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The problem with which this investigation is con-

cerned is that of providing a current academic and racial

description of the intercollegiate football participants at

North Texas State University and the construction of a

current participants' profile.

The subjects employed were 259 football participants

from the 1966 Fall Semester through the 1971 Fall Semester,

The descriptive analysis is based upon 234 participants; the

profile is a composite of eighty-one currently (1971)

enrolled participants,

This study has a twofold purpose, The first is to

provide a current description of the academic status of

both white and non-white participants; the second is to con-

struct a current profile of the participants, The study is

designed with the idea that the findings could be of use to

coaches and administrators of this university in football

programming,

Transcripts, coaches, and the Public Information

Office of this university provided the data used in the des-

scriptive analysis, Eighty-one participants answering self-

report questionnaires provided data for the profile,

Chapter I includes a statement of the problem, the

purposes of the study, questions to be investigated,
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definition of terms, limitations of the study, basic assump-

tions, and the background and significance of the study,

A review of related research is presented in Chapter II,

Chapter III presents the methodology, Statistical analysis

of data is presented in Chapter IV, and the summary, findings,

and recommendations are presented in Chapter V.

The findings include the following conclusions:

1. Academically, the sophomore playing semester

was the most difficult for the participants,

2, The mean and median grade points were the

highest for non-playing semesters.

3. Senior participants had a high tendency, 54,41

per cent, to withdraw from college after their senior

playing semester,

4. Aean and median grade points failed to reach

a grade of C until the junior and senior years.

5, Academic probation affected 16 per cent of the

participants.

6. A larger per cent of the participants were

suspended than probated (24.79 to 15,81),

7, The percentage of non-whites has almost doubled

since 1966.

8. Proportionally, 96.67 to 90.23 per cent more

non-whites have received scholarships than have whites,

9. Only 6.82 per cent of the participants received

a degree in four years,
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10. Ninety-three per cent of the players tendered

pro-football contracts were non-degree holders.

11, Upon entering this university, 93 per cent of

the junior-college participants were either C or D students,

12, Football participants' grade point means in

non-academic courses were higher than in academic courses.

Profile findings include the following observations:

He was white, single, and a junior between 20-21

years of age majoring in physical education with a minor

in biology, His family's annual income was likely to be

from $10,000 to $12,999. He had neither an older brother or

father who had participated in intercollegiate football, His

decision to play football was primarily influenced by econo-

mics considerations, an ambition to play pro-football, and the

desire to obtain a college education, He was a scholarship

recipient and approved of the scholarship program at this

university. He would not be able to play without a scholar-

ship. He did not transfer from a junior college. He expected

to receive a degree in four years, He believed playing

football prevented his participation in other campus activi-

ties, and he did not engage in part-time work,

The recommendations are as follows:

l. The Athletic Department should maintain acade-

mic and personal records on all football athletes,

2. Research should be done to determine whether low

academic achieving athletes or high academic achieving athle-

tes perform better on the playing field,

6 1- k ! -AIA191 6L' -
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3. Research should be conducted to determine the

feasibility of accepting low academic achieving junior-

college football prospects.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

American educators are confronted with an ambiguous

picture of intercollegiate football participation and

academic achievement. In addition, current profiles of

football teams are lacking even though studies for a par-

ticular college or university could be of specific value to

that institution, Intercollegiate football has been both

praised and condemned in the literature of both educational

and popular periodicals, in the pages of proceedings of

national conventions, in the bulletins of learned societies,

in the columns of the sports pages of newspapers, and in

chapters of many books. Although many educators as well as

many ex-players have expressed their opinions on college

football, there is, nevertheless, a dearth of objective

research or empirical data on this subject. A need, therefore,

exists for extensive research into the academic achievement

and current profiles of intercollegiate football players;

such research will provide more pertinent data regarding this

intercollegiate activity and its participants.

Statement of the Problem

The problem of this study is to provide an academic and

racial description of the intercollegiate football players at

I
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'North Texas State University from 1966 to 1970 and to contruct

a current profile of the 1971 players.

Purposes of the Study

The purposes of this study are to determine the following:

1. What has been the academic status of players from

1966 to 1970?

2. What semester seems to present the athletes with

their greatest difficulty in the maintenance of an acceptable

academic status?

3. What changes, if any, appear to be needed in the

tutoring program?

4, What has been the retention rate of football play-

ers from 1966 to 1970?

5, What difference occurs in the academic status of

junior college transfer players and that of non-transfer

players?

6. What does a current (1971) profile of football

athletes at North Texas State University reveal?

Questions to be Investigated

The following questions have been formulated to des-

cribe the academic status of football athletes from 1966 to

1970:

1. Is there a difference in the grade point average

(GPA-I) of freshmen intercollegiate football participants during

the semester of participation and the grade point averages

(GPA-II) of the non-playing season?
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2. Does a difference occur in sophomore intercol-

legiate football players' GPA-I and their GPA-II?

3. Does a difference occur between junior intercol-

legiate football players' GPA-I and GPA-II?

4. Does a difference occur between the senior inter-c

collegiate football players' GPA-I and GPA-Il?

5. Does a difference occur between the GPA-I of first-

string varsity players and that of other varsity team mem-

bers?

6, Does a difference occur in the GPA-I of white foot-

ball players and that of non-white players?

7. Does a difference occur in the GPA-II of white

players and that of non-white players?

8. Does a difference occur in the cumulative GPA

(GPA-III) of white players and that of non-white players?

9. Does a difference occur in the GPA-I of married

players and that of non-married players?

10, Does a difference occur in the GPA-Il of married

players and that of non-married players?

11, Does a difference occur in the cumulative GPA

(GPA-III) of married players and that of non-married players?

12, Does a difference occur between the GPA-I of inter-

collegiate football players who are on a scholarship and the

GPA-I of intercollegiate football players who are not on a

scholarship?

13. What percentage of football players are placed on

academic probation?
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14. What percentage of white players are placed on aca-

demic probation?

15. What percentage of non-white players are placed on

academic probation?

16, What percentage of players are placed on academic

suspension?

17. What percentage of white players are placed on

academic suspension?

18, What percentage of non-white players are placed on

academic suspension?

The following questions pertain to racial composition,

awarding of degrees, and participation in pro-football:

I* What is the proportion of whites and of non-whites

on the football roster?

2, What is the proportion of whites and of non-whites

on the first-string varsity team?

3, Do more non-whites proportionally receive scholarships

than do whites?

4, What percentage of players receive a degree within

four years of college work?

5. What is the percentage of white players and the

percentage of non-white players who receive a degree within

four years of college work?

6. What percentage of players receive a degree within

five years?
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7. What is the percentage of white players and the

percentage of non-white players who receive a degree within

five years?

8. What percentage of players receive a degree within

six years?

9. What is the percentage of white players and the

percentage of non-white players who receive a degree within

six years?

10, What is the percentage of football players who have

participated in pro-football?

11. What is the percentage of football players who have

participated in pro-football but have not received a degree?

12. What has been the racial composition of those parti-

cipating in pro-football?

The following questions pertain to freshmen football

participants:

1. What percentage of freshmen players continue to

participate in intercollegiate football until their eligi-

bility expires?

2. What percentage of the players discontinue football

participation?

3. What percentage of the players who discontinue play-

ing football resume their college education at North Texas

State University?

The following questions were formulated to describe the

academic status of junior college transfer players in contrast

to the non-transfer players:
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1. What is the academic status of the beginning junior-

college transfer players?

2. After one year of intercollegiate football parti-

cipation at North Texas State University, does the cumulative

GPA at lorth Texas State University of junior-college transfer

players differ from that of the non-transfer players?

3. After two years of intercollegiate football parti-

cipation at North Texas State University, does the cumulative

GPA at North Texas State University of junior-college transfer

players differ from that of the non-transfer players?

The following questions were formulated to determine a

current profile of the 1971 intercollegiate football athletes

at this University:

1. What is the student classification composition?

2. What are the major fields of study?

3, What is the average age of the players?

4. What is the marital status of the players?

5, What percentage of players possess automobiles?

6. What is the racial composition of the team?

7, What modal income background is indicated among the

players by using their estimates of parents' yearly income?

8. Does the player have an older brother who partici-

pated in intercollegiate football?

9. Did the player's father participate in inter-

collegiate football?

-AMIN=
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10, What personal factors were most influential in the

players choosing to play intercollegiate football?

II. What social factors were most influential in their

choosing to play intercollegiate football?

12. Of the personal and social factors, which three were

the most influential?

13. Is the player interested in playing pro-football?

14, Is the player on a football scholarship?

15. Would the player participate in intercollegiate

football without being awarded a scholarship?

16, What is the evaluation of the football scholarship

program at North Texas State University?

17. How does the player evaluate his football ability

while in high school with that of his high school teammates?

18, What influenced him to choose to attend North

Texas State University?

19. Is the junior-college transfer student able to main-

tain an academic status at this university similar to his

junior-college status?

20, What utilization do football players make of the

tutoring service offered at this university?

21. What is the evaluation of the tutoring received by

the players at this university?

22, What is the evaluation of the tutoring program

offered by this university?



8

23. What is the percentage of players who anticipate

receiving a degree within four years of college work?

24, Would a player encourage his sone to play inter-

collegiate football?

25. What percentage of football players believe that

their participation in football is necessary in order for

them to acquire a college education?

26. Does participation in football tend to discourage

the player from participating in other campus activities?

27. Do players generally engage in part-time work during

the playing season?

28, Do players generally engage in part-time owrk

during the non-playing semester?

29, Do players tend to believe that they have equivalent

talent in other sports?

30. To what extent does academic probation prevail

among the players?

31. When does academic probation tend to occur the most

frequently?

32. fHow many semester hours generally are carried during

the playing season?

33, How many semester hours generally are carried during

the non-playing semester?

34. Do the players generally attend summer school?

35, Do the players generally attend both summer periods?
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36. How many semester hours do the players generally

take furing the summer?

Def inition of Terms

For the purpose of this study, the following defini-

tions are used:

Varsity_players--those players playing above the fresh-

man level,

First-sn varsity players--those players selected by

the coaches as the starting team players at the close of

the football season.

Athletic dropouts--those football players who are not

reported on the football roster the following year.

College dropouts--those football players who are not

listed by the Registrar of this university the follwoing

semester, except those on suspension,

Academic status--grade point averages,

Education attainment--formal education at this university,

C A-I--the grade point average during a football playing

semester,

GPA-II--the grade point average during a non-playing

semester,

GPA-Il--the cumulative grade point average during the

time a student has been a football participant,

Semester--either a fall or spring term, never a summer

term,
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Non-academic courses--courses taken in the School of

Home Economics and in the Department of Health, Physical

Education and Recreation.

Limitations of the Study

This study is limited to intercollegiate football

participants at North Texas State University whose names

have appeared on the football brochures beginning with the

year 1966 and continuing through 1971. The study is limited

to these years to obtain a current perspective of the play-

ers at this university; the availability and accuracy of data

necessitate working within this period of time.

Basic Assumptions

It is assumed that studying the players over the past

five-year period would enhance the presentation of a more

accurate description.

It is further assumed, due to anonymity, that the sub-

jects answering the self-report profile questionnaire would

respond honestly to the instrument,

In addition, it is assumed that the coaches were able

to correctly identify the players according to the following

criteria: years in football, race, pro-football contracts;

too, the coaches were able to identify those who were first-

string members and scholarship recipients.
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Background and Significance

The relevant literature is replete with references to

the physical talents of various football players and points

out that college players of today are much more sophisticat-

ed than at earlier times. Attention is given to how high-

school football has become more like college football in

its tactics; it is noted that players, by watching televi-

sion programs and films, have become more adept in their

playing abilities. These reports, however, do not provide

insight into the level of academic achievement by those who

participate in intercollegiate football,

The frame of reference for this study is limited to the

college milieu. Although a few other studies (5, 10, 19, 34,

35) of college players have dealt with their high school par-

ticipation and established their theoretical framework and

background, this study, on the other hand, does not use high

school results for any basis in establishing a theoretical

framework or background, Since the college milieu is com-

pletely different from the secondary-school environment, it

is believed that if a feasible basis for projection in college

football participation and academic success can be made,

then it should be based on college results, This study is

concerned only with an academic and racial description of

intercollegiate football participants at North Texas State

University from 1966 to 1970 and with providing a current

profile of the 1971 players.
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Two views are most frequently encountered when discuss-

ing the merits of intercollegiate athletic participation and
academic achievement. One view may be described as a nega-
tive attitude toward intercollegiate sports and the other as
a positive attitude toward sports and academics,.

The Negative Viewpoint

Associated with the negative viewpoint is the fact that
many college administrators have though it necessary to
abandon certain intercollegiate sports, A strong statement

of this position was presented in an editorial in the Decem-

ber, 1963, issue of The Journal of Higher Education (6),

advocating complete severance of higher education and inter-

collegiate athletics. Ryan (32) reports that two-thirds of
the college athletic programs are operating in the red and

that intercollegiate football has been discontinued at

forty-two colleges during the past ten years because of in-
flated costs, Within the 655 National Collegiate Athletics
Association (NCAA) member colleges, 400 colleges operate

their athletic programs in the red, Among the expenses that
have increased are the recruiting and tutoring bills at major
colleges, as well as a major increase in the number of ath-
letes receiving scholarships (32, pp. 19-20). Consequently

schools have been cutting their athletic budgets, At the same

time that costs increase, student support in some universities

is dwindling. For example, students in some places have

voted to withhold fees allotted to intercollegiate sports

"W"Ww-



13

(4, p. 38). Whereas athletic departments in the past have

relied on the university regents, alumni, and students to

fund athletic programs, these donations are decreasing,

This decrease is a result of the economic climate and of

alumni disaffection with many college attitudes. Thus,

college football teams are similar to publicly held corpra-

tions in that they must keep the stockholders satisfied

(32, p. 19),

Jack Scott, who studies sports and society, points out,

"Since 1967, the athletic programs at more than 100 schools

have been rocked by some form of disturbance, Most have

involved athletes protesting what they consider racism and

unfair disciplinary rules" (18, p. 89).

Coleman (3) suggests that the rewards given athletes,

as opposed to those given scholars, divert adolescent

energies in general from the pursuit of scholarship,

Sports Illustrated has described big-time college foot-

ball as relying "on the pros to leave college athletes alone,

and in turn the pros depend on the college to operate a de

facto farm system" (11). A no-raiding agreement exists among

college athletes which prohibits a player from signing a pro

contract until he has been out of high school at least four

years (11).

Jack Scott maintains that "only a tiny percentage of

big-time college athletes graduate with their class, and not

many more appear to graduate at all." Dave Meggyesey (31),
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an ex-pro football player, questions the basic worth of

football in Out of Their League. He finds overwhelming

fault with the game and the society that has glorified it,

The former president of the University of New Hampshire

and of Louisiana State University, Harold W. Stoke (36),

states that "conceived as education, athletics are inexplica-

ble, corrupting and uncontrollable." He contends that par-

ticipation in college sports is bound to detract from an

athlete's education because of the time he must devote to

practice and the time he spends away from the campus,

Stinson says that there is no more justification for

providing an athlete with free tutoring than a non-athlete,

Tutoring causes trouble for the athlete because he uses it as

a crutch and, therefore, depends on it rather than making

the necessary effort to learn on his own (32, p. 23),

The Positive Viewpoint

Those persons having a positive viewpoint toward college

sports see them as having a definite part in the educational

process, This view is supported by Fawcett, Stevenson, Fall,

and Barnes (28, 8, 7, 1). President Novice Fawcett (28) out-

lined his views on athletics in a meeting of the Board of

Trustees of Ohio State University on March 12, 1957, by em-

phasizing that students come to the University primarily for

an education and that sports and other activities are a defi-

nite part of, even though incidental to, the gaining of an
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education. President William E. Stevenson (8) of Oberlin

College expresses the view that the educational purposes of

athletics should be stressed and that the prestige of

winning should be de-emphasized. Furthermore, Charles W.

Fall (7), Associate Professor of Education at the University

of Buffalo, says that once intercollegiate athletics are

accepted "into the family of educational procedures com-

pletely and sincerely," the way will be cleared for adminis-

trators to attack whatever problems may arise, Samuel E.

Barnes (1) concludes that an agreement exists among individu-

als in institutions which affirms the idea that sports have

educational values and make a profound contribution to the

campus life of colleges and universities. Barnes, however,

believes this agreement is obscured by divergent practices

that have developed in various colleges and universities

throughout the United States. Joseph Kaplan (30) believes

athletics to be representative of our culture,

Harden, Marco, and Plant (8, 23, 27) lend support to the

positive viewpoint on athletics, but they do suggest that

more faculty control of intercollegiate athletics is needed,

Hickman (9), a former coach, states that "there is nothing

rarer than a football team composed entirely of students."

