
Teacher Briefing

[image: EU Values Project (@euvaluesproject ...][image: ]            A Debate on European Union Values             
The Equality Debate
Debate Question 
The question for your student debate is: “If a member state (country) signs up to ‘equality’ as a shared value, can it introduce law that appears to treat LGBT people unequally on the grounds of national culture and tradition?” Through the debate, students explore a clash of two principles of the EU:
· Sovereignty: Member states (countries) have full law-making power in policy areas that they have not shared at EU level. Member states’ identity and culture should be respected by the EU.
· Equality: The idea that people are of equal worth. Those in racial, linguistic, sexual orientation minorities should not be discriminated against because of who they are.


Debate Aim
That students consider the relevance of European Union values and explore the rights and responsibilities of citizens and member states under EU law. The debate question comes from a court case brought by the European Commission to the Court of Justice of the EU in 2022 [European Commission v Hungary].

· We want you and your students to explore the ideas and issues involved through a moral, social, and political debate, rather than a legal one. 
· After the debate you can present the summary of the actual court case ruling  to students (page 3) as a eureka moment for reflection. 
                                                                                                         

Using the Debate
You can adapt the debate design and material to meet your teaching need, classroom dynamic, or student group. See this as a debate resource rather than a straitjacket. 
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Pre-Debate                                                             
· Days Before: Provide the Student Briefing material to students (pages 7-9).
· Optional: Show student this very short AV clip about EU values
· Debate Day: Assign 3-5 students to a group for each debate role. Visually present the Debate Instructions (page 6) to students and distribute the relevant Role Cards (page 10-18) for their role. Give them approximately 20 minutes to analyse their Role Card and prepare for their role. 

Debate Design
· Room Set-up: Each role group has a table, chairs, and a table title (page 19-24).






Debate Timeline              
Debate Phase 
· Opening: Debate Judges introduce debate question and ground rules.       [3 mins]
· Presentation: European Commission outlines position.                                [3 mins]
· Presentation: Hungary outlines position.                                                     [3 mins]
· Presentation: Other Member States outline position.                              [3 mins]
· Presentation: Judges ask Experts to contribute whenever relevant.       [10 mins]
· Questioning: Judges can ask for clarity from anyone at any time.           [15 mins]
· Reporting: Media deliver mid-debate report(s) on the debate.                 [5 mins]                                                                       
· Responding: At any time in the debate, the European Commission, Hungary, Other Member States or Experts can ask the Judges for time to respond to other points being made.                                                                                    [10 mins]                                        

Interval Phase
· Drafting: Judges prepare a brief written ruling.                                     [5 mins]

Outcome Phase 
· Ruling: Judges present their ruling on the debate.                                    [3 mins]
· Reporting: Media deliver final report(s) on the debate.                            [3 mins]

Post-Debate
· Case Ruling: Teacher interjects to present actual case ruling (page 3).    [5 mins]                                                                                            
· Immediately or for Homework: Students complete any Reflective Activity that you choose (page 4).
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*Post-Debate* Teacher Intervention 
Related Court Case                                                                                                                                
· This debate was based on a real situation. The related case, brought to the Court of Justice of the EU in 2022, was called ‘European Commission v Hungary’. Here is a summary of the court’s ruling (in 2026):                                                        

Ruling
· Hungary Broke EU Law: By passing a law that stigmatises and marginalises LGBT people, Hungary failed to meet its EU obligations; on market rules, the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights, data protection, and the EU’s values.
· Hungary Breached EU Treaty: For the first time, the Court found a breach of the Treaty on the European Union (Article 2). Equality and human dignity are not just words; they are values that a country can be held to in court.
· Not About Child Protection: Linking LGBT identities to crimes against children stigmatised a whole group of people and attacked their human dignity.
· Discrimination v Identity: A country cannot use “our culture” to justify measures that breach the EU’s shared values

· In Short: Equality is a real, enforceable EU value - not an optional extra. A member state cannot join a Union built on equality and then treat one group of its people as something to be hidden. The Court ruled the Hungarian law to be contrary to the identity of the EU as a community where different people live together as equals.   

