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Abstract

The study’s objectives were following:

1. Constructing a social cohesion scale for sport teams.

2. Expounding the impact of social cohesion in some
environmental and personal factors in sport teams.

3. Expounding the differences in the dimensions of social
cohesion among some environmental factors of sport teams (size
of team and level of competition).

4. Expounding the differences in the dimensions of social
cohesion among some personal factors in sport teams (loyalty and
social loafing).

In purse of the objectives, the researcher hypothesis the
following:

1. Social cohesion impacts some environmental and personal
factors for sport teams.

2. No significant differences exist in the dimensions of social
cohesion among some environmental factors of the sport team
(size of team and level of competition).

3. No significant differences exist in the dimensions of social
cohesion among some personal  factors in sport teams (loyalty
and social loafing).

The researcher adopted the descriptive method appropriate with
the nature of the study. The population of the study consisted of (17)
sport clubs in (Soccer, handball, volleyball and basketball) that were
represented by (30) teams from the governorates’ sport clubs.

(Sulaimani, Irbill and Duhouk including (320) player.
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The current study required building a social cohesion scale in
order to achieve the objectives of the study.

The construction sample was randomly selected from (13) sport
club represented by (18) teams with an actual number of (200)
players on whom the scale was constructed.

The researcher relayed on scientifically properties in the
construction of the scientific scale including statistical analysis of
the items, factor analysis and validity factor .

After the procedure above, the application sample was
deliberately selected and involved (10) sport clubs represented by
(12) team with an actual number of (87) players. The data were
statistically analyzed using the appropriate statistical tools including
the (T-test, correlation coefficient, analysis of variance multiple
direction and Duncan test . The study's period extended from
4/2/2006 to 5/1/ 2007 on the grounds of (Sulaimani, Irbill and

Duhouk) governorates

The researcher concluded the following

1. The effectiveness of the social cohesion scale constructed by the
researcher to measure social cohesion through the dimensions
adopted in the current study including individual's attractiveness
towards the society and the task of the team , the integration of
the group towards the team's task and the society, and the
integration of team's roles. The scale was considered a procedural
objective within the study's population.

2. The size of the team impacts the degree of cohesion among the

players. This was clearly shown through the significant differences
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in the degrees of the dimensions of social cohesion among main
number of team players in sport teams in favor for the basketball
team.

3. the level of competition can be a null variable in the degree of
social cohesion especially when standards ,norms and cultures that
arc carried by players of a team differ

4. differences in the average of degrees of social cohesion
dimensions in dimensions of individual attractiveness towards
team's task and integration of group towards the society and the
integration of roles that indicated that no personal factors impact
( loyalty and social loafing ) on the degree of social cohesion for

reasons related to difficulties of correction among group members .

Stemming from the results, the researcher recommends the
following:

1. Conducting similar studies to expound the relation between the
degree of social cohesion and other sports especially single sports
using the current scale.

2. Emphasizing on the importance of social cohesion and its
impact on sport performance in sport teams through future studies
using other variable including (age, gender, level of education, and
years of participating within the team).

3. Considering the nature of sport competition of participating
teams when conducting scientific researches and adopting the
international and continental competitions to predict the level of
social cohesion of players and showing its effect on
accomplishment.

4. Comparing the degree of social cohesion between individual
and group teams in the field of training and competition and
showing its impact on the preparation of various sport teams in
sport competition.



