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• University research has been shown to encourage innovation and     
economic development, and should be regarded as an agent of 
progress (Etzkowitz & Leydesdorff, 2000; Smirnova, 2011)

Bridging the Gap
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The Research Gap and Purpose
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Research Barriers in 
relation to Sport 

Industry 
Research Involvement 

Categories

Research with Sport Academia

Research with Non-Sport Academia

No Research with Academia



Bayh-Dole Act
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• In 1980, the U.S. Congress introduced industry-university 
collaboration policies in order to encourage commercialization 
of university research with the Bayh-Dole Act (Jelinek, 2005)



Industry-Academia Collaboration
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• Chalip, 2006; Costa, 2005; Parks, 1992

How best to translate sport theory into practice? 
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• Trust (Sherwood & Covin, 2008) 
• Collaboration experience (Bekkers & Bodas Freitas, 2008)
• Lack of communication (Cohen, Nelson, & Walsh, 2002) 
• Start-ups are more likely to collaborate 

with universities (Cohen et al., 2002)

Research Barriers
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• People who held a managerial position in the U.S. sport industry

• Sample randomly selected from two different online 
sport databases

• 303 usable 
surveys

Data Collection
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• Discussions with sport industry stakeholders, expert panel,  and 
review of pertinent literature

• Survey instrument (Bekkers & Bodas Freitas, 2008) 

• Control variables

Survey Development
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• Principal Component Analysis (PCA)

• Multinomial Logit Regression (MLR)

Data Analysis

1. Intro        2. Literature Review        3. Method       4. Results        5. Discussion       6. References



1. Intro        2. Literature Review        3. Method       4. Results        5. Discussion       6. References

PCA
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Significant at:  *p < .05

MLR
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Barriers



Control Variables and Collaboration
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What to do?
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• Channels to collaborate and types of collaboration benefits

• Sport management academia’s perceptions

• Just one country

• Distance in miles between firms and sport management 
academic programs
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Limitations
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Thank you 

• Please reach out if you have any additional 
questions
– Nzaharia@flagler.edu
– Jmcniff@flagler.edu

mailto:Nzaharia@flagler.edu
mailto:Jmcniff@flagler.edu
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