundred years ago which
has also been drawn upon by thinkers
concerned to propose ideas such as ‘conviviality’
and ‘cosmopolitanism’ when audaciously
hoping for a less violence-prone world. With
Kant as a legitimating ancestor, the reader must
expect a rather serious-minded construction of
the intellectual scaffolding for discussing the
global system, and propensities to peace and
war. Senghaas spells things out thoroughly and
rigorously. Much that he has to say strikes me as
sound, and reflecting without much distortion
the kinds of real-world situations which exist.
When he thinks, for example, about
globalization, and tackles the question of
whether we can sensibly think about ‘one
world’ from a security point of view, he is keen
to point out that it comes in four contrasting
models: the first, ‘de luxe’ and relatively
unproblematic; a second form which is pulling
marginal people in and allowing them some
chances of upward mobility; a third form which
is sharpening inequalities and related struggles;
and a fourth in failed or failing states, with
markets in violence, and ‘cultural regression’.

Senghaas makes some play with what his
translator (apparently also German) terms the
‘civilizatory hexagon’. This is not a spin-off from

Samuel Huntington, but more about the
structural conditions of the EU and other secure
and prospering security zones. There are six
interlocking features: the state monopolizes
force because the citizens are disarmed and so
live by the rule of law, enjoy political
participation, share a concern with social justice,
a degree of interdependence and affect control,
and a culture of constructive conflict
management. All this applies to the political
elites.

Not that Senghaas thinks states and their
elites ‘act rationally’ all the time – far from it. He
points out that several major wars in the
twentieth century were undertaken with poor
analysis, incorrect information and
understanding, and in the end led to the
annihilation of the elites which chose them –
the Japanese attack on the USA was one,
Hitler’s attacks on the Allies was another. He
attempts to show analogies between Freud’s
analysis of how we work, cognitively and
affectively, and the way state elites choose
courses of action.

Senghaas draws from deep historical
knowledge, both of situations and of authors,
and has an informed sense of the problems of
less developed societies, in addition to
knowledge of war- and peace-making in the last
two hundred years. He knows that the security
achievements of the EU are conditions which
many citizens in many states would like to enjoy,
but he fully appreciates that such a vast security
zone can go backwards as well as forwards. He
wishes to remind his fellow Europeans that so
many of the things they take pride in today were
not features of their states even one hundred
years ago, so he rejects any complacent
self-congratulation and patronizing sense of
superiority among Europeans.

In a sense this book of linked essays distils
the kind of thinking which has shaped the last
fifty years of EU and OSCE diplomacy – it is a
theory and practice manual for the men and
women in suits to have in their briefcases and on
their hotel desks as they move around the world
trying to promote conflict resolution, improved
human rights, and spread the simple message
which Europeans seem to have learned from
two catastrophic ‘world’ wars – peaceful
co-operation is better for nearly everyone than
fighting.

I commend this book to anthropologists
light-headed from postmodern theorizing,
because it is absolutely down-to-earth and
clear-headed about the sense in which the
nation-state remains a fundamental unit of
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