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PREFACE

The P}ogram for Lducational Opportunity is a -
university-based institute designed tv a%sist school
districts in the process of desegregation based on
race, national origin, and sex. The Program, based
at The University of Michigan, was established by the
U.S. Office of Education pyrsuant to Title IV of the
1964 Civil Rights Act.

- Bésides providing in-district services on request
and without charge to public .schools in Michigan, the
Pgogram annually conducts a series of conferences.

Several conferences were held during the Winter
and Spring of 1974-75 covering topics of critical
importance tg school board members, administrators,
teachers, sfédents, and community.

, © . Papers from these conferences are incorporated-
1nto two sets of proceedings entitled:

"/ The Supreme Court and Due Process in School

- Discipline :

. i

Equal Educational Opportunity in High School .

- Athletics: Eliminating Discrimination Based on
Race and Sex. "
ol .

To the consultants from professional assoclations,
governmental agencies, university communities, and
practicing educators angd attorneys, the Program expres-

*ses its appreciation for their sharing of experience
and dedication to the proposition pf‘equal.edecational
opportunity. . . .

Special appreciation 1s due Dr. Wilbur Cohen, Dean
of the School of Education,.for his continuing interest
~and support of the Pro%ram. -

) Finally, contributions of the individuals respon-
. sible*Tor the planningsand ‘coordinating of the confer-
ences and these proceedings are acknowlédged.

CONFERENCE COORDINATORS:

' Charles D. Moody, Sr. I
s Charles B. Vergon

- ‘..‘}
RESEARCH AND' EVALUATION:
"+ Judith Hale

v

EDITORIAL ASSISTANCE: "
Janis Bugtler Holm . ¢

.
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which Americans learn fggr play and all the virtues
necded to gpsure the contipuatien of dur-democratic
principles.” Upon clo%e examination, however, we find . .
athletics to be an arca where the denial of opportunity

15 cver present--denial of opportunity bd>od on race,

sexy

Swenk-Juttle, 1974, p. 130-33) poiats: out the racigd
prejudice experienceds by Black athletes through the »
years at Michigan. In thelentire history of Michigan
bdsehdll from the 1880's to 197X, only seven Black B

athl

lettered 1n football at Michigan through 1949. Theére

were

. hockey "Had none through |
tennl¢ two fond 1n 1928 and onc 1n 1934), swimming one. ' |
Baskethdll was the last of the major sports to open up

tO

to see a Black cheerleade®at an integrated school.

leve
high
News

BTack Cage leam--Class D Power Mirvtors Problems of

Soc

the €overt bashetbal]l team was lookhing for games to

play

greatly out of balance. Lllen heber, 1n "God Bless ,
You,
points out the d1¥cTepuncics: *Unnersity of California, .
Berheley-=-men's budget $2.1 million, women's $50,000;

[ugson ngh--bk ,000_tor bovs, about $1,000 for girls;
Shorewbod School Dl\t'ltt in Mplaaukee?-820,0000 for ’

hovs,
washes are not requirements for men's teams, byt
female athl'etes frequently aré forced to use such fund:
“raiscys to make enough money for therr uniforms, cquip-
ment,

car

#Charles B, 'Woodv sr. is the Director for the hrogram

for

s - ) N

INTRODUCTION

“CHarles D. Moodv, Sr.*4

’
.

Athletics have long been considered the méans by ¢

and national origin.« -
John Behee's Hail to the- \1ct01\, {\drian, MI:

‘ 4

etes 1eceived letters; only 'sin Black athletes -«

five Black wrestlexs at Michigan through 1922, .
972, gymnastics one, golf none,

de\ dt Michigan, Ungzil the 1960's, it was rare

'Tho>0 data retlect the.si1tuation at the college =

L. The same kinds ot things are happehiig at the - -
school level. Note the h01d1Ln0\ 1n the Detroat

of January 22, 1974 "WoaoOI Schedule Plagucs

"

ety Because their1” league- had heen dissolved,

--everyvone had found a new league but trhem., ™ * | .
.lhe budgets for men's and women's sports have been

Title IV (Women's Sports, September LOT4, p. 36-7),

$4,000 for girls. Bake gales, candy sales, and .

or travel. Are these examples of fair plav®

d
.

.

IdULHtlondkrmpDO!tUWlt) 10 Ann Arbor, Michigan.
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. The tnequality“of opportunities for males and .
females 1s now being madch public. TitTe IX has caused
many coaches and athletic directors .pain, for what was .
assumed "to be the way things should be has proved not
only morally wrongtbut also 1llcgal. ° .

. The following proceedings arec from a conference on
Equal Educatiopal Opportunity 1in Highggchool Athletics
sponsored by the Program for Educatio %1 Opportunity.
The thTee general areas covered in these proceedings
are: 1) purposes and values of high school athletics,

2) the necd for a definition of-cquality, and 3) the
legal basis ‘for athletics and®cyolviny definltions of™
equality. "Specific articles 1nclude: ‘"The Qrganizhtion
and Legal Basis for Athlefics,” "Racial Segregation in
High School Athletics,'" and "Sex Discrimination i1n High
Schood\AtHleticy: Constjtutional Remedies." [If the
purposes and valueds of high school athletics arc what

* we declare, them- to be, we had betYer Ray close httén-
tion -to the 1deas and conceptss advanceéd in these papers.
We hope the excerpts from the federal and state con-
stitutions, tho,lamg\and'regdlﬂtxons,'and the bibliog-
raphies 1included 1n the Appendices will prove helpful

to readexs as they moye forward in their attempt to '
make equal ecducatiofal opportunity in"high schooi
athletics 4 reality for ald our studemts.
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,REMkékS ON THE‘PURPOSE'A\D VALUE OF, ot
- HIGH SCHOOL ATHLETICS
: Joan E. Warrington*

- . 4

-

It hasgbeen said about leadership that one of the

problems in toda¥'s society is that the leader cannot
be sure whether people are following or chasing. I

* suspect. that each admlnlstratqr,,athletlc director,

sdeny -the problems which have resulted from that impact,

~

ki

A

v

‘School Athletic Association has been sponsoring State’

and coach experiences both aspects of this phenomenon

-

during  his/her everyday involvement with the high school

athletic program. . . .

. -1 think 1t" 1s worthwhile {o discuss the problenms
of girls' sports programs. [-believe that the mush-
rooming of the girls' program has caused each one of

us to reassess our positions as’ léaders, followers, and’

pursuers. . )
[ believe that no one can challenge the fact

‘that the girls' demand fer equal opportunity in ath-

letics has had a significant impact on programs, both
dt the high school and college level. No one would

The fact 1s that the demand for programs in girls'
athletics hds. caused every -organization and every
individual to betome accountable for existing programs
and to consider equality in the addition of new ones..

- Philosophically, 1f we believe that some good

comes out of everything, then we must believe that a
great deal of good is developing from the concept of
equal opportunity for girls and women in athletics. .
¥hile most of us wish we could dismiss the problems,
we should accept that all of us who are involved in
athlefics have been forced to stop and take a look at,
the changing scene. We have been asked to review our
vadues and to defirde the problems, Actually the“def-
inition of problems™1s the first step 1n seeking sol-
utions. In the three years that the Michigan, High

Tournaments for girls, the problems have emerged for

identification, and the solutions are now being sought.

Probably the most often repeated statement among

. Women who are involved in athletic programs¢ is that

o

O

girls want equal opportunity in athletics, but they
do not want to make the same mistakes that ,the bo%i

<

*Joan E. Warrington is the Assistant Diregtor of the
Michigan High SchHool Athletic Association.
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* come an increasingly signifigant fact©

i .
hawe made. Without dwelling on the problems as they
exist at present, let me reiterate a few of the as-

pects_of the boys' program as viewed from the criti-

cal public eye.. . : - e
College coaches will state that one of the most

-

_distasteful parts of a college coaching job is th

awarding of scholarships and the attendant recruiting
pressures. In vying for the outstanding high school
graduates, the mention of athletic scholarships 1in-
.troduces the whole can of wormsg including the pres-
sures of winning, of hiring” the¥best ayailable coach-
es, of securing the most talented athletes, of main-
taining eligibility standards,”of financing ever-ex-
panding programs, and running spring practices, sum-
mer practices, ‘and specialized summer camps, all de-
signed to "keep up with the Joneses” in coaching.

In addjtion to the pressures within the college
or high school setting, our athletes, boys and girls,
have opportunities for extensive outside competition.
Ip many instances our high school athletes make dif-
*1lcult choices between the appeal of'playing a large

¢

a

number of contests in interstate and .nternational *~

competition, and that of representgpg a high school

in the State Tournament competition. o

-—_ The competition for fh#& spectatgirpolbar has be-
1 in tﬂfustress

on producing winning teams. For<instance, in’ the

second week in MaTch, the general public had a choice

between watching girls' and boys' gymmastics, the

““Boys' State Swim Meet, the Regional Hockey Tournament,

the Final Wrestling Tournament, and Boys' Regional
Basketball. These activities wgre all taking place

in addition to the heavy professional schedule of the
Detroit basketball and hockey teams, npt to mention
he tournaments sponSored by the many outside agencies
ET the State. - =

The expansion of professional athletics cannot-

go unmentioned in its relationship to direct*and in-
direct influence?® on high school and college programs.
The exploitation of professional athlgtes by money-
making groups has been instrumental in changing the

\\.

attitudes of highly skilled athletes and the Values of *
prospective professional athletes who dream about sign-

ing large professional contracts. A

N Coaches' - salaries have become items for bitter
debate on_the agenda of professional collective bar-
gaining teape. The issues-gnvolve equity between men
ankd women, giiween coaches and assistant coaches, and
between coachbs of team and individual sports.

The battle over facilities has become an endless
exercise in frustration.as men and gomen coaches seek
equal time in & facility which must be shared with
junior high peams,* recreation teams, sentor citizens,

‘and ethér community prqgrams.

N
A&

5
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Girls fought and won the battle to compete on
boys' teams, and the nebulous definition of contact
and non-contact sports became a very pertinent part-
of that decision. Some states have elected to defend
"their rules in a court of law until monies have been
exhausted. Other states have long since waived their
rules on co-ed- competltlon regardless of non-contact
or collision sports.

Concerns about crowd control are mounting in
every administrative group that is charged with the #
responsibility of organizing and running athletic
contests. It is disheartening, to say the least, to,
the administrators, coaches, players, and off1c1als
who are subjected to -the abuse of ill-mannered fans.

In the Michighn High School Athletic, Association,
wé are' fortunate to have an outstanding group of
athletic directors with whom to work. One of our most
enthusiastic and dedicated high school athletic direc-
tors s'tated to me recently.that he was contemplating
tesigning as athletic director. He indicated that, if
he were to make that decision, it wouldn't be the prob-
lems of budget, facilities,-travel, equipment, coaches,
admlnlstrators, or school boards that forced him out;
it would be' the disheartening.job of crowd tontrol
because it was no longer rewarding for him to put on
an athletic contest.

In thre® years in’ the State of Michigan, girls'
programs have gone from zero State Tournaments to
eight State Tournaments in the 1974-75 school year,
with a rninth one to be added in 1975-76., Now that
that rapikd expansion is about to lewvel off women have
a chance to stop, take a deep breath, look around,
and "assess the current situation. Placed in perspec- |
tive alongside thé boys' program, the problems do not
appear to be very different. Perhaps they are not
‘present in the samé magnitude, yet, -but the problems
are-there, nonetheless.

Qualified women coaches are not readily available
to high school athletics. Where coaches ape available,
administrators are hard-pressed to find slots for them
as part of the hlgh school faculty. The'te-are some
women in physical education who are reluctant. to
become ‘involved in high-pressure ceaching 51tuat10ns,

" but. they still maintain teaching positions in the high

schogA Othet women are demand1n§ e%ual time in the
gym d equal salaries ¥et, aside from playing the

sape number of contests as do the boys in a cqyparable
sport, they are still hesitant to spend the rigorous
hzurs in practice or to schedule athletic contests on

ekends or te involve themselves in the dedication
that is fundamental to the coaching profession.

Women's programs are expanding to include the
emploxg;nt of female athletic direcCtors, trainers,
1

-

coache and assistant coaches, but it will take some
time be¥ore the colleges and universities are able.to
keep. pace with the demand for those services.

518'~
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o ¢, When the decision was rendered to allow girls to!
" participate on.boys' teams, there were many people who
.~ ~supported that decision. They believed that highfy
v o "mSki¥lled girls sholld have their opportunity to parti-
- cipaté on boys' teams. Now that that same decision
- : i's, afFecting. the girls' programs din reverse, because
boys{éfe seeking their opportunities to participate
- on-gir}ls' teams, that supportive position has weakened
+ considerably. In the State of Michigan we have already
‘ Lseen,béyﬂs}partic‘jpating on girls' gymnastics and vol-
. _leyball, teams, and it is anticipated that we will see
‘ their influence on girls'-softball; teams this spring.
. ‘ . Tfe, pressure ofe "'keeping up with the Joneses"
—has been expressed in. the expanding number of special-
' ized summer &amp "programs fQr girls. Weé are already
i ~seeing the,bandwagon effect in she brochures which
| advertisesSummer camps in basketball and volleyball.
College:@tholarshjps for athletics are now being
awarded to girls in ever-inCreasing numbers. While
not in the same proportion and in the same number,
there is no.quéstion that the offering of scholarships's
has given impetus~ to recruiting problems in the com-
petition- for thé talented high school athlete. Now
* tKat fhe .lid has.been removed from the can of worms,
.vit seems just a magtter ofﬁtime.before.the Association
for Intercollegiate Athletics for Women will need to
focus itg attention.on the conterts of the can.

" 411 *t¥lese problems must 'be explored, and answers
must beesdught. Jt'would seem that the first respon-
Sibility for all cogcerned is to identify the objec-
tives of the high schqol program and to place these

s objectives in a healthy perspective, one which pro-
' vides equal opportunity for girls and boys. The

Vi determination of those ‘'objéctives will dictate the
direction for a school's athletic program. .
. . Just recently a specially gppointed Sports Seasons
Committee et in the office of the Mjchigan High

B School Athletic Association. The charge.to that
Committee was to study the overall program currently
pffered by the State Association and to-determine the
heed for and the extent of.sports seasons limitation's.

. As ypu know, the State of Michigan has not fung-

, tioned with beginning and ending dates for all sports.

However, the Sports Seasons Committee not only
s .+ recommended: the establishment of beginning and ending
dates for all sports, boys' and girls', but it also

. recommended maximum numbers of contests for each

sport. The recommendations from that Cphmittee.&ill

___ be réviewed by the Representative Council of tHe State

. N Asspciation during its May meeting. In the meantime,

it behooves individual school personnel to review those
recommendations. Already those recommendations that

. appeared in thec.issue of the March Bulletin have pro-

voked muche thinking and questioning among athletic
officials. Many value judgments will be forthcoming
as a result of them. . ' '
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\ Administrators are raising such questions agé" o
Does a 20-game basketball sthedule meet the nredgyof
boys and girls in a school? 1Is there a nged to’ gtab-«
lish beginning and ehding dates? Will a limited max-.
. 1imum schedule in a particular sport cause high”school
students' to seek more extensive competit#n‘with an
utside agency? Should high school students who )
present their schools be restricted from outside*, w2
competition once they have completed théir high school
schedule? Does any agency have a right to regulaté L
the after-school participation of ‘a student? After- LT
sGhool here can encompass the summer or evenings or , A
weekends or after the high school practice is com- -
pleted each day. ) . \
How these questions are answered will be deters T
mined by the stated objectives of that high school . .
-*and by the walues inherent in.the program. -2

. With the, emphasis on équal opportunity, the time _)/:'

e

£ 3
o4

£

is now for school boards and administrators to assume
a definite position on the purpose and yalue\of ath-
letics. In ordex for a compréhensive program #o be
offered to boys and girls equally, and in order for R «
that program to meét the specialized needs of a large
number of studeﬁti;‘ hen a reordering of priorities ‘
is necessary. ¢
. I suggest %o ybu that it is time_forwpersons in "o
. leadership positions to become leaders and to assert -\
thems®lves as such. It wouldi seem that it is tihe to
restore to high school athletid the real values of
competition. As I see them\) these include su€ .
indefinable qualities as pri&g, self-respect, dignity, '
selfi-achievement, thallenge, self-realization, and-
_self-satisfaction. N T
I sincerely believe that hfgh school athletics do
have va place in the educational community. Just as ‘
students dchieve self-expressdion ?ﬁ§OUgh their art,

. music, fine arts, and language programs, some students
need to achieve their, self-expression through athletics.
Each one of us has' gifts and talents which were meant
to be'explored and to be expressed. Fok the highly
skilled athlete, those talents seek thei \expression
through athletic opportunity. Such expression‘should
not be permitted ‘at the expense of every other, phase

- of the development of a young student. It is the
responsibility of leaders to provide that opportunity
for self-expression but to maimtain a perspective that
is not unduly influencéd by pressures of winning, by
lucrative college scholarships, and by the appeal of
professional ‘careers. o, .

. Administrators, directors, coaches, equal oppor-
)} tunity is not found in the bonus baby, the hardship N

N . case, the college scholarship, or the professional
contract. (Equal opportunity is foynd in the guaran- .
. teed right that every individual has to develop fully
as a hugan being, to be given the opportunity to \\\\
AT 7 N
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become/g worthwhile contributing member of society, -
to find for himself or herself the pride in accomplish-
ment and the self-respect that is necessary for each
one of us to not only like ourselves, but to be able
“to live with ourselves.

The privilege of athletic competition is one,
means to that end.

»
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P .. ', THb PURPDSI AND VALUE OF

- HIGH SCHOOL ATHLETICS: 1
e ’ ’ . " Charles R "\ Thomas*
. The suhgect* Iqual Educationil Opportunity in
. High School Athletics ismost tlmely and it is a sub-

ject alg@ur which-little re%l attention has been given
relativesto equal educational opportunity.
e @ A former, I1lino1s "IKigh school athletej and later
"a football plaver and\a track man at the University
of Wisconsin,, I spent e)even years as an assistant
T e varsity high schqol ,coach in football and track at
‘..  YEvanston Township Hixh School in'Lvanston, Illinois.
‘while coaching,, I- ‘aish taught world history, and like
, mwost coaches, I°became an administrator. I am pre=
‘1 sently Superlntendent of Schools 1n North Chicago, ’
’Illlnp1< A®so, T currently serve as the Wisconsin
representathC on a Special Advisory Commission to
, . the Big Tem Athlétic Conference.

T I have 'said all of this because my background in |

. athletics and academics has allowed me to view the
problem of equal educational opportunity penerally
from close range. More important for our purposes
today, my experiences have affogded me the opportuni-

Lty ‘td know, understand, and empathize with mahy of

- the problems today relatlve to equal educational op-

po:tanlt) in high school athletics.

"Before addressing the toglc '"lhe Purposes and

Value of High School Athletics I wish to discuss

two fundamental beliefs which I have relative to .

high school athletics:

§ >

"’The Student Athlete Concept

schooling .is to educate.through the use of meaning-
ful experiences whith prepare studemdts for successful
and productive adult lives. Ilo this end, young peo-
ple who happen to be athletes; 'must see themselves as
Students first, and as athle{e51<CCOMﬁ To think
S otherwise would be to bellevg that we are blgssed
" with eternal youth and that athletics is our 'life
rather than part of our 11 fe. ™ Yexr know as wedl as I-
that many athletes are lousy students because 'they
are_expected to be," and little is demanded in the

.
~

Most of us woﬁ;d agree that the main purpose of

.

*Charles Thomas is Superintendent of North Chicago
Publlc Schools, North Chicago, Illinois. (ﬂ
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way qf acadenic achievement Often the only real de-
mand academically, is that the athlete sta\ e1151ble
and dog¢s not get, 1n1ured >

B
“

2. Mainstreaming the Athlete . )
R Higﬁ schpol.athletics should be viewed as , a vi-,
tal part of the total high school learning experience.
Due to the many myths and actual.stoYies about super-
~stardoh in high school sports, 4t has been: difficurz
. to keep athletics and to-view it in proper perspec-
tive. }Jwhile it is true that some are more-talented,
those alpnted few should not be set apart from the
_other studénts by preferential treatment. Rather,
high school athletes must remain a part, of the stud- .
’ ent body and-.be treated as such.- academitcally and
socially. Athletic heroes are just that, "Athletic
Heroes. what is more 1mportant is "that the athletic
hero today is able 'to survive as an ordlnary citiZen
tomorrow. The athlete must become arfd remain in ‘the
mainstream of .the high school society. .. ‘ o
Now, some comments on -the purposes and values of
high school athletics. [he purpoxes dnd vaIues fal
under ‘several headlngs .

- . -

1. oPducatlonaT - Athletics are often an
. extemtion of clgssroom dctivities.

» . For some it is the cata 1gst that Keep
students in school. The lessons for
life which are lehrned are many *and
rvaried. The 5portsmansh1p~and the

** recognition of the value of teamwork
and the worth of the individual haye -
done much: to hreak down myths about %
race and culture. ‘

2. Health A properly administered prg\\am .
not only js good for the body condition-
ing, but teaches gdod health hablts
<3. Economic - For many high school youngsters,
athletics is really a means to an end. It
S is the ticket to a college education. “The
utilitarian value must be recognized and -
. accepted. As long as athlétics is used as
- - a means to an end and is not an end in it-
.self, the economic value is a gbod one~ang

. bhould be highly valued. In this sense it
has prov1de§ an avehue to upward mobility to
many disadvantaged youngsters..

