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SPORT AND COMMUNITY COHESION IN THE 21ST CENTURY:
Understanding linkages between sport, social capital and the community

Executive Summary

This report is the outcome of research commissioned by the Department of Sport and Recreation,
Western Australia. The overall aim of the research was to gain insight into how sport and
recreation can help provide more cohesive communities, particularly within a social context. In
order to achieve this aim it was necessary to understand linkages between sport, social capital and
communities. The research methodology comprised a review of national and international
academic and institutional literature on sport-related aspects of community cohesion and the
concept of social capital. The report is divided into three main sections.

Section One

The first section introduces the concept of social capital and provides a detailed discussion on
linkages between sport and social capital. This section also offers a discussion on the importance
of sport within the context of community cohesion, community regeneration, and rural
communities.

Social capital, although a somewhat contested concept, is often defined as the “features of social
life - networks, norms, and trust - that enable participants to act together more effectively to
pursue shared objectives” (Putnam, 1995:664-665). In broad terms, social capital relates to the
resources available within communities as a consequence of networks of mutual support,
reciprocity, trust and obligation (ABS, 2000). Social capital has been noted as a force that can
help bind society together by transforming individuals into members of a community with shared
interests and assumptions about social relations (Newton, 1997). The report provides much
evidence of links between sport and social capital. In the early 1990s, Putnam (1993) claimed
that the strengthening of communities could be achieved if a virtuous circle of civic trust, norms,
networks and reciprocity was facilitated and sustained. He also explained that choral societies,
sports clubs and community organizations were important vehicles through which such strength
was developed, and that these organizations were good indicators of strong communities
(Putnam, 1995). He believes that there are two main mechanisms which allow the creation of
social capital through participation in the arts and sport. The first is the bonds and connections
made between people who participate in an activity together, for instance members of a sports
team or a band. The second is the bonds created between supporters of a local sports team or
fans of a band (Putnam, 2005).

Section one also provides a discussion on research recently conducted in the United States by De
Graaf and Jordan. Their research involved an analysis of social capital and how it can help build
communities via recreational activities. They believe that individuals, communities and
organisations have the capacity to develop their own social capital and that such capacity can be
found in participation in networks; in the opportunities to develop trust and form new
relationships across age, ethnic, religious and economic lines; and by embedding the notion of
pooled resources as a benefit to all (De Graaf and Jordan, 2003:24). The report also offers
overwhelming evidence of the positive role that sport has in community regeneration. For
instance, Delaney and Keaney’s (2005) analysis of statistical studies from British and
international surveys revealed specific links between sport participation and social capital. They
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identified links from very strong correlations between the level of sports membership, and levels
of social trust and well-being in the United Kingdom. They believe that sport can be a useful tool
for building up community networks and relationships. Delaney and Keaney (2005) also suggest
that the tasks undertaken by sports volunteers actually represent valuable transferable skills that
can contribute to community regeneration. Section one of the report also provides a brief
discussion on the various types of social capital, the possible negative effects of bonding social
capital, and the importance of sport in Australian rural communities.

Sections Two and Three

The second section of the report provides an outline of surveys and reviews pertaining to the
social benefits of sport participation. One of the reviews outlined in this section included the one
conducted by Collins and Kay (2003). Their research included an analysis of a number of
independent reviews carried out between the 1990s and early 2000s in the United States and the
United Kingdom. Some of the surveys outlined in this section were conducted in the United
Kingdom and rural Western Australia. Some of the social benefits of sport participation,
identified in this section, include improved personal self-esteem and self-confidence; improved
community identity and cohesion; the promotion of community pride and ownership; and the
promotion of ethnic or cultural harmony. Section three of the report offers an outline of various
policies, programs and conferences from Australia and Europe. Direct links between sport, social
capital and community cohesion are identified in this section. Sections two and three are
accompanied by detailed appendices, including various website addresses.

This report reveals direct and indirect linkages between sport, social capital and the community.
These links have significant relevance for the development of cohesive communities via sport
participation. A review of the literature indicates that sport can help provide social benefits such
as community integration, cohesion, cooperation, and community identity and pride. Discussions
presented in this report provide evidence of the positive role that sport can play in community
regeneration and in helping communities become more cohesive in the 21% century.



SPORT AND COMMUNITY COHESION IN THE 21ST CENTURY:
Understanding linkages between sport, social capital and the community

1. INTRODUCTION

This report provides an analysis of national and international academic and institutional literature
on how sport and recreation can help provide more cohesive communities. The analysis
particularly focuses on sport and recreation within a social context. There is much evidence to
support significant linkages between sport, social capital and community cohesion. Direct and
indirect links have been found in various studies, surveys, reviews, conference papers,
government policies and community programs.

The report is divided into three main sections. The first section provides an introduction to the
concept of social capital followed by a detailed discussion on the relationships between sport and
social capital. The importance of sport in the context of community cohesion, community
regeneration, and rural communities is also examined. The second section provides a brief
outline of surveys and reviews pertaining to the social benefits of sport participation, as well as
detailed Appendices. The evidence presented in sections one and two was sourced primarily
from academic literature. The third section offers a brief overview of Australian and European
government policies, community programs and conferences that are specifically related to sport
and social capital, and also to sport and community cohesion. This section also provides detailed
Appendices.

2. SPORT, SOCIAL CAPITAL AND THE COMMUNITY
2.1 Introduction

This section addresses the role of sport and recreation in developing community cohesion within
a social context. It has been divided into five main themes: (i) the concept of social capital, (ii)
relationships between sport and social capital, (iii) the role of sport within the context of social
capital and community regeneration, (iv) the other side of social capital, and (v) sport in rural
communities.

2.2 Social Capital: Understanding the Concept

Over recent decades many policy makers from around the world have been looking for new ways
to measure social effectiveness in society and this has been, in part, a catalyst for the attention
given to the concept of social capital (Cox and Caldwell, 2000). Social capital is a subject of
discussion and debate in academic and government arenas in Australia and overseas (ABS,
2000). Even though themes that are aligned with social capital have in fact been debated in the
social sciences since the 1700s, today social capital discourse mainly comprises theories that
have been presented by sociologists Bourdieu and Coleman, and also by political scientist,
Robert Putnam (see, for example, Winter, 2000b). However, despite its popularity, the concept
remains contested, particularly in relation to its definition and measurement. Nonetheless, the
definition offered by Putnam (which has been adopted widely) will be used in this report. With
an emphasis on participation in civil society, Putnam defines social capital as the “features of
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social life - networks, norms, and trust - that enable participants to act together more effectively
to pursue shared objectives” (Putnam, 1995: 664-665). Thus, in broad terms, social capital
relates to the resources available within communities as a consequence of networks of mutual
support, reciprocity, trust and obligation. Further, it can be accumulated when people interact
with each other within their families, workplaces, neighbourhoods, local associations, and also in
other types of formal or informal meeting places (ABS, 2000). It has been argued that social
capital can contribute to: social cohesion and harmony; economic and social development
(through access to shared resources, including labour and capital); lower crime rates; and more
effective democratic procedures (Field, 2003). Social capital has also been said to constitute a
force that helps to bind society together by transforming individuals (with little social conscience
or sense of mutual obligation) into members of a community with shared interests and
assumptions about social relations, as well as a shared sense of the common good (Newton,
1997:576).

The Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) contends that there is a strong push from the general
community to use social capital, as a way to describe and understand community well-being
(ABS, 2000). Currently, the ABS is participating in national and international discussions about
social capital, many of which are aimed at developing some level of harmonisation of social
capital data, which will in turn allow for comparison within and between countries. In 2004 the
ABS released an ‘Information Paper’ entitled Measuring Social Capital: An Australian
Framework and Indicators to contribute to the process of harmonising social capital data (ABS,
2004). Other discussions about social capital and its place in Australian public policy can be
found in Winter (2000a). Despite the contested nature of social capital though, it has been used
for analyses by international statistical agencies such as the World Bank, the Organisation for
Economic Cooperation and Development, the Office for National Statistics in the United
Kingdom, Statistics Canada and Statistics New Zealand. Government agencies in Australia that
have used social capital in a variety of research projects include the Australian Bureau of
Statistics, the Productivity Commission (the Australian Government’s principal review and
advisory body on micro-economic policy and regulation), the Australian Institute of Family
Studies, and the Department of Families, Community Services and Indigenous Affairs, to name
just a few.

2.3 Social Capital and Sport

Within the context of sport and recreational activity, social capital has gained much currency
particularly since the 1990s. Indeed, according to Blackshaw and Long (2005:240), few other
ideas so closely related to people's leisure lives, have had such an impact as social capital. In the
mid 1990s the Boyer Lectures presented by Eva Cox signified the beginning of social capital
discourse in Australia. Cox reflected on her initial interest in the concept of social capital, noting
that it was the possibility of measuring social processes through connections as relationships, that
initially attracted her attention to the concept. She noted that it was one of the first punitive
measures to recognise the bonds of sociality as a key to the effectiveness of group processes"
(Cox, 2000:147). Cox claims that social capital is the “social fabric or glue’ that ties members
together in a given locality (Cox, 1995). She also argues that by demonstrating the way in which
social relationships are also resources that strengthen communities, the prevailing ethos of
economic rationalism might grasp the way in which the ‘bottom line’ can not only to be
measured in dollars, but also by the association and action of citizens (Cox, 1995). Her argument
follows on from what Putnam (1993) had previously debated in the early 1990s, where he
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claimed that the strengthening of communities could be achieved if a virtuous circle of civic trust,
norms, networks and reciprocity was facilitated and sustained. He also explained that choral
societies, sports clubs and community organizations were important vehicles through which such
strength was developed and that these organizations were good indicators of strong communities
(Putnam, 1995).

Putnam (2005) explains that there are probably two main mechanisms which allow participation
in the arts and sport to create social capital. The first is the bonds and connections made between
people who participate in an activity together, for instance members of a team or a band. The
second is to do with identity. The bonds created between fans of a band or supporters of a local
team are unlikely to be as strong as those who meet regularly to participate in an activity
together. However it still creates a feeling of belonging and identification with a group which is
defined by its support for that particular team. This is particularly strong in sport which tends to
be defined by identification with a particular team. Also the success of a local team can generate
an enormous sense of civic pride. However compared with the first mechanism, the amount of
social capital this provides is probably quite small (Putnam, 2005).

Since the conceptualisation of social capital, Putham and Goss (2002) have identified several
different types, and these include: formal and informal; thick and thin; inward and outward
looking; and bonding and bridging. Formal social capital refers to that found in organisations
with membership requirements and regular meetings, such as in clubs and associations. Whereas
informal social capital refers to that found in non-formal gatherings, such as random games of
basketball or where people are gathered at a bar. Thick social capital is closely interwoven and
multi-stranded. It represents a type of social capital found when individuals work, play or
worship together. Such strong ties are defined in terms of frequency of contact and closeness. On
the other hand, thin (or weak) social capital represents thin ties which might exist among
individuals who are only acquaintances and who only share a few friendship groups. For inward-
looking social capital, this type tends to promote the material, social or political interests of its
members, such as in a private golf club. Whereas outward-looking social capital refers to
individuals who concern themselves with public goods, such as seeking the common good, for
instance those individuals who belong to environmental groups (Putnam and Goss, 2002,
DeGraaf and Jordan, 2003). Bonding and bridging social capital is similar to inward and outward
looking social capital. Bonding social capital refers to trust and reciprocity within dense or
closed networks. It tends to be inward looking and reinforces exclusive identities and
homogenous groups, for example bonds within a closely-knit sporting club. Bonding social
capital is evident when people who already know each other are brought closer together. By
contrast, bridging social capital refers to wider overlapping networks that generate broader
identities and reciprocity, for example links between people from other social groups which may
differ in religion, ethnicity, or socio-economic status. Bridging social capital is evident when
people who did not previously know each other, are brought together (Gittell and Vidal, 1998;
Briggs, 1998; Putnam, 2000; Black and Hughes, 2001; Woolcock, 2001; Putnam and Goss, 2002;
Tonts, 2005; Atherley, 2006). Research carried out on the specific links between sport and social
capital in Australian communities is relatively sparse, however some investigations have recently
been carried out. See, for example, Tonts (2005) and Atherley (2006).



In the United Kingdom, the acceptance of the social capital thesis (including its connection to
sport) has been reflected in two government reviews published in 2001. The first review by
Cantle (2001) addressed the development of social capital, community networks and community
capacity. The second review, the Denham Report, investigated community cohesion and
building shared social capital. The report concluded that “sporting and cultural opportunities can
play an important part in re-engaging disaffected sections of the community, building shared
social capital and grass roots leadership, through improved cross-cultural interaction” (Denham,
2001:28).

In the United States an analysis of social capital within the context of helping build communities
via recreational activities, was recently published by Professor DeGraaf from the Department of
Health, Physical Education, Recreation, Dance and Sport at Calvin College in Michigan, and
Professor Jordan from the Leisure Studies Department at Oklahoma State University. The aim of
their analysis was to highlight some of the major findings of social capital research, and to apply
the findings to parks and recreational programs (De Graaf and Jordan, 2003:22). Part of the
analysis focused on the ability to develop or build social capital, in which they describe eleven
key indicators of social capital in communities. These indicators include: social trust, inter-racial
trust, conventional politics participation, protest politics participation, civic leadership,
association involvement, informal socializing, diversity of friendships, giving and volunteering,
faith-based engagement and equality of civic engagement (also see Appendix A). DeGraaf and
Jordan (2003) believe that individuals, communities and organizations have the capacity to
develop their own social capital, even though it can take time and effort. They note that such
capacity can be found in participation in networks; in the opportunities to develop trust and form
new relationships across age, ethnic, religious and economic lines; and by embedding the notion
of pooled resources as a benefit to all (De Graaf and Jordan, 2003:24). Indeed, according to
Blackshaw and Long (2005:255), leisure has a key role to play in the process of developing
social capital because it has the potential to communicate across cultural boundaries that often
divide communities. Similarly, Harris (1998) also suggests that sport can be used to foster new
friendships and social connectivity, and that this can often be across class, religious and ethnic
boundaries. The social connectivity would often be between players, non-playing participants (for
example coaches) and spectators, and the connectivity can ultimately lead to increases in the
norms of trust and reciprocity. In other words, sport can provide bridges or help build social
capital between different groups and social networks (Tonts, 2005).