Did your judges reach the same conclusion?
If not, what do you think explains the difference? Was the ‘real’ court right? Should a member state be able to opt-out of a key EU value?

Optional Follow-up 
· Show students one or both of these AV clips about:
· 1) Reaction to Hungarian Law (France24)  
· 2) Case Reaction (France24)  
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· Students can use this page or post-its to reflect on their content or skill learning. No right answers, just honesty….
Reflective Activities                                                                                   

The most convincing thing you heard from the other side was…


The weakest argument you heard was…


If a book, film or advert simply showing that LGBTI people exist were hidden from you as a teenager, how would you feel about that?


“Protecting your own culture and traditions is fair, but it should never mean treating one group of people as less equal.” Do you agree? Where should the line be?


Exit Thoughts
If a rule made part of who someone is something to be hidden away, what would you want to happen??

One minute. Three things. Write the first thing that comes into your head.
ONE thing I’ll remember
ONE question I still have
ONE word to describe today









Use minute papers (or note cards) for students to reflect on their content or skill learnings from the debate. Here are some prompts:
Content
1. What was most interesting about the debate background or scenario?
2. What did you learn about the EU or EU law that was most interesting?

Participation
1. What was most interesting about your role in the debate?
2. What did you learn from participating in or watching others participate in the debate?

Debate Impact
1. On a scale of 1 (Not at all) to 5 (Very); are you curious to find out about other impacts of the EU on professional sports?  
2. On a scale of 1 (Not at all) to 5 (A lot); has this debate impacted your interest in EU values, principles, or EU citizens’ rights?
3. On a scale of 1 (Not at all) to 5 (Very); how engaging or fun was this debate overall? 
4. What changes would you make to the debate material or design to improve it for students of your age?
Research Activities                                           [image: ]                                                                                      
Assign a student or a group of students to research and report back on the following:
   
· Other high profile cases involving EU citizens’ freedom of movement or subsidiarity. 
· The measures that UEFA and FIFA introduced after the ruling on transfers and compensation for player development.
· The impact of the Bosman rule on transfers, contracts, and globalisation in any other professional sport (e.g., rugby, basketball, Olympic handball or cycling).
· The effect of EU law on professional sports in Europe; such as tv rights deals, advertising, off-setting monopoly or breakaways in competitions.  
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Student To-dos                                                                     
1. Pre-debate: Read the debate scenario and background (pages 7-8).
2. Pre-debate: Read about EU Values and Principles (page 9). 
3. Pre-debate: Work in assigned group to prepare debate role. Students can use the Student Briefing material and Role Cards as resources to prepare and develop their own arguments, in their own words. 
4. During debate: Prepare and present their debate points, counterpoints, or information to perform their role.
5. Post-debate: Complete any Reflective Activity that you choose (page 4).
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Glossary                                                            
· If you think that students do not know the following terms, these descriptions will help you in briefing them:                                                                 
· EU Member States: The 27 European countries who pool decision-making power in some policy areas. This creates rights and responsibilities for their governments and their citizens under EU law.
· EU Values: Beliefs or priorities that EU member states consider to be important. The EU has 6 common values (human dignity, freedom, equality, democracy, rule of law, and respect for human rights). These are conditions of EU membership, not optional extras (Treaty on European Union, Article 2)
· European Commission: EU institution which represents the Union’s interests. One of its main tasks is to ensure that EU member states keep the promises they make when joining, or in EU law.  When Commission believes a member state (or any entity) breaks EU law, they can take a case to the EU Court of Justice.


Printing (If Relevant)
You may be able to distribute debate material to students using your school’s virtual platform. However, if printing, this is a summary of advisable printing: 
Days in Advance: Double-sided, 1 copy of Student Briefing (page 7-9) per student.
Days or hours in Advance: Single-sided, 1 or 2 copies of Role Cards (page 10-18 ).
Days or hours in Advance: Single-sided, 1 copy of table titles (page 19-24 ). 



