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CHAPTER I
THE PROBLEM AND DEFINTTIONS OF TERMS USED

Many persons have discussed the relative merits of
- the interschool and intramural athletic programs. Both are
important to the success of a well-rounded athletic program

in a high school.
“I. THE PROBLEM

The purpose and importance of the study. The purpose

of this study was to: (1) compare the number and percentages
of persons participating in the interschool athletic programs
with the mumber and percentages of persons participating in

the intramural athletic programs; (2) compare the total amount
of money spent on the interschool athletic programs with the
total amount of money spent on the intramural athletic programs,
and the per capita amount spent on each program. ;

Through this study, the relative picture of participa-
tion and eipenditures in each program ean be easily seen., As
& result, it is hoped that certain recommendations about
| athletic programs can be made. In the light of the data col~
1ected this study may- k(l) aid teachers colleges' physical
' education departments to see the situation as it exists so
they can better train students going into the field; (2) aid

‘ the@&thletieadirectOrs,inmhigh/sehools to see the true situa-
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tion.as it exists, so that they might make a more suiﬁable,

program to benefit all students.
II. DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED

Interschool athletics. Interschool athletles was in-

terpreted to mean those sports in Which competition between
two or more schools occured. The members of the interschool
squads are selected on the basis of ability 1n a particular

sport, and tend to be a selected group.

Intramural athletices., Intramural athletics was inter-

preted to mean those sports in which competition occurs with-
in the population of one school. This competition did not
include that in physical education classes. This program
placed emphasis on participation rather than on ability in a

given sport, end is open to all boys.

Small schools. Small schools was interpreted to mean

those schools in which the total enrollment was from one

through ninety-nine.

Medium schools. Medium schools was interpreted to

mean those schools in which the total enrollment was from

one hundred through two hundred ninety-nine.

Large schools. Large schools was interpreted to mean

those sohoolsyin which the total enrollment was three hundred




L]
o
&
o
g
s}
=
@




CHAPTER II.
REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

There has alwajs been a controversy concerning the
- relative merits of the interschool and intramural programs,
It is usually conceded that both programs are necessary for
a‘well-rounded athletic progream, but where should the
~emphasis be placed, aqd to what degree should the emphasis
be’placed?
| - Frank G. Schultzl stated that, "we are in an era when
the importance of the high school interscholastic program is
pronefto be overemphasized.”" He made a survey and noted that
.coaches\from the East and Midwest tend to favor a more limited
‘progreh.
?"Very likely the slogan, "athletics for all" has done

mucﬁrte eonvihce taxpayers of the limitation of the over-
emphasized intersoholastic program, and the need for a more

comprehen31ve athletic organization which would provide

athletic interests for all, rather than for a limited number.3 A

1 Frank G. Schultz, "Adminlstering the Athletic Pro~
gram in" the small High School," Sohool Board Journal, 97:47,
October, 1938 ‘

2 Ibid.

3 ‘DeForrest Showley, "Recent Trends in- High School
Intramural Sports,” Journal of Health and- Physical Education,
12:356, June, 1941,
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Showley# reports. that in practice most SGhools do not yet
place sufficient stress upon the intramural program in ath-
letics. |

“The trend towafd intramural athletics is shown in

~School Opihion Pdll taken by Nation's Schools.”’ The polls

showed seventy-five per cent of school administrators favor-
ing méss athletics. Thirty-one per cent of five hundred
séhool administrators 9ueried, answered.

A blistering atﬁack upon interschool athletics was.
made by Russel Tooze.6 He said:

The interschool athletic programs sends its
tentacles throughout the whole school system.,
Its aim is singular--to produce winning teams.
We must determine whether the school is an edu-
cational plant or an institution for raising
funds.

Let physical, mental, and spiritual culture
be the aim of all school activities. If this
- aim is fulfilled, America will be in the heart
of everyone, and interscholastic competition will
. be disposed of with pleasure.

Most people do not take such a strong view, but

several-persons advocate the education of people to the needs

of..a greater expansion of the intramural program, Among

b orpia.

I AN 5 beFdfféSt ShoWleY,’SohOol'dpinion Poll, Nation's
Schools, 32:48, November, 1943.

6 Russel Tooze, ﬂIhtraﬁdfalﬂversus Interscholastic

"dbnﬁésts;" School Activities, 14:92-4, April, 1943.




tles, 15:207, February, 1944,

these was Paul R, Washke7,~who said: o ,
It is the Jjob of the people who ares acquainted

with the objectives of and values to be gained

from intramural participation, to educate and in-

form, so that this branch of physical education

-will receive the true. consideration and place in

the educational system which it so justly war-

rants.

Objectives to be realized in Intramurals are:
physical development, social adjustments, mental
development, worthy use of leisure time, and ex-
pansion of neuro-muscular skills.

DeW‘itt8 volces a problem in the forming of an intra-‘
- \\ :
mural program when he stated that there was no tangible basis

around which intramurals could be organized.
An answer to the critics of the interscholastic pro-

9 Mr. Smith said that the

gram is made by Julian W. Smith.
critics of the interscholastic program have usually fallen

back on the argument that it reaches only a few boys. He

continues by stating that the fact that every student cannot

:play on the first team 1s hardly an Indictment of all inter-

scholastic athletlcs. Competitive athletlics do not call for

;defenders. Athletic games are based on democratic principles.

