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CHAPTER I 

INTRODJCTION 

Intercollegiate athletics is one of the most perplexing 

and controversial issues with which administrators must deal. 

College and university presidents are confronted by many di-

verse pressures from faculty, alumni and the ccinmunity at large 

regarding athletics. Although they do noi, always act directlv 

on specific policy governing athletics, their opinions are 

hignly respected and their desires usually find expression in 

written policy. As chief administrators, their role should be 

clear and distinct in matters of this nature. 

The exposure to the American public of both amateur and 

professional, atnletics, especially through the medium of 

television, has resulted in increased interest at all levels 

of coiiipet.Loion. uorae educators, however, are advocating that 

intercollegiate athletics should be eliminated from the educa-

te on£.x program. Other individuals would prescribe that 

institutions desirous of providing intercollegiate athletic 

competition as an integral part of the educational program 

l n ^ e Education-Athletics Nonsense." The Journal Df 
iilSiier Mucation, XXXIV (December, 1963], ̂ - 5 5 3 7 " 
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should seek to sponsor professional teams."" Still others are 

calling for continued de-emphasis.3 Despite the opinions 

expressed by various individuals in education and outside the 

field, athletics is an integral part of campus life in most 

institutions. Constant reappraisal of the intercollegiate 

athletic program will serve to accurately identify the par-

ticular niche it should occupy within the structure of the 

total educational program. 

Statement of the Problem 

The problem of this study was the role of intercollegiate 

athletics in higher education as perceived by college and uni-

versity presidents throughout; the United States. 

Purposes of the Study 

. The purposes of this study were to determine the percep-

tions of college arid university presidents concerning the role 

of intercollegiate athletics in higher education, to identify 

^Norman Cousins, ''.football and the College," Saturday 
levlew, XLVT (September, 1963), 36. Marcus L.' Plant, ""The 
Place of Intercollegiate Athletics in Higher Education," 

Journal of Higher Education. XXXII (January, 1961), 4. 

^Fred C. Cole, "Intercollegiate Athletics and Higher 
Eaucation}"_Cur^5rit Issues in Higher -Education, Association 
for Higiier^Lducauiori, National Education Association (Wash-
ington, J_̂ OJ. / , PI. „ ,l93—-'-9b. Charles A. bucher, "Needed^ A 

W — ~ P h y s i c a l Educator, .XXIII (October, 



the various similarities and differences regarding the role 

of intercollegiate athletics as perceived by college and uni-

versity presidents, and to provide useful data for college 

administrators, faculty, and staff to utilize when implement-

ing new programs of operation or when evaluating existing 

practices.- For further clarity the following sub-purposes 

were formulated: 

1. To compare the perceptions reported by public univer-

sity presidents with perceptions of (a) private university 

presidents, (b) public college presidents, and (c) private 

college presidents. 

2. To compare the perceptions reported by public college 

presidents with perceptions of (a) private university presi-

dents and (b) private college presidents. 

3. To compare perceptions reported by private university 

presidents with perceptions of private college presidents. 

4. To compare combined perceptions reported, by public 

college and university presidents with perceptions of private 

college and university presidents. 

5. To compare combined perceptions reported by public 

college and. private college presidents with perceptions of 

public university and. private university presidents. 

Hypotheses 

The following hypotheses were investigated in this 

study: 
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1. There will be a significant difference between the 

•responses of public university presidents en each item when 

compared with the responses of (a) private university presi-

dents, (b) public college presidents, and (c) private college 

presidents. 

2. There will be a significant difference between the 

responses of public college presidents on each item when coin-

pared with the responses of (a) private university presidents; 

and (b) private college presidents. 

• 3- There will be a significant difference 0 61WS 6II o LI 6 

responses of private university presidents on each item when 

compared with the responses of private college presidents. 

4- There will be a significant difference between the 

combined responses of public college and university president--

on each item when compared with the combined responses of pri-

vate college and university presidents. 

5. There will be a significant difference between the 

combined, responses of public and private college presidents 

on each item when compared with the combined responses of 

public and private university presidents. 

Background and Significance 

oince the .first intercoi-Legiate athletic contest, a race 

between the boat clubs of Yale and Harvard in 1332, a variety 

of intercollegiate sports has come to be included in the ath-

letic programs of the colleges and universities across the 
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country. As evidence of the growth and interest in inter-

collegiate competitionj both-the National Collegiate Athletic 

Association (NCAA) and the National Association of Inter-

collegiate Athletics (NAIA), the two national governing bodies, 

have each established fourteen national sports championships. 

The NCAA provides these fourteen championships for the Uni-

versity Division and in addition has provided seven National 

College Division Championships for the smaller institutional 

members. 

In the early development of intercollegiate programs, 

students initiated and arranged for competition between schools 

without the official sanction of the institution. As interest 

by spectators and players alike grew, school officials soon 

realized the need for institutional control as well as the 

desirability of regulatory bodies. The first successful 

attempt by college presidents to meet and establish some 

kind of faculty control was described as follows: 

In 1&95, President Smart of Purdue called together 
the presidents of seven universities to discuss regula-
tion and control of intercollegiate athletics. The 
result was the creation of the Intercollegiate Confer-
ence of Faculty Representatives . . . with one member 
each from Chicago, Illinois, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Northwestern, Purdue, and. Wisconsin, 'Thus originated 
the Western Conference, also known as the Big Ten. 4 

Throughout the years considerable concern has been ex-

pressed by a variety of individuals, representing a number of 

^Deobold B. 1/anDalen, Elmer D. Mitchell and Bruce L. 
Bennett, A'World History of Physical Education (New York. 
1953), p. 401. " " ~ ' ' ' 
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disciplines, regarding the role of intercollegiate ath.Iet.ics 

in higher education. 

In recent years, the Fourth National Conference on Higher 

Education,held in 1949, studied intercollegiate athletic pro-

grams and policies. A special committee, Group 6, was composed 

of presidents, deans, faculty members and consultants. Small, 

as a member of this committee, expressed the opinion that the 

majority of college administrators and faculty have dealt wi fch 

intercollegiate athletics as a necessary evil, something which 

they tolerate because of public demand.5 

Other national educational organizations have sought to 

redefine policy which should serve to resolve some of the con-

flict and controversy associated with intercollegiate athletics. 

In 1952, the Special Committee on Athletic Policy of the Ameri-

can. Council on Education expressed through the chairman, John 

A. Hannah, at that time president of Michigan State University, 

some necessary and vaxuaols guidelines for administrators 'when 

determining aonletic policy. lhese recommendations included 

institutional control for administration and operation, ad-

missions standards, eligibility for intercollegiate competition, 

financial assistance, stated institutional policy for inclusion 

of a. px ogram of intercollegiate athletics, delineation of sea-

sons of competition, recruiting, opportunity for participation" 

^George D. Small, "Intercollegiate Athletic Programs anc 
olicies, • i^rent Trends in Higher Education, Department of 

Higher Education TWashingtoii, 1949), pp." 38-2j~4. 
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by all. students and levels of competition. Cooperative efforts 

such as this one served to bring into focus some of the critical 

issues facing administrators and at the same time provided tan-

gible criteria with which to work. The involvement of the 

chief administrator in matters concerning intercollegiate 

athletics is not only desirable but necessary in maintaining 

proper balance of the program. 

The National Association of Intercollegiate Athletics 

(NAIA) has sought to actively engage the presidents of member 

institutions in the organization by the establishment of a 

Presidents Advisory Committee. This committee is composed of 

thirty-five college administrators from throughout the country 

and from a variety of kinds of institutions, whose main con-

cern is the determination of sound aims for intercollegiate 

athletics. Commenting on the establishment of this committee, 

A1 Duer, executive secretary of the National Association of 

Intercollegiate Athletics, relates, "We believe this is the 

most significant step in assuring that athletics will be an 

integral part of the total program of our member institutions."? 

irfiorts of this nature seek to assure a more comprehensive pro-

gram which is in keeping with the basic educational aims of the 

total institutional program. 

^American Council on Education, Council Action on Athletic 
Policy The Education Record, XXXIII "(April, 195277 

7 
A1 Duer, "Basic Issues of Intercollegiate Athletics," 

of li®alth, Physical Education, and Recreation, XXXI 
(January, 19&0J3 2/+. ~ ~ 



The president, it appears, has"not expressed his opinion 

on the role of intercollegiate athletics as often as other 

individuals in higher edu-cation. The reason for this may well 

be that this responsibility has been delegated to other school 

officials; nevertheless, few have made public their views in 

the related literature. 

Some presidents who have expressed their concern for inter-

collegiate athletics reflect a variety of concerns. The abuse 

of intercollegiate athletics has been aired by Ruthven,^ former 

president of the University of Michigan, relative to "profes-

sionalism" creeping into the nationfs schools. Presidents are 

expected to give cause for continuance of athletics in their 

institution, usually related to financial considerations. 

William E. Stevenson indicates that "athletic programs on our 

campuses should be justified because they serve educational 

and recreational purposes and not because they make money or 

provide public entertainment."9 Even though mistakes have re-

sulted in the intercollegiate program, Edgar L. Harden, Presi-

dent of Northern Michigan University, proposed that "Our concern 

should be with building the good and eliminating the bad."10 

^"As Michigan's Ruthyen Sees It," Michigan Education 
Journal, XLI (November, 1963), 31. ~~ 

%illiam E. Stevenson, "What College Presidents Say About 
Athletics," Journal of Health, Physical Education, and Recrea-
tion, XXXI (March, 19607, ?S. ~~ ' " 

1 0^gar L. Ha.rd.en, "What College Presidents Say About 
A unlet!cs." Journal of Health, Physical Education, and Recre-
ation, XXXI (March, I960), 18. 



With this viewpoint in mind, issues confronting the cmsi 

administrator are -dealt with m a positive fashion. The Pres-

ident of Washington and Lee University, Fred. C. Cole,̂ "'~ asserts 

that athletics has a legitimate place in American colleges and. 

universities and even though problems exist, these problems 

are_ not without solutions. 

As indicated, a diversity of opinion regarding inter- . 

collegiate athletics exists among the presidents, Frank N. 

Gardner, former president of the Missouri Valley Conference, 

expressed a sage viewpoint by saying, " . . . the United States 

is a complex society, and its universities and colleges dis-

play amazing diversity, not only in their regional environ-
*1 o 

merit, but in their academic and athletic programs.™-"- While 

there is no single best answer to satisfy ail situations which 

directly or indirectly touch upon the intercollegiate athletic 

program, problems associated with institutional sise, aspira-

tion level of competition, administrative control and support, 

singularly or collectively, result in the need for critical 

examination of some appropriate guidelines. 

This study was not concerned with what the present situa-

tion is, but rather what the presidents perceived intercollegiate 

G. Kerry Smith, editor, Current Issues in Higher Education: 
Goals for Higher Education in a Decade of"PecisionT Proceedings 
of the i~6th Annual National Conference on Higher Education, Asso-
ciation for Higher Education (Washington, D.'C., 1961), pp. 193-196 

12- < , .v 
'Frank N. Gardner, "Tjie Place of intercollegiate Athletics 

in Higher Education: Hold That Tieer!" The Journal of Higher 
Education, XXXI (October, I960), 306. ' ~ 
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athletics ought to be in relation to the total educational pro-

gram. The perceptions o.f the college and university presidents 

are important as their responses should serve to synthesize 

contemporary thought and in turn provide criteria which will 

enable educators to plan more effective athletic programs -for 

the future. The crystallization of thought relative to this 

population should also result in the establishment of more 

effective policy regarding the intercollegiate athletic program. 

Definition of Terms 

For the purpose of this study, the following terms have 

been defined: 

1- Athletics,--This term refers to intercollegiate com-

petition as identified with the National Collegiate Athletic 

Association (NCAA) and the National Association of Inter-

collegiate Athletics (NAIA). 

2* College.--A college is a four-year, undergraduate, 

degree-granting institution which is classified by the NCAA 

as college division-and all NAIA member institutions. 

3- University.~~A university is a four-year, undergrad-

uate, degree-granting institution which is classified by the 

NCAA as university division. An institution competing in the 

university division in any sport will be placed in this cate-

gory based on aspiration level of competition. 

4- Public Colleges and Universities.--Public colleges 

and UTIJ.ers.^ies are institutions which are publicly control.led; 
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that is, the majority of the board of trustees are elected by 

the people,or members are chosen by some governmental official 

or agency. 

5, Private Colleges arid Universities, ---Private colleges 

and. universities are institutions which are privately con-

trolled; that is, alumni may select members of the board of 

trustees, religious organizations with which the institution 

is affiliated may elect or appoint members, or members of the 

board may select their own successors. 

6. Perceptions.--This term refers to an opinion or thought 

pattern expressed in response to an item contained in the re-

search instrument. 

7* President.--A president is the administrative head of 

the college or university. 

Limitations of th^ Study 

The basic limitations of thisjstudy were• 

1. Questionnaires were sent io 9$3 college and univer-
| 

sity presidents throughout the United States whose institutions 

were listed in the most current edi 

Book of College Athletics. 

tion (1967-65) of The Blue 

2. All service institutions (West Point, Naval Academy, 

etc.) and the institutions in the district of Columbia were 

eliminated from consideration in this study. 



3. This study was subject to the various limitations 

associated with data collected by mailed questionnaires, such 

as the failure of a respondent to answer all items. 

4. No effort was made to interpret statistically why 

each respondent answered in a particular way, only that he 

did answer as indicated. 

Basic Assumption 

The one major assumption basic to this study was that all 

materials received from various colleges and universities re-

flected the opinions of the presidents concerned. 

Procedure 

The first step of the investigation was the construction 

of a research instrument designed to reveal the perceptions 

of the college and university presidents regarding the desired 

role of intercollegiate athletics in higher education. After 

surveying the literature of recent periodicals, books, and 

dissertations relating to intercollegiate athletics, a ques-

tionnaire was developed whicti included forty-nine items em-

braced by six broad headings: (1) Administration and Control 

of the Intercollegiate Athletic Program, (2) Athletic Staff 

Members: Responsibility and Qualifications, (3) Financial 

Consideration, (4) Intercollegiate Competition for Women, 

(5) Outside Agencies, and. (6) Publicity and-Public Relations. 

The items contained in each of the six categories constituted 
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trends, issues and problems related to the area of policy 

regarding intercollegiate athletics. 

After completion of the questionnaire, the next step was 

the selection of a panel of fifteen judges to test the validity 

of the items contained in the research instrument. The mem-

bers were selected by a random sample from the thirty-eight 

presidents of the junior colleges in Texas whose institutions 

engaged in intercollegiate competition. The questionnaire, 

with an accompanying letter, was mailed to each of the fifteen 

judges. The judges were requested to respond, to each item con-

tained in the questionnaire in one of three ways. In the margin 

the numbers 1, 2, and 3 were typed in red. If the item was 

clear and appropriate to the instrument, they were to circle 1; 

if the item was not clear nor appropriate to the instrument, 

they were to circle 3; and if the item was questionable or tiiey 

were undecided concerning the validity of the item, they were 

to circle 2. Eleven of the fifteen judges responded; accordingly 

six of the judges were required to agree that an item was valid 

for use in the study for it to be retained in the questionnaire. 

The panel of judges were encouraged to suggest additional items 

to be included, in the questionnaire. 

In an effort to establish reliability the same junior col-

lege presi 6erits were requested, to indicate their perceptions 

by marking each item yes or no when answering' the questionnaire, 

space was proviaea alter each item for remarKs by the respondent 
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to qualify any yes or no answer*. The written responses were 

not treated statistically: only the yes or no responses were 

analyzed. Two weeks after the initial mailing, the order of 

the items by category was rearranged and the questionnaire 

was mailed to the same junior college presidents. The re-

spondents were again requested to record their perceptions 

for each of the items on the questionnaire with a simple ye.s 

or no response. Upon receipt of the questionnaire3 each of 

the respondent?s answers to the items were tabulated in an 

effort to show the consistency of their replies. Items which 

revealed more than three inconsistent replies were considered 

questionable as to the reliability. 

Once the validity and reliability of the instrument had 

been established, two items were deleted and the questionnaire 

was then reprinted and mailed with an accompanying letter to 

each of the selected 9^3 college and university presidents as 

listed by the fifty states in The Blue Book of College Athletics, 

These presidents were asked to respond to each item included 

in the questionnaire by marking yes or no. Space was provided, 

following each item for the presidents to qualify any of their 

answers. Follow-up letters and. additional questionnaires were 

mailed three weeks after the initial mailing to insure maximum 

response. 

The data received 'were- punched into cards and computations 

were made by the Data Processing Center of North Texas State 
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University. Each of the five hypotheses was tested, for the 

significant difference between the percentages of the groups 

under consideration. The .05 level of confidence was used 

to reject the null hypotheses. From the accumulated data, 

appropriate tables were constructed and the summary, con-

clusions, and recommendations were formulated. 

Organization of Remainder of the Study 

The second chapter is a presentation of the related re-

search, The methods and procedures for the collection of the 

data are described in detail in Chapter III. In Chapter IV 

findings are presented and the hypotheses are analyzed. Chap-

ter V is devoted to the summary of the study, conclusions drawn 

from the findings, and recommendations for further consideration. 



CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

In an effort to substantiate some rather general observa-

tions regarding the role of Intercollegiate athletics in higher 

.education, a survey of the literature was undertaken to provide 

data which would be useful for developing the study. The lit-

erature gleaned was essentially limited to journals, books, and 

dissertations containing"contemporary issues, trends and ques-

tions which continue to be raised regarding intercollegiate 

athletics in the areas of administration and control, athletic 

staff members, responsibility and qualifications, finances, 

competition for women, outside agencies, publicity and public 

relations. 

Organization and Administration 

Although many questipns regarding intercollegiate athlet-

ics are implied, a variety of opinions have been expressed 

and research has revealed some rather profound implications 

regarding the organization and administration of the inter-

collegiate athletic program. 

The question of policy formation has been examined by a 

number of individuals. Harden has expressed the opinion that 

nThe board and the president should formulate policy. The 

16 
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president and the athletic director, as executives, should 

conduct the program in line with policy directive, and the 

faculty should serve as knowledgeable ^valuators. This 

leads to the issue of faculty involvement. Plant states 

that "There is considerable difference in view as to the 

part that ought to be played by the faculty of the institu-

tion, as distinguished from the administrative officers."2 

He further states that the method of selection or appointment 

is of concern, for when the president appoints faculty to 

serve as a committee member on athletics, often only the views 

of the president are reflected.^ This does not lessen the 

role of the president when it comes to the administration of 

intercollegiate athletics, for, as Blackwell^ suggests, his 

responsibility must be to the same degree in this area of con-

cern as ior other divisions and departments under his authority. 

Because the problems of administrators have multiplied 

as a result of the pressures both from within and outside 

tne institution, Duer states that "they must become more 

i o-t-n L. Harden, "What College Presidents Say About Ath-

XXXI (fer^frf60T7 SSmasa, asi secretion. 

in 
cation. XXXII (January, 196lj, ™ 2£ M f f i Iffi-

^Ibid.. pp. 1-3, 

tion tSriorki 1965)T£pp: SfiiXS2iSZ "ministra-
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actively engaged in. the determination, of policies and practi ess 

within the p r o g r a m . A n issue arises here regarding faculty-

sentiment and is best expressed by Marco as summarized in the 

following statement: 

. . . although the control, and administration of 
these activities are the legitimate responsibility of 
all three groups, the administrators, the athletic 
staffs, and the faculties, only the faculty is essen-
tially free from the pressures which have made it 
possible to realize the desirable objectives of in-
tercollegiate athletics.0 

The question of administration of intercollegiate ath-

letics and physical education being accomplished by a single 

administrative head was one of several issues investigated in 

a study conducted by Woodbury.? He surveyed athletic directors, 

deans and department heads of physical education in selected 

universities and his findings revealed that for the larger uni-

versities, dual administration was more desirable, while a 

single head was preferred by the smaller institutions. This 

finding was significant due to the conflict existent between 

tr 
j 
T 

5a1 Duer, "Basic Issues of Intercollegiate Athletics 
Journal of Health, Physical Education, and Recreation, XXX 
(January, I960T, 24. 

fs 
S. M. Marco, "The Place of Intercollegiate Athletics In 

Higher Education: The Responsibility of the Faculty," Journal 
of Higher Education, XXXI (November,~i960), 425. 

^Darwin S. Woodbury, "The Administrative Relationships 
Between Athletics and. Physical Education in Selected American 
Universities," unpublished doctoral dissertation, University 
of Utah, Salt Lake City, Utah, 1966. 
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athletic and physical education departments. It warrants 

investigation on a larger scale. 

The problem of a written code of ethics for institutions 

to reveal the philosophy, purposes and objectives regarding 

intercollegiate athletics has been neglected in theory and 

in practice as well. Small concludes that "Probably no 

area in the whole field of education has been so little con-

cerned with formulating a statement of its purposes and ob-

jectives,"^ while Stevenson^ adds that for athletic codes to 

be of value they must be demonstrated in actual practice. 

The existence of such a code and its implementation serves as 

a revelation of the integrity of the institution. 

Intercollegiate athletics has been put to task to 

justify its existence, since only a limited number of 

students actually participate. Laughter-^ conducted a 

study to examine athletic practices and sports ethics and 

concluded that due to the current promotion and administra-

tion practices in sports, not only have spectator problems 

$ 
^George D. Small, "Intercollegiate Athletic•Programs and 

Policies," Current Trends in Higher Education (Washington, 
1949), p. 41. ' 1 

^William E. Stevenson, "What College Presidents Say Aboul 
Athletics," Journal of Health, Physical Education, and Recrea-
tion, XXXI (March, I96077 19. - . -

10Robert J. Laughter, "Socio-Psychological. Aspects of 
the Development of Athletic Practices and Sports Ethics," 
unpublished doctoral dissertation, The Ohio State University, 
Columbus, Ohio, 1963. " 



20 

increased, student interest has apparently decreased, The 

number of students involved in the intercollegiate program 

is contingent upon a variety of factors, such as the number 

of sports offered by the institution, quality of the program 

offered, and relative attractiveness of the competition and 

schedule. 

Cole asserts that "colleges and universities should 

provide opportunities for as many students as possible zo 

take part in organized sports. The number of participants 

will vary, of course, from one school to another, as will 

the number of intercollegiate sports. 

Preferred treatment of students engaged in the inter-

collegiate program has been resented by faculty and students 

alike. In setting athletics apart, the animosity has often 

been compounded. An example of this is pointed oux by True-

blood when he states, "One of the worst mistakes of college 

football is the practice of housing the team members in a 

separate building. . , ,"12 issue becomes one of in-

equality when special considerations are given a. particular 

group of students, athletes or otherwise. 

The problems associated with the organization and admin-

istration of intercollegiate athletics are revealed to be 

- I -? 

—Fred C. Cole, "Intercollegiate Athletics and Higher 
Education," Current Issues in Higher Education (Washington, 
1961), p. 194"̂  ' 

'-Elton Trueblood, The Idea of a College (New York, 1959), 
p. 150. ~ ' ~ 
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exceedingly complex and varied. However, when constructive 

and critical evaluation i? attempted by administrators work-

ing conjointly with capable staff members, solutions will 

ultimately emerge from their efforts. Each institution must 

seek answers for its own particular problems as there appears 

to be no universal solution which is appJi cable to all situa-

tions. 

Athletic Staff 

Because athletics was often thought of as a separate entity 

of the institution, athletic staff members have often been sub-

ject to special contract agreements. In a study to determine 

current practices in the control of athletics in selected con-

ferences, Hoy-'-3 found that coaches were given the same kind of 

contract and the same tenure regulations as other members of 

the faculty. This procedure is evidently not an accepted prac-

tice by all institutions, as revealed in a study conducted by 

Sanford.1^ He concluded that athletic staff members revealed, 

feelings of confusion and uncertainty regarding their status. 

