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• The first Work Plan for Sport 2011-2014 in 
regard to the topics of three Expert Groups: 


– Sport, health and participation 


– Sport statistics  


– Sustainable financing of sport 


 


• To identify priorities for future work 


 







1) General feedback  
• Value and usefulness of the first EU Work Plan  


• Progress in the field of HEPA 


• Need to ensure a role for sport in other EU policy 
fields   


• Need to focus on the grassroots level   


• Sport stakeholders to remain closely associated to 
the development and implementation of EU sport 
policy and actions (new Work Plan, Sport chapter 
Erasmus+)  


 







2) Working arrangements 


• Cooperation between the EU and the sport 
movement has improved  


• Stakeholders welcomed possibility to participate in 
the work of XGs 


• High-level structured dialogue has to be improved 


• Dialogue platforms on specific topics should be 
established  


 







3) Substance of the Work Plan  


• Overall satisfaction with the work and results of the 3 
XGs  


• Importance for actions to focus on the grassroots 
level and the role of sport in society  


• Mainstreaming into other relevant EU policy areas 
and funding instruments 


• Positive that XGs succeeded in influencing the work 
at political level (e.g. Council outputs)  







4) Future priorities  
• Health-enhancing physical activity 


• Volunteering, social inclusion,  gender equality, 
physical education 


• A strengthened evidence-base for sport  


• Economic impact and employment aspects of sport 


• Sustainable financing of sport 


• Sport's contribution to the society 


  


 








Vilnius, 1.10.2013 


Fifth session: The EU Work Plan for Sport 2011-2014 and future priorities 


Report from workshop IV (health and participation, statistics, sustainable financing) 


- Presentation by Terhi Heinilä, International Working Group on Women and Sport (IWG) - 


 


Ms Chair, distinguished guests, dear friends of sport,    


I have the pleasure to deliver to you the key messages from one of the two Workshops on the 
EU Work Plan for Sport held yesterday. The focus was two-fold 


 to discuss the priorities and specific actions of the first Work Plan for Sport 2011-
2014 in regard to the topics of three Expert Groups: Sport, health and 
participation, Sport statistics and the Sustainable financing of sport, and 


 to identify priorities for future work. 


Altogether this Workshop counted some 60 participants representing a variety of European 
sport stakeholders interested in the activities of these Expert Groups with a focus on 
grassroots sport, such as the EOC EU Office, ENGSO, ISCA, TAFISA, HEPA Europe, national 
Olympic committees, sport federations, the sporting goods industry and many others. 


The session was led by colleagues from the European Commission Sport’s Unit to whom I’m 
grateful for the excellent cooperation in reporting the discussions. 


The EU Sport Forum is certainly organized at an important moment, as the Council has asked 
the Commission to present a report on the implementation of the first EU Work Plan by the 
end of this year. This report will serve as a basis for the discussions on the new Work Plan in 
the Council in the first half of 2014. 


The workshop discussions were held based on the background document prepared by the 
Commission and structured under the following four headings: 


 General feedback on the first EU Work Plan for Sport 
 The working methods and structures 
 Substance of the Work Plan (notably regarding the three themes of the workshop) 
 Ideas for future priorities. 


1) General feedback 


When asked about a general feedback the workshop participants reacted very positively, 
noting the value and usefulness of the first EU Work Plan for Sport; the impression is that it 
met the expectations from sport stakeholders.  







Participants said that they were satisfied with the developing EU policy approach for sport 
and the fact that it was laid down in a multi-annual Work Plan. They generally welcomed the 
higher profile given to sport in both, EU policy actions and EU funding.  


It was highlighted several times that progress was made in particular in the field of health-
enhancing physical activity (HEPA). 


Participants also valued the new structures that were set up thanks to the first Work Plan and 
they were generally happy with the working arrangements, notably the expert groups.  


The need to ensure a role for sport in other EU policy fields was also underlined. Clearly, more 
should be done to mainstream sport into other EU policy areas.   


Several organisations stressed the need for the EU's policy on sport to increasingly focus on 
the grassroots level. In that context the Commission was asked to clarify the scope of 
grassroots sport; in the Commission's view it is sport carried out at local level. 


Sport stakeholders noted the importance for them to remain closely associated to the 
development and implementation of EU sport policy and actions, including the upcoming 
Work Plan and the Sport chapter in Erasmus+.  


2) Working arrangements introduced by the Work Plan 


Stakeholders were of the view that the Work Plan improved the cooperation between the EU 
and the sport movement and considered it crucial to have a role in the implementation of the 
next EU Work Plan for Sport.  