They are a part of our democracy.

7 ‘Peul R. Washke, "Some Objectives of Intramurals"

E EJournal of Health and Physical Education, 10:86-7, February,

wnd 8‘R. T; DeWitt, "Developing an Intramural Program"

g_ur él of Health and Physical Education, 18: 677, November,
- 1947,

2 Julian Ww. Smith,‘"Athletics For All " School Activi~
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- December, 1939,

v A fear of the flnancial structure of the inteiséhooL
program was expressed bysRalph‘LaPorte.lo He said that the
citizen who contributéd to the gate receipts for football, or
other athletic sports,'reels that it is his program, and that
‘he has a right to criticize and find fault with its adminisg-
tration and coaching. “' |

While this fear might be a real one, there is no need
to worry about the accountability of the income. Hbekll says
that today, monthly fiﬁancial reports, game reports, and a
summary of each sport's cost, toéether with a complete yearly
report and inventory, are made.

Perhaps the best summation of the obligations of both

the interschool and intramural programs is made by Carl L.

SOhrader.12

He says, "We (in athletics of all kinds) and
only we, meet all pupils throughout the entire school life,
and megt them more intimately. What an opportunity, but what
8 responsibility.n”

It was not the purpose of this paper to take sidés in

the controversial issues between interschool and intramural

~ 10 williem Ralph LePorte, "Is Our Athletic Philosophy °
Sound, " Journal of Health and Physical Education, 10:580-1,

11 mioya G Hoek, "Accounting for Athletic Funds,"

~ smerican School Board Journal, 115:56-7, September, 1947.

12 Carl L. Schrader, "Lost Objectives," Journal of -

‘Health and Physical Education and Recreation, 19:25L4-5, April,
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athletics. The writer merely wished to present the ététis7

tical data about each sport, as compiled from the question-

naires.
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CHAPTER III S ;
I. SOURCE OF DATA AND METHOD OF PROCEDURE

Source of the data. Data for this study were obtained

from a questionnaire,l'sent by the writer during the 1949-

1950 school year.

This questionnaire concerned the following items: (1)
the athletic director was asked to indicate the number of in-
terschool sports in which his school participated, the number
of participants, and the monesy sbent for‘each sport from a
check list provided for this purpose; (2) the athletic direc-
tor was asked to indicate the number of intramural sports con-
ducted in his school, the number of participants, and the money
spent for éach sport from a check list provided for this pur-

pose.,

" Collecting the data. A questionnaire was sent to four

hundred- Indiana High Schools of varying size& in aifferent

. sections of the state. Returns were received from one hundred

seventy-seven schools. Nine returns could not be used be-

cause of incomplete data or improper execution of the forms.

b

\Oné hundred sixty-eight schools, forty-two per cent, were

finaily used as a basis for the stddy.

1a copy of the questionnaire is included in the appen-

dix of this thesis.




"schools which included an enrollment of three hundred and

 small ' | 43 26
Wed un 75 L5
Large , 50 29

. L 10
These schools were considered in:three classeé:' (1),
small schools, which included an enrollment of from one %o
ninety-nine; (2) mediﬁm schools, which included an enrollment

of from one hundred to two hundred ninety-nine; (3) large

nore.
~Table I presents a summary of the number and types of -

schools represented in the study.

TABLE I
NUMBER AND TYPE OF SCHOOL PRESENTED IN THIS STUDY

Type Number | Per Cent

Totals 100




CHAPTER IV
PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF THE DATA

Schools by size offering various interschool sports.

‘The various sports offered in the interschool athletic pro-

grems are shown in Table II. Column one lists, in alphabeti-
cal order, the sports offered. Column two is utilized for

the recording of the small schools offering the sport, Col-

~ umn three is utilized for the recording of the medium schools

offefing the sport. Column four is utilized for the record-
ing of the large schools offering the sport. ,

:It is significant to note that all schools of all sizes
offered basketball., Perhaps this is because Indiana is among
the léaders of all the states in its high school basketball
program,

. In the smaller schools, softball was the second most
popular offering. This is logical, since it does not require

a-great deal of money or space to play this sport. Track

| ranked third, and baseball fourth, in the small school classi-

‘fication. No other sports were offered in this clasgification.

" Track was the second choice of the middle-sized échool;
followed closely by baseball. Softball was fourth, and foot-

ball, six and eight and eleven man, was offered., Golf, tennis,

~and‘cross-country were also made available by this size school,

'Track was second 6hoice for the larger schools with




| - TABLE II

& | SCHOOLS BY SIZE OFFERING VARIOUS
‘ INTERSCHOOL SPORTS

Small ochools  Medium Schools 'kfarge Schools

Sport (1-99) (100-299) (300 and over)
: Per ' Per Per
o No., cent No. cent No.  cent
} Baseball 20 W7, 48 6lo 39 78,
4. Basketball 43  100. 75 ' 100, 50 100.
- Cross’ |
x country 0 0. 2 3. 8 16.
5 _ '
i Football
b ’\ ll"‘man 0 ' Oo lLI- 180 ll»z 81-(»-0
i ‘Football o o
g 6,8-man 0 0. 16 21. 5 10,
I Golf 0 0. 6 8. 33 66.
. Softball 26 60. 22 29. b 8.
f Swinning 0 0. 0 0. 5 10,
ik Tennis 0 0. 2 3. 26 52.
. Track 23 53 49 65, K7 9he -
. Wrestling 0 0. 0 0. 9 18,




in each of the three sizes of schools,

R - | 13
eleven man football, baseball, golf,.tennis, cross~couﬁtry,r
wreétling, eight man football, swimming, and softball follow-
ing in that order.

