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Society always pays particular attention to football-related antisocial behavior. There are unprompted
incidents of football spectator violence and the behavior of socially organized groups. Football hooliganism
as a social phenomenon actualized in the second half of the 20th century. Contemporary sociological
discourse contains some main theoretical frameworks for understanding football violence. British theories
have traditional dominance in the explanation of football hooliganism, but they focused on local features
and made an attempt to generalize their conclusions on all forms of football hooliganism. Despite the
ongoing theoretical domination and globalization of football culture, there remain important cross-national
variations in the forms and ways of football hooliganism. This article is an effort to conceptualize and
explain football hooliganism as a homogeneous phenomenon interpreted by the concept of football-related
practices and their styles.
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®ymbon — ye o0He 3 HaUnomnyrnspHiWUX CrOPpMUBHUX 3Ma2aHb y ceimi. MinbloHu nodel eparompb y
HbO20, ane we binbwe sbonigatomb 3a mux, xmo epae y ¢pymbon. Cycninbcmeo 3aexou npudifsinio
ocobrniugy ysazy noegediHui pymbonbHUX yboniganbHUKIG, nepw 3a ece ii aHmucouyiaibHUM posieam.
Bunadku nopywerHsi epomadcbko20 nopsidKy, WO mak 4Yu iHakwe rnoe'sasaHi 3 goymboriom, mpanisnucs
npomsizom yciei Go2o icmopii. B pamkax coujionoeiyHoi pegpriekcii w000 yux GheHOMeHI8 8axnugo
PO3PI3HAMU CrIOHMaHHI nposisu  Hacunbcmea ceped ymbosnibHUX eborniganbHUKIE U 108ediHKY
opaaHizosaHux epyn. @ymbonbHUl XyrnizaHism SK couiaribHe feuuie akmyarnizyemscsi y Opyaili nonosuHi
XX cmonimms. B mexax cydacHo20 coujorniogidHo20 OUCKYpCy iCHye OeKirlbka OCHOBHUX MeopemuyHuUX
modeneli po3yMiHHA pymboribHO20 Hacuribcmea. Y nosicHeHHi pymborbHo20 XynigaHiamy mpaduyitiHO
OomiHytomb meopemuyHi niOxoOu bpumaHCbKUX Haykosuig, arne eapmo yceidomsioeamu, WO B0HU
crnuparomsCsi Ha pe3ynbmamu aHanidy JoKanbHUx (6pumaHcbkux) ocobnusocmeli ymbosbHOI
Kysibmypu | 8paxosytomb KOHKpemMHUU coyiaribHUl KOHMeKcm ¢hopMy8aHHsI ma po3eumky ¢bymb0osibHO20
xynieaHiamy. [lpu uybomy 6 dQaHux meopisx pobnsmbcsi crnpobu y3azaribHEeHHS opMm | nposeie
ymbornbHo20 XyrnizaHismy. [lpome, Hesgaxarouu Ha iCHyrody mpaduuito meopemuyHo20 rnaHy8aHHs, 3
00Ho20 60Ky, i enobanizauito oymbosbHOI Kynbmypu - 3 IHWO20, ICHYIOMb 3HaYHi MpKHaUjoHasbHi
g8iOMiHHOCcmi y ¢bopmax i nposisax ¢pymbosibHO20 XynieaHiaMmy. L cmammsi € crnpobor OCMUCHEHHS |
rOSICHEeHHs1 ¢hymbosIbHO20 XyrigaHisaMy 5K 6I0HOCHO OOHOPIOHO20 coujanibHO20 A8UWa, WO MOXIuge
3ae0sKu lio2o iHmeprpemauii sk 0cobnueoi cybKynbmypu, iCHy8aHHs1 IKOi 8U3Ha4YaembCs pearidayieto
ocobrnugozo Habopy nog'sisaHux 3 ¢hymbosIOM KOSIEKMUBHUX (HagKornoghymborsbHUX) npakmuk, mobmo
rnogcsik0eHHUx Oili MoOUHU, SIKi KOHCMpYolmb ma eusensioms i ideHmuyHocmi ma eidbysaromscs
3ae80sKKU  3aC80€HHIO  3acobie  coujanbHO20 ICHy8aHHSI 8 KOHmMekcmi  cnifikysaHHs.  Omxe,
HasKonogymbosibHi npakmuKku € y3gudaeHumu Oimu, sIKi iHmepHani3yrombcsi 3ag0siku 8idgidyeaHHH
ymbonbHUX cmadioHig, CrfIKy8aHHIO 3 HOCIAMU CybKymbmyp pymbonbHUX chaHamie ma ¢bymbonbHUX
XyrnigaHie abo criocmepexxeHHo 3a HUMu. HagkonoghymborbHi npakmuku € KO2HIMUBHUM efieMeHmom
ymbornbHo20 XynieaHiamy. KonekmueHUU xapakmep npakmuk ma IxHs pi3HomaHimHicms 003801150mb
8uoKpemumu cmuri peanidauii HagkornoghymbosbHUX npakmuk. BidmiHHocmi yux cmurnige nepw 3a ece
r08’sa3aHi 3 HacusbHUUbKUMU diimu goymbosnbHUX XynieaHie. MoxHa eudinumu 0ea OCHOBHUX cmusisi (Yu
cmpameeii) peanisauii HagkonogymoonbHUX MpakmuK. YMOBHO iX MOXHa Ha3eamu «rigdeHHUl» ma
«nigHiYHUU» cmuni. OCHOBHUM KpumepieM 8UOKPEMIIEHHST UUX Cmuslie € CmMPpyKmMypHi XxapakmepucmuKu
ma 6a308i NpUHYUNU peanisauii HacurbHUUbKUX MPakmuk ¢oym6osbHUX XyrigaHis.

