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CHAPTERONE

INTRODUCTION.
CRICKET AND GLOBALIZATION

CHRIS RUMFORD AND STEPHENWAGG

What could be an appropriate indicator of crickedlsbalization? The
existence of global cricketing superstars - eqeintlto, say, Roger
Federer in tennis or Tiger Woods in golf — wouldhaps be one such
indicator. International cricketers Sachin Tendulk&hahid Afridi, Kevin

Pieterson and Ricky Ponting are known to milliomsuad the world,

although those millions are concentrated in a ikedgt small number of
countries. But to be fair not even football perntesaall corners of the
world; how many international football-playing sugiars (besides David
Beckham) would be recognized by the US public? &estan appropriate
measure of the global status of cricketing supesssathe extent to which
they are recognized outside those countries whiaf the sport. So, how
many cricketers are well-known in the United StateSonsider the
following, which refers to a portion of cricket-a¢éd dialogue from an
Oscar-winning movie.

The globalization of cricket was given perhaps iggbst boost by the
Academy award winning movie, Slumdog Millionaira-film based on a
slum dweller’'s improbable winning of a televisionizy show. The final
question for winning the prize, and the subjednofedible suspense, was
which cricket batsman had scored the highest nundfefirst class
centuries. Now, thanks to this wonderful but wtlenovie, the whole
world knows that it was Jack Hobbs. And what's epahe whole world
(even America!) knows that cricket exists.

! ‘Globalization — it's not cricket’ by Mr Globalizi®n
http://www.mrglobalization.com/index.php?option=carnntent&view=article&i
d=170:globalization-its-not-cricket&catid=42:cula&ltemid=61
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The ‘Slumdog Millionaire’ factor should not be umdstimated. That
cricket is becoming a truly global game is in noa#inpart due to the

‘Indianisation’ of the game (see both Steen and t&uthis volume) -

which has entailed huge financial revenues gergrbie TV coverage,

coupled with new media technologies which geneeatmassive global
audience for World Cups and other major competitid@ignificantly, the

globalization of cricket has not followed a pattéamiliar in other sports:

concentration of wealth, media, and marketing legadd the domination

of Western countries over the rest (Gupta, 2004],this fact alone makes
it an interesting ‘case study’ for scholars of tjlebalization of sport.

Cricket has followed a very different global pattiie non-Western

countries (former British colonies) have begundmdhate and have taken
control of the economics and politics of the game.

The globalization of cricket has received a furthevost with the
popularity of a new, shorter format of the game €hty20) which has the
potential to re-launch cricket as a mass TV spbinfs development has
led to massive investment, especially in the IPUndia (discussed by
several contributors to this volume), and the shweed multi-million
dollar Stanford challenge matches staged in thetWmeties in 2008.
Twenty20 is poised to transform the way crickebiganized and played
all over the world, a development which reinforthe idea that cricket
has ‘gone global’ and also underlines that the ‘ems\and shakers’ within
cricket are no longer the traditional elites in ropblitan centres but the
businessmen of India, the US, and elsewhere, goemh officials in
China, and the media entrepreneurs world-wide wéek 40 shape new
audiences for the game and create new marketingraysyties on a global
scale. These opportunities are accompanied by deuof threats which
emanate from the rapid commercialization of the ggamd the unresolved
tensions between the different formats which noigter the international
game - Test matches, one-day internationals (ODdsg Twenty20
internationals — competition between which threstene or more of the
‘traditional’ formats. The globalization of crickbas resulted in a game in
flux (and vice versa). The future direction of &gt is uncertain and the
next five or ten years will no doubt see many msignificant changes,
and new opportunities and threats.

This book comprises a series of critical intervem$i on the changing
nature of a major world sport. Sport in generddésoming recognised as
‘an increasingly significant subject for global dies’ (Giulianotti and
Robertson, 2007: 1) and the particular dynamiosricket’s globalization,
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rooted in its unusual (non-Western) global trajgctaake it an important
case study. The book aims both to understand thkeabldynamics of
cricket and in so doing inform wider debates inislegy and social
science on the nature and dynamics of globalizatéon to help make
those debates and discussions on globalizationssitde to a wider
readership.

The globalization of cricket

Properly handled, the IPL concept will bring abth real globalization of
the sport for the first time.
—Gerald Majola

A few short years ago most commentators would ls¢ille been sceptical
as to the global potential of cricket, given thaited number and skewed
geographical distribution of countries playing mm&tional matches.

Following the first three successful seasons ofltickan Premier League
(IPL) a groundbreaking media-driven cricketing ceitifpon, there is far

less scepticism and the realization exists thaketiis now a global sport.
It has achieved this, not via the conventional rseaexpansion outwards
from its metropolitan heartlands — but through pleesuit of commercial

and media interests in India. As we have alreadenked, this fact alone
makes cricket and globalization an interesting dopiot only for those

interested in the development of the internatiogaime but also for

scholars of globalization. Cricket, as this bookke® evident, tells us
something new and interesting about globalization.