 With more men aﬁailable, more facilities at their dis-
posal, and more money in the budget, it is}only natural thet
large schools should offer sports requiring manpbwer and ex-

pensiVe equipment.

Schools by size offering various intramural sports.

Table III shows the various sports offered in the intramural
athletic programs. Column ome lists, in &lphabetical order,

thekgports offered. Column two is utilized for the recording

- of‘the small schools offering the sport. Column three is

utilized for the recording of the medium schools offering the

spgrt;: Column four is utilized for the recording of the

lérgéJSOhools offering the sport.

 _ In contrast to the interschool sports progran, only

eightynfive schools, about fifty per cent, offered basketball

as an intramural sport, Still, it was the sport offered most

Ping pong was second in the small school offering.

- Softball and volleyball were next in popularity in this area.
Baseball, touch football, badminton; track, and tennis follow-
ed in that order.

,Volleyball rated second among the sports offered in
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TABLE III.
SCHOOLS BY SIZE OFFERING VARIOUS INTRAMURAL SPORTS
Small Schools Medium Schools  Large Schools
(0-99% (100-299) (300 and over)
: Per Per Per
Sport No. cent No. cent No. cent
Aerial
darts 0 0. 1 1. 0 0.
Archery 0] 0. 2 3. 5 10,
Badminton 3 7. 6 8. 5 10.
Baseball 7 16. 13 17. I 8,
Basketball 19 L., Ll 59. 22 L.
Bowling 0 0. 1 1. 1 2a
Boxing 0 0. 1. 1. 1 2.
Checkers 0 0. 1 1. 0 0.
Foothall,
touch L 9. 14 19. 11 22,
Golf 0 0. 2 3. b g,
Horseshoes O 0. 2 3. 1 2.
Ping Pong 18 L2, 17 23. 12 2hL.
Shuffle-
"~ board 0 O. 1 1. 0 O.
Soccer 0 0. 5 7. 3 6.
Softball 11 25, 18 7. 15 3.
Speedball 0 0. 3 L, 5 10,
Swimming 0 0. 0. - 0. 2 I
Tennisg 1 2. L Se 9 18.
‘Track: 2 5. 9 12. 10 20.
Volleyball 11 26, 22 29. 16 32.
Wrestling O 0. & 5. 5 10.




the medium schools. Softball, ping pong, touch football,
baseball, and badminton, were next in popularity. Other in-
tramural sports offered by five séhobis or less were archery,

golf, soccer, speedbali, boxing, tennis, shuffleboard, wrest-

'ling, aerial darts, checkers, bowling, and horseshoes.

Volleyball also rated seodndmin the large schools,
followed by softball, touch football, track, and tennis in
that sequence. Five schools or less offered archery, badmin-
ton, baseball, golf, soccer, speedball, boxing, swimming,
wrestling, bowling, and horseshoés.

It will be noted that more sports were offered by the

k schoo1s for their intramural programs than for their inter-

school programs. This is natural, since many of the sports

.are not feasible for competition between schools. Also, many
~of the intramural sports require much less equipment and are

. easier to finance than many of the interschool sports.

Actual number of boys per school participating in in-

“terschool sports. The actual number of boys per school par-

E'tioipating in interschool athletic is reflected in Table Iv,

‘together with the number of boys enrolled, and the percentage

‘of boys playing interschool sportsg Column one lists the
~sports in alphabetical order. - Column two - shows the total
”puﬁbérygf5§9ys eﬁrblled; ﬁhé‘actualynumber of participants,in

“théfpafticularvSPOIt,:and the percentage of boys participating
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a e | TABLE IV :

iﬂk ' ACTUAL NUMBER OF BOYS FER SCHOOL PARTICIPATING IN

@f INTERSCHOOL SPORTS

oF Small SchOOls — Medlium Schools ~Targe S0hools
} (1-99) . (100-299) (300 and more)
3 ' Total Total Per - Total Total  Per Total Total Per
?‘ | No. No, cent No. ‘No.  cent No. No.  cent

A%SEort Boys Part. __Boys Part., Boys _ Part.

