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Presented at Pre-Convention Symposium on the History of Sport and Physical
Education, American Alliance for Kealth, Physical Zducation and
Recreation, Seattle, WA, March 1977.

College Athletics in the Tweaties: The Golden Age or Fool's Gold

by William H. Freeman

" ED175823

State University College at Brockport, N.Y.

When Americans think of the period of the 1920s, the first
reaction is usually the "Roa:*”g Twenties,”" economic boom, high living,
the Chicago mob, a time of carefree life. The second thought is often
parallel, the "Golden Age of Sports" in the United States. Until the
real rise to prominence of professional sports in the late 195C0s and
the glut of televised sports covef;ge‘in the 1960s =nd 'TOs; the

Golden Age of Sport really was the 1920s., We see in the sport of the

s
* [

Twenties many facets of today's sporting scene: strengths, weaknesses,
) areas for hope and matters of co&cern; Sport in the 1920s still

provides us with a vast area to explore as historians, yet we ﬁave
scarcely approached the true significance of sport in the'ngnties,
a vast social phenomenon strongly reflected in the une .. relationship
between athletics and the schools during that time,

My area of concern here is that moment of history so often called
"The Golden Age of College Athletics.'" One problem of prospectors for
gold is, of course, the discov~ry of iron pyrites instezd, "fool's
gold." As we look more closely at college sport during the Twenties

we may be tempted to conclude that rather than an Age of Gold, college
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athletics really went through aﬁ Age of Fool's;Gcld. But I am getting
_ Q.
ahead of myself; I need to be more specific in defining my problem
and what I propose to do with it.

This Symposium has suggested as a general purpose the identifil
cation of historical relationships between sport and American educatign.
My specific area of concern is intercbllegiate athletics duriné the
1920s. I em studying the area as only one facet of a massive boog ih
the popularity of sports across the United States, for hoth participant
and spectator. -

I will try to respond to several areas of questions. First, what
caused this vast outpouring of sporting fervor? What factors cogtributed
to this unprecedented groundswell of sport in a nation that had shown‘ )
considerable “sporting interests for several centuries before this
time? Second, what were the symptoms of this sporting boom, both
positive and negrtive aspects? Third, what influence dix those aspects
have on the place of sport in Arerican education, with a side view at
the relationship created with pliysical education in the s:hools?

Fourth, what lessons mighv /o find in this period of sporting history?
And finally, what are our research opportunities in the sport of-the
1920s?

First, a look at the contributory causes of the First Golden Age

of College Sports. A number of factors apparently coalesced during

the late 'Teens und early 'Twenties to give impetus to the rise of
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sport across the nation. Factors which pfeceded the First World War
included ;:growing interest in athletics which was strongly reflected
on the collegiate s cene. College sportis had become big enough
cperation that a national 6rg§pization began organizing in 1906 to try
to bring about some control over the direction end emphasis of inter-
callegiéte athleties. The Natiénél Collegiate Athletic Association
was formed originally in rasponse to problems in college football, but
its interests were far broader than that. Intercollegiate sports had
already been growiné well before the war. After the interruption
caused by the war, the in€erest in college athletics aﬁ;unded.

Along with the already strong interest in intercollegiate athlet%;s
on the campus wag the development of intramural athletics, seen partly
as 8 way to train people for intercollegiate athletics and also as a
sports outlet to involve more people in athletics than could be accomodated
by the college teams. Led by the examgle of the University of Michigan,
departments of intramurals began to apﬁ;ar shortly before World War I,
The philosophy which was beginnihg to develop was one of "sports for
ail," the idea that sports had benefits which could be realized
regardless of the level of one's skill in any particular sport, The
result wes a strong student interest in competitive sports, for some
schools reported that as many as eighty pef cent of their students took

part in sports at some level.