His findings also showed that larger schools sought to 

"^Joseph T. Hoy, "Current Practices in the Control of 
Intercollegiate Athletics in Selected Conferences," unpub-
lisned do c tor al dissertation, Indiana University, B1 o o mi n — 
ton, Indiana, 1966, 

lifJohn td. Sarford, "A Study of Existing and Desired 
Practicestui the Conduct of Intercollegiate Athletics In 
Selected North Carolina Colleges and Universities," unpub-
lished _doctoral dissertation, The University of North Caro-
lina, Chapel Hill, North Carolina, 1961. 
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separate athletics from physical education and that men in 

•physical education .viewed athletics as being over-emphasized. 

In addition3 pressure on coaches was evident. Marco also 

noted, "Athletic staffs feel compelled to produce winning 

teams, and to do so, they must obtain the best possible 

talent. This attitude has been forced upon them by external 

pressure brought to bear on them by many of the same groups 

that bring pressure on the administration.''-^-5 

Athletic staff members need not be excluded from assign-

ment within the physical education department. Research by 

1 f ) 

Nitardy, which was conducted in the New York State College 

system, revealed that physical education staffs should be 

enlarged with qualified coaches. 

The athletic staff member's position presumably needs 

to be more clearly delineated and 'his position within the 

physical education department carefully examined. There need 

not be the uncertainty which exists when.his status is recog-

nized as comparable to that of other faculty members of the 

same rank and position. 

"^Marco, ops. cit. , p. 425. 

^Walter J. Nitardy, "A Study of Intercollegiate Ath-
letic Programs in Colleges of Education of the State Uni-
versity of New York, with Particular Implications for the 
College of Oswego,1' unpublished doctoral dissertation, 
Columbia University, New York, 1962, 
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FIcanoes 

Major emphasis has Dear: p:iced en the granting of finan-

cial assistance to athletes, Although there are still vast 

numbers of institutions which award scholarships to- qualified 

students on the basis of athletic talent and actively pursue 

students with these special capabilities, there is an ever-

increasing number of institutions that are altering their . 

financial aid programs. Perry and Whitner,^-? as well as 

Cole, indicate that students should receive aid on the 

basis of scholastic aptitude and need, 

Justification of expenditure on intercollegiate athletics 

is questioned by some. Perry raises a critical question for 

administrators when he states, "In a nation of relative afflu-

ence which puts hardly more than 1 per cent of its gross 

national product into higher education, can a part of that 

1 per cent, however small, be legitimately used for doubtful 

educational purposes?"19 i n contrast to this viewpoint, 
OQ 

Bronzan<-u found the intercollegiate football program was 

-^Louis B. Perry and Robert L. Whitner, "The High Road: 
A Case Study of an Intercollegiate Athletic Program," Liberal 
Education, LI (October, 1965), 394. 

l^Cole, op. cit., p. 195. 

-^Louis B. Perry, "Intercollegiate Sports in Academe," 
Liberal Education, XL1X (October, 1963), 335, 

20Robert T. Bronzan, "Attitudes of University Publics 
Toward the Contributions of the Intercollegiate Football Pro-' 
gram to General Education," unpublished doctoral dissertation, 
Stanford University, Stanford, California, 1965. 
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considered to be worth the tims, effort, and expense involved 

as viewed by 'the population which he surveyed. • 

Competition for Women 

An issue confronting educators in higher education is the 

feasibility of intercollegiate competition for women. The 

American Association for Health. Physical Education and Recrea-

tion (AAHPER), through the Division for Girls and Women's Sports 

(DGWS), has actively sought to redefine standards of policies 

and procedures for competition. A commitment to the following 

statement has been issued: "In colleges and universities, it 

is desirable that opportunities be provided for the highly 

skilled beyond the intramural program.."21 It is further recog-

nized in a study by Emery,22 and elaborated upon by Ray,2^ that 

there is an emerging change, in attitude toward the participation 

of women in athletics. Clifton describes in some detail how 

the intercollegiate program for women is contingent upon a 

multiplicity of factors and emphasised the fact that 

" American Association for Health, Physical Education, 
and Recreation, Statement of Policies for Competition in 
Girl!! and Women? s Sports (Washington"" 1964), p7 4. 

2 2 Cur to. s R. Emery, "Present Status and Emerging Trends 
of Intercollegiate Athletic Programs in the United States," 
Abstracts oi Research Papers, American Association for Health 
Physical Education, and Recreation 1967 Convention (Washing- ' 
ton, 1.9o/j, p. 51. - "& 

23 
'Robert F. Ray, "Trends in Intercollegiate Uhlefi 

-P -uL T>1 * ~t T~I i 

-T r* IT -1 ^ ' ~ — AA ww-i. Vv auc OiJLJ_C ULCS, TT 

Journ&x of ne§lth, rtiysical Education, and Recreation, XXXVI 
(January, 1965), 22. 
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Regardless of cur individual beliefs regarding 
intercollegiate sports for women, the trend in some 
states is tc approve creation of a mechanism that 
makes infcer5ch0l.ist.ic competition. possible. Soon 
it will be much like synchronized swimming. The 
girls will enter college with,a high level of per-
formance in many activities.24 

It appears that this -is a problem administrators must 

cope with when deciding how extensive the intercollegiate 

athletic program will be and what the opportunities provided 

for this segment of the student population will,be. 

-- Outside Agencies 

Perhaps one of the most controversial issues of inter-

collegiate athletics is the playing of pcst-season games, 

especially in football. Perry2^ contends that post-season 

games should be eliminated regardless of the pressures 

exerted by the various publics. The entire issue might 

best be faced when considering the comments made by Marco 

as he expressed the view: 

The necessity to win and to produce revenue has 
led to longer playing seasons, a heavier schedule of 
games, an increase in number of-post season contests, 
and longer and harder practice sessions, all of which 
must have a profound effect on the student-athlete's 
well-being and--what is assumed to be his major 
objective—his education.^-0 

^Marguerite A. Clifton, "Future of Intercollegiate 
Sports for Women," The Physical Educator. XXIII (December, 
1960). 162. I960), 162 

2^Perry, qo_. cit.. , p. 33$. 

~%arco, op_. clt. , p. 426. 



26 

The first consideration should always be what is ultimately 

-best for the student, a premise oftentimes neglected. 

Publicity and Public Relations 

The attention given intercollegiate athletics through 

the varied publicity media is of concern to educators. The 

problem is perhaps one of balance, as Trueblood2'' views it. 

.Other phases of the program need to be given appropriate ex-

posure . 

The medium of television has focused considerable atten-

oion on the sports scene. Although favorable attention has 

been received and receipts from the broadcasting companies 

have been oeneficial to the institutions, conferences, and 

national organizations, close scrutiny must be given this 

aspect of publicity. Gardner2** pointed out the necessity 

for controlling television because of adverse effects it 

could have on the intercollegiate athletic program. It was 

implied by Plant2^ that politicians often seek to utilize 

intercollegiate athletics to their own personal advantage 

due to the publicity and public attention generated by the 

various sporting events. The College Physical Education 

27Trueblood, 0£. cit., p. 147. 

Opt 
'Frank N. Gardner, "The Place of Intercollegiate Ath-

letics in Higher Education: Hold That Tiger!" Journal of 
liSher Mucation, XXI (October, I960), 36L-366, 1 

29piant, pj). cit., pp. 1-g. 
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Association-^ also has raised the question of excessive pub-

licity in the area of intercollegiate athletics. 

The attention and publicity received by intercollegiate 

programs tends to keep the institutions in the eye of the 

public. The kind, of publicity received, however, may or may 

not always be desirable. 

The review of the literature not only provided insight 

into the problems, issues, and concerns in the intercollegiate 

athletic program, but also served as an aid in developing 

the items contained in the research instrument which was 

utilized in the pilot study and later in the survey of the 

college and university presidents throughout the United 

States. Special consideration was given to some of the 

more obvious questions being raised, in higher education by 

administrators, faculty members, and individuals in the 

field of physical education and athletics. 

3^College Physical Education Association, 65th Pro-
ceedings Annual Meeting, American Association for Health, 
Physical Education arid Recreation (Washington, 1962), 
p* loo. 



CHAPTER III 

PROCEDURE OF THE STUDY 

One of the purposes of this study was to identify the 

various similarities and differences revealed by the presi-

dents of the colleges and universities throughout the United 

States regarding the role of intercollegiate athletics. The 

perceptions of the presidents were to reflect not what the 

status of intercollegiate athletics is at present, but rather 

what the role of intercollegiate athletics ought to be. Sub-

purposes were to compare perceptions of the presidents repre-

senting institutions which were categorized according to the 

following classifications: (l) public university, (2) private 

university, (3) public college, and (4) private college. In 

addition, the combined responses of the presidents of public 

colleges and universities were compared with the combined 

responses of the presidents of private colleges and univer-

sities. Finally, the combined responses of the presidents 

of pub1ic and private colleges were compared with the combined 

responses of the presidents of public and private universities. 

In an effort to accomplish the stated purposes of this 

study, the following procedures and methodology were employed. 

23 
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Development and Adminissration of 
the Pilot Study Questionnaire 

Recent professional periodicals, books and related studies 

were reviewed to compile a comprehensive list of concepts be-

lieved vital in determining what ought to be the role of inter-

collegiate athletics in higher education. These concepts, which 

represented trends, issues,and questions associated with inter-

collegiate athletics, were classified within the following six 

categories: (1) Administration and Control--19 items, (2) 

Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility and Qualifications--6 

items, (3) Financial Consideration--^ items, (4) Intercollegiate 

Competition for Women-—5 items, (5) Outside Agencies--^ items 

and (6) Publicity and Public Relations—6 items, A total of 

forty-nine items were considered relevant for inclusion in the 

original questionnaire which was used in the pilot study. 

A pilot study was conducted to validate the items con-

tained in the questionnaire and to determine the consistency 

of the responses obtained from the selected population. The 

questionnaire was designed to obtain specifically the percep-

tions of the chief administrator of institutions of higher 

education. 

The task of selecting an appropriate panel of judges was 
1 

given prime consideration. In order to avoid contaminating 

the population for the major aspect of the study3 which was 

the piesidents of ±our—year colleges and universities throughout 



30 

the United States, presidents of junior colleges in Texas were 

chosen. The 1967-68 Teyas Sports Guide-*- was utilized as the 

source for the selection of institutions to be included in' the 

pilot study. Thirty-seven junior colleges were listed as 

conducting an irvtercollegiate athletic program in Texas. Each 

of the institutions was assigned a number, one through thirty-

seven. By means of a table of random numbers, fifteen insti-

tutions were chosen to be surveyed. A letter of instruction 

(see Appendix A) and an eight-page printed questionnaire (see 

Appendix B) along with a return-addressed, stamped envelope were 

mailed on April 19, 1963, to the president of each of the fifteen 

institutions. The presidents were requested to respond to each 

item contained in the questionnaire in one of three ways. In 

the margin the numbers 1, 2, and 3 were typed in red. If the 

item was clear and appropriate to the instrument, they were to 

circle 1, if the item was not. clear nor appropriate to the in-

strument, they were to , circle 3 and if the item was question-

able or they were undecided concerning the validity of the item, 

they were to circle 2. Eleven of the fifteen judges responded; 

accordingly, six of the judges were required to agree that an 

item was valid for use in the study for it to be retained in 

the questionnaire. The panel of judges was encouraged to sug-

gest additional items to be included in the questionnaire. 

1 
I£67z68 Texas Sports Quide, XIII (Amarillo, 1966), 1^4. 
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In an effort to establish reliability the same junior 

college presidents were requested to indicate their percep-

tions by marking each, item yes 02' no when answering the 

questionnaire. Space was provided after each item for re-

marks by the respondent to qualify any yes or no answer. 

The written responses were not treated statistically; only 

the yes or no responses were analysed. Two weeks after the 

initial mailing, the order of the items by category was re-

arranged anu the questionnaire was mailed to the same junior 

college presidents. The respondents were again requested to 

record their perceptions for each of the items on the question-

naire with a simple yes or no response. Upon receipt of the 

questionnaire, each of the respondent's answers to the items 

was tabulated in an effort to show the consistency of their 

replies. Items which revealed more than three inconsistent 

replies were considered questionable as to the reliability. 

One junior college president returned the questionnaire 

indicating that he did not feel qualified to serve as a member 

of the panel of judges due to his limited experience. Another 

president replied that the institution he represented did not 

conduct an intercollegiate athletic program. In each case, 

another institution was selected by means of the table of 

random numbers and each of the two additional presidents was 

forwarded the identical materials contained in the original 

mailing. 
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By April 26, 1968, seven of the fifteen presidents had 

responded to the questionnaire. On the same day, a second 

letter (see Appendix C) requesting the assistance of the 

president, along with another questionnaire and a return-

addressed, stamped envelope were mailed to the eight admin-

istrators who had failed to respond. By May 3> 196$? four 

additional returns had been received, making a total of eleven 

presidents who had answered the questionnaire. It was decided 

that these eleven presidents would serve as the panel of judges 

for the pilot study and that each item contained in the ques-

tionnaire, to be considered valid, must be agreed upon by six 

of the eleven judges to be retained in the final questionnaire. 

In an effort to establish the consistency of responses -

received through the initial questionnaire, a second question-

naire with the original items rearranged was printed (see 

Appendix D). This questionnaire accompanied by an appropriate 

cover letter (see Appendix E) and a return-addressed, stamped 

envelope were mailed to each of the eleven presidents two weeks 

following receipt of their initial return. Ey May 24, 1968, 

each of the eleven presidents had returned the second question-

naire. 

From the data received by means of the questionnaire, 

Table I was constructed to indicate the validity judgments of 

the eleven junior college presidents regarding each of the 

forty-nine items found in the six categories contained in the 
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research instrument. As a result of the pilot study, all 

forty-nine items were considered bo be valid by at least six 

or more of the members of the panel of judges. This met the 

requirements which were earlier established in preparation 

for the study. Forty-two items received the approval of nine 

or more of the judges, while only two items were found to 

meet the minimum standards of acceptability for .validation. 

TABLE I 

VALIDITY JUDGMENTS OBTAINED FROM ELEVEN 
JUNIOR COLLEGE PRESIDENTS SERVING 

AS A PANEL OF JUDGES 

Questionnaire 
Item 

A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
G 
H 
I 
J 
K 
L 
M 
N 
0 
P 
Q 
R 
S 

1 

9 
10 
11 
a 
10 
11 
10 

7 
9 g 
6 
9 
10 
10 

9 g 
11 
10 
11 

II 

10 
11 
10 
10 
10 

9 

Category 
III 

11 
9 
9 
11 
10 
11 
10 
10 

IV 

10 
10 

9 
10 

9 

V 

10 
10 g 

10 
9 

VI 

11 
9 
6 
8 
9 
S 

Example: Item G, contained in Category III, Financial 
Consideration, was indicated by 10 of.the 11 members of the 
panel of judges to be a valid item for this study. 
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The panel of judges was requested to suggest additional 

items which might improve one questionnaire: however, no addi-

tional items-were suggested for consideration. The comments 

which were made served primarily as a means of qualifying a 

response to- a particular item. Because the comments were 

quite general in nature,' structuring additional items did 

not seem warranted. 

In an effort to determine che consistency of the responses 

obtained from one two questionnaires which were answered and 

returned by the eleven junior college presidents, Table II, 

on page 35, was constructed.' 

As noted in Table II, thirty items had a high degree of 

consistency of response, as reflected by an index of nine or 

more; twelve items had a moderate consistency of response, as 

reflected by an index of eight; and eight items could be con-

sidered questionable, as reflected by an index of six or seven. 

One of the original, fifteen presidents returned the first 

questionnaire after May 24, 196$; however, this response was 

not utilized In the stjcty since linal computations had been 

made. 

A letter of appreciation and a summary of the findings 

of the pilot study were mailed to each of the junior college • 

presidents who served as a memoer of the panel of judges. 



TABLE II 

CONSISTENCY RESPONSES OBTAINED FROM ELEVEN 
JUNIOR COLLEGE PRESIDENTS SERVING 

AS A PANEL OF JUDGES 

35 

Questionnaire 
Item 

A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
G 
H 
I 
J 
K 
L 
M 
N 
0 
P 
Q R 

S 

9 
8 
11 

7 
6 

11 
10 

7 
9 
9 
8 

10 
9 

10 
9 

10 
10 

9 
8 

II 

11 
11 
8 

10 
8 
6 

Category 
. 

III 

11 

9 
10 
11 

7 
9 

11 
8 
6 

v 

9 
9 
10 

9 
9 

VI 

11 
8 
10 
10 
6 
7 

Example: Item D, contained in Category IV, Intercol-
legiate Competition for Women, received 8 consistent responses 
by the junior college presidents on the two different admin-
istrations of the questionnaire, 

Construction of the Final Questionnaire 

Responses obtained from the panel of judges served as 

an aid in the construction of a final questionnaire (see 

Appendix F). This questionnaire was designed specifically 

to compare the responses of presidents of the various col-

leges and universities throughout the United States, both 
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public and private, regarding the role of intercollegiate 

athletics in higher education. Based upon the findings of 

the pilot sti;.dy questionnaire, four of the eleven respondents 

indicated that Item C, Category I?, "Sportscasters and news-

papermen ought to be allowed in the dressing rooms after an 

athletic contest" was not a valid item. This item was not 

retained in the final questionnaire. 

Eight items failed to receive eight or more consistent 

responses. The eight items in question were as follows: 

Category I Administration and Control 

Item D: Members of the faculty athletic 
council ought to be elected by the faculty 
at large rather than being appointed by 
institutional administrators. 

Item E: The intercollegiate athletic pro-
gram ought to be an integral part of the 
physical education department. 

Item H: The intercollegiate athletic pro-
gram_ought to be expanded in an effort to 
provide the opportunity for greater numbers 
of students to participate. 

Category II Athletic Staff Members 

Item F: The attainment of the Ph.D. or an 
equivalent professional degree ought to be 
as important for the coach as for any other 
member of the college or university faculty. 

Category IV Intercollegiate Competition for Women 

Iterr^A: Opportunities for competition on 
the intercollegiate level ought to be pro-
vided for women. 
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Item E: College and university presidents 
ought to personally investigate the various 
ramifications of competitive athletics for 
women. 

Category VI Publicity and Public Relations 

Item E: Intercollegiate athletics ought to 
receive more publicity than it Is now re-
ceiving. 

Item F: Intercollegiate athletics ought to 
receive less publicity than it is now re-
ceiving. 

Although these items failed bo receive eight or more 

consistent replied, seven of the eight items were retained In 

the final questionnaire in order to insure adequate coverage. 

The other item, Item F, Category VI, was inadvertently omitted 

in the final printing of the questionnaire. 

Forty-seven concepts represented by the forty-seven items 

and categorised in six sections were selected to be included 

in the final, form of the questionnaire. The same form which 

was originally submitted to the panel of judges was utilized 

in the final questionnaire (see Appendix F), with the excep-

tion of the deleted items, Item C, Category VI and Item F, 

Category VI. In order to reduce the bulk and weight of the 

final questionnaire for mailing, an off-set printed form with 

reduced size type was constructed. 

Identification of the Population Surveyed 

To insure comprehensive representation of four-year insti-

tutions of all siaes and geographic locations, 9$3 college and 
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university presidents, as listed by the fifty states in the 

1967-6$ edition of The Blue Bo ok of College Athletics, ̂  were 

included in the survey. The United States Service Academies 

and institutions located in the District of Columbia were not 

included in this study. 

Institutions were categorized as either colleges or uni-

versities. A college, for the purpose 01 this study, was a 

four-year, undergraduate, degree-granting institution which 

was classified by the National Collegiate Athletic Association 

as college division and all National Association of Intercol-

legiate Athletic member institutions. A university, for the 

purposes of this study, was a four-year, undergraduate, degree-

granting institution which was classified by the National 

Collegiate Athletic Association as university division. An 

institution competing in the university division in any sport-

was placed in this category, based on aspiration level of com-

petition. In addition, institutions were further classified 

as public or private. For the purposes of this study, public 

colleges and universities were institutions in which the major-

ity of the board of trustees are elected by the people or mem-

bers are chosen by some governmental official agency, usually 

designated as state institutions. Private colleges and uni-

versities, for the purpose of this study, were institutions in 

2 J M l i M Book of College Athletics, 1967-6$ edition 
(Cleveland, 196$), pp. 390-408. 
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which alumni may selscr, members of the board of trustees, 

religious organize, cions with which the institution is 

affiliated electing or appointing members, or members of the 

board selecting their own successors. Usually these insti-

tutions are affiliated with a religious denomination or 

identified as independent institutions. Designation of 

control by institutions was determined from the publications. 

Colleges and Universities of the United States^ and American 

Universities and Colleges. ̂  Of the 9$3 institutions surveyed, 

123 were classified as public universities, 99 as private uni-

versities, 2.51 as public colleges, and 510 as private colleges. 

Administration of the Questionnaire 

From June 1, 196$, t;hrough June 4, 196$, the questionnaires' 

were mailed to 9©3 college and university presidents. A letter 

explaining the nature of the study (see Appendix G), along with 

a return-addressed, stamped envelope, accompanied each mailed 

questionnaire. The presidents were requested to record their 

reaction to each item by circling the appropriate answer. It 

was suggested that in the event specific items warranted a 

qualified response, the space .following each item could be used 

for elaboration. Approximately three weeks after the first 

mailing, a follow-up letter {see Appendix H), was mailed to 

3Colleges and Universities of the United States, The 
National Beta Club (Spartanburg, 19o87,~pFr 1-47^ 

„ ,^A-i-lan M. Cartter, editor , American Universities and 
9th edition (Washington, " 
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non-respondents renewing the appeal i,o join with their colleagues 

in returning the completed Questionnaire, A second copy of the 

questionnaire was sent; along wion ctnotncr x euur n—ctddre so eo, 

stamped envelope. 

On Ju3.y 16, 1963, which was approximately six weeks after 

the initial mailing, 603 total returns, or 61 per cent, had 

been received from the college and university presidents. . The 

number of questionnaires returned, by type of institution, is 

depicted in Table III. 

TABLE III 

RESPONSE OF COLLEGE AND UNIVERSITY PRESIDENTS 
TO THE QUESTIONNAIRE BY TYPE 

OF INSTITUTION 

Type of 
Institution Number' 

Questionnaire 
Returned Per Cent 

Public 
Universities 123 SO 65.0 

Private 
Universities 99 61 61.6 

Public 
Colleges 251 16S 66.9 

Private 
Colleges 510 294 57.6 

Total 9S3 603 61.3 
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Thirteen of the 603 returns received were not usable 

for a variety of reasons. Three 02 the returns were not 

usable because the institutions had no intercollegiate 

athletic program. One president indicated that due to the 

fact that his institution had conducted an intercollegiate 

program for only one year, he would not be able to offer 

meaningful opinions. Two presidents stated that their views 

could not be adequately expressed by means of the question-

naire. Another replied that research by questionnaires 

should be discouraged. Additional replies indicated the 

president did not have time to complete the questionnaire, 

while still another indicated that replies to questionnaires 

were limited to government agencies only. Since three insti-

tutions previously mentioned did not have an intercollegiate 

program, the total number of institutions was reduced to 9^0, 

and the total number of returns to be treated statistically 

in this study was 590. After the closing date of July 16, 

196$, 37 additional returns were received; however, only 

those returns received on or before the closing date were 

given consideration in this study. 



CHAPTER I? 

PILESLNTATION OF FINDINGS 

The research hypotheses for this study concerned the 

differences between the responses of public university 

presidents, private university presidents, public college 

presidents and private college presidents regarding the 

role of intercollegiate athletics in higher education. 

The chapter is organised to parallel the hypotheses and 

to present the results In sequential order for each of the 

six categories of the questionnaire. 

The basic statistical technique used in the treatment 

of the data was the test for significance of the difference 

between two percentages. The .05 level of confidence was 

used to reject the null hypotheses and the t ratios are 

presented in tabular form for the items in each category 

of the questionnaire. Computations were made at the North 

Texas State University Computor Center. 

Throughout the chapter, public university presidents 

are referred to as Group 1. private university presidents 

as Group 2, public college presidents as Group 3, and 

private college presidents as Group 4. The results are 

presented for each six groupings, which were formed by 

42 
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every possible pairing of the four groups of respondents. In 

addition, Groups 1 and 2 were combined to compare .responses 

with Groups 3 and 4, as well as combining Groups 1 and 3 to 

compare responses with Groups 2 and L. 