However, the changes outlined above are very regmahtcricket (and its
commentators) is struggling to keep up with the &ad rise of the newest
form of the game. Twenty20 threatens the future tlhod existing
organization of cricket and at the same time appéarherald a new,
prosperous era. Perhaps the most significant thioettte existing order
stems from the way fixture lists are being squedaeatcommodate more
and more Twenty20 tournaments. The popularity efrbw format, and
the proliferation of tournaments around the wontgians that there is less
time in the schedule to play the traditional fiveydlest matches and the
more established limited-overs internationals (QDISwenty20 is a
highly lucrative and TV-friendly form of the gammétches are played to
completion within 3% hours, with ample opportunitgr commercial

24PL for cricket globalization: Majola’
http://www.cricbuzz.com/cricket-news/14637/ipl-foricket-globalization-majola
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breaks. Indeed, matches could be completed in 2%:taurs but for the
fact that TV games are stretched to allow advertesgs to be broadcast).

There is an irony contained in the quote that hdhigssection. Majola
suggests that with proper handling the IPL haspgbtntial to deliver
cricketing globalization. Critics would say thatrgper handling’ is even
more necessary to prevent the IPL, and other TW2&nigompetitions,
from crowding out other forms of the game. Longrtgrianning has never
been so necessary to ensure the health and vitaldy to mention
diversity, of the international game. There is ame single globally-
recognized cricketing competition, no ‘global spett’ which can fix the
game in the consciousness of the world sportindi@uBricket lacks the
equivalent of the football (‘soccer’) World Cup.tAbugh cricket has had
a World Cup (ODI) competition every 4 years sin@¥3 the different
formats of the game continue to throw up their omarld champions or
number one rated teams (the ODI format has a Charapirophy in
additional to the World Cup). With the rise of Twg20 there are likely to
be more, not fewer, world championships of one kiamdanother. The
Twenty20 world cup (ICC World Twenty20) is held amlly, which
arguably reduces its significance.

Majola is extremely perceptive in the sense thatdreectly identifies the
IPL conceptas being more important than the IPér se The concept in
guestion is the franchise, a new feature of crickat one which is likely
to become a major factor in the development ofgame over the next
few years. Franchises can ‘go global’ in a way ttminty, or state-based
teams cannot. The global reach of IPL franchisealisady palpable.
According to the BBC News {BFebruary 2010) Rajasthan Royals (one of
the IPL teams) is in the process of creating thest‘fglobal cricket
franchise.” There exists a plan to collaborate winglish county side
Hampshire, the Cape Cobras from South Africa, Viaton Australia, and
Trinidad & Tobago under the Royals Twenty20 brdiitie teams in the
Twenty20 franchise will wear the same kit, and playcould switch to
other sides in it.” There are no franchises (yettnglish cricket, although
a future Twenty20 competition featuring city frarsgs (as opposed to
being based on the existing county teams) has ineeted recently.

Cricket is travelling rapidly along its new Twen6/2trajectory, its
destination as yet unknown. Many commentators suispieat the
trajectory of Twenty20 will shape the contours ntket in the foreseeable
future. In this sense Twenty20 not only holds teg to understanding the
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globalization of cricket but also to the very figwf the game. Hindsight
may reveal this to be an overly dramatic portrayfaturrent trends and
developments, but it certainly reflects the spirfitthe times. However,
there are other dynamics at work shaping the glghate and these too
are reflected in the pages of this volume.

The Great Exhibition

If the IPL is the concept which will enable cricket become globalized
then this globalization will be shaped by only & fieey actors. Does this
mean that the more traditional organizational amhrmercial forms of the
game which still exist in other cricket playing cties have no chance of
going global? It is already evident that the E@hdland and Wales
Cricket Board) has become frustrated that it is alole to dictate the
direction of the Twenty20 game which it pioneerbdthe absence of a
UK version of the IPL the ECB, at the start of @@09 season, during
which England would play a Test series against raliat for the Ashes,
launched The Great Exhibition, an initiative desidrio draw together the
various formats (Test, first class, one day) affidint ‘levels’ (from club
sides to the national team) of the English game. Gheat Exhibition was
planned as an ‘exceptional feast of internatiodaimestic and community
cricket events’ (ECB webpage blurb).

\

meGREAT
EXH'B‘T—_. :

CRICKET09

It is significant that the ECB chose the name Thea® Exhibition it its

attempt to connect such a wide range of cricketmgeriences, from
watching the Ashes Test match series to ‘pickingaupat and ball and
playing with the kids in the garden or local par®f course the idea of
The Great Exhibition resonates with the specta€léhe Crystal Palace
Exhibition in Hyde Park in 1851, but beyond thig thame is significant

% http://www.ecb.co.uk/the-great-exhibition/the-greahibition-opens,304816,EN
.html
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because the exhibition, as Lawn (2009a, 8) infousiswriting about the
importance of world exhibitions in the Ci%nd early C20th, is very
much about linking the ‘national and local with th&ernational and
global’. The Exhibition is a site upon which ‘nated identity, cultural

symbolism and grandiosity become entwined’ (Lawd0%b, 17) and puts
‘entire nations into an elevated, viewable spatawn, 2009a, 8). These
are very much the ideas behind the ECB’s Greatlitibim of 2009.