In other words, the football team is rare that does not

include boys who attend college after having been brought in

for the specific purpose of playing football,
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Murphy states that "sport provides potential sources of

meaning for the individual which are unique and significant

and allow for true realization of self, and sport is an

enduring and important social phenomenon of man" (26, p. 27),

McCormick (25, p. 55) follows a similar line of thought in

which he states that "sport has become a normal, natural

part of life, including student life, and that is probably

exactly as it should be." He goes on to say, "The modern

fullback is not the broken-nosed bruiser of legend, communi-

cating only in grunts, but an articulate, even elegant, gent

who gives as much thought to his future after his playing

days as to the team's playbook" (26, p. 59).

Singer (33, pp. 40-41) sees a definite need existing

for coaches to improve their communications with administra-

tors and to make sure that they are aware of the coaches'

efforts and plans, Such communication will lead administra-

tors to become more understanding and sympathetic to the

physical educator's problems. In addition, an attempt to

provide information to other faculty members can bring re-

spect for the profession, the program, and for the coach.

The public will then be able to distinguish fact from fantasy.

Prothro (17) believes that coaches would rather have a

boy come to them as a freshman rather than as a junior.

However, the junior colleges play good football, and these

players are recruited in the way that high school players are.

"They don't always help you. For every great one you can name,

there are many more who never do the job" (17, p. 38).
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It is necessary that a football candidate possess the

mental capacity to master the intricacies of football. That

is, there are the rules, certain fundamentals, and the plays

and signals which the players must be able to comprehend.

This is no simple task. Players have to be able to observe

accurately and then react quickly and correctly to suddenly

changed situations, Thus, most football coaches are more

concerned with the mental ability of their candidates than

with their physical prowess (2, pp. 127-132).

Paterno (16) wants his recruits to enjoy the experience

of college life while playing the game of football. He sees

many things for the players to enjoy besides football, and

he is opposed to grouping his players together in a manner

that will make it difficult for them to associate with other

types of students, Even though football is the players' major

interest, it has not resulted in lower academic marks for

them in comparison to the rest of the male student body.

They have carried a higher academic mark for sixteen straight

semesters than the average of the other male students.

Paterno says they "want to take you on, head to head, intel-

lectually." Furthermore, when Penn State players get on a

plane, they take out their books to study. This is something

of which the public is not generally aware, but it does occur

among players at Penn State (16, p. 21).

The athlete's lessons have become very sophisticated,

and one seldom sees a three-sport man in college today, The
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NCAA is confronted with the prospect of putting a limit on

the number of football scholarships a college can have as well

as the awarding of scholarships only on the basis of need

(32, p. 23), When one reviews the number of teams playing

college football in 1950 with that of today, the number of

teams that have found it financially impractical to con-

tinue does not seem so great. In 1950 there were 682 teams

playing college football; 617 colleges are still fielding

teams (12). Thus, there has been a decline of sixty-five

teams, or 9.53 per cent.

The Big Ten Conference does have limitations on scholar-

ships (thirty a year for football). It has eliminated red-

shirting and raised its academic standards, The desire is for

academics to lead the way and maintain a firm control over

sports; yet the Conference does not want to suffer a great

loss in athletic prestige (15, p. 19).

Broyles (13), head football coach at Arkansas, points

out that all schools do not have an equal chance in finding

enough good players to caipete at the top level; therefore,

they must give scholarships to more boys in order to compete,

By limiting scholarships, schools would be forced to be more

selective in awarding athletic scholarships than they are

presently,

In the black ghettos of New York, only 1 to 3 per cent

of the children are ever given the opportunity to go to col-

lege, while 60 per cent of the children from middle-class
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neighborhoods attend college, In other places, the average

is 94 to 97 per cent (29, p. 60). John Niland (14) of the

Dallas Cowboys was an orphan who grew up in poverty. Al-

though he played football successfully in high school, he

did not expect to attend college because he was not in a

financial condition to do so. However, football scholarship

offers did provide him the opportunity, and he chose Iowa,

for the Hawkeyes could help him the most, He was one of

forty freshmen with football scholarships, but only eighteen

of them were still playing by his senior year, and of these,

only five received degrees. He was not one of them,

Broyles (32, p. 20) says that if you kill or cripple

football, there is "the risk of reducing the income which

supports the nonremunerative sports." This view is sup-

ported by McKay (32, p. 20), University of Southern Cali-

fornia coach, by stressing the point that football carries

the financial load for college sports in general, PMcKay

(13) also states that "the adjusted gross income formula for

establishing need is a complete joke."

Reed (30, p. 65) believes that the grant-in-aid system

which dominates the intercollegiate athletic scene today is

becoming much improved as "institutions are placing genuine

emphasis upon academic purposes and responsibility as a pre-

requisite to either financial aid or competition,"
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The Profile

The importance of considering an individual's profile

rather than assessing components separately is consistently

emphasized by researchers in personality studies (20, p. 433),

Kroll and Petersen (20, pp. 437-438) report "differences

between teams may be due to either type of season and/or

type of school," and that "the multiple discriminant analysis

has demonstrated significant separation of teams when the

entire profile was assessed." They also state that profiles

are highly relative:

Profile factors may be highly related, and the
possibility exists that less than the entire set of
significantly different variables is meaningful and/or
that other variables, nonsignificant by themselves,
may be discriminating variables when viewed as an
entire profile rather than individually (21, p. 441).

Research has found definite profiles to be associated with

particular societal groups (21, p. 442),

Individual and group analysis is predicated upon an

awareness and understanding of the particular interests,

abilities, mannerisms, habits, skills, and temperaments

which are associated with an individual or group and which

can result in a certain act or actions. A knowledge of the

motivations, traits, feelings, actions, and attributes of the

players is most helpful to the coach. The coach must reckon

with the fact that not only do individuals affect a group,

but also the group affects the individual, Thus, the effects

of reciprocal influences must be considered in order to
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better understand the individuals on a football team as well

as the over-all performance of that team (22, pp. 182-183).

A serious condition may be created by one who is at-

tempting to use another individual for his own personal

recognition. For example, a boy's father may be the driving

force behind his son's actions, Consequently, a football

coach needs to be able to recognize the various factors and

try to analyze correctly the factors which are contributing

to the individual reactions. There are various reasons

which can be responsible for some players' never realizing

their potential (22, pp. 185-187). Whether one examines

the individual athlete or the group as a whole and attempts

to evaluate potentials, judgments must be accompanied by

intellectual knowledge that will avoid as much as possible

the guesswork in the evaluation. Differences exist in the

readiness to respond as well as in memory and the ability

to learn. There is a positive correlation between these

factors and the kind of material most readily learned, the

time needed for learning, and the rate of forgetting that

which had previously been learned (22, pp. 190-191).

Computers in Profile Analysis

Computers are now being used in modern professional

football to analyze data on prospective college players for

drafting into the football leagues. The judgments given by

the computers aid the coaches in further evaluation. This
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practice has increased enormously in the pro-ranks (24,

p. 24).

Tex Schramm of the Dallas Cowboys felt that he had to

find an objective method of judging the worth of a football

player since the prejudices of coaches lead to inaccurate

judgments, The Cowboy's scouting questionnaire is a rather

simple form which involves five intangibles: (1) character,

(2) quickness and body control, (3) competitiveness, (4)

mental alertness, and (5) strength and explosiveness. There

are sixteen options, all in the form of statements; and the

prospect is graded on a scale of one to nine on each state-

ment (24, pp. 25-26),

In 1964, the Cowboys found that of 100 players rated by

the computer, 87 became pros. The Cowboys are now able to

obtain at least 50 per cent more information on each player

than they could in 1964 (24, p. 33). There are approximately

175 rookies who make the grade each year in the pro-ranks.

Schramm (24, p. 33) states that "we want to be able to pin-

point those 175 players and avoid wasting draft choices on

the hundreds of others who will be drafted and will not have

the ability to play professional football,"

In conclusion, football, since it is the most costly

intercollegiate sport with the largest number of participants,

merits high priority for study. A need exists at each college

and university for studies in this area so that coaches and

administrators will be aware of the particular characteristics
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associated with their teams in order for them to make needed

corrections. Such studies would facilitate a reduction of

expenditures; aid in advancing a player's scholastic status;

demonstrate what combination of factors makes a winning

team, thus increasing gate attendance and lowering ex-

penditures; and show what leads to making recruiting

easier and more efficient.
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CHAPTER II

REVIEW OF RELATED RESEARCH

Much material is available on intercollegiate foot-

ball. The literature includes both praise and condemnation of

the sport, but there have been few empirical studies relating

to the negative and positive viewpoints on intercollegiate

football participation as expressed in Chapter 1. When one

attempts to analyze the empirical data that has been compiled,

the findings are somewhat ambiguous. Thus, more empirical

studies are needed to determine the academic achievement of

intercollegiate football participants, The following empiri-

cal studies comprise most, if not all, of the current research

that has been done in this area,

Brown (1), in 1949, made a study of football athletes

and track men at North Texas State College between the years

1930 and 1940, During this period, 270 students were reported

as football participants, Eighty-one per cent, or 217 of the

football players, commenced their eligibility at this univer-

sity, and 19 per cent, or 53 players, were transfer students,

The grades made by football participants during this period

were as follows: A's, 354, or 5 per cent; B's, 1,704, or 26

per cent; C's, 2,868, or 43 per cent; D's, 1,109, or 16 per

cent; F's, 464, or 7 per cent. The participants, thus, had an

27
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over-all grade point average of 2.90 during this period (1,

pp. 16-17).

Based on the data provided by those players, the major

areas of study and their rank were as follows: (1) physical

education, sixty players; (2) economics, twenty players;

(3) government, fourteen players; (4) industrial arts,

thirteen players; (5) history, twelve players; (6) business

administration, nine players; (7) education, biology, and

mathematics, three players each; (8) chemistry and English,

one player each (1, p. 19).

Sixty-nine per cent of the football participants did

not receive a degree. At this time, it was found that 41 per

cent of the football players belonged to college clubs; most

of the players were seventeen years old (1, pp. 21, 45-46).

The grades earned by the football participants in

Brown's study lead one to wonder why so many failed to ob-

tain a degree since their academic status appeared favorable

for doing so. The conditions of the war-time economy at this

time probably were influential factors. However, the primary

thing to be noted is that their academic standing seems to

have been within the college's acceptable limits, This

study tends, therefore, to support the positive viewpoint

with respect to intercollegiate football participation.

In 1962, a study was conducted by Kirchner (5) covering

a five-year period, 1955 to 1960; the purpose of the study

was to determine the effect that participation in athletics
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at Central uichigan University had on the academic success

of the participants, The study involved non-transfer

varsity athletes compared with non-transfer non-athletes.,

The sports involved in the study consisted of football,

basketball, track, cross-country, gymnastics, swimming,

golf , tennis, and wrestling.

Football athletes at Central 4 ichigan University had a

grade point average of 2.16 and a median of 2.19 and were

ranked next to the lowest in the ten sports studied, A

comparison of mean grade point ratios of football partici-

pants and non-athletes showed no statistically significant

difference between the groups; in fact, the means were

almost the same, Thus, Kirchner did not find athletic

participation to be detrimental to the athlete's academic

success, However, he did find that pressure sports (foot-

ball and basketball) did not encourage good scholarship,

The scholastic aptitude of the football players proved to

be relatively low, whereas participation in non-pressure

sports tended to encourage good scholarship, Kirchner also

found that freshman participants did not appear to be af-

fected adversely by their athletic participation (5, pp. 35,

43, 55, 61),

Kirchner's study receives support from a study by

Stecklein and Dameron (8) conducted in 1965, using varsity

athletes at the University of Minnesota, They concluded

from their data that athletes' progress toward a degree is
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as good as that of non-athletes, This conclusion was based

on the following findings; (1) a higher proportion of the

athletes earned degrees in a shorter period of time; (2)

athletes carried more credit hours during semesters; (3)

their grade point averages were slightly higher than non-

athletes; (4) academic probation was no more a problem for

them than for the non-athletes; and (5) athletes were not

suspended as often as non-athletes (4, pp. 26-28).

The scholastic performance of three groups of male

students at isconsin State College at La Crosse was com-

pared and analyzed by Steuck (9) in 1963, The three

categories were (1) athlete group, (2) athletic participant

group, and (3) non-athletic group. Ten intercollegiate

sports were studied and ranked according to the scholastic

performance of the athletes and athletic participants,

The sports studied were basketball, golf, tennis, cross-

country, gymnastics, track, wrestling, swimming, baseball,

and football. The study involved a comparison and analysis

of the scholastic performance of athletes, athletic partici-

pants, and non-athletes using the factors of personal data,

pre-college data, and college data. This information was

also used to determine whether differences existed in the

profiles of these groups.

When the athlete group and the athletic participant

group were combined, there was no difference between the

grade point averages of this group and the non-athletic
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group; however, there was a slight difference between the

grade point average of football participants and the non-

athletic group, 2.1 to 2.3, respectively, A slight difference

also occurred between the athlete group and the athletic

participant group, 2,3 to 2.0, respectively. Furthermore,

football players had the lowest grade point average among

the ten sports studied (9, pp. iv-vii).

The findings with respect to the profiles of the three

groups show that "the percentages and percentile scores

differ less than .27 at their greatest spread on all measures

for all groups" (9, p. 63),

In view of the slight differences found by Steuch, one

should hesitate to make any rash statements concerning the

detrimental effects of participating in intercollegiate

sports.

Other findings reported by Steuch were (1) that the

average age of the athletes was twenty-one years, (2) that

one-half of the athletes and athletic participants held

part-time jobs, (3) that over one-half of the athletes and

athletic participants had been placed on probationary status

at some time, (4) that fifteen of the athletes and athletic

participants had been suspended from the college, and (5)

that athletes participated more in campus organizations and

held more offices than either athletic participants or non-

athletes (9, pp. 63-68).
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Smith (7) was concerned with determining the effect

that participation in intercollegiate football at Kent State

University had upon academic performance, fe investigated

accumulative grade point averages of varsity football play-

ers and of their non-athletic peers, as well as the number

of hours accumulated, since matriculation, between the two

groups,

The findings were that varsity football players dif-

fered significantly from their non-athlete peers in only

the out-of-season grade point average--that "varsity foot-

ball players had significantly higher out-of-season grade

point averages than their non-athlete peers." However, this

was not the case with freshman players. No significant dif-

ferences occurred with respect to "accumulative grade point

averages, hours accumulated since matriculation, study

habits and attitudes, summer school attendance, and in-

season grade point averages" (7, p. 58). Smith concluded

that intercollegiate football participation was not detri-

mental to academic progress over an extended period of time,

but that participation appears to have a slightly adverse

effect upon scholastic achievement at the immediate time;

however, this effect is compensated for during the off-

season by the increased academic achievement of the players

(7, p. 61).

An attempt was made by Earl (2) to determine whether

there were any significant relationships between the academic
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achievement of college athletes and non-athletes among four

ethnic groups, He found that when the ethnic groups were

combined, there was no significant difference in the academic

achievement of successful athletes (those who had lettered

or would letter) and the academic achievement of non-

athletes. On the other hand, when each ethnic group was

analyzed separately, significant differences did occur.

Among the Anglos, the non-athletes achieved a significantly

higher academic level than that of the athletes. This was

also true among begro and Spanish American ethnic groups,

The Indian athletes were the only ones to achieve at the

same level as their non-athlete ethnic counterparts, It

was thought that this similarity may have been a result of

the small size of the group. Earl also found that "there

was a significant difference in the academic achievement of

successful athletes in the four ethnic groups," The data

results may have been produced as the ethnic groups were of

unequal numbers (2, 67-70, 73-74).

This study dealt with only those athletes who had

lettered or would letter, and, thus, all the athletes were

not included in the analysis. It seems that an individual,

even though he may have failed to letter, still should be

considered a participant if he has spent time in practice

and the study of plays, The selectivity used in this study

certainly reduces its accuracy and reliability.
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Hilyer (4) was interested in defining clearly the

academic status of college football players as well as in

comparing their academic status with that of other students

in their respective universities. His study differs from

other studies since he compared football athletes enrolled

in several universities rather than comparing athletes

within a single college or university. The study covered

the five-year period from 1962 to 1967.

The results of Hilyer's analysis of the data show no

statistically significant difference between the mean score

of cumulative grade point averages of football players and

that of non-football participants. Neither is there any

statistically significant difference between the percentage

of football players who earned a bachelor's degree and that

of non-football participants. No statistically significant

difference exists between the percentage of football players

enrolled in each major area of study and that of non-foot-

ball participants. There was also no statistically signifi-

cant difference between the percentage of football players

who were placed on academic probation and that of non-foot-

ball participants. In addition, there was no statistically

significant difference between the percentage of football

players classified as academic failures and that of non-

football participants (4, pp. 14-17).

