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Introduction

The 1995 Bosman ruling represented the first major European Union agenda expansion into sports policy.  Jean Marc Bosman, a Belgian football player, “successfully challenged the Union of European Football Association’s use of nationality restrictions and the international transfer system of football players” (Parrish 2003b, 252).  Although this ruling was primarily economic and did not address sport directly, the European Union has used this ruling to justify further jurisdiction of sporting activity.  Sport policy, which until recently did not have a formal legal base within the European treaties, has become a tool for the European Union (EU) to implement social, cultural, and educational policy objectives (Parrish 2003b, 246).  Though many countries and European citizens support increased European Union involvement in sports, considerable opposition has been raised against this sports policy.  In this paper, I seek to answer the question: why do some European citizens tend to support increased European Union involvement in sport?


The European Union first ventured into sports law in 1974 in the case of Walrave and Koch v. Association Union Cycliste Internationale.  With this ruling, the European Court of Justice (ECJ) established that sport falls under EU law insofar as it is an economic activity (Parrish 2003b, 250).  However, it was not until the landmark Bosman ruling of 1995 that the EU emerged as a key player in sports policy.  This ruling states that “when a contract with a footballer who is a national of a Member State expires, the club may not prevent the player from signing a new contract with another club in another Member State or agreeing to the payment of transfer fees” (EU).  Essentially, this ruling focused on the free movement principles of persons throughout the European Union.  Since the ruling focused on free movement principles, sport was not explicitly mentioned in the ruling; Richard Parrish notes that the EU “appeared keen to avoid confrontation with sport” (Parrish 2003b, 252).


Despite the European Commission’s initial reluctance to become involved in sport, the Bosman ruling represented a watershed event in sports policy.  Soon after the ruling, the EU began attracting criticism from those who felt that the Commission neglected Sport’s social and cultural impact in focusing only on the economic potential of sports.  Proponents of a “people’s Europe” felt that to fully address Sport, the EU must focus on its social and cultural elements as well as the economic impacts.  The 1997 Amsterdam Declaration represented the first response towards this.  The EU attached a non-binding Declaration on Sport which called on the institutions of the Union to recognize the social significance of sport (Parrish 2003b, 253).  This declaration was followed by a report presented at the Helsinki European Council in December 1999 and the 2000 Nice Declaration on Sport.  Like the Amsterdam Declaration, both the Helsinki report and the Nice Declaration sought to formally recognize the social significance of sport.


In recent months, a range of policy options are being explored concerning sport’s status in the European Treaty (Parrish 2003b, 258).  Supporters on one extreme side wish to further the application of EU law in sports policy including those that wish to create an independent sports article in the European Treaty or attach provisions on sport to Treaty provisions on culture.  On the other extreme are those that wish to exempt sport from all European Treaty articles, especially those pertaining to economics and culture.  Spearheading this side of the argument is the Union of European Football Association (UEFA) which wishes to regulate football independently from the jurisdiction of the European Union.


To date, no specific rules regarding sport policy are contained within any European Union program.  Still, as the EU notes, “many of the rules, policies, and programs of the European Union have an impact on the sports world” (EU).  A growing debate has emerged as a result of the increased attention the European Union has given to sport.  Several member countries of the European Convention have proposed that EU law should take sport into account more so than it currently does (EU).  Other European citizens have dismissed this claim as too large an intrusion on culture and society.  The debate will certainly grow stronger if the EU continues to claim more jurisdiction over sports policy.  


The variation I hope to explain consists in the feelings of European citizens over the level of involvement the European Union should have in sport.  In the 2004 Eurobarometer, a majority of European citizens felt that the EU should take at least some role in sports policy.  Of the six questions relating to sports policy posed in the Eurobarometer, nearly 50% of European citizens felt that the EU should take a stronger stance in all six areas.  A further 25% percent felt that the EU should have a level of involvement in at least four of the six areas of sports policy.  Still, that leaves 25% of those that responded to all six questions that felt the EU should have little or no involvement in sport.  We see then that although it seems that most European citizens prefer to have some EU involvement in sport, a significant percentage feel that the EU should have little or no involvement in sports policy.


This question is worth asking for two reasons.  First, obviously, it will allow the European Union to gauge the level of support for its involvement in sports policy.  Though it seems the majority of European citizens approve of such measures, explaining why others do not approve of these measures will allow the EU to effectively package the policies to appeal to the entire European population.  In turn, the policies will be more effective with the broad approval of all European citizens.