Debate Instructions [Teacher Presents (Visually) on Debate Day]

Preparation
You’re going to debate the question: If a member state (country) signs up to ‘equality’ as a shared value, can it introduce law that appears to treat LGBT people unequally on the grounds of national culture and tradition?
I’ll assign you to a group to perform one of these roles in the debate:
· Judges  
· European Commission
· Hungary
· Other Member States
· Experts 
· Media
Use the Student Briefing material and the prompts on your Role Card to prepare for the debate. It is not about using big words. Present your points in your own words and prepare counterpoints to the points made by other debate players.
You may not agree with the opinions or beliefs of the role you’re playing. It’s a role-play, your job is to represent the role you’re playing, rather than your own opinion. To stand in their shoes for a little while.  


Debate Timeline

Debate Phase 
· Opening: Debate Judges introduce debate question and ground rules.      [3 mins]
· Presentation: European Commission outlines position.                                [3 mins]
· Presentation: Hungary outlines position.                                                    [3 mins]
· Presentation: Other Member States outline position.                              [3 mins]
· Presentation: Judges ask Experts to contribute whenever relevant.      [10 mins]
· Questioning: Judges can ask for clarity from anyone at any time.          [15 mins]
· Reporting: Media deliver mid-debate report(s) on the debate.                 [5 mins]                                                                       
· Responding: At any time in the debate, the European Commission, Hungary, Other Member States or Experts can ask the Judges for time to respond to other points being made.                                                                       [10 mins]                                        

Interval Phase
· Drafting: Judges prepare a brief written ruling.                                    [5 mins]

Outcome Phase 
· Ruling: Judges present their ruling on the debate.                                  [3 mins]
· Reporting: Media deliver final report(s) on the debate.                           [3 mins]
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Debate Scenario                                                                          
Imagine a law that decides which books your library can lend, which films you can stream, which adverts you can be shown — and quietly removes stories about a group of people from all of them. Not because those stories are violent or explicit, but simply because of the people in them.
Supporters say the law protects children. Others say it tells a group of people that their lives are something to be hidden. That’s exactly what’s happened in Hungary. 

The Story: A Law On What You’re Allowed To See                                        
Hungary has passed a law to increase penalties for serious crimes against children. But the same law changes several Hungarian laws so that content shown to  minors cannot portray or promote homosexuality or being transgender. Books, films, TV, and adverts aimed at young people can no longer show LGBT people living normal lives. 
The European Commission has taken Hungary to the Court of Justice of the European Union. It argues that the law stigmatises and marginalises LGBT people and breaks EU law and the EU’s shared value of ‘equality’. In a rare move, fifteen other member states (Ireland among them) join with the European Commissions’ side.

What is this debate about?                                                                  
· It isn’t only about Hungary and the EU, it’s about what happens when our beliefs pull in different directions. 
· Can “protecting children” justify this? Hungary says that the law protects minors. Others say “child protection” is being used as a cover to remove LGBT people from public life. How do you tell a genuine protection from an excuse?
· Is this equality, or a country’s own culture? Hungary argues it can decide its own culture and morality as national identity. The Commission says that member states cannot use national identity to justify discriminating. Where is the line?
· Are the EU’s values real? Member states sign up to common EU values when they join the EU. But can a court actually enforce a vague value like “equality”?


Student Briefing 

Debate Background: EU Law                                      [image: ]
· When a member state joins the EU, it promises to respect the Union’s founding values, including equality and human dignity. (Treaty on European Union)
· A country cannot lower its protection of EU values after it has joined, it cannot backslide or regress on its promises.
· EU single market rules protect the free movement of services and information across borders, including TV, film, and online content.
· If a country breaks EU law, the Commission can take it to the Court of Justice, which can declare the law as lawful or unlawful.



[image: Information with solid fill]
Debate Background: Minorities’ Concerns                            
· The Hungarian law singles out LGBT people. In linking them to crimes against children, it marks them as something to hide from young people.
· Removing positive portrayals from books, film and advertising treats one group as less worthy of being seen as  everyone else, risking discrimination.
· Young people, including LGBT young people, would lose access to information about people like themselves and their families. 
· If national identity can override equality, any government could justify discrimination by calling it culture. 