. -4
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As 6ne who has been an athlete, a coach, and.an
educational administrator, I believe that athletics
in high school is‘important as a part of the total
schood program.- We as educators must be careful that
those who participate are™ot exploited.by the insti~  *.
tution and that through participation the educatipnal

. - ) '
précdss contlnue:; $o the student is the benefactor, a
noty the victim. o T
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T.H#URPOSE AND VALUE OF HIGH SCHOOL ATHLETICS. 11
‘ Jéhn K. C'optCn* ) : o :
There is dn inherent difficulty in assessing the
8 values of athletics. Tradi'tignally, athletics have
been a universal- form of-involvement in which people
. participate but seldpm spel} out the meaning and sig- .
nificance of the experience. The purpose of this
paper is not to defend the role of educational sportse. *
in our secondary school curriculum, but rather to do
_a little positive dissecting and evaldation of what I
believe is. a healthy organism without applying the
scalpel to the jugular -vein. .. . : .

.

For those who believe, no explénation is necessary. .
- For those who do'not believe, no explanation is
possible. e b .
. ~ [ favor exposing youn§ people to situations
- . tha®™ require the highest.performance on a regular.
basis. > - )
While athletics are a manufactyred environ-
qnent, there comes that moment when u are face
to face with doing. That moment--pecrhap§ a frac-
- tion of a second--when you either do or you
N don't. ~--Justice Byron Whizzer White.

. .} Hopefully, there'is a .common threé& that will
bind these quotations jnto a meaningful theme. I do
believe in the values of athletics. Like Justice

. White, 'I believe the role of athletics is unique in ) ¢

. our school program because it provides armanufactured

) environment, a subculture, where students are challenged
to either do or don't--a face-to-face confrontation-- .
“ one-on-one situation. The student who elects to ’
cbmpete in athletics agrees to go:
one on one with the coach,, .,
one on one with the rules of the ‘game,
one on one with training rules, ’ -

> one& on one with his opponent, and .
one on one with_himself. - - ‘

~

(7o IR~ N I S I
o e, 8 s

ebﬁe on One with theNCoacﬁ

Coaches coﬁé in all si%ss, shapesl énd philos-. 7

Yot 4w . . g

3

" *John K. Cotton is the Director of Physical Education
*and Athletics, Farmingtom Public Schools, and President
of the Michigam High School Athletic Association. -
e j ‘ . . .

o 13 25 g .
ERIC » -

s ¢

-t




LRIC

.

N ?

ophie&. A student athlete Soon realizes that, in the
highly charged emotlonal arena Qf competltlon, the

coach .is the coach! ' The student must learn to react
and cope with him.

One an One thh the Rules of the Game

In th1s manufactured env1ronment athletics is a
discipline where you succeed beanSezdf built-in fair-
ness. Sports are quick to outlaw any unfairness that
can be controlled by a rule:

The rules spell out how many shall compete for how
long on what size field, court, or course. .

In what other educational endeavor dg we give
evé?y one an equal number of 'at bats"?

Or starting from a scratch line?

_ Or’ equal distances to run?
Or the same number of downs?
Or the same number of serves?. ‘.

v

4

One on One with ¥raining Rules ' ;2/

¢ Y . .
.This is the area where «coaches preach the doctrine

_ of "paying the price." The establishing of reasonabile

rules of conduct and training does not mean gapitulation
from "paying the, price." You cannot teach desire, dedl-
cation, and d15c1p11ne with wishy-washy rules

One on One against Opponents .

7

One of our greatest resources is the competitive
heart born in atfiletic’ participation. All of us realize:
there is more to life than 32 minutes on a-Friday night,
but it does prov1de a lot of real life training.

—— T —
One on One with Yourself

Q Durlng competltlon, the young athlete learns to
cope with success and failure.

In this athletic subculture, we_ have developed a
d15c1p11ne where youngsters can succeed in fa11ure
Fdiling not once--but many times. :

We think of a 300 average in baseball as a pretty
good hitter--yet that average shows that in 7 out of 10
times, he has failed. If a runner in football galns _
20 yards,, someone failed td tackle. If a runner in
football is thrown for a 5-yard loss, someone faile
*to block. -

\ Young athletes develop a feeling toward pressure.
-~ They do become clutch-worthy and sense a feeling
of joy in being able to handle disaster.

v . f
o
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' Michigan High.SNool~Athletic Association ° .
. ] ~ . *

These are some of the mysterious ang elusive
qualities that I feel are major outcomes of educational
sports. The intangibles are difficult to assess, but,
if you believe, who needs to explain? n .
It is safer to be feared than loved if a choice
must be made. Love is held by a chain of obl¥-
gation which, meh being selfish, 1s.broken whenja:
ever it serves thiir purpose; but fear is main.;".‘
tained by a‘dread Yof punishment which never
- fails, -~Machiavelli. I :

3

I don't'care how. pure, how honest, or how good
the cause is; if carried to an extreme, it becomel
a fanaticism and obnoxious. --Bob Talbert.

4 . €

The esseéntial ingredient of democracy is not
' ) doctrine but intelligence, not authority. but
.o reason, not cynicism but faith ih man, faith in
God. OQur.strength lies in thg fearless and un-
. tiring pursuit of truth by the minds of men who
. are free. --David Lilienthal. N .
. .-
The MHSAA was founded in 1924 to "exercise control.
over the interscholastic athletic activities of all .- -
'schools of’ the State.” " In 1972, a change in the law
enabled school districts "to join any organization,
association or league which has its,object the promotion
of sports or the adoption-of rules for the conduct of
-athletic, oratorical, musical, dramatic, or othér contests
by or between school children if the organiza ,
.association‘or league provides in its constituWfbn or
by-laws that the superintendent of public instruction
or his representative shall be an eX officio member .of

»

W its governing body with the-.same rights.and prlyilegeé
. v

as other members of its governing body."

. The fourteen elected members to the Representative
Council of the MHSAA represent.all segments of the
state's. secondary schools. The primary function of the

Council is to maintain rules and regulations that insure _

fairness in competition for the student athletes. Many °*
rules have recently been revised or updated and are con-
stantly being eva;pated. The Council, in a sincere
effort to be a vidble representative body, continues to
be responsive to requests for,.rule modifications from
member schools, appointéd committees, and c es' .
associations. In all cases the policy of thé Represen-
tative Council has been to seek the grpatest good for

the greatest number and to ensure that competition is
conducted in, a sportsmanlike atmosphere. .

, During the‘past five to ten yearsgfsome time- . ..
honpred rules, re ulations)/pﬁf?qies, and philosophies

Q 3 15 ”‘2 £ ‘
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* 7 _6f the MHSAA have come unglued.” Thosé of us who belong
" “to the "Gerito]l Super-Jock/Set'" have been peeking out
" the ear, flaps*0of our helmetst from the barrage of alle-
. gat1ons and complaints.
R Look what has happened dur1ng the past few years:

A}
%

e . .--after 47 years of iron- f1sted control by our
. : 2 nationally réspected and locally loved Charles
. E.- Forsythe, one basketball player, of ques- .
. e ttonable residence challenged the authority of
3 - .. the- MHSAA tn the courts, . o
--then problems arising’ from and court challenges .

- . about,, the. long hair syndrome, , .
- ‘ , e

. --the"an entry blank for a Regional Track Meet
— . is ordered changed by a court order, . -

s~

-then the MHSAA is challenged in the Federal
- <A ' Courts on the grounds its rules perta1n1ng to
¢ ‘g1rls spo violate the equal protection clause

of the -14Th Amqument of the Un1ted State Con- - ~

stitufion. . .
< . - A
We.couldl on. Court cases haVe’mu1t1pl1ed judges are.
+dictating policy; legislators w t a piece of the act1qp -
~ Theré are new sounds %oday

'y o
.. > .
N « !!a1nt1ffsa cla1ms oﬁ/éuffer1ng 1rrepardble <.
£ injury, - / - yan
N . /\ --courts' issuance_g% ;emporary sestraining yrdexs

--students' demands for declaratory judgments, .-
. N ’
. --assertions that disciplinary proceed1ng are
© 7 _contrary, to due p esse " . . -
Y ¥ PR :
Many times the decisions og{ﬁhe MHSAA are con-,~
J defined becalise a "technichl ity Zrenders a.player in- -~
eligible. T have often pondered, 'What is a techni-
cality?"' Is _failing ﬁxqwa1veathe age pule a "techni- -
o . cality?" Is failing to ya the outside compet1t1on .
. rule a "Egnhn1ca11ty7" s it a "technicality"; .
~ 4 school golfer accepts a gift{of a dozen go béii&,_
in the lodal club Father and Son Tdurnament? .
< g Haveé you ever asked yoursel questiona at
makes a 'good rule?'|, I am quite e that ,most of ¥s
would* agree that rules ar cessary if effect1ve and
fair treatment is .to D f% rded all schools and. the1r
participants. Perhaps that is the OVers1mpl1f1ep
+ ot answer: "Effective and fair treatmegt.'
‘fhe ©ommqn denominator to be app 1ed in- the .
- degision-making process is that, yhen two school§ or
AR - '
. ) N [ * -
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the%n represehtati%es\are scheduled ta compete, neither
".a Shduld have an unfair edge--they both start from )
/,/ngratch--no false"starts!
. As.an observer and participant of Representative
 Council proceedings forsthe past fifteen years, I can,
t.* State‘’unequivocally that the Council has néver know-
ingly been discriminatory toward any parochial, sex, *
,or ethnic group. Its?gpcisions have never been designed
+ to .be capricious or arbstra y. I am positive its goals
" have 'been fo protec’t the bedt interests of all schools -
nd ,their students.” "It has consistently attempted to
combat the: creeping cancers of educatioﬁ?l athletics:
comniercialism, exploitatian), and professionalism.
. Thée problem with many” do-good critics of our school
athlefic programs is that they are sﬁo;t on kndWledge
~ of the total program and in their "'shoot from the hip"
criticism§ they create a great deal GF havoc for the
© proféssiondls, - " = * .. e
* Fn closing, theé Sériptures tell us of a.people °
. Whose 'old men’ shall dream dreams and whose young men
- ‘shall see visions." ” We do dream dieams.of past achieve-
*  ments and near-grieatness,-but we must be ever mindful
of 'the bright wvisions ofs‘our students. As coaches -ahd
admi@istratqfs, we must contﬁﬁqally gear up with greater
visions and ‘evehi greater determination, to achieve the
{gd&ls of our high<Xcalling. These goals and visions
cannbt be accompI;§hedey the selfish ruling by fear of
. “ punishment vfy a'M3achiavelli or clinging to a cause until
it Yecomgs fahatical and obnoxiolls:  They can be accom-
* plished calyibe rémembering, the-ideals of democracy as

.

stated by a Liljenthal.- . . ' )
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THE NEED FOR~A DEFINITION: I . ’
John Sydnor* ' e

One” of the very critical and statewide issues of
our day is equal educational opportunity in athletics.
I know of no topic which merits our close scrutiny
and examination more_than an appropriate addressment of
this Pparamount and sometimes volatile issue. For
those of us who represent districts victimized by ra-
cial isolation, the- meaning and ‘particularly the

//v\dnequality of equal educational opportunity expresses . -

itself 'in ways which are often counterproductive. Wit- g
ness the crowd management problems at games which in *
many instances result from poor and incompetent )
officiating by officials. The state MHSAA is obviousl
at the point where they will have to give serious
thought to preferential assignment of game officials
and partigularly to black officials.' The business of
defining athletic equal educational opportunity cannot
and must not be any longer postponéd. When one
realizes the collective effort, time, and dollars
expended in the cause of athletics, it is indeed a big
portion of the educational business of this state., (s
In all too many instances, the great majority of
Black and other minority group children attends schools
that afe .largely segregated. The school.environment-of
a child consists of all of the intangible as well as
tangible factors from the child who sits next to him,
to the teacher who stands in front of him, to the ¢oach
_who coaches him. Also we must at some point address
ourselvgp to the- fundamental issue of how welleour .
sathlet programs reduce the inequity of birth by pro- ,
viding minority children an equitable foundation of

skills and knowledge within the total spectrifi of

Michigan High School Athletic programs. Because we -
cannot overlook the econamic aspect of athletics, & i
equal opportunity in this area must also be viewed in

light of career aspirations, goald, and desires.

How can’'a minority district believe that its best
athletic’interests are being served when it is presented
with evidence that exclusionary efforts and practices
have been entered into by surrounding distTict schools
to avoid contact of any kind?

It 1s not by their own design that those districts.

14 -

*John Sydnor is Superintendent of Muskegon:Heights Pub-
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so affected by racial isolation find themselves travel-
. . ing across the state for better than fifty percent’ of
. -the games comprisimg their schedule. Traveling
several times.a year to opposing school districts on
~ . roupd trips -averaging 400 miles to participate in
competitive athletics raises, serious questions about
equal opportunity. The costs ’invglving bus drivers,
o meals, maintenance on buses, coaching, and supervisory
.personnel is_inordinate and out of balance with monies .
expended on the rest of the‘%pudent population. Dis- s,
trict expenditures are then spent disproportionately,
and to a considerable degree -this decreases the pos-
- sibility to maximize availabIe revenues on the total
. athletic program. “
: I am sure that each of us is keenly aware “of the
- emphasis which our communities have placed on athletic’
programs, and this is particularly true of many disad-
vantaged communities. Parents, -teachers, and students
are-aware of the mobility which athletic programs have ’
provided for poor, disadvantiged, and minority persons.
- The expansion of girls' athletics now expands
that opportunity. - How children feel about themselves,
T ' _their motiyations in school? their aspirations toward
further education and towaré desirable occupations are
all orientations  which are partly a result of the )
school. If a child's s€lf-concept is affected by his
success«gtn schooly I believe it is mborally mandated that
the State Department of Education and all¢of its legis-
lative bodie$ give top priority to this topic. Since
all of these qualities are desirable educational out- .
.- comes, and since the MHSAA is the regulatory body
charged with supervising and estaBlishing rules by
which member schools will operate, we look to them
for the leadership that must look at efforts which are
inclusionary and not exclusionary. N

So often district schools are tenagiously con-
cerned about their local autonomy and the right to
exercise control over the district's educational pro-
gram. It appears to me that t@gsStéte of Michigan has
a legal and moxal right to- address the problem of
"black-balling." There is no possible way that a

‘minority school district: can satisfy the many demands
and so-called standards.expected by league members as
conditions to be met in order to meet entry réquire- )
ments for league participagion. Help in this, area
must come from the state. (The local district has a
bitteé'r price to pay for airing its grievances publicly.
Unless some direction is .superimposed by the state
tegulatory bodies, wé€ at the local level will be faced .
with this problem for a“long, long time. -

Because a growing number of districts are facing
many of the problems characteristic of racially ori-
ented minority districts, it issclear that preferential
Sttention will have to be given to those districts to

4
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alleviate many of the existing inequalities and inequi:
ties existent in those districts.” It is further evident
that equality of educational opportunity is not now a
reality for many children in this great State.
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THE-NEED FOR A DEFINI'FION:
Marcia Federbush*

IT

Athletics are supposed to take place on playing
fields, not be battle fields in our schoals. Public
schdol is not the place tor males and females to com-
pete to- seg which sex can provide the more educatief-
ally, psychologically, physically, or ethically sound
program; which can take in more--or léss--money; which
can attract lapger audiences; which can '"cut" fewer
students; or which cdn sponsor more games and practices
and thus pay coaches more money.

Lan the boys Jf a school play onr a league that
doesn t include girls? ’ y

Can men be paid 15% of bas€e for coachlng gymnastics :
and women only 5%? Or ¢an a male athletic director .,
receive 17% of contract %ay with two released periods
and secretarial help; and a female, 12% of base with
no reldased periods or secretarial assistance?

Can boys be bused on a chartered bus 180 miles to .
a game wh;;e glrls have to play with schools close to’
home and ride in car pools or raise money for trans-
portation through Bake sales?

Can women in decision-making positions continue 2
to base their schools' athletic programs on the premise,
. "We don”t want to make the same mistakes thé men have

-~ made," and therefore to clamor for separate programs,
separate competitive schedules, separatge budgets, and
mainly, separate philosdphies? On the other hand, if .
men are maklng such big mistakes, 'can these be tolerated
for our male youth? .

\ * When women say, "We want 'equal but separate,'" '
they mean equal in funding but separate in every other

‘'way. Can two programs with totally separate regula- ° \

B tions, valuas sthedules, and contents cost the same to
operate? Lookipg at it another way, if schooll should
suddenly announce, m ybe with a little kick from the

- courts, "We'Tesorry we've been $o negligent of .women
im~the past. We shall henceforth budget exactly equal
amounts for women and men in athletics,' it's tempting
to say, 'The heck with equal opportunity. Let's just
get th ,edual money.”" I asked one woman athletic
directgy, "If you had the same amount of money to

<
a

! J*Marcia Federﬁush is a free lance writer and researcher
on women's rtights, and currently is a consultant on

. Sex discrimination for the Ann Arbor, Michigan Public
Sdhools. , .
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. operate }our program that'the man director has, what .
would you do with ie?" She said, '"I'd hire a great
. .bunch of‘cdhches at a low salary to &each any girl,
any sport she wanted to learn. Then every girl.in
- . school would have an athlefic ‘agtivity of choice and ’
" the women could get expgrience An coaching while they »
were working: with the girls.' (Is that equal opportu-
nity? T . . e
. ."  ShoWld boys hayé ‘éxperienced, well-paid coaches
imparting precision skills and girls have hard-working,
dedicated; but-minimally paid coachés who learn the
skill alongside the girls? Will that guarantee equal
quality, judntity, intensity, and goal direction of
. training? ¢ o Lo .
- Can an association governing athletics for boys
‘~—and girls and for women and men stdff members of the
state claim to represent both sexes when its Represen-
tative Council is set up so that it can exist-with only
one woman out of 15 members? Can women staff decide
that there will be'no interscholastic program for
ninth-grade girls while male s¥aff decide that there
will be one for Boys? .
For that matter, should the athletic program for
J girls be controlled by women and that for boys be
controlled by men? Or, more probably, the athletic
program. for girls be controlled by men and women and
that for boys be controlled by men? Or should decisions

v
PS

. affecting both our male and female children be made by
both sexes in cooperation and in essentially efual ™
numbers? -

. Can both sets of practices and values be right at .
, the same time? Cin both sets be wrong at the same )
time? If the "frenzied 'slaveé market' in recruiting
and paying athletes,' as the New York Time's puts it,
is considered %0 bad for girls, is it so good for
boys? .If competing before large crowds and charging
admission are considered good for boys, are they really .
so bad for girls? Y '
Ma% public schools say, "This is what is good for
boys" .ahd "This is what is good for .girls," meaning,
"This is ‘what is good for all boys" versus "This i's
what is good for all girls"? Can public schools prac-
. tice two totally, different kinds of progrgms with dis-
tinctly separate value systems for their-females and
“males? In-short, can schools practice ''separate but
equal," or in reality, 'separate but vastly unequal"
for the gwo sexes in athletics? o
, We are going to have to stop this inane power
struggle--which women most often seem to 'lose--and get
’ down to the business of 'creating athletic value systems °
i at the highest administrative' levels, preferably with_
.student and community assistance, that willk have the
, total health of both thé girls and boys of the school *
- in mind and will be equally applicable to both sexes.

“
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Equal opportunity for the'!sexes is a_philosophical, a -
legal, an intellectual, and a_soly -}e issue if we can
take it out of the Tealm gf emotion. Men will “haye
to realize that women are not trying to kick fhem out
of bed. We are only asking them to move qver.t
The plain fact is that we are dealing not with '
organized professional athletics but with the children
; of the taxpaying public, children made of warm blood -
and flesh and nerves and easily breoken bones,+not with
men of steel. We are dealing with students and emplov-
tes, all of whom deserve the Fourteenth Amendment's
guarantee of equal protection of the laws--the source
. of the whole concept of equal oppartunity--that is
driving so many people, including the powerful NCAA, ,
into wild emotional antics in the name of rationality.
Equal opportunity in public school athletics, as
equal ‘opportunity in any other place, is staring u$ in
the face. Its.attainment is most similar to that |
, involved ih equalizing choral group opportunities, where
average real differences seem to be involved but where
students‘must still have access to opportunities regard-
" less of sex. Between the Fourteenth Amendment, the
Brown Decision, and the Equal Rights Amendment, not
to mention Title IX, there are very few alternatives
fgr u
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By the Fourteenth Amendment, as dicated in Reed
v _Nebraska School Activities Associat¥bn in 1972, Ta
girl may not be treated differently £rom a boy in an
~ oppertunity provided by the state.”" Therefore, girls
have to be able to be admitted to teams which catered
only to boys in the past. The new Pennsylvania Suprdhe
Court--decision makes clear that the réverse As true
,.also--a boy,will -have to be admitted ‘to activities of
‘the state participated in only by girls in the past.
These rulings prevent de jure--on paper--discrimination.
The Pennsylvania decision may have left out two pro-
tections needed to prevent de facto discrimination. o
It forgof to build in a requirement for balancing ac}
"tivities for the sexes, so-that if an activity is
offered catering primarily to one sex, it will be »
" balanced by one intended mainly for the other4 and for
keeping one sex from swamping the other by starting - -
a new squad, either predominantly one-sexed or strictly
coeducational at some pgint when one sex threatens to
.drive out the other. By the Fourteenth Amendment, -
there is no way’that our own state law permitting girls .
to play in noncontact *sports can: be taken to mean th t,
they may not play in contact sports with or without
boys in the public schools. The-law is grossly illegal.’
For all our years of wasted worry over girls' internal
organs and breasts, adl avgilable studies show that
serious breast injuries simply do not happen. If a '’
woman can win in the Olympics in her fourth month of
pregnancy,,we do not have to build laws to protect ‘her
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fragile internal organs. Maybe baseball should be- Lt
reclassified\as a contact sport fromewhich young boys ,°*
should be exeMpt, in view of the all too frequent.cont§ct
of baseball and groin. oy : .
By the Brown decision, ''the doctrine of 'separate '
y but equal' has no place in public education.": As we -

. have just illustrated at such length, separate has lit-
tle resemblance to equal for sex as well as race. By .
this* token, Title IX's June guidelines allowing totally
. separate teams for the sexes and requirjing each sex '
sepgrately to decide in which sports i%® wishes ‘to parti-
cifate promotes-anything but®equal opportunity for males
and females. By these'guidelines, girls may have one
set of activities and boys another from which the oppo-
site sex is totally excluded. <These rulings make a
mockery of the court decisions all across the coungry
whith say that a girl may not be kept from playing on 3
a boys' team. .If, perchance, boys have a no-cut .
policy, meaning that no boy may be gguh\there,is no way - .
of saying that all girls aré to be cut. .
By the Equal Rights Amendment, passed by the
. Michigan Legislature, the same laws hawe to apply to '
both sexes. Therefore, Public Act 138 cannot .say :that
girls may play just in noncontact sports, unless-it
says that boys may play only in noncontact sports, too. ~,.
There is.no way that the law can specify that girls 1]
may play on.teams with boys without assuring the ‘right
. of boys to play on teams with girls. This law_should
also be rewritten t6 build in balance and t6 prevent
swamping. . .
°. Between the Equal Pay Act, Title VII of the Civil .
Rights Act, Executive Order 11246, and Title IX, no
athletic staff member.in a Michigan school, public .
#.or private, should be subject to the indignities of
- discrimination women are now enduring. j
Well, what constitutes equal- opportunity? In ]
general school practices, equal opportunity would aim S
to maximize the opportunity for students of both sexes
and all raqgial, ethnic, socioeconomic, and ability ;
groups, to name a few, making up the school populjtion .
to participate in .the full range of opportunfties of a
school. Thus, if we know that Black male studengs
constitute 6% of.a school's population, and a vocational,
program 1iading, say, to some specialied kind of factory

work, ins 88% Black male students, we suspect that ..
- for one’ ason wor another, these yQung men are not
. being led'to explore the totality of opportunity in the
., school. If girls constitute 51% of a school, and yet
U a woodworking class contains$ not a one, wé would be
. led to question ther? equal access to that opportunity..