What is especially striking about The Great Exlpitis that it was
launched at the start of a season which requireg litde promotion, the
Ashes series generating more interest amongst tigtisB public than
another other, and with memories of the 2005 Ashesry still fresh in
the minds of the English cricketing pubfitt is fair to say that because of
the Ashes the 2009 season was more eagerly amédipiaat any other in
recent history. Why, then, did the 2009 season ireqiihe Great
Exhibition to promote it? And why did the ECB beilethat the 2009
season could be associated with, or rememberedifgthing other than
the Ashes? The answer to these questions suggestssible future for
cricket beyond Twenty20 (or at least places Twebity2 a different
context), although the longer-term commitment oé tBCB to this
alternative vision is questionable. An abrupt wtuf an English version
of the IPL looks like becoming viable, cannot beduout

On their webpage the ECB asks the question: ‘whiitbe® The Great

Exhibition’s legacy?’ One of the stated aims is generate a lasting
interest in cricket; ‘We want cricket to be partesferyone’s Summer, not
just in 2009 but beyond ... Once we've capturedofEe imaginations we
will be aiming to encourage more people to becomwelved in playing,

coaching or volunteering at the grass roots leaad, supporting England’.
What we have here is an attempt by the ECB to dinaive casual cricket
fan by lowering the cost of entry into the world aicket, and linking

together different forms and formats of the gamerder to demonstrate
that anyone and everyone can connect to crickatrmeaningful way. In

other words, any and every type of cricketing ireohent is a part of the
same overall experience. In its promotional matdtie ECB makes this
explicit.

4 The Great Exhibition’s logo, according to the E®Bbpage ‘was inspired by the
“wagon wheel” graphic of Kevin Pietersen’s awesdib8 knock at the Brit Oval

in 2005, which helped win the Ashes for England ldst time Australia came to
visit.”  http://www.ecb.co.uk/the-great-exhibitioh#-great-exhibition-opens,304
816,EN.html
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By going to a domestic or international game, wiaiglon TV, listening to

radio coverage or via the ECB website, Twitter, dbmok or YouTube
channels for updates on the latest cricket newsifiodmation. Even if

you just pick up a bat and ball and play with tidskn the garden or local
park, you are part of The Great Exhibition.

Expressed in terms used to explain the dynamicglafalization (see
Holton, this volume) the ECB is encouraging locapressions of the
cricketing global, or, expressed in slightly diffet theoretical terms, the
ECB is making an explicit link betweeparticular experiences of the
game and theniversal ideal of cricket. We can all, it is implied, conhec
to ‘planet cricket’ whether by playing the gamettie park, accessing the
Test match scores on our mobile phones, or watctiiegIlPL on TV.
What is also significant is that many of the wa§sconnecting to planet
cricket’ outlined here are via new technology. HieB takes advantage of
the possibilities opened up by technology and s¢éeK®in the dots’ by
linking together all possible forms of the gamed amaking strong
connections between following the game, playinggame, and watching
the game.

The Great Exhibition is an example of one of twateading dynamics at
work in contemporary cricket (and likely to chaexcde its future
development). It represents a nested and networkedel in which
multiple levels, formats, and experiences are cempghtary and
interconnected. The alternative (represented bylPh¢ is a franchised
and dis-embedded model wherein teams (and to aimceseixtent the
players representing those teams) exist outsidedheentional structures
of cricket. If global franchises become a realitythie near future they will
be parasitic on teams established in nationallgtbdsagues and other
competitions. Rajasthan Royals may want to exp#ed tfranchise by
teaming up with Hampshire, Victoria, and Trinidatlal obago but these
teams already exist and are embedded in the stesctd domestic cricket
in their own countries. The Royals do not existsalég the IPL franchise
system. A centrally important feature of IPL critkethat it stands apart
from the rest of ‘planet cricket’ and is not nesteithin other cricketing
domains. The top teams in the IPL are invited @yph a Champions
League competition featuring leading Twenty20 teanesn England,
Australia, West Indies etc. but this competitiorarsextension of the IPL
itself. The IPL does not dovetail into other critkg structures; it
competes with (and threatens) them. This can hapertant repercussions
for the players involved. Playing for a franchise mot like being
contracted to a county or state side. For exantpéeinternational players
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who play in the IPL may, at the time of the Chammgid_eague, be

contracted to play for another team. For a plageccess in the IPL does
not automatically lead to selection for a natiotedn?. Many overseas

players in the IPL have in any case retired fromerimational cricket in

order to play in that competition. In the convengb(i.e. non-franchise)

structure of the game players can make their waghaphierarchy from

clubs to counties/state sides to the national t&dve.IPL is not like this;

franchises cherry-pick overseas players (and atdect Indian players

from a central pool) who may or may not play agam following season.

