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Meny historians who have researched the phenomenon of sport during the
period of the 1920's have recounted the escapades of various Golden Age
heroes. These recitations of athletic feﬁts have corcentrated on the
pPrevailing thrust in athletics and society, often tying the ihterpretation
of the Golden age to some popularized aspect of the Roaring twenties. Within
this social and cultural milieu, however, social historians have demonsﬁrated
another vital aspect of society. For example,_ﬂuthmacher's study of
Massachusettes politics and Chambers investigative work on reform during this
decade demonstrate a strata of socio-culturai existence below the popularized
and often bowdlerized view of this period! In educational sport of the 1920's
the non-coaching movement which, in essence, plgced athletes in control of
their own athletic teams during sport contests is 6he such example of a
cogntervening thrust in the athletic establishment opposite of the golden Age
or étadium philosophy of sport.1

The Emergence of Sports Within
the Educational Structure

Sports and games have existed within the cultural milieu of every society.
Suéﬁ activities have served as a means to train the youné for survival,
socialization or other utilitarian purposes directly related to physical
development. Yet, few societies accepted sport performance as fundamental to
the total educational process.2

The emergence of an English.piddle class during the nineteenth century
created a different rationsale fof sport participation; however, adherents
claimed sport teams repre;;ﬁted minfature aqcietiet, containing all the
elements of human relationship ranging from respect for the individual
personality to group self-government. Therefore, ~ven though promoters of
sport continued to adhere to a physical basis for participation, they began
to place emphasis upon the avprehension of soc;gl values such as leadership,

sportsmanship and cooperation.3
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The emergence of sports in the United States followed this pattern
established in England even though such development occurred later since
citizens in ;he young nation had been preoccvpied with a disruptive Civil
wag and a migration to the West. Yet, by the final decade of the nineteenth
century, parsons in the United States as well as in England were joining
in team sports activity while participation in formal exercises and gymnastics
predominated in other countries.%

Even though sports activity had reached umprecedented levels throughout
Americen society 1n‘the last decade of the nineteenth ceatury, such growth had
occurred outside the framework of institutional education. During that era
educators in the United States concentrated on the traditional classical
curriculum and opposed admitting sports activities into the formal educational
program. Athleﬁics were to occur outside the curficulum where students were
to learn sport skills on their own as they would politics, economics and
similar subjects. In response to this neglect, there arose a formidable
strﬁéture of athletic competition beyond the 1limits of ;hé gchqgl gythority.
'By the dawning of the twentieth century such a program had increased to the

point that extracurricular sports participation reached chaotic proportions.

Yet, this uncontrolled development merely reflected the laissez faire attitudé
prevalent throughout the nation during this period as ex;mplified in the
political and economic structure.d

In order to bring some control to the burgeoning field, educators
established state athletic associations and a national federation providing a
basis for administrative and faculty management. Yet, in order to makeﬁsucyﬂ‘
inclusion acceptable under the umbrella of progressive educﬁtion, adminigfrat::;
found it necessary to endow institutional sport with instrumental educational

qualities. Forced by such circumstances, educators gradually embraced the

athletic program on the high school level and encased it within a pnilosophy
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that expanded the object1§es of team participation to include character and
moral development as well as intellectual and physical development of the
students. According to this point of view, athletic competition would provide
students with invaluable opportunities for cultivation of self-discipline and
the admirable exercises of self-control in tﬁe face of .intense emotional
involvement. Supposedly then, the individual would develop as an educated
hunan being as he related in competition throﬁgh group interaction. Implic;t.
in such rationalistic arguments was the assumption that institutional athletics
contributed directly to the démbcratic process. Thus, interscholastic athletics
settled into the general curriculum with gubjects such as civics, economics and
sociology in the name of progressive education, 6

The inclusion of athletics into the mainstream of the‘educational process
reinforced the rapid institutionalization of coaching. FEducators concluded
that if students were to gain values such as leadership and sportsmanshiéufrom
athletic participation, these values would have to be;tnught. Therefore, in
the 1920's there emerged a proliferation of coaches and coaching specialists,
4procured to supervise the efficient management of the teams while assisting
'players in formulating character values.’