Women's sports were also deVeloﬁing during this time, moving from
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the lower.intramurﬁl level toward intéreollegiate progranms, Interest
in;reased in the women's areas during the 1920s, perhaps partly as a |
result of the Nineteenth Amendment, giving women voting rights and
putting them a bit more into the mainstream of civic 1life. The women
were in a time of expanded rights, coupled with a time of prosperity,
_so they experimented to determine “the limits imposed by the new times.
At the saﬁe time, there was a reaction during the 'Twenties against
women's afhletics, so while men's sporﬁs were expanding rapidly, the
women's programs weré often disappéaring with equal rapidity, largely
under the'leadership‘pf women physical educators who feared the physiecal
and psychological streésés which they believed might result from programs
as highly competitive as those of the men. While the men;s programs
were moving tQward more national.and international cémpetition, the
women's programs in the United States were ften moving backward pas@
the intramural level to a playday éoncept which was even iess competitive
than intramurals, even as wo. n elsewhere were moving on to international
competition. v

Physical educatidh also influenced the expansion of sporting
competit;on, for during this time the older, mure tormal masseﬁ

°

gymnastics programs of physical training, with their rigidity and
lack of individuality, were beginning to be replaced by the "Iew
" Physical Education" preached by Thomas Denison Wood and Rosalind

Cassidy in their 1927 text, the inclusion of sports and gumes in the
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physical education-p;ogram, also sometimes considered the American

plan of physical education. This development came on gradually. Its
seeds were sown béfore 1800, but Just bafely, for remember that gemes

and sports were not even discussed as a possible part of the physical
education curriculum during the Boston Conference of 1889{. The major
steps were téken in the 1920s. Sports end games were becoéing accepted ”Q
by physical educators as a legitimate parﬁ of the educational curriculum,
which made it easier to Justify'the inclusion of intercollegiaste athletics
as a part of the educational éptivities of the nhtion's colleges and
uni#ersitiesz

However, despite these contributory factors, the greatest impetus

<«

o - ‘ : 4
came Irom World War I, notVfrom the war itself, but severar developments 8

which were either a part of or a result of the war. First and rost
notable was the astonishingly high rate at which American men failed
to pass the physigal requirements for entry into the armed forces. For
a nation which had always prided itself on its national strength, this
was a cruel blow. Its impact was simiiar to the impact of the Francc-

Prussian War in 1870 on the French, for France's humiliating defeat by

_the Germans convinced Baron Pierre de Coubertin that France was >

suffering from the weakness of its youths. He looked outward at a

British model, then worked for decades to develop the Olympic movement

as g challenge to French youth.

The Americans saw that programs of physical education were needed.
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dmerica's young were wesak, agd the weakness was physical. This
visible prohlem was combined with an approach used by the armed forces
to help in combatting it: competitive athletics. The armed forces

had used athletics extensively as a builder of physical strength and
morale, and they considered it very successful. lHowever, they had not
anticipated the postwar effect of ‘their heavy use of athletics among
the troops. Many young men were for the first time exposed to a large
variety of sporting activities of which they had previously been unaware,
When they returned home, they continued their interest in.many of the
new sports, resulting in a great increase in sports competitioﬁ across
the country, much of it in sports not previously widely contested.
Some of the sporting enthusiasts feturneﬁ to c%rry the new sports to
the colleges, while others competed at the non-school level.

After the war the Olympic Games began %o expand considerably.
WOmen’sgévents were, added during the léEOs, over the objections of
Coubertin, and soon thereafter the Winter Olympics were begun. Some
of the women's problens came.from this expansion, for many people

&

considered their competition at this level irndecorous. The AAU
P

«attempted to take charge of women's athletics at this time, and the
opposition of women physical cducators to competitive athleties for the
women was to a considerable degree a defensive response to this

)
attempt to gain more power for the AAU. : ‘

The final factor in the sports boom of the 1920s, perhaps the

=1
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greatest factor, was economic: the United Stutes went through a

sustained economic boom which lasted for fully a decade, with little

Q

indication to the public that it would ever reverse. The American
people had become more coiiscious of themselves as a part of the
outside world at a time when much of the rest of the ?orld was going
through very difficult economic times. The contrast tended to build
natioﬁgl complacency. The mark of the 1920s was advenéure and escvapism,
People wanted to try new things, to have advéntures, to be entertained.
Sports helped in‘meeting many-Bf those needs.