Second, this question will give us insight into the social and cultural aspects of the European Union.  While currently a political and economic organization, the long term solvency of the EU depends on the organization becoming ingrained in the society and culture of Europe.  Sport, which plays a large role in the society and culture of countries, is a crucial aspect of the potential cultural and societal unification of Europe.  

A Theoretical Background


In order to better frame this question, I will look at some of the literature regarding the impact of sports on identity, as well as the impact of sports on political participation.  Recently, the impact of sports in constructing and reinforcing identities has been discussed extensively in the literature of political and cultural studies alike.  I will give an overview of these studies as it pertains to the question at hand; specifically how and if the European Union can help create an identity through involvement in sports.  Additionally, I will look at the impact of sports on political participation.  Again, I will focus discussion of this literature on the question at hand, specifically if European Union involvement in sports can increase political and cultural participation in the EU.  Finally, I will give a brief overview of literature relating to European Union involvement in sports.  Though no significant study exists explaining why European citizens approve or disapprove of European Union involvement in sports, this literature is nonetheless useful in providing background for this discussion.

The Impact of Sports on Creating Identities


Numerous authors have noted the impact of sports in creating a national identity.  Vassil Girginov (2004) points out that “modern sport is inextricably intertwined with a whole variety of social and economic behaviours.  Furthermore, sports are embedded in cultural traditions shaped over the course of historical development, in which they establish multi-layered relationships with labour, education, character building, war, business, the media, and the international community.”  (Girginov 2004, 25).  Several authors have begun to realize this connection between sport and culture, economics, and even politics; literature in this area has begun to boom in recent years.


Sugden and Tomlinson (2000) define nationalism as the “mobilization of popular sentiment around the theme of shared national identity” (Sugden and Tomlinson 2000, 89).  Though the authors note that there was a growing orthodoxy that nationalism was becoming less of a defining characteristic of modernity by the early 1990s, international competitions – especially international football competitions – were still providing countries an outlet in which to showcase nationalist tendencies.  As a result, the authors stressed the importance of FIFA (International Football’s governing body) and UEFA (European Football’s governing body) in both creating and reinforcing national self-images (Sugden and Tomlinson 2000, 89-90).  While in many countries the relationship between sport and national identities is passive, Sugden and Tomlinson argue that sport plays a much more active role in nascent democracies (like those of Eastern Europe) and when a perceived threat exists (Sugden and Tomlinson 2000, 90).


Like Sugden and Tomlinson, Kosebalaban (2004) shows that the relationship between a national identity and sport becomes much more active when a perceived threat exists.  Kosebalaban studied Turkish media coverage of the 2002 World Cup (Turkey placed third in its first World Cup since 1954) and found that all segments of the population, including ethnic and religious minorities, enthusiastically supported the Turkish team’s success.  Yet it was the national media “that magnified this enthusiasm and constructed out of it a display of national unity” (Kosebalaban 2004, 56).  Within the diverse groups of Turkey’s population, football provides the most politically neutral bond between these groups; this is particularly the case when the national media seeks to magnify this effect (Kosebalaban 2004, 57).  Despite the Turkish government’s intention to join the European Union, Kosebalaban observed a decidedly ‘us’ versus ‘them’ – Western/European countries quickly became the most significant ‘them’ while the ‘us’ was reserved for Islamic nationalism.  Ironically, “Turkish participation in European football competitions did not lead to positive identification with Europe but rather became an arena for nourishing the sense of national distinction” (Kosebalaban 2004, 62-63).  Thus, we see that international sport competitions, especially when a country performs well in them, are both a source for creating and manipulating national identity.


Similarly, Girginov (2004) shows that sport can be used to both create identities and mobilize mass support for regimes.  In his study of totalitarian sport, Girginov argues that, among other things, totalitarian government’s involvement in sport enabled it to, “mobilize mass support from the population in order to deliver its promises” (Girginov 2004, 54).  In addition, the state created a class of “sport rulers” who were to act as transmitters between political and economic visions of the regime and the populous, by way of sport (Girginov 2004, 54).  In totalitarian regimes, sporting competitions provided opportunities for demonstrations of loyalty.  Though these demonstrations became weaker and weaker as the tensions between state and civil society grew, the effect of totalitarian sport nonetheless demonstrates the power that sports have when a government pushes them as a instrument to unify a nation and further its own agenda.  