The research by De Graaf and Jordan indicates that given the many sources of social capital, it
becomes evident that individuals, communities and professionals can help build social capital at
various venues. They propose that Parks and Recreation is one such professional field through
which social capital may be developed. These researchers indicate, though, that early research
about leisure and social capital is still mixed, and further research is needed in examining the role
that parks, recreation and leisure services can play in reinventing and encouraging positive
aspects of social capital and general well-being in society. However, De Graaf and Jordan (2003)
indicate that parks, recreation and leisure services can play an important role in promoting a
sense of well-being and happiness, and also in promoting close relationships, social support,
purpose and hope. They state that Parks, Recreation and Leisure Services professionals have an
opportunity to make choices about making a difference in our communities by promoting the
development of social capital. They believe that the process can begin firstly, by examining
current practices in light of their eleven key indicators of social capital, and also examining
organizations, policies and programs, and secondly, by answering a number of questions which
they have created. See Appendix A for a full list of questions by De Graaf and Jordan.
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2.4 Social Capital, Sport and Community Regeneration

Similar to the concerns of Putnam (1995), about the perceived decline of social capital in the
United States, Jarvie (2003) notes that across the United Kingdom there is also concern that
communities have weakened and that civic culture is in decline. Subsequently, the relationship
between sport and the community has become central to policies of social inclusion and
community regeneration in the United Kingdom (Jarvie, 2003:139). Community regeneration (or
civil renewal) is one of a number of government strategies in the United Kingdom intended to
take a community-based approach to tackling problems such as deprivation and inequality. The
theory is that through the process of capacity building among the local population, combined
with the opening up of the systems and structures of governance, the spirit of self-improvement
and self-help will be rekindled. Communities themselves will then become a powerful force in
rebuilding and regenerating local areas, helping to tackle problems like poverty and poor health.
In relation to the capacity building element of civil renewal, social capital has an important role
to play (Delaney and Keaney, 2005). Indeed, as a general rule, places with high levels of social
capital are safer, better governed and more prosperous compared with those places with low
levels of social capital (Putnam, 2000).

In order to understand the role of sport in building social capital and civil renewal, Delaney and
Keaney (2005) analysed data from a large number of existing statistical studies from both British
and international surveys. Their research compared levels of sports participation in the United
Kingdom with that of other European Union countries, and explored links between sports
participation and social capital. These researchers suggest that sport has an important role to play
in the civil renewal agenda particularly because of its ability to foster social capital. They
identify three ways that this can be achieved. Firstly, through the social activity and membership
of sports clubs (which is one of the key forms of associational life identified by Putnam as being
important for social capital). Secondly, it can be achieved when sports groups create networks
which extend beyond the participants themselves, for instance among groups of parents or
supporters of a local team, or volunteers who help run an activity. Thirdly, it can be achieved
when bonds between different groups of people are created. For instance, between supporters of
a national, regional or local sports team. In other words, sport can help build shared identities.

Delaney and Keaney’s (2005) research revealed three key findings. The first key finding
indicated that participation in sport is linked to social capital. This was found from the very
strong correlations between the level of sports membership, and the levels of social trust and
well-being in the United Kingdom. According to Delaney and Keaney (2005), those countries
with higher levels of membership in sports groups also have higher levels of social trust. They
believe that individuals who are involved in sports organisations (both as members and as
participants), are slightly more likely to vote, contact a politician, or sign a petition compared to
non-members and the average citizen. They also noted that sports members were more likely to
express the view that immigration enriched the cultural life of the United Kingdom. It was also
found that the impact of sports participation on measures of political trust, on wellbeing, and on
the frequency of socialising and meeting with friends remained statistically significant even after
controlling for other factors such as gender, education, income, age and ethnicity. However, it
was also found that once the socio-demographic factors of education and income were controlled
for, the relationship between sports participation and social trust did not persist. The authors
suggest that although sport makes people more likely to socialise, and form and maintain social
networks, it is not one of the primary drivers of trust. Thus, the authors note that sports programs
therefore need to be implemented alongside other measures to stimulate community regeneration.
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Nonetheless, in light of their overall findings, Delaney and Keaney (2005) do suggest that sport
could be a useful tool for building up community networks and relationships due to the fact that
(even after controlling for other factors) there were strong links between participation in sport,
and social and political trust, and levels of social engagement.

The second key finding revealed in Delaney and Keaney’s (2005) research indicated that levels
of social capital (including trust in institutions, social trust, associational membership and
political participation) in the United Kingdom did not appear to have declined over time, and that
the levels were around the European Union average. The third key finding revealed that levels of
sport volunteering in the United Kingdom were significant, even though levels were higher in
some other European countries. The research indicated that sport attracts more volunteers than
any other activity, except for religious ones, and that sport volunteers undertake a wide range of
tasks. Some of these tasks include assisting the organisation and running of events, the raising of
funds and handling of finances, sitting on committees, to name just a few. According to Delaney
and Keaney (2005), these tasks not only benefit the sports sector but they also provide valuable
transferable skills that can contribute, among other things, to civil renewal (or community
regeneration).

The research conducted by Deleany and Keaney (2005) indicates a significant role for sport in
building social capital and also in civil renewal, and their findings confirm what Jarvie (2003)
previously noted. He claimed that sport and sports projects can certainly make a valuable
contribution to civil society. Indeed, he believes that the place of sport in communities, provides
it with the opportunity to promote a communitarian philosophy. Jarvie’s comments make sense,
particularly in consideration of the positive links between sport and social capital. That is,
according to Etzioni (1993:119), one of the communitarian goals is to create a more inclusive
society where despite the high concentrations of labour and much geographical mobility, there
are “new communities that sustain a web of social bonds, a Communitarian nexus”. He notes
that environments can be made more community friendly by the provision of sport and leisure
facilities, in-turn satisfying the need for social connectedness (Etzioni, 1993:128).
Notwithstanding these views though, Jarvie (2003:152) also argues that it is unrealistic to expect
sport to be totally responsible for sustaining a sense of community or citizenship, or for
reinforcing notions of social capital. Such comments lead into the idea that social capital has
another side, and this will now be addressed.