We might also note two developments which were growing injthe
colleges during the 1920s. Fifst was the development of news bureaus
to get publicity for the college§: Sports was a good medium for this -
task; andfthey were not hesitant in using it. «Sécrts wvas not the only
area of the college whichfthey publicized, but it was the most widely
accepted by the media. At the same time college alumni growps iére
beginning to organize to boost their schoolsl The Twenties was the
Age of Babbitt, the Chamber of Commerce boosterism appl;ed to everything.
The alumni retained few tangible school igterests, except gerhaps for

the success of school teams. The colleges used sports to get to the

alumni who might otherwise be difficult to approgch financially. The

colleges were Quick to use sports-for its fund-reising side effects
and its reputation-building possibilities,

Sports more than ever became popular entertainment. First as

>
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Journalistic endeavors, then as radio and motion picture characters,‘

~ athletes came miore than ever into the public eye, The media clasped

sport to its bosom, meking reputations coast to coast in syndicated

newspaper coverage. The Twenties also became a radio age, for the

:

first commercial station opened in Pittsburgh in 1920, dbroadcast its

first sporting event in 1921, and by 1924 the World Serle:t could be
i ) - 3
i

4heard from coast to coast and fooﬁball games were weekly media events.

By 1927 there were six and a half million radio sets in the nation,
and the pumber increased by one half, to ten ﬁillion, by the
following yesr. . .

The Twentiés;had everything ready to provoke a massive hcop in

sports at all levels: public interegt, financial opportunity, exposure.

‘of large masses to new sports, expanded opportunities for media

coverage, and a time of puﬁlic interest in new things. All that remsined
was to take advantage of the situation, which the colleges did, Inter-
collegiate s«port suddenly becaume one of the hottest sporting scenes in
the world. |

éo much for the fat¢tors contributing to the sports boom. What of
our second question: what were the symptoms of the sporting craze of
the 1920s? How do we Kknow that the changes were really so massive?

Guy Lewis1 has detailed a rather clear idea of the basic progress

of intercollegiate athletics, showing us many of these symptoms, which

we need first to look at dispassionately, with no regard to whether they

o
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were necessarily good ?r bad directions for sport to take., Perhaps the
- ) 2
most noticeable changes weﬁb.in what John Rickards Betts called "King

' Football," for football was the king of sports in the 192035, at least

in the colleges. The Twenties was a time of massive building pr.grams.
in athletic facilities, with enough large football stediums built ‘or
critics of athletics to complain that tée United State; had become an‘
imperial Rome, with its %toliseums and gladiators fighting to entertain
the decadent masses, who were aftired in skin of raccoon rather than
togas and drank from the monogrammed hip flask-rather than common cup
of wine. The age of éhe concrete stadium had come to college athleties,
as had the "Big Game," which might mean ettendances of well over
seventy or eighty thousand peoéle at a football game. 1In ten years the
stadium capacity for 135 of the mcre prominent colleges and univer-
sities ip the Un}ted‘States had increased from a combined figure of
under one millioﬂ seats to over two and one half million seats.
Futhermore, the annual football attendance doubled, reaching twenty
millién spectators a year by 1929.

The percentage of‘students participating in intercollegiate and
intramural athletics was increasing dramatically, according to school
reports, so the interest among the students was apparently at ;east as
great as among the non-students. The attendance at contests was
increasing rapidly despite much higher prices charged for tickets

to games,

10
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’ L. New sports Qere appearing and beginning to hold naﬁ}onal collegiate

ghampionships.} Tﬁé égileges had‘pfovided chaﬁpionship ﬁaets‘for the
high schcols before'the war, bué the state higg'scﬁool federaticgs-were
bee;ming more omn%?resent, and the Natié%al Fedg;atign was formed in
the lQéOs t% try to prevent.thg high schools from shqying signs of the

p;oblem§ and aﬁusés which wele‘increasingég apparent in interc&llegiate'
sports. | |

Media coverage'ﬁés_beccmlng 8 vastii exﬁanﬂed tharacteristicj;f
Twenties sport, with colorfﬁl sports reporters vying to outdo each othe{s“'
descriptions of events of the day. It was at this time that somé
leading pubTic Tigures claimed that the best writing to be found in the .
newspapers was on the spor ts pages. . .not necessarily the most accurate

' 4

, . e
prose, but certainly the most interesting. . | -

A reflection of the extent of the sports interest can be seen
| ; : N

. simply by wandering through the pages‘of the Readers Guide EggPeriodical

Litérature for® the years of the deigﬁe. Around. 1920 the number of

articles on sport cited in the popular magaq}nes is small, but by 1925
§ ' .

that is no longer the case. With football as an example, we gridually

go from a year with perhaps half a dozen articles to a time when the

articles are counted by the page, double-columned, numbering in the

o
scores and appearing even in such magszines as the Literary Digest.