Student Briefing 

[image: ]Freedom of Expression/Information
· Everyone has the right to hold opinions and to receive and share information.
· This includes young people’s access to information about the world around them.
Sovereignty
· Member states have full law-making power in policy areas that they have not shared at EU level. 
· Member states’ identity and culture should be respected by the EU.
Rule of Law
· Everyone, including governments, must respect the courts and the law. 
· An independent court, not a government, decides whether a law is lawful.
Human Dignity
· Every person’s basic worth deserves respect and cannot be denied by the state.
· Treating a group as shameful or dangerous attacks their dignity.
Equality
· Every person is of equal worth and must not be pushed to the margins because of who they are.
· This includes the rights of people belonging to minorities.

EU Principles                                                      [image: ]

These are guidelines for EU activity. They come from key EU values or ideas. They must be respected by EU institutions and member states when making decisions. Take time to read them carefully, they’ll help your debate points.







Role Card: Judges

[image: ]Your Role
· You are Judges at the Court of Justice of the EU. Your role is to organise the debate and facilitate interactions. Listen to all sides neutrally and ask questions for clarity when you need. You are not on anyone’s side.
-------------------------------------------------------
Prepare
· Read the Student Briefing material (page 7-9). Use it to prepare an opening statement for the debate.
· Use the template provided to note and analyse the arguments made during the debate. 
    --------------------------------------------------------
Debate
· Opening: Briefly outline the debate question, and the rules of engagement for contributions and interactions between debate players.
· Facilitate: Invite debaters to present their arguments, roughly in line with the Debate Timeline in the Debate Instructions. Invite them to make counterpoints in response to points made by other debaters.
· Question: Be polite but ensure that debaters keep their points relevant to the question and issues involved.  
· Invite: Experts to present information whenever relevant during the debate.
· Invite: Media groups to deliver mid-debate report. 
· Ruling: Note relevant points made by the European Commission, Hungary, Other Member States,  and Experts during the debate. 
-------------------------------------------------------
Deliver
Ruling: Use the Interval Phase during the debate to consider whether the European Commission’s or Hungary’s points were more convincing, given the debate background. Using your Ruling Sheet, write a few short notes of the most convincing points made, and possible wider impacts of the debate verdict.
· Presentation: Call all debaters attention and deliver your ruling to all present, outlining the points from your Ruling Sheet.
· Closing: Invite final reports from the Media groups that conclude the debate.



	

Role Card: Judges 

Our Decision
· State your ruling clearly. Did Hungary break EU law? Can a country use “national identity” to justify treating a group unequally? 
· Give your answer, reasoning, and maybe some impacts of your decision. 
·  
·  
·  
·  
·  
· 







Question 2 — Is the law justified? (Enforce / Justified)
Hungary says this is child protection and its own national identity. Is that a genuine reason, or a cover for discrimination? Can the EU enforce equality here? 
·  
·  
·  
·   
· 




Question 1 — Equality and dignity (Yes / No)
· Does Hungary’s law treat LGBT people as unequal, or push them to the margins? Does linking them to crimes against children attack their dignity? What convinced you?
·  
·  
·  
·   
·  






Judges’ Ruling Sheet
· This sheet should help you in analysing the debate and forming your decision. 
· There are two main questions you need to consider in coming to a ruling.






























Role Card: European Commission
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· You represent the European Commission in the debate. You think that the Hungarian governments’ law that bans showing LGBT content, information, relationships, and people, to anyone under 18 is a breach of its commitment to the common EU values of equality and human dignity. 
      -------------------------------------------------------
Prepare
· Read the debate Student Briefing material. In your own words, develop moral, social, or political points to represent the European Commission. Here are some, but be confident to develop your own: 
· Equality: Every country that joins the EU signs up to Article 2 of the Treaty on European Union, which identifies ‘equality’ as a common EU value. You cannot take the benefits of membership and then drop the values once you’re in. Values that bend that easily aren’t values at all. 
· Human Dignity: By linking LGBT identities to crimes against children in its title, the law brands gay and trans people as shameful and dangerous. Treating a group as something to hide from children denies their basic worth. 
· Discrimination v Child Protection: . Child‑protection law target people who harm children. This law targets the existence of LGBT people in books, films and adverts. Genuine safeguarding does not work by pretending gay people don’t exist. This law doesn’t protect children, it erases a group of citizens.
· National Identity: Hungary says it can decide its own culture. The EU respects differing national identity and cultural content in education. But a member state cannot use ‘tradition’ as a shield for treating a minority unequally. If so, the values would mean nothing, and member states could remove rights through claims of tradition.  
-------------------------------------------------------
Debate
· Present: Be clear in outlining relevant points to represent the European Commission’s position. Be confident to do this in your own words, without overly relying on prompts, big words, or a script.
· Interact: Consider the information introduced by other debate players. Be prepared to counter the points that they make. Try to keep the debate background and EU principles in mind (page 9) .