Sack and Suster (2000) argue that sport often reflects and reinforces national grievances and rivalries that often originate from sources far beyond the playing field (Sack and Suster 2000, 306).  The study focuses on the football teams of Croatia and Slovenia shortly after the breakup of the Yugoslav Federation.  Sack and Suster argue that football played a critical role in forming Croatian nationalism in addition to inciting ethnic and religious tensions at the onset of the Yugoslav breakup.  While threatening to secede from the Yugoslav Federation, the success of the Croatian national football team showed the intimate (and multidirectional) relationship between sport and politics (Sack and Suster, 307).  


Bairner (2003) argues that sporting nationalism in many instances becomes more powerful than political nationalism; though the two do not necessarily coincide, in many ways one can steer the other.  Bairner finds that sport in the United Kingdom has allowed some Ulster unionists to feel comfortable with their Irishness and caused others to view their Irish national identity negatively.  While many observers tend to note that there are two competing nationalisms in Northern Ireland – British and Irish – the experience of sport in Northern Ireland suggests that these two groups are not as monolithic as observers believe; that is, much debate remains about the objectives and goals of each group (Bairner 2003, 518).  Arguably, rugby is the sport of choice for Ulster Irishness and football is the sport for Ulster Britishness; yet the cross-border nature of the ruling sport bodies suggests that a compromise is possible, namely one in which Irish nationalists in Northern Ireland can assert their Irish identity while maintaining constitutional ties with the United Kingdom (Bairner 2003, 533).  It appears, at least in this case study, that sport organizations and ties with sport clubs can give insight into political nationalism as well as provide a framework for political institutions.


The above literature has sought to highlight the influence of sports on national identity and nationalism.  Though not exhaustive, this list has given a start for a discussion on the effects of sports involvement of the European Union.  No significant studies exist on the effect of sports involvement by international organizations like the European Union, yet the above literature allows one to hypothesize on the effect of European Union involvement.  Perhaps sport involvement by the European Union will cut across national boundaries while allowing national identities to be retained, as was the case in Bairner’s study of Ulster nationalism in Northern Ireland.  Perhaps European Union involvement will actually strengthen national identity, as Sugden and Tomlinson showed in their Eastern European case study.  Regardless, this discussion gives a foundation for the effect of sports on national identity (and the effect of national identity on sports).  

Impact of Sports on Political Participation


Putnam (1993) studied the importance of the effect of individual-level participation in football clubs on political participation in Italy.  Putnam argued that voluntary participation in football clubs (among other individual-level activities) produces social capital that a nation needs to maintain democratic practices.  In joining these social groups, citizens learn democratic ideals; this in turn translates into democratic practices in government as well as more political participation in these democracies.  Putnam found that regions of Italy that housed an amateur football team were characterized by a high degree of political participation (Putnam 1993, 115).


Donovan, et. al (2004) built upon the work of Putnam in studying the effect of sports groups in New Zealand on political participation.  They found a strong relationship between participation in sports groups – whether it be rooting on a local team or participating in an amateur club – and political engagement (Donovan, et. al 2004, 417-18).  Donovan et. al provide the first systemic evidence of a relationship between sports group membership and political participation in this work.  They use this evidence to suggest that meeting with a sports group often in the sports-mad country of New Zealand (47% of the population report membership in at least one sports group) leads to a greater degree of political participation (Donovan, et. al 2004, 418).


Bowler, Donovan, and Hanneman (2003) also find a relationship between involvement in individual-level social groups and political engagement in Europe (Bowler, Donovan, Hanneman 2003, 1126).  Like other findings, these findings show that involvement in individual level noneconomic groups increase democratic virtues.  Though Bowler, Donovan, and Hanneman find a stronger relationship exists between arts and charities groups and political engagement, the findings still show a slight relationship between sports groups and political engagement (Bowler, Donovan, Hanneman 2003, 1126-1128).  While the reason sports groups do not translate into political engagement in Europe
as well as in New Zealand is unclear, these findings nonetheless suggest that a relationship can exist between sports groups and political participation.