Knio4yoBi cnoBa: qyT0onbHUiA  xynirawiam, dytbonbHi  dhaHatn, dyTbonbHa KynbTypa, CTUIb
HaBKONOYTOONBHUX NPAKTKK, KPOCC-HaLiOHarNbHUA aHanis.

®ymbon — amo 00HO u3 Hauborsiee ronysisiPHbIX 8 MUPe CropmMuUEHbIX cocms3daHul. MunnuoHs! nodel
ueparom 8 Hezao, HO ewé bonbwe bonerom 3a mex, kmo uepaem 8 ghymborn. Obuwecmso ecezda ydesnsinio
ocoboe sHumaHue nogedeHuUw ¢hymobosibHbIX bosenbWUKo8 U npexde ece20 e20 aHmucouuasbHbIM
nposienieHusimM. Criyyau HapyweHusi obuwecmeeHHo20 rnopsidka, Komopbie mak Unu UHade cesi3aHbl C
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ymboriom, ecmpeyvaromcsi Ha [MPomMsKeHUU ecell eeo ucmopuu. B pamkax coyuonoeudecko2o
OCMBbIC/IEHUS] 3MUX (DEeHOMEHO8 B8aXHO pasfnuyamb CrIOHMaHHble [POSIBNIEHUs Hacuius cpedu
ymbosnbHbix 6onenbWukoe U rnogedeHuUe opaaHU308aHHbIX epyrnn. @ymborbHbIl XynueaHu3M Kak
coyuanbHoe serieHUe akmyasnuaupoeasics 80 emopol ronosuHe XX eeka. B cospeMeHHOM
coyuosioeudeckom  OUCKypce cyujecmeyem  HECKO/IbKO OCHOBHbIX —meopemudeckux modernel
uHmepripemayuu ¢ymbonbHo20 Hacumnus. B obbscHeHuu ¢ymborbHo20 XyrnueaHudma mpaduyUuOHHO
OomuHuUpyrom 6pumaHckue meopemu4veckue noodxodbl, 00HaKo Heobxodumo umemb 8 8udy, YmMoO OHU
OCHOB8aHb! Ha pe3yrbmamax aHasnu3sa riokanbHbix (bpumaHckux) ocobeHHocmel ¢pymbosbHOU Kyrnbmypbl
U yqumblg8ardm KOHKpPemHbIU coyuarbHbIl KOHmMeKcm @opmuposaHusi u pazeumusi ¢hymb0osribHO20
xynueaHusma. pu smom 8 pamkax amux meopull denatomcs rnonbIMKU meopemudyecko2o 060bweHus
¢gopm u nposienieHUl ymbonbHo20 XxynuzaHusma. OOHako, Ha cywecmeyrwyr mpaduyuro
meopemuyecko2o 2ocrio0cmea, ¢ O00HOU CMOPOHbI, U enobanusayuro ymbonsHoU Kyrnbmypbl — C
Opyeod, cyuecmsytom 8axKHble MeXHaUuUOHasbHbIe pasfiuqusi 8 gpopmax u nposisrieHUsix ¢pymoosibHo20
XyrnueaHusma. Oma cmambsi 6/19emcs MonbIMKOU OCMbIC/IUMb U 006bSCHUMb ¢hymb0OsIbHBIU Xynu2aHu3m
Kak omHocumersibHO 0OHOPOOHOE coyuaribHOe S8/1eHUS, YMO 803MOXHO briaecodapsi e2o uHmepnpemayuu
Kak ocobol cybKynbmypsbl, cyujecmeosaHue komopol ornpedensemcs peanusayuel ocobozo Habopa
cesisaHHbIX C ¢hymborioM KOMneKmueHbIx (OKornogpymbornsHbix) rpakmuk. OHU MNOHUMAarmCs Kak
riogcedHesgHble Oelicmeusi uHOuUgUOa, KOMOpPbIE KOHCMPpyupyrom U nposienigiom e20 UOeHmMUYHOCMb U
npoucxo0sim 6nazodapsi yC80EHUK crnocobos couyuasibHO20 CyulecmeosaHusi 8 KOHmMeKcme ObWeHUs.
Takum o06pa3om, 0KonogymobosibHble Mnpakmuku — 3amo obuwenpuHambsle Oelicmeusi, KOmophble
UHMepHanusupyromcs 6nazolapsi noceweHur0 ymobosibHbix ¢maduoHO8, OOWEHU C Hocumesnsmu
cybkynbmyp ¢ymbornbHbix ¢haHamos U ¢ymbosbHbIX Xynuz2aHo8 unu  HabrrdeHuUr 3a  HUMU.
OkonoghymboribHbie MpakmuKu S/Istomcsi KO2HUMUBHbBIM 351ieMeHmMoM  ¢bymb0sibHO20 Xyru2aHu3ma.
KonnekmueHblil xapakmep npakmuk U ux pasHoobpasue r103eos1stom 8bi0esiums CMuU Ux peanu3ayuu.
Paznuqusi mexdy Humu rnipexde eceeo c8si3aHbl C HaCUrlbCmMeeHHbIMU delicmeusmu  ¢hymborbHbIX
xynueaHos. MoxHo ebidesiumb d8a OCHOBHbLIX CMUJIS (Unu cmpameauu) peanu3ayuu oKos0ghymb6osibHbIX
MpaKmuK. YCIIo8HO UX MOXHO Ha38amb «HOXHbIM» U «Ce8EPHbIM» cmussimu. OCHOBHbIM Kpumepuem ux
8bi0erieHUs1  ABMSIOMCS  CMPYKMYpPHbIE — Xapakmepucmuku U 6a3oeble MpuHuunbl  peanuayuu
HacuribCmMeeHHbIX MPakmuk ¢pymoOosbHbIMU XyrnugaHamu.