Baseball 561 400 71.3 4176 913  21.8 10920 1248 1l.4
| Basketball 1376 946  68.7 6450 2175  33.7 17250 1950 11.3

iﬂcross,k :

.| country , \ 201 - 40 19.9 o771 533 9.2

I Football, | ' )

0 1l-man 1918 490 25.5 14742 2940 19.8
' éﬁFootball, o ‘ |

@ﬁ 6~8 man 1392 416 29.8 852 130 15.3

iGolz | 564 36 6.4 10758 396 3.7
i Softball 858 546 63,6 1628 440 27.0 1000 140 14.0

© Swimnming | | 2300 125 5.4
i remnts : 232 12 5.2 8996 286 3.2
ClTrack 759 322 k2.4 4753 1029  21.6 15839 . 1303 &.9
@jwrest;ipg . , N | o 2241 - 270 12.0

fiiTota1s~ *”335u-' R214 62,3 20914 5510 26.4 90669  9321° 10.3

Aggregate total 115,137 enrolled : o
’ : ‘ ‘ 17,045 participants
14.8 per cent average

: . Note: In figuring the above total percentages, it is possible
- that each individual has been counted more than once, since he might
:have participated in more than one sport.
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in the -small schools. Column three reveals the total nnmber
of boys enrolled, the actual number of participants in the
particular sport, and the percentage of boys perticipating

in the medium schools.ipColumn four is utilized for the large
schools, pointing out the total number of boys enrolled, the

actual number of participants invthe particular sport, and

the percentage of boys participating.

Beseball was the sport in which the greatest percent-
age of boys participated in the small schools., Basketball
was second highest,'softball third, and track last.

o | The medium schools found basketball as the sport in
which the largest percentage of boys was utilized. Six and
eight man football, softball, eleven man football baseball,
track and cross country followed in sequence. Fewer than
five per cent played golf and tennis.
| - The biggest percentage of boys played eleven man foot-

ball in the large schools. Six and eight man football, soft-

‘ball wrestling, baseball and basketball followed in that

| order. Sports having less than a ten per cent following in-_

cluded cross country, track, swimming, golf and tennis.

An average of 14, 8 per cent of the total number of boys:*

‘enrolled in the schools of all sizes participated in the in-

terschool sports program. The small schools had an average
of 62 3 per cent of the total number of boys enrolled in their

schools participating in the interschool program. The mediun
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schools had‘an average of 26.4kpor cent of the total number:

of boys enrolled in their schools participating in the inter-

‘school program. The large schools had an average of 10.3 per

cent of the total numbér of boys enrolled in their schools

participating in the interschool program,

Actual number of boys per soﬁool participating in in-

tramural sports. Table v lists the number of boys enrolled

A'in the different schools, the actual number of boys per school

participating in intramural sports, and the percentage of boys

vff,partioipating in intremural sports. Column one lists, in
iﬁlzalphabetioal order, the various sports offered. Column two
ﬁfreVealé.the number of boys enrolled, the actual number of boys‘
‘i participating, and the percentage of boys participating in
fgiinﬁramural sports 1n the small schools., The same information:
ofitho ndﬁber of bhoys enrolled,}the actual number of boys paiti-
¥fﬂoi§atihg, and the percentage of boys participating invintra-
- mural sports”in’the'medium schools, is reflected by column

U two. Figures for the large schools are shown in célumn three,

where the number of boys enrolled the actual number of boys

"“fpartioipating, and the peroentage of boys participating in

iintramural sports are listed.

" The small schools mentioned softball as the sport in

' which the greatest percentage of boys was utilized. Volley-

ball rated second, with basketball, ping pong, baseball,




. TABLE V

| 3 B

h‘ ACTUAL NUMBER OF BOYS PER SCHOOL PARTICIPATING IN INTRAMURAL

I SPORTS

IE R . , ;

i Small Schools Medium Schools Targe Schools

: . (1-99% . (100-299) (300 and over)

. Total Total Per .Total Total PYer Total Total Per

i No. No. cent No. No. cent No. No. cent
;%=§' ~ Boys  Part. - Boys Part, - _Boys Part,

| : .

JrAerial darts 146 22 15.0 '
Archery ; ’ ) 463 23 lq,.9 3716 75 290 '
- Badminton 173 21  12.1 1320 - 47 3.5 3481 59 1.7

i Baseball 341 77 22.6 2541 136 6.3 2783 212 7.6 .

i Basketball 943 401 LO.4 8729 2712 31.0 10712 1986 18.5
!, Bowling - 140 20 14.3 546 60 10.9
"l Boxing - - 242 18 7.5 409 27 6.6
I gheekers 148 - 23 16.9

't Football, - ; '

i . touch 201 L5 22.4 2773 168 6.0 8879 1320 14.9
4. Golf 412 + 10 2ol 1623 - 50 2.5

/' Horseshoes 313 30 9.6 216 . 20 9.2
'l Ping Pong 912 360 39.5 2321 340 14.6 6728 328 4.9
il Shuffleboard 120 24 20,0

i Soccer 1103 124 11.2 1424 268 17.9
4 Softball 562° LLO 78,3 3712  1hk40 38.8 7612 1502 19.7
) Speedball. : ' 681 156 22.9 2200 263 11.9
 Swimming 1512 82 5.5
'l{ Tennis - 58 10 17.4 816 82 10.0 . 4580 261 6.7
*[Track ‘ 112 2L 21.4 1713 352 20.5 4863 718  14.7
| Volleyball 562 264 4L6.9 L4177 1056 23.9 8211 1920 23.4
;ﬁWrestling | | g12 52 6.4, 2401 160 6.6

‘Totals 0 386l 1642 45,1 33019 6805 20.5 71896 9301 12.9 |
. Aggregate totals: .