The Growth of European Union and International Governance of Sports


Parrish (2003a, 2003b) argues that European Union involvement in sports can be explained by actor-centered institutionalism.  Because sports policy is a relatively new phenomenon – essentially created only by the 1995 Bosman ruling – political actors have found a new arena in which to gain power (Parrish 2003b, 258).  As a result, coalitions have formed on both sides of the argument that seek to protect their core beliefs through power struggle.  The coalitions that have sprung up as a response to the introduction of sports policy exist solely to argue on one side of the sports policy argument; to compromise these beliefs would compromise the coalitions themselves.  Thus, Parrish argues, the debate over European Union involvement in sports is centered on political actors themselves.  Future discussion on European Union involvement in sports is likely to be controlled by these belief systems.


Jarvie (2003) expands on the belief that sports can create national, ethnic, and cultural identities by arguing that sports can actually lead to internationalism.  While conceding the important role that sports play in creating these identities, Jarvie argues that “the role of sport in the making of nations may involve issues of institutionalism and cosmopolitanism” (Jarvie 2003, 549).  Other authors have shown that international competition can lead to contested identities; Jarvie instead argues that these same international competitions, if regulated properly, can foster internationalism and globalization.  Because sporting culture has become similar throughout the world (i.e. the sport of football’s fans look and act similar in spite of different motives), grounds for internationalism could be provided by international sport competitions like the World Cup.

Conclusion


The above literature has sought to place my research in the context of work done by others.  I have first outlined the implications of sport in creating identities and on political participation.  This research has shown the importance of my question and explains why European Union involvement in sports is important to actors within the European Union and outside observers.  The brief overview of European Union and international involvement in sports highlights the gap that I seek to fill in the literature.  Parrish (2003a, 2003b) shows that European Union involvement in sports policy has thus far been a result of actor-based institutionalism.  I hope to answer the question of the motives of these actors – specifically why they chose to be on one side or another of the debate on EU involvement in sports policy.  


Hypothesis


I hypothesize that citizens from countries with a low degree of national pride, trust in the European Union and who live in countries with weak sports leagues will be more likely to support European Union involvement in sports than others.  

Country of Origin

I expect that the first independent variable, country of origin, will affect thoughts on European Union involvement in sports.  Citizens of countries with powerful sports leagues, namely the United Kingdom, France, Germany, Spain, and Italy, will be less likely to support European Union involvement in sports.  These countries, with long established football leagues, will be more likely to feel threatened by a higher institution’s involvement in those leagues and sport traditions.  Smaller countries, with less established sports leagues, will be more likely to view European Union involvement as a positive happening.  Former Communist Bloc countries and smaller countries with weak sports leagues, like Austria, the Low Countries, and Scandinavia, will support European Union involvement because they will have less established sports leagues and traditions.  Because of these already weak traditions and leagues, these countries will feel that the involvement of the European Union will level the playing field, giving them a better chance to compete on the international scene.  


Furthermore, citizens of countries that have traditionally done well in international sports competitions, i.e. the World Cup, the Olympics, and the European Football Champions League, will be less likely to view European Union involvement in sports favorably.  If a country like Germany, France, or the United Kingdom tends to perform well (or club teams that reside in each country perform well) in these competitions, they will view European Union involvement in sports less favorably.  As I mentioned above, countries that perform well in international competitions will be more likely to view involvement in sports by the European Union as threatening their domination on the international scene.  On the other hand, citizens from countries with less established sports traditions will again view European Union involvement in sports policy as a chance to level the playing field and will, in turn, support these EU measures.

Level of National Pride


 Second, I hypothesize that tendencies toward national pride will have an effect on whether a citizen views European Union involvement in sports favorably.  I expect that a citizen with a high level of national pride will view sports in that country as superior to other national sports leagues.  As a result, I expect that citizens that demonstrate this high degree of national pride will be more likely to support European Union involvement in sports.  European Union involvement in sports will mean more regulation for international competitions and more regulation for countries; those with a strong sense of national identity will approve of this.  Citizens that do not identify with their nation as strongly will be less likely to support European Union involvement as they will not be particularly concerned by regulation of international competitions or regulation of doping.