In reviewing the academic records of a group of junior-

college transfer football participants at North Texas State
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University, Ness found the following:

Originally, each football transfer was unable to
enroll in a four year college as a freshman because he
could not meet entrance requirements. . . . During his
first three or four semesters in junior college, the
athlete makes very little progress reducing his aca-
demic skill deficiencies, The low vocabulary, reading
rates and comprehension , . . in high school change
little even though he accrues minimal credit hours and
grade points necessary for transfer to a four year
college (6).

Ness goes on to say, "Athletes who are poor readers are

able to pass enough credit hours for enough grade points to

gain NCAA eligibility," but that unless academic skill de-

ficiencies (reading, vocabulary, and study skills) are im-

proved, they will be unable to meet the requirements for

enrolling in advanced courses and will not be graduated (6).

Ness proposes further remedies for academic deficiencies:

Through regular class attendance, amiable rela-
tionships to instructors, and effort, the poorly read-
ing athlete can pass sufficient courses to satisfy
eligibility requirements through his final year of
athletic participation. Usually, he is no nearer
actual graduation than when he entered NTSU, His con-
solations are ttx"1 number of hours of college credit,
the experience of playing college football, and, in
extremely rare cases, a chance to play professional
football (6).

Gee was also involved in the above investigation, and

he found, after meeting with a group of the students and

reviewing their scores on vocabulary and reading comprehen-

sion, that a majority of the boys labored under severe read-

ing handicaps (3).

In summary, the studies point to differences among

colleges and universities concerning athletic participation
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and academic achievement. These differences point to the

need for each college and university to conduct a self-study

to ascertain the relation of athletic participation and

academic achievement. In addition, these studies show that

several areas have not been investigated. Such areas are

(1) comparisons of the grade point averages of playing and

non-playing semesters for each student classification cate-

gory; (2) comparisons of the grade point averages of junior-

college transfer football participants with non-transfer

football participants; (3) the racial factor in academic

probation and suspension; (4) the racial composition of

football teams; (5) the time used to obtain a degree; (6)

the number or percentage who get an opportunity to play

pro-football; (7) the dropout percentage of freshman football

participants; (8) comparisons of the grade point average of

academic courses with non-academic courses; (9) the distri-

bution of course curriculum among football participants;

and (10) more complete profiles of the players at an insti-

tution, Consequently, this study is designed to illuminate

some of the above mentioned areas, as well as other areas,

with respect to football participants at North Texas State

University.
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CHAPTER III

METHOD

Description of Subjects

The subjects involved in this study consist of 259

intercollegiate football participants enrolled at North Texas

State University between the 1966 and 1971 academic years.

The descriptive analysis is based on 234 of the football par-

ticipants. The profile analysis is based on twenty-five

freshmen participants enrolled during the 1971 Fall Semester

and another fifty-six subjects who had been and were still

enrolled at this university. Thus, the profile analysis is

comprised of eighty-one intercollegiate football participants,

Procedures for Collecting Data

The Public Information Office at North Texas State

University provided football brochures for the years 1966 to

1971. From these, the names of the team members for each

year were obtained. Coaches in the Athletic Department then

reviewed the list of names to indicate those who were actual

participants. Any individual who did not complete the season

as a participant for any reason was omitted from the list.

In addition, the coaches provided the following information

on each participant: scholarship status, marital status,

number of years the participant had engaged in intercollegiate

39
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football activities, which included both senior and junior

college participation. Fred Graham, of the Public Informa-

tion Office, provided information regarding the race of each

player. The Office of the Registrar provided transcripts on

each of the football participants, with the exception of the

1971 freshman participants who are not included in the

descriptive analysis.

A questionnaire was designed and administered to the

football participants at the end of the football season to

determine a current profile of the intercollegiate football

participants at this university. The questionnaire was ad-

ministered to eighty-one participants, and they were assured

that their responses were confidential before they were

presented with the questionnaires. There was no mark of

identification on any of the questionnaires. The subjects

were urged to answer all questions and to answer them as

truthfully as possible. The participants were told that the

purpose of the questionnaire was for use as part of a study

to provide administrators and others with a better insight

into the lives of football players at this university,

Procedures for Analyzing Data

The mean score is used to describe the central tendency

of distributions, and the median score is used to describe

the location of the middle portion of a distribution. Per-

centages are used to describe the proportions within categories.
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Whether a significant difference occurs between mean scores

and between median scores should be viewed on the basis of a

grade point average of 2.00, since this is the minimal grade

point average acceptable for the awarding of a degree, This

median is considered, therefore, to be more important than a

statistically significant difference between scores, Both

physical and mechanical tabulations were used in the evalua-

tion of data.

Answers for questions posed in the study are determined

by the following ways:

Questions One, Two, Three, Four, Five, Six, Seven,

Eight, Nine, Ten, Eleven, and Twelve concerning the academic

status with respect to grade point averages of athletes from

1966 to 1970 are analyzed by using the mean and median scores

in the descriptive analysis.

Questions Thirteen, Fourteen, Fifteen, Sixteen, Seven-

teen, and Eighteen, which are concerned with academic proba-

tion and academic suspension, are analyzed by the use of

percentages within the various categories,

Questions One, Two, Three, Four, Five, Six, Seven,

Fight, Tine, Ten, Eleven, and Twelve, relating to racial

composition, awarding of degrees, and participation in pro-

football, are analyzed by the use of percentages within the

categories.

t I'"
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Questions One, Two, and Three concerning freshman foot-

ball participants, are also analyzed by the use of percent-

ages.

Questions One, Two, and Three dealing with the academic

status (grade point average) of junior-college transfer

players in contrast to non-transfer players are analyzed by

use of the mean and median grade point averages for each

group,

The profile analysis is based upon percentages. It

consists of using the alternative that received the highest

percentage of responses for each of the questions on the

questionnaire and then consolidating these alternatives to

form a profile of the typical player enrolled at North Texas

State University during the 1971 Fall Semester.

Additional data presented in the study show either the

means of categories or the percentages within categories,

Tables LX, bY4 I, LXXII, LXXIII, LXXIV, LXXV, LXXVI, and

LXXVII utilize the mean grade point in analyses. Tables

LXXVIII and LXXIX utilize percentages in analyses.

Description of the Measuring Instrument

A self-report questionnaire was designed to determine a

profile of currently-enrolled football participants at this

university. A copy of the instrument is presented in the

appendix of this study. It is a thirty-six item structured

questionnaire, The profile, or the typical player, is based

upon the alternative in each question that received the
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highest percentage of responses and then these alternatives

are consolidated into a composite,

The questionnaire required fifteen to twenty minutes

for its administration.



CHAPTER IV

STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF DATA

The data accumulated on the basis of the questions and

procedures described in Chapters I and III were analyzed sta-

tistically utilizing three statistical techniques: mean, median,

and percentage.

The following tables are used to describe the academic

status of intercollegiate football athletes at North Texas

State University from 1966 to 1970, Eighteen questions com-

prise this area.

Question One concerns whether a difference occurs in

the grade point average of freshman intercollegiate football

TABLE I

GRADE POINT DISTRIBUTION OF FRESHMAN INTERCOLLEGIATE
FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS FOR PLAYING AND NON-PLAYING

SEMESTERS

Grade Points
o 0 0 0

* . 0Semester Q

Playing Semester (N138) 5.80% 38.41% 49,28% 6.52% 1.91 1.93

Number (8) (53) (68) (9)

Non-Playing Semester (N*125) 7.20% 40,00% 45.60% 7.20% 1.93 1.95

Number (9) (50) (57) (9) ,,*t,,
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participants during their playing and non-playing semesters.

Table I presents the results.

Little difference is shown between the grade point mean

(1.91) and median (1.93) of the playing semester and the grade

point mean (1,93) and median (1,95) of the non-playing semester,

Even the percentages of players in the grade point categories

are very similar, with the greatest difference occurring in

category D. There is a 3.68 per cent decrease in category D

during the non-playing semester from the playing semester.

Question Two concerns whether a difference occurs in the

grade point average of sophomore intercollegiate football par-

ticipants during playing and non-playing semesters. The re-

sults are shown in Table II,

TABLE II

GRADE POINT DISTRIBUTION OF SOPHOMORE INTERCOLLEGIATE
FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS FOR PLAYING AND NON-PLAYING

SEMESTERS

0 0 0o 0 00
Semester *C

00

* * * 0

Playing Semester (N111) 3.60% 28.83% 48.65% 18.92% 1.67 1,71

Number (4) (32) (54) (21) .

Non-Playing Semester (N-115 4,35% 44.35% 48,69% 2.61% 1.93 1,95

Number (5) (51) (56) (3),, 0_.
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Sophomore football participants have a higher grade

point mean (1.93) and median (1.95) during the non-playing

semester than during the playing semester. The mean and me-

dian differences between semesters are .26 and .24, respec-

tively. The greatest percentage of change occurs within the

grade point categories of C and F. A much higher percentage

occurs within category C during the non-playing semester, and

a much lower percentage occurs in category F.

Question Three refers to any differences between the

grade point means and medians of junior intercollegiate foot-

ball participants during playing and non-playing semesters.

The results are shown in Table III.

TABLE III

GRADE POINT DISTRIBUTION OF JUNIOR INTERCOLLEGIATE
FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS FOR PLAYING AND

NON-PLAYING SEMESTERS

Gred- P-iat

* .
Semester * 04 4

Playing Setestejr (Nw-02) 7.*84% 48.04% 36,o28% 7.84% 1.982.06

Number (8) (49) (37) (8)

Non-Playing Semester (N-73) 5.48% 67012% 23,29% 4.11% 1.21 2.30

Number (4) (49) (17) (3) ,.,, *..*
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A noticeable difference exists between the grade point

mean and median of junior football participants during their

non-playing and their playing semesters. A grade point mean

of 1.98 and a median grade point of 2,06 exist during the par-

ticipants' playing semester, whereas a mean of 2.21 and a me-

dian of 2.30 exist during non-playing semester, The grade point

category C shows a 19 per cent increase, while the other cate-

gories show decreases, with category D having the greatest per

cent of decrease (16 per cent).

Question Four pertains to differences between the grade

point means and medians of senior intercollegiate football par-

ticipants during playing and non-playing semesters, Table IV

shows the results,

TABLE IV

GRADE POINT DISTRIBUTION OF SENIOR INTERCOLLEGIATE
FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS FOR PLAYING AND

NON-PLAYING SEMESTERS

Gade nt

Semester
0V000

Playing Semester (No68) 16.18% 44,12% 25,00% 14.70% 1,99 2,15

Number (11) (30) (17) (10)

Non-Playing Semester (N-37) 18.92% 48,65% 24,32% 8,11% 2.18 2,41

Number (7) (18) (9) (3) ,,,. 0
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The mean and median grade points are higher for the non-

playing semester than for the playing semester of senior foot-

ball participants. During the non-playing semester, a percentage

increase exists in categories B and C and a decrease in categor-

ies D and F. However, changes in percentages are rather, small,

the largest changes being 6.59 per cent in category F and 4.43

per cent in category C.

Question Five pertains to whether a difference occurs be-

tween the grade point means and medians of first-string varsity

intercollegiate football players and that of other varsity mem-

bers during playing semesters. Table V presents data on this

question.

TABLE V

PLAYING SEMESTER GRADE POINTS COMPARED BETWEEN FIRST-
STRING VARSITY INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PLAYERS

AND OTHER VARSITY INTERCOLLEGIATE
FOOTBALL MEMBERS

Grade Oints
o0000o 0 0 0

Category 0 q *

0)0

First-String Varsity 1.41% 50.70% 47.89% 2.07 2.07
Players (N-71)

Number (1) (36) (34) ...

Other Varsity 1.84% 48*47% 45.40% 4.29% 1.98 2.00
Members (N-163)

Number (3) (79) (74) (7)
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TIable V shows a slight increase for the first-string

varsity players in both the mean and median, but both groups

are very similar in means and medians, as well as in per-

centages in each grade point category, An exception to this

similarity is that there are no first-string players within

category F, whereas 4.29 per cent of the other varsity

members are within this category,

Question Six concerns whether a difference occurs be-

tween the grade point average of white and non-white football

participants during the playing semester, Results are shown

in Table VI,

TABLT VI

THE MEAh AVD MEDIAN GADE POINTS OF WHITE ANDD ON-WHITE
IF rERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS FOR

PLAYING SEMESTERS

ThFT5FTT"7 7sTerr Mean Yedian
Race in which Partici- GPA GPA

pants were Enrolled

Whites 310 1.99 2,03

Non-Whites 109 1,56 1,62

The white participants show a noticeably higher grade

point mean and median than that of the non-white partici-

pants. Almost one-half a grade point separates the two

groups, Whereas the whites are borderline C students, the

non-whites have an academic level of D.

Question Seven considers whether a difference exists

between white and non-white football participants with respect
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to grade point averages during the non-playing semester.

Data is presented in Table VII. Both whites and non-whites

show improvements in their mean and median grade points dur-

ing the non-playing semesters, The mean and median grade

points are noticeably higher for whites than for non-whites.

T ABLE VII

TIE MEAN ATtD MDIAN GRADEPIir OF WHITE AND ION-WHITE
ITERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS FOR THE

NON-PLAYING S EMESTERS

iNumber ofSemesters ~
Race in which Partici- GPA GPA

pants were Enrolled

Whites 260 2,07 2.14

on-Whites 90 1.85 1,84

Although non-whites have improved their mean and me-

dian grade points, these are still within category D. Non-

whites do show the greatest amount of improvement,

question Eight pertains to whether a difference occurs

between the cumulative grade point averages of white and non-

white football participants, Data is presented in T abel VIII,

Table VIII shows that white participants have a higher

grade point average than non-whites. This is also applicable

ith the median grade point, There are white participants in

all four grade point categories, with the greatest percentage,

55.17, in category C. The non-whites, on the other hand, are
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TABLE VIII

THE CUMULATIVE GRADE POINT DISTRIBUTION OF WHITE AND
RNN-M-HITE INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPA TTS

Gr62e Points

o 0 0
o 0U

Race c ,e

cCoC

White Players (Y-174) 2,30% 55,17% 38.51% 4,02% 2.05 2,10

Number (4) (96) (67) (7)

Non-White Players (N-60) . * , 31.67% 68.33% . . . 188 1.86

wber . , (19) (41) , * 0,0, 0

Total Per Cent 1,71r 49,15% 46,15% 2,997 2,01 2,01

Total lumber ( -234) (4) (115) (108) (7) *,

in either category C or D, with the greatest percentage,

68,33, in category D,

Question Nine refers to whether there is a difference

between the grade point averages of single and married foot-

ball participants during playing semesters. Data for this

question is supplied in Table FK.

The grade point mean and median are only slightly higher

for single players than that for married players. A slight

difference can be observed in the grade point averages be-

tween single and married players during the playing semes-

ters,
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TABLE IX

THE GRADE POI14T DISTRIBUTION OF SINGLE AND MARRIED
IITERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS DURING

PLAYING SEMESTERS

rade P oints

o 0 C0C
o 1-a a g cP4

Marital Status dC4)0 U"
R 0 T P10 PII 0) 00 0) 0) 0)

___ ___ __ 0 0

Single Players (N-373)* 7.51% 39,68% 42,09% 1072% 1,89 1*94

Number (28) (148) (157) (40)

Married Players (K-36)* 2.78% 38,89% 44,44% 13,89% 1,85 188

Number (1) (14) (16) (5) 0,1*

*Denotes the number of semesters the participants were
enrolled,

TABLE X

THE GRADE POIT DISTRIBUTO11 OF SINGLE AND MARRIED
I OTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS FOR THE

NON-PLAYING SEMESTERS

Grade points
o a a

Marital Status *

Single Players (1-310)* .45% 48,71% 39,68% 5,16% 2,01 2,07

number (20) (151) (123) (16)

Married Players (N-35)* B.57% 45.72% 37.14% 8057% 1,95 2,06

Number (3) (16) (13) (3)0

*Denotes the number
enrolled.

of semesters the participants were
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Question Ten pertains to whether a difference occurs

between the grade point averages of single and married foot-

ball participants during the non-playing semester. Results

are shown in Table X,

Table X shows the two groups to be very similar, How-

ever, a slightly higher grade point mean, 2.01, exists among

single participants than that which exists among married partic-

ipants,

Question Eleven considers whether a difference occurs

between the cumulative grade point averages of single and mar-

ried football participants. Table XI presents the results,

TABLE XI

THE CUMULATIVE GRADE POINT DISTRIBUTION OF SINGLE AND
MARRIED INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

Grade aInti

Marital Status *a ,
0 0)

Single Players (N-212) 1,89% 49.53% 45.28% 3*30% 2.00 201

Number (4) (105) (96) (7)

Married Players (NTh13) . . * 30,77% 69*23% . . . 1,90 1,96

Number .. , (4) (9)1,1.