2.5 Social Capital: The Other Side

Just as economic capital can have positive and negative implications, so too can social capital
(Black and Hughes, 2001). In some cases, social capital can be linked to problems such as
racism, sectarianism, social exclusion, and corruption (Field, 2003). As Putnam and others have
stressed, it can be used to perpetuate privilege and sustain advantage as well as to reinforce
negative and exclusionary group identities. The latter is often referred to as a problem caused by
an excess of bonding social capital, without sufficient bridging social capital. In other words,
social capital can be a powerful way of enhancing the bonds within already polarised groups
Delaney and Keaney (2005).
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Regarding sport and social capital, of course not all types of sport have the same relationship
with social capital. For instance, going for a run alone will not create the same level of social
capital as joining a running club. Likewise, the bonds between a spectator and fellow supporters
at a football match are not likely to be as strong as those bonds between team mates who play in a
club. Further, the social capital created by sport can, in some cases, not be positive. That is, the
networks and bonds that it creates can be used to exclude, rather than include. Strong bonds
within sporting clubs or organisations can make them homogeneous in their membership but at
the same time relatively hostile towards outsiders (Putnam, 2000; Jarvie and Burnett, 2000; Black
and Hughes, 2001; Langbein and Bess, 2002; Delaney and Keaney, 2005; Tonts, 2005; Atherley,
2006). Indeed, sport in parts of rural Australia can sometimes be sharply divided according to
class, status and ethnicity (Wild, 1974; Whittaker and Banwell, 2002; Dempsey, 1990). Jarvie
(2003) argues that it is unrealistic to expect sport to sustain a notion of social capital, civic
engagement, or communitarianism without addressing the issue of ownership, obligations and
stakeholding in sport. Guest (2005) notes that the essential point in relation to development
through sport is to recognize that the ability of sport to bring people together and craft positive
developmental experiences is far from automatic. He contends that sport experiences have the
potential to develop affection or antagonism, and the choice often depends upon the nature of the
competition and the care with which programs are designed.

2.6 Sport in Rural Communities

Part of the Australian Government’s Sport Policy ‘Building Australian Communities through
Sport’” focuses on local sporting clubs in communities, both in metropolitan and rural areas. The
fundamental building blocks of Australian sports are the 26,000 local sporting clubs which have
played a key role in communities for more than 100 years. Grassroots sporting clubs provide
better health outcomes for Australians of all ages. They also help teach values, volunteerism,
cooperation, leadership, teamwork, and help in defeating adversity (Loughnane, 2004). Indeed,
in most regional and remote communities, it is the local tennis, football or basketball club that
provides and sustains community interaction (Australian Government, 2006b).

According to Bourke (2001:122), in rural communities social relations including social ties,
power relations and social capital are important to everyday life. She claims that local sporting
clubs are a main focus of community life and participation in, or exclusion from such groups
affects residents’ daily life, social networks, community integration and flow of information.
There is no doubt that sport is an integral part of rural life due to its role in the formation of social
networks (Jones and Alexander, 1998) and in helping create a sense of belonging (Dempsey,
1990; Smailes, 2002). Smailes (2002:89) claims that the social interaction that occurs through
participation in sporting teams, community clubs and special interest groups, particularly rural
and/or agricultural organisations, plays an important part in shaping and/or reinforcing a pattern
of community identification and community belonging. Indeed, the Victorian Government has
even conducted a parliamentary inquiry to assess the role of country football in building
community identity, social interaction and pride (Victorian Government, 2002). While there are
undoubtedly aspects of country sport that are problematic, sport’s positive contributions to rural
life should not be underestimated. Its role in fostering social interaction, a sense of place,
community cohesion, and a range of physical and mental health benefits, contribute significantly
to the well-being of rural citizens (Tonts, 2005).
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2.7 Conclusion

Section one of the report has provided a brief introduction to the concept of social capital as well
as an understanding of the various types of social capital. Evidence of linkages between sport
and social capital were examined, revealing that the associational nature of sports participation,
and particularly sporting clubs, is often seen as a forum for the creation of social capital (Jarvie,
2003). Research conducted in the United States by De Graaf and Jordan (2003) revealed the
important role of sport and recreation in promoting a sense of well-being and happiness, and also
in promoting close relationships, social support, purpose and hope. These researchers believe
that individuals, communities and organisations have the capacity to develop their own social
capital and that such capacity can be found in participation in networks; in the opportunities to
develop trust and form new relationships across age, ethnic, religious and economic lines; and by
embedding the notion of pooled resources as a benefit to all (De Graaf and Jordan, 2003:24).

Social capital can however, in some cases, be linked to social exclusion. This is evident where
strong bonds within sporting clubs or organisations make them homogeneous in their
membership, but at the same time, the bonds can make them relatively hostile towards outsiders
(Tonts, 2005). Nonetheless, there is overwhelming evidence of the positive role that sport has in
community regeneration. Indeed, in particular Delaney and Keaney’s (2005) analysis of existing
statistical studies from British and international surveys revealed specific links between sport
participation and social capital. They identified links from very strong correlations between the
level of sports membership, and levels of social trust and well-being in the United Kingdom.
They believe that sport can be a useful tool for building up community networks and
relationships due to the fact that (even after controlling for other factors) there are strong links
between participation in sport, and social and political trust, and levels of social engagement.
Delaney and Keaney (2005) also suggest that the tasks undertaken by sports volunteers actually
represent valuable transferable skills that can contribute, among other things, to community
regeneration.
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3. THE BENEFITS OF SPORT PARTICIPATION: REVIEWS AND SURVEYS

3.1 Introduction

This second section of the report provides a brief outline of recent reviews and surveys which
investigate the social benefits of sport participation. Some of the most commonly identified
social benefits include improved personal self-esteem and self-confidence; improved community
identity and cohesion; the promotion of community pride and ownership; and the promotion of
ethnic or cultural harmony. EIlkington (1982: 75) suggests that sport itself is important because it
provides a sense of belonging to a town and can also provide self-esteem and purpose. For
Burnett (1993:9), sport is seen as offering the opportunity to experience and build self-esteem.
Notwithstanding the difficulties (and criticisms) associated with measuring ‘non-tangible’
benefits (or social benefits), there have nevertheless been some attempts, and these are outlined
below.

3.2 Driver and Bruns (1999)

Driver and Bruns (1999) compiled a list of benefits attributed to leisure and placed them in
categories such as personal, psycho-physiological, social and cultural, economic and
environmental. Within their list, certain social benefits included socialisation, cultural identity,
community integration, social bonding, cohesion, cooperation, community and national pride, to
name just a few (see Appendix B).

3.3 Collins and Kay (2003)

Recently, Collins and Kay (2003) analysed a number of independent reviews on the benefits of
sport participation. The independent reviews were conducted (i) in 1992 by the Parks and
Recreation Federation of Ontario (USA), (ii) in 1998 by Sullivan for the Hillary Commission,
(iii) in 1999 by Sport England, and (iv) in 2001 by Coalter for the Local Government Association
(UK). Some of the social benefits revealed in the analysis included strengthened communities,
reduced anti-social behaviour, promotion of ethnic/cultural harmony and community pride, and
community empowerment (see Appendix C).