Playing in the IPL does not fit into to any convenal career structure; it
exists as an either/or opportunity.

Contrasting careers

Another way of looking at these contradictory dyiesms to consider the
paths of two contemporary players who are the sagee (23 years old)
and at roughly the same stage of their careersy @reehowever following
very different career paths. West Indian Kieronld&dl was one of the
stars of the 2010 IPL season (when Pollard joinesnlii Indians he was
awarded the highest salary in the 2010 6rafte currently holds
Twenty20 contracts in Australia (with South Ausa@al England (with

Somerset), the IPL (with Mumbai Indians), and hegtive Trinidad.

Pollard has made his name as an all-rounder indageand Twenty20
cricket and stands to make a fortune over the cgmé@tade playing in the
shorter formats of the game, but his career ispnogressing to anything
like the same extent in first class cricket (attih@e of writing he has only
played 20 first class matches compared with 30 CQibig 20 Twenty20
internationals). In May 2010 Pollard declined awitation to join the

West Indies A squad on their tour of England, ciaps$o play Twenty20

for Somerset rather than working on his first clgasne with a view to
becoming a Test match cricketer. This decision reffgctively have

ended his chances of representing the West Intli€sst match level. His
preference for the high salaries of the IPL andeotiTwenty20

tournaments over conventional cricket opportunities not gone down

5 Doug Bollinger, whose performances in the 2010 Hlped Chennai Super
Kings to the Championship was not picked by Augrdbr the ICC World
Twenty20 tournament which followed directly afterds. On the other hand,
Michael Lumb secured a place in the victorious Bndlteam on the strength of
his IPL performances.

6 ‘Kieron Pollard, Shane Bond attract maximum bi@sicinfo 19 January 2010
http://www.cricinfo.com/ipl2010/content/story/445DAtml
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well with the previous generation of West Indiescketers, who
dominated Test cricket during the 1980s and edify Bormer Test match
bowler and cricket commentator, Michael Holding,sweery critical of
Pollard following his IPL appearances, stating Hn‘Pollard in my
opinion is not a cricketer” This can be interpreted to mean that in failing
to aspire to the conventional route to successildibg a Test match
career on a solid foundation of first class perfanges - Pollard has both
shown disrespect for the game of cricket, and tlestihdian traditions of
playing the game (see Beckles, this volume).

Pollard is carving out a career path not availablprevious generations of
players. There are a number of other contempomickeaters who possess
a portfolio of Twenty20 contracts and who eschesvrtiore formal routes
to success, Dwayne Smith, Dirk Nannes, Ryan tersEluge among them.
They have become largely dislocated from the cotiweal cricketing
circuits and their aspirations are no longer to fdlast cricket but to excel
at the game’s newest form, thereby earning highrigs in a relatively
short time period. For Pollard and the others Tmatch cricket is no
longer uncontested as the pre-eminent form of thmey Significantly,
several leading Test match players such as Andiewoff of England,
Shane Bond and Jacob Oram of New Zealand, and Bretbf Australia,
have retired early from Test match cricket in ortdeward off injury and
by keeping fit prolong their earnings potentialtie IPL. Even leading
players in their cricketing prime appear temptedhsy potential earnings
that would accrue from being a portfolio Twenty2@yer. West Indies
captain Chris Gayle caused a major stir when héadmtin 2009 that he
‘wouldn't be sad if Test cricket died ofit'.

The career of Eoin Morgan, Irishman turned Engtisicketer, stands in
contrast to Pollard’s. Morgan was a key figur&irgland’s victory in the
ICC World Twenty20 competition in May 2010 and hsiace been
selected to play for England in Test matches. H# bis reputation as a
one-day cricketer first for Ireland (playing 23 Giphnd later for England.
He is currently the only player in history to scare ODI hundred for two
nations. As a result of his rapid rise to interoaéil prominence and his
reputation as a one-day batsmen Morgan joined R@@fadllengers

” ‘Pollard is not a cricketer: Mike Holding’ CrickeBlitz, May 20" 2010
http://cricblitz.blogspot.com/2010/05/pollard-istrayicketer-mike-holding.html

8 «Chris Gayle willing to quit West Indies captainapd face future without Tests’
by Anna KessellThe Guardian 12 May 2009
http://www.guardian.co.uk/sport/2009/may/12/chrésAg-captaincy-test-cricket
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Bangalore for the 2010 IPL season, although notrgag anything like
Pollard’s salary. Morgan can be contrasted withlaPdl in several
interesting ways. Whereas Pollard has not travéledraditional route of
progression within professional cricket, choosingoatfolio of Twenty20
contracts over Test or first class ambitions, Marpas followed a more
conventional path of aspiration. His shift of allte from Ireland to
England should not cloud the fact that Morgan'seais following a very
conventional structure; county cricket for Middlrseinternational
recognition (with Ireland initially) in ODIs and Bsequently Twenty20,
followed by a Test call-up. Now centrally contrattéy England
Morgan’s playing schedule will be managed by theBEE allow time for
Test, ODI and Twenty20 appearances for England otieasional game
for his county Middlesex, and the opportunity t@yplannually in the
lucrative IPL. The switch from Ireland to Englamdfact confirms rather
than contradicts this embeddedness. Ireland haxiats status with the
ICC whereas England has full status (which meaas ltieland can play
ODIs but not Test matches). In choosing to repredemgland in
international cricket Morgan has ascended the cdadder and chosen the
opportunity to progress to Test cricket. The akgke would have been to
remain with Ireland (possibly hoping that they cbathieve Test status in
the next few years), play county cricket when taiewed, and maximize
his earning potential through a portfolio of Twe2lycontracts.