Traditionally, however, in England and the United States, the coach had
held only a tangential relationship to a team. He had served as an advisor
who directed practice organization and acted as a business manager, having
‘11tt1e to do with game situations. Yet, when these changes were occurring on
the interscholastic level in the United States, the coach became an activist
directing his players during practice and game gsituations. He became the
molder of all behavior as the student-athlete becameigzs charge reacting to
game events as the coach demanded. Thus, the coach became the new leader who
brought cohesion, stability and efficiency to the interscholastiec athletic

structure. Like his counterpart in bgginess, he was the orgaﬁizational genfus
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who could manipulate his team into a winning combination. And like his business
counterpart he was responsible to an almighty board who saw that he was replated
if he did not succeed. Perhaps it was this need to succeed and the desire to
make sports an acceptable part of theitotal educational schema that caused
coaches and related colleagues to become obsessed with zealously lauding the
benef:lt;s of their leadership for athletic teams.8

Yet, even as coach-directed sports were settling into the educational
curriculum, diverse zroups within the educational community challenged the
progression of interschool athletics from a school yard game to a capitalistic
work experience. Reports from the Carnegie Foundation Studies on Athletics
aﬁd organizations such as the Women's Athletic Committee and the National
Amateur Athletic Federation pointed to apparent contradictions between what
the coaches said would occur through their efforts and what was actually
happening. It was evident to some that this emphasis on businesé efficiency
by coaches was placing more emphasis on winning than ‘on character deyelopment.
This react:lon against managed competition reflected the growi;g desire in some
quarters of returq_ing control of the game to the players. Some progressive
educators advocated. a retrenchment in educational athletics as they sought to
free interschool sports from its dependence upon responsiveness to the
ma.chinat:lons of the larger soc:l.et:y.9

The non-coaching program in interscholastic athletics was launched :ln‘ the
late 1920's and early 1930's during a time of turmoil within the sports realm '
as well as within society in the United States. That period was an era of
national trauma, when political control was s_witch:lng from Republican to
Democrat, when the nation becoming more urban than rural and when unrestrained
capitalism was faltering. Within this dynamic social milieu sport programs
were changing drastically. The proliferation of sport teaxhs, the expansion in

spectator participation, and the extens:lon of media coverage as well as

6
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the emergence of coaching forced the first critical re-examination of

-

institutional sport.

The Growth and Development of Interscholastic
Sports in Detroit : '
In the city of Detroit, expansion of the athletic program in the city

schools had begun immediately before the United States had enfered the First
World War. The Detroit Board of Education reported in 1915 timt for the first
time in the history of high si:hoql athletics in that city, each school had
ended the year financially in the black. Furthermore, the number of participants
had reached the highest level. Under the able direction of Bthel Perrin, the
program developed with an emphasis upon the educational nature 6f athletic )
competition.10 | ’
Although the war delayed expansion of the city's athletic program, by the
early 1920's when Loren Post became the Director of Physical ?dmtian for the
city's schools, institutional compeé;.tion was burgeoning on all levels mdﬁdina
the elementary. By 1922, organized teams competed for c:lt:i championships in
field hockey, basketball, swimming, t@a; golf, skating, and track 'axidgfield.
There was little discrimination according to sex as girls conpeteci :ln mokt ,o!,".' o
‘the same sports in which boys competed.ll D
The increasing preésure to expand and develop the interscholastic athletic
program did not paa: unchallenged, however, for as early as 1924 dissatisfaction
emerged within the educational structure in Detroit. In that year the Board
of Education eliminated inter-school athletics below the seventh grade level
and opted for a stronger intramural program.n By 1926, when Vaﬁghn Blanchard
became assistant to Loren Post as the Supervigor of Athletics, many educators
were prepaxred for the reforms which he was to propose. » His move to withdraw
the city schools from state and ngtibnal_.compeugion, to limit éﬁ:pefitiﬁ_n by
female students and to mplenent a policy lof'ﬁonv-coa‘dcﬁipg cameuaducat:lonal :

o
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s
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6
administrators had tired of what they pérceived to be evils of mr-emphaa:ls.”
Yet, before investigating the specific program of non-coactify.as developed in
Detroit by Blanchard, ope must first understand the personal background of this
innovative physical educator.

The Personal Background of
Vaughn Blanchard

Vaughn Blanchard, born and reared in Franklin, New Hampshire, exhibited
throughout his life a disposition to Eastern ideas and institutions. From the
very beginning sports played a significant role in his 1ife as he participated
in football, baseball and traek on all levels of school competition. After
graduating from Pittsfield High School in 1908 he mat:ricu}.;t:ed at Bates College
in Maine vhere he starred as Maine intercollegiate champion in the high }mrdlea
for three years between 1910 and 191214 In national competition he won the