The cumulative grade point mean and median are slightly

higher for single participants than for married participants.
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Most (69.23 per cent) married participants have grade point

averages falling in category D. However, there are no mar-

ried participants in category F,and neither do any fall in

category B. There is a slight tendency for single partici-

pants to be C students, and a strong tendency for married

participants to be D students,

Question Twelve Concerns whether a difference occurs

during the playing semester between the grade point averages

of intercollegiate football participants on football scholar-

ships and those participants not on a football scholarship.

Table XII presents data on this question,

TABLE XII

PLAYING SEMESTER GRADE POINT DISTRIBUTION OF INTERCOLLEGIATE
FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS WITH A FOOTBALL SCHOLARSHIP AND THOSE

WITH NO FOOTBALL SCHOLARSHIP

Grade O Ts

o 0 0 0* 0

Scholarship Status e0 d4
01 4 Ml 411 11 NO 1,4A

- ~ - - a on .a

On Scholarship (N=-215) 1.40% 48,84% 47.44% 2,33% 2.00 2.00

Number (3) (105) (102) (5)

Not on Scholarship (N-19) 5.26% 52.63% 31.58% 10.53% 2.08 2.21

Number (1) (10) (6) (2)

Football participants without football scholarships

have higher academic recordsthan do those participants with
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scholarships. Participants without football scholarships

have a grade point mean of 2,.08 and a median of 2.21, whereas

those participants with scholarships have a mean and a median

of 2.00,

Questions Thirteen, Fourteen, and Fifteen pertain to

the percentage of intercollegiate football participants placed

on academic probation and the racial composition of those

participants placed on academic probation. Data on these ques-

tions are shown in Table XIII,

TABLE XIII

ACADEMIC PROBATIONAL STATUS OF WHITE AND NON-WHITE
INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

Number
Category Placed on Per Cent

Probation

White Players (Nm174) 15 8.62

Non-White Players (No60) 22 36.67

Total Players (N-234) 37 15.81

Table XIII shows that academic probation affected

15.81 per cent of the football participants and that a large

percentage difference exists between the white and non-white

participants. Fifteen, or 8.62 per cent, of the white players

were placed on academic probation compared with twenty-two, or

36.67 per cent, of the non-white players.

Questions Sixteen, Seventeen, and Eighteen pertain to

the percentage of players placed on academic suspension and

-*---
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the racial composition of this group. Table XIV presents the

results,

TABLE XIV

THE ACAIDEMC SUSPSOY S TATUSS OF WHITE AMD NON-WTITE
INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

CategoryIumber Per CentSuspended

White Player (NT=174) 36 20.69

Non-White Players (N=60) 22 36.67

Total Players (N=234) 58 24,79

It is shown that the number placed on academic suspen-

sion among the 234 football participants was 24.79 per cent

and that it affected fifty-eight participants. Among the

174 white participants, 2069 per cent, or 36 players, were

suspended. Amont the non-whites, 36.67 per cent, or 22 par-

ticipants out of a total of 60 participants, were suspended,

The following tables present data for twelve questions

pertaining to racial composition, awarding of degrees, and

participation in pro-football.

Question One refers to the proportion of whites and non-

whites on the football rosters from 1966 to 1971, Table XV

contains this information.

Table XV reveals that the percentage of white football

participants gradually declined from a high of 83.33 per cent
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THE 00hB1UDM RACIAL CO)11SITION OF PRESMA AND
VARSITY IiTOERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL

PARTICIPA TS FROM 1966-1971

_ _NI-, I m- 0 -1---------

1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971
Race (166) (7=84) U=84) (1=82) (N-85) (N-82)

White Players 8333% 78.57% 7262,% 69.51% 67.06% 73,17,

'Tumber (55) (66) (61) (57) (57) (60)

Non-hite Players 16,67% 22.43% 27,38; 30,49% 32.94% 2683%

Number (11) (18) (23) (25) (28) (22)

in 1966 to a low of 67.06 per cent in 1970, but in 1971 this

trend was reversed, and an increase to 73.17 per cent is

shown, Thus, non-whites composed a low of 16.67 per cent in

1966 and a high of 32.94 per cent in 1970, but this percent-

age declined to 26.83 per cent in 1971,

TABLE XVI

THE RACIAL COMPOSITION OF THE FIRST-STRING VARSITY
I GTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS FROM

1966-1971

1966 1907 1968 1969 1970 1971
Race ([-22) &(N22) (1=25) (W=25) (N=22) (N=22)

White Players 68,18%& 8.18 7o6,00% 56,00% 50.00% 50.00%

number (15) (15) (14) (14) (11) (11)

Non-White Players 31S82%1 -. 82% 4.00% 44.00%1 5000% 50.00%

Number (7) (7) (11) (11) (11) (11)
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Question Two concerns the proportion of whites and non-

whites on thr first-string varsity team, Data on this ques-

tion are shown in Table XVI.

The per cent of white players on the first-string varsity

team has declined from 68.18 per cent in 1966 to 50.00 per

cent in 1970 and 1971. The number of non-whites have in-

creased from 31.82 per cent in 1966 to 50.00 per cent in

1970 and 1971.

Question Three pertains to the proportion of scholar-

ships awarded to the white and non-white football partici-

pants. Table XVII presents this information.

TABLE XVII

PER CENT OF WHITES AND NO-WHITES RECEIVING FOOTBALL
SCHOLARSHIPS BETWEEN 1966 AND 1970

Category Scholarship Scholarship

Whites (146174) 90,23% 9.77%

Number (157) (17)

Non-Whites (N=60) 96,67% 3,33%

liumber (58) "(2)

Total Per Cent (1=234) 91#88% 8.12%

Total Number (215) (19)

Table XVII discloses that among non-white participants,

96.67 per cent were awarded football scholarships. On the

other hand, 90.23 per cent of the white football participants
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were awarded football scholarships. Thus, the non-white par-

ticipants have a slight edge in the percentages of the two

groups receiving scholarships, It should also be noted that

91.88 per cent of all football participants were awarded schol-

arships,

Questions Four, Five, Six, Seven, Eight, and Nine re-

late to the number of years taken by intercollegiate football

participants between the 1966 Fall Semester and the 1971 Fall

Semester to obtain a college degree and the racial composi-

tion of the group receiving degrees, The results are pre-

sented in Table XVIII.

TABLE XVIII

THE YEARS INVOLVED IN OBTAINING A DEGREE AMONG
INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

FROM 1966-1971

k4 k40 $k

Race Total
4 r $ 9 1

White Players (N-40) 7.50% 37,50% 12.50% 42.50% 100%

Number (3) (15) (5) (17) (40)

Non-White Players (N6=4) .,. . 50.00% 25.00% 25.00% 100%

Number , . . (2) (1) (1) (4)

Total Per Cent 6.82% 38064% 13,64% 40.91% 100%

Total Number (N=234) (3) (17) (6) (18) (44)
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Forty-four intercollegiate football participants were

awarded degrees between the 1966 Fall Semester and the end

of the 1971 Fall Semester, Those receiving a degree in four

years constitute 6.82 per cent of the total participants, or

7.50 per cent among white players. There were none among

non-white players,

Participants taking four years, but less than five

years, to obtain a degree consisted of 37.50 per cent of the

whites and 50,00 per cent of the non-whites, The combined

percentages of degrees awarded within this time period was

38.64 per cent. Twelve and one-half per cent of the whites

took five years to receive a degree, and 25.00 per cent of

the non-whites required the same amount of time. The com-

bined percentage of those taking five years to earn a degree

was 13,64,

Football participants spending five years, but less

than six years, to obtain a degree were as follows: whites,

42.50 per cent and non-whites, 25,00 per cent; the combined

percentage is 40.91.

There were no football participants who remained in

college six years or longer and obtained a degree,

Questions Ten, Eleven, and Twelve pertain to the percent-

age of football participants who have participated in pro-

football, the percentage who have participated but did not earn

a degree, and the racial composition of those who have partici-

pated in pro-football. Table XIX presents the results,
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TABLE XIX

THE RACIAL COMPOSITION AND DEGREE STATUS OF THOSE
INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS TENDERED

A PRO-FOOTBALL CONTRACT

0S 0 _P00

IOt U 4J MURacefl
~QO4 04 I tt r4I r

White Players (N-174) 8.05% 46.67% 6.67% 40.00%

Number (14) (14) (2) (12)

Non-White Players (N-60) 26.67% 53,33% , . * 53,33%

Number (16) (16) , . . (16)

Total Per Cent 12.82% 100.00% 6.67% 93,33%

Total Number (N1-234) (30) (30) (2) (28)

From the 1966 Fall Semester through the pro-football

spring draft of 1971, there were thirty football players of-

fered pro-football contracts., This is 12.82 per cent of the

football participants (234) during this period.

A great difference occurs when considering the degree

factor among players offered pro-football contracts. Only

two, or 6,67 per cent, of those players offered a contract

are degree holders, and both players are white. By the end

of the 1971 Fall Semester, none of the other twenty-eight

players had completed the requirements for a degree.

When percentage is based upon the number of players in

each racial group, the non-whites have a much higher percentage,
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The non-whites show a percentage of 26.67, compared with 8.05

per cent for whites. However, when looking at the group offered

contracts, there is little difference in the racial composition.

Non-whites were offered 53.33 per cent of the pro-football con-

tracts, compared with 46.67 per cent for the whites.

The following tables pertain to three questions con-

cerning freshman football participants. Questions One, Two, and

Three refer to the percentage of freshman participants who con-

tinue their academic studies. It also refers to the extent

that they participate in intercollegiate football until their

eligibility expires. Table XX presents this information,

TABLE XX

THE CONTINUATION OF ACADEMIC STUDY AND FOOTBALL
PARTICIPATION AMONG FRESHMAN INTERCOLLEGIATE

FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS FROM 1966-1970

V* Years of Play
4) *r1+') i

Category-P-A-

1 2 3 4

Participants 5.88 37.81 15.97156.30%15.38%30.25% .24% 5.13%
(N-119)

Number (7) (45) (19) (67) (54) (36) (11) (18)

*Three were also football dropouts
**Nine, or 47.37 per cent, of these became college dropouts.

Table XX shows that only 15.13 per cent of the freshman

intercollegiate football participants continue to play football
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until their eligibility expires, The data show that 45.38

per cent of the participants drop out of football participa-

tion by the end of the first year of play and 30,25 per cent

by the end of the second year of play, Thus, 75.63 per cent

of the freshman intercollegiate football participants discon-

tinue playing football by the end of their second year of play,

Football dropouts account for 15.97 per cent of the

freshman participants. However, 56.30 per cent of the fresh-

man participants become college dropouts.

During the period from 1966 to 1971, 52.63 per cent of

the football dropouts continued their academic study at this

university, and three of the nineteen dropouts received a

degree.

The following tables apply to three questions on the

academic status of junior-college transfer football partici-

pants,A contrast is then made with non-transfer football

participants,

Question One pertains to the beginning academic status

of junior-college transfer football participants, Table XXI

contains this information,

A very small per cent (6.49) of the junior-college

transfer participants enter this university with a grade

point average of B. Most junior-college transfer football

participants (70.13 per cent) enter with a C average. The

grade point mean is 2,24, and the median grade point is 2,17.
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TABLE XXI

GRADE POINT AVERAGES OF JUNIOR-COLLEGE TRANSFER
INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

FROM 1966-1970

Grade Points
o 000

Category eQ-14 *M100 0 411 OkiI uCO 00 0) 00 a0) 00) E 0
0) eq rq

Junior College
GPA (N-77) 6.49% 70.13% 23.38% . . , 2.24 2.17

Number (5) (54) (18) . . , * * *

First Year GPA at
NTSU (Nm77)* * . . 36.36% 58.44% 5019% 1.82 1.82

Number ,. (28) (45) (4) .

Second Year GPA at
NTSU (N-56) 1.79% 41.07% 55.36% 1.79% 1.96 1,91

Number (1) (23) (31) (1)

*By the 1971 Fall semester, thirty-six had become college
dropouts and eight had dropped out of football,

Question Two concerns a comparison of the cumulative

grade point average at this university of first-year junior-

college transfer intercollegiate football participants and

the cumulative grade point average of non-transfer intercol-

legiate football participants who have participated in foot-

ball one year beyond the freshman level, The results are

shown in Table XXII.

The grade point mean of 2,02 for non-transfer foot-

ball participants is .20 higher than the grade point mean of



TABLE XXII

THE CUMULATIVE GRADE POINT AVERAGE AT NORTH TEXAS STATE
UNIVERSITY OF FIRST YEAR JUNIOR-COLLEGE TRANSFER

INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS COMPARED
WITH THE CUMULATIVE GRADE POINT AVERAGE OF
SIMILAR NON-TRANSFER FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

Mean Median

Category GPA GPA

Transfer Players (N-77) 1,82 1.82

Non-Transfer Players (N91)* 2.02 1.91

*Only those players were selected who had participated other
than their freshman year,

1.82 for transfer participants, Although the median grade

points for the two groups are more similar than their means,

the non-transfer group still has a higher median grade point,

Question Three pertains to a comparison of the cumula-

tive grade point average at this university by second year

junior college transfer intercollegiate football participants

with the cumulative grade point average of non-transfer foot-

ball participants who have participated in football two years

beyond the freshman level, Table XXIII presents the results.

It is shown in Table XXIII that non-transfer football

participants have a higher grade point mean and median than

do transfer participants, Although the grade point mean of

2.08 for non-transfer participants is slightly higher than

the mean of 1.96 for transfer participants, the median grade

points, 1.91 and 1.94, of the two groups are very similar.

65



66

TABLE XXIII

THE CUMULATIVE GRADE POINT AVERAGE AT THIS UNIVERSITY BY
SECOND YEAR JUNIOR-COLLEGE TRANSFER INTERCOLLEGIATE

FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS COMPARED WITH THE
CUMULATIVE GRADE POINT AVERAGE OF

SIMILAR NON-TRANSFER FOOTBALL
PARTICIPANTS

in Median
Category GPA GPA

Transfer Players (N-56) 1.96 1.91

Non-Transfer Players (N-47) 2,08 1,94

The medians of the two groups, thus, indicate that at least

half the members of each group fall within the grade point

category D.

The following tables are used in describing a current

profile of 1971 intercollegiate football athletes at this uni-

versity, The thirty-six following questions pertain to this

profile,

TABLE XXIV

STUDENT CLASSIFICATIONS AND RACIAL COMPOSITION AMONG
1971 INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

Category Freshmen horjl Junors fSeirs Total

White Players 24.69% 17.28% 19.75% 8.64% 70.37%

Number (20) (14) (16) (7) (57)

Non-Wite Players* 6.17% 3.70% 12.35% 7.41% 29,63%

Number (5) (3) (10) (6) (24)

Total Per Cent 30.86% 20,99% 32.10% 16*05% 100O0%

Total Number (25) (17) (26) (13) (81)

l11A Blacks
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Questions One and Six pertain to student classification

and racial composition of the athletes. The results are

shown in Table XXIV. Student classifications among white

football participants consisted of the following: freshmen,

24.69 per cent; sophomores, 17.28 per cent; juniors, 19.75

per cent; and seniors, 8.64 per cent. Among non-white par-

ticipants, the classifications were as follows: freshmen,

6.17 per cent; sophomores, 3,70 per cent; juniors, 12,35 per

cent; and seniors, 7.41 per cent, The overall student clas-

sificatory composition of the participants was as follows:

freshmen, 30.86 per cent; sophomores, 20.99 per cent; juniors,

32,10 per cent; and seniors, 16.05 per cent. The racial com-

position of the football participants consisted of 70.37 per

cent whites and 29.63 per cent non-whites.

Question Two refers to the major areas of studies among

the football participants, The major areas of specialization

were reported in the following proportions: physical educa-

tion, 40,74 per cent; business administration, 25.93 per

cent; biology, 5 per cent; recreation, 3.70 per cent; indus-

trial arts, 3.70 per cent; political science, physics, mathe-

matics, sociology, psychology, history, and education, 1.23

per cent for each of these areas.

Only forty-five athletes reported a minor area of study,

Biology and physical education were the most prominent areas,

and the proportion of participants in these areas were 20.99

and 9.88 per cent, respectively, Table XXV presents the

above information.
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TABLE XXV

AREAS OF SPECIALIZATION AMONG THE 1971 INTERCOLLEGIATE
FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

Per Per
Major Number aCent Minor umber Cent

-W 00 LO- I

Physical Education

Business

Biology

Recreation

Industrial Arts

Political Science

Physics

Mathematics

Sociology

Psychology

History

Education

Not Reporting

Total Number.