Embeddedness does have its limits, however. Althoptayers can
progress from county to international cricket thien have very few
opportunities to continue to play in county crickeéntrally contracted
players often being rested when not on internatidaty. Once an English
player joins the contracted elite they are effedtivno longer county
players, perhaps playing in one or two early segsones as a warm-up to
the international season. Decisions on the avéithaluf players for their
county are made by the ECB not the county. At time tof writing it has
been announced that Kevin Pietersen will leave Hdning, nominally his
county for the past six years. However, ‘since mghhis Test debut in
July 2005, he has made just one Championship agpesr In all, ‘he has
played just two Twenty20 games, seven County Changpip matches

® ‘Eoin Morgan given incremental England central tcact’ Daily Telegraph 3
March 2010
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/sport/cricket/internaiid/england/7360400/Eoin-
Morgan-given-incremental-England-central-contraotlh
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and 17 one-dayers in six summers on Hampshireksh@BBC News, 17
June 2018).

The contrasting fortunes of Morgan and Pollard epresentative of
broader trends in contemporary cricket. The glaadion of cricket is
commonly thought to be exemplified by the IPL: Tiy&® as an emblem
of the mediatization, commercialization, and Indiation of the game.
But as suggested here there is another possilpenss to globalization.
By accident or by design the ECB has embraced aemémt the
development of cricket which seeks to place eadmdd of the game and
each competition within a structured whole. Playersh as Eoin Morgan
can benefit from this structure and develop thaneers along traditional
lines and, at the same, time participate in the AMyRO revolution. Of
course there will always be tensions and conflctd top players who feel
that their earnings potential is not being realjzgdfor example not being
given the opportunity to play in the IPL, may dextod retire from certain
formats of the game in order to focus on otherd.tBe embedded model
has the potential to keep a large number of plagappy for a good deal
of the time, and protect the future of Test crickethe face of a threat
from ODIs, and nowTwenty20, which has been a grgwasue in recent
years.

As cricket is going global it faces future uncertis. On the one hand,
cricket as a Great Exhibition; an internationaltdbe list which nests
formats and embeds players in a comprehensiverdaadrated structure.
On the other, cricket as a ‘Big Bash,’ a plethof@wenty20 tournaments
which generate money within the game but which @my an end in

themselves rather than part of a coherent pladdgeloping the game.

The Chapters

The book is organized into four sections. The foktthese deals with
globalization itself, now, of course, a major talii point among
academics and social commentators around the vemdidthe subject of
numerous conferences, books and learned articles.

The second chapter, Bobert Holton, sketches out the contours of the
debate about globalization; he takes four spetifeories, assesses their

10 http://news.bbc.co.uk/sportl/hi/cricket/countiesyipshire/8746686.stm
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merits and discusses their usefulness in makingesefithe current world
cricket scene. He rejects simplistic notions ofbglization and employs
the increasingly popular concept gfocalization to explain cricket’s
recent trajectory.

In Chapter 3Amit Gupta addresses the contemporary phenomenon of the
‘Indianization’ of cricket. For much of its histothhe game of cricket has
been seen as intrinsically English and governedanfioords in north
London by English administrators. Moreover, as @upbints out, in
relation to a number of sports the global mediaeh#anded to discount
teams from outside Europe: football's World Cupr fexample, was
deemed to have lost credibility when sides frony, gssia began to do
well in it. Now, with transfer of the Internation@kicket Council to Dubai
and the establishment in 2008 of the Indian Preinéague, we have, as
Gupta argues, seen a genuine challenge to Westgentony in the
ordering and governance of international sport.

Another key issue in the politics of internatiosglort over the last fifty
years or so has been the question of morality,iquéatly as regards
‘race’. South Africa had been one of the three émmembers of the
Imperial Cricket Conference in 1909 and, via thegnade Sir Abe Bailey,
its chief instigator. Between 1948 and 1994 theingul Afrikaner
Nationalist Party in South Africa administered apartheid system
whereby the black inhabitants of the country wesprived of citizenship
and their freedoms (to travel, to associate withitegh to earn above a
certain sum...) were severely restricted. By the $96@rnational disgust
at apartheid had conferred the status of pariah on South Afaod the
country was suspended by the ICC in 1970. (Theyeweradmitted in
1991, when African Nation Congress leader Nelsomdéta was released
from prison andapartheid was scheduled for dismantlement.) In 2003
calls came for Zimbabwe, an independent, formetidricolony qualified
to play cricket Test matches, to be similarly bdted, among other issues
over the Zimbabwean government’s policy of expratimg the land of
white farmers. Comparisons witlipartheid South Africa were widely
invoked. Jon Gemmell’'s chapter reviews these comparisons in some
detail.