fTo be sure, they were by no means all in favor of sports; many were

critical of the overemphasis on athletics. Nonetheless, athletics was

11
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cpming in for a hugh share of the popular spotlight.  The peak perhaps

'was reached_éith au.afticle which the Saturday Evening Yost considered

unususl wenough. to publish on November 1st, 1930: UI Huve Never Seen
( , .-
g Football Game." N ) -

The cdntroveréieg@yefe many. . Are the athletes  meeting the

N
proper standards o% scholarship, does athlei}cs belong in the colle%L
7 gf‘ - )

program, is competlﬂyon t of hand, 1s athletics corrupt, has collegr

athletics become B‘g Bﬂsiness, and so;forth.}-The controversy seems

continusl, un?il it was capped by the release of t§3'Carnegie Report %
r W t : Y

in 1929, of.which Wore later.

.We had, then, an intense interest in intercollegiate athleéics,
and:one which tﬁs nat wlthout its problems. So, we need to luok at ow
third pfohlem or question, that of the iofluence of these symptcms of

oonm on the place of athletics in American education, ccupled with

their influence on physical education.

. ~

- Ons.cligr aspect of_the boom waé that sportqhwas‘increaéiﬁgly
absorbed as‘a legitimate part of the educational experience to be
érovihed by the schools, not Just;aﬁ the college level, but at the
high school level and even lower. This is not to say that it was a

good or bad trend; it simply was & trend. Clearly it was a contyn~

versial “trend, for the periodicals of the day sﬁent much, time arguing

whether such an absorbtion of sports programs into the schools was

Pr er‘or beneficial. However, while they argued, they continued to

12
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absorb and "expand. Apparently the only éhﬁfrary argument which carried
enough weight to slow the development was one of cost, but until the
end of the Twenties money was rarely considered that great a problem.

Many individuals of high academic regard defended athletics, pointing

out that'hanx successful teachers and scholars had been athletes and

that the academic recor& of athietes waé\at least as good as that of

the non-athletes. By this tiﬁe spqQrt was\becoming accepted as-? msjor

factor in education even by many gééﬁie ofrp;rely academic interests,
Another aspect‘was_the exﬁansion of phygical education programs

in the schools, coupled with a move to absorb athletic depargmentS‘into

-

the school (often combined with physical education). Teachers of

physical education and athletic coaches, at this time still not so

frequently the same people, were beginning to win acceptance as ﬁacult&

<

menbers, ratier than éfaff‘members on the peciphery of the institution

but not really fully a part of the schoel.
o
Perhaps one development which we often overlook was the change

which many academicians and physical educators found most threatening:
the gradual replacement of the "value of the struggle” emphasis with
the "what was the result" emphasis, a slow loss of sport as valuable
because of the means oy which iﬁ is conducted, replaced b;‘thé more
controversial interest primarily in the outcome. The peint of the
program was vecoming vietory, rather than competitiog.

8 ,

Many issues sprang up during the 1920s, but perhaps they cun be
]
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seen more clearly as we consider them in the context of the fourth
question, which was: What lessons do we see in this period of sporting
history?

I think we are now at the point when it is time to loock at some !
athletics during the 1920s, I refer, of course, to';he Twenty-Third
Bulletinkdf-£hg%0arnegie Foundation for fhe Advancemeni of Teaching,

3
titled American College Athletics. Written by a staff member of the
o ‘£

foundation, Dr. Howard J. Savage, with the assistance of Harold W. Bentley,
John T: Mcdovern, and Dean F. Smiley, this careful study appeared ,
almost perfectly in conjunttion ﬁith'the.éoliépse of the American ;toék
market ‘r 1929. In many respects, it enjoyed a similgr degree of
popularity among the people to whom it was addressed.

The Carnegie Foundation had studied sports in the schools twicé
before: in 1925, a study based ahly on written materials from twenty
American colleges; then in 1927, studying the sports program in the
British schools and universities by visiting the institutigns. The
foundation then began & three and one half year study of American
intercollegiate athletics which included considerable research and
visitation. Their written commen;s were not popular. -

This was no attempt at a hatchet Job. In the preface to thé
report, Harry S. Pritchett, president of the foundation, tgisﬁ to explain

~

the view of school athletics held by the foundation:

11
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It has been assumed that there is a legitimate place in the
secondary school an@jin the college for ovganized sports,
that such sports contribute, when employed in & rational way,
to the development both of character and of health. The
report is a friendly effort to help toward a wise solution
as.to the place of such spbrﬁsyin our educational systenm.