. Affirmadive action in each case would have schools take
- - steps to)maximize the likelihood that these imbalances
. will be changed. . o
Similarly, if we go=to .the school's track, swimming,
s . [} - . v . N Ve
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tennis, basketball, or gymnastrc meet and see only boys
) participating on behalf of the schools, we get the feel -,
. . -~1ng that spmﬁthing is missing. 'The public®hat pays for

the schools has a right to see and to read aboute how
their daughters are progresg}ng dt the same time theéy
learn of their sons' successes. ‘ -

I do not see how we can ‘avoid a concept of ®quad
opportunity in athletics, 1in keeping-with equal oppor.-
tunity in othjh\aggggtk of school’, that séeks to maxi-
mize the opportunity for,both sexes, again of all ~\i
racial, ethnic, and other sroups, to represent the *
school in one configuration or another at the same meets
in alTl fedsible sports.. Going along - with this would be Fa
. the maximization .of the opportunity for females and
males in the same competjitive brackets to receive the -
same training in the same faci'es by the same staff’

& S

?

»

together or as.nearly together{ possible.. This means
that school ‘facilities would b ed most.<o tely, ., ° .
with th® mos$t equal opportunity, and wiqh~th2$§§?§test
assurance of equal quality, quantity, and goals of ¢ ’
training for the sexes if we ttrained’-the .girls and boys’

who.participate in comparable categories of swimming, . ‘=
basketball, gymnastics, golf, tennis, volleyball, ’
. track, and so on at the same time. This means, too, ce e
at no matter how.many polls MHSAA takes to find out ~

in what season wohen/would like to sWim or to play bas--\ =
ketball, tennis, or golf, there is no way boys and”girls
f a school can participate at the 'same meets if their
sgasons of sport are different. MHSAA is therefore
xiving its young women gnd young men of, the equal
opportunity .to be part of jthe same overall teams and
the same populations of pgople by separating their !
- seasons. New Jersey has identical seasbns on.paper--so .
“it can be done. What MHSAA Ba¥~to do is tQ,erganize‘i;s—
* sport$§ grdupings td?ij:é maximum use of thé entire

variety of school fag¢ilities within, each season with a

maximum of bverlap between the sexes und a minimum of .
conflict. ) . D ) <
Briefly, what does it take to build an equal oppor-".
R tunity athletic framework, if it is adl so_clear? . Y
First’, schools will have to conpvince themselves, ) |
their students, and their communities_that their girls' v’

) athletic accomplishments and their boys' are of equal |
v priority to the school. They will have to hire coaches
who are gommitted to this gogl and can trahlismit it with
conviction to students. ° o
Second, as Title IX's guidelines specify in one of
«their uncontradicted 'statements, the athletic program -in
a-school is to be unified for girls and boys. ,This.
megns that there has togbe a maximum ®f coordinatioh,
. 'cogperatiOn, and communication between the females and
males involved in the program; preferably led by co-
directors, by this oraanotHer name, paid at the same
rate, working together-to administerihe entire spec-
trum of predo‘igantly male, predomindhtly female, and
pa :
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—~  strictly coeducational offerings of the school, per-
haps with each handling different phases of the respon-
. sibility. This is particularly feasible wh®re there
. . .are already ‘separate directors of girls’ and boys’
“# .athletics. . ’ v ‘

" A balancing of offerings for the sexes and a uni-'
formity of values and rules have to be built into the
unified program.® The same numbers and,lengths of games

o and practices in the same or similar sports, the 'same
: .distance and means of travel, accessibility .to a
trainer, to medical examinations, to insurance, and so
-on"have ‘to be budgeted for maximally equal opportunity.
L. . ~ Third, women’and men will. have to be hired in as r
nearly equal numbers as possible} into a common coaching *
pool,-assisting each other in coaching both sexes in the_
. vargous squads of a sport or related-sports. .
Job Tesponsibilities and reasonable numbers and
——  lengths of games and practices for each 'sport, along
. with expected goals for student performance have to be
—defined alike for both womern and men so that bgth can
’ - receive the same pay for substantially .equal.work; and
. ' so that no sport is given disproportionate weight in
' the .school system's hierarchy of athletjic values. What
we pay a person and how many hours.we expgct a €oach
to put into the work are the chief indicétions of the
level of performance wefexpect students to achieve. |
“ Further, interscholastjc athletic training and 7
compegitive opportunities 11 have to be available
W/ to all "desiring" children of.the public regardless of
. their ability.  If the training opportunities of the
public -schools are not available to young people, it
is hard to fit athletics into a school's educational
- scheme. Team selection should be made after training.
And fifth, students will either have to_be wel-
comed eagerly or at least not be turned away from an
4 opportunity, .regardless of their sex. 'The Supreme '
. Court's crazy! Evprybody knows that boys are bigger
and stronger!” saiﬁ the sport announcer emotionally the
other “ay when the Pennsylvania ruling was,  handed down.
Perhaps the Brenden v-Independent School District opin-
~m 10N in.Minnesota in 1973 sums it up more clearly than
any other in a decisign in favor of Toni St. Pierre who
wanted to run and Peggy Brenden who wanted to play ten-
nis with boys. "There are...substantial physiological .
differences between males and females....Men 4re faller
than women, stronger than women, by reason of gréater
muscle mass, have larger hearts than women and a deeper .
. breathing capacity, enabling them to utilize oxygen
mpre efficiently than women, run faster based upon con-
struction of the pelvic area, which_#hen women reach
: puberty, widens, causing the femur to' bend outward,
rendering the female incapable of running as efficiently
as a male....But these differences have little relevance
to Toni St. Pierre and Peggy Brenden™ Because of their

I3 -
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Ievel of achievement in competitive sports they have
overcome these physiological disabilities."

Legal concerns now are moving in the direction. °
of guaranteeing the rights of the .individual to par; -
ticipate in the offerings of public accomméTations as

{ taking precedence over the rights of the group to .

# determine who shall not be allowed to participate with
them. . ' -

How do we create teams if you cannot turn students
#way on the basis of Sex?

We can use a more or less Olympigc style approach,
in which the overall team that represents a school at

*a meet consists of a”female component (like a girls!

* varsity) and a male component (like a boys' varsity) in
all fe®sible sports; but to anticipate, the certain pres-
sure for some sexual overlap, the team\would“Téhlly
consist of a predominantly male and a Qre‘dominan%
female component. Fn this case, MHSAA wou avewto de-

" fine up to what percéntage of, the ‘other s€X, say 20%
to 25%, would allow a component to qualify as predomi-
nantly one-sexed versus coeducational and what percen-"
.tage of the other sex trying to get on a predgminantly
one-sexed squad would require a school to start an
additional tomponent either entirely coeducational or
predominantly of one sex, necessary to keep one sex
from being swamped. This is cumbersome, but .is proba ﬁy
.the most reasonable direction for now while schools afe
used to having separate male and female teams.

We can group students completely 'on the basis of, -

+ ability without .regard to sex--prowided that we have
enough ability Yroups to encompass girls and boys of
all levels who want to play, and provided that in all
“feasible sports both sexes in equitable numbers appear
‘on behalf of ‘the school. For sports catering mainly

" towone sex, there would have to be parallel ones cater-' =
ing mainly to, the other. | =

. Or we can arrange young people in Categories by
height, weight, other physical characteristics, or
combinations of these, as is done in wrestling and some-; -
times in football, and then rank them by ability in
each category. .

p MHSAA can devise a physical fitness measuring i
scale &# thek idea of the President!'s Physical Fitness
Test, but testing both sexes according to the same
Criteria, and assigning each student an index based on
this physical fitness measire in combinati%n with a
height-weight or physical development measure. Students
would then'play in groups with general potential .perfor-
mance similarities. They could move up” or déwn accord-
ing to their extrgme confidence or lack of it in a par-
ticular sport. - ‘ o

We can build strictly coeducational interschola§tic
components like those. that are so successful in intra-
mural co-recrgation at the colleg‘,}évefl with equal
numbers of:females and males oPa squad in many sports.

YNy '
) 31
(S s ’

Aruroc povided vy nic J14

-




ERIC

v

. This comes about as close as you can.&et to equal
training, equal}-“acility usage, equal xpenditure, and
equal publicity fer both sexel. In thils case, MHSAA
would have to set wp a_division of coedycational sports.

" Or we can build teams based on anything but -
straight ability--height, weight, these }n combination, ’
mixtures of height, mixtures of abilitys'®r interest and )
. pleasure in playing and gaining personal dpompetenge.

What about winning state championspips? Who knows what
the power of cooperative enjoyment’/can do! '
We have an exciting challenge ahead of \us--to see

what our’young women are capable of accomplighing in
athletics with full encpuragement and support, and to
build teams of various configurations mapimizing the
payticipation of both sexe : - g?

' To achieve this, we h§!§ to design programs guaran-.
teeing the maximum of equal opportunity for all students
and then find ways to get there. The important factor .
is that the sexes are going to have to work together
cooperatively without threatening or overpowering £ach
other to achieve common goals that will be beneficial

to both sexes and will allow both to carry ,the schoolg

colors” proudly as_equal representatives of the schoo,
And we have to make sure botl sexes come out winming.
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. THE ORGANIZATION AND LEGAL BASIS FOR ATHLETICS .
N ) Clifford B. Fagan* T
) /.'Traﬂibionally schools--elementary, high schools, *

and colleges--have been a natural base for athletic
competition. This is, of course, an-historic fact
universally recognised. It may be due to the age,of
the students--competitive athletics draw the attention
of students, particulariy those of high scho#] and
undergraduate college ages. As a result, near the end-
of the 19th century. students from ome high school chal-
. lenged those from other high schools i the, area. A
. variety of games was played, and, as t?;E>W%nt ons
schedules and competitaon became increasingly formalized.
This competition was conducted without any faculty
involvement whatever. In fact, the faculty did not even
approve of the gompetition during the early days. %
Interest grew, competition developed, problems emerged
as a result of the 1nterschool competition. Towns-
people became involved, winning became more important,
and in several dreas noAstudents began to represent
, schools. In other situations, those who participated

‘ were students but only during ;heir season of partici- .
patiomn. : ) . ,
- - Faculties soqn recognized the need for .control of

competitive athletics and were able to assume this con-
trol oniy after a.struggle to gain it. As competition
grew and became more widespread, otheg abuses became
s apparent. In order to maintain a dignified program .
L complimentasy to the schools, faculties agreed to cer- N
. tain standards for competition. These standards came -
.- -to be known as rul®s of eligibility. : "
As-a Tesult of the adoption of.rules and standards,
schools entetred into conferences and leagues not only
for the 'purpose of scheduling games and assigning
officials but® to make certain that there was uniform .
application of the rules and common interpretation of
*the standards. Schools joined the conferences volun-
tarily. The outgrowth of these many conferent®s was the
formation of State High School Activity or Athletic .
Associations, as the case may be. For exampley the

. * . . ,

*Cliffbnd'?agan is with the National Federatien of High
. School Athleti¢ Associations, Elgin, Illinois. .
- . . [
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the high schoo}?‘of I1linois and Wisconsin formed state’
associations duwing the 1905-06 school year. Thus, _
the idea of a state-wide association .developed in the
- Midwest. In the East the colleges were ‘fauch more
prominent in the administration of interscholastic
- athletics than they were in-the Midwest or Iar West.

- To a degree, this continues to be the case. o

The first matter to be determined by the state-

“wide organization of schools was who could play. But
as time went on other standards, other rules, developed
as needed. All state assoclations now haveveligibility

* rules. All of these eligibility rules have some ‘simi-
larity. 11 were developed because of a recognized
need, alP\were constructed independently and voluntarily
by the schools of a given state, and all were the result
of experience. ) .o, -

These standards fall into five principal catggories
which ‘have: a degree of interrelationships. Several of
the standards have application to more than one cate-
gory. ' .

“"The first category includes those rules which ar¢
essentially for the protection of the individual student
athlete. These include rules which ensure regular .aca-
demic progress, require that the student athlete be fit
to ‘participate, assure that the competition is c¢onducted

. as safely as possible, limit the number of games during

a season so that the student athlete's time is not

‘ " exploited, and provide that the coach is ,a certified
teacher employed by the Board of Education. The second
category contains standards for the protection of the Y
school programy Awards are limited in value, students
must justify their transfer from one school to another,
the amateur rule is employed, a student athlete is
limited in thg number of semesters in which he is
eligible, and participation is denied the athlete
after he reaches -a maximum-age. The third category of
rules may be classified as administrative ¢tandards.

: . These spell out the matter of contracting between
schools, the limitation.of seasons, the number of con-

E ©  tests,that may be played during a week, and, the organi-

- zation of tournaments which are conducted for the prin-

cipal purpose of determining a state champion. .

' Any organization which conducts a high level of
good competition must have available qualified offi-

(N Tials. Many state associatioms, in fact the greatest

‘ majority of state associations that provide a full K .
compliment of  service to their members, prepare'offi-
cials to work-rat interscholastic contests. K To fulfill
this responsibility, the association registers—the
officials, tests them, trains them, supervises them,

) and provides them-with the necessary literature for °
the purposes of leaming and keeping up with the -

rules. .

The fifth category of standards are those which .
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are constructed to assure. that fair play and sportsman-
ship prevail at interscholastic contests. Educational
benefits are not forthcoming when contests and ‘games
are conducted under other than sportsmanlike” atmosphere.
p In recent years there have been increasing attempts
by .,state and federal governments to become involved in
- or secure greater control over- state high school associ-
ations. Legislagqures in Colorado and Pennsylvania and
the State Department of Education in Montana are exem-
plary of these attempts. The Department of Health,.
k Education and Welfare's regulations to administer “
. Title IX are an example on the federal level, as -
were the bills recently intrbduced in Congress and
widely known as the Dellums, Pearson, gnd Tunney pro- :
posal. More recently the legislature in New Mexico
considered the adoption of specifications for football
. “helmets. I sincerely believe that the legislature in
. New Mexico can use ‘its time more appropriately than
' determining what is an acceptable football helmgt.
Fortunately, wisdom prevailed, and the proposal died in
Committee. -

As a result of the encroachment on the: part of '
goverament into the affairs of voluntary organizations,””
there may be an incrgasing need for state associations :
to establish their legal basis. The National Federation
membership is giving serious attention to such a recom- .

; mendatiqQn. The majority of state high school associar
‘tions are. independent and voluntarily respdnsible to
member schools. They often appear to serve them as .« . .
would a government agency. The schools themselves are

. the legislative body of a staté association; generally
each member has one vote and is under the direction of
the chief officer of the school--that is the principal
or superintendent. State association.rules are uni- .
versally democratically esfablished‘by the vote of the-

‘

i

membership: .
- Implementation of standards for competition are the-
: responsibility of a.board of directors-or board of

+ control or an executive tommittee, as the case may be,
elected by the schools._ In every state one or more
principals serve and vote om this governing board.
. In most states one or more superintendents also sit
b on the executive body. -~In about half the states
. coaches and/or athletic directors participate. In an .
increasing number of states, members of the state school-
board association are ex-officio ‘membérs, 4 )
- At one time, the rules and standards adopted by
the state association legislative and govérning bodies
were accepted without question. This was the situation
for approximately 40 years.. The courts upheld the
state assogiation rules withowt exception when there
wWwas litigation affecting them. However, the attitude
that "rules are for others," alopg with increasing
©«civil rights awareness, have required that, state -
. -
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v . associatigné defend their rules more often and perhaps
less succeéssfully than previously. .
Three basic questions have been raised 3§§r the

years -in diseussion of legal bases of state ocia- :
tions. - :
1. the authority of local boards of education to
become members.of a voluntary high school association,
. 2. the authority of the assdciation to make and
to-apply rules ang standards, .and . - .
3.” the right of the association to discipline
member schools for ‘violation of the rules and standards.
, The preponderance of legal opinion supports the
.rposition that the Yocal board of education in ips dis-
C - cretion, or-a principal in hi§ duthorized responsibility, !
<~ may for the best interest of the school, have the

school become a member of a high'school association.
.+ The issae is no-longer a .question in litigation; it
is rather an assumptidn which most parties in litigatian
concede. The second and third question, that is,
the authority of an association to Jnake and enforce
T rules, are of more concern and of less certainty. ,
. Perhaps the earliest court action questioning the
authority of a state high school association involved
the Ohio High School.Athletic "Association. In 1924,
the Ohio\AssociatLon declared ,a number of studemts
attending Scott High School in Toledo ineligible.
An injunction was sought by the school, but was denied
on the grounds that: - ., -
) a) the school, through the act of the principal,
became a bonafide member of the Ohio High School
.« Association and thus became voluntarily subject to its,
rules and regulations (presently the Ohio association
requires that a board of education certify its member-
ship.in the state assdciation annually),

b) the Board of Control, in refusing to reinstate
the boys of Scott Migh School, was acting in good faith
and was within its rights as provided by the rules and

. .regulations of the association; and
- c) under these conditions, the Association Board
of Control did neot transcend its authority or violate'
any state law. .,

In a 1938 landmark case, -Morrison v Roberts was -
the second to involve a state association. Here &
high school football player violated the award rule )
of the Oklahoma High $chool Athletic Association and
the Board of Control declared-the pliyer ineligible for
football for a one-year period. The Supreme Court of
LHklahoma ordered dismissal .of the suit and stated: '"The
plaintiff has many rights as a citizen and as a high
school student but has no vested right in eligibility....
There is nothing unlawful or evil in either of thosé
rules (of eligibility) in vesting final authority in ‘

. the Board of Control." . N,
One of the most significant documents in estab-
lishing the authority of staté associations was a 1949
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opinion by the Wisconsin Attorney General. Three -
statements are particularly significant in that opinion.
1; ™"School authorities have.power to impose
reasonable rules and regulations which must be obsgrved
by the pupils as a prerequisite to engaging in inter-
scholastic athletic competition." )
2. "When school authorities by proper action take
- . necessary steps which result in the school becoming a
member of a voluntary association which has established
certain gyles and regulations regarding the conduct_of
interscholastic competition, the effect is to make the’
rules and regulations of that association those of the
school."
- 3. "Denial or revocation ¢of...privileges of mem- .
bership of a voluntary assogiation on ground of vie-
- lation of these rules imposed in -accordance with the
: constitution or by-laws of the association...(are)...
' proper if the particular penalty applied under the cir-
cumstances of each case is reasonable.'
: . The issue of reasonableness of rules has been
raised- in much litigation involving state high school
associations. "Courts have generally held that those
who are trained in education and administration are’
charged with the responsibility of developing reasonable
rules &f participation. In the Brown v Minnesota State
High School League cgse of 1970, the court, upholding
the state high schoo} league, explicitly recognized the
«— -delegation of authorfty to school officials when it
stated: "In considgring the validity -of the rules in
question we must at-dthe outset view them in context with
, the total educational process, the responsibility for
which rests with officials of our educational institu- -
tion." ‘ -~ -
Perhaps the most clear statement upholding the
authority of state associations to make and-enforce \}

rules was in a 1973 judgment involving the Missouri

State High Activities Association and a commercial

.baseball camp: "Along with/entrustimg the education of »

our children to teachers and administrators, we must
. also entrust the control and supervision of the extra- ‘

curricular activities incident to that.education. Im-
. plicit in the responsibility for these activities is
the power t6 make reasonable rules and regulations. .
We are dealing here with, numerous schools which have - .
voluntarily joined an association; as members of this R
association, they may, by majority vote, enact rules .
to govern their ;interaction. It is,obvious that chaos .
would result without such rules. It is_,also obvious .
that the members are in the most advantageous position
to'appreciate the regulations under which they must act
to achieve desired goals. The court should not inter-
‘fere with enactment of those regulations as long as they
are reasonable and do not enfTringe on public policy
or law." ' )
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K * ¢ The schools and their personnel should be in the
mos advantageous position to appreciate the regulations
under which they must act to achieve desired gbals. This
notion is one to which I am irrevocably committed; it
is the fundamental reason state associations Andgthe .
National Federation:exist. -We must contlnually call
s the idea to mind as state and federal coyrts, state
and federal leglslatures, statg departments of educa-
tion, and HEW in Washington make attempts-to become
involved in and assume control over competitive
athletics sponsored by educational institutions. Surely
people trained in education, knowledgeable in growth
. and deve}opment of boys and girls, should have this
responsibility fand not polltlcally oriented legislators.
School administrators must be the experts in deter-
mining the principles which govern interscholastic Lo
competition. .
“ That extracurricular participation is a privilege ffél
was reinforced by three court decisions during 1973.
The first resulted from a case involving the Kentucky .
High School Athletic Association, which had prohibited
a member school’from taking part in a reglonal tourna-
ment because the school had exceeded the maximum num-
ber of games permitted by the state association. The
ruling was challenged in courts, with the plaintiff
- claiming the school had been denied the right to par-
. ticipate. The judge wisely dismissed the case, stating,.
"It is a pr1v11ege, not a proper right, to participate
&thletlcs." / - a
Second, an lowa student athlet® was declared in-
., eligible for athletics by the Iowa High School Athletic
Association because he had reached his 20th birthday.
He claimed his rlghts were denied him as a result of
the state association’s.action. The court ruled
"Interscholastic’ athletlcs is a privilege, not a fun-
damental interest.' The IHSAA rale adopted voluntarily '
by. the schools and\after being forpgulated by school '
people themselves was upheld. F1na11y the U.S. Supreme
Court gave -support to the privilege p051t10n in the
San Antonio School District v Rodriquez. ' The majority
opinion stated: "Although education 1is one of the most
important services performed by the state, it is not
within the limited category of the rights recognized by

: is court as guaranteed by the~const1tut10n." By
v plicatien, therefore, it is' reasonable to conclude -
» * edulational athletics do not fall into the ‘category of
: a sight.
. ‘. The subJect includes referencé to the legal basis .