The following main remarks were made: 


 Participants appreciated the possibility to take part in the work of expert groups and 
underlined the need for a continuation of this possibility in the framework of the 
upcoming EU Work Plan.  


 A few organisations noted the financial constraints to regularly participate in the various 
expert group meetings.  


 Mixed opinions were expressed regarding the appropriate place of expert group 
meetings, while many saw an added value in organizing part of them outside Brussels. 


 Regarding the high-level structured dialogue in the margins of the Council -  participants 
saw a need to improve the organisation of those meetings, for instance more timely 
information ahead of the meeting, sufficient time for discussion, etc. Moreover, they found 
that the choice of topics should have a stronger focus on grassroots sport and the societal 
role of sport. 


 In order to further strengthen the structured dialogue on sport at EU level, the suggestion 
was made to establish dialogue platforms on specific topics bringing together 
governmental and non-governmental representatives, for instance to exchange best 
practices.  







3) Substance of the Work Plan  


Workshop participants seemed to be generally happy with the substantial coverage of the 
experts groups and particularly highlighted the good progress made in the field of health-
enhancing physical activity. 


It was underlined that actions should increasingly focus on topics with relevance for the 
grassroots level and help to promote the role of sport in society. As concrete topics that had 
not yet received sufficient attention were mentioned social inclusion, gender balance and 
volunteering in sport.  


People expressed overall satisfaction with the work carried out and the results achieved by 
the three expert groups. The importance of better mainstreaming into other relevant EU 
policy areas and funding instruments, such as social and regional development, was again 
highlighted. 


It was positively noted that the work at expert level succeeded to influence the political work. 
Council outputs as well as the planned recommendation on HEPA were welcomed in that 
respect. 


4) Future priorities  


Regarding priorities for the next EU Work Plan for Sport, the following concrete proposals 
were made: 


 health-enhancing physical activity must remain a high priority; 
 topics that received too little attention in the current EU Work Plan should be addressed 


in the coming years, such as volunteering,  physical education, gender equality – to 
implement the EU Roadmap to gender equality in sport,  social inclusion, including gay 
and lesbian sport; 


 work to improve the evidence-base for sport should continue, including the work on sport 
satellite accounts; 


 a stronger focus should be put on illustrating the economic impact of sport, in particular 
the employment aspects; 


 elements impacting on the sustainable financing of sport should be further explored; 
 a new EU Work Plan should possibly establish common objectives regarding sport's 


contribution to society; 
 the EU Sport Forum should be renamed into EU Sport and Physical Activity Forum. 


 


Dear friends,  


These were the main messages from this workshop.  


The sport stakeholders showed a strong commitment to EU sport policy issues and a 
continuous interest in promoting the European agenda for sport.  


Thank you for your attention.  
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Presentation of workshop III results on “anti-doping, good governance and education 


and training” 


 


Mathieu FONTENEAU  


***** 


“Ladies and Gentlemen, 


I am very happy to share with you the analysis of the discussion that took place yesterday and the 


evaluation of the EU work plan for sport 2001-2014 concerning anti-doping, good governance 


and education and training in sport. On behalf of the sport stakeholders, I would like to thank 


the European Commission for giving the opportunity to impact this crucial discussion. I will try 


to bring some perspectives for the future EU work plan for sport 2014-2017. I will actually focus 


on the latter. 


My report is only based on the various positions expressed yesterday during the workshop. 


Roughly 20 stakeholders1, ranging from sport governing bodies to athletes, including social 


partners, gave their feedback. Consequently, the summary of the discussion from yesterday has to 


be seen in a more global picture, where hundreds of stakeholders in Europe could potentially 


express their position. However, I believe we have a good summary of the status quo. My 


presentation follows the group of questions addressed by the European Commission in the 


background document you have received2 : 


1. General feedback on the EU work plan for sport 2011-2014 


2. Working methods and structures 


3. EU work plan for sport 2014-2017and future priorities3 


 


                                                           
1
 Among the stakeholders identified: UNI Global Union, EU Elite Athletes Association, European Handball 


Federation, NOC-NSF, Supporters Direct, Play the Game, EHFA, UEFA, EOC EU Office, EASE, European Hockey 
Federation, DFB, DFL, IOC Athletes Commission, Swedish Sports Confederation, The European Athletes as 
student network, European Paralympic Committee 
2
 « EU Sport Forum 2013 – Third session – Consultation on the EU Work Plan for sport 2011-2014 and future 


priorities – Background document”, page 3 and 4 
3
 Including the range of questions 2.3 “substance of the work plan” 
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1. General feedback on the EU work plan for sport 2011-2014 


 


 The EU work plan for sport 2011-2014 and especially the work conducted by the experts 


groups on good governance, anti-doping, education and training in sport are globally 


supported and welcomed, with special rewards concerning the work on the fight 


against match-fixing. 