KnioueBble cnoBa: ¢yToonbHbIA XynuraHuam, cyTtbonbHble daHaTbl, yTbonbHas KynbTypa, CTwurb
0KonodyTOObHbIX NPaKTUK, KPOCC-HAUMOHArbHbIA aHanu3

Football is one of the most popular sports all over the world. It is played by millions of people around the
world, and even more are watching of different levels football competitions. Quantity of representatives of both
groups is constantly increasing from the second half of the 19th century. If the differentiation of football players
depends on the rules of the competition and leagues statutes, then the situation with football fans is much more
complicated. Football is causing a wide range of emotions from the simple interest to fanaticism.

As a social phenomenon football fanaticism actualized in the second half of the last century. Parallel with
it society paid much more attention not just a football but to the football fanaticism. Particular attention is always
paid to football-related antisocial behavior of football fans. One of the results of that attention was the moral
panics according football fan’s behavior. The media even constructed original label for football-related antisocial
behavior - ‘football hooliganism’. In fact, there is no precise definition of this term in media, political rather than
in social scientific discourses [1]. Generally ‘football hooliganism’ means all forms of football-related
noxiousness beginning with various forms of verbal abuse and minor violence to more serious outrage and
vandalism [2]. In search of a sociological conceptualization of football hooliganism first of all we have to draw
between unprompted incidents of football spectator violence and the behavior of socially organized groups.
Historically first forms of football fan’s disorders were spontaneous and took place from the early beginning of
football competitions allover the world. Predominated pattern of such behavior consists of attacks on match
officials and opposing players. Such behaviors encountered in different countries and various competitions
(amateur and professional) to the present day. Sociological explanation of such types of phenomena seems quite
complicated, because they substantially depend on situational factors and individual psychological characteristics
of certain troublemakers.

The genesis of football-related antisocial behavior from spontaneous to socially organized group violence
and increasing numbers of football violence cases becomes a reason of moral panics [3]. Understanding the roots
and emergence of football-related asocial behaviors in situation of absence sociological concept of football
hooliganism was rather difficult and undefined. Conditions of moral panics need quick answers on most social
requests. First answers had pointed out, that football hooliganism has factors in common with juvenile
delinquency or hooliganism in general.
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Contemporary sociological discourse contains some main theoretical frameworks. English sociological
theories have traditional dominance in the explanation of football hooliganism. This is due to several reasons.
First of all England is considered the birthplace not just modern football but also football hooliganism. The
increased attention to everything which is associated with football in British society prepared the ground for high
level moral panics in the 1960s onwards.