~ for leagues. In athletic parlance conferences and .
leagues most often refer to organization, agreement,
or planms through which' a number of .institutions schedule
games, assign officials, set admission prices, pub11c1ze
their events, .and .establish contest dates and times.
. Usually conferences and leagues are notsinvolved in the
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administration of eligibility fules, the establishment

of seasons, or the certification of officials. There
is *very, very rarely any conflict between the sponsor-'
ship of interscholastic athletics as it relates to
leagues ‘with a state association. %q our knowledge in
the long history of interscholastic sports there is

. but once case in which conference action has been

challenged in court. So fQ{ this has not been a prob-
lem.
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RACIAL SEGREGATION: IN HIGH SCHOOL ATHLETICS
R%odell G. Fields* ) ;

In 1896, the 'Supreme Court announced a-]landmark
decision in Plessy v Ferguson (163 US 537) in which
it formulated the "separate but equal"” doctrine. Under
that doctripe, the Court found it constitutionally per-
missible for a state to provide separate facilities for
Blacks and Whites provided that they were substantially
equal. This holding legitimized the efforts on the
part of many states, especially in the South, to
legally mandate the segregation of the ,races for almost
every ,conceivable purpose. ‘ . s
. After Plessy, facilities were separate but seldom -
equal. Accommodations for Blacks were generally :
inferior tp those provided for Whites. The lack of
equal facilities and opportunities for Blacks was .
clearly evident in the field of education. Black edu-
cation was mot given adequate financial support by the
states. Black publfc schools were frequently housed
in inadequate physical structures, were supplied with
textbooks” that had been discarded by: Whites, and were
generally-understaffed and underequipped. ?
Plessy remained the law of the land for public .
,schogi education until Brown v, Board of Education (347 -
US 483, 1954). In & long-awaited decision, the Court
held that segregation of White and Black children in
the public'schools solely on the basis-of race, pursu-
.ant to state laws permitting or requiring such segre-
gation, denies to Black children the equal protection
of the lLaws afforded by the Fourteenth Amendment. |
Although the Court noted that Black and White schools
wege historically wunequal”, it went, on to say that seg-
regation on the basis.of race was.impermissible and
‘ deprived minority children of equal educational oppor-
tunities even though the physical facilities and other
"tangible" factors may have been egual. The Courty
specifically stated that "'separate but equal" had no
. place in the field of public educatiogé///

The Court's decision in Brown cads€d a great deal
of Tdnfusion in the states. They professed not to-
know what was required of them to implement the Court's
decision. In 1955,¢cthe Court attempted to clarify its
decisiom in Brown v Board 'of Education (349 US 294) .

5 & “ .
*Rhodell Fields is Attorney at Law with the Federal
Power Commissien, gton, D.C. . -
5 ) . Kif" i‘ ) ) '@
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In Brown II the.Cdurt instructed authorities to take
. ' the necessary, actjons to operate public schogqls- on a *
) racially nondiscrimifiatory~basis® with "all g%liberate
. speed."” This decision d§51pot provide a stadAdard by
which a state's compliance 'or ‘noncompliance could be
effectively measured. After Brown II it was said that
states acted with more deliberation than speed. In any
event, the number of Black children attending integrated - -
- schools in the Soeuth was negligible. : , .

‘ From 1965 onward, a number of suits have been ini-
tiated to compel various school districts to eliminate
all vestiges of segregation in the operation of their

, schools. . Many districts attempted to fulfill ‘their
¢ obligations by adopting freedom of choice plans.

Black students would have the option of either attending
the predominantly Black schools that ghey were currently
enrolled in or they could choose to attend White sthools.
The courtd ultimately found freedom of choice plans '
unacteptable and instructed Southern states to djis- ° .
mantle their dual school-systems. v . ‘

Athletics .are ‘considered by many to be an integral

«+ .part of the educational process. Participation in
athletics aids in the physical and mental development of *
students.. In Monroe v Board of €ommissioners, City of
Jackson (244 F.Supp. 343; W.D. Tenn 1965) a federal
district court held that racial segregation was pro-
hibited with respecg to desegregated grades as to all

. school facilities and as to all curricular activities, -
including athletics. Other federal courts also man-
dated that athletics not be operated on a racially
discriminatory*basis. In Teel v Pitt County Board of
Education (272 F.Supp. 7035 E.D. North Carolina, .1967)
pIalngiffs.initiated an action for injunctive religf
against+*the County Board of Education's’operation and
administration of public schools on a racially dis-
criminatory basis. The court ordered that all.athletic
programs and athletic events in the various schools’
and in the school system~-generally be planned and

. conducted upon a nonracial basis.., | R
, .When t freedom of choice plamrs were permissible,
: . .. the one-ye waiting period that disallowed transferees

from partiipation in intefscholastic athleticsyfor
one year after transfer discouraged many Black%@tudents
from exercising the “‘option to .attend predominantly .
White schools. A number of suits were biought td sus-
pend the operation of the rule as it applied to Blacks
who opted to attend predominantly White 'schools+ In
Swann v Charlotte-Mecklenburg Board of Educatijon (300
ot F.Supp. 1381; W.D. North Carolina, 1969) the court
- . . held that the provision of the Board's pupill assignment
plan, making high school athletes who transferred from
one school to another ineligible for varsitykor junior
varsity athletics until they had been.a year in the new
school, was racially discriminatory and directed™the
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.was in the majority to a school where his race would
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Board of Education not to enforce it any more. The

court also stated that the Board was' under a duty to |

give adequate individual notice to allerising 10th,

11th, and 12th grade students that they might recon- '

sider their previous choice of schools in light of the

removal of the penalty. . : .
The Arkansas Athletic Association issued an inter- *°'

pretation of the one-year rule to the effect that a . -

student who transferred from a school'where his race

be in the minority would not be subject to the one- ¢ .

year loss of eligibility if the transfer were made at* '

the student's first opportunity, Ardry Rogers attended .

an all-Black junior high school during the 7¥h and 8th

grades. He exercided his option to attend a predomi- .

nantly White school for 9th grade., Thé athletic . - 7

association and the school distric® ruled that he.was '

ineligible to participate in'the athletic programs of

the new school because his first opportunity to trans-.

fer to the White school would have been the 7th grade..
Rogers' parents initiated a suit challenging the

ruling. The school board introduced tésgimony ta‘the

effect that the adoption of the rule w&s not motivated

by racial considerations, and that controlling athletic

recruitment was a legitimate goal of the application of

the athletic eligibility rule. In Roggss Vv _Board of
Education of Little Rock (281 F.Sup. .39 E.D. Ark..

W.D. 1968] the court held that enforcement of the'rule

constituted a denial of the equal protection of the
laws where its operation could only create or.add to
the reluctance of Black students to. atfend predominantly

+ White schools.. The one-year waiting period was also

successfully attacked in Coppedge.v Franklin County
Board of Educatien (273 F.Supp. 289; E.D. North Caro-_. -

-

- lina 1967) and Graves v Walton Coungy Board of Educa- -~ ..

tion (300 F.Supp. 188; M.D. Georgia 1968). N

In most-Southern stateg there were separate !
athletic associations for predominantly White and
predominantly Black schools. For, the most part the .
White associations were more prestigious and organized
tournaments’ for the generally recognized state chanm-
pions for various. sports. Sifce Black .schools were not
members, thgx could not coppete on gssqciations'. tour- ‘
naments. ¢ . R

A Black New Orleans high school,¥St. Augustiltre, y
submitted an application for Wembersyfip. to the Louisi- )
ana High School Athletic Assfciatioy, Admission of
new members was based.sole}y on :th /determigation of -
the Executive Committee” 8f/the Assdcidtion. At its . :
1965 annual meeting, the IHSAA .chdhged its copstitution

to require a vdte in favon of admis§iontby. two-thirds -
of the total number of mepber scho®ls present at the "
annual meeting on the ap icatioh’of,p;ogpéttive mem- .
bers. St. Auglstine fajle¥ to get the required - .
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.y N majority. In St. Augustine High School v Louisiana
" High School Athletic Association (270 F.Supp. 767;°
E.D. Louisiana, 1967) the court held thdat a high L
school athletic association composed of 400 schools,
~ 85% of which were public schools, which coordinated
interscholastic athletics between member schools, was
an agency of the state and any action on the part of
. the Association was "state action'" subject to the’
' provisigons of the Fourteenth Amendment and ther Associ-
ations denial of membership to St. Augustine, which
met all of the qualifications but failed to obtain l
, two-thirds vote of approval of all of the Association
.~ members, violated the equal protection and due process.
guarantees of the Constitution. o
Similarly, in Lee v Macon County Board of Educa-
tion (283 F.Supp. 194; M.D. Alabama E.D. 1968) a’ federal
disgtrict court held that the maintenaqpe of two high
school athletic associations, one White and the other ///
' Black, gperates to discriminate against Blacks, and .
. state offficials and athletic associations -had an affir-
. mative duty to disestablish the dual system in public
schools by merging the two associations. ‘
In many school districts in the North and South,
- predominantly Black and minority schools have had dif-
ficulties in developing schedules’ for athletic events.

N Some predominantly White schools that surround many ’
identifiably Black schools evade any athletic contact
with those schools. In order to get a full schedule
it is often necessary for the Black teams to travel
greater than average distances. There is some indica-
tion that school boards have a duty to schedule ath- «
letic events between.schools that can be identified as
White. and those that are identified as minority or
Black. In Davis v Board of School Commissioners of
Mobile County (393 F.2d. 690, 1968) the Fifth Circuit
Court of Appeals held that the failure to schedule
athletic activities between all-Black teams and all- .
White teams was an intolerable distinction.based on

¥ raee; the integration of activities must be complete.

Grooming codes established for athletes may glso
discriminate against Black students. Many coaches
require that their players be clean shaven., Tradi- N
tionally, if Black males can support a growth of facial
hair ¢n their upper lips, they grow mustaches. -Some

. Blacks have encountered problems with the "Afro" or
"natural” hairstyle. In'many instances when players y

. refused to comply with grooming codes and were dis-

" missed from various athletic teams,,the actions were .

. upheld by thé courts. In Nevhals v Torrey (310 F.Supp.

. 192; N.D. .California, 1970) a group of high school -
athletes brought suit against]the superintendent of
education of a school districd for injunctive and
declaratory religf dgainst the\enforcement of'a school

- district regulation which-estabIished a grooming code
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‘for athletes. THe court held that the regulation had
a rational and-reasonable basis, was not a result of
an arbitrary or’'capricious decjsion, and did not vio-
late the Fourteenth Amendment. ‘

The Supreme Court has traditionally used a two-
tiered test to measure fegula{ions against ,the Four-
teenth Amendment. Cases 1nvolving suspect élassifi- -
cations and fundamental interests compel the Court to
subject such classifications and interests to strict
scrutiny. The state must prove that the purpose of
the classifigation is te-vindicate a compelling state
interest’ and that the distinctions made by the state
are necessary to achieve that purpose. When the
Court subjects a state.interest to-strict scrutinyj
the state almost always loses.

" If-a suspgct classification or a fundamental
interest is notf involved, the Court uses a rational
relation test. Classifications drawn by the legislation
have only to be rationally related to some legitimate
state purposet. It -is not difficult to see that the
standard of review adopted by the Court is likely to
determine the outcome of a suit. )

[t is conceded that participation in high school
athletics is not a fundamental interest. It is equally,
clear that grooming code regulations have a rational .
basis. If-the traditional equal protection analysis
is used, a court would uphold the regulations. However,
there is :some indication that the Supreme Court is
moving away from its two-tiergd approach in equal
protection cases ‘and considering an intermediate ,
approach. Irstead of looking to see if a fundamental
right or a suspect-classification is involved, the
Court looks at the interests being asserted to deter;
mine-whiich interests, should be vindicated. The Court
would look to see if a regulation bore not only a -
rational relation to a legitimate state goal but was
reasonably expected to accomplish that goal. The
Court would also look ‘at the affected party's intdrest
to See 1f it warranted more protection that the tradi-
tional two-tiered tes® allowed. The Court has used
the intermediate approach in a few cases and may make
greater use of it in the future.

A federal district coura appears to have used an .°
intermediate test in Dunham v Pulsifer (312 F.Supp.
4113€D..Vermont). In this case the court held- that ]
an hletic grooming code requiring males' to wear their
ha%y tapered to the'back and on the sides of their
heads’wiih no hai{ over the collar, and wiﬁ%,séde
burns,nollower than the ear lobe ang.trimffed was uncon-
stitutional and asserted justificatio based on per-
"formance, ﬁisse siobn on teams, discipliM, conformity,

ity yere not substantial enou to justify
inffingement oyer the athletes'-rights to govern their
appearance. '
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The above cases seem to indicate that all vestiges.l -
of segregation must be removed from the sphere of public
school athletics. School authorities may not. erect

! barriers whose ultimate effect is to intexjtre with ~\
\ minority members' participation in athletid®. 'Even ’
g regulations that are not motivated by racial considera-
. tions but by other legitimate coricerns may be success- k/
N fully attacked if their effect is to adversely affect

- ( minority athletes' interests in participating in ath-
letics. As the Warren Court stated in Brown I, "sepa-
rate but equal" adopted in Plessy Vv Ferguson has no
place in-the field of public education. .

= -
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SEX DISCRIMINATION IN-HIGH+SCHOOL MTHLETICS:
- CONSTITUTIONAL REMEDIES

Napcy "Barbrow Broff* -
Yo |

3 °

'Thq/Fourteenth Amendment to the United States

Constitution provides that '"[n]o State shall.g .deny

; to any person within its jurisdiction the equal pro- 3
tection of the laws." Thys has been inferpreted by *
the courts to mean that 2a person qgnno{/be denied the
protection of.equal laws;, that_ ig, the S € cannot -
arbitrarily‘g§eat diffe%ﬁnt grBups_unequ ly.l« There
are two essential elements to a suit to enforce Four-
teenth Amendment rights. The action <complained of .
must have béen by a pérson acting "under color of any , - .
$tatute, ordinance, regulation, custom, or usage, of ’ -
any Statesor Territofy."2 This is knowneas tle "state
action" doctrine. ~The second requirement is t#fat the
action must have deptived a person of rights, privi-

[irgd

leges, or immunities sec by the Constitution or .
laws of the-United States? . - : . “
Thete have been seven reported cases involving
equdl protection challenggs to high\school athletic -
Jdeague rules whigh discri ate on the basis of sex.3 '
| The state action requi ent has not presented a prob- "

lem in these cades. EWfty+decision-has held that ~ .
there is a close enough Tonnection between the league .
and the state to sustain a finding of* state action.
"The determination of state. actipns has begn based on |
factors such as league events being held in publicly
.owned and operated facilrties,4 a requirement that®
coaches he full-time teach rs,5 a.rule-making procedure ¢
that involfes member schopl disfricts in the decision-'
making process,6 and membershig bedng primarily com-
¢ poséd of state public 5chools. : . B
Determining that the challenged action has uncdr-
-stitutionally diso?iminated against the plaintiff is
" somewhat more complicated. A ceffrt will generally | .
consider three fagtors in makin the metermination. !
The first step is“to consider'fhe classification and
ascertdn what two groups are being treated differently, ),
In order to sustain a finding of a denial of equil
protection, there must be two ,groups which are similarly
situated with respect to the law but which are being
t?ea%ed diffﬁrently. For_ﬁgample, a law stating that

s

.
-~

>

*At the tjmelof the conference, Ms. Broff was a student
at ghe University of Michigan. ‘
J . ’ ’ Y;*
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*’ people wit
into two ¢
people. T
respect to
no relatio

+ asserted i

v

h red hair -may not play tennis ‘divides people
lasses--people with red hair and all other
he two groups are similarly g}tuated with

the law, since the trait of red hair bears
n to ability to play tennis. Next, the
nted®sts of the. plaintiff are examined. To

.continue with the above.anmple, there is no legally .
recognized right to play tennis; that is, there is no
statute or constitutional proviSion which protects the
right to play tennis. However, there is a constitu-

tional rig
action (wh

ht to be free from arbitrary governmental
ich is what equal protection is all about).

So, this, law has deprived red-haired persons of .a
legally protected right. Finally, the asserted state

interests

are examined to determine whether the dis-

criminatory treatment is justified. .
In order to determine whether the discriminatory

treatment
different
+ ,used mode
_deferentia
presumptio

is+justified, courts have developed three
standards of analysis. The most commonly
of analysis is known as low scrutiny or
1 review. Under this model, there is a
n. that the law is valid. If a rational

relationship between the classification and any con-

ceivable 1

egislative purpose can be found, the law

_ will be upheld. A wide latitude of -under- or over-

b

inclusiveness is tolerated. The burden is on the

plaintiff
arbitrary

to prove that the law is "unreasonable,
or capricious."

. At.the other end of fhe spectrum is the hig ‘scru-

‘tiny test.

When the classification'is '"sugpect'? or

the plaintiff's interest is ”fundamental,”g courts

scrutinize the law very closely. The pregumption is
against validity, and the burden is on the defendant
to prove that the glassification is justified. " In

order to prevail,

he defendant must prove that the

classification is mecessary to the achievement of a
‘' compelling state interest. There it minimal toleTrance
- Tor.under- or overinclusiveness, and if the state pur-
“pose could be achieved by less’drastic means, the law
will be invalidated. '

Until recently, courts used this two-tiered

approach” in deciding.equal protection cases. But the

choice of

a levél of analysis almost always determined:

the outcome. It is practically impossible to invalidate
a law using the low scrutiny approach-or to uphold a

law under”

the strict scrutiny approach. To remedy this

problem, an intermediate approach was developed. Under
this model, the court:first determines_the most probable

legislative purpose, then decides whether the CITBSi-
fication bears a "fair and substantial relation” to
the purpose. Another possible explanation is that the °

-, burden of

proof is shifted to deféndant to show that *’

- Y= the classification is rat,ional.1 This model is often’.

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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. Of the cases challenging high school league rults
which discriminated on the basis of sex, three used
the low scrutiny analysislZ? and four used the inter-
mediate approach.l3 The court decided in favor of' the
defendant in two of the thre€ cases using dé€ferential
review, but held in Afavor of thg plaintiff igf the four
cases applying, the intermediate standard. In Ritacco
v Norwin School District, 36L F. Supp. 930 (W.D. pa.
1973), a rule requiring separate girls and boys teams
for interscholastic non-contact sports was challenged.

. Fhe court found that girls had equal opportunig&gs for
.engaging in sports activities and that allowing™'sepa-
rate but equal" sports opportunities fosters greater
participation by girls. The court further stated
that "the rule has a rational basi¢ in physiological
and psycholpgical disferences which exist, between
males and females,'l ) .

Bucha v Illinois High School Associdtion, 351
F. Supp. 69 (N.D. I11. E.D. 1972), involved a challenge
to rules which p¥t limits on girls' athletics which )
were not put on boys' contests and which prohibited
competition between the sexes. The court noted that |

!’this case did not deal with the absence of a program .
for girls, but rather probed the rationality of .
separate programs. The concern that allowing integrated
teams would lead to domination by the bays and reduced
participation by the girls was held to be sufficient
‘to justify the segregation. Taking judicial notice of
the fact that in the Olympics the men's ‘scores are
consistently faster than the women's, the court also \*\\
accepted the'physiological’ differences betwee? the
sexes as authorizing the disparate treatment:ld

There was an indication in the decision that the
Bucha court might reach a different result tqday,

In distinguishing the cases dealing with sex disérim-"
ination in employment,~the court found that the Title
VII16 cases were not relevant to Bucha because the
Congress had decided that the economic interest was
important enough to warrant legislation to protect it.

- At the time Bucha was decidedy there was no such
federal law Tor education. With the enactment of Title
IX of the Education Amendments of .1972,17 however,
equal access to educational opportunity became a Con-
gressionally protected right. It is conceivable that
Titlé I'X will have the effect of raising the standard
of review used in equal protection @@ses covncerning
educational ‘progtranms. i .