Questionnaire items under each category, with ratios 

significant at the accepted level of confidence (P-.05), are 

presented in the findings concerning each of the hypotheses, 

A brief statement follows indicating agreement or disagree-

ment by the presidents with the concept represented by each 

item. In addition, a discussion of the results of each 

category of the questionnaire immediately follows the pres-

entation of the findings. 

Findings Concerning Hypothesis 1(a) 

The research hypothesis was that there villi be a sig-

nificant difference between the responses of public university 

presidents on each item when compared with the responses of 

private university presidents. 

The results of the tests for significance between per-

centages as reported in Table IV revealed sixteen items with 

ratios significant at the accepted level of confidence (P=.05). y 

The remaining thirty-one items revealed ratios which were not 

significant, indicating agreement among the two groups. 
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TABLE IV 

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN PERCENTAGES OF 
RESPONSES OF PUBLIC UNIVERSITY PRESIDENTS (N=30) 

AND PRIVATE UNIVERSITY PRESIDENTS (N-57) 
REGARDING THEIR PERCEPTIONS OF THE 
ROLE OF INTERCOLLEGIATE ATHLETICS 

IN HIGHER EDUCATION 

C 
A 
T 

E 
G 
0 
R 
Y 

II 

III 

I 
T 
E 
M 

A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
G 
H 
I J 

K 
L 
M 
N 
0 
P 
Q 
R 
S 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 

Pub lie Un i v e r s I r, y 
Presidenta (If- -30} 
Group 1 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

25.0 
61.2 
1.2 
55.0 
65.0 
7.5 
10.0 
25.0 
•77.5 
53-7 
10.0 
43.7 
23.7 
35.0 
73.7 
37.5 
70.0 
68.7 
11.2. 
43.7 
42.5 
55.0 
35.0 
45.0 
71.2 
40.0 
20.0 
23.7 
27.5 
53.7 

Pei* Cent 
YES 

Responses 

72.5 
35.0 
93.7 
32.5 
30.0 
36.2 
32.5 
?;0.0 
13.7 
32.5 
75.0 
43.7 
70.0 
11.2 
15.0 
55-0 
23.7 
23.7 
31.2 
53.7 
50.0 
41.2 
50.0 
50.0 
27.5 
57.5 
76.2 
60.0 
63.7 
40.0 

Private University-
Presidents (N= 57-) 
Group 2 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

33.3 
36.3 
3.5 
50.3 
33.5 
3.7 

31.5 
29.3 
49.1 
47-3 
21.0 
66.6 
19.2 
75.4 
91.2 
47.3 
61.4' 
91.2 
3-1.5 
43.3 
36.3 
63 .1 
31.5 
43.3 
70.1 
21,0 
29.« 
24 , 5 
7.0 

17.5 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses 
NO 

64.9 
59.6 
92.9 
40.3 
54-3 
37-7 
61.4 
59.6 
47.3 
40.3 
66.6 
26.3 
75. 
22. 
•5.2 
45.6 
35.0 
3.5 

63.1 
54.3 
57.3 
23.0 
61.4 
47.3 
23.0 
73.9 
64.9 
63.4 
91 • 2 
80.7 

-1.06 
2 . 8 2 * * 
- .91 

.49 
3.07** 

- .26 
-3.17** 
- .62 
3.45** 
.74 

-1.30 
-2.03 * 

.63 
1.41 
-2.57 * 
-1.15 
1.05 
-3.14** 
-2.95** 
- .01 

.67 
- .95 

.43 

.14 

.14 
2.35 * 
-1.32 

.55 
3.02** 
4•29** 

YES 

.95 
-2.35** 
1.76 
- .94 
-2 . do5'0'"" 
- .26 
2.77** 
1.26 
-3.53** 
- .94 
1.07 
2.09 * 
- .70 
-1.32 
1.3.1 
1.03 
-1.45 
3.24** 
2.37 * 
- .07 
- .90 
1.59 
-1.32 

.31 
- .06 
- 2 . 6 1 * 
1.44 
-1.01 
-3.6?** 
-4.74** 

# 
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TABLE IV--Continued. 

__ ! 

c 
A Public University Private University 
T I Presidents (N~80j President s (N=57) 

1 E T Group 1 - Group 2 t 
G E G E 
0 M Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent 
R NO YES NO YES NO YES 
Y Responses Responses Responses Responses 

F 7-5 91.2 15.7 82.4 -1.52 1.54 
G 11.2 67.5 8.7 85.9 .48 .27 
H 11.2 85 .0 7.0 89.4 .33 - . 75 

IV A 16.2 Si. 2 7.0 30.7 1.61 .07 
B 27.5 65.O 12.2 73.6 2.16 * - 1 . 0 7 # 
C 6.2. 37.5 •3.5 35.9 .71 .27 
D 51.2 45.0 38.'5 43.3 1.47 .14 : 
E 45.0 4^.7 40.3 45.6 .55 .36 

V A 11.2 86.2 22.8 77.1 -1.32 1 . 3 8 
B 6.2 92.5 24.5 73.6 -3.06** 3.02** 
C 11 .2 33.7 22.8 71.9 -1.32 I . 6 7 1! 
D 30.0 61.2. 42.1 43.8 - 1 . 4 6 § 2.01 * 1 
E 40.0 56.2 14.0 34.2 3.30** --3.46** ;i 

VI A 1.2 96.2 3.5 92.9 - .91 .86 1 
B 15.0 78.7 26.3 66.6 - 1 . 6 4 1 . 5 3 : 
C •11.2 73.7 ' 15.7 77.1 - .77 - .45 
D 82.5 15.0 63.1 2 6 . 3 2.57* -I .64 # 

*P=<.05 
**P~ <. 01 
#Does not correspond to the test of significance for the 

alternate response due to a small number of non-respondents 
to this item. 

I. Administration and Control 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level, of confidence for eight of the nineteen items 

under the area of Administration and. Control of the Intercol-

legiate Athletic Program. There was a significant difference 

in the responses of public university presidents as compared 

to private university presidents on the following items: 
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B. The administration of intercollegiate athletics 
and physical education ought to be accomplished by a 
single administrative head. 

Public university presidents disagreed with this concept, 

while private university presidents agreed. 

E. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to be 
an integral part of the physical.education department. 

Public university presidents disagreed with this concept, 

while private university presidents agreed. 

G. Each institution which conducts an intercolle-
giate athletic program ought to be in, or seek affili-
ation with, an athletic program. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of public university presi-

dents were in agreement. 

1.^ Scholastic eligibility of students participating 
in the intercollegiate athletic program ought to be deter-
mined solely by the individual institution. 

A significantly greater per cent of public university 

presidents disagreed with this concept, while the private 

university presidents were almost evenly divided. 

L. Institutions ought to seek to control the number 
of out of state students recruited for the various inter-
collegiate sports activities. 

Public university presidents were almost evenly divided 

on this concept, while strong disagreement was indicated by 

private university presidents. 

0. Institutions ought to seek to provide special 
housing arrangements for students participating in the 
intercollegiate athletic program. 
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Both groups disagreed with this concept; however, a sig-

nificantly greater per cent of private university presidents 

disagreed. 

R. Providing an additional year of college, such 
as the T,red~shirt" program, ought to be retained as an 
essential feature of the intercollegiate program, • 

Both groups disagreed with this concept; however, a 

highly significant per cent of private university presidents 

disagreed. 

S. . Spring training, such as practice in football, 
ought to be justified as an integral part of the inter-
collegiate atheltic program since it serves to provide 
opportunity for participants to become more proficient 
in their athletic specialty. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of public university presi-

dents were in agreement. 

These findings, although indicating some specific signif-

icant differences between the perceptions of public university 

presidents and private university presidents, generally reveal 

agreement between the two groups regarding organization and 

control of the intercollegiate athletic program. Therefore 

hypothesis 1(a) was accepted for the eight items listed above, 

but was rejected for the remaining eleven items contained in 

this category. 



II. Athletic Staff Memosrs: Responsibi1ity 
a nd Qua! i f i c a t i o r. s 

Th :he statistical analysis yielded no significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for the six items under the area 

of Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility and Qualifications. 

The findings seem to indicate that public university presidents 

and private university presidents were in agreement on the six 

items under this area of concern. Hypothesis 1(a) was rejected 

for all six items found in this category. 

Ill. Financial Consideration 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for three of eight items under 

the area of Financial Consideration. There was a significant 

difference in the responses ox public university presidents 

as compared to private university presidents on the following 

items: 

A. Athletes ought to be granted financial, assistance 
on the same basis as any other student applying for finan-
cial assistance. 

The majority of both groups were in agreement with this 

concept; however, a significantly greater per cent of private 
. / 

university presidents were in agreement. A high negative re-

sponse was indicated by public university presidents. 

_ D. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to be 
financed by budget allocation in the same manner as the 
other departments in the college or university. 
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Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however,-

a highly significant per cent of private-university presidents 

were in agreement (more than 90 per cent). 

E. Receipts from admissions to athletic contests 
ought to be regarded as a source of revenue for the 
general, education fund . 

Public university presidents slightly disagreed with this 

concept, while a highly significant per cent of private uni-

versity presidents were in agreement. 

These findings reveal only one concept where there was 

significant disagreement between the public university presi-

dents and the private university presidents. The other two 

items were found to be significantly greater in the same 

direction. There appears to be relatively little significant 

difference in the perceptions of public university presidents 

and private university presidents regarding the area of Finan-

cial Consideration, Hypothesis 1(a) was accepted on three 

items listed above, but was rejected for the remaining five 

items contained in this category * 

M.' l£te^olJLegiate Competition for Women 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for one of the five items under 

the area of Intercollegiate Competition for Women. There was ' 

a significant difference in the responses of public university 

presidents as compared to private university presidents on the 

foilowirig item; 
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B. Institutions that conduct an intercollegiate 
sports program for women ought to be. permitted to oper-
ate on the same basis as the men's program. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; the 

significant difference was found in the per cent of no re-

sponses. A significantly greater number of public university 

presidents disagreed, in comparison with the private university 

presidents. This may have been due to a small number of non-

respondents to this item. 

These findings seem to indicate that the perceptions of 

public university presidents and private university presidents 

are not significantly different regarding intercollegiate 

athletics for women. Hypothesis 1(a) was accepted for the 

one item listed above, but was rejected for the remaining 

four items found in this category. 

V. Outside Agencies 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for three of the five items 

under the area of Outside Agencies. _ There was a significant 

difference in the responses of public university presidents 

as compared to private university presidents on the following 

items: 

B. _Athletic booster clubs ought to be recognized 
as a positive influence when properly organized and 
conducted. 
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Both groups we're in agreement with this concept,* how-

ever, a highly significant per* cent of public university 

presidents were in agreement (more than 90 per cent). 

D. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to 
encourage capable students to seek employment by pro-
fessional teams after graduation. 

Public university presidents agreed wijth this concept, 

while the private university presidents were almost equally 

divided. 

E. Under certain conditions, non-faculty individ-
uals residing in the'community who possess particular 
athletic proficiencies ought to be permitted to assist 
in the coaching of athletic teams. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of private university presidents 

were in agreement. 

These findings reveal only one concept where there was 

significant disagreement between the public university presi-

dents and private university presidents. The other two items 

were found to be significantly greater in the same direction. 

There appears to be relatively little.significant difference 

in the perceptions of public university presidents and private 

university presidents regarding the area of Outside Agencies. 

Hypothesis 1(a) was accepted for the three items listed above, 

but was rejected for the remaining two items found in this 

category. 



YL' Publicity and Public Relations 

The statistical analysis yielded a significant difference 

greater than the .05 level of confidence for one of the four 

items under the area of Publicity and Public Relations. There 

was a significant difference in the responses of public uni-

veisity presidents as compared to private university presidents 

on the following item: 

f• intercollegiate athletics ought to receive more 
publicity than it is now receiving. 

Boch groups disagreed with this concept\ however, a sig-

nificantly greater per cent of the public university presidents 

disagreed. 

These findings reveal only one concept to be significantly 

difierent; therefore, generally it appears that the perceptions 

of public university presidents and private university presi-

dents regarding Publicity and Public Relations were not signif-

icantly duferent. Hypothesis 1(a) was accepted for the one 

item indicated above, but was rejected for the remaining three 

items found in this category. 

Findings Concerning Hypothesis 1(b) 

The research hypothesis was that there will be a signif-

icant difference between the responses of public university 

presidents on each item when compared with the responses of 

public college presidents 

\ 
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The results of the t.es"cs for significance between per-

centages as reported in Table "V revealed twenty—five items 

wi tn ratios significant at "the accepted level of confidence 

(P~~.05). The remaining twenty-two items revealed ratios 

which were not significant, indicating agreement between the' 

two groups, 

TABLE V 

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN PERCENTAGES OF 
RESPONSES OF PUBLIC UNIVERSITY PRESIDENTS (N=30) 

AND PUBLIC COLLEGE PRESIDENTS (NKL66) 
REGARDING THEIR PERCEPTIONS OF THE 
ROLE OF INTERCOLLEGIATE ATHLETICS 

IN HIGHER EDUCATION 

Public University-
Presidents (N=30j 

Group 1 

Per. Cent 
NO 

Response; 

25.0 
61.2 
1.2 
55.0 
65.0 
7.5 

10.0 
25.0 
77.5 
53.7 
10,0 
4$. 7 
2 3.7 
£5.0 
73.7 
37.5 
70.0 
63.7 
11.2 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses 

72.5 
35.0 
9$.7 
32.5 
30.0 
£6,2 
£2.5 
70.0 
IS. 7 
32.5 
75.0 
43.7 
70.0 
11.2 
15.0 
55.0 
23.7 
23-7 
£l. 2. 

Public College 
Presidents (N=l66) 

Group 3 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

43-3 
39.7 
2.4 

5£.4 
30.1 
3.6 
16.2 
2£.3 
77.7 
54.2 
19.2 
33.1 
51. £ 
£4.9 
£6.1 
43.1 
36.7 
£0.7 
33.5 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses 

53.6 
56.6 
97.5 
35.5 
67.4 
95.1 
7£.9 
65.0 
19.£ 
39.7 
71.6 
62.6 
40.3 
12.6 
10.£ 
4 7.5 
55.6 
1 0 . 2 
57.2, 

NO YES 

-2.7£** 2.33** 
3.17** -3.17** 
- .63 .61 
- .51 - .46 
5.21** -5.53** 
-1.33# -2.44* 
-1.31 .66 
- .54 .73 
- .04 - .20 
- .07 - .09 
-1. £3 . 56 
2.36* -2.£0** 
-4.17** 4.36** 

.02 - .31 
-2.37* • 94# 
-1.57 1.10 
4.90** -4 *£5** 
-2.09*' 2.31** 
-4.39** 3.70** 
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C 
A 
T 
E 
G 
0 
R 
I 

.II 

III 

I? 

V 

VI 

A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
G 
H 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
A 
B 
C 
D 

Public Uni\rersity 
Presidents (N=8o) 

Group 1 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

43.7 
42,5 
55.0 
35.0 
45.0 
71.2 
40.0 
2 0 . 0 
23.7 
27-5 
53.7 

7.5 
11.2 
11.2 
16,2 
27.5 

6 . 2 
51.2 
45.0 
11.2 

6.2 
11.2 
30.0 
40.0 
1.2 
15.0 
11.2 
32. 5 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses 

53-7 
50.0 
41.2 
50.0 
50.0 
27.5 
57.5 
76.2 
60.0 
63-7 
40.0 
91.2 
87.5 
85.0 
81.2 
65.0 
87.5 
45.0 
48.7 
36.2 
92.5 
83.7 
61.2 
56.2 
96.2 
78,7 
73.7 
1* .? .0 

Public College 
Presidents (N:=l66) 

Group 3 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

1 2 . 0 
10.8 
75.3 
15.0 
16 .3 
33.1 
15.0 
• 6 . 0 
37.3 
19.2 
38.5 
19.2. 
12.2 
£ § 

26.5 
•6 .0 
48.7 
42.1 
18.6 
13.2 
2 4 . 0 
34.9-
43.7 
2.4 

20.4 
18.6 
69.8 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses 

86.7 
86.7 
22.2 
73.9 
79.5 
65.0 
84.3 
90.3 
55-4 
77.1 
53.4 
77.1 
86.1 
93-3 
81.9 
68.6 
90.3 
46 .3 
51.8 
79.5 
8 1 . 9 
69.2. 
59.6 
4 8 . 7 
96.9 • 
71.6 
75.3 
19 .8 

NO 

5.59** 
5.71** 

-3.22** 
3.58** 
4.73** 
5.62** 
4.36 * * 
3 .3 5** 

- l . ? 3 
1.47# 
2.25* 

-2 .33* 
- .31 
2.09* 
- .12 

.17 

.06 
• 37 
• 43 

-1 .48 
-1.65# 
-2.36* 
- .76 
- 1 . 2 8 
- .63 
-1.02 
-1.48 
2.13* 

YES 

-5.67** 
-6.2.1** 
3.10** 
-4•61** 
-4.73** 
-5.52** 
-4.53** 
- 2 . 9 6 * * 

.63 ' 
--2 .21* 
-2.71** 
2.63** 

.30 
-2 .09* 
- .13 
- .56 
- .67 
- .19 
- . 46 
1.27 
2.20* 
2.43* 

.24 
1.10 

- .29 
1.19 

- .27 
- .91# 

*P^<.05 
**P=<.01 

Q-H--f
D°eS n 0 t c o r r e sP° n d to the test of significance for the 

to th?s UemSP°flSe t 0 a S m a 1 1 n u m b e r °-f non-respondents 
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I. Adminis~ration and Control 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for ten of the nineteen items 

under the area of Administration and Control of the Intercol-

legiate Athletic Program. There was a significant difference 

in the responses of public university presidents as compared 

to public college presidents on the following items: 

A. The control of intercollegiate athletics ought 
to be primarily the responsibility of the college and 
university presidents. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of public university presidents 

were in agreement with this concept. 

B. The administration of intercollegiate athletics 
and physical education ought to be accomplished by a 
single administrative head. 

A significantly greater per cent of public university 

presidents disagreed with this concept, while moderate agree-

ment was indicated by public college presidents. 

E. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to be 
an integral part of the physical education department. 

A significantly greater per cent of public'university 

presidents disagreed with this concept, while strong agreement 

was indicated by public college presidents. 

i . Each institution ought to have a written code 
of ethics which reveals the philosophy of the institu-
tion regarding intercollegiate athletics. 
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Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a substantial significance was indicated by public college 

presidents. 

L. Institutions ought to seek to control the 
number of out of state students recruited for the 
various intercollegiate sports activities. 

Public university presidents were evenly divided on this 

concept, while a highly significant per cent of public col-

lege presidents were in agreement with this concept. 

M. Students participating in the intercollegiate 
athletic program ought to be excused from the physical 
education activity classes. 

A highly significant per cent of public university presi-

dents were in agreement with this concept, while slight dis-

agreement was expressed by public college presidents, 

0. Institutions ought to provide special housing 
arrangements for students participating in the inter-
collegiate athletic program. 

Both groups disagreed with this concept; however, a sig-

nificantly greater per cent of public college presidents were 

in disagreement. 

Q. Freshmen ought to be eligible for varsity 
competition in all sports and at all levels of inter-
collegiate competition. 

A highly significant per cent of public university presi-

dents disagreed with this concept, while a substantial per 

cent of public college presidents were in agreement. 

R. Providing an additional year of college, such 
as the_"red-shirt" program, ought to be retained 
essential feature of the intercollegiate program. 

as an 
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Both groups were In agreement with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of public college presidents 

were in agreement. 

B. Members of the athletic staff ought to be eli-
gible for tenure, academic rank, and other fringe bene-
fits on the same'basis as other faculty members. 

Public university presidents were in slight agreement with 

this concept, while a highly significant per cent of public 

college presidents were in agreement, 

C. The athletic coach, by the very nature of his 
position, ought to expect more pressure from within the 
institution to produce tangible results of his efforts 
than other members of the faculty. 

Both groups disagreed with this concept; however, a sig-

nificantly greater per cent of public college presidents dis-

agreed . 

D. Coaches ought to teach basic physical education 
course offerings. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

public university presidents indicated moderate agreement, 

while a highly significant per cent of public college presi-

dents were in agreement. x 

E. Coaches ought to be professionally prepared 
teachers of physical education. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

public university presidents indicated moderate agreement, 

while a highly significant per cent of public college presi-

dents were in agreement. 
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F. The attainment, of the Ph.D. or an equivalent 
professional degree cughfc to be as important for the 
coach as for any other member of the college or uni-
versity faculty. 

A highly significant per cent of public university pres-

idents disagreed with this concept, while a highly significant 

per cent of public college presidents were in agreement. 

These findings reveal all six items to be significantly 

different; therefore, it appears that perceptions of public 

university presidents and public college presidents regarding 

Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility and Qualifications to 

be significantly different. Hypothesis 1(b) was accepted for 

the six items listed above. 

Ill. Financial Consideration 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for six of the eight items 

under the area of Financial Consideration. There was a sig-

nificant difference in the responses of public university 

presidents as compared to public college presidents on the 

following items: 

A. Athletes ought to be granted financial aid on 
the same basis as any other student applying for finan-
cial assistance. 

Both groups "were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of public college presidents 

were in agreement. 
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F. The attainment of the Ph.D. or an equivalent 
professional degree ought to be as important for the 
coach as for say ether member of the college or uni-
versity faculty'. 

A highly significant per cent of public university pres-

idents disagreed with this concept, while a highly significant 

per cent of public college presidents were in agreement. 

These findings reveal all six items to be significantly-

different; therefore, it appears that perceptions of public 

university presidents and public college presidents regarding 

Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility and Qualifications to 

be significantly different. Hypothesis 1(b) was accepted for 

the six items listed above. 

.Ill. Financial Consideration 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for six of the eight items 

under the area of Financial Considerati.cn. There was a sig-

nificant difference in the responses of public university 

presidents as compared to public college presidents on the 

following items: 

A. Athletes ought to be granted financial aid on 
the same basis as any other student applying for finan-
cial assistance. 

Both groups v/ere in agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of public college presidents 

were in agreement. 
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B. An activity fee ought to bs charged even though 
all students do not desire to attend intercollegiate 
athletic events. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of public college presidents 

were in agreement. 

D. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to 
be financed by budget allocation in the same manner as 
the other departments in the college or university. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of public college presidents 

were in agreement. 

E. Receipts from admissions to athletic contests 
ought to be regarded as a source of revenue for the 
general education fund. 

Public university presidents indicated slight disagreement 

with this concept, while a significant per cent of public col-

lege presidents were in agreement with this concept. 

F. When educational institutions exercise complete 
control over all aspects of the intercollegiate athletic 
program., the active solicitation of gifts and endowments 
for the expressed support of the intercollegiate athletic 
program ought to be considered an acceptable practice. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of public university presidents '' 

were in agreement (more than 90 per cent). 

JH. Payment of financial aid to student athletes in 
the form of cash ought to be discouraged except in re-
ceipt of payment for services rendered for working at a 
specific job. 
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Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of public college presidents 

were in agreement (more than 90 per cent). 

These findings seemed to indicate that generally public 

university presidents perceive the area of Financial Consider-

ation differently from public college presidents. Hypothesis 

1(b) was accepted for the six items listed above, but was re-

jected for the remaining two items contained in this category. 

IV. Intercollegiate Competition for Women 

The statistical analysis yielded no significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for the five items under the 

area of Intercollegiate Competition for Women, The findings 

seemed to indicate that public university presidents and pub-

lic college presidents were in agreement on the five Items under 

this area of concern. Hypothesis 1(b) was rejected for all 

items found in this category. 

V. Outside Agencies 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for two of the five items under 

the area of Outside Agencies. There was a significant differ-, 

ence in the responses of public university presidents as com-

pared to public college presidents on the following items: 

B. ^Athletic booster clubs ought to be recognized 
as a positive influence when properly organized and 
conducted. 
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Both groups were in strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a significantly greater per cent of public univer-

sity presidents indicated agreement with this concept (more 

than 90 per cent). 

C. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to 
provide opportunities which naturally lead to prepara-
tion for Olympic competition. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of public university presi-

dents were in agreement with this concept. 

These findings reveal two of the five concepts to be 

significantly different. Generally, it appears that the per-

ceptions of public university presidents and public college 

presidents regarding Outside Agencies were not significantly 

different. Hypothesis 1(b) was accepted for the two items 

listed above, but was rejected for the remaining three items 

found in this category. 

VI. Publicity and Public Relations 

The statistical analysis yielded a significant difference 
\ 

at the .05 level of confidence for one of the four items under 

the area of Publicity and Public Relations. There was a sig-

nificant diiference in the responses of public university 

presidents as compared to public college presidents on the 

following item: 

, .D: Intercollegiate athletics ought to receive more 
publicity than it is now receiving. 
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Both groups disagreed with this concept; however, a 

significantly greater per cent of public university pres-

idents indicated disagreement. 

These findings reveal only one concept to be signif-

icantly different. Generally, it appears that the percep-

tions of public university presidents and public college 

presidents regarding Publicity and Public Relations were 

not significantly different. Hypothesis 1(b) was accepted 

for the one item indicated above, but was rejected, for the 

remaining three items found in this category. 

Findings Concerning Hypothesis 1(c) 

The research hypothesis was that there will be a sig-

nificant difference between the responses of public university 

presidents on each item when compared with the responses of 

private college presidents. 

The results of the tests for significance between per-

centages as reported in Table VI revealed thirty-two items 

with ratios significant at the accepted level of confidence 

(P=.05). The remaining fifteen items revealed ratios which 

were not significant, indicating agreement between the two 

groups. 
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TABLE V JL 

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE DIFFERENCE BEIIP'-EE PERCENTAGES OF 
RESPONSES OF PUBLIC UNIVERSITY PRESiLENTS (N-30) 

AND PRIVATE COLLEGE PRESIDENTS (N=237) 
REGARDING THEIR PERCEPTIONS OF THE 
ROLE OF INTERCOLLEGIATE ATHLETICS 

IN HIGHER EDUCATION 

C 
A 
T 
E 
G 
0 
R 
Y 

II 

III 

I 
T 
E 
M 

A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
G 
H 
I 
J 
K 
L 
M 
N 
0 
P 
Q 
R 
S 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
A 
B 
C 
D 

Public University 
Presidents (N-30) 

Group 1 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

25.0 
61.2 
1.2 
55.0 
65* 0 
7.5 

10 .0 
25.0 77.5 

53.7 
10.0 
43,7 
23.7 
65.0 
73.7 
37.5 
70.0 
63,7 
11.2 
43.7 
42.5 
55.0 
35.0 
45.0 
71.2 
40 .0 
20 .0 
23.7 
27.5 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses 

72.5 
35.0 
93.7 
32.5 
30.0 
36.2 
32.5 
70.0 
13.7 
32 .5 
75.0 
43 .7 
70.0 
11.2 
15.0 
55.0 
23.7 
23.7 
31.2 
53 .7 
50.0 
41.2 
50.0 
50.0 
27.5 
57.5 
76.2 
60.0 
63.7 

Private College 
Presidents•(N=237) 

Group 4 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

43 . Aj, 

37.6 
4.1 
41.4 
17.0 
3.3 
25.0 
34.3 
63 .4 
49.4 
21.9 
55.7 
37.2 
77.7 
94 • 4 
44-5 
3 5.. 5' 
32.5 
55.0 
1 6 . 7 
10.1 
73.3 
10,1 
15.6 
44.9 
7.6 
11.1 
40.7 
6.2 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses) 

49,1 
57.1 
93-7 
43.7 
73.0 
93.7 
67.5 
56.0 
32.0 
44.9 
67.2 
33.4 
56.0 
17.0 
• 3.1 
50.3 
59.5 
5.9 

39.0 
31.1 
36.7 
19.3 
31.3 
79.4 
52.9 
90.2 
35.0 
49.1 
92.3 

NO YES 

-3•74** 3 .'71** 
3.77** -3.50** 
-1.25 1.77- ! 
2.17* -2.57* | 
3.51* -3.11** 
1.40# -2.19* j 
-2.33** 2.61** I 
-1.65# 2,2 5* 
2.36* -2.31* 
.63# -1.99* 

-2,33* 1.33# 
-1.11 1.70 
-2.25* 2.25* 
1.42 -1.26 
-5-43** 4.06** 
-1.12 .66 
5.51** -5 .67** 

-2.70** 4.74** 
-6.96** 6.63** 
5.11** -5 .01** : 
6.30** -7 .09** 
-4.16** 3 .94** 
5.44V* -5.30** 
5.61** -5.24** 
4.16** -4.02** 
7.24** -6.90** 
2.09* -1.36* 
-1.95 1.73 
5.42** -6.53** 
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c 
A 
T 
E 
G 
0 
R 

Y 

IV 

V 

VI 

E 
F 
G 
H 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
A 
B 
C 
D 

TABLE VI--Continued 

I 
T 
E 
M 

Public Universit 
Presidents (N=80 

Group 1 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses 

Private College 
Presidents•(N=2$7) 

Group 4 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

53.7 
7.5 
11.2 
11.2 
16.2 
27.5 

6 .2 
51.2 
45.0 
11.2 

6.2 
11,2 
30.0 
40.0 

1 .2 
15.0 
11.2 
82.5 

40.0 
91.2 
£>7-5 
85.0 
81.2 
65.O 
£7.5 
45.0 
48.7 
86.2 
92.5 
83.7 
61.2 
56.2 
96.2 
78.7 
73.7 
15.0 

12.1 
27.1 
12.8 
3.4 
16.0 
20.5 
•5.5 
42.1 
41.1 
22.2 
20.2 
21.6 
37.6 
27.1 
2.0 

24.0 
22.2 
75.9 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses 

83.9 
o9. o 
81.8 
94-7 
78.3 
69.3 
88.5 
49.1 
46.3 
74.2 
75.6 
69.3 
50.8 
67.9 
97.2 
68.2 
70.0 
15.3 

NO 

8.05** 
-3.69** 
- .38 
2.80** 
.43 

1.33 
.24 

1.45' 
.63 

-2.18* 
-2.94** 
-2 .08* 
-1.25 
2.23* 
- -47 . 
1.72 
-2.18* 
1.25 

YES 

-7.95** 
3.91** 
1.20 
-2.93; c6 
- .73 
- .25 
- .65 
.38 

2.25* 
3.30** 
2.55* 
1.65 
-1.94# 
- .46 
1.82 
.64# 

• .07 

*P=<.05 
**P-<.01 
#Does not correspond to the test of significance for the 

alternate response due to a small number of non-respondents 
to this item. 

L' Administration and Control 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level 01 confidence for fifteen of the nineteen 

items under the area of Administration and Control of the 

Intercollegiate Athletic Program, There was a significant 
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difference in the responses of public university presidents as 

compared to private college presidents on the following items: 

A. The control of intercollegiate athletics ought 
to be primarily the responsibility of the college and 
university presidents. 

A significantly greater per cent of public university 

presidents were in agreement with this concept, while pri-

vate college presidents were about evenly divided. 

B. The administration of intercollegiate athletics 
and physical education ought to be accomplished by a 
single administrative head. 

Public university presidents disagreed with this concept, 

while private college presidents agreed. 

D. Members of the faculty athletic council ought 
to be elected by the faculty at large rather than being 
appointed by institutional administrators. 

Public university presidents were in slight agreement 

with this concept, while private college presidents were 

about evenly divided. 

E. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to 
be an integral part of the physical education program. 

Public university presidents disagreed with this concept, 

while private college presidents were in strong agreement. 

-b . Each institution ought to have a written code 
of ethics which reveals the philosophy of the institu-
tion regarding intercollegiate athletics. 

Both groups were m strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a significantly greater per cent of private college 

presidents were in agreement. 
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G. Each institution v.Thich conducts an intercol-
legiate athletic program ought to be in, or seek 
affiliation with, an athletic conference. 

Both groups indicated agreement with this concept; how-

ever, a significantly greater per cent of public university-

presidents were .in agreement. 

H. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to 
be expanded, in an effort to provide opportunity for 
greater numbers of students to participate. 

Both groups indicated agreement with this concept; how-

ever, a significantly greater per cent of public university 

presidents were in agreement. 

I. Scholastic eligibility of students participating 
In the intercollegiate athletic program ought to be 
determined solely by the Individual institution. 

Both groups disagreed with this concept; however, a sig-

nificantly greater per cent of public university presidents 

disagreed. 

J. The college and university presidents ought to -
personally define the limits of acceptable sportsmanship 
and be prepared to enforce these expectations for their 
particular institution. 

Public university presidents indicated slight disagreement 

with this concept , while private college presidents were 

about evenly divided. 

K, The values of competition ought to be most 
effectively realized through intercollegiate athletics. 

Both groups indicated agreement witii this concept; however, 

a signiiicantly greater per cent of public university presidents 

were in agreement. 
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M. Students pai'uicipating in the intercollegiate 
athletic program ought to be excused from physical edu-
cation activity classes. 

Both groups indicated agreement with this concept; how-

ever, a significantly greater per cent of public university 

presidents were in agreement. 

0. Institutions ought to provide special housing 
arrangements for students participating in the inter-
collegiate athletic program. 

Both groups disagreed with this concept; however, a highly 

significant per cent of private college presidents indicated 

disagreement (more than 90 per cent). 

Q. Freshmen ought to be eligible for varsity com-
petition in all sports and at all levels of intercol-
legiate competition. 

Public university presidents indicated strong disagreement 

on this concept, while public college presidents indicated 

moderate but substantial agreement. 

R. Providing an additional year of college, such 
as the_ TTred-shirtT' program, ought to be retained as an 
essential feature of the intercollegiate program. 

Both groups indicated agreement; however, a signifleant].y 

greater per cent of private college presidents were in agreement. 

S. Spring training, such as practice in football, 
ou.gx.it to be justified as a,n integral part of the inter-
co_.legiate athletic program since it serves to provide 
opportunity^ for participants to become more proficient 
m tneir athletic specialty. 

Public university presidents indicated strong agreement 

with this concept, while private college presidents indicated 

moderate but substantial disagreement. 
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These findings reveal fifteen of the nineteen concepts 

to be significantly different. Tnese findings seemed to indi-

cate that public university presidents perceive the area of 

Administration and Control of the Intercollegiate Athletic 

Program differently from private college presidents. Hypoth-

esis 1(c) was accepted for the fifteen items listed above, but 

was rejected for the remaining four items contained in this 

category. 

II, Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility 
and-Qualifications 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for all six items under the area 

of Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility and Qualifications. 

There was a significant difference In the responses of public 

university presidents as compared to private college presidents . 

on the following items: 

A. All members of the athletic coaching staff ought 
to be members of the teaching faculty of the institution. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of private college presidents 

were in agreement. 
! 

B. Members of the athletic staff ought to be eligible 
for tenure, academic rank, and other fringe benefits on the 
same basis as other faculty members. 

A slight but significant per cent of public university 

presidents agreed with this concept, while a highly significant 

per cent of private college presidents were in agreement. 
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C. The athletic coach, by the very nature of his 
position, ought to expect core pressure from within the 
institution to produce tangible results of his efforts 
than other members of the faculty. 

Both groups disagreed with this concept; however, a sig-

nificantly greater per cent of private college presidents 

disagreed. 

D. Coaches ought to teach basic physical education 
course offerings. 

Both groups indicated agreement with this concept; how-

ever, a highly significant per cent of private college presi-

dents were in agreement. 

E. Coaches ought to be professionally prepared 
teachers of physical education. 

Both groups indicated agreement; however, only a slight 

per cent of public university presidents were in agreement, 

while a highly significant per cent of private college pres-

idents were in agreement. 

F. The attainment of the Ph.D. or an equivalent 
professional degree ought to be as important for the 
coach as for any other member of the college or uni-
versity faculty. 

A highly significant per cent of' public university 

presidents disagreed with this concept, while slight agree-

ment with this concept was indicated by private college 

presidents. 

The findings reveal all six items to be significantly 

different. These findings seemed to indicate public univer-

sity presidents perceive the area of Athletic Staff Members: 
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Responsibility and Qualifications differently from private 

college presidents. Hypothesis 1(c) was accepted for the 

six items listed above. 

Ill. Financial Consideration 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for six of the eight items 

under the area of Financial Consideration. There was a sig-

nificant difference in the responses of public university 

presidents as compared to private college presidents on the 

following items: 

A. Athletes ought to be granted financial aid on 
the same basis as any other student applying for finan-
cial assistance. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of private college presidents 

indicated agreement (more than 90 per cent). 

B. An activity fee ought to be charged even though 
all students do not desire to attend intercollegiate 
athletic events. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of private college presidents 

indicated agreement. 

D. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to 
be financed by budget allocation in the same manner as 
tne other departments in the college or university. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of private college presidents 

indicated agreement (more than 90 per cent). 
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E. Receipts from admissions to athletic contests 
ought to be regarded as a source of revenue for the 
general education fund, 

Public university presidents indicated slight disagreement 

with this concept, while a highly significant per cent of pri™ ' 

vate college presidents were in agreement with this concept 

(more than 90 per cent). 

F. When educational institutions exercise complete . 
control over all aspects of the intercollegiate athletic 
program, the active solicitation of gifts and endowments 
for'the expressed support of the intercollegiate program 
ought to be considered an acceptable practice. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of public university presidents 

were in agreement (more than 90 per cent). 

~H. Payment of financial aid to student athletes in 
the form of cash ought to be discouraged except in re-
ceipt of payment for services rendered for working at a 
specific job. 

Both groups were in strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a significantly greater per cent of private college 

presidents were in agreement (more than 90 per cent). 

These findings seemed to indicate that generally, public 

university presidents perceive the area of Financial Consider-

ation differently from private college presidents. Hypothesis 

1(c) was accepted for the six items listed above, but was re-

jected for the remaining two items contained in this category. 
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IV. Intercollegiate Competition for Women 

The statistical analysis yielded no significant differ-

ences at the ,05 level of confidence for the five items "under 

the area of Intercollegiate Competition for Women. The find-

ings seemed to indicate that public university presidents and 

private college presidents were in agreement on the five items 

under this area of concern. Hypothesis 1(c) was rejected for 

all items found in this category. 

Z• Outside Agencies 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for four of the five items under 

the area of Outside Agencies. There was a significant differ-

ence in the responses of public university presidents as com-

pared to private college presidents on the following items: 

A. Post season competition ought to be an accept-
able practice when sanctioned by the National Collegiate 
Athletic Association (NCAA) or the National Association 
of Intercollegiate Athletics (NAIA). 

Both groups were in strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a significantly greater per cent of public university 

presidents indicated agreement. 

B. ^Athletic booster clubs ought to "be recognized 
as a positive influence when properly organized and 

' conducted. 

Both groups were In strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a significantly greater per cent of the public uni-

versity presidents indicated agreement with this concept 

(more than 90 per cent). 
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C. • The intercollegiate athletic program ought to 
provide opportunities which naturally lead to prepara-
tion for Olympic competition. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of public university presidents 

were in agreement with this concept. 

E. Under certain conditions, non-faculty individuals 
residing in the community who possess particular athletic 
proficiencies ought"to be permitted to assist in the 
coaching of athletic teams. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

private college presidents indicated a significantly greater 

per cent of agreement with this concept. 

These findings seemed to indicate that public university 

presidents perceive the area of Outside Agencies differently 

from private college presidents. Hypothesis 1(c) was accepted 

for the four items listed above, but was rejected for the re-

maining item contained in this category. 

VI. Publicity and Public Relations 

The statistical analysis yielded a significant difference 

at the .05 level of confidence for one of the four items under 

the area of Publicity and Public Relations. There was a sig-

nificant difference in the responses of public university 

presidents as compared to private college presidents on the 

following item: 

C. Sportscasters and newspapermen ought to be 
granted personal interviews with students participating 
in the intercollegiate athletic program. 
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Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a significant negative response was indicated by private col-

lege presidents. 

These findings seemed to indicate that the perceptions 

of public university presidents and private college presidents 

regarding Publicity and Public Relations were not significantly 

different. Hypothesis 1(c) was accepted only for the one item 

listed above due to the negative responses being significantly 

different, but was rejected for the remaining four items found 

in this category. 

Findings Concerning Hypothesis 2(a) 

The research hypothesis was that there will be a signif-

icant difference between the responses of public college pres-

idents on each item when compared with the responses of private 

university.presidents. 

The results of the tests for significance between per-

centages as reported in Table VII revealed sixteen items with 

ratios significant at the accepted level of confidence (P=.05). 

The remaining thirty-one items revealed ratios which were not 

significant, indicating agreement between the two groups. 

I• Admini stration and Control 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences at 

the .05 level of confidence for five of the nineteen items under 

the area of Administration and Control of the Intercollegiate 

V 
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.TABLE VII 

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN PERCENTAGES OF 
•RESPONSES OF PUBLIC COLLEGE PRESIDENTS (N=l66) 

AND PRIVATE UNIVERSITY PRESIDENTS (N=57) 
REGARDING THEIR PERCEPTIONS OF THE 
ROLE OF INTERCOLLEGIATE ATHLETICS 

IN HIGHER ED IK -• a n1 r, ON 

C 
A 
T 
E 
G 
0 
R 
I 

I 

II 

III 

I 
T 
E 
M 

A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
G 
H 
I 
J 
K 
L 
M 
N 
0 
P 
Q 
R 
S 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 

Private University 
Presidents (N=57) 

Group 2 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

33.3 
36. 3 
3.5 
50,3 
33.5 
3.7 

31.5 
29.3 
49.1 
47.3 
21.0 
66.6 
19.2 
75.4 
91.2 
47.3 
6 1 . 4 
91.2 
31.5 
43.3 
36.3 
63.1 
31.5 
43-£ 
70.1 
21.0 
29.3 
24.5 
7.0 

17.5 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses 

64 .9 
59.6 
92.9 
40 .3 
54.3 
37.7 
61 .4 
59.6 
47.3 
40.3 
66.6 
26.3 
75.4 
22.3 
5.2 

45.6 
35.0 
3-5 
63.1 
54.3 
57.3 
23.0 
61 .4 
47.3 
23.0 
73.9 
64.9 
68 .4 
91.2 
30.7 

Public College 
Presidents (N=l66) 

Group 3 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

43.3 
39-7 
2.4 
53.4 
30.1 
3-6 
16.2 
23.3 
77.7 
54.2 
19.2 
33.1 
51.3 
34.9 
36.1 
43.1 
36.7" 
30.7 
33.5 
12.0 
10. 3 
75.3 
15.0 
16.3 
33.1 
15.0 
- 6 . 0 
37.3 
19.2 
33.5 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses 

53.6 
56.6 
97.5 
35-5 
67.4 
95.1 
73.9 
65.O 
19.3 
39.7 
71.6 
62.6 
40.3 
12.6 
10.3 
47.5 
56 .6 
10.2 
57.2 
36.7 
36.7 
22.2 
73.9 
19.5 
6 5 . 0 
34.3 
90.3 
55.4 
77.1 
5 3.4 

t 

NO YES 

- 1 . 3 3 1.43 
- .39 .40 

• 44 -1.59 
- 1 . 0 0 .65 

1 . 1 7 -1.73 
1 .53 -1,92 ! 
2 .49* - 2 . 6 1 * ; 
.22 - .73 : 

-4.03* 4 .04* 
- .90 .03 
' -30 - .71 
4.43* -4.74* 
-4.23* 4.57* 
-I .63 1.35 
1.00 -1.25 
- .10 - .25 
3.25** -2.31** 
1.34 -1.57 
- .95 .73 
5.17** -5.13** i 
4•46** - 4 . 6 5 * * 
-1.77 .39 
2.73 ff - 2 . 6 1 * * 

^ ' , s - 4 . 6 4 * * 
4 .37** -4.35** 
1 . 0 5 - -93 
4 .76** -4.49** 

- 1 . 7 6 1.72 
- 2 . 1 6 * 2 .33* 
- 2 . 9 1 * * 3.03** 
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TABLE VII—Continued 

c 
A Private University- Public College 
T Presidents (N=57) Presidents (N=166) 
E 
G 
0 

I 
T 
E 

Group 2 Group 3 t E 
G 
0 

I 
T 
E Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent i 

R M NO YES NO YES NO YES 
I Responses Responses Responses Responses 

F 15.7 32.4 19.2 77.1 - .59 .34 
G 3.7 35.9 12.2 36.1 - .79 — • 04 
H 7.0 39.4 L. 2 93.3 .34 - .95 

IV A 7-0 30.7 16.3 31.9 -1.32 - .20 | 
B 12.2 73.6 26.5 63.6 -2.22* .71# 
C 3-5 35.9 6.0 90.3 - .72 - .92 
D 33.5 43.3 43.7 46.3 -1.33 - .33 
E 40.3 45.6 42.1 51.3 - .24 - .31 

V A 22.3 77.1 13.6 79.5 .69 
B 24.5 73.6 13.2 31,9 2.00* -1.35# 
C 22.3 71.9 24.0 69.2 - .13 .33 ; 

* D 42.1 43.3 34-9 59.6 ' .97# -2.07* : 
E 14.0 34.2 43.7 43.7 -4.62** 4.63** S 

VI A 3.5 92.9 2.4 96.9 • 44 -1.31 
B 26,3 66.6 20.4 71.6 .93 - .71 
C 15-7 77.1 • 13.6 75.3 - .49 .27 
D 63.1 26.3 69.3 19.3 - .94 1.03 

*p=<.0 5 
**p=<.oi 
#Does not correspond to the test of significance for the 

alternate response due to a small number of non-respondents to 
this item. 

Athletic Program. There was a significant difference in the 

responses of public college presidents as compared to private 

university presidents on the following items: 

G. Each institution which conducts an Intercol-
legiate athletic program ought to be in, or seek 
affilication with, an athletic conference. 
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Both groups indicated agreement with this concept; how-

ever, a significantly greater per cent of public college 

presidents were in agreement. 

I. Scholastic eligibility of students partici-
pating in the intercollegiate athletic program ought 
to be determined solely by the individual institution. 

A highly significant per cent of public college presidents 

agreed with this concept, while private university presidents 

were evenly divided, 

L. Institutions ought to seek to control the number 
of out of state students recruited for the various inter-
collegiate sports activities. 

Public college presidents indicated strong agreement with 

this concept, while private university presidents were in strong 

disagreement with this concept. 

M. Students participating in the intercollegiate 
athletic program ought to be excused from physical edu-
cation activity classes. 

Public college presidents indicated slight disagreement 

with this concept, while a significantly greater per cent of 

private university presidents were in agreement. 

Q. Freshmen ought to be eligible for varsity com-
petition in all sports and at all levels of intercol-
legiate competition. 

Public college presidents indicated moderate but substantial 

agreement with this concept, while a significantly greater per 

cent of private university presidents disagreed with this con-

cept. 
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These findings seemed to indicate that the perceptions of 

public college presidents and private university presidents 

regarding the area of Administration and Control of the Inter-

collegiate Athletic Program were not significantly different. 

Hypothesis 2(a) was accepted for the five items listed above, 

but was rejected for the remaining fourteen, items contained 

in this category. 

II. Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility 
and Qualificatioris 

'The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for five of the six items under 

the area of Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility and Quali-

fications. There was a significant difference in the responses 

of public college presidents as compared to private university 

presidents on the following items: 

A. All members of the athletic coaching staff ought 
to be members of the teaching faculty of the institution. 

Both groups indicated agreement with this concept. How-

ever, a highly significant per cent of public college presidents 

indicated agreement, while private university presidents 

indicated only moderate agreement. 

B. Members of the athletic staff ought to be eligi-
ble for tenure, academic rank and other fringe benefits 
on the same basis as other faculty members. 

Both groups indicated agreement with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of public college presidents were 

in agreement. 
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D. Coaches ought to teach basic physical education 
course offerings. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of public college presidents 

indicated agreement. 