junior low hurdles title in 1911. Then, the spring in which he achieved his

- bachelor's degree, he received what he described meny yeadrs later as "his

greatest thrill in fifty years of sport,”" by qualifying for the 1912 Olymp:lcs.ls.
When he returned from the 01ymp‘:lce in Stockholm’ that summer, he accepted '
a temporary teaching pogition at ﬁh_g Buffalo YMCA. Yet, before einbarking upon
his teaching profession, he spent ﬁhe following year studying at the Springfield
College of Physical Education. With that educational background Blanchard
charged into his teaching career at Worcester Academy in Massachusetts where
he taught French and German and coached the track team. The Succeeding year
he moved to Phillips Andm(er Academy where he contributed similar service.l6
The entrance of the United States into the war in 1917 emabled him to broaden
his administrative experience when the Army appointed him Athletic Director at
Camp Wadsworth in South C2rolina, Then, following the war, he accepted a
temporary position as track coach for the spring of 1919 at the University of
Alabama. Relinquishing that Job after one season he returned to New Engiand to
becone Physical Director for Medford High School in Massachusetts.l?
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Although his motivation for leaving the East is not clear, Blanchard
abandoned his home base of New England in 1920 and travelled West to Detroit.
There, he accepted a position to teach German and French at Central High School,
then changed responsibilities during his first term t;: coach the track team and
teach various health sub;]_gcts.ls ) In 1923, Blanchard moved again, transferring
within the Detroit system to Cass High School where he served as track coach and
Director JOf Athletica.19 Iherefore, during the eleven years immediately following
his graduation from Bates College in 1912, Blanchard taught, studied or admin-
istered in nine different academic settings. '

By 1926, he moved again when Loren Post, the Directoi' of Health and Physical
Education for the Detroit City School System, selected the young administrator to .
assist him as Supefv'i‘soi-. of High School Athleties.Z’ Blanchard's rise within the
organization was mercurialvand the effect of his thinking and :_I.eaderahip in
Detroit far-reaching. The death of Loren Post on “‘Ea!_mary 9, 1929, opened the way
for him to advance to the position of Director of Health and Physical Education
where he remained for the next twenty-five years. -

Blanchard's recognition in the field of physical education spread-rapidly
throughout the Midwest as he became one of the foremost proponehts of progressive
education in physical education and at:l'nlet:i.cs.z2 One of his outsltand:lng accom-
plistments occurred through- the years from 1933 through 1945 when he developed
and directed an integrated program of health and physical education from kinder-
garten through graduate school. For besides his réspﬁsibilities as director of
the health and pl;ys:lcal education program for the city's public schools, he
supervised the Department of Athletics at Wayne Un:lvera:lty.23

As a capable administrator Blanchard served his dual post in yeoman fashion.
Then in 1935, the American Physical Education Association recognized his achieve-~
ments when it bestowed its honor award for meritorious service upon him.zl' In

the meantime, he had continued his graduate work at the Univgréity of 'Miéh:lgan '

vhere he earned his Master of Science degree in Physical Education in 1936.25

Lo
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He reached the pinnacle of personsl recognitiom, perhaps, when he served as
. president of the American Association of Health, Physical Education and Recreation
in 1947;1248. Then in 1954, upon reaching thé mandatory retirement age he relin-
quished his administrative poaitian.z6

The Non~Coaching Rule

Although the career of Vaughn Blanchard is an interesting one, the focus of
this paper centers on his efforts in the late 1920's to cope with what he per~
ceived to be the over-extension of interscholastic athletics into the acédemic
setting. Blanchard fought for and gained limitations on interscholastic
competition in such areas as eliminating participation in national tournaments,27
limiting participation by girls in athletica,zs and withdrawiﬁg the Detroit
School League from the Michigen State Athletic Association.?? Yet, his most far-
reaching and controversial proposal was ;he non~coaching program.

Blanchard proposed the non~coaching rule late in 1927 and ordered that it
take effect during the public school league basketball competition that same
yeax. Although one historian has credited Loren Post for‘initiating the‘project,
it is clear from other sources that Vaughn Blanchard was the guiding force behind
1¢,30
As propésed by Blanchard the non-coaching rule contained the following aspects:

1. There shall be no adult interference in a contest other than impoged
by the properly assigned officials in conducting the game.

2, The coaches of the two competing teams shall have no communication
whatsoever with their teams from the start of the contest to its
close.

3. The two coaches of the competing schools shall occupy seats together
far enough removed from the seats occupied by the players to obviate
any possibility of communication.

4. The team captains shall exercise the sole right to make substitutions
and changes in the lineup. Except that in the case of obvious
unfitness of a player to remain in the game because of injury, when.
if the captain does not remove said plsyer, the coach may withdraw
him, but not substitute for him. i ‘ ,

10
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5. The team captains and the players themselves analyze the game !
between halves and plan their own offense and defense.

6. Different captains shall be appointed or elected at intervals
throughout the season.

7. Any violation of the non-coaching rule Yill be summarily dealt
with by the Athletic Board of Control.3

Although one can properly identify Blanchard's innovative efforts in the
Midwest, it is difficult to ascertain the uniquonesé of the program on the
national level. There is some evidence, in fact, that the concept of non-coaching
as well as most of his other basic ideas emanated from Eastern sources.