The third case whith apparently used the low
scrutiny approach was Morris v-Michigan State Board of
Education, 472 F. 2d_1707 (6th Cir. 1973). - Two girls
who wanted to play interscholastic tennis brought suit
to overturn a league rule which prohibited mixed-
competition. The Distriet—Eount judge, without writing-
agaopinion, granted a preliminary injunction enjoihing

e |
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the league from enforcing the discriminatory rule with ka\
respect to all sports. Subsequently, Michigan enacted
a law allowing girls to participate with boys in all
non-coptact sports. The leagué aappealed the Morris .
decision, "and the Court of Appeals modified the order
to apply only to non-contact sports, since there was

no controversy in this case about contact sports. ‘Due
to the lack of a written opinion by the District Court
judge, the type of analysis which was utilized is not
known. The Court of Appeals implied that the low scru-
tiny test was the proper one., ‘ .

The four decisions using the intermediatg level of
analysis were all concerned with non-contact sport's and
all involved situations where there were no sepdrate'
girls' teams. So, the rationalizations ‘accepted by the
courts in Bucha and Ritacco are not applicable to. these
cases. For example, in Haas v South Bend Community
High School €orp., 298 N.E. 2d 495 (S. Ct. Ind. 1972),
the plaintiff sued to-establish her right to be eligible
for the interscholastic golf team, regardless of ,her
sex. 1In ruling for the plaintiff, the court stated
that "{ulntil girls' programs, comparable to those -
maintained for boys exist, the difference in athletic

vability alone is not justification for the rT%e denying _

. purpose of the discriminatory rule was to assure a - .

'mixed' -participation in noncontact sports." Simi-
larly, in Gilpim v Kansas State High School Activities
Assn.., 377 F. Supp. 1233 (D. Kan.. 1974}, the asserted

viable girls prdgram. The court found this to be a -
valid purpose, and if there were separate girls teams
the rule arguably would advance that interest. But,
in the”absence of a girls team, the rule operated to
limit rather than to advance girls' opportunities.
On this basis, the court held that the defendant had
not shown a substantial relation between the rule and
the asserted purpose. ~ ) ..
One factor that was stressed in these cases was

_thg nature of the plaintiffs' interests. Contrary to.

the Bucha court, which stated that "participation  in
inte?s;holastic athletics is not a right guaranteed by
the Constitution or laws of the-United States,''19 these -
courts viewed the plaintiffg' interests as substantial.
Athletics-were viewed a§ an integral part of the edu-
cational process, equally valuable for girls and boys.
The fact that participation in interscholastic 'athletics
is a privilege and not a right is not determinative. .
As stated in Brenden ‘v Independent School bPistritct 7425
477 'F. 2d. 1292+*(8th Cir. &973), "The question in this b
case.is not whether~the.plaintiffs have an-absolute - -
right to participafé'in-interscholastic athletics, .but ‘

L

‘whether the plaintiffs can be denied‘the-benefits of <

activities provided by the state for'male spudents."zo

" ' ‘Likewise,; the court in Reed Vv Nebraska ‘School ‘Activities

Assn., 341 F..Supp. 258 (D. Neb. 1972), rejected the *

r / ! .-
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right/privilege dichotomy as a justification for sex
segregation in athletics. Granting a motion for a
preliminary injunctiong the court~held Ythat the defen-
dant had not yet come forward with an acceptable
rationalization for the rule. s o
:The  Brenden decision~is perhaps the strongest one
from the point of view of women. The plaintiffs were -
" eXxcellent athletes who wished to join the tennis.and
cross-country teams of their schools. The judge .
specifically found that the girls were capablf of .
competing with boys'and would not sbe harmed by such
competition, and held that the high school league did
not show a sufficient rational basis for their con- ®
clusion that females are not able to compete with’
males in non-contact sports. After commenting that
success im sports depends on factors .such as coordina-
tion, concentration, and timing, as well as speed and
strength, the judge remarked: ! :
Essentially, the testimony of those ‘witnésses
S who concluded that females were wholly incapable
of competing with men in interscholastic ath- -
letics was based on_subjectivé:conclusions
drawn from the physiological difference between
the sexes by individuals who were not themselves
familiar with mixed competition. This subjective
testimony is particfilarly susceptible to dls-
crimination based on stereotyped notions about
" the nature of the sexes.
* The court also cited an experiment conducted by the | .
New York State Depdrtment.of *Education in whith mixed
» competition proved so successful that the regulations
were, amended to specifically allow it.
The asserted purpose of the classification in
Brenden was to assure that persons with similap ability , -
would compete with each other. THe ‘court found ghat
the defendant failed to ‘show a sufficiently substantial
relation between the $ex-based classification and  the
purpose. The failure to afford the plaintiffs indi-
viduglized determinations of their ability was found
to be a denial of equal protection. It i& important
to note, however, that the holding was..gimited to the .
-facts of the case. The court declined to comment on s
whether separate”girls' teams would violate the Equal
Protection Clause or whether mixed competition should -
be extended to contact sports. . . R
To summarize the present state of the law, where
. there have been equal protection challenges to separate
girls and boys teams, the courts have utilized the low
'scrutiny level .of analysis to uphold the segregation.
Where "the female plaintiffs had no other opportudity .
/to engage in interscholastic athletics, the courts have
employed the Aintermediate approach to allow qualified

L

L S : ;3 f;é? ' :

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




. -
girls to join boys' teams. In all of these cases,”
- only non-contagt sports were involved, so the question
. of mixed teams with .respect to contakt sports is.still
** open. Now that the Little League ha integrated its
teams, however, the possibility of ccessful equal
. protection-challenges with respect other contact
ports cannot lightly be dismissed. \
The. future of equal¥protection suits is somewhat
culative. If sex is finally declared to be a
o sufpect classification by a majority of the United
Sthtes Supreme Court, the constitutionality of
"separate but equal" sports teams ‘would become doubt-
ful. Segregation of the sexes in sports not only . . .
implies that females are inferior' to males, it is_
founded on the assumption of inferiority. And, since
g most males are better at athletics th most females,
separate 1is never equal:2 Girls of g?ceptional

-

+ ability ‘cannot compete.against those of 51mila;%;Pility
t

~ in a sex-segregated system. The sex-biased clag ifi-
catipn'does not perfectly predict athletic abil .
Since the high scrutiny analysis allow® only-a miXimal
tolerance fqr under- or overinclusiveness, the sex
segregation would probably be overruled, unles$ the
. defendapt could bear the heavy buwrden of proving that
the classification is‘necessary to achieve'a compelling
- state interest and that Bhere is no other way to achieve
that purpose by less drastic means. It is not clear
whether courts would consider the purpose of preventing
boys frem dominating both teams and assuring a viable
girls' program to be a comp€lling interest. ¢

A new‘con§titutiona1 remedy will become«availablg
* if the Equal Rights Amendment achieves ratification.?
- The amendment>réads: "Equality of rights under the

law shall\not be denied or abridged Ry the United States
or by :any jtate on account of sex."? It is similar to
. the Fourtednth Amendment in thdt it requires governmen-
tval action,| but it establishes a different standard for
constitutiopally permissible actions. Under the E.R.A., °
. sex-based assifications would be impermissible (with
exceptions, for personal grivacy and physicad -’
. charactefistics un®que td one sex).2> That is, neither
.a "ratyonal-basis" .nor a "compelling interest' ‘would .
justify a rule treating men ‘and women differently, So,
. under the E.R.A.; separate teams foy girls and boys
N would not be permissible, The Commonwealth Court of
. - Pennsylvania recently interpreted the Equal Rights
® " Amendment to the Pennsylwania Constitution to require
- mixed teams in all imterscholastic athletics, including >
cortact sport's.  The female plaintiff in that case
. . - won the right /o play.on her school football team.26
> A: final hote--since Tifle IX mandates equal .
: ‘educational opportunity régardless of sex, it may
appear that constitutional challenges to sex discrimi-

- nation in athletics hil}_no longer be brought. This
. . .s . ‘ .
o . ( 54 .t
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is not true. First of all, it is common practice when
bringing a lawsuit to base claims on alternate grounds. .
Thus, many cases will be brought alleging deprivation
of. rights secured by both the Fourteenth Amendment and
Title IX. Second, the remedies differ. In a success-
ful Title IX suit, the educational institution will =~ -
lose its federal funds. The institution has the option
of deciding to do without federal funds if it wishes
to continue the discriminatory practice. Under the
Fourteenth Amendment, if the plaintiff prevails, the
court orders the*educational institution to discontinue
the discrimination, And finally, there may be cases
which do not fall within Title'IX but which are
covered by the equal protection doctrine. )

Is'the right to _compete in interscholastic ath-
letics really worth all this fuss? To answer in the
words of Simone de Beauvoir: .. : ‘ T

Not to have confidence in one's body is to lose .
confidence in oneself....It is precisely the
+female athletes,, who being positively interested
"in” their own game, feel themselves least handi-
capped in comparison with the male. Let her swim,
_climb mountain peaks, pilot an airplane, battle
. against the elements, take risks, go out for .
| tadventure, and she will nof feel before the world *
" that timidity.
L »
%

Notes ,
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1Sgsan C. Ross, The Rights of Women (Diséus Books,
1973) at 15, -
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42 U.£C. 8 1983, 5

. 3Brenden,v Independent School DisStrict 742, 477
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Gilpin v Kansas State High School Activities Assn.,
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. 'School District, 361 F.”Supp. 930 W.D. Pa. 1973);

Bucha v TIlinois High School Assn., 351 F. Supp. 69 N
(N.D. 111, I972); Reed v Nebraska& Scheol Activities
Assn., 341 F. Supp. 258 (D. Neb, 1972); Haas v S. Bend
- Community High School . Corp., 289 N.E. 2d 495 (Ind. -
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‘ Bucha, supra at 73;

{ .
5Haas, supra at 497-8. .
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-6Brenden, supra at 1295.

7Gilpin,‘supra a Zéf;
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b ; “rhe ‘classifications that have beew"deemed suspect
are race, nationalworigin, and aliepsge. Sex has been
declared to be a suspect classifyCation by a pleurality
- (but n6t a majority) of the Unitgd States SuRreme Court .
and by sgveral lower courts. . De¢iding. that sex $hould
be susngt, the CaliforQii\Supreme,gourt wrote:

-~

(Sex, like race and lineage, is an immutable
. trait, a status into which the class members
are locked by thé accident of birth. What dif-
§ ‘fegﬁntiates sex from other nonsuspect statuses,
" such as intelligence or physical disability,
- . andraligns it with the. recognized suspect classi-
_ fications is that the characteristic frequently
v bears no relation to ability to perform or conc_
tribute-to society....The result is that the
- * @hole classFhs relegated to an inferior legal_
«' Status without regard to the capabilities or
' characteristics of its indiyidual members....

(" - Another characteristic whidh™underlies all sus-
pect classifications is the stigma of \inferiority
] 7 .and second class citizenship associated with -
. . . them (Sail'er Inn, Inc. v Kirby, 5 Cal. 3rd, 1,
[ » 485 P.” 2d 529, 540, 95 Cal. Rptr. 379, 340
[19717). ) .

~ Ok Rples of rights which have been deemed "fun-
damentad" age the right to vote, the right to’travel,
o ] and the right to raise one's children.
Tt 10Reed v Reed 404 U.S. 71 (1971).

g renden, supra at 1300; Reed, supra at 262,

12Ri,tacco, Supra, and BuEﬁa, supra. . . .

" ) 13B}eﬁ&éni supra; Gilpin:.guﬁra; Reed, supra;
Haas,tsggra. . Ve

{4Ritacco, supra at 93Z2.-

) . ‘lsIt is-now clear that the physiological differences
g between males and females are significantly less™than
had been presumed. Differences in strength within
either sex are{éreater than between them. ' Women are
narrowing the yaps between thejr perfbrmances and*those
of men. For example, in the 1924 Olympics, the winning
time in the men's 400 meter freestyle was 16% faster
than the women's winning score. By 1972, the men's

y lead dropped to only 7.3%. Shane Gould's zurrent
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record for theg400 meter freestyle is a pool length
faster -than Johnny Weismuller's men's record in 1927.
See Scott, '"Closing the Muscle Gap," Ms. Magazine,
September, 1974, p. 49-50. R
Lo 16Tét1e VLI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42
u.s.C. 2000e et seq, prohibits discrimination in
employment on the EE%is of race, color, religion, .

sex, or national origin. . . ’ S e
Y20 u.s.c § 1681 et seq. N N
184aas, ‘supra at sol.
lgEEEﬁi’ supra at 73. p
. . 20Brenden, supra at 1297. &y |
2lBrendEn,'supi'a at 1300.° ‘(* . o/

. ‘o
' 22g5rda discussion of the reasons for not using the ® .
"separate but equal" theory, see Note, Sex Discrimina-
tion in High School Athletics, 57 Minn. L. Rev. 339,
369 (1972). . -

23Thirty-eight states must ratify 'in order for the
E.R.A., to become part of the Constitution. As of
March, 1975, thirty-four states had ratified.

24Propbsed Amendment to the United State Constis

. ytution, S.J. Res. 8, S.J. Res. 9, and H.R.J. Rés. 208,
’ 92d Congress, lst Sess. (1971).. . .
25

That is, separate restrooms and dressing Toons -
would bé(allowed ,under-the personal privacy exception,
and lawslrelating to sperm donors would be permissible
under, the unique physical .characteristics exception.

-
8

6Decisic;n of the Pennsylvénia Commonwealth Court
announced on Sports Report, WUOM radio, March 17,‘£?7Sn
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CONSTITUTION OF THE STATE OF MICHIGAN O“ 1963
i . w /

v ‘ .
§ 2. Equal protection; discrimination : .
. Sec. 2. No persén shall tw denied the equal protection of the laws.
. nor shall any person be demed the enjoyment of his civil or politicai
| , rights or be discriminated apunst in the exerose theicof because of
rehigion, race, color or natfonal uiizin - The Iegislature shall implement . A

~

this section by appropriate legislation, \ 5
. ARTICLE 8 .

" - Free public slementary and secondary schools; discrimination.
> Sec 2. The legislature shall maintain and support a system of free public elementary
and secondary schools as defined by law Every school distract shall provide for the ed-
* ucation of 1ts pupils without discrmunation as to religion, creed.race. color or national

- ongn. . . . -
v ~ L]
GENERAL SCHOOL LAWS A
v
340.333  School discrimination; race, color, intellectual progress. % \
Sec. 355. No separate school or department shall bé kept for any person or persons *
_on account of race or color, This section shall not be construed to prevent the grading )
of schools according to the int¥lectual progress of the pupil, to bé taught 1n separate ’
& places as may be deemed expedient. - ) .
. . HISTORY New 1955 p 528 Act200 Eff ful1  * \:’ )

340:379 Athjetic and other assoclations; membership; conditions; reports.
" Sec. 379. (1) A school district may join or permi, its schaols to join any
.- <= organizition; association or league which has as its object the promotion of
» Sportor the "adoption of rules fgr the conduct of athletic, oratorical; musical, ¢
* A drgmah‘c or other contests by"ir between school children if the orggnization,
association or lgpgue provides in its constitution or bylaws that the superinten<,
% de public instruction or his representative shall be an ex officio member of & ,
° ., itsfgoverning body with the same rights and privileges as other members of its :
governing body The superintefident of public instruction shall report to the
legislature before each regular séssion as to.the activities of any .such
«. organization, association or league of which he‘is an ex officio member apd - °
e

shall recompuend to the legislaturg whether legislation is made necessary
such pctivities. The association issineoffici sociatiog of the statg for
. purpose of organizing and :conducting athletic\events,»contests, and tour-
naments among schools and- shall be responsible for the adoption and
enforcement of rules relative to eligibility of athletes in schoels for participation \
in interschopl athletic events, contests and tournaments. /
. IS . .

_ Female pacticipation ln‘lﬁ@ncr_lolntlé athietics.
S‘ ~__(2) Female pupils shall be permitted to- paxaipate in all noncontact

.

interscholastic athletic activities, including but not limited to archery, badmin- .
ton, bowling, fencing, golf, gymnastics, riflery, shuffleboard, skiing, swimming,
. diving, table tennis, track and field and tennis. Even if the institution dees have
a girls’ team in any noncontact intersgholastic athletic activity, the female shall - .
. be permittdd to"compete for a position on the boys' team. Nothing in this
‘ subsection shdll- be construed to prevent or interfere with the seleqtion of < .
. ,* competing teanis solely. on tht basis of athletic ability. :
Q 7 HISTORY Add 1972 p 7 Act 2. Imd Eif Jun 3L~Am 1978, p, 237, Act 198, Eff Mar 20,1073 o

.

<
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. ' 3407887 interscholastic athletics; medical care; hospital, medical insurance; - -~ .
. . foos; liallitity, v ’
Sec. 788. Boards of education shall have the right to provide medical care, including
costs of hospitalization, necessary c(to provide care for students whe are injured g
participation in a program of intdrscholasyc athletic activities; and shall have the au- r
thority to establish policies regarding provisions for care for injuries sustained while
participating in such programs. , . .
Boards &f edycation shall have the right to expend school funds for the employment
. . of qualified persons tt‘::l}n'o ide such care, or for payment for all or a part of the.cost of
participation in mutual benptit programs or insurance programs to insure protection
for students during participation in a program of interscholastic athleticactivities.
of education shall have the right to require a fee from participants in such .
programs for all or & part of the cost of medical care, mutual benefit programs or in-
surance programs to insure protection for students, providing that no student shall be
S barred from participation in interscholastic athletic activities because of inability to

pay the fee. . )
. Nothing in this section shall be construed to imply the incurrence of hability of any
" school distnct, officer, or employee. \

~ HISTORY Add. 1968, p. 31. Act 16, Imd. Eff Ape. 8

- R -

ADMINISTRATIVE RULES ~

i
INTERSCHOLASTICAATHLETICS -

(By authority conferred on- the state board of education by section 784 of Act No.

. 269 of the Public Acts of 1955 and sections 14 and 15 of Act No. 287 of the Public
Acts of 1964, being sections 840.784, 388.1014 and 888.1085 of the Compiled Lawa
of 1948.)

R 34081, See. 1. Enrollment.
oA, A student must be enrolled in & high school (except as provided in D below) not
later than Monday of the fourth week of the semester in which he competes.
B.s, Members of senior high schools who are housed or enrolled in buildings other than
. the senior high school may be eligible for membership on senior high school
athletic teams provided the local board of education has formally approved the
arrangement and that notification of such action has been made to Sn state direc-

3

tor of athletics. °
C. Senior high schools ars not permitted to use junior high school s dents, except *
that senior high schools in ¢lasses B, C, D, and E may draw on the ninth W
_7 of junior high schools for athletes when the junior high school is in the same
building or in an sdiacent building on the same campus.~This also’may be done
by class B, C, D, or E high schools in case there is but 1 senior high school and
1 junior high school in the same city school system regardless of their locations.
: 1f the local administration of a class B, 'C, B, or E high school system includes .
> * the ninth grade bf s junior high schfml with the senior high school for athletic 4
purposes, no ninth graders may compete as members of junior high school inter-
scholastic athletic teams (for 1 exception see rules of eligibility for junfor high - .
school students, section 12 (B)). In such cases the enfire hinth grade enrollment
must be included with theshigh school enrollment for classifieation purposes. 3

D. High schools having 8 total enrollment of less than 75 in grades 9 to 12, inclusive,
may usein baseball only, students from the eighth grade of that school.

Schools having not to exceed 18-grades, with enrollment in the high school grades

d of less than 756 may use, in baseball only, seventh and eighth grade students when s
they are competing against like schools. P) . .
* © THSTORY 1944 ACS 10, p 22, 194 ACS 36, p 38, 194 ACS 3. p 21, 18684 AC. p 200
N R 340.82. Sec, 2. Age. .
S A stadent who competes in any interscholastic athletic contest must be urider 19 .-,
. of age.except that a student whose snineteenth birthday occurs on or r
N September 1 of a current achool year is eligible for the balarice of that school year.
- HISTORY 1944 ACS 10 p 22, 1844 ACS 23, p 6. 1944 ACS %, p 38 1064 AC, p W10 .

v . 64 ~
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R 340.83. ‘Sec. 3. Physical examinations.

“7"""No atudent shall be eligihle to represent his high school for whom there is not on

file wilk the superintendent or principal, a physician’s statement for the current school
year certifying that the student has passed an adequate physical exaniination and
that,'in the opinion of the examining physician, he is fully able to compete in athletic

contests, v -
MISTORY 194 ACS 10 0 2 195 AC p 3910

., .

R 340.84. Sec. 4. Seasons of competition. ' *
No student, while enrolled in a 4-year high schgfl, shall be eligible to compete for
more than ¥ seasons in either first or second ¥emester athletics; or for more than

3 seasons in either semester while enrolled in a 8-year high school.
HISTORY 194 AUS 10 p 22 1954 AC. p 3910

B 340.88., Sec. 5. Semesters of enmﬂmént.

No student shall compete in aty branch of athletics who 1&3 been enrolled in grades
9to12, 1 usive, for mote than 8 semesters. The seventh-and eighth semesters must
be consecutive. Enrollment in a school for a period of 8 weeks or more, or com-
peting in 1 or more mterscholutlc athletic contests, shall' be considered 28 enroll-
ment for a semester under this rul .

MISTORY 1944 ACS 10 p 22, 1954 AC. p m A "

R 340.86. Sec. 6. Undergraduate standing.cgy

No student shall compete in any branch of athletics who is a graduate of a regular
4-year high school or who is a’ graduate of a secondary school which has the same
requirements for graduation as a regular 4-year high school. However, a student who
finishes the required sumber of hours for graduation in less than 8 gpmesters shall
not be barred from interscholastic athletic competition, while doing undergraduste

work, until the end of the elzhth semester as far a; the provisions of this section’

are concegtied.
ISTORY  ISHACS 10 p 22, 198 ACS 23 p A& 1954 AC p 210 .