3.4 Various Surveys

Other analyses of the social benefits of sport participation have been carried out in surveys
conducted by Long and Sanderson (2001), Tonts (2005) and Atherley (2006). Long and
Sanderson (2001) surveyed sports departments and managers in urban areas in the United
Kingdom. Their survey revealed sport being perceived as improving self-esteem and self-
confidence, improving community identity and cohesion (see Appendix D). For Tonts (2005),
surveys conducted in seven country towns in the northern wheatbelt region of Western Australia
revealed sport being perceived as promoting a sense of community, and as being an important
vehicle for community bonding and social interaction (see Appendix E). For Atherley (2006),
surveys conducted in two country towns in the central wheatbelt region of Western Australia
revealed sport being perceived to improve self-esteem and self-confidence, improve community
identity and cohesion, promote community pride and ownership, and also (to some extent)
promote ethnic harmony. Atherley (2006) compared the survey results of her research with that
of Long and Sanderson’s (2001) (see Appendix F).

14



4. SPORT AND COMMUNITY COHESION: POLICIES, PROGRAMS AND
CONFERENCES

4.1  Australia: Sport and Communities
4.1.1 Policy

In Australia, out of around twenty million people, thirteen million persons aged 15 years and over
participate in some form of physical activity for recreation or sport (Australian Government,
2006a). In November 2004 the Australian Government unveiled its national sports policy
‘Building Australian Communities through Sport’. The four priority areas of this policy are (i)
community participation, including community sport for all, Active After-School Communities,
physical activity in our schools, community facilities, water safety and women in sport; (ii)
securing Australia’s sporting future through high performance success, direct athlete support, a
national Paralympic partnership, excellence in sports management and a strong anti-doping
regime; (iii) sport infrastructure and support in areas such as major multi-sport competitions and
through existing sports agencies; and (iv) development of the sport and leisure industry
(Australian Government, 2006b).

4.1.2 Programs and Strategies

In June 2004 the Australian Government launched the Building a Healthy, Active Australia
initiative with a budget of $116 million. This initiative recognises a need for a balanced approach
towards nutrition and physical activity, to promote healthy habits for life. The package has a
focus on children because healthy and active children will live better, learn better and grow up to
be more healthy and active adults (Australian Government, 2005). Part of the package includes
the ‘Active After-school Communities’ (AASC) program which commenced in 2005. This
program initially involved some 1400 schools but by 2007 it is proposed that over 3000 schools
will be involved. This program has two main aims. Firstly, it aims to provide increased
opportunities for children to be physically active through inclusive participation in quality, safe
and fun sporting activities. Secondly, it aims to increase community cohesion and stimulate local
community involvement in sport (Australian Sports Foundation, 2004). Also see Appendix G.

The Indigenous Sport and Recreation Program (ISRP) is another program aimed at increasing
participation of Indigenous Australians in sport and physical recreation activities. The program
has two main aims. The first is to improve the health and well-being of Indigenous Australians,
and the second is to provide broader social benefits including social cohesion and diversionary
activities, particularly in areas of social concern such as substance abuse and school attendance
(Australian Government, 2006¢). Also see Appendix G.

The Targeted Sports Participation Growth Program (TSPGP) was implemented by the
Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts and designed for juniors,
women and adults, in metropolitan and regional areas. Funding for this program was $11.53
million over the life of the project which commenced in 2002. The TSPGP focuses on increasing
participation in organised sport, particularly at the club level. The policy also seeks to find new
ways of establishing partnerships between sport and business to enhance the sustainability of
participation growth. The Programme targets a small number of sports for special support, to
grow their business by expanding active membership of clubs and associations (Australian
Government, 2005).
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The Stronger Families and Communities Strategy 2004-2008 was implemented by the
Department Family and Community Services. This strategy has a budget of $365.8 million over
a four-year period. The program is expected to include opportunities to address health issues,
including obesity and related risk factors, in children and families (Australian Government,
2005).

4.2  Europe: Sport and Communities
4.2.1 Council of Europe Policy

The Council of Europe has been focusing on sport at least since 1997, when heads of European
states and governments adopted a declaration recognising the role of sport in promoting social
integration and subsequently adopted Recommendation 99/9: The Role of Sport in Furthering
Social Cohesion. The policy, which was adopted in May 2000 in Bratislava, acknowledges that
all sport has social consequences and that it can provide favourable conditions for people to meet
and make contact. The Council of Europe invited European governments, businesses and NGOs
to use sport as a way to combat social exclusion, indicating that sport can improve health, be a
source of entertainment, be a meeting ground, be a contact point between cultures, and can also
provide employment (Canadian Policy Research Networks, 2000).

4.2.2 United Kingdom Programs and Strategies

Sport England is an organisation that promotes and invests in community sport. It aims to
increase the number of people from all backgrounds who are physically active and involved in
sport, with a focus on key priority groups who are currently under-represented in sport. Sport
England has nine Regional Sports Boards (RSBs), each made up of experts from areas such as
business, local government, sport, health and education. The RSBs provide the strategic lead for
sport in their regions and distribute investment for grassroots sport. In the year 2000, Sport
England launched the Sport Action Zone (SAZ) initiative. The aim of the initiative was to
combat low levels of participation in sport and physical activity in communities that experience
the effects of poverty and deprivation. The aim was to help local communities to help themselves
by getting local people to play a role in identifying what was need in each Zone, and then
involving them in the planning an delivery process. Twelve Zones were located throughout
England, ranging in size from a couple of wards to whole counties. An evaluation was carried
out on the success of the initiative which was published in a press release on 3 October, 2006
(Sport England, 2006a; Sport England, 2006b). Also see Appendix H.

Other programs implemented by Sport England include the ‘Community Cohesion Unit” and the
‘Neighbourhood Renewal Unit’. Sport England advocates that community cohesion is about
developing a common vision and a sense of belonging for all communities. They also believe
that it is about valuing the diversity of different people's backgrounds and circumstances, and
about positive relationships and similar life opportunities for all (Sport England, 2006c). Also
see Appendix H.
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4.3  Conferences
4.3.1 United Kingdom: Sport and Community Cohesion

On the 20™ July, 2006 the 'National Sport and Community Cohesion Conference' which was
hosted by Sport England, the Improvement and Development Agency (I&DeA), and the Institute
of Community Cohesion was held in Loughborough, United Kingdom. At the conference a new
policy document, ‘“The Power of Sport’, was launched in which sport was promoted as being able
to break down divisions and promote stronger community cohesion. The policy document was
commissioned by Sport England and developed by the Institute of Community Cohesion. Other
conference outcomes included (i) providing examples of ‘Good Practice’ for schemes that could
become mainstreamed, (ii) providing links to Citizenship, Civil Renewal and Social Capital
Agendas, and (iii) assistance in creating an ‘Action Plan’ for organisations and communities. At
the time of writing (for the current report), no conference publications were available to the
public (Sport England, 2006d). Also see Appendix I.