33

21

5

3

3

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

9

81

40.74

25.93

6.17

3.70

3.70

1.23

1.23

1.23

1.23

10231

1023

1.23

11.11

. . .0

Biology

Physical Education

Chemistry

Education

English

Sociology

Mathematics

Business

Recreation

History

Industrial Arts

Geography

Political Science

Speech

Not Reporting

Total Number

17

8

4

3

2

2

2

1

1

1

81

20.99

9o88

4o94

3,70

2,47

2,47

2047

1.23

1023

1023

1023

1.23

1.23

1.23

44.44

* 0 0

Question Three concerns the average age of the football

participants. Results are shown in Table XXVI. The mean age

of the 1971 football participants was 19,94 years, and the



TABLE XXVI

AGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE 1971 INTERCOLLEGIATE
FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

-- -- --

18-19 20-21 22-23 24-25 Mean Median

Players (N1-81) 38.27% 51.85% 8.64% 1.23% 19.94 20.50

Number (31) (42) (7) (1) .

median age was 20.50 years. Only one player was over twen-

ty-four years of age, and none were past the age of twenty-

five.

Question Four relates to the marital status of the

football participants. Table XXVII presents the results.

TABLE XXVII

MARITAL STATUS OF THE 1971 INTERCOLLEGIATE
FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

Legally Living With A
Single Married Girl Friend

Players (N-81) 83.95% 12.35% 3.70%

Number (68) (10) (3)

Approximately 84 per cent of the participants were

single, 12 per cent married, and 4 per cent living with a

girl friend.
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Question Five pertains to the percentage of players who

possess automobiles, Results are shown in Table XXVIII,

TABLE XXVIII

PERCENTAGE OF FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS WHO
POSSESS AUTOMOBILES

Yes No

Players (N-81) 72.84% 27.16%

Number (59) (22)

Approximately 73 per cent of the participants report

the possession of an automobile.

Question Seven pertains to the economic background of the

participants and is based upon subjects' estimates of their

parents' yearly income. Results are presented in Table XXIX.

TABLE XXIX

ECONOMIC BACKGROUND OF THE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS BASED
UPON THEIR ESTIMATE OF PARENTS' YEARLY INCOME

Lest- 3,t00 ,0md$10,0 o 3u t ean ea

Than to to to to or Income2ncome
$3*00 999 9 992 299 15999 More

Players
(N-78) 11.54 7.95 7.95 26.92 7.69% 17.95 9,67 0,285

Number (9) (14) (14) (21) (6) (14) * *

It appears that the mean income of parents of football

participants at this university is approximately $9,679, and the

median income of the parents is approximately $10,285. Almost
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27 per cent, the highest percentage, of the participants esti.

mate their parents' yearly income to be in the $10,000 to

$12,999 income category.

Questions Eight and Nine pertain to the percentage of

football participants with an older brother or father who par-

ticipated in intercollegiate football. Table XXX shows data

on these questions,

TABLE XXX

PERCENTAGE OF THE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS WITH AN OLDER
BROTHER OR FATHER WHO PARTICIPATED IN

INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL

Category Yes No

An Older Brother* Who
Played Football (Nu81) 16,05% 83.95%

Number (13) (68)

A Father* Who Played
Football (N-80) 7.50% 92.50%

Number (6) (74)

*One player had both a brother and father who played
intercollegiate football.

Very few 1971 participants had an older brother or

father who participated in intercollegiate football. There

were only 16.05 per cent of the participants with an older

brother who had participated, and only 7.50 per cent with a

father who had participated in intercollegiate football,
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Question Ten considers personal factors that were in-

fluential in the football participant's decision to play

football. Data are presented in Table XXXI.

TABLE XXXI

PERSONAL FACTORS INFLUENTIAL IN THE
DECISION TO PLAY FOOTBALL

Figh Other m ider - rGi
Father School Mother Factors* Brother Friends

Coach
(N7) (N-75) (N174) (Nm54) (1N53) (N'68)

Players 85.92% 73.33% 62.16% 57.41% 39.62% 23.53%

Number (61) (55) (46) (31) (21) (16.

*Players checked this category but failed to indicate
what.

Players ranked the order of influence as follows: (1)

father, (2) high school coach, (3) mother, (4) other factors,

(5) older brother, and (6) girl friends. Several percentage

points, however, separate each of the categories. Although

the "other factors" were ranked, no explanations were given.

Question Eleven refers to the social factors that in-

fluenced the participants to play football. Data are shown

in Table XXXII.

Players ranked the order of influence as follows: (1)

a desire to play pro-football, (2) a desire to obtain a col-

lege education, (3) economic considerations, (4) an ambition

to become a coach, (5) prestige, and (6) glamour.
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TABLE XXXII

SOCIAL FACTORS INFLUENTIAL IN THE DECISION
TO PLAY FOOTBALL

ToPy ToGe AEconomic To Be
Pro- College Reasons A Prestige Glamour
Football Education Coach
(N-70) (N'73) (N-74) (N-69) (N-74) (N-72)

Players 64.29% 63.01% 60*81% 55.07% 35,14% 19.44%

Number (45) (46) (45) (38) (26) (14)

Question Twelve concerns the three most influential

factors of the personal and social groups. Data are presented

in Table XXXIII.

TABLE XXXIII

RANK ORDER OF FACTORS MOST INFLUENTIAL IN THE
DECISION TO PLAY FOOTBALL

Number Per Rank
Factors (N-80) Cent Order

Economic 34 42,50 1

Pro-Football 33 41.25 2

Education 29 36.25 3

Father 24 30,00 4

Coaching 21 26.25 5

Own Desire 18 22.50 6

High School Coach 16 20.00 7

Glamour and Prestige 13 16.25 8
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TABLE XXXII--Continued

Factors Number Per Rank
(N=80) Cent Order

Mother 8 10.00 9

Older Brother 6 7.50 10

Father and Mother 2 2.50 12

Friends 2 2.50 12

Relatives Outside
the Conjugal Family 2 2.50 12

Wife 1 1.25 13.5

Gif) Friends 1 1.25 13.5

The three most influential factors are shown to be

(1) economic, 42.50 per cent; (2) pro-football, 41.25 per

cent; (3) education, 36.25 per cent. However, other impor-

tant influential factors are the father, 30 per cent; coach-

ing career, 26.25 per cent; own desire, 22.50 per cent; high

school coach, 20 per cent; and glamour and prestige, 16.25

per cent.

Question Thirteen refers to the percentage of partici-

pants interested in playing pro-football. Responses; are

shown in Table XXXIV.

The majority, 61.73 per cent, of the football particki.

pants are definitely interested in playing pro-football. An-

other 24.69 per cent of the participants are undecided as yet.
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TABLE XXXIV

PERCENTAGE OF 1971 INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL
PARTICIPANTS INTERESTED IN PLAYING

PRO-F00TBALL

Yes maybe No

Players' Interest
In Pro-Football (N-8I) 61.73% 24.69% 13.58%

Number (50) (20) (11)

A percentage of 13.58 of the participants are not interested

in playing pro-football.

Questiobe Fourteen and Fifteen pertain to the percent-

age of football participants on scholarships and the likeli-

hood of their continuing to play football without a

scholarship. The responses are reported in Table XXXV.

TABLE XXXV

PERCENTAGE OF THE 1971 INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL
PARTICIPANTS ON SCHOLARSHIPS

Yes No Maybe
--- n--- Pow-

Players on Scholarship (N-I8) 96.30% 3*70%

Number (78) (3) . . .

Players That Would Play
Football Without a
Scholarship (N-8I) 19.75% 48.15% 32.10%

Number (16) (39) (26)

anassansammesumamamanummamemans ......
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Intercollegiate football participants on scholarships

account for 96.30 per cent of the total participants. A sub-

stantial per cent, 48.15, of the participants report they

would not play without a scholarship, On the other hand,

19.75 per cent of the participants indicate that they would

play football without a scholarship, and 32.10 per cent are

undecided,

Question Sixteen concerns the players' evaluation of

the football scholarship program at this university. Evalua-

tions are presented in Table XXXVI.

TABLE XXXVI

EVALUATION OF THE SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM BY 1971
INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

Very
Good Good Fair Poor Other

Player's Evaluation (N=81) 8.64% 41.97% 29.63% 17.82% 2.47%

Number (7) (34) (24) (14) (2)

Approximately 51 per cent of the participants rate the

football scholarship program at this university to be good or

very good, However, 49 per cent of the participants consider

it to be less than good.

Question Seventeen compares the player's evaluation of

his high-school football ability with that of his other high-

school teammates. Responses are shown in Table XXXVII.
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TABLE XXXVII

THE FOOTBALL PLAYER'S EVALUATION OF HIS HIGH-SCHOOL
FOOTBALL ABILITY WITH THAT OF HIS

HIGH-SCHOOL TRA TES

00

Best the Average
Best

Player's Evaluation (N.81) 13.58% 66.67% 19.75%

Number (11) (54) (16)

Approximately 68 per cent of the participants consid-

ered themselves to be one of the best players on their high-

school teams, and approximately 14 per cent thought they

were the best of players. Only 20 per cent considered them-

selves to be just average players.

Que stion Eighteen is concerned with why a player chose

to attend this university. Data is furnished in Table XXXVIII.

The following reasons are shown to account for 77 per

cent of the responses: (1) liked the school, 21 per cent; (2)

not offered a scholarship by a Southwest Conference school, 11

per cent; (3) liked the football program, 10 per cent; (4)

close to home, 8 per cent; (5) low college entrance require-

ments, 7 per cent; (6) not offered a scholarship by another

senior college, 6 per cent; (7) for economic reasons when not

offered a scholarship by other senior colleges,6 6 per cent;

(8) liked the coaches, 4 per cent; (9) the best of choices

to choose from, 4 per cent. Thus, the response "liked the,

school" is almost double the percentage of the next highest

reason for choosing to attend this university.
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TABLE XXXVIII

REASONS GIVEN BY THE 1971 INTERCOLLEGIATE
FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS FOR CHOOSING

TO ATTEND THIS UNIVERSITY

Number Per
Reasons (N-100) Cent

Liked the School 21 21.00

Not offered a scholarship by a Southwest
Conference school 11 11.00

Liked the football program 10 10.00

Close to home 8 8.00

Low entrance requirements 7 7.00

Not offered a scholarship by any senior 6 6,00
college

For economic reasons when not offered a
scholarship by other senior colleges 6 6.00

Liked the coaches 4 4,00

The best choice to choose from 4 4.00

Because of the business school 2 2.00

Did not want to leave Texas 2 2.00

Older brother 2 2,00

Good pro-background 2 2.00

Wanted to play with a winner 2 2.00

For economic reason when offered no
scholarship 2 2,00

Other* 11 11.00
M sOnWN

*Each of these ia a separate reason,
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Question Nineteen refers to the difficulty a junior-

college transfer football participant has in maintaining his

junior-college academic status at this university. Responses

are recorded in Table XXXIX.

TABLE XXXIX

RESPONSES FROM JUNIOR-COLLEGE TRANSFER FOOTBALL PARTICI-
PANTS AS TO THE DIFFICULTY IN MAINTAINING THEIR JUNIOR-

COLLEGE ACADEMIC STATUS AT THIS UNIVERSITY

Much More A Little More About The
Difficult Difficult Same

Players* Responses (N*21) 19.05% 57.14% 23.81%

Number (4) (12) (5)

Most, 76.19 per cent, of the junior-college transfer

players found the curriculum at this university to be more

difficult than their junior-college academic experience.

The degrees of difficulty are expressed as follows: (1)

much more difficult, 19.05 per cent of the players; (2) a

little more difficult, 57.14 per cent of the players; and

(3) about the same, 23.81 per cent of the players.

Question Twenty pertains to the utilization of the tu-

toring service offered at this university by the football par-

ticipants. Responses are presented in Tables XL and XLI,

Utilization is indicated as follows: (1) very often,

6.17 per cent; (2) sometimes, 6.17 per cent; (3) seldom, 18.52
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TABLE XL

UTILIZATION OF THE TUTORING SERVICE OFFERED AT THIS
UNIVERSITY BY THE 1971 INTERCOLLEGIATE

FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

-s--w- ------ 4-

r0o

))0$4 0 00
0 C44 0 4

$>4"(W 0 0

Player Responses (No81) 6.17% 6.17% 18.52% 17.28% 49.38% 2.47%

Number (5) (5) (15) (14) (40) (2)

per cent; (4) very seldom, 17.28 per cent; (5) never, 49.38 per

cent; and (6) indifferent to the service, 2.47 per cent.

Table XLI indicates the number of hours per week in

which the participants utilize the tutoring service.

TABLE XLI

HOURS OF TUTORING SERVICE UTILIZED PER WEEK BY THE
FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

- n s.s 5 s s-.i n-a is-. -

Less Than 1- 3 3- 6 9 -O1212-15
None One Hour Hours Hours Hours Hours

Player Responses (N-79) 69.62% 16.46% 11.39% 1.26% . . . 1.26%

Number (55) (13) (9) (1) . . . (1)

A very small percentage of the participants use the ser-

vices of tutors as much as one hour or more per week; in fact,
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only 13.91 per cent do so. Thus, 86.08 per cent fail to do

so, and furthermore, 69.62 per cent do not use the tutors.

Question Twenty-one concerns the evaluation of the

tutoring received by the players. Evaluations are shown in

Table XLII.

TABLE XLII

FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS' EVALUATION OF THE TUTORING
RECEIVED AT THIS UNIVERSITY

Very
Excellent Good Good Fair Poor

Player Evaluation (Nm46) 2.17% 19.56% 52.17% 15.22% 10.87%

Number (1) (9) (24) (7) (5)

In general, the tutoring received by the football play-

ers is given a favorable evaluation. Approximately 74 per cent

of the players give it a'looc'or'bettet'rating. Only 26 per

cent of the players perceive it as 'fait'or"poor."'

Question Twenty-two is an evaluation of the tutoring

program offered by this university. Table XLIII presents the

evaluations.

Approximately 71 per cent of the football players give

the tutoring program a rating of good or better. Thus, only

29 per cent of the players evaluate the program as being either

"?ail' or"poor."
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TABLE XLIII

EVALUATION OF THE TUTORING PROGRAM AT THIS UNIVERSITY BY
THE 1971 INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

Very
Excellent Good Good Fair Poor

Player Responses (N-58) 8,62% 12.07% 50.00% 20.69% 8.62%

Number (5) (7) (29) (12) (5)

Question Twenty-three concerns the percentage of foot-

ball participants who anticipate receiving a degree within

four years, Responses are presented in Table XLIV.

TABLE XLIV

PER CENT OF THE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS WHO EXPECT TO
RECEIVE A DEGREE IN FOUR YEARS

Most
Yes Likely Maybe No

Player Responses (N1-81) 49.38% 18.52% 13.58% 18.52%

Number (40) (15) (11) (15)

Almost 81 per cent of the participants have hopes or

possible expectations of obtaining a degree within four years.

Sixty-eight per cent have positive beliefs in this respect,

and 49 per cent give a definite response that they expect to

receive a degree within four years. Only 19 per cent do not

expect to get a degree within this time period.
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Question Twenty-four refers to whether a player would

encourage his son to play intercollegiate football. Replies

are shown in Table XLV.

TABLE XLV

PER CENT OF THE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS WHO WOULD ENCOURAGE
A SON TO PLAY INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL

Yes No Do Not
Know

Player Responses (N-81) 67.90% 7.41% 24.69%

Number (55) (6) (20)

Most players have a positive attitude about encouragiftg

their sons to participate in intercollegiate football. Ap-

proximately 68 per cent gave a definite answer 6! "yes" to

this question. However, 25 per cent are undecided, and 7

per cent would not encourage their sons to play football.

Hence, two out of three players display a positive attitude

toward football participation.

Question Twenty-five pertains to the percentage of

players who consider their football participation to be

necessary for them to receive a college education. Re-

sponses are shown in Table XLVI.

A slight majority, 54,43 per cent, of the participants

feel that their football participation is necessary
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TABLE XLVI

THE PERCENTAGE OF FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS WHO FEEL THAT
THEIR PARTICIPATION IS NECESSARY IN ORDER FOR

THEM TO OBTAIN A COLLEGE EDUCATION

Do Not
Yes No Know

Player Responses (N-79) 54.43% 37.97% 7.60%

Number (43) (30) (6)

for them to gain a college education. However, 38 per cent of

the players do not consider it to be necessary, and 8 per cent

are undecided,

Question Twenty-six concerns whether football partici-

pation tends to isolate the participant from participating in

other campus activities, Tables XLVII, XLVIII, XLIX, L, and

LI present data on this question.