R 340.87. Sec. 7. Previous semester record. ¢ .

A, No student shall compete in any athletic contest during any semester who does
not have to his credit on the books of the school he represents at least 15 credit

s hours of work for the last semester during which he shall have. been enrolled
in grades 9 to 12, mcluslve, for a period of 3 weeks or more, or during which he
shall have taken part in any interscholastic athletic contests.

B. In determining the number of hours of credit received dunng a semester under
this rule, the usual credit allowed by the school shall be given. However, reviews
and extra-curricular work, ‘and work for which credit previously has been received,
shall not be counted. Deficiencies, including incompletes, conditions, and failures
from a previous ester may not be made up during a subsequent semester, sum-
mer session, ni schooly or by tutoring, for qualification purposes that semester.

C> The_record at tig end of the semester shall be final for athletic purposes, except
that cdnditions or incompletes, resulting from inability to finish the work of the
semester on account of disabling illness dyring the last 2 weeks of the semester,
or for other reasons €qually valid during the same period, may be removed after
the cloge of the aemester, provided application is made to the state director by the
superintendent or principal. In such cases it is.to be certified that the student
was in attendance and carried his work successfully apd continuously ® to within
2 weeks of the end of the semester.

HISTORY Iim ACS 1D p 2 196 ACS 23 p 8, 1954 AC p 10
Sec.

R 340.88. 8. Current semester record.

No student shall compete in any athfetic contest who .does not have a passing grade,
from the beginning of the semester to the date 7 calendar days prior to the contest,
in studies aggregating at least 15 credit hours pet week. In determmmg the number
of hours credit per week under this rule, reviews and extra-curricular work, and work

for which credit ‘revnously has been received, shall not be eounted.
HINTORY 1944 ACTH0 p 23 1938 ACS 23 p 6 194 ACS %6 p 3, 1954 AC p 910

A . . .
ILIGIBILITY FOR SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL STUDINTS )
R 340.89. Sec. 9. Transfers between schools.
A. A student who transfers frofn 1 high school or junior h‘igrschool to another
high school I8 ineligible to participate in an interscholasfic athletic contest for 1 full

semester in the school to which he transfers, except that the following students may
be de:lared eligible: [

¥

65 6%



’.l. J‘ e
* 3] -

%)
s ”

1) K‘)x.udent who moves intd a'new district or school service area with the

rsons with whom he was living during his last school enrollment.

(2) A student who moves into a district or schbol service area'gand “resides with
his parents in that district or area. .

(8) . A student who i3 a ward of the court or state and is placed in a district
or school service area b¥ gourt order. Guardianship does not fulfill this requirement
unless the principa) of each' of the 2 schools inwlvgd certifies that there was no
undue influence for athletic purposes. .

.(4y A foreign exchange student who is placed in a district or schoo)( servige area
by a bonafide exchange program. =

{6) A student whd marries and establishes a new residence in a new district or
school service area. R . d

(8) A student who transfers to another school Because his school ceases to operate.

(1) A student in attendance at a school designated the governing body of
that school as the result of reogganization, consolidation™r annexation, or at the
public school in the district where he resides. . ’

(8) A student from & broken home, and the principal.of each of the 2 schools

, involved certifi t there was no undue influence for athtefic purposes. *

(9) A stude ho tranafere for educational reasons, and the princi 1 of each
of the 2 schools involved certifies that théré was: no undue influence jbr athletic
purposes. | . M

(10) A-~student ordau(&anslerred within a school system, for other than athletjc
purposes, by a board of educjtion or the governing y'of a private or parochigl
school system. ¢ . .

(11) A student who enters the ninth grade of a 4 year high achool and has not been
previously enrolled ‘in the ninth grade. o .

(12) A student who completes the last grade available in the school system
previously att‘ended. ‘ i
B. A full semester is defined under this rule as 1 in which a transfer occurred not

later than Monday of the fourdh week of the semester.

HISTORY 1944 ACS 10, p 23. 1944 ACS 36. p. 38, 1944 ACS 39,'p. 23. 1964 AC. p. 3911: 1954
} ACS 67, p AL (AN \ o N

R 34().9‘0~ Sec. 10. Awprds.

A. A student shall be Ineligile for interscholastic athlgtic competition if he Accepts
:rom Any source anything for participation in athletics otgxer than a trophy as defined
n this rule. - Us

B. “TropRy” means a medal, ribbon, badge, plaque, cup, banner, picture, or ring.
No trophy shall exceed $6.00 in value. The acceptance of the regular school letter award
does not render a 'studely. ineligible under this rule but # school may make only 1 award
to a student per sport season. -

C. Banquets, luncheons, dinners, trips, and admissions to athletic events, if accepted
in kind, shall not be proldbited under this rule. ».

D. A student will render himself ineligible under this rule if he accepts awards in
violation 6f its provisions only in the follpwing activities: Baseball, basketball, boxing,
cross cguntry, football (11-man, 8-man, or 6-man), golf, gymnastics, ice hockey, skiing,
soccer, softball, swimming, tennis, track, 'or wrestling. c

E. A student violating séctions A, B, C, or D of this rule sl be ineligible for inter-
scholastic athletic competition for & period of not less than 1 full semester from the
date of his last violation. - - -

P. A full semester is defined under this rule as.1 in which a violation occurs not later
than Monday of the fourth week of the semester. If the violation occurs after Monday
of the fourth week of a semester a student is ineligible for the balance of that semester

* and the succeeding: semester. ! i

HISTORY - 3946 ACS 10, p 23. 1944 ACS 23 B 7; 194¢ ACS 38"p. &1 1944 ACS 39, p. 33 1954
AC, p. 3911, 1964 ACS 31. p. 21: 1954 ACS 81, p. 31 I 4 ) 8 39, p
E - . .

-~

1 AR 4 .,
R 340.91. Sec. 11. Amateur practices. - ),.\

A. No student shall be eligible to represent hls high achool who: (1) Has received
money for participating in athletics, sports, or games listed in section B; (2 he§ re-
celved money or other valuable consideration for officiating in interschd(gti thletic
contests; or (3) has signed a contract with a professional baseball team. /

B. A student will render himself ineligible under thisrule if he violates itsamateur
provisions only in the following activities: Baseball, basketball, boxing, cross coun
football (11-man, 8-manyor 6-man), golf, gymnastics, ice hockey, skiing, soccer, soft-
ball, swimming, tenn k, or wrestling. ~ L]

HISTORY: 1944 ACS 10, p. 23; 1944 ACS 36, p. 38: . * ;
s BIETORY: 1o b, 23: 1944 ACS 36, p. 381 1944 ACS 39, D. 235 1984 AC, p. 3911
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R34092. Sec. 12. Limited team membership. . .

- A. A spodent who, after participating in an athletic contest.as a member of & high'
school athletic team, participates in any wthletic competition not sponsored by his’
high school in the same sport during the same season, shall be ineligible for the

N remainder of that season in that sport. o,

B. A sfudent who has represented his high school in basketball after February 15
may not participate in any outside basketball competition during a current school
year after that date (February 15). Participafion in such outside competition

o will affect & high school student ag follsws: (1) If-he is enrolled in his seventh
- 0 or elg semester in grades 9 to 12, inclusive, he will be ineligible in all sports
.. for the balance of his high school career; (2) if he has been enrolled in the above
* grades for 6 or lgss semesters he will_be ineligible only for participation -in
- interscholastic basketball during his succeeding school year. .
€. A studént who has represented his high school in football or ‘basketball during
s the current school year, may not compete on any “all-star’ team in either of
these sports, regardless of its method of selection, in so-called “all-star” charity,
exhibition, or other similar tyge of game. Participation in such a g®me by such a
high school student shall render him ineligible thr all interscholastic athletics for
R ’period of 1 year of school entollment from the date of his first violation of

« this rule. -
\ HISTORY 1944 ACY 10 p ZiglBHACS 23 i ACS 3 p 39 1954 AG p 011 -
N v - '
) . . ° . CONTESTS BTWEEN SINIOR HIGH SCHOOLS v
R340.101. , Sec. 1. Competition limited to eligibles. o, )
T No high school shall enter &ny athletes or athletic teams in any-<ontest unless the
[ A athletes or athletic teams o%such high school shall be eligible under RULES OPF ELI-
GIBILITY FOR SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS; nor shall any high school
. knowingly permit jts athletes or athletic teams to compete with another school in &

» game or contest in which an ipeligible athlete is used. This rule also applies to reserve

. teame. ( ‘ . . - :

©0 TTHINIOR s vy 10 p 2 . . .
 R340.102 Sec. 2. Manager.of teams responsible to superintendent or 'p{'lneipll‘

The superintendent of schoolsor principal of the high school or that member of the

. faculty designated by either of them, shall be manager of the teams' representing
the school. N R
HINEOBY 1445 N 10 p 20 ,

R340.103. Sec. 3. Final management of teams. !
.° ‘The final management of.all intericholastic athletics shal. be in the hands of some
member or members of the faculty who shall sign all contracts. :
HISTORY 196 AN 10 p 24

kd %

7~  RMUOIN. Sec. 4. Coaches of teams” . .

A. The person responsible for the immediate" ining or coaching.of a high scheol .

athletic team should be & member of the regular teaching staff of-the school._If & .

non-faculty member is used he must be registered by the:school in the office OF the’

state director on"a form.provided for that purpose before he begins’ his “dutiés.
» Such non-faculty member coaches must be at least 21 years of age or have com-

Dleted 2 or mote yeats of college work. -,

B. All coaches (head and assistants) of interscholastic athletic teams jn class A high
schools-shall hold, teaching certificates which would qualify them as teachers in
the high school whose teams they are coaching. -

C. Coaches of girls interscholastic athletic teams shall be women. /
JISTORY 1944 ACN 10 p 24, 19H ACS 23 p 7,194 ACS 26 p 2

€
’ >

¢ R340.105. Sec. 5. Exchange of eligibility lists. -

A. Five days prior to the first gamé in each season each high school shall submit
to all scheduled opponents and fo the office of thé stste director, a master gligi-
bility list (form-1) of all stadents eligible for that sport under ‘the provisioha of
these rules, including current semester record. Additions to the squad will be
certified at once to competing schools irf & similar manner on an additional master
eligibility’list. Also, in those sports which carry over into 2 semestersy an addi-

— tional master list is' t6 be submitted at the openifig,of the second' semester to
¢ach remaining school on the schedule and to the office of the state director-
B. Subsequently for each succeeding gae, a cyrrent eligibility list (form-2) &rulnz
¥ names of eligible students only will be submittod}%o schools concerped 5 days
° prior to the contest. %. . ‘

N DT ‘ C 67 ra
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. L~
C. These lists shall be certified by the superintenident of schools or the principal of
. the competing high school. Certification shall be based on copplete information
- .~ c¢oncerning the student's age, athletic and scholastic stat/\u./gfxestionable cases
shall be referred to the state director before the privilege 'of competition is given,
HMISTORY 1965 ACS 10 p A . K‘ *

- Y » h o -

R 340106 8 6. Contests with out-of-state schools.

- No high school 'shall schedule or play a game with a schbol in another state unless
that school is a member in good standing i Mts state association, provided it is eligible
to such membership. [ )

. . HISTORY  ISH A0 p 2

f

R 340.107. " Sec. 7. Use of registered officials.
High schdols may use in 8émes in the yports concerned only those athletic officials
who are registered with the state association for the current year in football, basket-
‘v ball, and baseball. The referee and/or starter used in all interscholastic swimming or
. track and field meets must be registered for the current year in that sport. - -
* BISTORY 19 A(S10 p H 19HA(S D p T f -
. . A
N R 340.108. Sec. 8. Feotball practice and competition. .
A. In a lower peninsula high school football practice or interschelastic football
v , competition is prohibited between December 1 of ar and Monday of%the second ,
, week preceding Labor day of the following year. In.An upper peninsula high school
. football practice or inteérscholastic football compefition is prohibited hetween the
. L conclusion of the first weekend in November of-one*year and Monday of the fourth
. _ week preceding Labor day of the following yef¥, except that an upper peninsula
- . high school Sompeting tm football with lower peninsula high schools in a majority
of its games and beginning practice as limited for lower peninsula schools may
. +termiriate its competition before December 1. If practice is conducted during the ~
v first week allowed, football equipment shall be limited to footballs, helmets and
football shoes during that week. i
. N B. A high.school team shall no} play a game of football until it has practiced for »
N period of 8 weeks, except that the initial week of allowed practice is optional and does
. not count'as 1 of the required 3 weeks of practife. The first game may be played on
Friday or th of the third week only in case practice was started on Monday
of the first week to be counted. . * :

« C. There shall be no football sckimmage or competition except between teams com-
posed excluSively of junior or senior high school students who represent high schools,
. . In such scrimmage or competition.. However, ninth grade students representing the
school in which they are enrolled may compete as Yembers of or ggainst junior high
school teams oft which there are seventh or eighth graders, df both, if the games are

D played under rules governing junior high school football. . ,
’ . D. ~Prior a school's first scheduled interscholastic nfootball game of a ‘current
N B school ‘year the ay be.not more than 1 practice or scrinfmage session which involves
\ . . other than students 3f that scheol exclusively. . ’
“ ~msTofr: 1944 ACS 10, p. 24; 1944 ACS 28, p. 8; 1944 ACS 36, p- 39; 1944 ACS 39, p. 32; 1984
] AC. D. 3915; 1954 ACS 2¢, p. 20: 1964 AGS 81, p. 31,1954 ACS 63, p. 21: 1964 ACS 65, p. 17,
s b ) :
Y . .
, R/340.109, . Sec. 9. Post.season contests—football and basketball . =

There are to be no post-season contests in football or basketball. The football season
is to be copcluded by December 1 in lower pennsula schools and by the first weekend in
Novemberlin upper peninsula achools (See section 8 [A]). The basketball season is to

e terminat th tie fina] date of the state basketball tournament it the school does not

enter tournamsfit play. For those schools wbich enter state associati(n tournaments, *
K - the basketball season ends with thfe last tournament game it plays. .After a school
. - o participatds in state association basketball tournament playm.it may take part in no
other basketball competition for the balance of the ‘ﬁ:m school year, except as

. provided in regulation V,"section 8 (D).

. o7 RISTORY: 1944 ACS 10. p. 25. 1944 ACS 23. p 8. 1964 AC p 33: 1964 ACS 3, . 20.

A . ) ‘f" : . - . . - ! )
oLty R 340:110. Sec. 10. Limitations of competition, ) :
, / A. A student may compete in not mote than 1 game of, interscholastic footbell in &

+ . congpeutive calendar days except by permission of the state director. y

“ B, No student may compete in more than 1 game ‘of interscholastic buk*&thlll.w
day, and in not more than 2 games per week during the regular season.
- C: A student may compete in‘ 1 interscholastic basketball game durimg 4 calendar
week (Monday to Monday), and in addition, may Yarticipate in not more than 1 .
- in an approved county, league, or invitational tourfthent during that week. S >
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, ¢ participating in a atate association i;oumment may compete in no ether basketl'nn
o game during the week of that toyrnament (Monday to Monday). T

N D. A confistant shall not competo in events in 2 track meects held on the sime
P date which’ would be in violation of these limitatidns of competition for :1°meet.
" Likewise,”a’ contestant shall not compete in events, in violation of these limitations
ci"eompeﬁﬁon,fip s track meet which extends over 2 or mhore days. Neither .shall

& gontestant compete, in events injseparate track meets held on sudcessive days if

. such participation would be in viblation of these limitations of competition for 1
. Y. meet. Limitations of competition ih regional and final track and field meets also
- - are applicable to all other interscholastic track and field meets as follows: -

o 1. 'K contestant shall not enter nor compete in more than 4 events, of which a

Ve

maximam of 3 may be track events. « 7 -
{. " 2. When a contestant runp any distance of 440 yards or more, up to and includ-
© ing & I.mile maximum, dnd”s in another track event, at least 2 track events shall
R ene between the 2 in which he competes. . '
3. A relsy race i3 consideréd 1 of the rmmiber of events which a, contestant may
Y ;-enter. After the first man.of a relay team starts a race he and the other members
“of the teanrare charged with participatdon 'in that event even though he or they may

not actually have'run any or all of their full distances in it.
: ’ . 4. » Participation in a preliminary heat counts as, c;;ﬁpetition in an event.

% . to participate.in any other track event in which he runs 880 yards or mote.
.6.. A contestant who participates in a 2-mile run shall not be allowed to participate

; in any other track event, . ' .
: E. A.contestantxin swimming may compete in pot more than 2 events. Diving ig
‘¢ considered as an event. -~y . . -
. F. A contestant in tennis may compete either in the singles or doubles, not both.
' G._ A contestant in a;rouc;)untry meet may not run a distance greater than 24
miles. .~ - T . ¢ . '
* H. It‘i; student ctmpetes 1n" a meet, makch, or tournament in violation of any of
these limitations of competition, all points ed by him, or by a relay team of which

e * - be may have been/a mimber, in that meet o tournament are to be declared forfeited. .
) - 1. There shall be no interscholastic compe¥tion in boxing.. - .
HISTORY: 1944 ACS 10, p. 25: 1944 ALS 23, 8 1044 ACS_ 3 p. 39: 1954 AC, p. 3913:
1954 ACS 24, P20 1954 ACS 3L p 22 1954 ACS 513p 31. 1954 ACS 63 p 21. 1954 ACS 64, p 51,
‘R 340.111. See.'11. Maximuin number of games in football and basketball; beginning
of basketball ; early baaketbfll practice and scrimmage sessions.
A. A high school may fave any number pf tearhs but no football team may play
.y more than 9 games. Nodpasketball team shay play more than® 18 games.” Schools
) having’ doth football aitd bhsketball may pldy a combined schedule in these 2 sports
of “hot to exceed 24 games for each of its farsity. reserve or other teams. Effective
as of the beginning of the 1964-1965 ,sch year, schools having both. football and
3 ,basketball may play 4 combined schedule infthese 2 sports of not to exceed 25 games
LA for each of its varsity, reserve, or other tepms .o
‘. B. A high school which does not sponsdgr football may haye a schedule of not to
exgeed 18.basketball games for each of itsfteams. B
' C. ,A’lower peninstla school sponsoring football may play its first boys' basketball
game \on".any datyq durigg the week in which Thanksgiving” day occurs. An upper

. not spensoring footballimay play its first boys’ basketball game November 15, or-
thereafter. A girls' basketball team may competé' any time during the schéol year.
I D. - Befote a gchool’s first schequled basketball game of a current school year, there
may not be more t}_uyul practice or scrimmage session for the boys’ team and 1 for
the. girls’ team which involves other than students of that school xclusively. . -
. STORY - . : . . b P "
nu?}gc.op’.waoul? 414”.:02950 38, ;3.5481.0‘1‘95?C3C§371? :.3;944 Ac\g 36 2 ,f‘(f‘cs 8. ». 2.

R340.112. "Sec. 12. “All-star” contests — football and basketball, '~ ¢ .

A. "No athletic director, coach; teacher, or administrator of a Michigaﬁ high school,
and no athletic ‘official registered with the Mgchigan high school athletic associ
tion shall at any time, assist either directly or indireétly with the coaching.maRt-
agement, direction, selection of playersy promotion, or officiating of any “all-star”
or similar contesat in football or basketBall in which 1 or more of the competing.

were members of a high sthool football oF basketball team.
B. Any high school which dses an:jfidividual ‘as a coach or manager of an interschol.
» * astic athletic team whp hds violated \Bje!.prowsions of section .A of this rule shall
be subject to probation or suspension. - :

ERIC - -
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s 5. A contestant who participates in the.880-yard of 1-mile run shall' not be l}lwgd .

peninsila school, *¥kardless of its sponsorship of football, akd a lower peninsula school *

D
. ~ . %

s

s teams is composed of a playetr ongplayers, who, dufing the previous school year, , *
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.
. C. Any indivi&’lpf who violates the provisions of section A of this rule shall be in-
~ eligible for registrajion as an athletic official with the Michigan high school ath-
letic association for a period of at least 1 year. :
WMTORY 1944 AN 10,0 25 . '

. “

’
, ' VIOLATIONS SY SINIOR AND JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOLS

R 340161 Sec. 1. Protests. - . - .
f Protests concerning violations shoulggbe submitted in'writing to the state director

n

and be signed by the principal of the jopior or genior high schoel or the superintendent
of schools. Definite evidence upon which the. protest is based should be stated in the
letter. : -7 © -
MISTORY 193 (N 10 p Y '
’ 3

R.340.162. Sec. 2. Failure to keep contracts. ‘ .

N Failure on the part of a junior or senior high school to fulfill a contract, properly
. signed by the superintendent, principal. or faculty manager, may subject a school to
. *  probation or suspension. [ .
. g fistom 180 A 10 p 3

R 340.163. Sec. 3. Approved meets or touﬁ(nenb. .
. A. A junior or senior high school conducting or competing in any meet or tournament

not approved by the state director shall beliable to probation or suspension.
.- B. Participation’ will be,permitted in 1 coudty, league, or invitational +Basketball
» tournament by & school. Such toummenl;/puticipation counts as 2 of its allowed -
« number of games which may ba played during the regular basketball season regard-
- + lesfiof the number of games played in such a tournament. !

C. nt may compete in k‘lingerscholastic basketball game dfffing a calendar
; onday to Monday), #nd in addition, may participate in not more than 1
g8 n approved county, league, or invitational tournament during that week.

. Students participating in a state assogjation tournament may compete in no other
‘. bagketball game @uring the ;week of that tournament (Monday to Monday).