Blanchard's roots lay within a long tradition of Eastern influence. His
liberal arts education at Bates College, his participation in the 1912 Qlympics,
and much of his early work on the East Coast demonstrate his grounding within
New England environment. This Eastern environment had provided many of the norms
for athletic organization during the first third of the twentieth century. More-
over, one can ascertain a similarity between the proposals offered by Blanchard
in Detroit and those offered at fhe same time by Frederick Rand Rogers in New
York State. For example, in regard to proposals to abolish competition in state
tournaments, Rogers argued that “championships elevate the score above the
game . . . A city championship may be innocuous~-the gains ﬁay even outweigh the
losses, a league championship may do more good than harm, but a state champion-
ship among schoolboys always tends to be destructive,"32 Blanchard echoed these
words urging that only as "championships are less stressed" could the coach ful-
£111 "his responsibility in meeting the progress of a game as well as during the
practice periods preceding 1,133 Both men led their respective areas to withdraw
from state and national competit:lon.34

Furthermore, the non-coaching rule proposed by Blanchard was very similar to
the rules offered by Rogers qu adopted by the New York State Basketball Committee
in January of 1928, tﬁougﬁ the New York program at first dealt only with tourna-
ment games while the Detroit plan pointed to league comphtition.35 Pogsibly the

11
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ideas for non-coaching developed through mutual inter-relationship since both were
active in regional and national professional orsunizationa.36 Delineating the
individual who deserves the credit for originating the proposal, though aiguifi-
cant, is not vital to an investigation of the non~-coaching program in Detroit.,
For within that city sources agree that responsibility for its development rested
upon Vaughn Blanchard.37 | ‘

On December 5, 1927, Blanchard announced the d.aplementation of the non~
coaching rule for the league basketball season that year. Only a month had
transpired betwéén the time when he had proposed the program to the athletic
council, composed of principals and athletic directors, and when they had accepted
1:.38 Such hasty implementation of the program fostered two major problems.
Crucial was the lack of sufficient time to conclude any research on the program
before implementing it. The committee had authorized ome trial of the rule
during one practice game. Yet, there is no indication that any intensive research T
had occurred,3? And according to some coaches the principals and ath@gtic} -
comnittee of the administration had thrust the program upon the athletic teams.. =
without consulting the coacheq.4° The committee also had not sought the approval -
of the Board of Education.’l | |

But perhaps a greater problem arSBe when the athletic adminigtration faiied
to convey to the media or the general public the educational purposes and out-
comes des;red from such a program. The news articles which appeared about the
new program reported only that the playe:s were to coach themselves during the
games.%2 This left considerabla leeway for speculation wh_i\éh..‘ later emerged that
the program was failing to teach the students how to play sports. Yet, according
to the proponents of the rule, the Detroit athletic counc;i had empioyed the
program to teacﬁ values of independent thought and leadership to participants.

In other words, the focus of this group of reformers was not on improving the

calibre of sports play itself, but rather on inducing values which were indirectly
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related to sport patt:lc:lpétion. Yet, ftoﬁ' the point of view of the coach or the
person outside’ the school system this aspect of the program was hardly understood.
Nevertheless, there is some indication that the athletic council did attempt to
point out their objectives to some students through student seminars.43

In January of 1928 the Detroit athletic teams embarked upon the non-coaching
program. The press at first treated it as a novelty, and when reporting the
games they continually emphasized that the schools were trying the program on an
experimental bas:!.s.M Then, after only two months of play under the non-coaching
rule,' Harvey Barcus, a sports editor for The Detroit News, unleashed the first
public attack against the regulation. Following the city's high school champion~
ship game Barcus laced his reporting of the events of the game with caustic
Statements regarding the efficacy of the program:

When Hamtramck's lead began’to dwindle the team captain, Walter

Piekaxski, became excited. He screamed instructions to his

Players across the court and rushed wildly around the floor,

unable himself to stem the tide. A leavening hand at this time,

that of the coach, might have staved off defeat for Ramtramck.45

Yet, this initial detraction did not affect the implementation of the program.
Blanchard reported that spring that the new plan of allowing "no adult inter-
4 '_f_‘_??_‘i_??? during the progress of inter-school games" had becoﬁ v"'a f.ixod policy.”"
He coﬁcluded his report by asserting that the soundness of the educatiomal
philosophy back of this plan had been amply proven. "Games have been fully as
interesting and the sld.il displayed has been closely on a par with that of other
yeaxs when the coach was the moving spirit. There has been noticeable growth
smong the players in initiative and leadership."46 In keeping with this positive
attitude the athletic committee decided to include football in the non-coaching
program for the following year.47 Moreover, surrounding commumnities after seeing
it in operation began to copy the program and initiate it within their own
institutions.48 |

Throughout the following year overt controversy about the program was minimal
as it went into operation in both cportl m city's newspapers carried various
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news items about high school competition, but made few comments regarding the
non-coaching policy. Yet, criticism from the ranks of the éoaches was real and
was of such intensity that Blanchard published a defense of the program in the