 Special requests were addressed to the European Commission and the Member States 


(perspectives for 2014-2017) to follow-up the work done between 2011 and 2014. This 


goes for the recommendations on match-fixing, good governance, education and training, 


as probably for the other topics. The idea is not to stop at the end of 2013 on the 3 


themes, on the contrary. A follow-up is extremely important as well as a concrete 


approach in the future implementation phase. 


 


2. Working methods and structures 


 


 Some observers who had been present in the expert groups shared their concerns. It was 


underlined that rules were different for each expert group and that it might be required to 


harmonize these rules of participation in the expert groups, defining clearly the 


respective role of the observers and the members. The idea of a guidance of the 


Council of EU was mentioned. 


 The practical approach of the expert groups was again recalled and the necessity to 


follow-up the work conducted so far, giving the example of the guidelines on dual career 


(produced by the expert group education and training), which were considered an 


excellent work. 


 The experience of the observers in the expert groups was an interesting part of the 


discussion. Openness was underlined, with regard to the exchange between the members 


and the observers, in the framework of the expert groups. Participation of the Member 


States was mentioned, as it appears that this participation is fragmented, with a high 


participation of the Member States in the expert groups on good governance, anti-doping 


and education and training, but a lower participation for some other expert groups. 


Maybe a higher level of participation among the 28 Member States is therefore 


required, and for all the expert groups. 


 Finally, commitment is a key word. The observers selected to participate in the experts 


groups are honored and highly motivated to take part in the discussion of the expert 
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groups. They gave the past three years valuable input in the various discussions, bringing 


their best experts. This shall continue in order to improve the dialogue between the EU 


Institutions and the sport stakeholders. But the level of expertise shall also in parallel be 


harmonized among all the participants in the expert groups, including the members and 


the observers. 


 


3. EU work plan for sport 2014-2017 and future priorities 


 


 About the evolution of the current expert groups, several stakeholders reiterated the 


wish to reduce the number of expert groups, which was confirmed in parallel by the 


European Commission during the session. I will list these proposals. 


 One was aiming to change the expert groups on good governance and anti-doping 


into an expert group on integrity of the sport competitions, in order to cover match-


fixing, anti-doping, racism, discrimination and violence, areas where the added value of 


the EU is not questioned, on the contrary, since it covers public order issues on a 


transnational scale, where Member States appear individually less efficient. 


 Another proposal, in the continuity of the previous comment, supported by different 


stakeholders during the work session, was to reduce the current 6 expert groups into 3 


expert groups, with a larger scope : 


o Societal role of sport, embracing promotion of the European dimension of 


sport, social inclusion, voluntary activity and grassroots sports, environment, 


gender equality, education and training and HEPA. A group focusing on the 


positive values of the sport sector, in line with article 165 of the TFEU. This 


expert group would continue the work conducted by two current expert groups 


(on HEPA and education & training in sport). 


o Sport and economics, covering employment and sport issues (social dialogue, 


sport as a factor of growth and employment), regional development, sustainable 


financing of sport, statistics, state aids and protection of commercial rights of the 


sports organizations. Financial fair play (“financial doping”) was added, as well as 


the question of hosting mega sport events in the EU. This expert group would 


replace and continue two current expert groups (sport statistics and sustainable 


financing of sport). 


o Integrity of sport, including anti-doping, match-fixing, violence, fight against 


intolerance and discrimination, also in line with the article 165 of the TFEU. The 
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group would replace and continue the current expert groups on good governance 


and anti-doping. 


 Following a transversal approach, applicable to all expert groups, it is crucial to take into 


account the mainstreaming of sport into EU policy areas : this idea was mentioned by 


several stakeholders, referring to policy issues (social inclusion was given as an example) 


and to the inclusion of sport in all relevant EU funding programmes. 


 It was recalled again that the work conducted so far by the expert groups was very 


qualitative and that, therefore, it was essential to ensure an appropriate follow-up 


during the forthcoming period 2014-2017. 


 


Thank you for your attention.” 


 


***** 