E. Coaches ought to be professionally prepared 
teachers of physical education. 

A highly significant per cent of public college presidents 

indicated agreement with this concept, while private university 

presidents were about evenly divided. 

F. The attainment of the Ph.D. or an equivalent 
professional degree ought to be as important for the 
coach as for any other member of the college or uni-
versity faculty. 

Public college presidents indicated strong agreement with 

this concept, while a highly significant per cent of private 

university presidents disagreed. 

These findings seemed to indicate that public college 

presidents perceive the area of Athletic Staff Members: 

Responsibility and Qualifications to be different from pri-

vate university presidents. Hypothesis 2(a) was accepted 

for the five items listed above, but was rejected for the 

remaining item contained in this category. 

Ill. Financial Consideration 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for three of the eight items 

under the area of Financial Consideration. There was a 
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significant difference in the responses of public college 

presidents as compared to private university presidents on 

the following items: 

B. An activity fee ought to be charged even though 
all students do not desire to attend intercollegiate 
athletic contests. 

Both groups agreed with this concept; however, a highly-

significant per cent of public college presidents were in 

agreement (more than 90 per cent). 

D. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to 
be financed by budget allocation in the same manner as 
the other departments in the college or university. 

Both groups strongly agreed with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of private university presidents 

were in agreement (more than 90 per cent). 

E. Receipts from admissions to athletic contests 
ought to be regarded as a source of revenue for the 
general education fund. 

Both groups agreed with this concept; however, a sig-

nificantly greater per cent of private university presidents 

were in agreement. 

These findings seemed to indicate that the perceptions 

of public college presidents and private university presidents 

regarding the area of Financial Consideration were not sig-

nificantly different. Hypothesis 2(a) was accepted for the 

three items listed, above, but was rejected for the remaining 

five items contained in this category. 
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IV. Intercollegiate Competition for Women 

The statistical analysis yielded a significant difference 

at the .05 level of confidence for one of the five items under 

the area of Intercollegiate Competition for Women. There was 

a significant difference in the responses of public college 

presidents as compared to private university presidents on the 

following item: 

B. Institutions that conduct an intercollegiate 
sports program for women ought to be permitted to operate 
on the same basis as the men's program. 

Both groups indicated agreement with this concept; however, 

public college presidents indicated a significantly greater 

per cent of negative responses. 

These findings reveal only one concept where there was a 

significant difference between the public college presidents 

and private university presidents. There appears to be rela-

tively no significant difference in the perceptions of public 

college presidents and private university presidents regarding 

the area of Intercollegiate Competition for Women. Hypothesis 

2(a) was accepted only for the one item listed above due to 

the negative responses being significantly different, but was 

rejected for the remaining four it;ems found in this category. 

V. Outside Agencies 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for two of the five items under 

the area of Outside Agencies. There was a significant difference 



in the responses of public college presidents as compared to 

private university .presidents on the following items: 

B. Athletic booster clubs ought to be recognized 
as a positive influence when properly organized and 
conducted. 

Both groups s.trongly agreed with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of private university pres-

idents responded negatively to this concept. 

E. Under certain conditions, non-faculty indi-
viduals residing in the community who possess particular 
athletic proficiencies ought to be permitted to assist 
in the coaching of athletic teams. 

Public college presidents were evenly divided on this 

concept, while a highly significant per cent of private uni-

versity presidents indicated agreement with this concept. 

These findings reveal two of the five concepts to be 

significantly different. Generally, it appears that the 

perceptions of public college presidents and private uni-

versity presidents regarding Outside Agencies were not sig-

nificantly different. Hypothesis 2(a) was accepted for the 

two items listed above, but was rejected for the remaining 

three items found in this category. 

VI. Publicity and Public Relations 

The statistical analysis yielded no significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for the four items under the 

area of Publicity and Public Relations. The findings seemed 

to indicate public college presidents and private university 
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presidents were in agreement on the four items under this 

area of concern. Hypothesis 2(a) was rejected for all items 

found in this category. 

Findings Concerning Hypothesis 2{b) 

The research hypothesis was that there will be a signif-

icant difference between the responses of public college 

presidents on each item when compared with the responses of 

private college presidents. 

The results of the tests for significance between per-

centages as reported in Table VIII revealed thirteen items 

with ratios significant at the accepted level of confidence 

(P-̂ .05). The remaining thirty-four items revealed ratios 

which were not significant; indicating agreement between the 

two groups. 

Administration and Control 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for eight of the nineteen items 

under the area of Administration and Control of the Intercol-

legiate Aohletic Program, There was a significant difference 

in the responses of public college presidents as compared to 

private college presidents on the following items: 

D. Members of the faculty athletic council ou^ht 
to be elected by the faculty at large rather than being-
appointed oy institutional administrators. ^ 

Moderate disagreement with this concept was indicated by 

public college presidents, while slight agreement was indicated 

by private college presidents. 
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TABLE VIII 

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN PERCENTAGES OF 
RESPONSES OF PUBLIC COLLEGE PRESIDENTS (N=l66) 

AND PRIVATE COLLEGE PRESIDENTS (N=237) 
REGARDING THEIR PERCEPTIONS OF THE* 
ROLE OF INTERCOLLEGIATE ATHLETICS 

IN HIGHER EDUCATION 

C 
A 
T 
E 
G 
0 
R 
Y 

II 

III 

I 
T 
E 
M 

Public College 
Presidents (N=i66) 

Group 3 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses. 

A 43.3 
B 39.7 
C 2 • 2̂  
D 53.4 
E 30.1 
F 3.6 
G 16.2 
H 23.3 
I ' 77.7 
J 54.2 
K 19.2 
L 33.1 
M 57.3 
N 34.9 
0 36.1 
P 43.1 
Q 36.7 
R 30.7 
S 33.5 
A 12.0 
B 10.3 
C 75.3 
D 15.0 
E 16.3 
F 33.1 
A 15.0 
B "6.0 
C 37.3 
D 19.2 
E ; 33.5 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses 

53.6 
56,6 
97.5 
35.5 
67.4 
95.1 
73.9 
65.0 
19.3 
39.7 
71.6 
62.6 
40.3 
12.6 
10.3 
47.5 
56.6 
1 0 . 2 
57.2 
£6.7 
36.7 
22.2 
73.9 
79.5 
65.0 
34.3 
90.3 
55.4 
77.1 
5^.4 

Private College 
Presidents (N=2&7) 

Group 4 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

43.'. 
37. 
•4.1 
41.4 
17.0 
3.3 
25.0 
34.3 
63.4 
49.4 
21.9 
55.7 
37.2 
77.7 
94.4 
44.5 
35.5 
32.5 
55.0 
16.7 
10.1 
73.3 
.10.1 
15.6 
44.9 
7.6 
11.1 
40.7 
6.2 

12.1 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses 
NO 

49.1 
57.1 
93.7 
43.7 
73.0 
93.7 
67.5 
56.0 
32.0 
44.9 
67.2 
33.4 
56.0 
17.0 
3.1 
50.3 
59.5 
5.9 

39.0 
31.1 
36.7 
19.3' 
31.3 
79.4 
52.9 
90.2 
35.0 
49.1 
92.3 
33.9 

-1.05 
. 44 

- .95 
3.49* 
3.25* 
- .11 
-2.19* 
-1.42 
3.16* 
..93 

- .63 
—4.64* 
3.03* 
1.35 
-3.03* 

.74 

.26 
- .43 
-3.33** 
-1.35 

.24 
- .73 
1.55 
• 34 

-2.46* 
2.50* 
-1.31 
-• .71 
4.27** 
6.56** 

YES 

.92 
- .10 
1.30 
-2.73* 
-2.43* 
.61 

2.59* 
1.33 
-2.30* 
-1.03 

.97 
6.03* 
-3.22* 
-1.25 
3.35* 
- .63 " 
- .60 
1.63 
3.75** 
1.53 
. .00 
. 6l 

• -75 
.03 

2.51* 
1.36# 
1.61 
1.29 
4.59** 
6 .00** 
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T A BL E VIII - - 0 o n t i nu e ci. 

c 
A Public College Private College 
T I Presidents (N=l66) Presidents•(N=237) 
E T Group 3 Group • 4 t 
G E G E 
0 M Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent 
R NO YES MO YES NO YES 
Y Responses Responses Responses Responses 

F 19.2 77.1 27.1 69.6 -1.39 1.72 
G 12.2 36.1 12.3 31.3 - . 06 1.13 
H 4.2 93.3 3.4 94.7 • 44 - .61 

IV A 16.3 31.9 16.0 73.3 .22 .92 
B 26.5 63.6 20.5 69.3 1.47 - .16 
C •6.0 90.3 5-5 33.5 .22 .59 
D 43.7 46.3 42.1 49.1 1.36 - .57 
E 42.1 51.3 41.1 46.3 .21 1.13 

V A 13.6 79.5 22.2 74.2 - .91 1.23 
B 13.2 31.9 20.2 75.6 -1.33 1.56 
C 24.0 69.2 21.6 69.3 .59 - .02. 
D 34-9 59.6 37.6 50.3 - .57 1,31 
E 43.7 43.7 27.1 67.9 4.64^* -4.03: 

VI A 2.4 96.9 2.0 97.2 .23 - .13 
B 20.4 71.6 24.0 63.2 - .33 .76 
C 13.6 75.3 22.2 70.0 - .91 1.21 
D 69.3 19.3 75.9 15.3 -1.42 1.23 

*P=<.05 
**P=<.01 
#D oes not correspond to the test of significance for the_ 

alternate response due to a small number of non-respondents to 
this item. 

E. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to be 
an integral part of the physical education department. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of private college presidents 

were in agreement. 

G. Each institution which conducts an intercol-
legiate athletic program ought to be In, or seek 
affiliation with, an athletic conference. 
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Both groups indicated agreement with this concept; how-

ever, a significantly greater per cent of public college pres- •• 

idents were in agreement. 

I. Scholastic eligibility of students participating 
in the intercollegiate athletic program ought to be de-
termined solely by the individual institution. 

Both groups indicated disagreement with this concept; 

however, a significantly greater per cent of public college 

presidents were in disagreement with this concept. 

L. Institutions ought to seek to control the number 
of out of state students recruited, for the various inter-
collegiate sports activities. 

Public college presidents indicated strong agreement with 

this concept, while private college presidents indicated mod-

erate disagreement with this concept. 

M. Students participating in the intercollegiate 
athletic program ought to be excused from physical edu-
cation activity classes. 

Public college presidents indicated slight disagreement 

with this concept, while a significantly greater per cent of 

private college presidents agreed with this concept. 

0. Institutions ought to provide special housing 
arrangements for students participating in the inter-
collegiate athletic program. 

Both groups disagreed with this concept; however, a highly 

significant per cent of private college presidents disagreed 

(more than 90 per cent). 
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S. Spring training, such as practice in football, 
ought to be justified as an integral part of the inter-
collegiate athletic program since it serves to provide 
opportunity for participants to become more proficient 
in their athletic specialty. 

Public college presidents indicated moderate agreement 

with this concept , while private college presidents- moder-

ately disagreed with this concept, 

These findings seemed to indicate that the perceptions 

of public college presidents and private college presidents 

regarding Administration and Control of the Intercollegiate 

Athletic Program were not significantly different. Hypothesis 

2(b) was accepted for the eight items listed above, but was 

rejected for the remaining eleven items found in this category. 

II. Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility 
and Qualifications 

The statistical analysis yielded a significant difference 

at the .05 level of confidence for one of the six Items under 

the area Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility and Qualifi-

cations. There was a significant difference in the responses 

of public college presidents as compared to private college 

presidents on the following item: 

F. The attainment of the Ph.D. or an equivalent 
professional degree ought to be as important for the 
coach as for any other member of the college or uni-
versity faculty. 

Both groups agreed with this concept; however, a signif-

icantly greater per cent of public college presidents were in 

agreement. 
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These findings seemed to indicate chat the perceptions 

of public college presidents and private college presidents 

regarding Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility and Quali-

fications were not significantly different. Hypothesis 2(b) 

was accepted for the one item listed above, but was rejected 

for the remaining five items found in this category. 

Ill. Financial Consideration 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for three of the eight items 

under the area of Financial Consideration. There was a sig-

nificant difference in the responses of public college pres-

idents as compared to private college presidents on the 

following items: 

A. Athletes ought to be granted financial aid on 
the same basis as any other student applying for finan-
cial assistance. 

Both groups indicated strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a highly significant per cent of private college 

presidents were in agreement (more than 90 per cent). 

D. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to 
be financed by budget allocation in the same manner as 
the other departments in the college or university. 

Both groups indicated strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a highly significant per cent of public college pres-

idents were in agreement (more than 90 per cent). 

E. Receipts from admissions to athletic contests 
ought to be regarded as a source of revenue for the 
general education fund. 



90 

Both groups wore in agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of private college presidents 

were in agreement. 

_ These findings seemed to indicate that the perceptions 

of public college presidents and private college presidents 

regarding Financial Consideration were not significantly dif-

ferent. Hypothesis 2(b) was accepted for the three items 

listed above, but was rejected for the remaining five items 

found in this category. 

IV. Intercollegiate Competition for Women 

The statistical analysis yielded no significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for the five items under the area 

of Intercollegiate Competition for Women. These findings seemed 

to indicate that public college presidents and private college 

presidents were in agreement on the five items under this area 

of concern. Hypothesis 2(b) was rejected, for all items found 

in this category. 

X• Outside Agencies 

The statistical analysis yielded a significant difference 

at the .05 level of confidence for one of the five items under 

the area of Outside Agencies. There was a significant differ-

ence in the responses of public college presidents as compared 

to private college presidents on the following item: 
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E. Under certain conditions, non-faculty indi-
viduals residing in the community who possess par-
ticular athletic proficiencies ought to be permitted 
to assist in the coaching of athletic teams. 

Public college presidents were evenly divided on this 

concept, while private college presidents indicated strong 

agreement- with this concept. 

These findings seemed to indicate that the perceptions 

of public college presidents and private college presidents 

regarding Outside Agencies were not significantly different. 

Hypothesis 2(b) was accepted for the one item listed above, 

but was rejected for the remaining four items found in this 

category. 

VI. Publicity and Public Relations 

The statistical analysis yielded no significant differ-

ences at the .05 level of confidence for the four items under 

the area of Publicity and Public Relations. These findings 

seemed to indicate that public college presidents and private 

college presidents were in agreement on the four items under 

this area of concern. Hypothesis 2(b) was rejected, for all 

items found in this category. 

Findings Concerning Hypothesis 3 

The research hypothesis was that there will be a signif-

icant difference between the responses of private university 

presidents on each item when compared with the responses of 

private college presidents. 
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The results of the tests for significance between per-

centages as reported in Table II revealad eighteen items, with 

ratios significant at the accepted level of confidence (P=.05). 

The remaining twenty-nine items revealed ratios which were not 

significant, indicating agreement between the two groups. 

TABLE IX 

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN PERCENTAGES OF 
RESPONSES OF PRIVATE UNIVERSITY PRESIDENTS (N=57) 

AND PRIVATE COLLEGE PRESIDENTS (N=287) 
REGARDING THEIR PERCEPTIONS OF THE 
ROLE OF INTERCOLLEGIATE ATHLETICS 

IN HIGHER EDUCATION 

c 
A Private University- Private Co] lege 

i 
1 T I Presidents (N=57) Presidents (N=287) 1 

E T Group 2 Group 4 t , 

G E G E 
0 M Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent 1 1 
R NO YES NO YES NO YES 
Y Responses Responses Responses Responses 

I A 33-3 64.9 48.4 49.1 -2.09* 2.18* 
B 3D. 3 59.6 37.6 57.1 - .11 .35 
c 3.5 92.9 4.1 93.7 - .21 - .22 
D 50. 8 40.3 41.4 48.7 1.31 -1.16 
E 33.5 54.3 17.0 78.0 3.67** -3.73**-
F -8.7 87.7 3.8 93.7 1.61 -1.59 
G 31.5 61.4 25.0 67.5 1.02 - .89 
H 29.3 59.6 34.8 56.0 - .73 .50 
I 49.1 47.3 63.4 32.0 -2.02* 2.22* 
J 47.3 40.3 49.4 44.9 - .29 ~ .64 
K 21.0 66.6 21.9 67.2 - .15 - .09 
L 66.6 26.3 55-7 33.4 1.52 -1.05 
M 19.2 75.4 37.2 56.0 -2.62** 2.72** 
N 75.4 22.8 77.7 17.0 - .38 1.04 ! 
0 91.2 5.2 94 • 4 3.1 - .92 .79 1 

P 47.3 45.6 44.5 50.8 .39 ~ .72 
Q 61.4 35.0 35.5 59.5 3.65** -3.40** 
R 91.2 3.5 82. 5 5.9 1.63 - .73 
S 31.5 63.1 55-0 39.0 -3.24** 3.36** 
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c 
A 
T 
E 
G 
0 
R 
Y 

II 

III 

IV 

V 

VI 

I 
T 
E 
M 

A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
G 
H 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
A 
B 
C 
D 

Private University 
Presidents (N=57)" 

Group 2 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

43. 3 
36.3 
63.1 
31.5 
43. 3 
70.1 
21.0 
2.9.8 
24.5 
7.0 

17.5 
15.7 
3.7 
7.0 
7.0 

12.2 
•3.5 
38.5 
40.3 
22 .8 
24.5 
22.3 
42.1 
14.0 
3.5 

26.3 
15.7 
63.1 

Per Cent 
TES 

Responses" 

Private College 
Presidents (N-237) 

Group 4 

54.3 
57.3 
23.0 
6 1 . 4 
47.3 
23.0 
73.9 
64.9 
63.4 
91.2 
30.7 
32.4 
35.9 
39.4 
30.7 
73.6 
35.9 
43.3 
45.6 
77.1 
73.6 
71.9 
43.3 
3 4 . 2 
92.9 
66.6 
77.1 
26.3 

*P= <.05 
**P= <.01 
# Does not correspond to 

alternate response due to a 
to this item.. 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

16.7 
10.1 
73.3 
10,1 
15.6 
44.9 
7.6 
11.1 
40.7 

6.2 
12.1 
27.1 
12.3 
3.4 

16 .0 
20.5 
•5.5 
42.1 
41.1 
22.2 
20.2 

24.0 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses 

31.1 
36.7 
19.3 
31.3 
79.4 
52.9 
90.2 
35.0 
49.1 
92.3 
33.9 
69 .6 
31.3 
94.7 
73.3 
69.3 
33.5 
49.1 
46 .3 
74.2 
75.6 
69.3 
50.3 
67.9 
97.2 
63.2 
70.0 
15.3 

t 

NO YES 

4 .57** •-4.37** 
5.23** -5.13** 
2 .45* 1.33# 
4 .30** -3.42** 
4.34** -5.05** 
3.43** -3 .44** 
3.11** -2.43* 
3.69** - 3 . 5 3 * * 
-2.30* 2.66** 

• 23 - .23 
1.11 - .59 
-1.31# 1.96* 
- .37 .74 
1.27 -1. 52 
-1.76 .40 
-1.46 .65 
- .62 - .55 
- .50 - .73 
- .11 - .19 
.10 . 46 
.73 - .32 
.20 • 39 
.64 - .97 • 

-2.09* 2.47* 
.70 -1. 6 l 
.37 - .24 

-1.10 1.03 
-2.01* 2.01* 

the test of 
small number 

significance for the 
of non-respondents 
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Administration ana Control 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .0$ level of confidence for six of the nineteen items 

under the area of Administration and Control of the Intercol-

legiate Athletic Program. There was a significant difference 

in the responses of private university presidents as compared 

to private college presidents on the following items: 

A. The control of intercollegiate athletics ought 
to be primarily the responsibility of the college and 
university presidents. 

Private university presidents indicated strong agreement 

with this concept, while private college presidents were about 

evenly divided. 

E. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to 
be an integral part of the physical education program. 

Both groups indicated agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of private college presidents 

were in agreement. 

I. Scholastic eligibility of students participating 
in the intercollegiate athletic program ought to be"de-
termined solely by the individual institution. 

Private university presidents were evenly divided on this 

concept, while private college presidents disagreed with this 

concept, 

M. Students participating in the intercollegiate 
athletic program ought to be excused from physical edu-
cation activity classes. 

Both groups indicated agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent -of private university presidents 

were in agreement. 
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Q. Freshmen ought to be eligible for varsity 
competition in all sports and at all levels of inter-
collegiate competition. 

Private university presidents indicated moderate dis-

agreement with this concept, while private college presidents 

indicated moderate agreement. 

S. Spring training, such as practice in football, 
ought to be justified as an integral part of the inter-
collegiate athletic program since it serves to provide 
opportunity for participants to become more proficient 
in their athletic specialty. 

Private university presidents indicated agreement with 

this concept, while private college presidents disagreed with 

this concept. 

These findings seemed to indicate that private university 

presidents perceive the area of Administration and Control of 

the Intercollegiate Athletic Program differently from private 

college presidents. Hypothesis 3 was accepted for the six 

items listed above, but was rejected for the remaining thir-

teen items contained in this category. 

II. Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility 
and Qualifications 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for all six items under the area 

of Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility and Qualifications. 

There was a significant difference in the responses of private 

university presidents as compared to private college presidents 

on the following items: 
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A. All members of the athletic coaching staff 
ought to be members of the reaching faculty of the 
institution. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of private college presidents 

were in agreement. 

B. Members of the athletic staff ought to be 
eligible for tenure, academic rank., and other fringe 
benefits on the same basis as other faculty members. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of private college presidents 

were in agreement. 

C. The athletic coach, by the very nature of his 
position, ought to expect more pressure from within the 
institution to produce tangible"results of his efforts 
than other members of the faculty. 

Both groups disagreed with this concept; however, a sig-

nificantly greater per cent of private college presidents 

disagreed. 

D. Coaches ought to teach basic physical education 
course offerings. 

Both groups indicated agreement with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of private college presidents 

were in agreement. 

E. Coaches ought to be professionally prepared 
teachers of physical education. 

J 

Private university presidents were about evenly divided 

on this concept; however, a highly significant per cent of 

private college presidents were in agreement. 
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F. The attainment of the Ph.D, or an equivalent 
professional degree ought to be as important for the 
coach as for any other member of the college or uni-
versity faculty. 

A highly significant per cent of private university pres-

idents disagreed, with this concept, while slight agreement 

with this concept was indicated by private college presidents. 

These findings seemed to indicate that private university 

presidents perceive the area of Athletic Staff Members: Respon-

sibility and Qualifications differently from private college 

presidents. Hypothesis 2 was accepted for the six items listed 

above. 

Ill. Financial Consideration 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for four of the eight items 

under the area of Financial Consideration. There was a sig-

nificant difference in the responses of private university 

presidents as compared to private college presidents on the 

following items: 

A. Athletes ought to be granted financial aid on 
the same basis as any other student applying for finan-
cial assistance. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of private college presidents ' 

indicated agreement (more than 90 per cent). 

B. An activity fee ought to be charged even though 
all students do not desire to attend intercollegiate 
athletic events. 
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Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of private college presidents 

indicated agreement. 

C. Intercollegiate athletic programs can be edu-
cationally justified with regard to the amount of money 
spent for the number of students involved. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of private university pres-

idents indicated agreement,' 

F. When educational institutions exercise complete 
control over all aspects of "Che intercollegiate athletic 
program, the active solicitation of gifts and endowments 
for the expressed support of the intercollegiate athletic 
program ought to be considered an acceptable practice. 

Both groups indicated agreement with this concept; how-

ever, a highly significant per cent of private university 

presidents indicated agreement. 

Since four of the eight items were found to be significant, 

these findings seemed to indicate that private university pres-

idents and private college presidents were evenly divided on 

their perceptions of the area under Financial Consideration. 

Hypothesis 3 was accepted for the four items listed above, 

but was rejected for the remaining four items found in this 

category. 