Sugden and Tomlinson (2000) and Kosebalaban (2004) allude to this phenomenon.  Sugden and Tomlinson stress the importance of the UEFA and FIFA in creating national identities.  By providing a playing field in international competitions, these organizations lead to the creation of national identities.  Sugden and Tomlinson note that in an era of declining nationalism, international competitions still provide an outlet in which to showcase national identities.  Likewise, Kosebalaban emphasizes the role of media coverage of international competitions in creating identities.  In order for these identities to exist, though, international competitions must exist and be monitored by an outside organization.  Thus, I expect that those citizens demonstrating a high degree of national pride will welcome increased European Union involvement in sports.  Since these citizens are likely to view the sports teams of their own country as superior, they will welcome a watchdog role of the European Union over all countries and an increased role in international competitions which will, in turn, allow for a showcase of their own national identities.


I expect there will be overlap between my first independent variable, country of origin, and my second independent variable, level of national pride.  Bairner (2003), for example, shows that a citizen’s nationalism in the United Kingdom is influenced by sporting success – through rugby in Ireland and football in the United Kingdom.  However, I expect the United Kingdom to be among the countries that have a high amount of success in sports; thus, in this instance, there may be significant overlap between the two variables.  However, it is necessary to include both variables to capture both the level of national pride not affected by sporting success in countries with a strong sports tradition as well as the level of national pride in countries with weak sports traditions.  I do not believe, though, that this variable impacts both my first independent variable and the dependent variable; national pride as a result of a strong sports tradition and national pride as a result of other factors will not necessarily have the same impact on feelings for European Union involvement in sports.  Furthermore, a strong sense of pride in a country’s sports team does not necessarily equate to strong nationalist tendencies.

Distrust in the European Union

The third independent variable that I predict will affect level of support for European Union involvement in sports is distrust in the European Union.  Sport involvement represents an attempt by European Union to expand their jurisdiction beyond the political and economic realm into the social and cultural realm.  Therefore, I expect that those citizens that have distrust in the European Union already will be less likely to support European Union involvement in Sport, regardless of their country of origin or level of national pride.  Likewise, European citizens that have a high level of trust in the European Union will be more likely to support European Union involvement.


Again, I expect there will be some overlap between this independent variable and my other independent variables.  It is also necessary to include this variable since distrust in the European Union does not necessarily follow from a strong sense of national pride, nor does a strong sense of national pride follow from distrust in the European Union.  A citizen that distrusts the European Union, for example, may not be a nationalist and would, therefore, be against European Union involvement in Sport for different reasons altogether.       

Methodology

The data I used to prove this hypothesis came from the Eurobarometer 2004 Sport survey.  This survey, administered in Fall 2004, includes indicators on country of origin, national pride, and thoughts on European Union membership.  By combining these three ordinal independent variables into a regression analysis, I will look at the impact of each my ordinal dependent variable, each citizen’s thoughts on European Union involvement in sports.


The first variable, country of origin, began as a nominal variable.  In order to make this an ordinal variable based on success in sporting events, I compiled data on important European sporting events, including the World Cup of Football, the European Football Championships, both the Summer and Winter Olympics, the World Hockey Championships, World and European Basketball Championships, and European club Football and Basketball championships over the past thirty years.  Heavy emphasis was placed on the World Cup and European Football Championships, by far the most popular sporting events in Europe.  Moderate emphasis was placed on the Olympics and the yearly Football club championships.  The lowest emphasis was placed on the World and European Basketball Championships and the World Hockey Championships as these events do not enjoy the continent-wide popularity of Football or the Olympics.  While Football is by far the most popular sport throughout most of the continent, Basketball has a high level of popularity only in Lithuania and pockets of France, Germany, Spain, Greece, and Italy.  Likewise, Hockey only demonstrates a high degree of popularity in Scandinavia, Czech Republic, and Slovakia.  


I measured this sporting success by creating an ordinal variable that gives an indicator of the amount of success each of the 25 countries listed in the study have had in the international sphere.  Countries were rated between 1 and 5, with those scoring a 1 having the least success and those scoring a 5 having the most success.