Section Two of the book is organized around théajiaation of cricket
itself. The fourth chapter, by seasoned cricketexrand academiRob

Steen, returns to the theme of the ‘Indianization’ ofeimational cricket.
Steen’s chapter places the Indian ascendancy irbthader context of
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cricket economics and politics. Regional versiohghe game — county
cricket in England, state cricket in Australia...de not thrive and are
maintained only by the subventions of national gowvey bodies, which
redistribute income from the much more popular Testches. The quest
in the late 1990s for a popular new one-day fortoatplace the 50 over
game led to the adoption in 2003 of the (so faryety successful
Twenty20 competition. This, combined with the enesice of India as an
economic power and the growth of an Indian televishudience, based
both on a cricket-mad home market and on the Indiaspora, has made
the Indian business elite the leading power in @varicket. This chapter
offers a blow-by-blow account of this developmentdaits likely
consequences.

The following chapter, byPhilippa Velija, Aarti Ratha and Anne
Flintoff, offers a stark contrast. Set against the nagatifvwealth and
global television fame that characterizes the I®lthie story of women's
cricket, historically sustained largely by voluntagffort and denied the
support by national associations and global spensioat has recently
sustained the men’s game. The England Women'’s atritdam are the
current (i.e. 2009) World Cup and Twenty20 champidmit the media
attention afforded to them is minimal compared wite male game. This
chapter records the struggles of women'’s crickattiqularly in England,
and calls for greater recognition for female crieke who aspire to take
part in international competition.

In Chapter SeveBarrie Axford andRichard Huggins offer a fascinating
analysis of cricket in what they call the ‘postetakion age’. The
‘telemediatization’ of cricket now takes accountefv and social media —
computers, blackberries and mobile ‘phones andikbe- and, as Axford
and Huggins argue, these media have, in the ageicbE marketing,
enabled sport to maintain its hold on a mass aagdiem the process,
however, they suggest that the relationship betwkermass media and
their audience has been transformed.

Part Three of the book deals with the relationgithe game of cricket to
a sense of national belonging. This issue is addtedirectly byHabibul

Haque Khondker in Chapter Eight. Drawing on arguments from the
ongoing debate about globalization and drawing gtasnchiefly from the
cricket cultures of South Asia, he argues thatetherno contradiction
between globalization and the maintaining of a sarisational belonging



14 Chapter One

through cricket in various countries. Globalizinggesses, then, have not
brought the much-feared homogenization of crickdtiuce.

Chapter Nine is about the West Indies and is writhy the leading
academic chronicler of Caribbean cricket cultuigilary Beckles.
Globalization in the economic and cultural sphehes hit Caribbean
societies hard. Despite the collapse of the slhwetl West Indian
Federation (1958-1962) and the establishment of ymetands as
sovereign states, West Indian nationalism has liged with the West
Indies cricket team as its principal flagship. Hoeg this flagship, having
dominated world cricket from the mid-1970s to tlaely 1990s, has lately
run aground and the crisis in Caribbean cricketlies®n a major political
issue in the region for over a decade. This chegesesses the crisis — in
particular at the level of leadership on the fieldnd the prospects for
West Indian cricket in the age of globalization.

In Chapter Ten,Alan Bairner and Dominic Malcolm examine the
relationship between cricket and national idenitityhe Celtic societies of
Scotland and Ireland. These countries have a widelgcknowledged
cricket tradition and, with the ICC seeking to paim credible
international cricket performance in a widely rangfenations, and the
coming preeminence of the shorter formats of threggdoth Scotland and
Ireland, who, historically, have lost players t@ thnglish national side,
could emerge into the global arena.

The fourth and final section of the book tackle® thmits to the
globalization of cricket. The first chapter heraumber eleven, written by
Stephen Wagg — points first of all to the difficulties facingicket in the
countries where it is historically established: fest-playing nations. It
then discusses the progress and prospects of the igacountries where it
is currently being adopted and/or promoted — ngtakfighanistan, the
United States and the People’s Republic of China.

Chapter Twelve, byDominic Malcolm, Alan Bairner and Graham
Curry reflects on press coverage of the death, and tésnaéth, of Bob
Woolmer, the British-born coach to the Pakistaniomal team, at the
cricket World Cup in the Caribbean in 2007. Anadysi this coverage
shows that racialised and stereotypical notionblatk societies and of
Muslims, the roots of which lie largely in the auk of the British Empire
are still strongly present in public discourse atmicket.
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In the halcyon days of that Empire, Indian prindesying been co-opted
as members of the imperial elite, were eligibl@lay cricket for England.
The best example is K.S. Ranijitsinhji, an Indianhisiiajah who gained 15
England caps between 1896 and 1902. More receayitlgn the post-1947
migration to England of so many families from theiak sub-continent,
names like Hussain, Mahmood, Patel and Panesar ieyen to feature
on the England team sheet. In cha@aniel Burdsey draws on extensive
research to analyze the complex identities of aopt@ary English-Asian
cricketers.