4.3.2 European Union: Sport and Social CaEitaI
A forthcoming conference to be held on the 4™ and 5™ of December in 2006 is the ‘Sport and
Social Capital in the European Union Conference’. This conference will be hosted by the
Institute of Public Administration and Healthcare Management (IPAS) and will be held at
Bocconi University, Milan, Italy. The aim of the conference is to create a space for exchange
across research specialisations, with an emphasis on qualitative research in the fields of social
capital and of sport management (International Platform on Sport and Development, 2006). Also
see Appendix I.

5. Conclusion

This report has provided an overview of national and international academic and institutional
literature on relationships between sport and social capital, with particular reference to
community cohesion. The report reveals direct links between sport and social capital which, in
turn, has relevance within the context of developing positive, cohesive social environments
within communities via participation in sport. Surveys and reviews discussed in the report
provided evidence of sport being linked to individual and community social benefits such as
community integration, social bonding, cohesion, cooperation, and community identity and pride.
Within the list of various policies, programs and conferences from Australia and Europe, direct
links between sport, social capital and community cohesion were evident. Evidence presented in
this report signifies the important role of sport and recreation in communities today. As DeGraaf
and Jordan (2003) point out, we should not be bound by the past but rather should strive to be
visionary in an attempt to understand the driving forces behind sport participation in the 21
century. They believe that the many tools, such as recreation programs, at our disposal today can
help build the cohesive, open and tolerant communities that everyone desires.
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APPENDIX A

De Graaf and Jordan (2003: 25-26)
Social Capital: How Parks and Recreation Help To Build Community

Implications for Parks and Recreation:

De Graaf and Jordan (2003) state that parks, recreation and leisure services professionals have an
opportunity to make choices about making a difference in our communities by promoting the
development of social capital. They believe that the process can begin by examining current
practices in light of their eleven key indicators of social capital, as well as examining
organizations, policies and programs.

11 Key Indicators of Social Capital

oSN~ WM E

10.
11.

social trust,

inter-racial trust,
conventional politics participation,
protest politics participation,
civic leadership,

association involvement,
informal socializing,
diversity of friendships,
giving and volunteering,
faith-based engagement,
equality of civic engagement.

14 Questions Regarding the Development of Social Capital

1.
2.
3.

S

~

10.
11.
12.

13.
14.

What elements of our organization promote formal and informal social capital?

What elements of our organization promote thick and thin social capital?

What elements of our organization promote inward-looking and outward-looking social
capital?

What elements of our organization promote bridging and bonding social capital?
Where, when and how do we concentrate on developing social trust? How do we do this
among our staff? Our participants? Between our staff and participants?

Where, when and how do we engender inter-racial/ethnic trust?

Where, when and how do we facilitate political involvement of our constituents?
Where, when and how do we engage community members in meaningful civic leadership
opportunities?

Where, when and how do we enhance association involvement?

Where, when and how do we perpetuate opportunities for informal socializing?

Where, when and how do we facilitate and encourage diversity in friendships?

Where, when and how do we provide opportunities for volunteerism and giving by
members of the community?

Where, when and how do we recognize the importance of faith-based engagement?
Where, when and how do we strive to make available equal opportunities for civic
engagement in all quadrants and among all constituent groups of our community?
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REVIEWS

Driver and Bruns (1999: 352-353) _
Concepts and Uses of the Benefits Approach to Leisure

APPENDIX B

TaeLE 21,1 SPECIFIC TYFES AND GENERAL CATEGORIES OF BENEFITS THAT HAVE BEEN ATTRIBUTED TO LEISURE BY
RESEARCH
|. Personal Bensfits B. Psychophysiological
A. Psychologleal 1. Cardiovascular benafis, including preven-
1. Better mental health and health malnte- tien of strokes
nance 2. Reduced or prevented hypertension
* Hollstlc sense of waliness 3. Reduced serum cholesterol and triglycer-
« Stress management (prevention, me- Ides
dlation, and restoration) 4. Improved control and prevention of dlabe-
Catharsls tes
* Prevention of and reduced depression, . 5. Prevention cf colon cancer
anxlety, and anger 8, Reduced spinal problems
* Poesltive changea In meod and smo- 7. Decreased body fat end obesity and/or
tion welight control
2. Personal development and growth 8. Improved neuropsychologlcal functioning
+ Self-confidence 8. Increased bone mass and strength In chil-
+ Self-rellance dren .
* Self-competence 10. Increased muscle strength and better con-
* Self-assurance nective tissue -
* Value clarification 11. Respiratory benefits (increased lung ca-
* Improved academic and cognitive per- pacity, benefits to paople with asthma)
formance 12. Reduced Incidence of disease
* Independence and autonomy 18. Improved bladder control of the elderly
* Sense of contral over one's iife 14. Increased life expectancy
* Humliity - 16, Management of menstrual cycles
= Leadsrship 18. Management of arthritis
* Aessthetic enhancemeant 17. Improved functioning of the Immune sys-
* Creativity enhancement am '
= Spirtual growth 18. Reduced consumption of alcohol and use
* Adaptabllity of tobacco
» Cognitive efficlancy Il. Soclal and Cultural Banefits
* Problem solving A. Community satisfaction |
« Nature leeming B. Pride In community and nation (pride In place
* Cultural and historic awareness, lsam- and patriotism)
Ing, and appreciation C. Cultural and historical awereness and appre-
* Environmental ewareness and under- clation
standing D. Reduced soclal allenation
* Tolerance E. Community and political Invalvement
= Balanced competitivenass F. Ethnlc Identity
* Balanced llving G. Soclel bonding, cohesion, and cooperation
* Prevention of problems to at-risk youth H. Conflict resolution and harmony
| = Acoeptance of one's rasponsibliity I. Greater community Involvement In snvironmen-
3. Personal appreclation and satisfaction tal declsion making ¥
* Bense of freadom J. Soclel support
* Self-actuallzation K. Support demooratic Idesl of freedom
« Flow and absorption L. Family bonding .
= Exhilaration M. Reclprocity and sharing
» Stimulation N. Social mobility
= Sense of adventurs 0. Community-integration
= Challenge P. Nurturance of others
* MNostalgla Q. Understanding and tolerance of others -
* Quality of life and/or Iife satistaction R. Environmental awareness, sensitivity
= Creative expression S. Enhanced world view .
* Aesthetic appreciation T. Soclallzation and acculturation
* Nature eppreciation U. Cutural Identity '
* Spirtuallty V. Cultural continulty
= Positive change In mood or emation X. Prevention of soclal problems by at-risk youth
TaeLe 21,1 Conminuven
Y. Developmental benefits of children C. Husbandry and improved relationships with
lll. Economio Benefits natural world
A. Reduced health costs D. Understanding of human dependsncy on the
B. Increased productivity natural world
C. Less work ebsenteslem E. Environmental ethic
D. Reduced on-the-job accidents F. Publle Invoivement In envirenmental lssues
E. Decreased Job tumover G. Environmental protection
F. Intematlonal balance of payments (from tour- 1. Ecosystem sustainability
Ism) 2, Specles diversity
@. Local and reglonal economic growth 3. Malntenance of natural scientific laborato-
H. Contributione to net national economic devel- ries )
opmant 4. Preservation of particular natural sites and
IV. Environmental Benefits areas
A, Malntenance of physlcal taciiities §. Preservation of cultural, heritage, and his-
B, Stewardshlp and preservation of cptions toric sltes and arsas
Sounce: Driver (1850a) as updated and not published slsswhers sincs.