Our Decision
· State your ruling clearly. Can Ireland refuse the European Arrest Warrant? 
· Give your answer, reasoning, and maybe some impacts of your decision. 
·  
·  
·  
·  
·  
· 










Role Card: Hungary
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· You represent Hungary in the debate. You think that your new law is  necessary for child protection. You think it is not anti-LGBT at all. It supports parents’ right to decide what minors see on sensitive sexual topics, rather than the state, schools, or advertisers. 
-------------------------------------------------------
Prepare
· Read the debate Student Briefing material. In your own words, develop moral, social, or political points to represent Hungary. Here are some =, but be confident to develop your own: 
· Child Protection: Your law is about who decides when and how children see content or learn about sensitive topics. Parents, guided by their own values, should have that power; not the state, schools, media, or advertisers. 
· Identity and Culture: EU treaties promise to respect national identity (such as the Treaty on European Union). Family life, education and morality are policy areas members states can decide themselves. Hungary is a democracy and our parliament passed this law with a majority. This is a choice within our own culture; this is what national identity is supposed to protect. 
· EU Values: The EU values that Hungary agreed to when joining are broad ideas or ideals. They are not detailed rules that an EU court can use to strike down member state law that it dislikes. If the EU enforce ‘equality’ however it wants, it is over-reaching. 
· Not Anti-LGBT: The law does not criminalise any group or stop adults living as they choose. The law is only about what content is aimed at or shown to children, to leave it for parents to decide. 
--------------------------------------------------------
Debate
·  Present: Be clear in outlining relevant points to represent Hungary’s position. Be confident to do this in your own words, without overly relying on prompts, big words, or a script.
· Interact: Consider the information introduced by other debate players. Be prepared to counter the points that they make. Try to keep the debate background and EU principles in mind (page 9) .





Role Card: Other Member States

[image: Europe with solid fill]Your Role
· You represent 15 Other Member States (including Ireland, Denmark, Belgium and others) in the debate. You are involved in the debate because you believe the outcome matters for the whole European Union.
-------------------------------------------------------
Prepare
· Read the debate Student Briefing material. In your own words, develop moral, social, or political points to represent the group of Other Member States. Here are some, but be confident to develop your own: 
· Shared EU Values: Equality, as a common value, is part of the EU’s identity. It only means something if every member state honours it. If one member state opts out of honouring it, the value stops being a floor everyone stands on. If it doesn’t bind all, it protects none.
· Wider Relevance: EU citizens move, live and raise families across member states. What happens in Hungarian law, matters for mobile EU citizens and minorities who travel or live there.  Homosexual citizens from Ireland or other member state where LGBT individual rights and equality are respected, don’t leave their dignity at the border. 
· EU Identity: This is not hostility toward Hungary or its identity. We are fifteen democracies insisting that the community values everyone signed up are defended. Those values offer protection for Hungarian citizens too.
· Longer Relevance: If the EU doesn’t challenge a law like this Hungarian one now, other member states who want to strip or limit minority rights will see an opportunity. Standing up now keeps the value of equality real and non-negotiable for the future.
Debate
·  Present: Be clear in outlining relevant points to represent the Other Member States’ position. Be confident to do this in your own words, without overly relying on prompts, big words, or a script.
· Interact: Consider the information introduced by other debate players. Be prepared to counter the points that they make. Try to keep the debate background and EU principles in mind (page 9) .