The final chapter, written b hris Rumford, uses a series of cricket
controversies — including the furore over ‘ball-fzering’ when Pakistan
toured England in 1992 — to chart what he calls'plost-westernizing’ of
the game. Once again, in the transaction of themdraversies, a
colonialist rhetoric was prominent. Rumford quoRzkistani fast bowler
Wasim Akram: ‘When Pakistan make the old ball switg called ball-
tampering, but when everyone else does it, itledakverse swing...’
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PART I:

THE GLOBAL CONTEXT



CHAPTERTWO
GLOBALIZATION AND CRICKET

ROBERTHOLTON

Controversies about the scope, consequences aitd binglobalization
have generated an immense and wide-ranging litgrattovering
economic, political, technological and cultural rfes. Cricket, in its
various manifestations, is no exception to thisgégurai, 1996, Beckles,
1998, Gupta 2004 and 2009, Rumford 2007, Gemmall Mujumdar
2008, Malcolm, Gemmell, and Mehta, 2009). Not soglago, the game
was popularly seen as a symbol of rather traditipnesuits, growing out
of localities, but played at the highest levelxantests between nations.
For many it was also played to an arcane set eSrahd conventions in
which traditions of individual and collective chater- building and heroic
masculinity suffused desires for victory, idealsspbrtsmanship, technical
excellence, and athletic pride. Globalization migaem remote from all
this.

To be sure, the global geography of the British Eendefined the social
spaces in which most cricket was played. Yet caltand political

differences between nations and localities, colnsizand the colonized,
gave cricket a strong connection with particulaaces and networks of
players embedded in particular communities. So mabbut cricket

remains particular to place, to history, to locastitutions and to the
individuals involved - rather than being universal scope. Context
matters a great deal, whether in the form of ctieleelmperial assertion in
white settler settings, cricket as colonial resistaand political assertion,
or cricket as a form of local community self-exmies and often inter-
local rivalry. In many settings both the nationabfessional and local
amateur games might seem immune to global levduantes and
pressures.

Cricket, in some senses, was globalized from thisepuwith the export of
the game to both white settler societies and cenwé Imperial
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administration. Yet its coverage within the impéréand post-imperial

context was uneven and never universal, failingetture a significant and
sustainable role in the USA, Canada, or West Afrfioaexample. And it

is only in more recent years that fuller procesgfesconomic globalization
have impacted on the game.

Over the last two decades, in particular, the m®fmal game has become
far more closely integrated into highly commereiays of marketing and
playing sport. Corporate sponsorship and changingincunications
technologies have projected cricket — or at leastes segments of the
game, such as one-day and Twenty20 cricket — ortigldly globalized
stage watched and followed by mass audiences ity ocamtries.

These developments appear on the face of it toriistzenew era in which
cricket has become far more closely integrated iroonomic
globalization. The professional game is now thohdugmplicated in the
world of global corporations, global informationckamology, world
markets, and cross-border migration. This applah ko thematerial side
of the game, the delivery of which is turning pssienal cricket and
professional cricketers into commaodities within arket place , but also
increasingly to itsymbolicside, as a source of values and the projection
of ways of life. Leading cricketers have now becoghebal celebrities
alongside footballers and other sporting idols. hiitthe global media,
their lives outside the game attract as much attentithin as within it.

As a notion, globalization may now be everywherenétheless, what |
want to propose in this chapter is that we neethitok more carefully

about what we mean by the globalization of criclstwell as taking care
to identify the limits to it. The global, powerftthough it is, has not and
will not sweep all before it. Contrary to appeams)cthe professional
game has not suddenly become a kind of sportingDdaalds that is the
same everywhere, built around standardised marketid presentation.
Rather, in cricket as in life in general, | wantaue that the global and
the local interpenetrate, sometimes in conflicmstimes in collaboration,
in complex processes affected by money and poweralso by cultural

identity, and values. We cannot therefore simplgdreff the fate of

cricket from a very general theory of economic glatation and social

change.

My aim in what follows is to look at different ways which we may
understand this thing called globalization, usinicket as a way of
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refining and reformulating theory. The underlyimg@ment here is about
how we might see relationships between the gldabal national, and the
local in cricket as in life. This argument draws am approach, largely
developed by Roland Robertson (1992, 1995), whiccuges on
glocalizationrather tharglobalization- also recently applied to professional
football (see Giulianotti and Robertson, 2009). Véhas globalization
suggests the predominance of the global over thal,lglocalization,
somehow, means the interpenetration of the glolnal #he local, in
complex ways that need to be teased out.