108,779 enrolled

17,748 partidpants

16.3 ercentage

e e et it —
—— ———— ——— et —

: Note: ~In figurlng the above total percentages, it is possible
that each individual has been counted more than once, since he might
*have participated in more than one sport,

4,
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touch foothall, track, tennis, and badmihton followihg res-?
pectively.

Softball was also the sport in which the‘greatest per-
centege of boys playedein the medium schools. Following were
basketball, volleyball, speedball, track, shuffleboard, aerial
darts, ping pong, bowling, soccer, epd tennis. Sports having
less than ten per cent participation included archery, badmin-
ton, baseball, touch football, golf, horseshoes, and wrest-
ling. - m_ _

The greatest percentage of boys participated in volley-
ball in the large schools. Following, inAsequence, were soft-
ball, basketball, soccer, touch football,'track, speedbali,
and bowling. Sports having less than ten per cent participa-
tion were erchery, badminton, baseball, golf, horseshoes,
ping pong, swimming, tennis, and wrestling.

-~ An average of 16.3 per cent of the total number of boys
enrolled in the -schools of all sizes participated in the intra=-
mural. sports program., The small schools had an average'of
4L5.1 per cent'of the total number of boys enrolled in their A
schools participating in the intramural program. The medium

schobls;had'an average of 20.5 per cent of the total number

: of‘boys;enrolled in their schools participating in the intra-

mural program., Twelve and nine-tenths per cent of the total
number of boys enrolled in the large schools participated in

thelintramural'prOgram.:'
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A comparison of Tables IV and V will show thaf bbth ¥
small and medium schools had a greater percentage of their
boys participating in interschool sports than in intramural
sports. On the other hand, the large schools had a greater
percentage of their boys participating in intramural sports.
Because of the greater number in the large school area, the
aggregate total indicated that a Slightly greater percentage
participated in intersgpool sports, 16.3 per cent playing in-
trahural sports, and 14.8 per cent playing interschool sports.
The percentagé foriintramural spofts is low. Even

though eight more sports were offered in the intramural pro-
gréms than in the interschool programs, there was an increase
of‘dnly l.5,per cent in the}number of boys participating in
ﬁhé‘intramﬁral sports. |
": ”By comparison with the other schools, the small schools
had ﬁhe highest percentage of'boys participating in the in-
traﬁural program.‘ Yet, despite the fact they offered five
more sports, 17 2 per cent fewser boys participated in thelr
intramural programs than in thelr interschool programs.

” The medlum sohools also had 5.5 per cent fewer boys

partioipating in thelr intramural programs even though they

' offered twice as many intramural sports than they did inter-

school sports.
Only the large schools had a larger percentage of boys

playing intramural sports than interschool sports, and this
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was by a scant 2.6 per cent margin, even though six ﬁofe in-
tramural sports were offeréd.k

In interpfeting’the percéntége in each type of activity,
it mﬁst be remembered that-the individuals may participate in
both interschool and intramural‘activities;~thus, the figures

are not directly comparable.

Financial report of schopls regarding various sports

offered on interschool “basis. Table VI lists the amount of

money spent on each interschool sport, and the income from
sach 6f those interschool sports, The alphabetical list of
sports‘is shown in column one. Column two reveals the money
spegt and the income received frOm;sporﬁs offered by the small
schbol, The medium school status in regards to the amount of
money spent and the income received from sports offered is
sh&ﬁhViﬁ column three. The amount of money spent and the in-
co@§ feceived from sports offered in the large schools are
iﬁemi;ed in column four. | |

V:;,,~Bésketbail was the only profitable sport in the small

Basketball was the most profitable sport in the medium

schoqlsmﬁqgf,}E;svgnfmaq footbql;%alSQ‘éhOWed’a prbfit, A1l |
6ther sports indicated a deficit, and six and eight man foot-
ball was~notiéeably unprofitable.

Again, basketball was the sport which made the most
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FINANCIAL REPORT OF SCHOOLS REGARDING VARIOUS SPORTS
OFFERED ON INTERSCHOOL BASIS

Small schools

Medlium schools

Large schools

(1-99) (100-299) (over 300)
Money In- Money In- Money In-
Sport spent come spent come spent come:
Baseball $ 2600 $ 0 § 7008 '$ 77 $ 23439 $ 2340
Basketball 42183 52933 86625 150225 219400 424850
Cross country ‘“ 50 2678
Football
ll-man 24360 66486 8576L 95298
Football .
6,8-man L4608 15584 9510 6825
Golf 792 3861
Softball 2262 1276 190
Swimning 575
Tennis‘ 40 2678
Track 1748 7791 1323 34733 11327
Wrestling 4995 720
Total $48,793 $52,933 $172,550 $238,695 $388,789 $541,360

.. Agegregate total:

$ 832,988 Income
10,132 Expenses
Profit

222,856
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profit for the large schools. ZEleven man football'alsd re-:
vealed a profit. None of the other sports was profitable.