American Physical Education Review during 1929, Complicating an understanding of

the coaches' feelings about the program was the conflict which existed between
many of them and Blanchard. From the timé that he had ascended to an adminis~
trative position, Blanchard had remained isolated and aloof from the coaches in
the schools. His contempt for some of these men surfaced in his article in the
Review. "In attempting to refute some of the arguments against this new venture
throxigh the medium of this same daily newspaper the futility of it forced itself
on me. It was merely my personal opinion and my personal viewpoint against that
of two or three coaches who had been interviewed and had a preconceived hatred of
the plan as I have had a preconceived conviction that it was fundamentally
right,"49

The following year the seething dissatisfaction with the non-coaching program
erupted ﬁ;to public view. Opponents of the plan seized with delight the newé that
a similar program had failed in one of the most prestigious areas of athletic
participation, the Ivy League. In 1930, both Harvard and Yale decided to drop
their experiment of non-coaching during baseball games, after the students had
demanded a return to "regular" coaching techn:l.ques.so

By 1931, most coaches, athletic directors and many principals opposed the
Program. Moreover, coaches had learned to sidestep full implementation of the
gsystem by employing auxiliary captains who would relay signals to the team from
the coach during the games. Most coaches were highly dissatisfied with the non;
coaching rule. Although Blanchard had had his way by taking Detroit out of
national competition and by eliminating some of the competitive inter-school
programs below the high school level, it was evident that in this situation he
was not meeting with success. Whereas in the other programs he had received con-
siderable support from various coaches, the non-coaching rule had no support on the

i
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grass roots level,>l

Barcus accelerated his barrage of propaganda against Blanchard and the
program, climaxing his campaign early in May of 1931 when the Board of Education
met to consider the merits of the non-coaching rule. On May 10, Barcus swung out
at Blanchard in striking headlines in The Detroit News. The aggressive sports-
writer had conducted a secret survey among coaches and players which produced
devastating results. Out of 104 athletic directors, coaches and players in the
Detroit School League who responded to his poll, seventy-seven per cent urged
immediate repeal of the non-coaching program, while another tem per ceant suggested
that it needed modification.”? Such a report did much to counteract the statis-
tics vhich Blanchard had used siace 1929 when he had published his data in the
American Physical Education Review suggesting wide support for the program,
especially among playere.53 - '

The next issue of the News again carried a stern editorial dencuncing the’
prog::am.54 Thus, when the Board of Education met on May 12, the decision was
never in doubt as the members unanimously voted to rescind the non-coaching rule.
Although the Board had never approved the program officially, since Blanchard had
,implemented :I.t through adminiattativo ﬂ.at, the opposition forcoe had aough

authoritative means to strike it from the athletic doportnent'o gu:l.donnos.ss "

Barcus was exultant the following day as once more he decried tlhe non~
coaching plan in headlines. Quoting one board member's recommendation to cancel
the program, the newspaperman reported, "The rule . . . has been given a fair
trial. It has unquestionsbly been a failure, "6

The Detroit Free Press which had previoualy remained aloof fron the arg-umnt
over the program was similarly unrestrained as it reported that the "action of
the board will be greeted with enthusiasa by coaches and phyoro anke " The
paper also noted the deep resentment which had accrued ago:l.nat the propoul by
pointing lut that the decision was umanimous and that ":l.ncludod in tho motion vas |

the request that thcnevrul;l.ng-md.foro;x‘yoau "5_7
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Thus, the non-coaching experiment in Detroit came to a decisive end on May
12, 1931. Although Blanchard had become embittered over the conflict between him-
self and opposing forces, he turned to other'matters of academic interest in
physical education. After that point, there is no mention of the non-coaching
idea in any of his writings or speeches even though the intent of the concept
lived on in his efforts to make the student responsible for his own learning in
various other academic situations.58
Conclusion

During the early decades of this century there was a dramatic shift in
policy from educational sports as a forum for non-risk individual participation
to team and coach centered endeavors where ap emphasis on winning existed. That
shift merely reflected an identical transition in the socialization of citizens
in the United States. For with the end of American inmocence in a social and
political sense, soclety itself became much more structure:d and organized for
efficiency during the 1920's and 1930's. | '

The attempt to implement the non-coaching rule in Detroit in the late 1920's
demonstrates the efforts of certain reformers to counter that structure and turn
athletic events back to the students. The program failed in Detroit because the -
“public at large, the playe;s, andespecially t—he coacheawere ;ot. prepared for
such an innovative concept. Also detrimental was Blanchard's inability to
communicate to the athletic consumers the rationale and means for implementing
the program. In this instance the press played a majoi role in establishing
educational policy. Had that plan worked so that students would have entered
the maingtream of decie:lon-makigg by controuﬁ“g" their own affairs, the opposite
of what was taking place in the wider culture, it would have indicated that the
program of inter-school athletics was not a social agent transmitting cultural
values, but was actually averse to much of the business-oriented cultura surround-

ing it. Yet, the program was rejected, indicating in this instance, that inter-
scholastic athletics was not an institution in and of itself but an integration
of the whole of the culture.
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Footnotes