Role Card: Experts

[image: ]Your Role
· You are independent experts who provide information to enhance the debate. You are neutral, you do not represent either side in the debate. Your role is to explain a key concept or context to help the judges understand the debate.
--------------------------------------------------------
Prepare
· Read the debate Student Briefing material to be aware of the background. 
· Divide the roles below within your group. If you like, work as sub-groups rather than individually. Develop related points in your own words.
· Equality Researcher: Outline that equality means treating people with equal respect. There needs to be a defendable reason to treat groups of people differently. Treating people differently because of sex, sexual orientation, or race is discrimination; it singles them out for being themselves. Discrimination isn’t only about arrests, it includes things like access to information. 
· EU Values Lecturer: Outline that in joining the EU, every member state promised to honour six EU common values (Treaty on European Union). To have value, ‘equality’ has to be more than a vague idea, it must be defendable by the EU in court. This avoids a ‘Copenhagen Dilemma’; where states sign up to conditions when joining the EU, but the EU cannot enforce them after entry.
· Rights Campaigner: Outline that child protection targets things that have been proven to cause harm to children, such as violence, neglect, abuse, or unsafe content. There is no evidence that seeing LGBT content in books or films harms a child’s development. There’s a difference between protecting parents’ right to decide on the age-appropriateness of content and removing reference to the existence of LGBT identities.
· Political Scientist: Outline that the EU must respect member states’ identity and culture. Education, family, and cultural policy are largely for decision by member states, they haven’t pooled decision-making in these areas. However, a member state’s law must honour the values it agreed. Tension over how ‘values’ are interpreted is common in politics, without an easy answer. It is the job of courts and judges to interpret and decide what is intended by a value. 
--------------------------------------------------------
Debate
·  Present: Be clear and brief in your contributions, with a neutral tone. 
·  Interaction: The debate Judges will call on you. But if a point made in the debate relates to your expertise, ask the Judges for the opportunity to clarify.  




Role Card: Media 
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· You are reporters for news organisations covering the debate. Your teenage audience is not familiar with the EU. Your reports need to make the debate issues meaningful for them. Bring a bit of drama or excitement to the debate.  
--------------------------------------------------------
Prepare
· Divide into two news groups. Media organisations focus 1) informing in a neutral or formal way or 2) dramatising by using controversial angles and soundbites. Each media group can decide whether your report stye will be ‘Informing’ or ‘Dramatising’. 
· You can also decide whether your reports are for Online (TikTok, Insta, X, etc) or Broadcast (TV or Radio) media. 
·  Think about and prepare relevant props (fake micro-phone,  backdrop, sound effects, or imagery) for the type of report medium you select.
· Use the Student Briefing material to select angles that to focus on in your reports. Within your group, divide tasks to ensure relevant information is captured, and the design and presentation of the report(s) is prepared.
· Use the mid-debate and final report Preparation Templates to prepare.
--------------------------------------------------------
Debate
· Observe: Note relevant points, issues, and debate exchanges.
· Engage: At any time, you can ask other debate players for a comment or quotation to inform your reports.
                --------------------------------------------------------
Deliver
· Mid-Debate Report: When called by the Judges, each media group delivers a short (2-3mins) and snappy update on the debate to that point. Be creative and add life to the debate for an external audience. Include relevant props depending on your type of report and start with a catchy headline. 
· Final Report: When called by the Judges, each media group presents a short (2-3mins) and snappy final report on the debate. Try to keep your Informing or Dramatising style in mind. Be creative to engage or entertain your audience. 
· Try to keep your ‘informing’ or ‘dramatising’ logic in mind and be confident to engage and entertain your audience when presenting your reports. 



Role Card: Media 

Hook/Angles to bring your ‘Informing’ or ‘Dramatising’ style:
· 
·   
·   









Other Notes:
· 
·   
·   









Props to Animate Report Presentation:
 
· 
·   
·  
·  
·  
 








Debater Quotes / Comments to include:
· 
·   
·  








Possible Headlines:
· 
·   
·  








Main Debate Points/Issues/Events to include:
· 
·   
·  





Report Style: Informing or Dramatising? ___________________

  
 








Report Type: TikTok, Insta,TV, Radio, X, or other? __________________

  
 









Preparation Template for Mid-Debate Report

Role Card: Media 
Hook/Angles to bring your ‘Informing’ or ‘Dramatising’ style:
· 
·   
·   









Props to Animate Report Presentation:
 