The aggregate totals, compiled from the‘figures of all
schoéls, showed an incdme of $832,988, The money spent on
all sports totaled $610,132, leaving a profit of $222,856.
The small schools listed an income of $52,933, and expenses
ofv$48,793, for a profit of $4,140. The income for the medium
schools, who had expenses in the emount of $172,550, was
$238,695, thus showing a profit of $66,145. The large schools
revealed the largest profit, $152,571, as a result of $541, 360

income, and $388,789 expenses,

Financial report of schools regarding various sports

offered on intramural basis. The amount of money spent on
intramural sports is shown in Table VII. There is no income
derived from the sports. Column one lists the sports in 4
alphabétical order. The amount of money spent on intramural
Sports in the smell schools is mentioned in column two, while
column three itemizes the amount of money spent on intramural
qurts in the medium schools. The cost of intramural sportsh
in the large schools is revealed in column four.
| Expenses for meny of the sports were low because var-

'sity equipment or physical education equipment was used. Al-

s0, much of the equipment for other sports was on hand, thus
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TABLE VII '

FINANCIAL REPORT OF SCHOOLS REGARDING VARIOUS SPORTS
OFFERED ON INTRAMURAL BASIS

Small schools Medium schools Large schools
(1-99) . (100-299) (Over 300)

Sport Money spent _Money spent Money spent
Aerial darts $ $ 23
Archery . 60
Badminton 60 48 62
Baseball 93 156 200
Basketball 177 763 : 1624
Bowling . 10
Boxing ‘ 7
Checkers ' )
Football,touch 18 L8 ' 305
Golf . 20 , 40
Horseshoes . 20
Ping Pong 179 459 214
Shuffleboard 30
Soccer 30 24
Softhall 160 270 860
Speedball 38 50
Swimming :
Tennis 76 96
Track 5 135 142
Volleyball 105 476 451
Wrestling
Total $ 797 $ 2569 $ 4128

— hegregato total - § 740k
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requiring no purchases of equipment.; ' . o ,
Ping pong cost the most money in the small school in-
tramural program, with basketball and softball next in line.
| Basketball was ﬁhe most expensive sport in the medium
schbol intramural program. Following, in sequence, were
volleyball, ping pong, softball, basgball, and track. Sports
costing less than one hundred dollars included aerial darts,
archery, badminton, bowling, boxing, checkers, touch football,
golf, horseshoes, shuffleboard, soccer, speedball, swimming,
tennis, and westling. |

Besketball was also most expensive for the large schools.

- Softball, volleyball, touch football, ping pong, baseball, and

track followed in that order. Sports costing less than one
hundred dollars were archery, badminton, bowling, boxing, golf,
horseshoes, soccer, speedball, swimming, tennis, and wrestling.

~The aggregate total showed $7,494, as the amount of

- money spent on the intramural sports programs. The small

schools spent $797. The medium schools spent $2,569., The
large schools spent $4,128,
A comparison of Tables VI and VII reveals an extreme

difference in the amounts of money spent on the interschocol

'and intramural programs. The aggregate totals show that

; $610 132 was spent on the interschool programs while only

"L This was indicated in the questionnaires returned.
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$7,494 was spent on the intramural programs. The smallr )
schools spent $48,793 on their interschool programs and $797

on their intramural programs. The medium schools spent

i $l72;550 on their interschool programs and $2,569 on their

intramural programs. The large schools spent $388,789 on

their interschool programs and $A,12§ on their intramural

' programs.

Cost per participant per sport in schools offering

‘*‘various intersohool sports. Table VIII shows the cost perw

partioipant per sport in schools offering various interschool

sports. Column one names the sports in alphabetical order.

- The total cost, the total number of participants, and the

A_cost per participant in the small schools are itemized in

column two. Column three reveals the total cost, the total

number of participants and the cost per participant in the
| medium schools. Column four gives the same comparable date

| for the large schools.

Basketball was the most expensive sport in the small

.schools, the cost per participant being $Lb.59; Baseball,

‘°tra0k and softball followed in sequence.

The medium schools nemed six and eight man football as

“the most expensive sport $107 23, being the cost per partici-
- pant. Eleven men football, basketball, golf, baseball, track,

;tennis, softball, and cross country followed in that order.




TABLE VIII

- COST PER PARTICIPANT PER SPORT IN SCHOOLS OFFERING
VARIOUS INTERSCHOOL SPORTS

T Small schools Medium schools Large schools
o (1-99) v (100-299) Over 300

Ccost No. Cost Cost No. Cost Cost No Cost
; . Part. per Part. per Part. per
4 Sport ____ part. B : part. ‘ part.

| Baseball $ 2500 400 $ 6.40 § 7008 912 $ 7.68 $23439 1248 $18.67
‘| Basketball 42183 946  L4k.59 86625 2175  39.83 219400 1950 112.51

;. Cross . -

country 50 40 1.25 2678 533 5.02
:ﬁ Football,

. 1l-man 24360 590 49,71 85764 2940 39.11
P .
. Football, '

| 6,8-man L4608 416 107.23 9510 130 73.15

Softball 2262 546  L.lh 1276 4O 3.90 490 140  3.50

k:SWimming - : | 757 125 .60
Tonnis kO 12 3.33 3678 286 9.36
U Track 1748 322 5.43 7791 1029 7.57 34733 1303 26.66
'JEiWTesg;i@év | 4955 270 18,50

| Totals  $48,793 2214  $22.04 $172,550 5510 $31.26 $388,789 9321 $4l.7
I ~ Agsregate total cost - $610,132 |

" No. participants 17,045

_ Cost per participant § 35.79
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Baskethall also cost the most in fhe large schools, -

The cost per participant was $112.51. Six and eight men

football, eleven man football, track, baseball, wrestling,

golf, tennis, cross country, swimming;éand softball were next

in line.