D. County, invitational, or league basketball tournaments must be ¢oncluded ndt
later than 2 weeks prior to the week-end of state association district tournaments;
except that junior high schools and reserve teams of senior high schools ‘may
participate in 1 such approved tournament isro»:ided it is concluded not later than

. the final date of the state basketball todrnament. .
! HINTORY 534 AN 1 3 29 19H X SZp i IH S Y p 2)

<

. .y
R 340.184.. Sec. 4, Forfeiture of games. i . .
Accidental, intentional, or otherwise-use of ineligible players may result in forfeiture
by & junior or senior high achool of all games in which that or those ineligible players
participated. Any league or association of schools may, by notificgtion to the state
- director, determijie the standing of schools within jts own league or érganization with
. reference to forféiture. .
STORY: 1944 ACS 10, pa28
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MICHIGAN HIGH SCHOOL ATHLETIC ASSOCIATION’

b The followIng constitution was vaginally adopted Decembier 4, 1924
A Mapy recisious kave Leen consummated over the feirs. N

0 - ARTICLE I1—NAME . N

- The name of this organization shull be (L Micbigun ng{i “Sehool
Athletfe Associatiou (M.H1LS.A.A.). B

. }»3 5
. A ARTICLE I—~MEMBERSHIP AND CLASSIFICATION =

*S6E71. All bigh schools. juntor bigh schouls, ot other schodks ot
. Aichlgan doug a grade of work corresponding to such schools, niny
beCowe members of this organizatidn,
N Sec.2. The Represcutative Council shall have the power to classity
. schools al a busis for competttion in jnterscholus¥c contests,

.

* ARTICLE I—~ANNUAL BUSINSSS MEETING

> Sec. 1. The Ausunl Busingss Meetiag of representatives of member
. . schools of this Association sball Jye Leld 0§ later thun the Xnird Friday
following Thauksgiving Day each Fear.

ec. 2, The dnogygl Busioess Meeting shall be held for the purpose
. - of receiving reports from the several officers of the Association, dis-
cusslug interscholastic athtetic problems, aud electing representatives

to the Council in case of tie votes. - ‘
Sec 3. Each member sthool of.this As oclatlen shall be entitied to

Tepresentative nuthorized in writing Ly the principal or superintendent.

. .ARTICLE IV—THE REPRESENTATIVE COUNCIL: HOW CONSTITUTED
. AND ELECTED N

.

Sec. 1. The Representative Council shall consist 0f tourtcen clected
members and the Superintendent of Pubhc Instruction or Lis repres
seutatlves as an ex-officio member., Na
- Sec, 2, }“lvc mimbers of the Council shail bLd representatives of
R N - Class A and'B bigh schools according to the report mude to the Super-

intendeut of Public Instruction for the sclhiool year dext preceding the

clection. One of these represenintives shnil be from the Noithern Ienin.

sula, onc frow the four seuthern tiers of counties east of @ line runmog

north and south between the countles of Eaton and Inghuu, exclusive

.. of the city ot Detroit. ove trom the four southern tiers of counties west

of said line. on® from the remnining part of the Southern Peniusula,
apd obe from the c¢ity of Detroit. s )

2]

Sec. 8. Four members of the Council shull be representntlves of
-Class C and D high schools pecording to the report munde to the Super-
. Intendent of tublic Instruction for the school yarr neat precedisg the
, election. One of thege reprosentativey shall be frowm the Northern Lendn.
‘ sula, one frow the four southern tiers of countles ‘cust of a lue rup.
. oing north and south between the countics of Eatdn and Ingham, one
from the four tiers Of countles west of gald line, and oue from the
. 4 retnaining part of the Snuthern Peninsiin.

Bec. 4. The other five members of the Council shall be from tho
state at large with the following provisions: X
Two shall be teachers or dlrectors of physical “education, two shall
“be & representative of janlor Ligh schools, and one shall be a repre-
\sentative of parvchial bigh achools. .

- Sec, 6" The regularly elected members 0f the Councll as provided
for uuorve shall bold office tor two yeur$ of. unill such,time as thelr

. successors yre duly clected. . Kicd .
v Sec.U, All codiinations for membership on the Represeatative Coup--
4 ol shall be wade by mailed bLallot ‘prior to the Anrgunl Business Meet-

.

\ nowinee recelves o majority of all votes cast by his group or section

: Lis pominstion shull constitute election. If no nominee recdives a tma-

Jorlty ot this Lallot the names of the two nominees (or ore {n ense

of ties) receiving the greatest numbek of votes shallyBe bubnuH}cd Jo
L * > 4

' N ."' .71, ~ Lok
ERIC - t . 73T
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. o3ly oge vote to be cast by the principal superintendent or a taculty |

ing LY the groups or'sections {8 which vacancies are to occur. If any |
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N

- e gruup of swtion concerned for election by mailed ballot. The npm-
fnee. receivicg a majonty on this ballot sball be declared elected.lin
case of a tie vote the election shall be carned to the Annual Dusiness

. Meeting. . .

. ) See. 7. & ncy on the Representative Council occurs when for

" . any reason & fepresentative becomes no longer eliqible to represent
. his particular group’or section. Such vacapcles shall be filled by a
: mazled vote of the entire membersip of that group or section. The
: person receiving the greatest number of votes shall be declared elect
» tor the balance 6¢ the term vacated. . -
Note:, Procedure in Nominution and Eiectdon of | Candidates for
Mcembership 6n Representative Councit >

. 6 - « 1 Nonunation ballots are to Le sent to schools cligibid to vote for
£ nominecs cot tater than November first of each year.
M 2; Iefliots received ffom schools at the office of the State Director
™ ' , postmarhed a date later than two weeks after they were sent to |
’ scbools will Dot be counted.
g . 3. A Board of Canvassers composed of five memberd s to be ap-
polnte¢ aununlly for the purpose of counting the bnliots and.
declariog candidates clected or those nominees whose names shall
- : sppesr on the election ballot, « N
4. The classification of schools ‘for nominatious ig to he Lased on
the school enroliient as reported on the Classification Information
- Cards NDiled iz the office of the Superintendent of Public Instruce
tion {n .\'o.\'omber of the nrevious sear.
5. Auy suhool’having & hish school department is eligible to vote in
. - fty particular clussification. .
¢ In Class A, I, and C schools the ballot s to he signed Ly the
. peneipal of the high scbool and !he superintesdent of schools or,
in coponection -with the latter, by his authorized representative,
It the principal I3 the authnrized representalive of the superin.
tendent In this Instance. he sball sign the ballot in hoth spaces
provided thereon. Ballots sigudd in ocly one of the provided
£Hnces are to be declared lilegel votes by the Doard of Canvasscra.
. 7, In Class D sclools the supcrintendent is to sign the bullot,
Only those junior bigh schools wyick are listed by the Depart-
\ . ment of Mducntion are chgible to vote and in such schooiy the
builot 18 to be signed by the princlpal of the Jtnior high school
aud the superinicodent of schiooly or, in connection with the Iutter,
. - by Ius authoreed esentative, B the junior bigh school pnn-
’ . eipRl 19 the aunthorizéd representative of the superintendent in
. ths fstace. he shull sign the batiot In both shaces provided
N shereon, Bal'ots signed tn only one of the provided spnees are to
Be decizred flega! votes by the Ileard of Canvassers.
N 9. All schools, inclucyig junior high schools, which are eligible to
. vo'e for candidntes from the tcal Education Group are tho!
- ' whteh ase recognized by the Department of Educhtion 8 having
. 2 pbysienl edueation nrogea:n In these 3Choois tie ballot is to
» < be syried by the pripipat of the Nieh scheol and the superin.
tendens of schoo's .0f, in conaectron with the Intter, kny his au-
. thorized rebresentative. If the principdl 19 the authorized represen-
- s o tative of the superintenuent i tinty iustnavce, pe i Sign the
o e Lallot In both spaces provided thercon. Jsallots signed in only oncC
[3 of the provided spaces are to Lo deelnred fllegal vole Ly the
Teard of Cnnvassurs, ' . . .
10. Ih private and parochlal schools tbo ballot. 13 to be .sfgned by
: ‘ ‘the principal. ®
a ] ) .
i . ARTICLE V—-MEETINGS OF THE COUNCIL )
A . Scc.‘l. Mectfhgs of tbe Cousicil shall be held at lenst onge a year.
' Sec. 2. Meetings of the-Couneil may Le called by the Superintendent
. of Public Instruction or by the Irestdent of the Council, and shall Lo
called at the written request of any tiree meinbers.

ARTICLE VI—DUTIES OF THE COUNCIL |

- ] "% Sce, 1. The Coupcil shnll Lave general control of interscholnatie
a . athlctic policies. , : . '
See. 2.. It shall make rules of eligibility for players.

'.Sec, 8. It shiall mako regulations for the conduct of tnteracholnstic
PO contests. ' : .

e ' Sce. 4. It may disclpline member schools, contest ofticinls, and’
: athletes for viointlons «0f rules and rugulgtions. g,

' Sec. 5. ft sball provide for the bearing of appeals from declsions™

- v of the State DiesetSr ofs Interscholastfc” Athletics. \
See. 0. It sln¥ exercise all other functiond necessury for carrying -

out the spirlt und purpese of thls Coustitution.
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! ‘ ARTICLE VIILOFFICE}!S OF THE COUNCIL - '

. Scc. 1. TRY ofticers of tho Councll shall bo a President, Vice-

President and a Socretary-Treasurer.. .

N - Sec. 2. The President. the Vice.President, and the Sceretary.Treas-

urer sball be elected by ballot nt the first inceting of the Council foi- .

. lowing tbe Annual Business Meeting They shall perform the uysual
duties pertaioing to their respective offices. The I'resideut shall preside

T at tbe Annual Business Mecling. 2

, ARTICLE VIH—APPOINTMENT AND DUTIES OF THE STATE D!RECTOR OF
- . INTERSCHOLASTIC ATHLETICS

' Sec. 1. The State Director of Interscholastic Atbletics shall ve ap- \
pointed by the Superintendent of Public lustruction whth the advice
and approval of the Councii,
Sec. 2. The State Dircctor of Interscholastic Athletics shall he the “

v esccni’tho officer in control of laterscholastic cpulests, subjeet o the - ,
- ddvice of the Council.
. Bec. 3. He shall receive reports and keep records as directed by
the Counchl, ~ e .

Sed¢. 4. He sball do everything in his power to dcrélnp‘,n high' types
of sportsmansbip amoug schools, athletes, and the geoeral public.

ARTICLE IX—FINANCES .

- The Counci! sball bave power to make arrangements with the De- “
partruent of Edu:iation for meecting the expenses incident to cafrywng '
on the work of the Association. .

: ARTICLE X—BY-LAWS® * . .

. The Councfl sball make such by-laws 28 may be necessary §n carrying
out the provisions of this Constitution.

ARTICLE XI—AMENDMENTS N oy

A -

This Constitution may be amended by ttwq-thirds vote of the member
schools represtnted at any Aboual,Business Mceting, provided notice
of any propused anendment shall have been giten to )l member scbools -
of the Asc:cistion not lesh than two neeks previony to said necting
or by a two-tbirds voteof the hallots returncd nhen mailed to member ‘

\ schools 8pd counted not' less than two wesks after mabline,
' 1

b4
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7 APPENDIX B: FEDERAL LAWS AND REGULATIOI‘:JS
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CONSTITUTION OF UNITED STATES

AMENDMENT X1V,
§ 1.. Citizenship rights not to be abridged by states ’ -
Sec&ion 1. Al persons born or naturalized in the United States,

and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United
States and of the State wherein they reside. No State shall make or
ept:orce any law which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of
citizens of the United States; ror s{xan any State deprive any person
of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor deny to
any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the Jaws.

{
. FEDERAL STATUTORY EXCERPTS N

e

Race or national origin discrimination (Title VI)
3
No person in the United States shall, on the ground ol race, tolor,
or hational origin, be excluded from participation in, bé denied the
benefits of, or be subjected to dnscnmmauon under any program ot .
activity receiving Federal financial agsistance

Pub L 88-352, Tatle VI, § 601, July 2, 1964, 78 Stat 252.

. ] .
Employment discrimination- race,sex,national origin ¢
R .

(a) It shall be an unlawful employment pr'v:tice for an employer.. {Title VII)

(1) fail or refuse to hire or to discharge any mdw:duﬂ

s or oth@wise to discriminate against any individual with respect
to his compensation, terms, conditions, or prnllege; of employ.
‘ment, because of suclyindividual’s race, color, religion, sex, op

, national orizin; or . .
N T * . . .
/ (2) to limit, segregate, or classify his employees in any way *
which would deprive or tend to deprive any individual of em- e N .
ployment opportynities or otherwise adversely affect his status
as an emplo) ee, bEcause of such indwvidual's race, color, rehgwn, : t
sex, or national origin. -
- Sex discrimination (Title IX) ? . .
(a) No persen t the Umtjd States shall, on the'h.;s?ﬁ of sex, be \ ' T
excluded,from participation in, be denied the boneflts of, or be sub- . . )
A )ected to discriminktion under any education prnzram or activity re- ! .
ceiving Federal fm'lnual assistance, y . .
L] « * - .
, i . !
¢
. M [ )
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A SR, °
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$.86.41 Athletics.

(%) General. No person shall, on the
basis of sex, be excluded from particips-
tion in bedcmeduxebeneﬁuox be

ﬂy another person
or be discriminated against in
any olastic. intercollegiate. ~lub

or intramural athletics offered by recip-
ient. and no recicient shall provide any
such athletics separately on such basis.

(b) Separate teams. Notwithatanding
the requirements of paragraph (a) of

“sponsor separste teams for members of
each sex where selection for-such teams
g8 upon competitive skill or the
activity involved is a contact sport. How-
ever, whm & reciplent operates or spon-
sors a team in a particular sport for
members of one sex but operates or spon-

sors no such team for members of the——

other sex, usd athletic opportunities for
members of sex have p

been limited, membeu of the uded
sex must be allowed to try-out for the
team ‘offered unless the sport l.nvolved is

]

shall provide equal athletic op-

for members of both sexes. In
determining whether equal opportunities
are avallable the Director will consider,
among other factors:

(1) Whether the selection of sports
and Jevels of competition effectively ac-
commodate the interests and abilities of
members of both sexes!

(11) The provision of equipment and

um
- (iy) Travel and per diem allowance;
{v) Opportunity to receive coaching

academic tutoring;:
() Anummt and compensation of

coaches and 5
(vid) Pﬂmdon of locker rooms, pnc-
ueo and competitive facllities;
viil) Provision of medic:l and mm

mm.mudmd

(1x)* Provision of ho\ulu and dining
facilities and services;

(x) Publicity.

ditures for male and female teams if &
Operates Or SPONSOrs separate
not constitute noncompliance

f
g__..

with this
oconsider the fallure to provide necessary
for teams for one sex in assessing
ty of opportunity for membediio!
[ %

\

E
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

this section, a reciplent may operate or’

supplies; .
(1i1) Scheduling of gsmes and practice

section, but the Director may,

(d) Adjustment period A reciplent
which operates or sponsors interscholas-
tie, intercollegiate, club or intramural .
athletics at the elementary school level
shall comply fully with this section as
expeditiously as possible but in no event
later than one year from the effective
date of this regillation. A recipiept which
operates or sponsors interscholsastic, in~
. club vr intramural athletics

or

effective date of this regulation.

(Secs. 901, 902, Rducstion Amendments of

1m. 88 Stat. 373, 37¢; 30 USC. 1881, 1683;

and Sec. 844, Education tion Amendments of 1974,
Pub L. $3-300, 08 Btat 404)

-
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A LEGAL-EDUCATIONAL BIBLIOGRAPHY* -
ofr A ( .

XXF. DISCRIMINATION IN EXTRA-CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES .
. - ; ‘ L

SELECTED MATERIALS ) : . SF
Stroud, Sex Dlscr1m1natlon in High Schoal Athletlcs . -
© Ind. L4 Rev, 661 (Mag 1973]7 ’
~ ~ /
* .RACE DISCRIMINATION IN ATHLETICS
_ q
, Case's

’ Appeals Courts - L,
‘ / - \‘ s "
2 .

Adams v Ranks CountXABoard of Educatign, 485 F
. 2d 324 (S5th Cir. 1973T ‘ j_
\

District Courts
Graves v Walton Clty Board of Educatlon, 300 F.
Supp. 188 (M.D. GA 196%). :

7 N Kelly v Metropolitan City Board of Educgtion of -
Nashville, 795 F. Supp. 485 (L.D.-TN 1968).

Lee v Macon County Board of Education, 283 F.
Sypp. 194 (M.D. AL 1968). N

~\lonroe v Board of Commissioners, Clty of Jackson,
244 F. _ Supp. 353 (W.D. FNV/BES) T

Paschal v Perdue, 320 F. Supp. 1274 (S. D FL 1970)

st Kggpsfine‘High échool v, Louisiana-High TN
~ School Athletic Association, 270 F. Jupp. 767 .
_(E.D. LA 1967). ] 4 . * -

Teel v Pitt County Board of Educat on, 272 F.
* Supp. 703 (E.D. NC 1967). ‘

- N 7

[ ~

*E cerpted from Student nghts and Responsibilities: A
Hegal;ﬁducatlonéi Bibliography (Ann Arbor, MI; Pro- |
grdm for E&hcatlonal Opportunity, [niversity of M1ch1-

gan, n.d.). . ) .
7o g é;t) o —}“*\\. T




State Courts

Jones v Newlon, 81 Col\o. 25,,253 P. 386 (1927)

Patterson v Board of Education, 11 NJJ. Mlsc R.
179, 164 A. 892 (1933).

- »

° -

e

B." WAITING PERIODS FOAR TRANSFER STUDEETS
Cases
District Courts . . ' .
: , ~
. Coppedge v*Franklin City Board of Educatlon, 273
Q F. SUpp._.289 (E.D, NC 1967). o

1 ©
-

4
Graves v Walton County Board of Education, 300 F.”
Supp, 188-(M.D. GA 1968). . N -4

Rogers v Bodyd of Education of Little*Rock, 281
F. Supp. 39 .D. AR 1968). T \

*  Swann v Charloxte Mecklenburg Board of Educat;dﬁ‘/
¢ 300 F. Supp. 1381 (W.D. NC 1969).

i 3
. State Courts .

»

, Bruce v South Caralina H.S.L., 258 So. C. 546, -

.t 189 S.E. 2d 817 (1972). .
. Josephine County ‘School District #7 v 0.S.A.A.,
: 515 P. 2d 43} (Oregon, 1973). R

Marino v Wa;'e%s, 220 So. 2d 802 (C.A. LA 1969).
» ~~ N -
) Sanders v LJH.S.A.Al, 242 So. 2d 19 (C.A. LA
. 1970). \_

. State v Jud es of Court of Common Pleas, 173 Ohio
— \?23§ 181 N.E. 2d 261 (1962).
\ 1 M

: T.5:S A:A. v Cox, 221 Temn. 164, 525 S.W. 2d 597
I8 g :
C. SEX DISCR&INATIONﬁIN ATHLETICS

- — N
. & '

Cases 6 ’4}’( N P

T = Appeals Courts’ a\ .
! . \

Morris v Michigan-State Board of Educa{;on, 472
F. 2d 12@7 (6th Cir. 1973).

4 - -

- . . -
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Disttict Courts ' .

. . ) P - . s '
Brenden v Iffdependent School District 742, 342 F.
Supp. 1224 (D. MY 1973).. "

5

™ Bucha v Illinois High School Association, 351 F.
< Supp. 69 (N.D. IL 1972). = -

‘ﬁagill v Aronworth Baseball Conference,'Séan.
Supp. 1212 (W.D. PA 1977).

Reed v Nebraska School Activitieé:;;spciation,°
341 E. Supp. 258 (D. NB 1972).

\

Ritacco v Norwin School District, F. Supp.
930 (W*ﬁi PA 1973). . . -

State Courts e
K 4 -

Haas v South Bend Cemmunity School Corpgpration,

Z89 N.W. 2d 495 (IN 1972). »

9
o

Periodical Literature

™~
Legal
,' . o R " .
Doerhoff, Dale C., "State High School Associations
and the Law," Journal of Law and, Educatlon.-Z
(January 1973): 41-31.

"State ngh School Athletic Associations: When
Wild a Court Interfere?'", Missouri Law Review,
Z 36 (Summer 1971): 4Q0. R

Stroud, “'Sex Discrimination in High School Ath-
letics,'" Indiana Law Review, 6 (May 1973): 661.
f .

) )

"Action on Sexism in Education,' American Educa- |
tion, 9 (June 1973):~ 24-8. . ‘

e

Educatjonal

Dorr,. Robln, "Education and Women's Rights: What
+ the Law Now Says,'" American Educagion, 8 (Decem-
ber 1972): 4-10. -

rd

Friedan, B. and West, A.G., 'Sex- b1as The
Built-in Mentality that Malms the Publlc Schoql,"
The AmeTican School Board Jo _naf/ 159 (October
1971) 16-20. R

* L4

Krausen, R., "Evidenge of Larg?‘Scalé’Dlscrimlﬁa-"

14,

$K\/’ ' ;

o . %
.

tion as Sexism Bajses its Heady"' Times (Londong,z .
‘Educational Supplement, 30008 (January 1 )— //




- ' . -

\McLure, G.T., "Sex Discrimination in the Schools,'
-. Today's Educatlon, 60 (November yp71) 33-5.

~ Saario, T.M. and others, "Sex Role Stereotyping
7 g in the Public Schools,' Harvard Bducationai
,]’// Review, 43 (August 1973):"386-416.

3 ’ . € y . v
. . D. " MARRIAGE AS A BAR 'TO PARTICIPATION
Cases . e ’ ‘ ) ; : - .
‘ . L } .
. P District Courts - ) ¢ *
- Davis v Meek, 344, F. Supp. 1298 (N.D.. Ohio, 1972).

Hollow v Mathis Mdependecnt School District 58,
_F. Supp 1269 (S.D. TX 1973).