TABLE XLVII

OPINIONS AMONG THE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS AS TO THE
AVAILABILITY OF TIME FOR PARTICIPATION IN

OTHER CAMPUS ACTIVITIES

Perhaps, If
Yes No I Wanted To

Player Responses (N-81) 18.52% 58.02% 23.46%

Number (15) (47) (19)
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Table XLVII relates to the availability of time the

participant feels he has for participating in other campus

activities, Most, 58.02 per cent, players do not feel that

they have time to participate in other campus activities.

However, 41.98 per cent seem to think that they do have the

time to participate.

Table XLVIII concerns the interest the football par-

ticipants have in taking a part in other campus activities.

TABLE XLVIII

PER CENT OF THE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS INTERESTED
IN PARTICIPATING IN OTHER CAMPUS ACTIVITIES

Very Of Some Very Little No
Much Interest Interest Interest

Player Responses (Nw8I) 20.99% 49.38% 17.28% 12.35%

Number (17) (40) (14) (10)

Seventy per cent of the players show a positive atti-

tude toward participating in other campus activities; yet a

large percentage, 30 per cent, show little or no interest in

other activities,

Table XLIX concerns the number of other campus activi-

ties which engage the players.

Approximately 87 per cent of the players participated

in no other campus activity, but 9 per cent participated in
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TABLE XLIX

THE NUMBER OF OTHER CAMPUS ACTIVITIES WHICH
ENGAGE THE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

None One Two Three

Player Responses (N-80) 87.50% 8.75% 2.50% 1.25%

Number (70) (7) (2 (1)

one other campus activity, and 4 per cent participate in

two or three other activities.

Table L refers to the kind of organizations which

engage the players.

TABLE L

ORGANIZATIONS IN WHICH THE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS
INDICATE PARTICIPATION

Fraternity Club Dorm
Association

Player Responses (N-l4) 71.43% 14.28% 14.28%

Number (10) (2) (2)

Of the organizations in which football players partici-

pate, fraternities account for 71 per cent of those partici-

pating, while clubs and dorm associations account for the

remaining 29 per cent.
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Table LI pertains to office positions within campus

organizations held by football participants.

TABLE LI

NUMBER OF OFFICE POSITIONS WITHIN CAMPUS ORGANIZATIONS
HELD BY THE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

None One Two

Player Participation (N-80) 96.25% 2.50% 1.25%

Number (77) (2) (1)

Holding an office position is not a trait among the

1971 intercollegiate football participants. In fact, not hold-

ing an office is more indicative of the participants since 96

per cent of them do not hold an office position.

Questions Twenty-seven and Twenty-eight pertain to the

players' participation in part-time work. Tables LII and LIII

show the amount of participation during playing and non-playing

semesters.

TABLE LII

PARTICIPATION IN PART-TIME WORK DURING THE PLAYING SEMESTER
BY 1971 INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

Hours of Work Per Week
one 3 - 6 12or More

Player Participation (N-81) 97o54% 1.23% 1.23%

Number (79) (1) (1)
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Table LII shows that approximately 98 per cent of the

participants do not engage in part-time work during the play-

ing semester.

TABLE LIII

PARTICIPATION IN PART-TIME WORK DURING THE NON-PLAYING
SEMESTER BY 1971 INTERCOLLEGIATE

FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

Hours of Work Per Week

None 1 - 3 3 - 6 6 - 9 9-12 15 or
I_ _IIMore

Player Participation
(N-81) 79.01% 1.23% 1.23% 2.47% 2,47% 13.58%

Number (64) (1) (1) (2) (2) (11)

It is shown in Table LIII that 79 per cent of the foot-

ball participants do not engage in part-time work during the

non-playing semester. Of those participants who work, approx-

imately 14 per cent work fifteen or more hours per week,

TABLE LIV

1971 INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS'
EVALUATION OF THEIR FOOTBALL ABILITY

WITH ABILITY IN OTHER SPORTS

Football Ability Compared to
Abil ty in Other Sports

ETer TEquivalent z Xt as
in Good In

Other Ability Other

Player Responses (N-67) 1.49% 40,30% 58.21%

Number (1) (27) (39)
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Question Twenty-nine refers to whether football partici-

pants believe they have equivalent talent in other sports.

Tables LIV and LV present data on this question.

Most of the football participants do not consider

their talent in other sports to be equivalent to their foot-

ball ability. Although 58 per cent of the players express

this view, 42 per cent believe their talent in other sports

to be equal to or better than that in football.

TABLE LY

PARTICIPATION IN OTHER INTERCOLLEGIATE SPORTS AMONG
1971 INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

Number_.f ii .fn n mmDrus

101; One

Player Participation (N*480) 96.25% 3.75%

Number (77) (3)*

*AII three were track participants.

Table LV shows that approximately 96 per cent of the

football participants do not engage in any otherintercol-

legiate sport. Those who do engage in another intercol-

legiate sport are all engaged in track.

Question Thirty pertains to the extent that academic

probation prevails among football participants. TableLVI

shows the prevalence.
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TABLE LVI.

PREVALENCE OF ACADEMIC PROBATION AMONG 1971
INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

Occurrence

Player Responses (N-79) 77.21% { 21.52% 1.27%

Number (61) (17) (1)

Seventy-seven per cent of the participants have not

been affected by academic probation, but almost 22 per cent

have been placed on academic probation one time.

Question Thirty-one considers which semester seems to

lead to an occurrence of academic probation. Table LVII

shows the subjects' responses.

TABLE LVII

THE OCCURRENCE OF ACADEMIC PROBATION AT THE END OF A
PLAYING SEMESTER FOR 1971 INTERCOLLEGIATE

FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

ZEq00W.Uoncz Occurrece
A boult

Each Most the Not
Time Often Same Often

Player Responses (Ne-I5) 40.00% 6.67% 20.00% 33.33%

Number (6) (1) (3) (5)

Among those football part icipants reporting to have

been placed on probation, 47 per cent report it occurring

most often at the end of a playing semester. Thirty-three
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per cent report that this is not the case with them, and

20 per cent consider it about the same.

Question Thirty-two and Thirty-three pertain to the

semester hours generally carried. Data is shown in Tables

LVIII and LIX.

TABLE LVIII

SEMESTER HOURS GENERALLY CARRIED BY THE 1971
IJTERCOLLtGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

DURING THE PLAYING SEMESTERS

Be este -Hourscarried~
I3-15 (54W-l7 T

Player Responses (N181) 50.62% 46.91% 2.47%

Number (41) (38) (2)

During the playing semester, approximately 51 per cent

of the players generally carry thirteen to fifteen semester

hours, but 47 per cent carry sixteen to seventeen hours.

The mean hours carried is 15.27.

During the non-playing semesters, 62 per cent of the

participants carry sixteen to seventeen semester hours, 30 per

cent carry thirteen to fifteen hours, and 8 per cent carry

eighteen hours. The players tend to carry only slightly more

semester hours during their non-playing semesters than inithisr

playing semesters, and the mean hours -Are 1588 for non-playhg

semesters compared to 15.27 hours during playing semesters.
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TABLE LIX

SEMESTER HOURS GENERALLY CARRIED BY THE 1971
INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

DURING THE NON-PLAYING SEMESTERS

Semester Hours Carried
13-15 16 r17'18

Player Responses (N=74) 29.73% 62.16% 8.11%

Number (22) (46) (6)

Questions Thirty-four, Thirty-five, and Thirty-six per-

tain to the summer school attendance by football players and

the number of semester hours generally carried during summer

school. Tables LX, LXI, and LXII present the data,

TABLE LX

SUMMER SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AMONG 1971
INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL

PARTICIPANTS

Attendance
Yes- No Sometimes

Player Responses (N-80) 12.50% 71.25% 16.25%

Number (10) (57) (13)

Only 12.50 per cent of the players generally attend

summer school, and 71.25 per cent generally do not attend,
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TABLE LXI

ATTENDANCE OF BOTH SUMMER TERMS AMONG 1971
INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

Yes No Sometimes

Player Responses (N-75) 8.00% 84.00% 8.00%

Number (6) (63) (6)

Eighty-four per cent of the players do not generally

attend both summer terms; in fact, only 8 per cent do so,

TABLE LXII

NUMBER OF SEMESTER HOURS GENERALLY CARRIED BY THE
1971 INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

DURING THE SUMMER

3 - 5 6 - 12 13 -14

Player Responses (N-22) 13.64% 59.09% 27.27%

Number (3) (13) (6)

Fifty-nine per cent of the players generally carry

six to twelve semester hours during the summer; 27 per cent

generally carry thirteen to fourteen hours; and 14 per cent

carry five or less semester hours, with a mean of 9.55 hours.

Additional information is presented on the intercol-

legiate football participants at this university that does not

necessarily pertain to questions previously discussed or in-

cluded in the research design.
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Table XLIII contains data on the educational attain-

ments among intercollegiate football participants between the

1966 Fall Semester and the end of the 1971 Fall Semester.

The table shows almost 19 per cent of the players were

awarded degrees during this period. Proportionately, the whites

did better than the non-whites, approximately 23 per cent to 7

per cent, respectively.

TABLE LXIII

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENTS AMONG THE TWO HUNDRED
THIRTY-FOUR INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL

PARTICIPANTS BETWEEN THE 1966 FALL
SEMESTER AND THE END OF THE

1971 FALL SEMESTER

Whites Non-Whites Total
Category

(N-174) (N-60) (N-234)

Players Receiving Degrees 22.99% 6.67% 18.80%
Number (40) (4) (44)

Football Dropouts 14.37% 18.33% 15.38%
Number (25) (11) (36)

Football Dropout Then
College Dropout 3.45% 6.67% 4.27%
Number (6) (4) (10)

College Dropouts 47.13% 43.33% 46.15%
Number (82) (26) (108)

Players on Suspension 4.02% 15.00% 6.84%
Number (7) (9) (16)

Players Still in College 25,86% 35.00% 28.2%
Number (45) (21) (66)
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Among the football dropouts, 14 per cent were whites,

and, 18 per cent were non-whites. The combined dropout per-

centage was 15.38 per cent.

The players who. drop out of football and then out of

college tend to account for a low percentage of the partici-

pants, only 4.27 per cent. There is a greater per cent of

non-whites than whites who took this action.

College dropouts among the football participants dur-

ing this time were quite high; in fact, 46.15 per cent with-

drew from college. Little difference is noted with respect

to racial percentages.

The per cent (6.84) of players placed on suspension

was, as a whole, rather low, but 15 per cent of the non-

whites were affected in this matter, whereas 4.02 per cent

of the whites were so affected.

Twenty-eight per cent of the players during this period

are still enrolled at this university. A higher percentage

of non-whites than whites are still enrolled,

Curricular course enrollments among football partici-

pants are shown in Table LXIV. Hardly any difference exists

between the courses taken during the playing and the non-

playing semesters. Courses in business administration, edu-

cation, and behavioral sciences comprise very small percent-

ages of the courses taken. Of course, a reason for this is

that these are not required courses of study for a degree.

Table LXIV is shown on the following page,
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TABLE LXIV

CURRICULAR COURSE ENROLLMENTS AMONG INTERCOLLEGIATE
FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS FROM 1966-1970

P4 0

00 0 0 .0
Semester M 4"q4M.y4.o40,044.%24%

04 "4 1#4 M 044 0 kbO
a()4J ( 44M (3 ) 4 00

440 0 4 4d0 4 >
f- 4~0 S C

0'00V0 10 $!.f

Playing (N=-2,72l) 39.l818*856 l4.66 I4.55T 84%4.96%224%

'Number (1066) (505) (399) (396);(159 J(135) (61)

Non-Playing (N-2,353'39.18%17.47 14.66%12.75%7.14 6,03%2.76%

Number (922) (411 (345 (300)(168 (142) (65)

aaealth, Physical Education, and Recreation--Courses
given in this department.

bHumanities--Courses in art, English, foreign languages,
journalism, philosophy, religion, speech and drama, and music,

cSocial Science--Economics, geography, history, and po-
litical science.

dPhysical Science--Biology, chemistry, mathematics, and
physics,

eBusiness Administration--Courses given in the School of
Business.

fEducation--Education courses, plus industrial art courses,

Behavioral Science--Psychology, sociology, and anthropol-
ogy.

Semesters in which the football participants failed to

meet academic requirements and either probation or suspension

action was taken against them are shown in Table LXV.
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TABLE LXV

SEMESTERS IN WHICH THE INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL
PARTICIPANTS FAILED TO MEET ACADEMIC

REQUIREMENTS AND WERE PLACED ON
PROBATION OR SUSPENSION

Whites Non-Whites Total

Category (N-174) (N-60) (N-s234)

Placed on Probation at the
end of a playing semester 10.34% 25.00% 14.10%

Number (18) (15) (33)

Placed on Probation at the
end of a non-playing semester 4.02% 16.67% 7.26%

Number (7) (10) (17)

Placed on Suspension at the
end of a playing semester 11.49% 21.67% 14.10%

Number (20) (13) (33)

Placed on Suspension at the
end of a non-playing semester 9.19% 16.67% 11.11%

Number (16) (10) (26)

Table LXV shows that 14 per cent of the players were

placed on academic probation at the end of a playing semester,

When racial groups are taken into consideration, it is noted

that 10 per cent of the whites and 25 per cent of the non-

whites were affected by such action.

The percentage of players placed on academic probation

at the end of a non-playing semester is almost half that of a

playing semester, The difference is 7.26 per cent to 14.10
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per cent, respectively, Approximately 17 per cent of the

non-whites were so affected, compared with only 4 per cent

of the whites.

The percentage of players placed on suspension at the

end of a playing semester is equivalent to the percentage

placed on probation at such time. However, there is a slight

increase among whites and a slight decrease among non-whites

in the percentage suspended rather than placed on probation

at this time,

The percentage of players suspended is slightly less

at the end of a non-playing semester than at the end of a

playing semester. With the exception of non-whites, there

is a greater per cent suspended at the end of a non-playing

semester than the per cent placed on probation at the end of

a non-playing semester.

TABLE LXVI

INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS PLACED ON PROBATION
WITHOUT GETTING SUSPENDED AND THOSE PLACED ON

SUSPENSION WITHOUT BEING PUT ON PROBATION

Whites Non-Whites Total
CategoryCategory(N174) (NX-60) (N-24)

Placed on probation
but not on suspension 10.34% 23.33% 13.67%

Number (18) (14) (32)

Placed on suspension
but not on probation 16.09% 23.33% l7.95%

Number (28) (14) (42)
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Data concerning football participants who are placed on

probation but are not suspended and those who are placed on

suspension without having been placed on probation are shown

in Table LXVI.

With the exception of non-whites, a greater per cent

of the football participants are suspended without having

been placed on probation than are placed on probation; these

have avoided being placed on suspension.

Data concerning what occurs among football participants

who have been placed on academic probation or suspension are

shown in Table LXVII.

TABLE LXVII

DROPOUT ASPECTS OF THOSE INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL
PARTICIPANTS PLACED ON PROBATION OR SUSPENSION

Whites Non-Whites Total
Category

(N-54) (N-36) (Nm90)

Those that became football
dropouts 5.56% 11.11% 7.78%

Number (3) (4) (7)

Those that became college
dropouts 53,70% 52.78% 53.33%

Number (29) (19) (48)

Those that dropped out of
football then college 3.70% 8.33% 5.56%

Number (2) (3) (5)
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Almost 8 per cent of the football players placed on

academic probation or suspension become football dropouts.

This occurs more with the non-whites than with the whites,

11.11 per cent to 5.56 per cent, respectively.

Another observation is that approximately 53 per cent

of those players placed on probation or suspension become

college dropouts. The percentages of whites and non-whites

are very similar. Thus, the white is just as likely to

become a college dropout as the non-white.

A very small per cent (5.46) of those who are placed

on probation or suspension drop out of football and then

withdraw college. However, Table LXVII shows the non-whites

to be more likely to do this than the whites, with percent-

ages of 8.33 to 3.70, respectively.

Table LXVIII shows what has occurred to football par-

ticipants after their dropping out of football.

TABLE LXVIII

AFTEREFFECTS OF INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS
WHO DROPPED OUT OF FOOTBALL

Received Continuing On College
A College

Degree Education Suspension Dropout

Football Dropouts
(N-36) 33.33% 33.33% 5.56% 27.78%

Number (12) (12) (2) (10)
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The following occurred among those players who dropped

out of football participation: (1) 33.33 per cent obtained

a degree; (2) 33.33 per cent are still enrolled at this uni-

versity; (3) 5.56 per cent are presently on suspension; and

(4) 27.78 per cent became college dropouts.

Table LXIX shows a comparison of cumulative grade

point averages between transfer football participants and

non-transfer football participants.