It ﬁas been necessary, in order to render this'service, to
set fourth the abuses and excesses‘that have grown up} This

has been done with the most painstaking effort to be fair, -~
- h -

y as well as Just.

The report was critical of the abuses of college sport, the overemphasis _
upon cagiétition, the financial shenanigans, and the lack of intellectg;l
interests in what was supposedly an educational‘activ}ty, but interest-
gngly‘encugh, nuch of the eriticism was directed not at the coaches,
athletes, alumni, or demanding public, but at the administrators of the
nation's intellectual institutions. Some of the committee's comments
bear repetition and mucﬁ careful thought by today's faculty and
administrators. t

Some comments about the place of athletics in the college, and
about ;he rcle of the school itself, are the following:

In the United States the.composite institution called a

university is doubtless still an intellectual agency. But it

is also a social, a commercial, and an athletic agency; and

13
t
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these activities have in recent years appreciably overshadowed
the intellectual life for which the university is assumed to
exist.

. In the second place, the football contest that sc astonishes
the foreign visitor is not a student's game, as it once was, , .
It is a highly organized commercfial enterprise. The athletes
who take part in it have comé through years of training; they
are commanded by professional coaches; little if anyupéﬁﬁonal
initiative of ordinary play ié left to the player. The great
matches are highly profitable enterprises...in some cases
‘the college authorities take a slice of the profits for
college buildings.5

Some of these faults of the colleges are explained as the result of

trying to progress too rapidly toward the status of "university,"

as

it was understood in Europe.
In tﬁeir haste to become universitigs, Qa; colleges adopted
the name and then proceeded as rapidly as possible to'grow
ugfto it, This was effect&g by superposing a graduate school
on the old college.:TThe university, as'go#constituﬁéd, soon
begén to conceive of itself not merely as an agency for
training students to think hard énd clearly, but as a place

where, without fundamentsl education, young people can

acquire the elementary technigue of...in effdct, all the
L )
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N vécations practiced in the modern industrial state.
It is under this regime that college sports have been
developed from games played by boys for pleasure into SYStEﬂkf
 atic professionalized atnletic contests for thé glory and,
too often, for the financial profit of the college....
It may well be that the political servicé of the present—dax
system of schools [that is, in'providiﬁg equal opportunity
and endiné élaSS distinctionq] is its greatest‘contribution.
But is it necessary to sacrifice the intgliéétual ideal in
order-to be democratic? There is nothing more demogratic
than the ability to think. To recognize and act upon that
principle is a profound test af.durahle_demacracy....

The weakness of the American univg;sity as it exists to-day
lies in its lack of intellectual sincerity. It stands
nominally for high intellectual ideals., 1Its effort at
intellectual leadegghip is diluted with many other efforts
in fields wholly foreign to this primary puprSe. Inter-
college éthletics form only one of these...,

It is a useless enéuiry at this day to ask who were
responsible for the development in the colleges'of commer-

'cialiZEd sports. The tendencies of theftime,‘the growing

Juxury, the keen—-ptercollege competition, the influence of

well-meaning, but unwise, alumni, the acquiescehce in

17
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newspaper pubiicity, the relurtance of the authorities of the
university or the college to take an unpopular stand,-—éll
these have played their part.

But there can be no doubt as to where lies the responéibility
- ta'éarréct this situatiog; The defense of the intellectual
integrity of the college gnd-éf the university lies with the
president and faculty. With them lies also the authority.
The gducational governance of thé‘uniVQYSity has always been
in their hands...The responsibility to Qring athletics into
, a sincere relation to the intellectual life of the college p
: .
rests squarely on the éhoulders of the preg%dent and faculty.
| With comments such as this, we should not be surﬁfi&ed that the aépe&r—
ancé of the report brought forth squeals of pain from the schools whose
Programs were studied. Not surprisingly, none of the schools felt that
the abuses were present in their own progr&ms, though they-héd been
the suﬁjects éf the study. -
Vith such criticism as this, we are naturally curious as to the
results of the study. Were changes made in college athletics in
~ response té the not-too-surprising revelations? Did the NCAA'rise up
andvdemand that the collegeg toe the line? Actually, the primary
result apparently was nothing. While man& §eople agreed with the infor-