APPENDIX C
REVIEWS

Collins and Kay (2003) _
Table 3.2 Benefits of sports participation: coverage of selected reviews

Table 3.2 Benefits of sports participation: coverage of selected reviews

Form of benefit PRFO HC SpE LGA
_ review*  review®  review®  review?
Personal
| Aiding a full/meaningful life 3 % *
2 Ensuring health * * *
3 Helping stress management " * *
4 Giving self-esteem/Image . " =
5 Offering balance/achieverment/
life. satisfaction * *
6 Play and human development i %
7 Positive lifestyle choices * %
8 Open spaces and quality of life *
9 Better academic performance & *
Social
| Strengthening communities . * * *.
2 Reducing allenation/loneliness/
antisocial behaviour * % * ®
3 Promoting ethnic/cultural harmony * " *
4 Strengthening families . e *
5 Community involvement/ownership/
empowerment i ® " ¥
6 Access for disabled/disadvantaged - "
7 Promoting community pride " * "
8 Protection for latch-key children e
9 Ethical behaviour models (cheating/
drugs/violence) %
Economic
| Cost-effective health prevention > * *
2 Fitness for productive workforces * *
3 Small sums/large economic returns »
4 Attracting new/growing businesses *
-5 Reducing cost of vandalism/crime * *
6 Catalyst for tourism %
7 Funding environmental protection * .
8 Regeneration of jobs/communities 4 ¥
Environmental
| Aiding environmental health . »
2 Protecting/rehabilitating environments ~ * * *
3 Increasing property values *
4 Ensuring a sustainable environment ¥ *
National
| Integration/cultural cohesion .
2 Pride - w
3 Trade balance/marketing *
4 International influence/representation i

Sources: Parks and Recreation Federation of Ontario, 1992; Sulllyan, 1998 for the Hillary Commis-
sion; Sport England, 1999 a, b; Coalter, 2001c

Notes:

a Parks and Recreation Federation of Ontarie
b Hillary Commission '

¢ Sports England

d Local Government Association
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REVIEWS

Long and Sanderson (2001)
Table 3.3 Potential benefits of sport as perceived by local authority staff

Table 3.3 Potentlal benefits of sport as perceived by local authority staff (percentage
citing as ‘very important')

Leisure departments (%) Leisure centre managers/
Sports development

officers (%)

Personal development
Improving self-esteem )
and self-confidence ' 96 9l

Cohesion and soclal benefits
Improving community identity
and cohesion 66 - 53
* Improving the health of the
community 66 59
Diverting young people from
crime and vandalism 57 53

Empowerment and capacity .
Empowering disadvantaged groups 51 19
Improving the capacity of the

community to take Initiatives 40 16

Economic benefits
Improving young people's

prospects of employment 23 16
Developing local enterprise

around sports activities 17 13

Source: Long and Sanderson, 2001
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Tonts (2005: 143)

Table 3. Most important aspects of local sport according to survey respondents

Number Percentage of Percentage of
all responses households
(n=522) (n = 285)
Community spirit/bonding 78 14.9 27.4
Social interaction 233 44.7 81.8
Health and fitness 95 18.2 33.3
Competition 22 4.2 7.8
Relaxation 36 6.9 12.6
Other 58 11.1 20.4

Source: Northern Wheatbelt Household Survey (2002).

Table 4. Residents’ perspectives on sport and social connections

No No

Agree | Disagree .. Total | N
opinion response
Sport is an important way of keeping in touch with 930 | 10 14 16 100 | 285
friends and neighbours ' ' ' '
Sport is important in promoting a sense of community 912 28 14 46 100 | 285
in this area ' ' ' '
Sporting clubs in this town are cliquey and not 8.1 79.3 8.1 45 100 | 285

welcoming of newcomers

Source: Northern Wheatbelt Household Survey (2002).
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Atherley (2006: 355)

Table 2. Perceived Benefits of Sport, various studies 2001 and 2003.

Long & Sanderson Atherley (2003)
(2001) Questionnaire
Survey Survey
Leisure Leisure Government
Depart- Managers, Representatives,
Perceived benefit from ments Sports Sports Managers,
sport participation Officers Local Residents
Rated Rated Rated
very very agree &
important | important strongly agree
(%) (%) (%)
Improving self-esteem
and self-confidence 96 91 91
Improving community
identity and cohesion 66 53 86
Promoting community
pride and ownership - - 85
Promoting
ethnic harmony - - 68
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AUSTRALIAN PROGRAMS

Australian Government: ‘Building a Healthy, Active Australia’ Initiative, 2004

The Building A Healthy, Active Australia initiative, launched in June 2004, provides $116
million over four years to address the growing problem of declining physical activity and poor
eating habits of Australian children and includes four packages (i) Active After-School
Communities - $90 million to establish an after school physical activity programme in schools
and approved after school hours care services, with about 150, 000 children expected to
participate. This initiative is managed by the Australian Sports Commission, (ii)Active School
Curriculum - New conditions of funding will require education authorities to include in their
curriculum at least two hours of physical activity per week for children in primary school and
junior high school. This initiative is managed by the Education, Science and Training Portfolio,
(iii) Healthy School Communities - $15 million for grants of up to $1, 500 to community
organisations linked with schools, such as parents and citizens associations, to initiate activities
to promote healthy eating. This initiative is managed by the Health Portfolio, and (iv) Healthy
Eating and Regular Physical Activity - Information for Australian Families - $11 million to give
Australian families practical help and information about how to make healthy eating and physical
activity part of their everyday lives. This initiative is managed by the Health Portfolio (Australian
Government, 2005).

Details available at:
http://www.healthyactive.gov.au/internet/healthyactive/publishing.nsf/Content/background.

Active After-school Communities (AASC) Program

The Active After-school Communities (AASC) program is a new initiative that has been
developed by the Australian Sports Commission as part of the Australian Government's Building
a Healthy, Active Australia package. The AASC program commenced in Term 2 2005 with over
1400 schools and CCB approved OSHCS now involved. These numbers will be increased by 250
schools/OSHCS each term to reach the final target of 3,250 in 2007. The Active After-school
Communities program is a structured physical activity program that will be delivered nationally
to children enrolled in Australian primary schools and Child Care Benefit-approved Out of
School Hours Care Services during the timeslot of 3.00pm to 5.30pm. The program is the major
component of the Australian Government's Building a Healthy, Active Australia package
announced by Prime Minister John Howard in June 2004. This initiative will provide increased
opportunities for children to be physically active through inclusive participation in quality, safe
and fun sporting activities. It will also assist in increasing community cohesion and stimulating
local community involvement in sport in order to increase participation levels (Australian Sports
Foundation, 2004).