5 /.
‘et S0 Holt v Shelton, 341 F. Supp 821 (W D. TV 1972)
t v eyt y
A i . thn;gn’v Board of Peulsboro C1v Action [/ &1720-
70 (¥570) x ; .
- - " *Moran v’School District #7 Yellowsfone.Coupgx, .
, 350 F. Supp. 1180 ( . T
e T 'Romans v Creé!haw, 353 F. Supp 868 (s.D. TX .
- Y. . . 1972) . % L
"+ State Courts . . : ' >" :
.. Bgard of Directors of Independent SEhool Dlstrnct
‘L of Waterlod v Green, 259 Ta. 1260, 147-N.W. 2d 854
T (1967) B e e . 1
k -
Estgy v LaFourche “paris Sghool Board, 230. So. .
Z2d 443 (C. A L 1969 .
) (! a. }/N\ o . "
. ) Cochrane v Board of Educatlon of Mesick Consoll-
dated School District, 360 Mich. 390, 103 N.W. 2d
569 (1960).. " © / .- -
,'.,/ ~+ Frantz v Stroud Un;on Schogl District Board of
. { School Directars, #1 D. G C. 24 211 (PA 1964)., .
Starkpy v Board of Education of Davis Cify School .
.° .-Distrigt, 14 Utah 2d 227, 381 P Zd 718-(1963).
¢ ,f . State v'Sfevenson, 189 NJE. 2d 181 (Comm. Pl.
Ohio, 1962). ) ! w o
. , : ' ‘ Yo
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E. MEMBERSHIP IN ﬁRATERNITY OR SORORITY L ®
. " AS BAR TO PARTICIPATION ~

.Cases : ; . . . '

" State Courts .

2 -

Coggins ‘vt Board of Educdatien- of City of Durham,
223 N.C. 763528 S.E. 2d 527 (1948). .

., Favorite v Board of Education, 235°I11. 314. 85
. N.E. 402 (IQOS)L . !

Halroyd v Eibling, 116 0.A. 4440, 188 N.E. 2d _ .
737_T%;K-_65T37_%96Z). : - :

~
.

¢ . | ) [ S
- Y Isgri§ v Srygley, 210 Ark 580, 197 S.W.
. -» 19 o N .

Wayland v Board of School ,Dll'eCtOl'S,

24 39

85 P. 642 (1906) . .
LI 4
W1lson v Abllene Independent School D1str1ct, 190
STW. 2d 406 (1X 1945). § ) ) .
’ I W1lson v Board of Educat1on, 233 Ill 464,’8{
E | 697 (1908)- _
N ‘ ‘E. GROOMING €ODES . . . .
. }ases‘,. R : T
; ‘, Appeals Courts ' ’ .
‘ ' Long\v Zogg,”476 F. 2d 180 (4th Cir.. 1973). ~
Ry ~ .
_ District 'Courts . \" ) ’ »
A Thristmas v Et Reno Bqard bf/du‘catmn, 313 E. /,, e~
» Supp. B8 (W.D: OK 1970). X "
LT Dunham v.Pulsifer, "312 F. Supp 411 (b.pvr 1970) .
¢ © ' Neuhausiv.Torrey, 310 F. SQpp 192 (N.D. CA 19870). .
o T T x G.'_“ISCELLANEOUS - . -
Gases* ' . ' ’ 2 R .
- . _—— A Y . . - . .
* . ° Appeals Courts - //
. Mitchel"v L.H.S.A.A/;, 430 F, 2d-1155 (Sth Cir..
v 1970). . ., . . o 2. . ) = »
e . O.H.S.A.A. v Bray, 321 F. 2d 269 -(10th Cir: 1963)."

4
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W1111ams v Eatoh’ 4-3 F. 2d 422 (10th Cir. 1971).

¢ - N

\ ‘.

Dlstrlct Courts . =~ - . » ! ~
: NP3 Ba1t1c InALpendent School District #PIS v S. D H.
“ | -~5.AAr, 362 F. Supp, %80 (D.S.D. 1973). 1
X T - .\ © .william v Page, 309 F. Supp. 814‘{N.D( 111. 1970).
- ¢ State Courts . oy . Co
. Art Gafhes’Baseball\@amp Inc. thouston: 500 S.N. ...
) ’ -2d 735 Q@bA MO 197}) - . .o
A .Brown v welké 288 Mlnn <468, 181 NaW. 2d 70%
- (‘970) S o v
: 4 . y '3 N by ) = ’ . ’ * ’
. ‘s !
& . ﬁer v Iowa‘H S.ALA., 197 N.W. 2d sss-(1?7§).

‘ Gentry v Memph1s Federation of Musicians, Local
.. #71 %g7 Tenn. 566‘ 151 S W. 2d 1081 (1941).

e Morrison v Roberts, 183‘0k1. 359, 82 P. 2d 1023 -
: (1968). . : -

'

Quimby v School District #1, 10 Ariz..App. 69,
"« . 855sP., 2d 38 (1969). e
» . ' . r . . .

o Roblnson v 1.H.S.A., 45 11]la m§ 277, 195 N.W. 2d .

[ 3

N [}

s 1% Ohio Misc, 2d z31, 230 N.E. 2d |

r
¢ - . .

. &
: e v\lLawrence C1rcu1t Court, 240 Ind. 114, 162
. N/E. 2d 250 (1959). b

¢ . v/State v Dakley, 152 W. Var §33, 164 S.E..’2d 775
\ . N . ) .
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(N ‘? 5 .
' ”Sex Dlscrlm;natlon in ngh Schopl Athletlcs,” 25

Syracuse Law Review, 2 (1974): 535.

v ,

.B’ WAITING PERIODS -FOR- TRANSFER STUDENTS‘ "

i

| . ‘Lee v Florgda High School Act1V1t1es Assoc1at10n,
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_1

Sturrunxy Mahan, 305 NE 2d 877 (}nd Sup Ct 1974)

C. SEX DISCRJMINATION IN ATHLETICS N
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.
[y

Golpln v Kansas State High School Activities Asso-
cration, 377 F. Supp Jz33 (D Kan 1974).

h " Kelly v Wisfkonsin Interscholastlc Athletlc ‘Associ-
-ation, 367 F. Supp. 1383, (WD Wis 197¢T7

e Supp. . "(N.D. o4 197§%é¥{

ELLANEOUS = &
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5
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) . EQbAL EDQUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITY IN
o~ HIGH SCHOOL ATHLETICS: ELIMINATING

L DISCRIMINATION BASER ON RACE AND SEX -
. é - ! BIBLIOGRAPHY .
PO Barbara Eldersveld and Robert Hardy*
\ . . i : : N -
. - Books 3? ; T : °
{ ‘ 1 .
. Behee, John. Haidl to the Victors. Adrian, MI: Swenk- °
. . Tuttle Press, 1974, . © ,
) ) , ,Cb . .

> A rﬁport on black athletes at The Univers{ty of
MicHigan Easy reading. " Exampke of contents:,
M'Life of’the ‘university, athlete, (social angd
academ1c spheres) and e ployment after graduatlon
N . . ] '
Hlxon, Chalmer Gs The Adm1n1strat10n of Interscholastlc
Athletics. New York: J. Loﬂell Pratt § Co., 1967-

' : ‘InEludgs references at ®hd 6f,each chapter., Prac-
' tical and straightforward. Chapters include: .
. "The athletic program and context management;' -
e ’ ”Fananc1ng the program,” etc. .. C.

“Examples:’ page 16 "The athﬂetlc program should
N * be evaluated on ad ational «criteria apd not on
: the record of victo 1es and losses 0 . «
B v % Page 47 "Fhe Sutghoded 11m1tat10 s of opportunl-
) ‘. ties for part1c1pat1on [one vars1ty team] deny .~
. ® « . “Marge/numbers of ,boys and girls the Qevelopmental
* ﬁgr;ences of 1nters€holast1c sports.' .

a . X
o 4 { i

- 4 A;pen 1&_1nc1uaes budget and pOlle worksheets and
M complete bibliography. . a ¢.

L& Conférence Papers. \J//f . o '
. Bo fne, Margaret. ”Values in sports at the secondary ’
) N\ schapl,levél.!t - Values in Sparts, Report he o

- National, Conference, American Assogiatiorl ’
¢!ea]ath Physlcal Educatlon ang Recreation, 63._

.o . .
. , .- .,

4‘ o (l
*{:rbarg Eldersveid currently chalrs the Ann.Arbor

tle IX Monitgring Committee. and wassformerly a super-
& visor of dtaident.teachérs ,at Eestern Michigan Univer-
e . sity. Rabért- Hardy’a& the time of preparation of this
* - bibliography was) atgr duate §tudent at the Usiversity

i ‘)/ “of M1ch1ga\"\—- \ . '

- Q s w8 o .-" 89 v ’ PN
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Durrant, Sue M." "And who may éompete Sociologz of
L Sgorts Unlverslty of Wisconsin, #L8 0, 1968.

) Longy Jéﬁes W. '"WValues 1n 1ntercolleg;ate sports.” >

-.The;Black Scholar: Val /3, No

r

B
.
L, - . .
L * . - :
. X
. -
. .
. .

. .
) v hd »

This ﬁrtxcle discusses areas of personal develop--. .
. ment and the1r enhancement by’ physical education ‘
aCt1VITleSs . . vy
Ay 4 - .
Dunkle, Margaret C. "Equal opportunity for womenin
sports.'" Women Athlétics: Coping with Contre- -
versy. -Papers from the 1973 AAHPER National Con-
venttyn, Minneagg}fs, 1974. ST

N '

The pape? goes into some deta11 o;)the law per-

. taining to women in sports and on their jobs.
,Gives good examples refuting*the rumors that
‘affirmative actjon is dead. | t

R ' This article givés the main economic reasqns why-
sports had t?.be opened up. to all 1nd1V1dua1s,
,regardless 0 the1r soc1deconom1c status

Ragan, Clifford, "Values in 1nterscholast1c sports
Valuess in S5ports, Report of the National Confer-
ence, Amerigan Association for,Health, .Physical
Educatxon and Recreatlon, 196347

-

.
h

Th1s t1c1e~p1aces empha51s in s0c1§1 develbpment
* .on proper leadership and good competition ih. any®
sports prpgram e

@a

Values in Sports, Reporgef theyNational Confer-.
“ence, Amerjcan Assocjatj for ealth Physlgal ~
Educatlon and Recreatlonsﬁ}963,/

- .
v

v
Th1s article emphas1zes narrow1ng°the g3p between
. athletic and educatyon and athletics and ph§51ca1
,edugatlo . . >

- B ¢ . . I——§

o0

. A . ¢

West, Cha;loqte "The enV1ronmgnta1 effect. on the . -
. women in. athlet}ﬁ4 " Women Athletics: " Copin
"with Controversy.’ Papers from the 1973 AAHPE
National. Conventlon, Minn olis, 1974,
_.Discusses the falt _that wowtif gthlete
Junde different pressu than do men nd de
wltb the pr&lems that e%d speci atten'tion,
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"The sources of the Blaqk athlete S superlorlty

Integrated Educatlon A Report ons Race and Schools ::

. ¥ol. X, No. 3, May/June 1972. . >
*  Includes a report on- recent federal and state e T

legislation in®*the article "Chronicle 'of race
and schools," pages 23-31; John W, “cClure,

"Twor views of Black and Whlte swipmers ," pages
40-43; good background bibliography, pages 77-

81 and review of recent books. .

&
’

Journal of Non White Concerns in Personnel and Guidance! ¢
Vol 3, No. 1, October 1974. .
¥ . ' 3
Spec1a1 Issue: - "Black athletes and educational,
* ° reconomic and politfcal consid®rations.” Robert
L. Green, Gloria S. mlth Thomas S. Gunnlngs, .« T
.~ and Joseph H. McMil bages 6- 27

'

¢

Phi“Delta Kappan. Vol. LVI, No. .2 2, Oct‘obe'r'lt974-'

"Athletlcs and Education: Are They Compat1b1e°"
Entire issue devoted to/athletlcs Example of

.articles: 4 ) ‘ //g/

I'Confu51on in school sports world"

"The contjnuing cri#sis in athletics"
+ {'Athletics gnd €ducation: the double-edged sw&xd"
QkAthletlcs and the modern industrial state"

""The values of athletics in schoolsY,

"What counselors need to, know ‘about’ college and

1‘ sports"

"Women in spotrts: yitere do we go from here, boys?"

"Sports in the courts"

"On being number one: ‘competition in education”
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. Burla, WiR. "Cofipetition for- children: tne real issue."
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UOHPER 42 40 Summér 1971‘

v

Coases J. "ﬁ%rst,thlngs f1rst flnancrally strapped
ﬂnlladelphla School goard accepts donatio s to »
‘finance football." turda ReV1ew 54 ,

-~ October.16, 1971. L )

Cratty, Bryant J. "Cpachﬂr}g dec151ons andJese-arghén
sport ,psychology." Quest: * The Psych lagy o
. SDort XIII, January 1970. )

Thi§ article deals with th_ €oich’ s;dec151on‘
making power, the ultimate act fog any ''good" ¢
cogch being the making of quick decisions under
pfessure. The artlclé ‘deals with deC151ons -6n *all
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) levels in the act of coaching. . \l\
Dannehl, W.E. and J.E. Razor. '"Values of athleyics:
a cr1t1cal inquiry." Natiopal Associatiop of
Secondary School Principals ‘Bulletin, 5%? 59-65,
© Summer 1971. I3
Eisen, Geo?ge. "Mirror of time: some causes for more

American women in sport competition.' Quest XXII
-. World of S Sport, June 1974, B

’

: L
Gives a brief history of the begiqning “of women's
organizatlons in sports “and tells why they. are
important to intergatiohal spott and in the

actual development of women athletes. R éﬁ&
Engie, K.M. "Gre?hin of., girlﬁk;sports " ‘Nation's ) )
Schools, 92: 27- 34 Sunmer- 1973 . MY
f Erickson, A. "Women s 1ib and school sports: can mean
problems.’ “School Management, 17: 33-35,, Au%gst- »
‘ 1973. . : >

Hammond, E.H. "Student athletes and the law.'": NASAA

Journal,-9: 302-11, April 1972. E

Knowles, L. W. "C’rts debunk -common ol sports» .
myths o _Nation's Sch8ols, 92\\’%Sh05ummer 19754 =
‘Kropﬁe, Robert. ™International sports and the\social
*sciencés." -Quest XXIII, World of. Sport, June . '
1974. +

', This -brief. essay 1§nan attempt to whet the, appe-’
e

tite of. sdcial science for international sport,
«a transnational activity permeatlng world 1nter-'

s, action patterns. . * ) . o
- . e . M N .
Ley, John W. anj Joseph F. McElvogue. YRacial segrega- .
tion'in American sports.' International Review )

o$ Sport Sociology, 5:-5-24, 1970,

Loy, John W., Jr.- "The study of sport'and social-
mobility." Socinlo 7 of Sport, Un1ver51ty of Wis-
con51n, #18-20, 196 .

’

This is another-study done to. support the, conclu-
. sion that athletes usuafly achieve higher ggals
-in life. Charts are given togsupport all conclu-

P sions,drawn. This is truly ‘part ‘of the.'Ameri-
¢can Dreeam' with 1ts opportun1t1es and "open" class ~
system. " \ . - ’

' ) l ’ T ",
McPherson, Barry D. 'Minority group socialiaation: an

. . °
. .
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alternative éxplanétlon ‘fot the segregat1on by
. playing position hypothes1s " A paper presente
' /o8 at the Third Sociology of Sport Conference, Watghh
loo, Ontarie, August 22- 28 1971.,
$ T Menzle, Betty "Soc1olog1cal aspects of women sports."
Quest: The Psychology of Sport XIII, January 1970.

: a The paper sqggests sweeping soc1ol§%fc§3 changes
. which may facilitate the changing attitude of. the (

. . U.S. towards wogen's participation in life.

Oglesby, Carole. "Social ‘conflict theory and sport

* organization systems." Quest XXII, World of Sport,
T . June. 1974. . -

40

. . ~ . This article gives spec1f1c tggoretical posT{ions*
Y on.social conflict. It also scribes what a
) ' coach or official should, 1ook for im the governance
e of organizatidvns.
0 G . L3
*Orendine, Joseph B. "Emotional arousal and motor per-

Z formapce.”" Quest: The Psythology of Sport XIII,
-Jénuary‘1970 .

13

. . DUrendine draws the conclusion that one performs .
v better when aroused emotiomally. The article makes

the gorrelation between .arousal and motor skills . ¢

an apparent one when it proves that individuals

who are or have been engaged" in sport are usually —
hetter prepas&%&to perform when aroused emotionally, =~

: Scott Jack. "Sport and the radical ethic." gue%t'XIX -
i . Perspect1ves for: Spgrt January 1973. ] o
. - : *
. This art1c1e examines thensports phllosophy "win- . ;
4 ., n1ng 1sn t everythlng, i#'s the only thing" and- ’ L
o ' speqiNes the radical ethic that excéllence achieved /" .
1s @ portant as exc@llence itself. . . ,
;o Saully, errge W., “The,economlcs of discrimination in
o profes$1onal Ssports: ‘the case of baseball.”  Paper
‘ P - ‘prepared for a BnpokrA’ s Gonference on Government -
v { -and Spqrvs Bus1ness ecember 1971. L
Cy - . . .
. Shith, Leo “Personallty and, performance research ’
E , “thdories irecthons required." uest:” The
N sythology of por

XIII Januéry 1970. % .
s p / & . x .
Di!cusses the des1rab12 Outcomes of any athl tic:
. * program. The relationfhip b ween personality

. < and performance is a positive one, so when trying -
. to affeat good’ persona11ty 1nst111 good performance
‘ © ') goals  in the athlete. o
".‘ If‘ . 8 « ,
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Snyder, ‘E.E. “Study of selected aspects of‘%he coach's

s "\\\\\\Mfénfluence on high school athletlcs Phys. Ed.
: \ 9: 96-8, May 1972. . .

v Sprejtzer, E.<and M. Pugh. ”IntérschblastiC;aghletics
, - and educational expectations," Sgciol. ‘of Ed.,

) 46: 171 82, Spring, 1973. (/
. . ‘
: Stone” Gregory P. «~"Some mean#gs of American sport: - an

extended view.'" Sociology of Sport, University of
Wngonsin, #18-20, 1968 -

~ N ot . .
- Stene giscusses the reaslns for different socio-
.- economlc groups participating in sport, Supportﬂn
. * his conclusions with empirical data.

"Study:” ".Black ball prayers earn less than Whites\"
Jet, Vol. XLVI, No 20, qust 8, 1974, )
¢%roub1e may he juse ahead for your dlstrlct if it dis-
' criminates against girls in athletics; a special
. N report.." American School Bdard Journal 160: 19-
- 25, Summer. 1973' 1 -

Weiner, J. "High cost of bigtime football.™ Col. and
“Un. Bus., 55: 35-42, Summer 1973.

"

L 4
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> t
Williams, Gurney.E., III. '"Superbowl time in the bat-
tle of the,sexes.'" Science Digest. Vd&l. 77, No.
1, January 1975. . -

“Tnflueg%ial male holdouts continue to yell foul
in the_face of mounting pressure from women who .
want ‘to integrate contact sports.s..Women can
bump heads as good as themmnext fellow."
- . . . . 4 .
Wodden, G.N. '"How not to let the sports tail wag the
. edlcatiopal dog." American School Board Jourhal, .
; . 159: 20-3, August 1972. :
¢ .
Wrage J.A. ”Crests of secondary school athletics.”
' School %gnagement, 16 _ 26-8, November 1972.

v Yetman, Normag R. and D. Stanley Eltzen.‘ "Black Ameri-
cans in Sports: unequal opportunity for equal
ability." Civil nghts Dlgest, Vol. 5, No. 2,

{ *August 1972. :

Unpubllshed Articles and Miscellaneous
. Fa '/-o
‘Commlssaon to Brlng About Equal Opportunlty in Athletics
fof, Women 'and Men at the University of, Michigan.
"Letter: 'to Departmgnt of Health, Educatlon, 'and
Welfare." August 19, 1973. (unpubllshed)
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Comm1551 to Bring About Equal Opportunity 1n Athletics
for ;Omen ahd Men at the Unlver51ty of Michigan.
"ReV181on of House Bill 5076." (wnpublished).

A -

s R complalnt under Title IX of the Education Amendmen'ts ;

" 2, 92-318 (to be filed with Casper W

. ) N We}nberger, Secretary, Department of Health Edu{

A lf:Zicat1on, and Welfare, charging: gross discrimina-

' tion in®athletics against women at the University
of Michigan, -August 16, 1973)." (unpubllshed)

ﬁFCdmplying wi Title IX: ban on sex bias poses chal- .
. lenge to schools." Education Funding News, Edu-

cation Funding Research Council, .’52 National - p
T Press Building, N.¥., Washlngton ‘D.C. '

Excerpt,,page 7: "Schools are required to under-
Ltake affirmative action to provide athletic oppor-
tunities on an equal basis for men and women and
o ™ are fgquired to make annual surveys to determine
K . what 'sports students want to participate in. Whére
athletic 6pportun1t1es for members of one semave
—Yrevigusly been limited, schools must inform mem-
- bers of that sex that equal athletic ‘opportunities
are available. Schools\nust follow through by
‘' » providing 'suppott-rand tXaining activities' to
‘expand the"atgletlc interdsts and the axhletlc
apabilities of members of} such sex."

L - . Eederbush, Marcia., "A proposalfor a maximally o
u1tab1e, legal, and educatlonally sound system
# edeal gpportunity." (unpublished).

Fedeﬁbush, Marcia. '"Some prerequisités for settlng '
up equal opportunlty athletics programs in New
Jersey schbols " (unpublished).

Federbush, Marc1a "Toward an equal opportunity ath- § .
1et1c program for Ann Arbor Public Schools." .ot
Report delivered to Ann -Arbor Board of E@ucatlon, .

& April 4, '1973. (available from author) 4

™  Husar, John. "Natlonal Football LeagucZkn't find any - C
* Black Centers. December 4, 1974, i Y |
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