1often when examining the changes engendered in American society historians
place great emphasis upon the Rooseveltian era. Although that analysis has merit,
perhaps a more precise description is given by those who have probed the ante~
cedents of changes that occurred in the 1930's. Helpful is Joseph Huthmacher's
incisive study of lMassachusetts People and Politics, 1919~1933 (Cambridge, 1959)
and Clarke Chambers, Seedtime of Reform (Minneapolis, 1963). For an examination
of the precedents for these changes in physical education and sport see Frederick
Rand Rogers, The Puture of Interscholastic Athletics. (New York, 1929).

2For an examination of such historical precedents see Ellen Gerber, Innovators
and Institutions in Physical Education (Philadelphia, 1971), "Introduction™;
Deobold VanDalen and Bruce Bennett, World History of Physical Education
(Englewood Cliffs, 1971), 3-187; Delbert Oberteuffer, Man In Function, Man In
Total (Columbus, 1966), "Part 1"; all these authors, however, do point out the
holistic approach to physical activity during the Golden Age of Greece.

3Peter lcIntosh, Physical Education in England (London, 1968), 32; see also

Celeste Ulrich, The Social Matrix of Physical Education (Englewood Cliffs, 1968),
118ff.

4Ch&rles A. Bucher, Foundations of Physical Eaucation (st. Louis, 1968), 331.

SChalmer G. Hixson, The Administration of Interscholastic Aéhletics iﬁéw tork,
1967), 3ff; Frederick Rand Rogers, The Future of Interscholastic Athletics (New
York, 1929), 10ff. ;

6Hixson, 11ff. Leonard Larson, "Why Sports Participation,”" Journal of
Health, Physical Education and Recreation, XXXV (January, 1964), 36-38 traces
this view to the present day. In 1918, the National Educational Association set
forth the "Cardinal Principles of Secondary Education" which emphasized the
democratic values of participation in physical activity and advocated their
integration into the total enviromment.

71“. his comparative study of physical activity in England and the United
‘States, Howard Savage makes this point quite explicit; Howard Savage, Games and

Sports in British Schools and Universities (New York, 1927), 36ff.

8McIntosh. 60ff; see also John Behee, Fielding Yost's Legacy (Ann Arbor, 1971)
for an enlightening study of the emergence of the coach as an institutional person
during this era.

9Howard Savage authored geveral of the Carnegie Reports including American
College Athletics (New York, 1929) and Current Devel nts in American College
Sport (New York, 1931). For an examination of the retrenchment in the women's
areas see Marguerite Schwarz, "The Athletic Federation of College Women," Journal
of Health and Physical Education, VII (May 1936), 345~346 and Mabel Lee, "The
Case For and Against Intercollegiate Athletics for Womenm and the Situation Since
1923," Research Quarterly, II (May 1931), 93. A general overview of the problem
is given in Arthur Weston, The Ma of American Physical Education (New York,

1962), 83~87 and 278-281. Frederick Rand Rogers, The Amateur Spirit in Scholas-
tic Games and Sports (Albany, 1929), 101£f.

IQRichard Swanson, "History of Physical Education in the Detroit Public
Schools,” (Unpublished Master's Thesis, Wayne State University, 1964), 94; also

the Detroit Board of Education, Annual Report of the Board of Pducation (Detroit,

1915£f) yields a continuous summary.
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llpetrois Board of Education, Annual Report of the Board of Education for
the Year Ending June 30, 1922 (Detroit, 1922), 46£f; also see Swanson's
"history o e 95 for a detailed delineation of that early development,

uSwanson s 59.
135ee below 30-32 and 41.
14The Detroit News, February 1929, 8.

lsThe Detroit News, May 26, 1954, 14; Blanchard reached the pinnacle of
athletic prominence through track, a sport which required individual initiative
rather than a team or coach prompted initiative. Although no one has developed
the thesis, it seems evident that many of the reformers of athletics have
participated in such individual sports such as track rather than football or
bagketball; cf. Jack Scott, The Athletic Revolution (New York, 1971).

16The Detrotit Mews, June 20, 1946, 16.

17"1935 Honor Amﬁfd Fellows," Journal of Health and Physical Education, VI

(November, 1935), 24,
18The Detroit News, May 26, 1954, 14.

19The Detroit News, December 1, 1969, D. 7.

2o'l‘he Detroit News, February 17, 1929, 8.

21Detroit Free Press, January 10, 1929.