IV• Intercollegiate Competition for Women 

j.he statistical analysis yielded no significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for the five items under the 

area of Intercollegiate Competition for Women. The findings 
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seemed to indicate that private university presidents and 

private college presidents were in agreement on the five 

items under this area of concern. Hypothesis 3 was rejected 

for all items in this category, 

X* Outside Agencies 

The statistical analysis yielded a significant difference 

at the .05 level of confidence for one of the five items under-

the area of Outside Agencies. There was a significant differ-

ence in the responses of private university presidents as com-

pared to private college presidents on the following item: 

E. ^Under_certain conditions, non-faculty individ-
uals residing in the community who possess particular 
athletic proficiencies ought to be permitted to assist 
in the coaching of athletic teams. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of private university presidents 

indicated agreement. 

These findings seemed to indicate that the perceptions of 

private university presidents and private college presidents 

regarding the area of Outside Agencies were not significantly 

different. Hypothesis 3 was accepted for the one item listed 

above, but was rejected for the remaining four it ems found in 

this category. .1 

11- Publicity and Public Relations 

The statistical analysis yielded a significant difference 

at the .05 level of confidence for one of the four items under 
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the area of Publicity and Public Relations, There was a sig-

nificant difference in the .responses of private university-

presidents as compared to private college presidents on the 

following item: 

D. Intercollegiate athletics ought to receive 
more publicity than it is now receiving. 

Both groups indicated disagreement with this concept; 

•however, a significantly greater per cent of private college 

presidents disagreed. 

These findings seemed to indicate that the perceptions 

of private university presidents and private college presi-

dents regarding the area of Publicity and Public Relations 

were not significantly different. Hypothesis 3 was accepted 

for the one item listed above, but was rejected for the re-

maining three items found in this category. 

Findings Concerning Hypothesis 4 

The research hypothesis was that there will be a signifi-

cant difference between the combined responses of public college 
/ * 

and university presidents on each item when compared with the 

combined responses of private college and university presidents. 

The results of the tests for significance between per-

centages as reported in Table X revealed twenty-seven items 

with ratios significant at the accepted level of confidence 

(P=.05). The remaining twenty items revealed ratios which 

were not significant, indicating agreement between the two 

erouDR. 
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TABLE ZC 

SIGNIFICANCE CF THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN PERCENTAGES OF 
COMBINED RESPONSES OF PUBLIC COLLEGE AND UNIVERSITY 

PRESIDENTS (N=246) AND PRIVATE COLLEGE AND 
UNIVERSITY PRESIDENTS (N-344) REGARDING 

THEIR PERCEPTIONS OF THE ROLE OF 
INTERCOLLEGIATE ATHLETIC S 

IN HIGHER EDUCATION 

C 
A 
T 
E 
G 
0 
R 
Y 

II 

III 

I 
T 
E 
M 

B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
G 
H 
I 
J 
K 
L 
M 
N 
0 
P 
Q 
R 
S 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
A 
B 
C 
D 

Public College 
and University-

Presidents (N=2A6) 
Groups 1 and 3 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

37.3 
46.7 
2.0 
57.3 

. 4* 
4.8 

14.2 
2 7 . 2 
77.6 
54.0 
16.2 
3^.2 
4 2 . 6 
84.9 
82.1 
44-7 
47.5 
7 6 . 8 
29.6 
22.3 
21.1 
68.6 
21.5 
26.0 
45.5 
23.1 
•10.5 
34.5 
21.9 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses 

59.7 
49.5 
97.9 
34-5 
55.2 
92.2 
80.0 
66.6 
19.5 
37.3 
72.7 
56.5 
50.0 
12.1 
12.1 
50.0 
45.9 
1 4 . 6 
65.O 
76.0 
74.7 
2 8 . 4 
69.5 
69.9 
52.8 
75.6 
85.7 
56.9 
72.7 

Private College 
and University 

Presidents (N=344) 
Groups 2 and 4 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

45-9 
37.5 
4.0 

43-0 
2 0 . 6 
4.6 
26.1 
34-0 
61.0 
49.1 
21.8 
57.5 
34.3 
77.3 
93.8 
45.0 
39.8 
8 4 . 0 
51.1 
21.2. 
14.5 
75.8 
13.6 
20.3 
49.1 
9.8 

14.2 
38.0 
6.3 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses 

51.7 
57.5 
93.6 
47.3 
74-1 
92.7 
66.5 
56.6 
34.5 
44 • 1 
6 7 . 1 
32.2 
59.3 
18.0 
3-4 

50.0 
55.5 
5.5 

43.0 
76.7 
81.9 
21.2 
78.4 
74.1 
4 8 . 8 
88.3 
81.6 
52.3 
92.1 

t 

NO 

- 2 . 0 8 * 
2.24* 
-1.38# 
3.43** 
5.47** 
.11 

-3.49** 
-1.76# 

4 . 2 6 * * 
1.17 
-1.69 
- 4 • 6 2 * * 
2.05* 
2.30* 
—4.4b** 
- . 07 
1.86# 

- 2 . 2 0 * 
-5.21** 

.32 
2.09* 
-1.94# 
2.53* 
1 . 6 3 

- . 8 6 
4 . 4 2 * * 
1.33 

- . 87 
5.59** 

YES 

1.9 3# 
-1.92# 

2 . 4 6 * 
-3.11** 
-4.79** 
- .23 
3.61** 
2.45* - 3 . 9 9 * * 

-1.65' 
1 . 4 6 
5.89** 

-2.24* 
-1.95# 

4 . 0 8 * * 
.00 

- 2 . 3 0 * 
3.75** 
5.27** 

- .20 
-2.11* 
2.01* 
-2.45* 
-1.12 

.96 
-4.05** 
1.32 

- 6 . ' 3 4 * * 
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C 
A 
T 
E 
G 
0 R 

I 

IV 

V 

VI 

I 
T 
E 
M 

E 
F 
G 
H 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
A 
B 
C 
D 

Public College 
and University-

Presidents (N—246) 
Groups 1 and 3 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

43.4 
15.4 
12.1 
6.5 
16.6 
26. 8 
•6 .0 
49.5 
43.0 
16.2 
10.9 
19.9 
33-3 
45.9 
2.0 

15.6 
16.2 
73.9 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses 

52.4 
81.7 
86.5 
9 0 . 6 
81.7 
67.4 
89.4 
45.9 
50.8 
81.7 
85.3 
73.9 
60.1 
51.2 
96.7 
73.9 
74.7 
18.2 

Private College 
and University 

Presidents (N=344) 
Groups 2 and 4 

Per Cent 
NO 

Responses 

13.0 
25.2 
12.2 
4.0 

14.5 
19.1 
•5.2 
41.5 
40.9 
22.3 
20.9 
21. 8 
38.3 
25.0 
2.3 

24.4 
21.2 
73.8 

Per Cent 
YES 

Responses 

t 

83.4 
71.8 
82.5 
93.8 
78.7 
70.0 
88.0 
48.2 
46.2 
74.7 
75.2 
69.7 
49.7 
70.6 
96.5 
68.0 
71.2. 
17.1 

NO 

8.33** 
-2„88*4 
- .04 
1.37 
.70 

2.22* 
. 42 

1.93 
.51 

-1.83# 
-3.21** 
- . 56 
-1.25# 
5.29** 
- .25 
-1.68 
-1.52 

.03 

*P= <.05 
**P=<.01 
#Does not correspond to the test of 

alternate response due to a small number 
to this item. 

YES 

-8.14** 
2.77** 
1.31 
-1.45 

.90 
- -67# 

.53 
- .55 
1.10 
2.01* 
2.99** 
1.11 
2.50* 
-4.SO** 

• 13 
1.55 
.94 
• 35 

significance for the 
of non-respondents 

I- Administration and Control 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for fifteen of the nineteen 

items under the area of Administration and Control of the 

Intercollegiate Athletic Program. There was a significant 

•difference in the combined responses of public college and 
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university presidents as compared to private college and. uni-

versity presidents on the following items: 

A. The control of intercollegiate athletics ought 
to be primarily the responsibility of the college and 
university presidents. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

public college and university presidents indicated moderate 

agreement, while private college and university presidents 

indicated only slight agreement, 

B. The administration of intercollegiate athletics 
and physical education ought to be accomplished by a 
single administrative head. 

Public college and university presidents were about evenly 

divided on this concept; however, private college and university 

presidents indicated moderate agreement. 

C. Each institution ought to have some type of 
athletic board or faculty committee that establishes 
the athletic policies of the institution. 

Both groups indicated strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a significantly greater per cent of public college 

and university presidents were in agreement. 

D. Members of the faculty athletic council ought 
to be elected by the faculty at large rather than being 
appointed by institutional administrators. 

Public college and university presidents were moderately 

agre.ed on this concept, while private college and university 

presidents were almost evenly divided on this concept. 

E. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to 
be an integral part of the physical education department. 
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Public college and. university presidents moderately agreed 

with this concept, while private college and university pres-

idents strongly agreed with this concept. 

G. Each institution which conducts an inter-
collegiate athletic program ought to be in, or seek 
affiliation with, an athletic conference. 

Both groups indicated agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of public college and university 

presidents were in agreement. 

H. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to 
be expanded in an effort to provide the opportunity for 
greater numbers of students to participate. 

Both groups indicated agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of public college and university 

presidents were in agreement. 

I. Scholastic eligibility of students participating 
in the intercollegiate athletic program ought to be de-
termined solely by the individual institution. 

Both groups disagreed with this concept; however, a sig-

nificantly greater per cent of public college and university 

presidents disagreed with this concept. 

L. Institutions ought to seek to control the number 
of out of state students recruited for the various inter-
collegiate sports activities. 

Public college and university presidents indicated moderate 

agreement with this concept, while private college and university 

presidents moderately disagreed. 

M. Students participating in the intercollegiate y 

athletic program ought, to be excused from physical edu-
cation activity classes. 
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Both groups -//ere in agreement with this concept; how-

ever-, a significantly greater per cent of private college and 

university presidents indicated agreement with this concept. 

N„ Due to the academic -schedule demands, student 
participation in the intercollegiate program ought to 
be limited to one sport. 

Both groups strongly disagreed with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of public college and uni-

versity presidents indicated disagreement with this concept. 

0. Institutions ought to provide special housing 
arrangements for students participating in the inter-
collegiate athletic program. 

Both groups indicated strong disagreement with this con-

cept; however, a highly significant per cent of private college 

and university presidents disagreed with this concept (more 

than 90 per cent). 

Q. Freshmen ought to be eligible for varsity 
competition in all sports and at all levels of inter-
collegiate competition. 

Public college and university presidents were equally 

divided on this concept, while private college and university 

presidents indicated moderate agreement. 

Providing an additional year of college, such 
as the_"red-shirt" program, ought to be retained as an 
essential feature of the intercollegiate program. 

•Both groups indicated strong disagreement with this con-

cept; however, a significantly greater per cent of private 

college and university presidents disagreed with this concept. ; 
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S. Spring training, such as practice in football, 
ought to be justified as an integral part of the inter-
collegiate athletic program, since it serves to provide ' 
opportunity for participants x,o become more proficient 
in the athletic specialty. 

Public college and university presidents strongly agreed 

with this concept, while slight disagreement was indicated 

by private college and university presidents. 

These findings seemed to indicate that public college 

and university presidents perceive the area of Administration 

and Control of the Intercollegiate Athletic Program differ-

ently from private college and university presidents. Hypoth-

esis 4 was accepted for the fifteen items listed above, but 

was rejected for the remaining four items found in this category. 

II. Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility 
and Qualifications 

. The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .03' level of confidence for three of the six items under 

the area of Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility and Quali-

fications. There was a significant difference in the combined 

responses of public college and university presidents as com-

pared to private college and university presidents on the 

following items: 

B. Members of the athletic staff ought to be eli-
gible for tenure, academic rank, and other fringe bene- ! 

fits on the same basis as other faculty members. 

Both groups s"cronĝ .y agreed with thxs concept; however, a 

significantly greater per cent of private college snd universitv 

presidents wers in a 
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C. The athletic coach, by che very nature of his 
position, ought to expect mors pressure from within the 
institution to produce tangible results of his efforts 
than other members of the faculty. 

Both groups strongly disagreed with this concept; however, 

private college and university presidents indicated a higher 

per cent of disagreement. 

D. Coaches ought to teach basic physical education 
course offerings. 

Both groups indicated strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a significantly greater per cent of private college 

and university presidents were in agreement. 

Since three of the six items were found to be signifi-

cant, these findings seemed to indicate that these two groups 

were evenly divided on their perceptions of the area under 

Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility and Qualifications. 

Hypothesis 4 was accepted for the three items listed above, 

but was rejected for the remaining three items found in this 

category. 

Ill. Financial Consideration 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for four of the eight items 

under the area of Financial Consideration. There was a sig-

nificant difference in the combined responses of public col-

lege and university presidents as compared to private college 

and. university presidents on the following items: 
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A. Athletes ought' to be granted financial aid on 
the same basis as any other student applying for finan-
cial assistance. 

Both groups indicated strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a significantly greater per cent.of private college 

and university presidents were in agreement. 

D. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to 
be financed by budget allocation in the same manner as 
the other departments in the college or university. 

Both groups indicated strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a highly significant per cent of private college and 

.university presidents were in agreement (more than 90 per cent). 

E. Receipts from admissions to athletic contests 
ought to be regarded as a source of revenue for the 
general education fund. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a significantly greater per cent of private college and uni-

versity presidents were in agreement. 

F. When educational institutions exercise complete 
control over all aspects of the intercollegiate athletic 
program, the active solicitation of gifts and endowments 
for the expressed support of the intercollegiate athletic 
program ought to be considered an acceptable practice. 

Both groups indicated strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a significantly greater per cent" of public college 

and university presidents were in agreement. J 

Since four of the eight items- were found to be significant, 

these findings seemed to indicate that these two groups were 

evenly divided on their perceptions of the area under Financial 

Consideration. Hypothesis 4 was accepted for the four items 
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listed above, but: was rejected, for the remaining four items 

found in this category. 

IV. Intercollegiate Competition for Women 

The statistical analysis yielded a significant difference 

at the .05 level of confidence for one of the five items under 

the area of Intercollegiate Competition for Women. There was 

.a significant difference in the combined responses of public 

college and university presidents as compared to private col-

lege and university presidents on the following item: 

B. Institutions that conduct an intercollegiate 
sports program for women ought to be permitted to operate 
on the same basis as the men's program. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

public college and university presidents indicated a signifi-

cantly greater per cent of .negative responses. 

These findings seemed to indicate that the perceptions 

of these groups regarding Intercollegiate Competition for 

Women were not significantly different. Hypothesis 4 was 

accepted only for the one item listed above due to the nega-

tive responses being significantly different, but was rejected 

for the remaining four items found in this category. 
J 

Outside Agencies 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for four of the five items under 

the area of Outside Agencies. There was a significant difference 
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in the combined responses of public college and university 

presidents as compared to private college and university 

presidents on the following items: 

A. Post-season competition ought to be an accept-
able practice when sanctioned by the National Collegiate 
Athletic Association (NCAA) or the National Association 
of Intercollegiate Athletics (NAIA). 

Both groups were in strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a significantly greater per cent of public college 

and university presidents were in agreement. 

B. Athletic booster clubs ought to be recognized 
as a positive influence when properly organized and 
conducted. 

Both groups indicated strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a significantly greater per cent of public college 

and university presidents were in agreement. 

D. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to 
encourage capable students to seek employment by pro-
fessional teams after graduation. 

Public college and university presidents indicated moderate 

agreement with this concept, while public college and university 

presidents indicated slight agreement. 

E. Under certain conditions, non-faculty individ-
uals residing in the community who possess particular 
athletic proficiencies ought to be permitted to assist 
in the coaching of athletic teams. 

Slight agreement was indicated by public college and 

university presidents, while private college and university 

presidents indicated strong agreement with' this concept. 
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Since four of the five items were found to be significant, 

these findings seemed to indicate that the. perceptions of 

these two groups regarding Outside Agencies were different. 

Hypothesis 4 w&s accepted for the four items listed above, but 

was rejected for the remaining item found in this category. 

VI. Publicity and Public Relations 

The statistical analysis yielded no significant differ-

ences at the .05 level of confidence for the four items under 

the area of Publicity and Public Relations. These findings 

seemed to indicate that public college and university pres-

idents and private college and university presidents were in 

agreement on the five items under this area of concern. Hypoth-

esis 4 was rejected for all items found in this category. 

Findings Concerning Hypothesis 5 

The research hypothesis was: there will be a significant 

difference between the combined responses of public and pri-

vate college presidents on each item when compared with the 

combined responses of public and private university presidents. 

The results of the tests for significance between per-

centages as reported in Table XI revealed twenty-four items 

with ratios significant at the accepted level of confidence 

(P=-;.05). The remaining twenty-three items .revealed ratios -

which were not significant, indicating-agreement between the 

two groups. 
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TABLE II 

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE •TFFERENCE BETWEEN PERCENTAGES OF 
COMBINED RESPONSES OF PUBLIC ANU PRIVATE COLLEGE 

PRESIDENTS' (N=453) AND PUBLIC AND PRIVATE 
UNIVERSITY PRESIDENTS (N=137) REGARDING 

THEIR PERCEPTIONS OF THE ROLE OF 
INTERCOLLEGIATE ATHLETICS 

IN HIGHER EDUCATION 

C Public and Private Public and Private 
A University Pres- College President's 
T I idents (N=137) (N—4 53 ) t 
E T 

E 
M 

Groups 1 and 2 Groups 3 and 4 
G 
O 

T 
E 
M Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent 

R NO YES NO YES NO YES 
Y Responses Responses Responses Responses 

I A 23.4 69.3 46.5 50.7 -3.76** 3.33* 
B 51.0 45.2 33.4 56.9 2.62*' -2.41* 
C 2.1 96.3 3.5 95.1 - .32 .59 
D 53.2 35.7 47.6 43.9 1.15 -1.70 
E 54.0 40.1 21.3 74.1 7.26*' -7.37* 
F 3.0 36.3 3.7 94.2 2.03* -2.33* 
G IB.9 73.7 21.3 71.7 - .73 .46 
H 27.0 65.6 32.4 59.3 -1.20 1.32 
I 65.0 30.6 68.6 27.5 - . 66 .71 
J 51.0 35.7 51.2 43.0 — . 04 -1.52 
K 14.5 71.-5 20.9 63.3 -1.66 .60 
L 56.2 36.4 47 • 4 44.1 1.31 -1.60 
M 21.3 72.2 42.6 50.3 -4.40** 4-52* 
N 31.0 16.0 30.3 15.4 .13 .17 
0 31.0 10.9 91.3 5.9 -3.36*' 2.00* 
P 41.6 51.0 45.9' 49.6 - .39 .29 
Q 66.4 23.4 35.9 53.4 6.32** -6.16* 
R 73.1 15.3 31.3 7.5 - .97# 2.75* 
S 19.7 73.7 49.0 45.6 -6.03*' 5.77* 

II A 43.7 54.0 15.0 33.2 7.15-< -7.05* 
B 40.1 53.2 10.3 36.7 3.10*» < -3.42* 
C 53.3 35.7 77.2 20.7 -4-36*' * 3 • 59* 
D 33.5 54.7 11.9 30.7 5.91*' < -6.13* 
E 44 • 5 43.9 ' 16.1 79.4 6.95*> -6.99* 
F 70.3 27.7 40.6 57.3 6.20*' -6.07* 

III A 32.1 66.4 10.3 33.0 6.20*' < -5.90* 
B 2k.0 71.5 -•9.2 36.9 4.57*' < -4.24* 
C 27.0 63.5 39.5 51.4 -2.66*' 2.49* 
D 13.9 75.1 11.0 36.7 2.42* -3.25* 



113 

H't A q ' f ' 
.a cLu. ii- muea 

C Public and Private Public and Private 
A University Pres- College Presidents 
T I idents (N=137) *(N=453) ' t 
E 
P 

T 
TP 

Groups 1 and 2 Groups 3 and 4 
ur 

0 

±li 
M Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent 

R NO YES NO YES NO YES 
Y Responses Responses Responses Responses 

E 33.6 56.9 21.3 . 74.6 3.94** -3 . 93*: 

F 10.9 37.5 2l\. 2 72.4' -3.34** 3.62*; 

G 10.2 86. 3 12, 3 83.4 - .31 .96 
H 9.4 86.8 3.7 94.2 2.63** -2.33*: 

IY A 12.4 31.0 16.3 79.6 -1.11 . 3 6 

B 21.1 68.6 22.7 69.0 - .39 - ,09 
C 5.1 86.8 5.7 89.1 - .27 - .74 
D 45.9 44.5 44.5 43.1 .29 - .74 
E 43-0 47.4 41.5 43.3 • 31 - .13 

V A 16.0 82.. 4 20.9 76.1 -1.26 1.55 
B 13.8 8L, . 6 17.6 77.9 -1.04,, 1.70 
C 16.0 73,3 22.5 69.3 - I . 6 4 # 2.16* 
D 35.0 54.0 3 6 . 6 54.0 - .34 .00 
E 29.1 67.8 35.0 60.9 -1.23 1.46 

VI A 2.1 94.8 2.2 97.1 - .07 -1.30 
B 19.7 73.7 22.7 69.5 - .74 • 94 
C 13-1 75.1 20.9 71.9 -2.0 Zl* .74# 
D 74-4 19.7 73.7 16.9 .16 .75' 

*P=<.05 
**P=< .01 
#Does not correspond to the test of significance for the 

alternate response due to a small number of non-respondents 
to this item. 

I. Administration and Control 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for nine of the nineteen items 

under the area of Administration and Control of the Intercol-

legiate Athletic Program. There was a significant difference 

in the combined responses of public and private college 
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presidents as compared to public and private university pres-

idents on the following items: 

A. The control of intercollegiate athletics ought 
to be primarily the responsibility of the college and 
universit3^ presidents. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

only slight agreement was Indicated by public and private col-

lege presidents, while a significantly large per cent of 

public and private university presidents were in agreement. 

B. The administration of intercollegiate athletics 
and. physical education ought to be accomplished by a 
single administrative head. 

Public and private college presidents indicated moderate 

agreement with this concept, while slight disagreement was 

indicated by public and private university presidents. 

E. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to 

be an integral part of the physical education department. 

A significantly high per cent of public and private college 

presidents indicated agreement with this concept, while moderate 

disagreement was indicated by public and private university 

presidents. 
F. Each institution ought to have a written code 

of ethics which reveals the philosophy of the institu-
tion regarding intercollegiate athletics. 

Both groups indicated strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a highly significant per cent of public and private 

college presidents were in agreement (more than 90 per cent). 

M. Students participating in the intercollegiate 
athletic program ought: to be excused from physical edu-
cation activity classes. 
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Both gi'oups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

public and private college presidents indicated only slight 

agreement, while a highly significant per cent of public and 

private university presidents were in agreement. 

0. Institutions ought to provide special housing 
arrangements for students participating in the inter-
collegiate athletic program. 

Both groups indicated strong disagreement with this con-

cept; however, a highly significant per cent of public and 

private college presidents were in disagreement with this 

concept (more than 90 per cent). 

Q. Freshmen ought to be eligible for varsity 
competition in all sports and at all levels of inter-
collegiate competition. 

Public and private college presidents indicated moderate 

agreement with this concept, while strong disagreement was 

indicated by public and private university presidents. 

R. Providing an additional year of college, such 
as the "red-shirtJT program, ought to be retained as an 
essential feature of the intercollegiate program. 

Both groups indicated strong agreement with this concept; 

however, public and private university presidents indicated a 

significantly greater per cent of negative responses. 

S. Spring training, such as practice in football, 
ought to be justified as an integral part of the inter-
collegiate athletic program since it serves to provide 
opportunity for participants to become more proficient 
in their athletic specialty. ' 

Public and private college presidents were almost evenly 

divided on this concept; however, a highly significant per cent 
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of public and private university presidents indicated agree-

ment . 

Since nine of the nineteen items were found to be sig-

nificant, these findings seemed to indicate that the per-

ceptions of these two groups were about evenly divided 

regarding the area of Administration and Control of the 

Intercollegiate Athletic Program, Hypothesis 5 was accepted 

for the nine items listed above, but was rejected for the 

remaining ten items found in this category. 

II. Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility 
and Qualifications -

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for all six items under the 

area of Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility and Qualifi-

cations. There was a significant difference in the combined 

responses of public and private college presidents as compared 

to public and private university presidents on the following 

items: 

A. All members of the athletic coaching staff ought 
to be members of the teaching faculty of the institution. 

Both groups -were in agreement wibh this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of public and private college 

presidents indicated agreement. 

B. Members of the athletic staff ought to be eligi-
ble for tenure, academic rank and other fringe benefits 
on the same basis as other faculty members. 
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Both groups vrere in agreement with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of public and private college 

presidents indicated agreement. 

C. The athletic coach, by the very nature of his 
positionj ought to expect more pressure from within the 
institution to produce tangible results of his efforts 
than other members of the faculty. 

Both groups disagreed with this concept; however, a sig-

nificantly greater per cent of public and private college 

presidents disagreed with this concept. 

D. Coaches ought to teach basic physical education 
course offerings. 

Both groups indicated agreement with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent of public and private college 

presidents were in agreement. 

E. Coaches ought to be professionally prepared 
teachers of physical education. 

Public and private college presidents indicated strong 

agreement with this concept, while public and private uni-

versity presidents were about evenly divided on this concept. 

F. The attainment of the Ph.D. or an equivalent-
professional degree ought to be as important for the 
coach as for any other member cf the college or uni-
versity faculty. 

Public and private college presidents indicated moderate 

agreement with this concept, while a highly significant per 

cent of public and private university presidents disagreed 

with this concept. 
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These findings seemed to indicate that public and private 

college presidents perceive the area of Athletic Staff Members: 

Responsibility and Qualifications differently from public and 

private university presidents.. Hypothesis 5 was accepted for 

the six items listed above. 

H I . Financial Consideration 

The statistical analysis yielded significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for seven of the eight items 

under the area of Financial Consideration. There was a sig-

nificant difference in the combined responses of public and 

private college presidents as compared to public and private 

university presidents on the following items: 

A. Athletes ought to be granted, financial aid on 
the same basis as any other student applying for finan-
cial assistance. 

Both groups were in agreement with this concept; however, 

a highly significant per cent"of public and private college 

presidents indicated agreement. 

B. An activity fee ought to be charged even though 
all students do not desire to attend intercollegiate 
athletic events. 

Both groups were in strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a significantly greater per cent of public and private 

college presidents indicated agreement. 

C. Intercollegiate athletic programs can be edu-
cationally justified with regard to the -amount of money 
spent for the number of students involved. 
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Public and private college presidents indicated slight 

agreement with this concept, while a significantly greater 

per cent of public and private university presidents were in 

strong agreement with this concept. 

D. The intercollegiate athletic program ought to 
be financed by budget allocation in the same manner as 
the other departments in the college or university. 

Both groups were in strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a significantly greater per cent of public and pri-

vate college presidents indicated agreement. 

E. Receipts from admissions to athletic contests 
ought to be regarded as a source of revenue for the 
general education fund. 

Both groups indicated agreement with this concept; how-

ever, a significantly greater per cent of public and private 

college presidents were in agreement. 

F. When educational institutions exercise complete 
control over all aspects of the intercollegiate athletic 
program, the active solicitation of gifts and endowments 
for the expressed support of the intercollegiate athletic 
program ought to be considered an acceptable practice. 

Both groups indicated strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a significantly greater per cent of public and pri-

vate university presidents were in agreement. 

H. Payment of financial aid to student athletes 
in the form of cash ought to be discouraged except in 
receipt of payment for services rendered for working 
at a specific job. 

Both groups indicated strong agreement with this concept; 

however, a highly significant per cent of public and private 

university presidents were in agreement (more than 90 per cent). 
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Since responses to seven of t,he eight items were found 

to be significant.].1/ different, the findings seemed to indi-

cate that public and private college presidents perceive the 

area of Financial Consideration differently from public and 

private university presidents. Hypothesis 5 was accepted 

for the seven items listed above, but was rejected for the 

remaining item found in this category. 

IV. Intercollegiate Competition for Women 

The statistical analysis yielded no significant differences 

at the .05 level of confidence for the five items under the area 

of Intercollegiate Competition for Women. The findings seemed 

to indicate that both groups were in agreement on the five items 

under this area of concern. Hypothesis 5 was rejected for all 

items in this category. 

Z• Outside.Agencies 

The statistical analysis yielded a significant difference 

at the .05 level of confidence for one of the five items under 

the area of Outside Agencies. There was a significant differ-

ence in the combined responses of public and private college 

presidents as compared to public and private university pres-

idents on the following item: 

C. _The intercollegiate program ought to provide 
opportunities which naturally lead to pre para t i o n for 
Olympic competition. 
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Both groups indicated strong; agreement with this concept; 

however, a significantly greater per cent of public .and private 

university presidents were in agreement. 

These findings seemed to indicate that the perceptions 

of public and private college presidents when compared with 

perceptions of public and private university presidents were 

not significantly different regarding the area of Oatside • 

Agencies. Hypothesis 5 was accepted for the one item listed 

above, but was rejected for the remaining four items found-

in this category. 

VI. Publicity and Public Relations 

The statistical analysis yielded a significant difference 

at the .05 level of confidence for one of the four items under 
% 

the area of Publicity and Public Relations. There was a sig-

nificant difference in the combined responses of public and 

private college presidents as compared to public and private 

university presidents on the following item: 

C. Sportscasters and newspapermen ought to be 
-granted personal interviews with students participating 
in the intercollegiate athletic program. 

Both groups indicated strong agreement with this concept; 

however, public and private college presidents indicated a sig-

nificantly greater per cent of negative responses. 

These findings seemed to indicate that the perceptions 

of public and private college presidents when compared with 



122 

perceptions of public and private university presidents, were 

not significantly different regarding the area of Publicity 

and Public Relations. Hypothesis 5 was accepted only for the 

one it era listed above due to the negative responses being 

significantly different, but was rejected for the remaining 

four items found in this category. 

A summary ox the results of these findings is presented 

in Chapter V. 



CHAPTER V 

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Summary 

The purposes of this study were to determine the percep-

tions of college and university presidents concerning the 

role of intercollegiate athletics in higher education, to 

identify the various similarities and differences regarding 

the role of intercollegiate athletics as perceived by college 

and university presidents, and to provide useful data for 

college administrators, faculty and staff to utilize when 

implementing new programs of operation or when evaluating 

existing practices. Sub-purposes were to compare the per-

ceptions of each of six groups of college and university 

presidents (Group 1, private university presidents (Group 2), 

public college presidents (Group 3)> and private college 

presidents (Group 4). In addition, the combined Groups 1 and 

2 were compared with Groups 3 and 4 as well as comparing 

Groups 1 and 3 with Groups 2 and 4. 

The investigation was initiated with a review of the 

literature. From this investigation, a questionnaire was 

constructed utilizing the concepts formulated from the issues, 

trends and questions which were revealed. The questionnaire 

123 
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was designed to be used specifically to compare the responses 

of college and university presidents regarding the role of 

intercollegiate athletics in higher education. In an effort 

to establish the validity and reliability of the question-

naire, a panel of eleven judges was randomly selected from 

the presidents of junior colleges in Texas. Responses ob-

tained from the panel of judges served as an aid in the con-

struction of a final questionnaire which contained forty-seven 

items classified within the following six categories: (1) 

Administration and Control--19 items, (2) Athletic Staff 

Members: Responsibility and Qualifications--6 items, (3) 

Financial Consideration—3 items, (4) Intercollegiate Compe-

tition for Women-~5 items, (5) Outside Agencies—5 items, and 

(6) Publicity and Public Relations--4 items. 

The population to be surveyed was then selected, which 

was the presidents of four-year colleges and universities 

throughout the United States. The questionnaire was mailed 

to 9^3 presidents for their consideration. Each president 

was requested to respond to each item on the questionnaire 

either yes or no. Space was provided for comments following 

each item. The frame of reference by which the presidents 

were, to answer the questionnaire was this: what ought to be 

the role of intercollegiate athletics in higher education 

rather than what is the present status. 

line responses of 590 presidents, representing 61.3 per 

cent of trie population surveyed, were statistically analyzed 
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for the purposes ox this study. The statistical procedure 

used to analyze the data was the test for significance of 

the difference between two percentages. The .05 level of 

confidence was accepted as significant for rejecting each 

of the null hypotheses. 

The following results were obtained from the computed 

data which was transferred from the mailed questionnaire. 

Summary of Findings Pertaining to Hypothesis 1(a) 

The extent to which the responses of the public univer-

sity presidents differed significantly from the responses of 

private university presidents was represented by sixteen items 

of the forty-seven items significant at the accepted level of 

confidence (P=.05). Ten of the sixteen items were found to 

be significant in the same direction. Diverse responses were 

revealed on the other six items by Group 1 and Group 2. Since 

the 2'emaining thirty-one items revealed ratios which were not 

significantj it seems that there is general agreement between 

these two groups regarding the role of intercollegiate ath-

letics in higher education. Hypothesis 1(a) was accepted for 

the sixteen items found to be significantly different, but 

was rejected for the remaining thirty-one items. 

Summary of Findings Pertaining; to Hypo the si s 1(b) 

The extent to which the responses of the public university 

presidents differed significantly from the responses of public 
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college presidents, was represented by fcwenty-five of the 

forty-seven items significant at the accepted level of con-

fidence (P=.05). Eighteen of the twenty-five items were 

found to be significant in the same direction. Diverse 

responses were revealed on the other seven items by Group 1 

and Group 3« Since the remaining twenty-two items, which 

were not found to be significantly different, do not repre-

sent a majofiry of the total items, it seems that Group 1 

and Group 3 perceive the role of intercollegiate athletics 

in higher education somewhat differently. Hypothesis 1(b) 

was accepted for the twenty-five items found to be signifi-

cantly different, but was rejected for the remaining twenty-

two items. 

Summary of Findings Pertaining to Hypothesis l_(_cJ 

The extent to which the responses of the public university 

presidents differed significantly from the responses of private 

college presidents was represented by thirty—two of the forty-

seven items significant at the accepted level of confidence 

(P=.05). Twenty-five of the thirty-two items were found, to be 

signit .leant in the same direction. Diverse responses were re-

vealed on the other seven items by Group 1 and Group 4. Since 

ohe remaining iifteen items, which were not found to be sig-

nificantly different, do not represent a majority of the total 

items, it seems that Group 1 and Group 4 perceive the role of 

intercollegiate athletics somewhat differently. Hypothesis 1(c) 
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was accepted for she thirty-two iieia found to be significantly-

different, but was rejected for the remaining fifteen items. 

Summary of Findings Pertaining to Hypothesis 2(a) 

The extent to which the responses of the public college 

presidents differed significantly from the responses of pri-

vate university presidents, was represented by sixteen of the 

forty-seven items significant at the accepted level of confi-

dence (P=.05). Ten of the sixteen items were found to be 

significant in the same direction. Diverse responses were 

revealed on the other six items by Group 2 and Group 3. Since 

the remaining thirty-one items revealed ra.tios which were not 

significant, it seems that there is general agreement between 

these two groups regarding the role of intercollegiate ath-

letics in higher education. Hypothesis 2(a) was accepted for 

the sixteen items found to be significantly different but was 

rejected for the remaining thirty-one items. 

Summary of Findings Pertaining to Hypothesis 2(b) 

The extent to which the responses of the public college 

presidents differed significantly from the .responses of pri-

vate college presidents was represented by thirteen of the 

forty-seven items significant at the accepted level of confi-

dence (P=.05). Ten of the thirteen items were found to be 

significant in the same direction. Diverse responses were re-

vealed on the other three items by Group 3 and Group /+. Since 
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the remaining thirty-four items revealed ratios which were 

not significant, it seems that there is general agreement 

between these two groups regarding the role of intercollegiate 

athletics in higher education. Hypothesis 2(b) was accepted 

for the thirteen items found to be significantly different, 

but was rejected for the remaining thirty-four items. 

Summary of Findings Pertaining to Hypothesis J3 

The extent to which responses of the private university 

presidents differed significantly from the responses of pri-

vate college presidents was represented by eighteen of the 

forty-seven items significant at the accepted level of confi-

dence (P=.05). Twelve of the eighteen items were found to be 

significant in the same direction. Diverse responses were 

revealed on the other six items by Group 2 and Group 4. 

Since the remaining twenty-nine items revealed ratios which 

were not significant, it seems that there is general agreement 

between these two groups regarding the role of intercollegiate 

athletics in higher education. Hypothesis 3 was accepted for 

the eighteen items found to be significantly different, but 

was rejected for the remaining twenty-nine items. 

Summary of the Findings Pertaining to Hypothesis ^ 

The extent to which the combined responses of public col-

lege and university presidents differed significantly from the 

combined responses of private college and university presidents 
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was represented by twenty-seven of the forty-seven Items 

significant at the accepted level of confidence (P-.0.5). 

Twenty-two of the twenty-seven items were found to be sig-

nificant in the same direction. Diverse responses were 

revealed on the other five Items by these two groups. Since 

the remaining twenty items that revealed ratios which were 

not significant do not represent a majority of the total . 

items, it seems that the combined Groups 1 and 2 perceive the 

role of intercollegiate athletics in higher education some-

what differently than the combined Groups 3 and 4- Hypoth-

esis 4 was accepted for the twenty-seven items found to be 

significantly different, but was rejected for the remaining 

twenty items. 

Summary of Findings Pertaining to Hypothesis 5. 

The extent to which the combined responses of public and 

private college presidents differed significantly from the 

combined responses of public and private university presidents 

was represented by twenty-four of the forty-seven Items sig-

nificant at the accepted level of confidence (P=.05). Eighteen 

of the twenty-four items were found to be significant in the 

same direction. Diverse responses were revealed on the other 

six items by these two groups. Since the remaining twenty-

three items revealed ratios which were not significant, it 

seems that these two groups perceive the role of intercollegiate 

athletics in higher education somewhat differently. Hypothesis 5 
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was accepted for the twenty-four items found, to be signif-

icantly different, but was rejected for the remaining twenty-

three items. 

Conclusions 

It is concluded that the role of intercollegiate athletics 

in higher education is revealed to be an integral part of the 

total educational program in most, institutions throughout the 

United States. Some of the following conclusions substantiate 

this claim while others indicate a need for change or re-

evaluation of certain aspects of the program. 

1. On the basis of the evidence revealed from this study, 

it is concluded that presidents are generally in agreement with 

the majority of concepts contained in the questionnaire, which 

were structured to delineate the relation of intercollegiate 

athletics to the various aspects of the institutional philosophy 

2. Intercollegiate athletics ought to be budgeted, con-

trolled and receive the same amount of attention by the pres-

ident as any other program conducted by the institution. 

3. Concern and action on the part of the president ought 

to serve as an effective measure in keeping athletics in proper 

relation to other programs of the institution. 

4. Faculty members ought to play a vital role in estab-

lishing athletic policy and ought to be elected by the faculty 

ao large rather tnan oeing appointed by the president to serve 

on the athletic council. 



131 

\ 

( oJ It is concluded that- p,resi ient-s perceive intercol 

legiate athletics to be educationally justifiable regardin. 

the amount of money spent for the number of students involved. 

6. Intercoll.egi.ate competition for women is desirable 

and programs ought to be developed to meet the needs of women 

students. 

7. Public universities ought to separate athletics from 

physical education and administer each program with an indi-

vidual administrative head. 

3. The role of the athletic coach ought to be more clearly 

defined regarding responsibility and qualifications. 

9- Athletes ought to receive financial, aid on the same 

basis as any other student. 

10,' Post-season competition ought to be an acceptable 

practice when sanctioned by the NCAA or MIA. 

11. More publicity for intercollegiate athletics seems 

unwarranted; however, the televising of contests ought to be 

encouraged presumably as a source of revenue for both the 

institution and conference. Furthermore, institutions ought 

to control sports releases to outside news agencies, while 

interviews with players ought to be permitted. 

1*:. i'he nred-sh-irt" or five-year program ought to be 

discontinued. 

It i further concluded that college and university pres-

idents are apparently concerned about the role intercollegiate 
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athletics ougnt to play in higher education as evidenced, by 

the number of respondents >rho contributed both time and effort 

by responding to the questionnaire designed for this study. 

While some of the preceding conclusions substantiate the 

claim that intercollegiate athletics serve an educational 

function, the role it plays within the institution is con-

tingent upon a number of factors which may be related to the 

size of the institution, the attitude of the administration, 

faculty and students toward the intercollegiate program and 

finances. Other related aspects such as tradition, number 

of students participating in 'che program and success as 

measured by win-loss record serve to establish the atmosphere 

and philosophy which prevails within each institution. 

R e c Qmmendations 

As a result of this study, the following recommendations 

are made: 

1. Each of the six categories found in this study ought 

to oe explored in depth. In addition, special attention to 

recruxling from the administrator1s viewpoint would be appro-

priate . 

<t. A comparative study of the present status of inter-

collegiate atnletics wirh what the role ought to be should 

clarify some existing problems. 

3. special attention to the present and future status of 

inoercol.iegj.ar-e competition for women ought to be examined by 
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the president and his administrative staff to determine the 

proper course of action to meet the needs ox' all students. 

4. Separate housing for student athletes ought to be 

discouraged in order to prevent special consideration for 

any group of students. 

5. Instead of eliminating the intercollegiate athletic 

program or making unwarranted changes, administrators, 

coaches, and faculty ought to work together in an effort to 

eliminate some of the causal factors. 

6. More publicity is not needed, but a broader coverage, 

especially of the minor sports, would be beneficial. 

7. Administrators ought to evaluate the athletic pro-

gram periodically to determine whether or not it meets the 

particular needs of the institution. 

8. Serious consideration ought to be given to the finan-

cial aid program and the method of disbursement of aid to 

students. 

9. Efforts ought to be continued to develop and improve 

research techniques designed to measure the perceptions of 

educators at all levels, in an effort to improve the inter-

collegiate program offerings for the participation and enjoy-

ment of a maximum number of students. 
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NORTH TEXAS STATS UNIVERSITY 
Denton, Texas 

76203 

Intercollegiate athletics is one of the most perplexing 
issues with which administrators must deal. Varied opinions 
have been expressed from the many segments of our college and • 
university publics. The enclosed research instrument has been 
designed to sample the perceptions of the chief administrator 
of institutions of higher learning regarding what ought to be 
the role of intercollegiate athletics in higher education. 
Only the perceptions of college and university presidents will 
be under consideration in this dissertation study. 

In an effort to establish the validity of the enclosed 
questionnaire, you are respectfully requested to serve as a 
member of a panel of judges composed of junior college pres-
idents. You are asked to respond to the questionnaire in the 
following manner: 

(1) Please record your reaction to the validity of each 
item on the attached questionnaire by circling the appropriate 
number in the left margin. If the item is clear and appropri-
ate to the instrument, circle 1; if the item is not clear nor 
appropriate to the instrument, circle 3; if the item is ques-
tionable or you are undecided concerning the validity of the 
item, circle 2. 

(2) Also, would you please record your personal percep-
tion of the specific practice indicated in each item by cir-
cling either yes or no in the right margin. Additional comments 
are optional. 

It is recognized that the demands for your time are many; 
however, your response to this study whould serve to synthesize 
contemporary thought regarding intercollegiate athletics. Your 
considered judgments will be truly appreciated and the contri-
bution^ you will make can provide essential guidelines necessary 
to assist other educators in coping with related problems in 
the realm of Intercollegiate athletics. 

Sincerely yours, 

Robert T. Mason 
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THE ROLE OF INTERCOLLEGIATE ATHLETICS 
IN HIGHER EDUCATION 

Directions: Yon are requested to indicate your reaction to 
each item bv circling the appropriate answer. If there 
are specific items you wish to qualify, please feel 
free to utilize the space provided for comments which 
follows each item. In the event you wish to suggest 
additional items, space is provided on the final page_̂  
of this questionnaire. The information collected will 
be kept strictly confidential and the data collected 
will be revealed only in terms of collective replies. 
In no instance will individual perceptions be revealed 
by name or institution. 

VALIDITY I. Administration and Control of the Item. 
RESPONSES Intercollegiate Athletic Program. Responses 

1 2 3 A. The control of intercollegiate 
athletics ought to be primarily 
the responsibility of the col-
lege and university presidents. YES NO 

1 2 3 B. The administration of intercol-
legiate athletics and physical 
education ought to be accom-
plished by a single administra-
tive head. YES NO 

1 2 3 C. Each institution ought to have 
some type of athletic board or 
faculty committee that estab-
lishes the athletic policies of 
the Institution. YES NO 

1 2 3 D. Members of the faculty athletic 
council ought to be elected by 
the faculty at large rather than 
being appointed by institutional 
administrators. - YES NO 
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VALIDITY Item 
RESPONSES Responses 

1 2 3 E. The intercollegiate athletic pro-
gram ought to be an integral part 
of the physical education depart-
ment. * " YES NO 

1 2 3 Eaich institution ought to have a 
written code of ethics which re-
veals the"philosophy of the insti-
tution regarding intercollegiate 
athletics. • YES NO 

1 2 3 G. Each institution which conducts an 
intercollegiate athletic program 
ought to be in/or seek affilication 
with an athletic conference. YES NO 

1 2 3 H. The intercollegiate athletic pro-
gram ought to be expanded in an 
effort to provide the opportunity 
for greater numbers of students 
to participate. YES NO 

1 2 3 1. Scholastic eligibility of students 
participating in the intercollegiate 
athletic program ought to be deter-
mined solely by the individual in-
stitution. YES NO 

1 2 3 J* The college and university pres-
idents ought to personally define 
the limits of acceptable sports-
manship and be prepared to enforce 
these expectations for their par-
ticular institution. YES NO 
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VALIDITY Item 
RESPONSES Responses 

1 2 3 K. The values of competition ought 
to be most effectively realized 
through intercollegiate athletics. YES NO 

1 2 3 L. Institutions ought to seek to 
control the number of out of 
state students recruited for 
the various intercollegiate 
sports activities YES NO 

1 2 3 M. Students participating in the 
intercollegiate athletic program 
ought to be excused from physical 
education activity classes. YES NO 

1 2 3 N. Due to the academic schedule 
demands, student participation 
in the intercollegiate athletic 
program ought to be limited to 
one sport. YES NO' 

0. Institutions ought to provide 
special housing arrangements for 
students participating in the 
intercollegiate athletic program. 

YES NO 

3 P. Participants in the intercol-
legiate athletic program ought 
to receive physical education 
credit. _ . YES NO 
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VALIDITY 
RESPONSES 

1 2 3 Q. Freshmen ought to be eligible for 
varsity competition in all sports 
and at all levels of intercolle-
giate competition. 