Ramoén Spaaij indicates three quite clearly delineated theoretical approaches: the Marxist approaches by
Ian Taylor and John Clarke; the figurational approach of the ‘Leicester School’ (Dunning, Williams, Robson etc);
and the postmodernist approaches by Giulianotti and Redhead [4, p.415-418]. All of these theoretical approaches
are based on different forms of social resistance. Marxist approaches focuses on working-class resistance
movement to the bourgeoisification of football and restructuring of industry in general. Figurational approach in
its turn focuses on lower’s strata of society forms of resistance to current understanding of civilized behavior and
masculinity. Postmodernist approaches deals with innovative forms of football fan’s behavior as resistance to
political and media treatments. Nevertheless, the Marxist explanations have been criticized as speculative and
lacking any form of empirical confirmation, the postmodernist attempt doesn’t allow understand causes of current
football hooliganism, but in spite of critic on various occasions figurational framework has been widely used in
the field more then two decades and has been praised on a theoretical as well as on a methodological level.

Referring to any of given approaches we have to realize that in wide context football hooliganism is a
glocalized [5], complex and many-sided phenomenon. It is necessary to move beyond traditional frames of
understanding national oriented approaches of studying and description of football hooliganism.

Football violence and football hooliganism aren’t rarely British phenomenon. Cases of unforced and
organized incidents of football spectator or groups of them occurred worldwide approximately in same time.
Groups of violence and public disaster oriented football fans may have different denominations (hooligans,
casuals, ultras, barra bravas [6], kibice etc.), but there are some common steady cross-national ways of behavior.
Regardless of the denominations current football hooliganism is a subculture with its own specific system of
norms and values, symbols, original behavior and life style. In general behavior of the fans or particular football
hooligans is more correct to interpret by the concept of football-related practices. M. Heidegger’s understanding
the role of practices is most useful in current context. [7] It means a set of collective visitors of football stadiums
practices, assimilated actions which subject to the norms and values of the current and internalized by attending
football stadiums, communication with football-related subcultures, or observing them.

In public and academic discourses football hooliganism traditionally is viewed as kind of British
phenomenon or phenomena with substantial British roots or impact. Unprompted incidents of football spectator
violence are similar all over the world, indeed, but when we analyze destructive football-related activities of socially
organized groups it is necessary not to use British stereotype. There are a lot of similarities in hooligan practices, but
we should be considered with local and regional patterns or even features of regional football cultures. The most
convenient way of sociological studying and description of different football hooliganism phenomena is to combine
dominant football-related practices without considering denominations, moral panics and public stereotypes.

There are two main contexts of football hooliganism developing. First is wide and related with global
media networks (TV, internet) that simplifying communication and observing different football cultures and its
representatives all over the world. Behaviors associated with stadium support of football clubs, especially
audiovisual support, become common to the majority of football fans. The differences between them are primarily
concerned with characteristics of certain national football culture, which may affect their intensity, but the
structure and realization of strategies becoming more general. Second context is not so wide. Process of increasing
the number of different international football competitions on club’s and national’s levels transgresses local
boundaries of European football culture. Recent changes in the football industry not only increase different media
content, but significantly increase different forms of football hooligans face-to-face interactions and its
opportunities. Especially it is actualized in European context. Many of transnational cultural processes are
incomplete and have not affected different countries to a similar extent [8, p.6]. In such case exactly violent
actions of football hooligans determine differences in European football-related practices.

According to our analysis two main strategies realization of football-related practices could be affirmed.
It could be called ‘southern’ and ‘northern’ style of football-related practices. First one is oriented on audiovisual
terrace support of football team. The ways of realization those practices are similar to preparing of bright feast and
creating such atmosphere in the stands involves fireworks, large number of flags, club scarves etc. Regarding to
aggression and violence, them are directed toward opposite fans and police. Aggression and violence are primary
verbal, but if it becomes physical, then it includes the whole range from the throwing of missiles at oppositions to
fights involving weapons such as knives and even guns. The increasing of confrontation and escalation of
aggression in football-related practices of ‘southern’ style are inextricably related to political and religious
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positions. Football fanaticism is a powerful and structured social movement and active part of mass protests and
civil disobedience.

‘Northern’ style of football-related practices is a complex and many-sided phenomenon. The difference
between local models and styles of football hooliganism connected with structural characteristics and the basic
principle of violence behavior. One of the most important features of the ‘northern’ style is a clear division into
football hooligans and football fans. The main criteria is involving in violence practices which take place at or in
the vicinity of football grounds but also in other locations, such encounters are often pre-arranged and sometimes
far removed from stadia. It takes place not only on match days.

Further research is needed to empirically test and refine the theoretical issues raised in this article. It
remains wide perspectives in description and understanding football hooliganism in frame of ‘northern’ style of
football-related practices, especially in the systematic and detailed comparative research in Easter Europe.
Football culture in post-socialist and post-Soviet countries is poorly understood and defined, and at the same time
it has the huge potential influence on development of European football hooliganism and European football
culture as well.
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