· 
·   
·  
·  
·  
 








Other Notes:
· 
·   
·   









Possible Headlines:
· 
·   
·  








Main Debate Points/Issues/Events to include:
· 
·   
·  





Report Style: Informing or Dramatising? ___________________

  
 








Report Type: TikTok, Insta,TV, Radio, X, or other? __________________

  
 








Debater Quotes / Comments to include:
· 
·   
·  









Preparation Template for Final Report


2
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European Commission
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Other Member States

























Experts
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B Reflective Activities G/\;\

Use minute papers (or note cards) for students to reflect on their content or skill
] learnings from the debate. Here are some prompts:

Content

1. What was most interesting about the debate background or scenario?

2. What did you learn about the EU or EU law that was most interesting?

Participation
1. What was most interesting about your role in the debate>

H 2. What did you learn from participating in or watching others participate in the
debate?

E Debate Impact

B 1. On a scale of 1 (Not at all) to 5 (Very): are you curious to find out about other
impacts of the EU on professional sports?

2. Ona scale of 1 (Not at all) to 5 (A lot): has this debate impacted your interest in
EU values, principles, or EU citizens' rights?

3. On a scale of 1 (Not at all) o 5 (Very): how engaging or fun was this debate

9 overall?
M 4. What changes would you make to the debate material or design to improve it for
Ha@PLEoe R EBS
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- principles, or EU citizens' rights?

3, On a scale of 1 (Noft at all) to 5 (Very); how engaging or fun was this debate overall?
4. What changes would you make to the debate material or design to improve it for students of your o
~ age?
‘Research Activities
Assign a student or a group of students to research and report back on the following:‘
- % Ofther high profile cases involving EU citizens' freedom of movement or subsidiarity.
. 4+ The measures that UEFA and FIFA introduced after the ruling on transfers and compensation
. for player development.
- % The impact of the Bosman rule on fransfers, contracts, and globalisation in any other
= professional sport (e.g., rugby, basketball, Olympic handball or cycling).
" % Theeffect of EU law on professional sports in Europe: such as tv rights deals, advertising, of f-
: setting monopoly or breakaways in competitions.
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Student To-dos
1. Pre-debate: Read the debate scenario and setting (pages 6-8).
2. Pre-debate [Optional]: Read about EU Principles and do the Exercise (page 8).

3. Pre-debate: Work in group to prepare their debate role. Students can use the
Student Briefing material and Role Cards as resources to prepare and develop
their own arguments, in their own words.

4. During debate: Prepare and present their debate points, counterpoints, or
information to perform their role.

5. Post-debate: [Optional]: Complete a Research and/or Reflective Activity.

R

Glossary

> If you think that students do not know the following terms, these
descriptions will help:

% EU Member States: The 27 European countries who pool decision-making power
in some policy areas. This creates rights and responsibilities for their
governments and their citizens under EU law.

<+ EU Values: Beliefs or priorities that EU member states consider to be
important. The EU has 6 common values (human dignity, freedom, equality,
democracy, rule of law, and respect for human rights).

< Freedom of Movement: Citizens of EU member states can live in any other EU
member state for up to 3 months. If employed, studying, or self-funded, EU
citizens have the right o live there for longer.
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2. Pre-debate [Optional]: Read about EU Principles and do the Exercise (page 8).

(XY

3. Pre-debate: Work in group to prepare their debate role. Students can use the
Student Briefing material and Role Cards as resources to prepare and develop
their own arguments, in their own words.

4. During debate: Prepare and present their debate points, counterpoints, or
information to perform their role.

5. Post-debate: [Optional]: Complete a Research and/or Reflective Activity.

Glossary
> If you think that students do not know the following terms, these
descriptions will help:

< EU Member States: The 27 European countries who pool decision-making power
in some policy areas. This creates rights and responsibilities for their
governments and their citizens under EU law.

+EU Values: Beliefs or priorities that EU member states consider to be
important. The EU has 6 common values (human dignity, freedom, equality,
democracy, rule of law, and respect for human rights).

< Rule of Law: Citizens of EU member states can live in any other EU member
state for up to 3 months. If employed, studying, or self-funded, EU citizens
have the right to live there for longer.
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