Item 
Responses 

YES NO 

1 2 3 R. Providing an additional year of 
college, such as the "red shirt" 
program, ought to be retained as 
an essential feature of the inter-
collegiate program. YES' NO 

1 2 3 S. Spring training, such as practice 
in football, ought to be justified 
as an integral part of the inter-
collegiate athletic program since 
it serves to provide opportunity 
for participants to become more 
proficient in their athletic spe-
cialty. YES NO 

II. Athletic Staff Members: 
and Qualifications 

Responsibility 

1 2 3 A. All members of the athletic coach-
ing staff ought to be members of 
the teaching faculty of the insti-
tution. YES NO 

1 2 3 B. Members of the athletic staff ought 
to be eligible for tenure, academic 
rank and other fringe benefits on 
the same basis as other faculty 
members. YES NO 

1 2 3 C. The athletic coach, by the very 
nature of his position, ought to 
expect more pressure from, within 
the institution to produce tangible 
results of his efforts than other 
members of the faculty. YES NO 



VALIDITY 
RESPONSES 

1 2 3 D. Coaches ought to teach basic 
physical education course 
offerings, 

141 

I'D era 
Responses 

YES' NO 

1 2 3 E. Coaches ought to be professionally 
prepared, teachers of physical edu-
cation. YES NO 

1 2 3 F. The attainment of the Ph. D, or 
an equivalent professional degree 
ought to be as important for the 
coach as for any other member of 
the college or university faculty, IE3 NO 

III. Financial Consideration 

1 A. Athletes ought to be granted fi-
nancial. aid on the same basis as 
any other student applying for 
financial assistance. YES NO 

1 B. An activity fee ought to be 
charged even though all students 
do not desire to attend inter-
collegiate athletic events. YES NO 

1 3 C. Intei-collegiate athletic programs 
can be educationally justified 
with regard to the amount of money 
spent for the number of students 
involved. YES N'0 
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VALIDITY Item 
RESPONSES Response; 

1 2 3 D. The intercollegiate athletic 
program ought to be financed 
by budget allocation in the 
same manner "as the other de-
partments in the college or 
university. YES NO 

3 E. Receipts from admissions to 
athletic contests ought to be 
regarded as a source of revenue 
for the general education fund. YES NO 

F. V/hen educational institutions 
exercise complete control over 
all aspects of the intercollegiate 
athletic program, the active solic-
itation of gifts and endowments for 
the expressed support of the inter-
collegiate athletic program ought 
to be considered an acceptable 
practice. YES NO 

1 2 3 G. Coaches ought to be permitted to 
receive financial remuneration for 
public appearances and/or banquet 
addresses. YES NO 

1 2 3 H. Payment of financial aid to student 
athletes in the form of cash ought 
to be discouraged except in receipt 
of payment for services rendered for 
working at a specific job. YES NO 
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VALIDITY IV. Intercollegiate Competition for Item 
RESPONSES Women ' Responses 

1 2 3 A. Opportunities for competition on 
the Intercollegiate level ought 
to be provided for women. YES NO 

1 2 3 B. Institutions that conduct an 
intercollegiate sports program 
for women ought to be permitted 
to operate on the same basis as 
the men's program. YES NO 

C. When institutions provide inter-
collegiate athletic competition 
for women, the program ought to 
be controlled, and conducted by 
professionally competent women. YES NO 

1 2 3 D, When women demonstrate proficiency 
in sports, such as tennis and swim-
ming, and no women's team is spon-
sored by the institution, they 
ought to be allowed to qualify for 
the men's team, YES NO 

1 2 3 E. College and university presidents 
ought to personally investigate 
the various ramifications of 
competitive athletics for women. YES NO 

V. Outside Agencies 

1 2 3 A. Post season competition ought to 
be an acceptable practice when 
sanctioned by the National Colle-
giate Athletic Association (NCAA) 
or the National Association of 
Intercollegiate Athletics (NAIA). YES NO 
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VALIDITY 
RESPONSES Responses 

1 2 3 B. Athletic booster clubs ought to 
be recognized as a positive in-
fluence when properly organized 
and conducted. YES NO 

1 2 3 C. The intercollegiate athletic pro-
gram ought to provide opportuni-
ties which naturally lead to 
preparation for Olympic competi-
tion, : •" YES NO 

1 2 3 D. The intercollegiate athletic pro-
gram ought to encourage capable 
students to seek employment by 
professional teams after gradua-
tion. YES NO 

1 2 3 E. Under certain conditions, non-
faculty individuals residing in 
the community who possess par-
ticular athletic proficiencies 
ought to be permitted to assist 
in the coaching of athletic teams. YES NO 

VI. Publicity and Public Relations 

1 2 3 A. News releases concerning the 
athletic program ought to be 
cleared with the school sports 
information director or an 
equivalent person before release 
to outside news agencies. YES NO 

1 2 3 B. Televising of intercollegiate 
athletic contests ought to be 
encouraged. YES NO 
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VALIDITY Item 
RES PO NS ES Responses 

1 2 3 C. Sportscasters and newspapermen 
ought to be allowed in the 
dressing rooms after an athletic 
contest. ' YES NO 

1 2 3 D. Sportscasters and. newspapermen 
ought to be granted personal 
interviews with students par-
ticipating in the intercollegiate 
athletic program. YES NO 

E. Intercollegiate athletics ought 
to receive more publicity than 
it is now receiving. YES NO 

3 F. Intercollegiate athletics ought 
to receive less publicity than 
it is now receiving. YES NO 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

Thank you for your assistance. In the event the enclosed 
self-addressed stamped envelope is misplaced, please return 
the completed questionnaire to: 

Robert T. Mason 
Box 13916 
North Texas Station 
Denton, Texas 76203 
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NORTH TEXAS STATE UNIVERSITY 
Denton, Texas 

76203 

* 

In April you received a questionnaire structured to de-
termine the perceptions of college and university presidents 
concerning the"role of intercollegiate athletics in higher 
education. You were requested to serve as a member of a panel 
of judges to assist in determining the validity of items con-
tained in the research instrument. 

I am sure this is an infringement upon your busy schedule 
however, your assistance is respectfully requested. Due to the 
fact that only a limited number of judges have been selected, 
your reply is quite important to the ultimate success of the 
study. If you find that it will be impossible for you to assist 
in this study, please use the return envelope to notify me. In 
the event you have misplaced the previous questionnaire, enclosed 
you will find a duplicate copy. 

Thank you for your time and attention to this request. 

Sincerely yours, 

Robert T. Mason 

Dear Fellow Educator: 

May I add my support to Mr. Mason's request for your 
assistance? Members of his advisory committee, composed of 
faculty in both College Teaching and Physical Education, feel 
that his dissertation stady can make a valuable contribution 
in planning guidelines for intercollegiate athletic programs 
In the future. You were selected as a leader in the field of 
education and your perceptions will be valuable to this study. 

Sincerelv. 

L. Fred'Thomas, Chairman 
A dvi s 0 ry C o mmi 11 e e 
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THE ROLE OF 
IN 

IWTERCOLLEG1ATE ATHLETICS 
HIGHER EDUCATION 

Directions: You are requested to indicate your reaction to 
by circling the appropriate answer. If there are spe-
cific items you wish to qualify, please feel free to 
utilize the space provided for comments which follows 
each item. In the event you wish to suggest additional 
items, space is provided on the final page of this 
questionnaire. The information collected will be kept 
strictly confidential and the data collected will be 
revealed only in terms of collective replies. In no 
instance will individual perceptions be revealed by 
name or institution. 

I. Athletic Staff Members 
and Qualifications 

Responsibility 

A. All members of the athletic coaching 
staff ought to be members of the 
teaching faculty of the institution. 

Item 
Responses 

YES NO 

B. Members of the athletic staff ought to 
be eligible for tenure, academic rank 
and other fringe benefits on the same 
basis as other faculty members. YES NO 

C. The athletic coach, by the very nature 
of his position, ought to expect more 
pressure from within the institution 
to produce tangible results of his ef-
forts than other members of the faculty YES NO 

Coaches ought to teach basic physical 
education course offerings. YES NO 

E. Coa::hes ought to be professionally pre-
pared teachers of physical education. YES NO 



150 

Item 
Responses 

F. The attainment of the Ph. D. or an 
equivalent professional degree ought 
to be as important for the coach as 
for any other member of the college 
or university faculty. ___ YES NO 

II. Intercollegiate Competition for Women 

A. Opportunities for competition on the ' 
intercollegiate level ought to be pro-
vided for women. YES NO 

B. Institutions that conduct an intercol-
legiate sports program for women ought 
to be permitted to operate on the same 
basis as the men's program. _ YES NO 

When institutions provide intercollegiate 
athletic competition for women, the pro-
gram ought to be controlled and conducted 
by professionally competent women. YES NO 

D. When women demonstrate proficiency in 
sports, such as tennis and. swimming, and 
no women's team is sponsored by the 
institution, they ought to be allowed 
to qualify for the men's team. IES NO 

College and university presidents ought 
to personally investigate the various 
ramifications of competitive athletics 
for women. YES NO 
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III, Administration and Control of the Inter- Item 
collegiate Athlctic Program Responses 

E 

A. The control of intercollegiate ath-
letics ought to be primarily the 
responsibility of the college and 
university presidents YES NO 

B. The administration of intercollegiate 
athletics and physical education ought 
to be accomplished by a si.ng.le admin-
istrative head. YES NO 

C. Each institution ought to have some 
type of athletic board or faculty com-
mittee that establishes the athletic 
policies of the institution. YES NO 

D. Members of the faculty athletic coun-
cil ought to be elected by the faculty 
at large rather than being appointed 
by institutional administrators. YES NO 

The intercollegiate athletic program 
ought to be an integral part of the 
physical education department. YES NO 

Eachj institution ought to have a writ-
ten code of ethics which reveals the 
philosophy of the institution regard-
ing intercollegiate athletics. YES NO 

Each institution which conducts an 
Intercollegiate athletic program ought 
to be in/or seek affiliation with an 
athletic conference. yes ĵ q 



H. The intercollegiate athletic program 
ought to be expanded in an effort to 
provide the opportunity for greater 
number's of students to participate. 
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Item 
Responses 

YES NO 

I. Scholastic eligibility of students par-
ticipating in the intercollegiate ath-
letic program ought to be determined 
solely by the individual institution. YES NO 

J. The college and university presidents 
ought to personally define the limits 
of acceptable sportsmanship and be pre-
pared to enforce these expectations 
for their particular institution. YES NO 

K. The values of competition ought to be 
most effectively realized through 
intercollegiate athletics. YES NO 

L. Institutions ought to seek to control 
the number of out of state students 
recruited for the various intercolle-
giate sports activities. YES NO 

M. Students participating in the inter-
collegiate athletic program ought to 
be excused from physical education 
activity classes. YES NO 
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Item 
Response; 

N. Due to the academic schedule demands, 
student participation in the intercol-
legiate athletic program ought to be 
limited to one sport. YES NO 

0. Institutions ought to provide special 
housing arrangements for students par-
ticipating in the intercollegiate ath-
letic program. YES . NO 

P. Participants in the intercollegiate ath-
letic program ought to reeeiT/e physical 
education credit. YES NO 

Q. Freshmen ought to be eligible for var-
sity competition in all sports and at 
all levels of intercollegiate competi-
tion. * YES NO 

R. Providing an additional year of college, 
such as the "red. shirt" program, ought 
to be retained as an essential feature 
of the intercollegiate program. YES NO 

S. Spring training, such as practice in foot-
ball, ought to be justified as an integral 
part of the intercollegiate athletic pro-
gram since it serves to provide opportu-
nity for participants to become more pro-
ficient in their athletic specialty. YES NO 
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Item 
IV. Publicity and Public Relations Responses 

A. News releases concerning the athletic 
program ought to be cleared with the 
school sports information director or 
an equivalent person before release to 
outside news agencies- . YES NO 

B. Televising of Intercollegiate athletic 
contests ought to be encouraged, YES NO 

C. Sportscasters and newspapermen ought to 
be allowed in the dressing rooms after 
an athletic contest. IES NO 

D. Sportscasters and newspapermen ought to 
be granted personal interviews with stu-
dents participating in the intercollegiate 
athletic program.. YES NO 

E. Intercollegiate athletics ought to re-
ceive more publicity than it is now 
receiving. YES NO 

F. Intercollegiate athletics ought to re-
ceive less publicity than it is now 
receiving. YES NO 

V. Financial Consideration 

A. Athletes ought to be granted financial 
aid on the same basis as any other stu-
dent applying for financial assistance. YES NO 
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Item 
Responses 

B. An activity fee ought to be charged even 
though all students do not desire to at-
tend intercollegiate athletic events. YES NO 

G. 

Intercollegiate athletic programs can be 
educationally justified with regard to the 
amount of money spent for the number of 
students involved. YES NO 

D. The intercollegiate athletic program 
ought to be financed by budget alloca-
tion in the same manner as the other 
departments in the college or univer-
sity . YES NO 

E. Receipts from admissions to athletic con-
tests ought to be regarded as a source of 
revenue for the general education fund. YES NO 

F. When educational institutions exercise 
complete control over all aspects of the 
intercollegiate athletic program, the 
active solicitation of gifts and endow-
ments for the expressed support of the 
intercollegiate athletic program ought 
to be considered an acceptable practice. YES NO 

Coaches ought to be permitted to receive 
financial remuneration for public appear-
ances and/or banquet addresses. YES NO 
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Item 
Responses 

H. Payment of financial aid to student ath- . 
letes in the form of cash ought to be 
discouraged except in reced.pt ox payment 
for services rendered for working at a 
specific job, YES NO 

VI. Outside Agencies 

A. Post season competition ought to be an 
acceptable practice when sanctioned by 
the National Collegiate Athletic Asso-
ciation _(NCAA) or the National Associa-
tion of Intercollegiate Athletics (NAIA). YES NO 

B. Athletic booster clubs ought to be recog-
nized as a positive influence when prop-
erly organized and conducted. YES NO 

C. The intercollegiate athletic program 
ought to provide opportunities which 
naturally lead to preparation for 
Olympic competition. YES NO 

D. The intercollegiate athletic program 
ought to encourage capable students to 
seek employment by professional teams 
after graduation. __ YES NO 

E. Under_certain conditions, non-faculty 
individuals residing in the community 
who possess particular athletic pro-
ficiencies ought to be permitted to 
assist in the coaching of athletic 
t e a m s- YES NO 
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ADDITIONAL COMMENTS: 

Thank you for your assistance. In the event the enclosed 
self-addressed stamped envelope is misplaced, please return 
the completed questionnaire to: 

Robert T. Mason 
Box 13916 
North Texas Station 
Denton, Texas 76203 
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NORTH TEXAS STATE UNIVERSITY 
Denton., Texas 

76203 

Your acceptance to serve as a member of the panel of 
judges for the validity portion of my dissertation enabled, 
me to establish the validity of the research instrument wnich 
was mailed to you two weeks ago, My advisory committee has 
required that I also attempt to establish the reliability of 
the instrument. Therefore, will you please respond again to 
the questionnaire in a yes or no manner only? Comments are 
optional since in "your initial reply provision was made for 
this type of response. Having previously_answered these 
items, it will probably require, at a maximum, ten minutes 
of your time, I hope this request will not be too great of 
an imposition on your time, but the fate of this study rests 
with your decision to lend this additional assistance. 

I sincerely thank you for your help, and in an effort to 
express my gratitude, a summary of the results will be mailed 
to you upon completion of the study. 

R e s ppf t f ul 1 y, 

Robert T. Mason 

Dear Fellow Educator: 

May I add. my support to Mr. Mason's request for your 
assistance. Members of his advisory committee, composed of 
faculty members in College Teaching and Physical Education, 
feel, that his dissertation study can make a valuable contri-
bution in planning guidelines for intercollegiate athletic 
programs in the future. Tou were selected as a leader in the 
field of education and your perceptions and aid will be most 
valuable to this study. 

Sincerely, 

L. Fred Thomas, Chairman 
Advisory Committee 
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THE ROLE OF INTERCOLLEGIATE ATHLETICS 
IN HIGHER EDUCATION 

Directions: You are requested to indicate your reaction to 
each item by circling the appropriate answer. If there 
are specific items you wish to qualify, please feel 
free to utilize the space provided for comments which 
follows each item. The information collected will be 
kept strictly confidential and the data collected will 
be revealed only in terms of collective replies. In 
no Instance will individual perceptions be revealed by 
name or institution. 

I. Administration and Control of the Intercol- Item 
legiate Athletic Program. ' Responses 

A. The control of intercollegiate athletics 
ought to be primarily the responsibility 
of the college and university presidents. YES NO 

B. The administration of intercollegiate 
athletics and physical education ought 
to be accomplished by a single admini-
strative head. YES NO 

Each institution ought to have some type 
of athletic board or faculty committee 
that establishes the athletic polici.es 
of the institution, YES NO 

D. Members of the faculty athletic council 
ought to be elected by the faculty at 
large rather than being appointed by 
institutional administrators. __ YES NO 

E. J-hê  intercollegiate athletic program ought 
to pe an integral part of the physical edu-
cation depa.rtm.ent. * YES NO 
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Item 
Responses 

F. Each institution ought to have a written • 
code of ethics which reveals the philos-
ophy of the institution regarding inter-
collegiate athletics. YES NO 

I. 

G. Each institution which conducts an inter-
collegiate athletic program ought to be 
in/or seek affiliation with an athletic 
conference, YES • NO 

H. The intercollegiate athletic program ought 
to be expanded in an effort to provide the 
opportunity for greater numbers of students 
to participate. YES MO 

Scholastic eligibility of students par-
ticipating in the intercollegiate ath-
letic program cught to be determined 
solely by the individual institution. YES NO 

J. The college and university presidents 
ought to personally define the limits 
of acceptable sportsmanship and be pre-
pared to enforce these expectations for 
their particular institution. YES NO 

K. The values of competition ought to be 
most effectively realized through inter-
collegiate athletics. _ YES NO 

L. Institutions ought to seek to control the 
number of out of state students recruited 
for the various intercollegiate sports 
activities. " YES NO 
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Item 
Responses 

M. Students participating in the intercol-
legiate athletic program ought to be 
excused from physical, education activity 
classes, YES NO 

N. Due to the academic schedule demands, 
student participation in the intercolle-
giate athletic program ought to be lim-
ited to one sport. YES . NO 

0. Institutions ought to provide special 
housing arrangements for students par-
ticipating in the intercollegiate ath-
letic program. YES NO 

P. Participants in the intercollegiate ath-
letic program ought to receive physical 
education credit. YES NO 

Q. Freshmen ought to be eligible for varsity 
competition in all sports and at all 
levels of intercollegiate competition. YES NO 

R. Providing an additional year of college, 
such as the "red shirt" program, ought 
to be retained as an essential feature 
of the intercollegiate program. YES NO 

Spring training, such as practice in 
football, ought to be justified as an 
integral part of the intercollegiate 
athletic program since it serves to 
provide opportunity for participants to 
become more proficient in their'athletic 
specialty. _ _ YES NO 
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II. Athletic Staff Members: Responsibility Item 
and Qualifications Responses 

A. All members of the atLlo^ie coaching 
staff ought to be members of the teach-
ing faculty of the institution. YES .NO 

B. Members of the athletic staff ought to 
be eligible for tenure, academic rank and 
other fringe benefits on the same basis 
as other faculty members. YES NO 

The athletic coach, by the very nature of 
his position, ought to expect more pres-
sure from within the institution to produce 
tangible results of his efforts than other 
members of the faculty. YES NO 

D. Coaches ought to teach basic physical 
education course offerings. YES NO 

E. Coaches ought to be professionally pre-
pared teachers of physical education. YES NO 

The attainment of the Ph. D. or an equiv-
alent professional degree ought to be as 
important for the coach as for any other 
member of the college or university 
faculty. YES NO 

III. Financial Consideration 

A. Athletes ought to be granted financial 
aid on the same basis as any other.stu-
dent applying for financial assistance. YES NO 
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" Item 
Responses 

B. An activity fee ought to be charged 
even though all students do .not desire 
to attend intercollegiate athletic 
events. YES NO 

C. Intercollegiate athletic programs can 
be educationally justified with regard 
to the amount of money spent for the 
number of students involved. . .YES NO 

D. The intercollegiate athletic program 
ought to be financed by budget alloca-
tion in the same manner as the ether 
departments in the college or univer-
sity. I YES NO 

E. Receipts from admissions to athletic con-
tests ought to be regarded ss a source of 
revenue for the general education fund. YES NO 

F. When educational institutions exercise 
complete control over all aspects of the 
intercollegiate athletic program, the 
active solicitation of gifts and endow-
ments for the expressed support of the 
intercollegiate athletic program ought 
to be considered an acceptable practice. YES NO 

G. Coaches ought to be permitted to receive 
financial Remuneration for public appear-
ances and/or banquet addresses. __ YES NO 
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Item 
Responses 

H. Payment of financial aid to student ath-
letes in the form of cash ought to be 
discouraged except in receipt of payment 
for services rendered for working at a 
specific job. YES NO 

IV. Intercollegiate Competition for Women 

A. Opportunities for competition on the in-
tercollegiate level ought to be provided 
for women. YES NO 

B. Institutions that conduct an intercolle-
giate sports program for women ought to 
be permitted to operate on the same basis 
as the men's program. YES NO 

C. When institutions provide intercollegiate 
athletic competition for women, the pro-
gram ought to be controlled and conducted 
by professionally competent women. YES NO 

D. When women demonstrate proficiency in 
sports, such as tennis and swimming, and 
no women's team is sponsored by the insti-
tution, they ought to be allowed to qual-
ify for the men's team. YES NO 

E. College and university presidents ought 
to personally investigate the various 
ramifications of competitive athletics 
for women. YES NO 
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Item 
V. Outside Agencies Responses 

A. Post season competition ought to be an 
acceptable practice when sanctioned by 
the National Collegiate Athletic Asso-
ciation (NCAA) or the National Associ-
ation of Intercollegiate Athletics (NAIA), YES NO 

B. Athletic booster clubs ought to be recog-
nized as a positive influence when prop-
erly organized and conducted. YES NO 

The intercollegiate athletic program ought 
to provide opportunities which naturally 
lead to preparation for Olympic competi-
tion. YES NO 

D. The intercollegiate athletic program ought 
to encourage capable students bo seek em-
ployment by professional teams after grad-
uation. YES NO 

E. Under certain conditions, non-faculty 
individuals residing in the community 
who possess particular athletic pro-
ficiencies ought to be permitted to 
assist in the coaching of athletic 
teams. " YES NO 

VI. Publicity and. Public Relations 

A. News releases concerning the athletic 
program ought to be cleared with the 
school sports information director or 
an equivalent person before release to 
outside news agencies. YES NO 
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Item 
Responses 

B, Televising of intercollegiate athletic 
contests ought to be encouraged. YES NO 

C, Sportscasters and newspapermen ought to 
be granted personal interviews with stu-
dents participating in the intercollegi-
ate athletic program. YES NO 

I). Intercollegiate athletics ought to re-
ceive more publicity "Chan it is now 
receiving. YES NO 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS: 

T'hank you for your assistance. In the event the enclosed 
self-addressed stamped envelope is misplaced, please return 
the completed questionnaire to: 

Robert T. Mason 
Box 13916 
North Texas Station 
Denton, Texas 76203 
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Diverse opinions "have been expressed by various segments 
of our college and university publics regarding the role of 
intercollegiate athletics in higher education. However, little 
or no research has been pursued to determine the perceptions of 
the chief administrator regarding this aspect of higher educa-
tion. The enclosed instrument has been especially designed to 
sample your opinions. .The attention has been focused on what 
ought to be the role of intercollegiate athletics rather than 
what place it actually occupies at present. 

The research instrument is structured in such a way so as 
to facilitate your response, You are respectfully requested to 
participate in this study by recording your reaction to all 
items. In the event you desire to qualify your answer, please 
feel free to utilize the space provided. 

It is recognized that the demands' for your time are many, 
however, your response to this study should serve to synthesize 
contemporary thought regarding intercollegiate athletics at a 
time deemed most appropriate by educators throughout the country. 
Your considered judgments will be truly appreciated. 

Re spec tfal.lv, 

Dear Fellow Educator: 

May I add my support to Mr. Mason's request for your 
assistance? Members of his advisory committee, composed of 
faculty members in College Teaching and Physical Education, 
feel that his dissertation study can make a valuable contri-
bution in. planning guidelines for intercollegiate athletic 
programs of the future. Your perceptions and aid will be 
most valuable to this study. 

Sincerely, ^ 

L. Fred Thomas, Chairman 
Advisory Ccamsx11ee 
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• :-:r OF EDUCATION AXD PSYCHO LOOT 

About three weeks ago you should hove received a 
questi onnaire which was specifically designed to re-
cord the perceptions of the college and university 
presidents throughout the United States regarding the 
role of intercollegiate athletics in higher education. 
Your perceptions will add significance to the study 
when combined with trie responses of the other college 
and university presidents already received. 

Enclosed you will find another copy of the ques-
tionnaire in trie event the one previously mailed to 
you was misplaced. Please use the enclosed self-
addressed stamped envelope for your reply. In the 
event your response is already in the mail, plers.se 
disregard this second request. 

Your -time and attention is sincerely appreciated. 

Respectfully, 

' / , ---7 ,4?}^ . , 

Robert T. Mason 
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