mation and conélusions cf the report, the supporters and detractors did

not split along academic-athletic lines. Some notable defenders of the
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_ academic side of college life were strongly critical of the report,
It aroused much éontraversy, but apparently fostered little agreemenﬁ}
The.feport studied -the abuses of college athietics, including
problems caused by questionsble or unclear values and problems whi;ﬁ\\
stemmed from the massive publicity of college sports, them it cited tw;\\\
things as fundamental causes of the defects in American college
athletics. The.f§rst_cause was’commercialism, suggesting that many
| sehools had become more irterestgd'in the monetary and material returns
possible in athletics than with the educational vaiues of sport. The
cormittee commented that
Commercialism has made possible the erection of fine academic
- ‘buildlngs and the increase of equipment from the profits of
| college athletics, but these proflts have been gained because

colleges have permitted the youths entrusted to their care %o

be openly exploited...it is the undergraduates who have suffered

most and wili continue most to suffer from commercialiém and

its-results...

! The argument that commercialism in college sthletics is
merely a reflection of the commercialism of modérn life is
specious. It i; not the affair of the college or the:universitj
"to reflect modern lif‘e.T

How many of us noticed that one court has ruled that being a varsity

athlete in. college has a financial value to the athlete, and that that

19
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value cannot be abridged? o
| The second cause‘citgd was the schools' negligence toward the
educational opportunitjcéér which the college was supposeé to exist,

The committee called for a change in values, and.charged that the

college needed to return to & concern with its essentially intellectuzl
function. ‘ . '

College sports began to drop off at this point, the end of the -
Twenties. Budgetr .nd sttendance fell, the nnmhe;ﬁéf competitive sports
was cut béck, and recreatiaﬁal interests began t;«ceme more to the
fore. Was this a result of the impact of the Carnegie Regort, or was
it, as may be more likely, simply because the Depression had‘begun to
make its impact in the heartland ofllSEDs intercollegiate athletics,
the pocketbook? We o ndt really know,

Now, to those lessons I mentioned earlier. Tﬁe first éomes from
a bit of philosophy, the idea that while challenge lies at the heart of
our culture, we need to be careful to contain its impulses if the
challenges are to be & positive, rather than a negative, influenceeuﬁon
us. Competiticon can get out of bounds, a§ William A. Sadler, dJr.,

. pointed. out. He noted that wﬁile our competitive urges grew with the
Social Darwinism of the 1879§, we actuilly have found that in a modern
society cooperation is far more important Fhan competition, We discovered

" the limits to the value of unlimited competition in business in the late

nineteenth century with the so-called "Robber Barons." Indeed, they did
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compete to cut pri&es, but only to drive their competitors out of

business, so they could then charge as much as they wished. For this

reason, we find many controls clamped onto our free enterprise system,
\

We may discover that the same is true in athletics. We msy be

making a grievous error if we place such an unlimited emphasis upon

-competition, pushing it to a high level at ever younger ages. I coach

track and field. Those of you in that sport kmow that you can get a
set of so—e@%{g@nfygfld records” for &ll ages, giving the vcrld record,

for example, for the one mjle run for two-year-olds. We can see

rarents pushing pre—sehaolers to break records, when the children have

-0Q real idea of what a record is. We are turning out a nation so

oA
hooked on competition that according to one book on administratége
theory the new dominant charascter is not the old "Organization Man"

but the "Gamesman,” involved in everything primarily for the challenge
of winnihg. The ultimate level is reached with the "no-ccntésté"
appearing on television, with network-appointed "superstars" competing
in non-events accqppan;ed by great publiéity, in a sense the ultimate
use of sports as a commercial enterprise,

So, what does our lesson show us.that we needed in the 1920s, and
still, you may have noticed by the familigrity of the pr;ﬁlems, need
today? Fo;}one thing, we need coilegé presidents and faculty who have
the integrity to stand up for educational sport. Do we have them?