The aggregate total was 17,045 participating at a cost

“of $610,132 for a per capita average of $35.79. The small

schools had 2,214 participating at a cost of $48,793 for a

_ per capita average of $22.04. The medium schools had 5,510
* ';‘participating at a cost of $172,550 fpr a per capita average
‘“Qf $31.26. The large schools had 9,321 participating at a

  f cost of 388,789 for a per caplta average of $L1.71.

Cost per participant per sport in schools offering

“”  various intramural sports. The cost per participant per sport

g;,gwain'sohools offering various intramural sports is listed in

Shihir s

ST pe

" Table IX. The sports are listed in alphabetical order in
" column one. Column two itemized the total cost, the total

‘,,w#_numbér‘of participants, and the cost per participant in the

small‘sehools, Columns three agd four furnish the same dataw

'for medium and large schools respectively.

v _.,Badminton;was‘the most«expensive,sport in the small
SGhdols, costing $2.57 per participant. Baseball, ping pong,
basketball, touch‘football,vvolleyball, and track followed in

-Sequence. There was no cost for archery, checkers, or wrest-




P SN AT " - .
o B i e e e it 2 A

TABLE IX - ’

COST PER PARTICIPANT PER 'SPORT IN SCHOOLS OFFERING VARIOUS
INTRAMURAL SPORTS

Small schools Medium schools  Large sSchools
(1-99) - (100~-299) (Over 300)

i ‘ Cost , Cost Cost
oy No. per No. per No. per
. Sport ___Cost part. part., Cost part, Qart _part. Cost part. part.
| Aerial $ $ 2 : $ $ $-

| @darts 23 22 1.05 _
i/ Archery 23 60 75 - .80
/| Badminton 60 21 2.57 48 L7 1.02 62 59 1.05
~ Baseball 93 77 1.21 156 136 1.15 200 212 94

: Basketball 177 401 Juh 763 2712 .28 1624 1986° .82
i] Bowling 10 20 .50 60

;" Checkers 23 :

| Football,

j touch 18 45 40 L8 168 .29 305 1320 . 23
o Golf . 20 10 2.00 4LO L0 1.00
i Horseshoes 20 30 .67 20 '

'l Ping Pong 179 360 .53 459 340 1.35 214 328 .65
i1 Shuffleboard . 30 2L 1.25
! Soccer : 30 124 o 24 24 368 .09
" Softball 160 440 .36 370 1440 .19 860 1502 .57
1] Speedball 38 156 2L 50 263 .19
' Swimming 82
.l Tennis : 10 76 82 .93 96 261 .19
iu‘Track”‘ : 5 - 24 .21 135 352 .38 142 718 .20
‘1 Volleyball 105 2614, 40 476 1056 45 451 1920 24

! Wrestling 52 160

L Totals  $797 16k2 .49 $2569 6805 § .39 $3128 9301  § .4k

Aggregate total - Cost $ 7,494.00
Number participants 17 748
Cost per participant $ Ll

R T R ST T PTPOS ST PR R PRSI
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ling. ' | o ’

’ The large schools named badminton as the most expensive
sport, the cost per participant being $1.05. Golf, baseball,
baskétball, archery, piﬁg pong, softball, volleyball, touch
foétball, track, speedball, tennis, and soccer followed in
sequence., There was no cost for bowling, boxing, horseshoes,
swimming, and Wrestling.

The aggregate total was 17,748 participating at a cost
of $7,4L94 for a per capita awverage of $.42. The small schools
“had- 1,642 participating at a cost'af $797 for a per capita
average of $.49. The medium schools had 6,805 participating
atva cost of $2,569 for a per capita average of $.39. The
léfge schools had 9,301 participating at a cost of $4,128 for
a Fer capita average of $ollyo

| A comparison of Tables VIII and IX shows an extreme
difference in the per capita cost for interschool sports and
lppfémural sports. The aggregate average per capita was $35.79 .

for interschool sports, and only $.42 for intramural sports.

~Source of income for operation of intramural sports
Qrograms.‘ Table X names the source of income for the opera-
tlon of the intramural sports programs. 'The possible sources
1of income are listed 1n column one.L The uses‘of those sources
' by the small medium, and large schools, are listed in oolumns

two, three, and four respectlvely.
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. Ut | TABLE X = ;
f

SOURCE OF INCOME FOR OPERATION OF INTRAMURAL SPORTS PROGRAMS

 ksohroe Small Schools Medlum Schools Large Schools
o 1-99. ~  100-299 300 and over_
Sehool Board 1 10 13
Interschool .
Athletic Fund 19 .37 ~ 26
Conbination of . ‘ :
| the two above ’ 3. ' 7 6

. Totals 23 . 54 : b5

The small schools received the greatest financial aid

for their intramural program from the interschool athletic

funds., Only one small school received funds from the school
i board. o

The interschool athletic fund was.also the source of
income  for theiintramural programs in the medium and large
schools. Ten schools in the medium classification received

i funds from the SGhool‘board, while thirteen large schools were

+ ~ given financial aid by the same source.