2zThe period between 1930 and 1935 was the most productive for Blanchard as
he produced fifteen published articles during that time span. ’

23"Deans Make Blanchard Health Education Chief," The Detroit Collegian,
October 11, 1933, 1; the Detroit Board of Education operated Wayne University
during this period. The promotion, though real, appears to-have served as a
money saving maneuver by the Board since the system was in degperate financial
difficulty during the Depression. Cf. Swanson, 88.

2411935 Honor . . .," 24.

sthe Detroit News, June 20, 1946, 16. V N

26The Detroit News, July 7, 1954, 26.

27Detroit Free Press, June 14, 1931, 4.

288wanaon, 94,

29The Detroit News, September 1, 1929, 4.

. 3°Evident1y Richard Swanson in the work previously cited felt that Loren
Post as Blanchard's superior deserved credit. Yet, contemporary sources are
quite explicit that Blanchard himself developed and proposed the project in
Detroit; cf. The Detroit News, February 17, 1929; Walter Draper, "Intraschool
Versus Interschool Athletics" (Unpublished Master's Thesis, University of
Detroit, 1931, Appendix A, np.; also see below 41.)
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31"Regulations Relative to the Non-Coaching Rule," Metropolitan High and
Intermediate Schools Athletic Manual, 1929-1930 (Detroit, 1930), 23.

32Freder1ck Rand Rogers, "State Championships Abolished," American Physical
Education Review, XXXIV (February 1929), 133.

33Draper, op. cit.
34"1935 Honmor . . .," 24; Rogers, "State Championships . . .," 132.

35"Rules Adopted by the State Basketball Committee for the Administration of

General Regulation N. 1," Pliysical Education Bulletin, IX (January 1928), 7; "Dr.
Frederick Rand Rogers Resigns," New York State Education, XVIII (June 1931), 983.

36“1935 Honor . . .," 28; the early periods of their administrative careers
are strangely parallel. Rogers: 1926-1928, Chief of Physical Education Bureau
in New York State; 1928-1931, Director of Health and Physical Education, New York
State Education Department; 1931-1935, Dean of Student Health and Physical
Education in Boston University. Blanchard: 1926-1929, Supervisor of Athletics,
Detroit City Schools; 1929-1933, Director of Health Education, Detroit -y
Schools; 1933-1945, the duties of Director of Athletics, Wayne Universi.,, added .
to Supervisory position.

37Persona1 interview, Sam Bishop, November 26, 1971; personal interview,
Ken Bortlz, November 26, 1971; personal interview, Seymour Brown, December 28,
1971; personal interview, George Meade, November 22, 1971. These coaches and
officials who were active during that era asserted that the non-coaching program
was completely Blanchard's idea.

38The first official notation of the program occurred in the Metropolitan
Detroit High and Intermediate Schools Athletic Manual 1928-1929 (Detroit, 1928),
22 one year after it had been in force; personal interviews listed in note 41.

39Pereona1 interview, Sam Bishop. The Northwestern High School team which
Mr. Bishop coached participated in that experiment,

40g5ee pelow 41.

41There is no record in the Board of Education Minutes of such a proposal
ever coming before the Board, although according to Dr. Robert Luby, the present
Supervisor of Health Education for the Detroit Schools, that gituation was normal
since matters of this nature were usually managed on a departmental level.

“2c¢. The Detroit News, Jamuary 1, 1928, 4; March 10, 1928, 10.

43Persana1 interview, George Meade; Meade served as an assistant to Blanchard
during this period. :
4l.‘The Detroit News, January 1, 1928, 4; March 10, 1928, 10.

45The Detroit News, March 10, 1928, 10.

46Detro:lt: Board of Education, Annual Report of the Board of Education for the

Year Ending June 30, 1928 (Detroit, 1928), 46.

47'1‘he coaches who were interviewed felt that the non~coaching rule in regard
to football was more difficult to live with than in basketball since in the former
sport there were more players and a multiplicity of plays and stratagems,
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48The Detroit News, January 1, 1929, 21; The Detroit NEWB, March 12, 1929, 29.

49Vaughn Blanchard, "The Argument For a Continuance of Detroit's Newly
Adopted Policy of aneAdult Interference at Athletic Contests," American Physical
Education Review, XXXIV (January 1929), 45; Seymour Brown, a coach and athletic
director at Northeastern High School during the Blanchard administration,
indicates that there was a distinct division between Blanchard who was regarded
as an Eastern outsider and most other coaches who were local graduates of Michigan
Normal, personal interview, Seymour Brown, December 28, 1971.

50,

The Detroit News, January 25, 1931, 4,2.

510£ the persons interviewed for this paper, all were in agreement that no
coaches supported the project. Moreover, the coaches themselves indicated that
they found it rather easy and expedient to cheat on the system through the use of
auxiliary captains. Although the regulations had stipuluted that all members of
a squad should be playing members, most coaches used a non-playing student mana-
ger to relay their wishes through pre-determined signals during the game.