4

We need strong national organizations to strictly enforce rules
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of ethical conduct. in educational sport, such as the NCAA claims to do,
Do we haye such bodies which will seek out and strongly censure any

such misconduct, no matter where it oceurs? No. The NCAA is frightened

"of its own shadow in this area; it has become a dollars and cents

organization itself. The women of the AIAW are as suspicious of the
NCAA as they are of the unfortunate example of men's college athletics,
and well they should be. Unfortunately, the AIAW is already edging in
the same directions in its own conventions. s
We need a strong public stand by coaches' organizations for ethics
in sport, for spért as an educational experience. Do we get it?) No,
we see a coach hitting a camera man after a losing game, or cursing
a repofter who has suggested that some eﬁhical violations might have
occured. You will notice that we hear nothing from the président of
his institutng; Perhaps like many of our schools, it has no president,
at least in the sense of educational or ethical iéadership where inter-
ccllegiate atﬁletics is concerned, for the coach , whatever his
failings of educational philosophy, brings home the ﬂgcon on éat;rday

afternocons. And college presidents are not éxactly Muslims, in that

»
L

respect.
We need, asbove all, to clearly define the place of athleties in
education, then fight to see that our schools-live up to it., The

H

Carnegie Report detailed the values of athletics at length, And accepted

,th=~  But even among physical educators we do not agree on the values

22
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of athletics. We do not even agree that they are valuable, 'I have seen
every stage from blind worship of competitive sport, however unethically
conducted, to ill-disguised hate of athleties, hnwever 3gi;7ccnducted,
all among physical educators. We physical educators are often also the
coaches under discussion, so our house should be put 1ln order first,

Finally, we should decide whether we want genuinely amateur sports,
or semi-professional, or professionai sports. We face an immediate
rroblem with our pfobosals for developing international competitors by
helping them’financially. We want to stay in the real world, but in a
sense that is not our primary task. Yet, we have taken no étand. Have
we even given that much dispassionate thought to the problem?

I realize this list of lessons of the Twenties sounds more 1iké
the 1esspns of the Seventies. Tﬂe reaégh is simple: The situatién has
changed very little. The same prohlems_are still here. We have > done

little or nothing about them, We have, in fact, an extension of the

Golden Age of Sports, for it is really today, not in the 1920s. Today

college sports is spelled M~O-N-E-Y and, for we weaker spellers, T-V,

For many years schools at one level would not schedule their contests
SN

to conflict with schools at another level, draw1ng|§?ay their spectators,

" Now, the colleges play basketball on local television almest every night

of the Qeek in some aréas, and lower schools and small colleges are
hgrt in attendance. Once the céllgges would not play on Sundays for

religious considerations, but say "television contract," and they'll

o
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play in the sisles’ of your church Guring the serwices. fnd'cuss at
the ushers for bad calls. A ;

We‘are not spesking about even vaguely amateur sports or educationai

.

sports. We have had many lessons given to us, but whether we have
absorbed or accepted them is questionable. What will it take for us to
say to the colleges, "Enough!"? *

My final area of inquify concerned our research opportunities in
the period of the 1920s. We can find much written of the périod,
but much of it is “Ges Whiz" history. John ﬁick@rds Betts was one of

the few to look at the Twentles with much care, but even then we are

speaking of 20 or 30 pages for ten years of sports at all levels. We

- need to lovk”mdre closely at the factors from which the sports model

of the 1920s arose, We need ¢o study the factors causing the prodblems,

_ _ \ .
and how those problems might have been avoided before they became so
great. We need to study the effects of alumni pressure on the development

of collegiate sport, the relationship between the American business

« ethic and the growth of sport, We need to look at the use of sport by .

cqellege presidents to build school and pefg;nal reputations, both for
young and small or isolated schools. 'We need more research on the role
of the student in the expansion of spoét. Finally, we need research on
the getual effect of the Carnegie Report. It detailed‘abuses still
common, perhaﬁs more common todsy than in the 1920s. Wgs anything really

accomplished by the report? What effect did it have on the éof!egés?

-
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On educational policy? On athletic departments? Did it have any impact
or effect upon ph&#ical education prograps? Were the short-term éreas
of decline in college sporiés from about 1929 to 1931 eor 1932 an egfect
of the impact of the repori,_or were they simply an outgrowth of the .

affect the programs in tde black oolleges, and was there andther change
after the Carnegie Report? . .

We need to study the college athlétics of the 1920s historically,
but with due consideration for sociology, economies, and philosophy, i€

we are to really understand a complex period. Most of ouﬁ research

‘has been as superficial as this paper, a skimming of the waters of a

very deep pool, and one whose example is clearly similar to today's

. uneasy alliance between education and athletics. Let us hope that we

-

- will continue to study our problems of yesterday in the hope that we

.can find the hints which might help us to solve our problems of today

and tomorrow. »

N
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