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grows. It is significant in both equations, thus indicating that their British soccer 
heritage "has rubbed off." 

Oil exporters have better rank in soccer performance, which confirms our OLS 
result and refutes Foer's hypothesis that oil-producing countries perform worse in 
soccer. But the effect of the host dummy becomes completely insignificant, which 
indicates that the some of the effect of having hosted the cup may have dissipated 
over time. 

The remaining dummy variables account for the effect of each confederation, so 
we can separate the confederation effect from a country's playing in its own cham­
pions league. The effect of these variables is virtually the same as in the OLS version. 
UEF A membership again has an insignificant effect, which indicates that the other 
factors that we have used account for the rank of European countries. 

Playing in the quarterfinals and in the round of 32 has the same effect as in the 
OLS version. In the quarterfinals, the effect is again strongly significant in Africa and 
in South America, marginally significant in Europe and in Asia, and insignificant in 
Oceania and North America; in the round of 32, the effect is again significant in the 
four strongest confederations. We interpret the results as showing that the willingness 
and ability to create strong private soccer institutions improve the national soccer team. 

Both regressions are statistically significant at the 1 % level. Analogous to the 
OLS results, the chi-square for the regression using the quarterfinal variables is far 
greater than for the round of 32. 

VI. Conclusion

Our study uses a production function framework to examine political, historical, 
and institutional factors that affect countries' success in international soccer. We 
confirm the central findings of previous work and build on this literature to provide 
new insights into what factors lead some nations to perform at a higher level than 
others. In so doing, we test three of Foer's claims regarding soccer success. 

The basic insight of the soccer literature, which it shares with research on Olympic 
success, is that it helps to be big and rich. All else equal, countries with larger popula­

tions and higher GDP per capita outperform less populous and poorer countries. Our 
findings strongly confirm this basic result. 

We find some evidence that a country's political structure affects its international 

soccer performance. Current communist regimes, a small idiosyncratic group, do not 
perfom1 as well as noncommunist regimes, perhaps because soccer is no longer a 
political or an athletic priority. Fom1er communist countries perfom1 better, which 
reflects synergy between old support for soccer and new-found freedom. Our results 

for CAR suggest, however, that the degree of freedom alone has no direct impact on 
soccer performance. When we test for the interaction of freedom and wealth, the 
results are insignificant. 
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We find some support for only one ofFoer's "iron laws." Foer observes that former 

colonies have difficulty defeating their former colonizers. The FIFA point evidence 

suggests that this result reflects the strength of the colonizer rather than any weakness 

among the colonized. Only former Dutch colonies (of which there are two in our sam­

ple) underperform, ceteris paribus. In contrast, our results weakly indicate that former 

British colonies, despite their devotion to cricket and rugby, overachieve in soccer. 

Contrary to Foer's claim, we find that oil production helps countries' soccer 

performance. The average number of FIFA points for countries that Foer identifies 

as oil producers (570) exceeds that of non oil producers (400). More importantly, our 

results show that oil producers outperform nonproducers by a similar margin, even 

when holding other factors constant. 

Recently, international soccer competition has experienced a more level playing 

field. The strongholds now work harder for their victories, but our results show that 

they remain victorious. Except in Oceania and North America, countries that have 

good leagues, as measured by the success in international club tournaments, also 

have stronger national teams. 

This last result is particularly important because it is the one policy instrument 

that countries are likely to use to improve soccer performance. Countries cannot 

readily become large or rich, and finding large oil deposits depends more on natural 

endowments than it does on government sports policy. When countries contemplate 

how best to advance in international soccer rankings, they should not be afraid to 

import players for their domestic league. They should increase public funding or seek 

private sponsorship for the domestic league because the stronger the structure and 

performance of the domestic league, the greater the country's international success. 

Investing in domestic soccer leagues is the one avenue open to countries that wish to 

improve on the international stage. 

Notes 

1. Fo皿erly commllllist countries: Albania,心menia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Bosnia and Herzegovina,

Bulgaria, Croatia, Czech republic, Estonia, Georgia, Hllllgary, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Latvia, Lithuania, 

Macedonia, Moldova, Romania, Russia, Serbia and Montenegro, Slovak Republic, Slovenia, Ukraine, and 

Uzbekistan. 

2. OECD c0tmtries: Australia, Austria Belgium, Canada, Czech Republic, Derunark, Finland, France,

Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Japan, Korea, Luxembourg, Mexico, the Netherlands, New 

Zealand, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Slovak Republic, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, United 

I心ngdom, and United States of細erica.

3. Former British colonies have dominated both rugby and cricket. Since 1987, Australia (2), South

Atiica (2), and New Zealand (1) have accounted for five of the six Rugby World cups; England won the 

sixth. In cricket, Australia has won four of the six World Cups since 1987, while Pakistan and Sri Lanka 

won the two others. 

4. Argentina, Brazil, Chile, England, France, Germany, Italy, Japan, Korea, Mexico, Spain, Sweden,

Switzerland, United States of America, and Uruguay have all hosted the World Cup. 
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