Four theories of globalization

Globalization is a much used term, but also a eernfused and confusing
one (for further clarification and elaboration ddelton 2005 and also
Held and McGrew 2007). This is partly because ittied up with
advertising hype, but also because it is the ditgotitical and ideological
conflict and disagreement. Many people see therasehs either for or
against globalization, without necessarily takingicim care to think
through what exactly it is that they are praisimgpposing. In the face of
uncontrolled rhetoric and absence of clear definitiglobalization has
come to mean different things to different people.

Globalization may most usefully be defined as thevement of people,
resources, institutions and ideas across bordensys that create global
connections and inter-dependence, and often gliabguality too. While
often seen as primarily economic in form and cehtom free trade,
economic deregulation, and powerful multi-natioralrporations, such
approaches to globalization are, however, mislepdimd arbitrary. There
are many social processes that cross borders #icphlicultural and
religious, as much as economic and technologicalmwhile conceptions
of the world as a single space may equally be fowmdong
environmentalists or human rights activists as fraders and corporate
strategists.

In situating cricket within processes of globaliaat it is therefore

essential to sift approaches and theories carefollgeparate powerful
arguments from myth. The idea that globalizatiorams economic force
driven by a single economic prime mover is onecafr fmyths that have
been identified as itemised in Figure 1. The paiith all of these is not
that they are completely false, but rather thaty tbéfer only partial

insights that conceal as much as they reveal. Matthsn other words, sets
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of widely believed ideas that are taken as truegiven, yet which do not
by any means tell the whole story. This argumerdgualglobal myths

applies in general, but may equally be demonstratét particular

reference to cricket. It may also usefully be eflabed through
consideration of the four theories of globalizatiisted in Figure 2. These
will be summarised and evaluated in turn.

FIGURE 1: FOUR MYTHS ABOUT GLOBALIZATION

1. Globalization is an economic process drivendnnemic interests

2. Globalization means the end of the nation-state

3. Globalization is a top-down phenomenon inimigalcommunity and
democracy.

4. Globalization is a new phenomenon of the laf& @mtury

FIGURE 2: FOUR THEORIES OF GLOBALIZATION

1. Economic Power on a World Stage

2. Global Political Economic and Cultural Hegemony
3. Globalization as Network Society

4. Glocalization

1. Economic Power on the World Stage

Globalization, according to the first theory, cestion processes like free
trade and capital flows across national boundarsswell as on the
international migration of people in search of worlogether with
technology transfer. The main players in this woald multi-national
enterprises and global regulatory bodies like & Bnd WTO, designed
to promote orderly market-based transactions withiglobal division of
labour managed through global cities. Such prosesswl institutions
predominate over nation-states and national cudtuvkarket deregulation
reduces or even undermines national sovereigntylewhbcal cultural
distinctiveness is eroded, so the theory goes,hm face of global
consumerism. Powerful statements of this kind gfrapch may be found
in the work of writers like Harvey (2001) and Sasq4d 996, 1998)

This approach has several important strengths. fifsteis the emphasis
given to the trans-national cross-border charastehe global economy.
In contrast with pictures of economic life conduttey bounded national
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economies, the stress is rather upon the interemimm and inter-
penetration of processes that permeate political ajeographic
boundaries. Such spatially mobile and weakly regdlapatterns of
economic globalization are seen as responsiblenfozh of the economic
dynamic of the late 2D century, as well as contributing to the recent
global financial crisis.

Economic globalization of this kind and the reces¥olution of
commercial sport are clearly closely related, iokat as in other sporting
endeavours (Giulianotti and Robertson 2007). Ftoen1990’s onwards,
professional cricket has been profoundly influenbgdglobal corporate
sponsorship and marketing, linked with satellitedzh communications.
Both the production and consumption of professianiaket have become
thoroughly globalized.

Without the revenues generated by such developmertsrding to Gupta
(2009, 206), national cricket would be hard-pressedurvive. The more
far-sighting cricket administrators, notably JagmmohDalmiya of the
Indian Cricket Board have actively worked to shap@ew cricketing
world order to secure the financial security of ¢jagne.

Such trends may be seen not only in the organisatia@l marketing of
inter-national test and one-day games, but algbénrecent development
of the Indian Premier League. And they are alsoy Jecrative. It is
estimated that the IPL, before a ball was bowled, dienerated revenue of
$1.8 billion (Kelso 2008). It is also estimatedtttize majority of revenue
generated within world cricket derives from theitmdsub-continent.

In the economics of the Indian Premier League,béisteed in 2008, the
Indian Cricket Board acts as licensee selling eighy-based team
franchises (rising to ten for the 2011 season) toparations and
entrepreneurs (Gupta 2009). Each team franchisere liids for leading
players across the global cricket community. Wliile players for each
team span the world of cricketing nations, thergdés behind the various
franchises are primarily Indian. They include besses such as Reliance
Industries, India’s largest private company, headgdMukesh Ambani,
and the infrastructural development company GMR uBrdcheaded by
Grandhi Mallikarjuna Rao. Meanwhile lucrative woside TV rights
have been sold to powerful global corporate intereghese include Sony
Entertainment Television (SET), a Japanese busemi#y that also owns
the Columbia and MGM operations, and the World $@oup. This is