TABLE LXIX

A COMPARISON OF CUMULATIVE GRADE POINT AVERAGES BETWEEN
TRANSFER FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS AND NON-TRANSFER

FOOTBALL PARTICIPANTS

-r Grea inta

C-4 aCategory oft Q01A

Transfer Players . . . 48.81% 51.19% . 2.04 1.99
(N-84)

Number . . . (41) (43) .

Non-Transfer Players 2.67% 49.33% 43#33% 4.67% 1.99 2.02
(Nal50)

Number (4) (74) (65) (7) .. 0

The mean cumulative grade point average of transfer

football players is only slightly higher than that of non-

transfer players, but the median grade point of non-transfer

players is slightly higher than that for transfer players.
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However, the score advantage should rest with transfer play-

ers since none can enter the university with a grade average

less than a D. Thus, it is probable that the differentia-

tion shown between the two groups is misleading. On the

other hand, one may be interested in knowing whether an

advantage that may be gained at another college will con-

tinue in effect at this university when compared with the

academic work of non-transfer players.

Tables LU, LXXI, LXXLXXIMXIII, LXXIV, LXXV, LXXVI,

and LXXVII show comparisons between the grade point averages

of academic and non-academic courses taken by the footbal

participants. The academic courses are defined as those

courses taken outside the Department of Health, Physical

Education, and Recreation, and the School of Home Economics.

Thus, the non-academic courses are defined as those courses

taken in the above mentioned departments.

Table IXX shows a comparison between the grade point

averages of academic and non-academic courses involving

freshman football participants during playing semesters.

There is a marked difference between the mean of aca-

demic courses and the mean of non-academic courses, 1.42 to

3.31, respectively. Almost two letter grade points separate

these means. While the participants are making f's in their

academic courses, they are making 81's in their non-academic

courses.



103

TABLE LXX

COMPARISON BETWEEN THE GRADE POINT AVERAGES OF ACADEMIC
AND NON-ACADEMIC COURSES OF FRESHMAN FOOTBALL

PARTICIPANTS DURING PLAYING SEMESTERS

Number
Playing Semester of Total Total

Courses Semester Grade Semester Mean
Units Points Hours

Academic 140 2,208 1,550 1,42

Non-Academic 139 1,847 558 3.31

A comparison between the grade point averages of aca-

demic and non-academic courses during non-playing semesters

of freshman football participants is shown in Table LXXI,

TABLE LXXI

COMPARISON BETWEEN THE GRADE POINT AVERAGES OF ACADEMIC
AND NON-ACADEMIC COURSES OF FRESHMAN FOOTBALL

PARTICIPANTS DURING NON-PLAYING SEMESTERS

Number
Non-Playing of Total Total
Semester Courses Semester Grade Semester Mean

Units Points Hours

Academic 127 2,621 1,552 1,69

Non-Academic 125 1,128 361 3.12

Table LXXI also shows that the participants have a

higher mean in non-academic courses than in academic courses,
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However, a slight improvement is shown in the academic mean,

and there is approximately the same amount of decline in the

non-academic mean. Nevertheless, the participants are still

maintaining D's in their academic courses and B's in their

non-academic courses,

The grade point averages of academic and non-academic

courses of sophomore football participants during playing

semesters are compared in Table LXXII. The comparisons are

shown below,

TABLE LXXII

COMPARISON BETWEEN THE GRADE POINT AVERAGES OF ACADEMIC
AND NON-ACADEMIC COURSES OF SOPHOMORE FOOTBALL

PARTICIPAINTS DURING PLAYING SEMESTERS

Number
of Total Total

Categories Semester Grade Semester Mean
Units Points Hours (GPA)

Academic Courses 136 2,054 1,482 1*39

Non-Academic Courses 134 1,474 579 2,55

Transfer Participants
(Academic Courses) 44 363 416 0,87

Non-Transfer Participants
(Academic Courses) 92 1,691 1,066 1.59

Transfer Participants
(Non-Academic Courses) 44 548 258 2.12

Non-Transfer Participants
(Non-Academic Courses) 90 926 321 2.88
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The mean grade point of academic courses is more than

a letter grade point less than the mean of non-academic courses

when all participants are considered. However, this difference

is not as great when transfer participants (transfer partici-

pants are always junior college transfers) are compared with

non-transfer participants. In both academic and non-academic

courses, the non-transfer participants have approximately the

same higher differences with respect to their counterparts.

Table LXXIII shows comparisons between the grade point

averages of academic and non-academic courses of sophomore

football participants during non-playing semesters,

TABLE LXXIII

COMPARISONS BETWEEN THE GRADE POINT AVERAGES OF ACADEMIC
AND NON-ACADEMIC COURSES OF SOPHOMORE FOOTBALL

PARTICIPANTS DURING NON-PLAYING SEMESTERS

Number
of Total Total

Categories Semester Grade Semester Mean
Units Points Hours (GPA)

Academic Courses 107 1,888 1,184 1,59

Non-Academic Courses 108 1,480 491 3,01

Transfer Participants
(Academic Courses) 40 438 376 1.16

Non-Transfer Participants
(Academic Courses) 67 1,450 808 1.79

Transfer Participants
(Non-Academic Courses) 41 766 256 2.99

Non-Transfer Participants
(Non-Academic Courses) 67 714 235 3,04
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When all sophomore football participants are compared,

the mean of the non-academic courses is much higher than the

mean of the academic courses, 3.01 and 1,59, respectively.

The same pattern holds when comparisons are made of

the means of transfer and non-transfer participants. However,

the differences are less pronounced, and the mean difference

is only slight when comparing non-academic courses,

Comparisons are shown in Table LXXIV between the grade

point averages of academic and non-academic courses of junior

football participants during playing semesters.

TABLE LXXIV

COMPARISONS BETWEEN THE GRADE POINT AVERAGES OF ACADEMIC
AND NON-ACADEMIC COURSES OF JUNIOR FOOTBALL

PARTICIPANTS DURING PLAYING SEMESTERS

Number
of Total Total

Categories Semester Grade Semester Mean
Units Points Hours

Academic Courses 113 1,868 1,077 1,73

Non-Academic Courses 104 1,450 575 2,52

Transfer Participants
(Academic Courses) 54 752 479 1.57

Non-Transfer Participants
(Academic Courses) 59 1,116 598 1.87

Transfer Participants
(Non-Academic Courses) 51 709 309 2.29

No-Transfer Participants
(Non-Academic Courses) 53 741 266 2.79
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Table LXXIV shows that generally the same patterns

hold for junior football participants as that for sophomore

participants, but there are less differences among most com-

parisons. The greatest difference (.79) occurs when all

junior participants are compared on academic and non-academic

course means, Transfer and non-transfer participants are not

only closer in their grade point averages but also are within

the same letter grade category with respect to academic and

non-academic courses.

The results of comparisons between the grade point

averages of academic and non-academic courses of junior foot-

ball participants during non-playing semesters are shown in

Table LXXV.

TABLE LXXV

COMPARISONS BETWEEN THE GRADE POINT AVERAGES OF ACADEMIC
AND NON-ACADEMIC COURSES OF JUNIOR FOOTBALL

PARTICIPANTS DURING NON-PLAYING SEMESTERS

Number of Total Total
Categories Semester Grade Semester Mem

Units Points Hours

Academic Courses 98 1,733 962 1,80

Non-Academic Courses 93 1,539 579 2,66

Transfer Participants
(Academic Courses) 51 681 439 1.55

Non-Transfer Participants
(Academic Courses) 47 1,052 523 2.01

Transfer Participants
(Non-Academic Courses) 50 946 380 2.49

Non-Transfer Participants
(Non-Academic Courses) 43 593 199 2.98
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The same pattern continues in Table LXXV that occurs in

Tables LXXIV, LXXIII, and LXXII in that the mean is higher

for non-academic courses than for academic courses, and the

mean is higher for non-transfer participants in both the

academic and non-academic courses than that for transfer

participants. The means are, in general, higher in the non-

playing semesters than during the playing semesters, but

this is not necessarily true when compared with the non-

playing semesters of sophomores. This is the first group

of participants with an academic course mean above 2.00,

and this occurs with the non-transfer participants.

TABLE LXXVI

COMPARISON B EN THE GRADE POINT AVERAGES OF ACADEMIC
AND NON-ACADEMIC COURSES OF SENIOR FOOTBALL

PARTICIPANTS DURING PLAYING SEMESTERS

-Ner o-f ir - mrr--Total
Categories Semester Grade Semester Mean

Units Points Hours

Academic Courses 70 1,339 699 1.92

Non-Academic Courses 57 746 291 2.56

Transfer Participants
(Academic Courses) 29 423 248 1.71

Non-Transfer Participants
(Academic Courses) 41 916 451 203

Transfer Participants
(Non-Academic Courses) 27 433 165 262

Non-Transfer Participants
(Non-Academic Courses) 30 313 126 2.48

am m m nmsm l . ama a n aIm
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Table LXXVI shows the comparisons between the grade

point averages of academic and non-academic courses of

senior football participants during playing semesters.

The previous pattern continues to hold with respect to

the fact that the mean is higher for non-academic courses

than for academic courses. However, the mean of academic

courses has steadily increased from the beginning of the

sophomore year, whereas the mean of non-academic courses

has fluctuated. The non-transfer participants continue to

maintain better than a 2.00 grade point average for academic

courses. Both groups of participants maintain a non-aca-

demic mean much above 2.00 but less than 3.00.

TABLE LXXVII

COMPARISONS BETWEEN THE GRADE POINT AVERAGES OF ACADEMIC
AND NON-ACADEMIC COURSES OF SENIOR FOOTBALL
PARTICIPANTS DURING NON-PLAYING SEMESTERS

- of r t ..- gms m nag _i s

Categories Semester Grade Semester Mean
Units, Points Hours

Academic Courses 48 1,027 492 2,09

Non-Academic Courses 36 476 187 2.55

Transfer Participants
(Academic Courses) 20 311 173 1.80

Non-Transfer Participants
(Academic Courses) 28 716 319 2-24

Transfer Participants
(Non-Academic Courses) 17 203 91 2.23

Non-Transfer Participants
(Non-Academic Courses) 19 273 96 2.84
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Comparisons between the grade point averages of aca-

demic and non-academic courses of senior football participants

during non-playing semesters are shown in Table LXXVII.

The mean for non-academic courses continues to be higher

than the mean for academic courses. This pattern has existed

for all semesters, but this is the first semester in which the

group as a whole had a mean for academic courses greater than

2,00, although it was only 2,09. This is the third consecutive

semester in which non-transfer participants surpassed the 2,00

grade point average in academic courses, Transfer participants

never surpassed a mean of 2.00 in academic studies; in fact, the

1.80 mean for this semester was their highest, However, the

transfer participants always had a mean above 2.,00 in their non-

academic courses,

Changes in the racial composition of the varsity inter-

collegiate football participants from 1966 to 1971 are shown in

Table LXXVIII.

TABLE LXXVIII

THE RACIAL COMPOSITION OF VARSITY INTERCOLLEGIATE
FOOTBALL TEAMS FROM 1966-1971

Varsity Players
Race 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971

(N=49) (N=52) (N=61) (4=58) (rT=59) (N=54)

White Players 83,67% 80.77% 70.49% 65.52% 57.63% 66.671%

Number (41) (42) (43) (38) (34) (36)

Non-White Players 16,33% 19.23%j 29.51% 34.48% 42.37% 33*33%

Number (8) 1(10) (18) (20) (25) j(18)



111

The percentage of white players on the varsity teams

has steadily declined from 83.67 per cent in 1966 to 57,63

per cent in 1970, However, this trend was reversed in 1971,

when the percentage of white players increased to 66.67 per

cent, Thus, the percentage of non-whites grew from 16,33 per

cent in 1966 to 42.,37 per cent in 1970 but at present has

dropped to 33.33 per cent.

Data on the racial composition of freshman intercol-

legiate football teams from 1966 to 1971 are shown in Table

LXXIX,

TABLE LXXIX

THE RACIAL COMPOSITION OF FRESHMAN ImTERCOLLEGIATE
FOOTBALL TEAMS FRO! 1966-1971

Freshman Players
Race V%96 1967 19W T9r 1970 1971

( =17) (N=32) (N=23) ( =24) (N=26) (N=28)

White Players 82,35% 75,00% 78,26% 79,17% 88,46% 85,71%

Number (14) (24) (18) (19) (23) (24)

Non-White Players 17.65% 25.00% 21.74%o 20.83% 11.54% 14.29%1

Number (3) (8) (5) (5) (3) (4)

No definite racial pattern was established between

1966 and 1971 concerning freshman teams, other than whites were

always in a dominant position. The racial composition was, thus,

of a fluctuating nature, with the whites always comprising a

high percentage of the members.



CHAPER V

SUMMARY

This study has a two-fold purpose. The first is to

provide a description of the academic status of both white

and non-white intercollegiate football participants at this

university from the 1966 Fall semester through the 1971 Fall

semester. The second is to construct a current 1971 profile

of the football participants. This study is not designed

for comparative use with other football athlete studies but

rather to provide insight into the recent academic and

racial status of intercollegiate football participants at

North Texas State University. It is designed with the idea

in mind that it can be of beneficial use to the coaches and

administrators of this university in future football plan-

ning. That is, the findings might be useful in such areas

as player recruiting, course work counseling, and degree

planning.

Four sets of questions were investigated in order to

provide the description. The first set of questions

(eighteen questions) pertains to the football participants'

academic status in the following categories: freshman,

sophomore, junior, senior, first-string varsity members,

other varsity team members, whites, non-whites, married,

112
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single, scholarship recipients, non-scholarship recipients,

academic probation, and academic suspension. The second set

of questions (twelve questions) applies to racial composi-

tion, awarding of degrees, and participation in pro-football.

The third set of questions (three questions) pertains only

to freshman football participants. The fourth set of ques-

tions (three questions) pertains to the academic status of

junior-college transfer players in contrast to the non-

transfer players.

A thirty-six-item self-report questionnaire was admin-

istered .to the football participants at the end of the foot-

ball season for determining a profile of the 1971 inter-

collegiate football participants.

The subjects employed were 259 intercollegiate football

participants enrolled at North Texas State University between

the 1966 and 1971 academic years. The descriptive analysis

is based upon 234 of these football participants. The other

twenty-five participants were freshmen during the 1971 Fall

semester and are used, in the profile analysis along with

another fifty-six participants who had been and were still

enrolled at the university. Thus, the profile composite is

based upon eighty-one intercollegiate football participants.

Transcripts, coaches, brochures, and Fred Graham of the

Public Information Office of this university provided data

for the descriptive analysis of the 234 football participants

between 1966 and 1970. The profile composite is derived from
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eighty-one football participants answering a self-report

questionnaire at the end of the playing season.

Following the collection and tabulation of the data,

the results were analyzed by three statistical techniques:

mean, median, and percentage. The results are presented in

frequency distribution tables.

Findings

Statistical analysis of the data reveal the following

findings.

An examination of the academic status of intercollegi-

ate football participants at North Texas State University

from 1966 to 1970 revealed the following:

1. The playing semester of the sophomore year is

academically the most difficult .period for the football

participants. The grade point mean and median are the

lowest for this period, falling in the D grade category.

2. The grade point means and medians for freshman and

sophomore participants during non-playing semesters are

respectively identical, slightly below the C grade level.

3. Junior and senior football participants have bery

similar grade point means and medians respectively during

playing and non-playing semesters. However, non-playing

semesters have the higher mean and median grade points.

4. Senior football participants have a high tendency,

54.41 per cent, to drop out of school after their senior
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playing semester. Grades probably played some part in this,

but other factors must also contribute to the high dropout

percentage. Juniors have a higher percentage who make Ds

and F's than do seniors, yet the junior dropout percentage

is only 28.43.

5. It is not until the junior and senior years that

the participants' grade point means and medians reach a

grade level of C; however, the means for playing semesters

are .02 and .01, respectively, below a level.

6. The grade point mean and median are slightly higher

for first-string varsity players than for other varsity team

members.

7. White football participants. record higher grade

point means and medians than 4o non-white participants; in

fact, they are almost .50 higher, While the whites are

borderline stunts, the non-whites are D students0  This

appIn to both the playing and non-playing semesters, but

non-whites increase their grade points more during non-

playing semesters than do whites, Thus, it naturally follows

that the cumulative grade point mean and medican of whites

are higher than that of non-wites.

8. Single and married players have very small differ-

ences in their grade point means and medians respectively.

However, the results may be a consequence of the small num-

ber of semester units for married players compared to the

*,M &*WAPWWFAN MWOMWAUW
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large number of semester units for single players. The same

is also probably true with respect to the cumulative grade

points of the two groups.

9. Football participants who are non-scholarship

recipients have a slightly higher grade point mean and median

than do scholarship recipients. Here again, the large dif-

ference in the size of the groups makes the findings ques-

tionable since only 19 students out of 234 are non-scholarship

recipients.