Details available at:
http://www.asf.org.au/newsletter/Dec04/1204aasc.asp
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The Indigenous Sport and Recreation Program (ISRP)

The Indigenous Sport and Recreation Program (ISRP) is an Australian Government program
which provides funding to community groups, organisations and the Australian Sports
Commission to increase and encourage the active participation of Indigenous Australians in sport
and physical recreation activities. Active participation in sport and physical recreation is
supported because they contribute to improving the health and well-being of Indigenous
Australians and have the potential, either directly or indirectly, to contribute to broader social
benefits such as social cohesion and diversionary activities in areas of social concern such as
substance abuse and school attendance (Australian Government, 2006c¢).

Details available at:

http://www.dcita.gov.au/indigenous_programs/funding_programs_and_support/Indigenous_Sport
_and_Recreation.
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UNITED KINGDOM PROGRAMS

Sport England: Sport Action Zone Initiative
In the year 2000 Sport England launched the Sport Action Zone (SAZ) initiative (Sport England,
2006a). Details available at: www.sportengland.org/sportengland_saz_summary_report.pdf

Sport England: Sport Action Zones

A press release published on 3 October, 2006 by Sport England revealed how Sport Action Zones
(SAZ) have helped two of England’s most deprived communities. Research, which was carried
out by Ipsos MORI for Sport England, provided a detailed evaluation of four of the twelve Sport
Actions Zones (SAZ), which were launched in 2000 to combat low levels of participation in sport
and physical activity among hard-to-reach groups. The research included a total of 4,484
interviews from four SAZs (Sport England, 2006b). Details available at:
http://www.sportengland.org/news/press_releases/sport_action_zones_boost_participation.htm

Sport England: Community Cohesion Unit

Sport England has a representative within the Home Office who has been working closely with
the Community Cohesion Unit showing how sport can unite communities - especially in deprived
areas. In October 2002, the Government announced it was putting £6m into a Community
Cohesion Pathfinder programme with fourteen “pathfinder areas” (Sport England, 2006c).

Sport England: Neighbourhood Renewal Unit

Sport England is currently working with the NRU which is part of the Office of the Deputy Prime
Minister. In March 2004 a tool kit was launched showing how best to deliver sport and physical
activity in renewal areas. This will be used to develop a road map to raise participation amongst
the more deprived parts of the country. The NRU has commissioned research into barriers that
stop sport and renewal working together more closely (Sport England, 2006¢). Details available
at: http://www.sportengland.org/index/news_and_media/news_gs.htm#ccu
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2-3 November 2001: *Sports Development Conference 2001’

This conference was held in 2001 which was designated the United Nations International Year of
the Volunteer. During 2001 there were a number of activities carried out that aimed at fostering
volunteering.  For example, there was the establishment of a National Committee on
Volunteering in Ireland (set up under the terms of the Programme for Prosperity and Fairness,
and which will sit for two years until the end of 2002), and also the introduction of a White Paper
entitled ‘Supporting Voluntary Activity’.

A paper by Freda Donoghue (Donoghue, 2001), entitled ‘Volunteering in Sports’ which was
presented at this conference has been referenced in this current report. Donoghue’s paper
examined the economic contribution of the voluntary or nonprofit sector in Ireland, and the
position that voluntary sporting organisations play in that sector. Donoghue suggests that
volunteering and the role of volunteering in sporting organisations operates in more than an
economic paradigm, and that applying only an economic model can cause other social gains to be
missed or obscured. The social capital debate is used to examine the contribution made by
volunteering to social capital. Volunteers in Ireland are profiled and their motivations for
engaging in voluntary activity are examined. The paper also assesses the challenges facing
voluntary organisations in relation to volunteering and it is argued that such challenges need to be
addressed to enhance the greater social and civic value of volunteering.

20 July 2006: "National Sport and Community Cohesion Conference'

The 'National Sport and Community Cohesion Conference' which was hosted by Sport England
and the Institute of Community Cohesion was held at Imago in Holywell Park, Loughborough in
the United Kingdom. Invited conference attendees included Local Authority leaders and
Portfolio holders, Chief Officers, Leisure and Recreation Officers, National Governing Bodies
Community and Voluntary Sector, Policy Officers responsible for cohesion, regeneration and
social renewal, and Country Sport Partnership Chief Executives (Sport England, 2006d).

Details Available at:
http://www.sportengland.org/news/press_releases/conference_to_highlight power_of sport to _c
hange_communities.htm

4-5 December 2006: “‘Sport and Social Capital in the European Union Conference’

The “Sport and Social Capital in the European Union Conference’ will be held in December
2006. This conference is hosted by the Institute of Public Administration and Healthcare
Management (IPAS) and will be held at Bocconi University, Milan, Italy.

The conference theme and aims include the concept of social capital. Social capital is a key
component of understanding the relationship between European sport governing bodies and civil
society. However, researching social capital in the context of sport governance today requires
bringing together two categories of academic literature since, in practice, social capital is often
revealed in the field of sport management in complex ways that are both local and universal yet
are rarely named or acknowledged as ‘social capital’. Yet, in 2006, through the media we can
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find many examples of the use (and misuse) of trust and social ties in sport governance across
Europe. This raises important questions: Where are the boundaries of both sport and social capital
in our theory and practice? How can sport participation and sport management practices
contribute to social capital production? Using examples from sport, can we appropriately address
the phenomenon of ‘dark’ social capital?

The aim of this two-day conference is to deepen scientific knowledge and to look beyond
academic boundaries by exploring key issues common to both academic fields, and by orienting
scholarship, research and reflection from both current and historical perspectives (evaluation
dimensions) toward future ones (encouraging policy design for empowerment). The goal is to
enhance the exchange between scholars of multiple disciplines, creating a space for exchange
across research specialisations, emphasising qualitative research in the fields of social capital and
of sport management (International Platform on Sport and Development, 2006b). Details
available at: http://www.unibocconi.it/sportandsocialcapital. E-mail: scsportex@unibocconi.it.

OTHER RELATED CONFERENCES

19 April 2005: “International Conference: Football and International Peace’, Moscow

The theme for this conference was a ‘Retrospect on the 2002 World Cup in Korea & Japan and
the Prospects of the 2006 World Cup in Germany’. It was hosted by the Korean Political Science
Association and the Korean Football Association, Seoul, Korea.

21 September 2005: ‘International Conference Sport and Peace’
This conference was hosted by the Norwegian University of Sport and Physical Education.

2-5 October 2005: ‘International Conference Sport and Peace’, Oslo

This conference was hosted by the Russian Federal Agency for Physical Culture and Sport, and
the United Nations.
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