Level of Success in International Sports Competitions

	Level of Success
	Countries

	1 – Little if any success
	Malta, Cyprus, Luxemburg

	2 – Weak success
	Slovakia, Slovenia, Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia

	3 – Moderate success
	Hungary, Finland, Czech Republic, Republic of Ireland, Greece, Denmark, Belgium, Portugal

	4 – Moderate to High success
	Netherlands, Sweden, Poland, Spain, Austria

	5 – High success
	United Kingdom, Germany, France, Italy



While this characterization of sport traditions throughout Europe is not flawless, I believe that it serves as an adequate demonstration of the degree of tradition throughout European countries.  For example, countries like France and Germany have both performed well in the World Cup (Germany won in 1990 and finished second in 2002, France won in 1998), club championships (Germany has had two clubs win the Champions League since 1997 and France has had several clubs perform well), and the Olympics (both are consistently in the top ten in medal count in both Olympics).  On the other hand, countries like Cyprus and Malta have been minnows on the European sports scene.  Neither country has won an Olympic medal nor participated in the finals of a World Cup or European Football Championship.


I created an index for my second independent variable, the level of national pride demonstrated by each citizen.  Respondents to the survey were asked three questions regarding their nationality – whether they see themselves as (nationality) or European in the future, how proud of their nationality each citizen was, and how proud of being a European each citizen was.  The index had values from 2 to 8; a person scoring a 2 demonstrated a high degree of national identity and a person scoring 8 demonstrated a very low degree of national identity.


I again created an index for my third independent variable, level of distrust in the European Union.  Respondents to the survey were asked five questions pertaining to their membership in the EU – whether their country’s membership was a good thing, whether their country had benefited from membership, the image the respondent had of the EU, whether the respondent was for or against a European political union, and the feelings each respondent would demonstrate if the EU was to disband tomorrow.  I made all these variables into an index that ranged from 5 to 12; respondents that scored a 5 demonstrated a high level of trust in the EU, while respondents that scored a 12 demonstrated a high level of mistrust in the EU.


Another index was created for my independent variable, the level of support for European Union involvement in sports.  Respondents were asked whether they tended to agree or tended to disagree with six questions about the role of the EU in the domain of sports – whether the EU should be able to intervene more in European sports issues, whether the EU should cooperate with national sports organizations, how active a role should be taken in the fight against doping, whether the EU should give priority to promotion of ethical and social values through sport, whether the EU should intervene to ensure cooperation between the worlds of education and sport, and if including sport in the European Constitution is useful.  These variables were recoded into an index between 6 and 12.  Respondents that scored a 6 held that the EU should take a large role within the domain of sport while those that scored a 12 disagreed with any EU involvement in sports at all.


As I mentioned above, I expected significant overlap between the three independent variables (i.e. a citizen demonstrating a high level of national pride is also likely to distrust the EU).  In order to dispel the notion that these variables correlated so much that the results may be effected (multicollinearity) I ran a correlation on the three variables.  I found that neither of the three independent variables correlated significantly with each other, since none of them had an R Square higher than .164, well under the .8 level that would affect the results of the regression.  After this, to test my hypothesis, I ran a multivariate regression using country of origin, level of national pride, and distrust in the European Union as my independent variables and level of support for EU involvement in sport as my dependent variable.

Analysis


I hypothesized that citizens from countries with weaker sports traditions, that demonstrate a high level of national pride, and that distrust the European Union will be more likely to oppose EU involvement in sports.  I expect to find a strong, positive relationship between each of these independent variables and my dependent variable.  My regression produced these statistics:

Support for European Union Involvement in Sports

	Variable
	Coefficient
	Standard Error
	Standardized Coefficient
	T Value
	Significance

	Constant
	4.853
	.138
	
	35.092
	.000

	Country of Origin (X1)
	.137
	.020
	.095
	6.695
	.000

	Level of National Pride (X2)
	.176
	.024
	.103
	7.194
	.000

	Level of Trust in the EU (X3)
	.239
	.012
	.281
	19.779
	.000


	 R
	R-Square
	Adjusted R-Square
	Std. Error of Estimate

	.299
	.089
	.089
	1.76835


	Equation of the model:  Y= 4.853 + .137(X1) + .176(X2) + .239(X3)



The regression shows that each variable helps explain why some European citizens are more likely to support EU involvement in sports than others.  My hypothesis, that an individual’s country of origin, level of national pride, and level of trust in the European Union would affect level of support for EU involvement in sports appears to be confirmed.  


The constant of 4.853 tells us that a European citizen that scored a 0 on level of national pride, had no particular country of origin, and scored a 0 on level of trust for the EU would score a 4.853 on my index for approval for European Union involvement in sports.  Though not particularly informative since it is impossible to score a 0 on any of the three independent variables, the constant still allows us to see that a European citizen naturally tends to support EU involvement in sports since my index ranges from 6 (most support for EU involvement) to 12 (least support for EU involvement).  I will now look at each independent variable in the regression to analyze the significance of each.

