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In returning to Zeigler’s (1987) original questions, the origins of sport management largely arose out of
sport sociology and physical education scholarship at a time of global professionalization within the sport
industry and subsequent need to adopt a more scientific approach to managerial practices. Sport management
has evolved as a discipline with more publications in the last ten years than the proceeding thirty years. Sport
managements status is in a period of transition - simultaneously at the tail end of a first generation of seminal
scholars who fought to stake sport managements claim in a competitive academic landscape, whilst
concurrently producing a quantity knowledge, schelars, programs; and impact unprecedented in the disciplines
history. Based on our preliminary analysis we offer three provocations to stimulate conversations regarding the
future of sport management: (1) is sport management a discipline or a field? (2) given the growth of sport
manégement do disciplinary or interdisciplinary journals best serve sport managements ambitions for the next
generation of scholarship? and (3) how will our ideas of sports distinctiveness and contribution to knowledge

(both theoretical and practical) influence the maturation of sport management scholarship?
| (EHI3IE: EASM 2023, book of abstracts, p. 129)
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