10. Academic probation affects 15.81 per cent of the

football participants, with the non-whites being affected

the greatest, 36.67 per cent to 8.62 per cent for whites.

II. A higher percentage of participants are suspended

than are placed on probation. Among all the players, 24.79

per cent are suspended, The percentage of non-whites placed

on probation and suspension is the same. However, there are

over twice as many white participants suspended as placed on

probation.

Questions referring to racial composition, awarding of

degrees, and participation in pro-football of the intercol-

legiate football participants at this university from 1966

to 1971 reveal the following:

I. Non-white participants constituted 16.67 per cent of

the football participants in 1966, but this percentage in-

creased steadily to 32.94 per cent in 1970. However, in 1971

it dropped to 26.83 per cent. The proportion of whites
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dropped from IL high of 83.33 per cent in 1966 to 73.17 per

cent in 1971.

2. Non-whites made up 31.82 per cent of the firsts

string varsity players in 1966, but the percentage increased

to 50 per cent in 1970 and 1971. Thus, in five years the

proportion of white players in the first-string varsity team

declined from 68.18 per cent in 1966 to 50 per cent in 1970

and 1971.

3. Proportionally, a greater per cent of non-whites

are scholarship recipients than are whites (96.67 per cent

to 90.23 per cent, respectively).

4. A very small per cent, 6.82, of the football par-

ticipants are awarded degrees within four years, and all of

these are white participants.

5. From the 1966 Fall semester through the 1971 Fall

semester there were forty-four degrees awarded to football

participants. Forty were awarded to whites and four to non-

whites. Seventeen, or 38.64 per cent, required over four,

but less than five years, to earn their degrees. Among the

whites, fifteen, or 37.50 per cent, took this long, and two,

or 50 per cent, of the non-whites took this long.

6. Participants receiving a degree in five years com-

prise 13684 per cent of those receiving a degree. There are

five whites, or 12.50 per cent of the whites, and one non-

white in this group.
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7. Seventeen, or 42.50 per cent, of the white partici-

pants required over five years, but- less than six years, to

obtain a degree, and one non-white took a similar amount of

time to earn a degree, Thus, eighteen, or 40.91 per cent, of

those receiving a degree took over five, but less than six,

years to earn a degree.

8. No participant remained in college more than six

years.

9. Most players, 93.33 per cent, who were tendered a

pro-football contract were non-degree holders, The racial

distribution of contracts is very closely divided. Fourteen,

or 46.67 per cent, of the contracts were tendered to whites,

and sixteen, or 53.33 per cent, were tendered to non-whites,

Questions relating to freshman football participants

reveal the following:

1. Most students, 76.63 per cent, who participated in

intercollegiate football discontinue the sport by the end of

their second year of play. Only 15.13 per cent of the fresh-

man participants continue to participate in football until

their eligibility terminated.

2. The percentage of freshman participants who dropped

out of football is 15.97 per cent.

3. During the period from 1966 to 1971, ten, or 52.63

per cent, of the football dropouts continued their academic

study at this university.
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Questions pertaining to the academic status of junior-

college transfer football participants revealed the follow-

ing:

1. Most junior-college transfer participants, 70.13

per cent, entered this university with a C grade point aver-

age. Almost 94 per cent of the junior-college transfer

participants entered this university with either a C or D

grade level.

2. After one year of study at this university, the

junior-college transfer participants earned a North Texas

State University cumulative grade point mean and median

slightly lower than that for non-transfer participants.

3. After the junior-college transfer participants

had completed two years of study at this university, the

difference between their cumulative grade point mean and

median at this university and that of non-transfer partici-

pants had been reduced by one-half or more from what it was

at the end of the first year.

Questions pertaining to the current 1971 profile of

intercollegiate football athletes at this university revealed

the following to be most typical of a football participant

at this university:

He was white, single, and a junior between 20-21 years

of age majoring in physical education with a minor in biology.

His family's annual income was from $10,000 to $12,999, and

he possessed an automobile. He had neither an older brother

-prop -
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or father who had participated in intercollegiate football;

however, his father was the most influential person in his

decision to play football. The most important social factors

that influenced him to play football were a desire to play

pro-football and a desire to receive a college education;

too, economic considerations influenced his decision to play

college football, The three most important factors in his

decision to play football were economic considerations, a

desire to play pro-football, and a desire to obtain a higher

education. He was a scholarship recipient, and there was

almost a 50 per cent chance that he would not play football

without a scholarship. There was a 50 per cent chance that

he regarded favorably the scholarship program at this uni-

versity. He had a high opinion of his high-school football

ability. There was one chance in five that he chose to

attend this university because he liked the school; this

was the most prevalent reason given by the participants. He

was not a junior-college transfer student; however, junior-

college transfer participants dic,, feel that this university

was more difficult academically than their respective junior

colleges, Although he had a favorable opinion of the tutor-

ing service provided by the university, as well as the

tutors' abilities, he was not disposed to use this service.

He expected to receive a degree in four years. He would

encourage a son to play collegiate football. There was a

50 per cent chance that he thought that his participation in
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football was necessary for him to be able to obtain a col-

lege education. But he felt that participation in football

prevented him from having the time to participate in other

campus activities in which he was interested. However,

42 per cent of the participants did not feel that football

really prevented their participation in other campus activi-

ties. Although generally he expressed a desire to partici-

pate in other campus activities, he did not do so. He did

not engage in part-time work during either the playing or

non-playing semesters. He did not believe his ability in

other sports to be equivalent to his ability in football,

and he did not participate in other intercollegiate ath-

letics. It is unlikely that he was ever placed on proba-

tion; yet his chances of being placed on probation were in-

creased at the end of a playing semester. Seventy per cent

of the participants reported never having been placed on

probation. Generally, he carried from 13-17 semester hours

during the playing semester and from 16-17 hours during the

non-playing semester, He generally did not attend summer

school. If, however, he attended one session, it is unlikely

that he would attend both sessions. A player who attended

summer school tended to carry six or more semester hours.

Other information derived from the collected data pro-

vides additional insight into the academic status of the

football participants. The additional information is as

follows:
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1. Between the 1966 Fall semester and the end of the

1971 Fall semester, almost 19 per cent of the participants

were awarded degrees, and 28 per cent were still in school.

On the other hand, 53 per cent were no longer enrolled at

this university.

2. Few football athletes enroll in business adminis-

tration, education, and behavioral science courses. This

is probably a result of the great number of football athletes

who drop out of football at the end of their second playing

semester and who concentrate on required basic courses and

physical education courses.

3. The playing semester evidently presents an academic

problem for the athletes since it is at the end of this

semester that most probations occur.

4. Among those football athletes placed on probation

or suspension, 53.33 per cent became college dropouts.

5. Only 27.78 per cent of the football dropouts

became college dropouts.

6. The cumulative grade point mean of transfer par-

ticipants is only slightly higher than that for non-transfer

participants, but the median of non-transfers is higher than

that for the transfers. The advantage should rest with the

transfer group since none can be admitted with a grade aver-

age below D, whereas a few of the non-transfer group are in

this category.
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7. Freshman participants during playing semesters have

a much higher grade point mean in non-academic courses than

in academic courses, 3.31 to 1.42, respectively. The same

pattern holds during the non-playing semesters, 3.12 to

1.69, respectively.

8. Sophomore participants, during playing semesters,

have a higher grade point mean in non-academic courses than

in academic courses, 2.55 to 1,39, respectively. The same

pattern continues during non-playing semesters, 3.01 to 1.59,

respectively. Transfer participants have a lower mean in

each category than do non-transfer participants.

9. The above pattern continues to exist for the junior

football participants. Although the academic mean has begun

to increase, it is still below a C grade level.

10. The same pattern continues to prevail among the

senior football participants. The academic mean continues

to increase but does not reach the C grade level until the

non-playing semester.

Findings seven, eight, nine, and ten above indicate

that the football participants are only able to meet school

standards by relying heavily upon the non-academic courses

to make up for their deficiencies in academic courses.

II. The proportion of white varsity players declined

from 83.67 per cent in 1966 to 66.67 per cent in 1971. The

lowest percentage occurred in 1970, when it dropped to 57.63

per cent. The non-white percentage of 16.33 in 1966 increased
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to 42.37 per cent by 1970, and then it declined to 33.33 per

cent in 1971,

12. Freshman football teams from the fall of 1966

through the fall of 1971 consistently included a high propor-

tion of whites. The proportion varied from a low of 75 per

cent in 1967 to a high of 88.46 per cent in 1970. Thus, few

non-whites were ever members of the freshman teams during

this period.

Recommendations

Based upon the investigation and findings of the

present study, the ;following recommendations are made:

1. The Athletic Department should maintain complete

academic records on each person who tries out for the team.

Other information regarding race, marital status, campus or

off-campus residence, scholarship status, previous college

experience, part-time work, financial background, major and

minor areas of study, and tutorial assistance should also

be included in the records. Such data would provide informa-

tion for the forming of profiles to be used In recruiting

and would help improve the selection of football prospects.

The records of a participant should be maintained for at

least ten years before their removal from the files. Even

after the person has departed, attempts should be made to

keep the records as nearly up-to-date as possible with re-

spect to occupation. Continuous studies based upon such
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data could be of immense value to the coaches in the areas

of recruiting, counseling, and degree planning.

2. A study should be undertaken to determine what occu-

pational positions are being held by players who have re-

ceived degrees and to what extent football played a part in

their being in the occupation.

3. Research should be conducted to discover whether a

significant difference exists between football athletes and

non-athletes in academic courses.

4. Research should be conducted to determine whether

a low academic achieving athlete or a high academic achieving

athlete will perform the best athletically.

5. Research should be undertaken to determine the

feasibility of accepting low academic achieving junior-

college football prospects.

6. Research should be carried out to determine the

academic image of the football participants at this university

among the students, administrators, and alumni of this uni-

versity.

7. A study should be initiated to determine which fac-

tors contribute to senior football participants' withdrawing

from school after their senior playing semester.

8. Research should be done to determine which factors

significantly contribute to football participants' tendency

to discontinue playing football after one, two, and three

years of participation.



APPENDIX

AN INTERCOLLEGIATE FOOTBALL PLAYER'S

SELF-A14ALYS IS INVENTORY

The items on this questionnaire are designed to provide
a current profile of the football participants at North Texas
State University. Its purpose is to provide for a better under-
standing of the players. Please answer all questions.

1. What is your student classification?

(a) Freshman
(b) Sophomore

(d) Junior
(e) Senior

2, What are your major and minor fields of study?

Undecided

Major
Minor

3. What is your age?

(a ) 18-19
(bf 20-21
(c) 22-23

(d2) 24-25
(e) 26 or over

4. What is your marital status?

(a) Single
(b) Legally married
(c) Living with a girl friend
(d) Divorced

5. Do you possess a car?

6. What is your race?

(a) white
(b) Black
(c j Mexican-American

(a) Yes (b)__NO

(d) Indian
(e) Other (Please specify)

7. Based on what you think your father's-and/or mother's annual
income to be, what is your economic background?

(a) Less than $3,000
(b 3,000 to 5,999
(c $6,000 to 9,999

(d) $10,000 to 12,999
(e) $13,000 to 15,999
(f $16,000 or more

126
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8, Have you had an older brother who participated in inter-
collegiate football?

(a) Yes (b)___o

9. Did your father participate in intercollegiate football?

(a) Yes (b) 1o

10. Mark in order (for example, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6) what you con-
sider to have been most influential in your choosing to play
intercollegiate football,

(a) Father (e) Girl friends
(b) Mother (f) Other (Please specify)
(c) Older brother
(d) .High school coach

11, Mark in order (for example, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8) what
you consider to have been most influential in your choosing
to play intercollegiate football,

(a) Prestige
(b)- Glamour
(c7 )_Economic reasons
(d) The only means available to get a college education
(e)YThe desire for a coaching career
(ff In order to get a chance to play pro-football
(g) "Other (Please specify)

12. Of the two questions above (10 and 11), list in order of in-
fluence the three most important factors for you,

(a)

(C)

13. Are you interested in playing pro-football?

(a) Yes (b) l1o (c) Maybe

14, Do you have a scholarship? (a) Yes (b) No

15. Would you participate in intercollegiate football without
being awarded a scholarship?

(a) Yes
(b) NO
(c)fDon't know

om 4909ft
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16. How would you evaluate the football scholarship program at
North Texas State University?

(a) _Very good (d) Poor
(b) Good (e) Other (Please specify)
(c)X Fair

17, How would you evaluate your football ability to that of your
teammates while in high school?

(a) The best all around player
(b) One of the best all around players
(c) About average
(d) lBelow average
(e) %Did not play in high school

18. Why did you choose to attend North Texas State University?

(a) Because of low entrance requirements
(b) Was not offered a scholarship by one of the South-

west Conference schools
(c) Was not offered a scholarship by one of the Lone

Star Conference schools
(d) Was not offered a scholarship by any senior college
(eFFor economic reasons when not offered a scholarship

by one of the above mentioned schools
(f) For economic reasons when not offered a scholarship

period
(g) Other (Please specify)

19. If you are a junior college transfer student, how do you
find this university to be in maintaining your academic
status as compared to the junior college?

(a) Much more difficult
(bFA little more difficult
(c) About the same
(d)YI am not a junior college transfer student

20. Do you take advantage of the tutoring service offered?

(a) Frequently (very much)
(b) Often (sometimes)
(c)fTOccasionally (seldom)
(d) Very seldom
(e) tone
(f) Indifferent
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21. How many hours of tutoring do you estimate you receive each
week?

(a) None
(b) Less than 1 hour
(c7) I to 3 hours
(d) 3 to 6 hours
(e) 6 to 9 hours

(f) 9 to 12 hours
(g) 12 to 15 hours
(h) 15 hours or more

22. -ow do you evaluate the tutoring you receive?

(a) Excellent
(b)""Very good
(c) Good

(d) Fair
(e) Poor

23, How would you evaluate the tutoring service offered by this
university?

(a) Excellent
(b) Very good
(cj Good

(d) Fair
(e) Poor

24. Do you anticipate getting a college degree at the end of
four years of college?

(a) Yes
(b) No

(c) Most likely
(d)___ aybe

25, If you had a son who was capable of playing football, would
you encourage him to play intercollegiate football?

(a) Yes (b) To (c) Don't know

26. Do you consider the participation in intercollegiate football
a necessity for your education?

(a) Yes (b) NO (c) Undecided

27, Are you interested in participating in other campus activities?

(a) Very much so
(b) Of some interest
(cb)Of very little interest
(d ) To interest

28, During the football playing season, do you feel that you have
sufficient time to participate in other campus activities?

(a) Yes (c) Perhaps, if I wanted to
(b) NO
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29. Other than football, are you an active participant in campus
organizations? (For example, hold an office, attend meetings
regularly, take an active part in its various activities,
etc.)

(a) None (d) Three
(b) One (e) Four
(c) -Two (f) Five or more

30. Please list the campus organizations in which you are an
active participant.

(a)

(c),

(g)_

31, Other than football, do you hold an office position in any
campus organizations?

(a) None (d) Three
(b)i One (e) Four
(cF Two (f) Five or more

32, During the playing season, do you engage in any part-time
work?

(a) - ITo
(b) __I to 3 hours per week
(c) 3 to 6 hours per week
(dn 6 to 9 hours per week
Ce) 9 to 12 hours per week
Cf F 12 hours or more per week

33. During the non-playing season, do you engage in any part-
time work?

(a) IO
(b7 fI to 3 hours per week
(c) 3 to 6 hours per week
(df 6 to 9 hours per week
(e7 9 to 12 hours per week
Cf ) 12 to 15 hours per week
(g) 15 hours or more per week

34. Do you participate in other intercollegiate sports?

a None (d) Threeb 3- One (efl our or more



131

35, Please list the other intercollegiate sports in which you
are a participant,

(a)
(b)~

(C)
(d)

(e)

36. Do you consider yourself to be as an equivalent player in
the other intercollegiate sport(s) as you are in football?

(a) Yes (b) Better (c) Not as good

37. Have you ever been placed on academic probation?

(a) 1o (d) Three times
(b)Y One time (e) Four or more times
(c)7Two times

38, Did probation come at the end of the playing semester?

(a) Every time
(b) lost frequently
(cF __About the same
(d) Not often
(e) -This does not apply to me,

39. How many semester hours do you generally carry during the
football playing season?

40. How many semester hours do you generally carry during the
non-playing season?

41. Do you generally attend summer school?

(a)_Yes (c) Sometimes
(b)f_ o(d).0 -Not unless I'm on probation

42, How many semester hours do you generally take during the
summer?

43. Do you generally attend both of the summer sessions?

(a) _Yes (c) Sometimes
(b) No (d) Not unless I'm on probation

'Milli NPORIMINININIAMN
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