Country of Origin


The first independent variable, country of origin, has a coefficient of .137 and therefore shows a positive causal relationship with level of support for EU involvement in sports.  As the level of sporting success in international competitions in an individual’s country increase by 1, his or her index for level of support for EU involvement in sports increases by .137.  The index, ranged from 6 to 12, has 6 as the most support for EU involvement in sports and 12 as the least support for EU involvement.  We see then, that as a country becomes more successful in sports, they are less likely to support EU involvement in sports.


Though the .137 increase in explanatory power that country of origin gives may not seem like much, the T-value and significance show that the explanatory power is essential in understanding why some people support EU involvement in sports.  The significance of .000 shows that there is no chance that a difference of this magnitude could be achieved if the null were true – that country of origin has no effect on level of support for EU involvement in sports.  There does appear to be a significant relationship between country of origin and level of support for EU involvement in sports policy.

Level of National Pride


I again find a positive causal relationship in the second variable, level of national pride.  As the level of national pride in my index increases by 1, the level of support for European Union involvement in sports decreases.  Since the index for national pride began with 2 (a high degree of national pride) and ended at 8 (a low degree of national pride), we see that as degree of national pride decreases, support for European Union involvement in sports also decreases.   Again, the .176 increase in explanatory power for level of support for European Union involvement in sports may not seem like much, the T-Value and .000 Significance show that there is no chance that numbers of this magnitude could be achieved if the null were true; that is, if level of national pride has no effect on support for European Union involvement in sports.

Level of Trust in the European Union


The third variable, level of trust in the European Union, also shows a positive causal relationship with level of support for EU involvement in support.  The index I created for trust in the European Union ranged from 5 to 12, with 5 showing the most trust in the European Union and 12 showing the least trust.  The regression shows that for a one point jump in the index for trust, level of support for EU involvement in sports increases by .239 of a category.  This coefficient is the largest of the variables; it has the most explanatory power of the three independent variables.


The T-value and the significance of this variable, like the other two variables, is .000.  Again, this means there is no chance that these results would occur if the null were true – that level of trust in the European Union has no effect on level of support for sports involvement by the EU.

Conclusion


I have shown that each of my three independent variables have significant explanatory power in predicting why individuals support European Union involvement in sports.  Clearly, however, more variables affect support for EU involvement.  Pearson’s R of .299 indicates that the three independent variables have only a weak to moderate association with the independent variable.  Likewise, the Adjusted R Square of .089 tells us that 8.9% of the variance in support for EU involvement in sports is explained by the three independent variables.  Still, though this percentage seems small, each independent variable is statistically significant.  Because each variable has a significance of .000, we can tell that the probability of achieving these relationships if the null were true is virtually impossible.

Conclusion


In this study, I tested three independent variables – country of origin, level of national pride, and level of trust in the European Union – and their relationships with the level of support for European Union involvement in sports.  I found that all three independent variables have a significant positive relationship with level of support for European Union involvement in sports.


These findings potentially hold significance for both the European Union and the international sphere alike.  First, these findings can assist the public policy of the European Union.  This analysis is the first step to answering numerous questions – whether the EU should undertake more involvement in sports (it appears the majority of citizens would approve); why some citizens would be against the involvement (my three independent variables are a start); and it allows the EU to begin to gauge citizen’s support for further EU jurisdiction on social and cultural affairs.


Second, these findings could prove useful for the international sphere outside of the European Union.  Especially in the international sphere, my findings on nationalism need to be researched further.  Perhaps national pride has less of an effect on sports policy, etc. than has been hypothesized by others.  Or, perhaps, national pride only has such a small effect on European countries.  Regardless, one can use and expand on these findings in future instances of sports regulation throughout the international sphere.

In this study, I have undertaken the first significant look at the level of European citizen’s support for European Union involvement in sports.  Further research still needs to be done, however.  Because my independent variables play some role in explaining the level of support for EU involvement in sports, one can start from there in explaining thoughts toward EU involvement.  Still, since only a small portion of the explanation (see R-square) is explained by these variables, these will serve as only a starting point for further discussion on citizen’s thoughts toward EU involvement in sports policy.
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