21he Detroit News, May 10, 1931, 3.

ssnlanChard’ "The Arg\ment o o o’" 45.

4The Detroit News, May 11, 1931, 21.

5S'Ihe Detroit News, May 13, 25; Proceedings of the Board of Bducation.netroit,
1930-1931 (May 12, 1931), 721.

56Ib:ld.

57Detroit Free Press, May 13, 1931, 2, 9.

5883e Vaughn Blanchard and L.B. Collins, Modern Physical Pducation Programs
for Boys and Girls (New York, 1940) and Vaughn Blanchard, WHallmarks of
Democracy in Health and Physical Education,” Ohio:Schools’ (February-1941) for
examples of how he felt the teacher must turn part of the educational enterprise
over to the students; also see Randall D. Warden, "By Way of Disputing the Value
of Present Trends in Physical Education,” Mind and Body, XXXX (September-October,
1933), 109ff. for a representative opinion of one who disagreed with Blanchard's
ideas on progressive education in physical education.
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Bibliographic Essay

A considerable amount of biographical information regarding Vaughn Blanchard
is contained in various news items and biographical sketches found in The Detroit
News and the Detroit Free Press. Yet, the researcher has been unable to discover
any significant core of his personal papers. No correspondence or not:at::l.one from
his office at the Detroit Public Schools are in existence. Nevertheless, the
tremendous amount of written articles which he produced during the period of this
study does reveal, to some degree, the public aspects of his life. For a general

survey of his educational philosophy see Veughn Blanchard, Health, Physical

Education and Athletics (The Board of Education of the City of Detroit, 1954) and

Vaughn Blanchard and L. B. Collins, A Modern Physical Education Program for Boys
and Girls (New York, 1940). |

For a more particular example of his views duti:ig this period see Vaughn
Blanchard, "Guiding Principles in Teacher Training," American Physical Education
Research Quarterly, III (May 1932), 81, in vhich he argues that the teacher
t:raiﬁd;hg college must produce physical educators and not coaches. His view that

athletics are an integral part of education is expressed in "Athletic Competition

" Suggestion," American Physical Education Review, XXXIII (May 1928), 340. Three

revealing articles appeared in 1931 4n the ﬁet:ro:lt: Educat:lonal Bﬁllet:in: "‘I'he
Minor Sport Takes Its Place With the Major Sport," XIV (Pebruary 1931). 7;
“Intraschool and Interschool Athletics," XIV (March 1931), 7; "Sport:simnship,"
XIV (April 1931), 11. Of primary importance to this paper is his useful article
"The Argument for a Continuance of Detroit's Newly Adopted Policy of Non-Adult
Interference at Athletic Contests," American Physical Education Review, XXXIV
(January 1929), 42.. With regard to the non-coaching rule, personal interviews
with the following coaches and officlals who were prominent during that era were
revealing: Sam Bishop, George Meade, Ken Bortle and Seymour Brown.

A firm perception of the operation of at:hletice and physical education

within the city school system is readily obtained from the At:hlet:lc_!hnuai!.e




published by the department each year. The relationship of athletics to the
total educational picture‘can be obtained in the various Annual Reports of the
Board of Education, as well as by the monograph written by Blanchard cited
pPreviously. Although erropeous when analyzing the noﬁ—coachins program, Richard
Swanson, "History of Physical Education in the Detroit Public Schools"
(Unpublished Master's Thesis), Vayne State University, 1964) is helpful in
providing an overview of the program of that particular school system.

The work and perspective of Frederick Rand Rogers is portrayed in ''1935
Honor Award Fellows,' qournal of Health and Physical Education, VI (November 1935),
24; a more detailed account of his views during that era is contained in his

contemporary monographs of 1929. The Amateur Spirit In Scholastic Games and

Sports (Albany, 1929) expresses Rogers' version of placing the "game back into
the hands of the players,” while The Future of Interscholastic Athletics (New

York, 1929) is an attempt to point out the pitfalls and posgsibilities of inter~
scholastic athletics. Furthermore, when researching any aspect of athletica
during the period described in this paper any of the Carmegie Foundation Studies
by Howard Savage are useful., Especially relevant are American College Athletics
(New York, 1929) and Current Developments 1# American College Sport (New York,

- 1931). Although the focus in Savage's work is upon college athletics, his

indictment covers all sports Programs.
Numerous general works in thé field have gome value in providing background
information. The most helpful of these are Chalmer G. Hixgon, The Administration

of Interscholastic Athletics (New York, 1967) and Deobold Van Dalen and Bruce

Bennett, World Bistory of Physical Education (Englewood Cliffs, 1971). Arthur
Weston, The Making of American Physical Education (New York, 1962) points to

numerous source materials as does Ellen Gerber, Innovators snd Institutions in

Physicel Education (Philadelphia, 1971). Most other general works, however, are

of little value for specific reference.
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