Comparison of the number of schools offering interschool

_ sports with the number of schools offering intramural sports.

f?‘ Table XI cémpares the number of schools offering interschool

sports with'the number of schools offering intramural sports.
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The types of sports programs being compared are listed in

column one.,

Column two names the sports programs being offer-

er by the small schools, while columns three and four list

the same information for the medium and large schools respec-

tively.:

TABLE XI

GOMPARISON OF THE NUMBER OoF SCHOOLS OFFERING INTERSCHOOL
SPORTS WITH THE NUMBER OF SCHOOLS OFFERING

’INTRAMURAL SPORTS

Sports Program

Iﬁterschool

Intramural

Small School Medium Sohool Large School

1-99 100-299 200 and over
NO. Pcto ) ‘ NO‘ Pcto NOQ Pcto
43 100 75 100 50 100

23 53 54 72 L5 90

The table reveals that twenty small schools did not

have an iﬁtramﬁralrprogram,'along with twenty-one medium

schools, and flVe 1arge schools.

The table shows that all schools in this study offered

at leasﬁ one sport on their interschool program,




CHAPTER V = ' ;
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

. This study was dn~attempt to compare the number of boys
participating in the interschool athletic programs with the
number of boys participating in the }ntramural athletic pro-
grams° It was also an attempt to compare the costs of the
interschool athletic programs with the costs of the intramural
athletic programs. m

~ Data for this study were oftained from a questionnaire
sent by the writer to high school athletioc directors in var-
ious-sized schools throughout the state of Indiana. One
hundred sixty-eight schools were studied.

jElefen interschool sports were offered .by the various
schocls,'with lh.8l per cent of the boys enrolled participat-
ing in‘the interschool progreams.  Each of the one hundred
sixty-eight schools studied offered at least one interschool
sport. !

Twenty-one intramural-sports weré offered by the var-

‘ious,sohools,;but only 16,32 per cent of the boys enrolled

barticipated in the intramural programs. Forty-six of the

,»Schbolsgstudied<did‘not‘offer any intramural programs.

TR

1 These percentages should be qualified in that indivi-

‘duals could be counted more than once.

2 Thig.
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A great difference was found in the cost of tﬁe two ,
programs. The interschool athletic program cost $610,132,
while the iﬁtramural program cost $7,494. The éVerage cost
pef.partioipant per sport was $35.79, for the interschool
program, and $.44, for the intramural program,
| ‘However,’the interschool programs had an income of
$832;988, while the intramural programs had no income. In
most ooses, the intramural programs relied on the interschool
program funds for revenue.
| Small schools utilized the greatest percentage of their
personnel in the interschool and intramural programs, using
62.3 per cent of their boys in the interschool programs, and
45.1 per cent of their boys in the intramural programs. How-
evef, hé.é‘per cent of the smell sohools studied had no intra-
mural programs. | |
Medium schools used 26, h per cent of their boys in the
intersohool program and 20.5 per cent of their boys in the
intramural programs. Twenty-eight per cent of the medlum
schools studled had no intramural programs°

Large schools used 10.3 per cent of their boys in the

1ntersohool programs, and 12. 9 per cent of their boys in the

intramural programs. Ten ‘per cent of the large schools studied

had no intramural programs.
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II. RECOMMENDATTONS o ,

As the result of this study, the following recommenda~-
tions seem to be pertinent'

(1) Athletic direotors should attempt to determine in
the light of modern educational trends whether or not their
interschool and intramurasl programs are consistent in respects
to financial aspects, and if theiemphasis on each is adequate.

| (2) Athletic directoré should attempt to determine if
the small amount of money per capita spent in the intramural
programs is a factor in the low participation in the intramural
programs,

(3) This study indicated that funds for the operation
6f the intramural programs in many schools were allocated from
thé interschool budgets. Therefore, it should be determined
Whether or not the lack of intramural progrems and the low
participation in them are due to the difficulty of obtaining
fqnds.k

a (L) Athléticldirectors should éttempt to determine why

a much larger percentage of boys do not partioipate in the

',intramurél programs than in ﬁhe iInterschool programs, since
kthé intramural pfograms are 6pen to all boys, while the inter-

‘'school programs'are open to select groups only.

(5) If athletics are considered important in the high

school curricular, teachers colleges' physical education de-~
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partments should place greater stress on the development of,
high school intramural programs, since many schools, which
can afford interschool programs, do not have intramural pro=-

grams.
ITI. SUGGESTIONS FOR FURTHER STUDY

The results of this investigation point to the need
for further study in t@? same area. The following problems
seem t0 be suggested.

| | (1) What are the obstacles causing schools to have no
intramural programs?

(2) What can be done to increase the participation in
the intramural programs?

(3)'What are teadhers colleges' physical education de-
partments doing in this field to better prepare graduates to
handle these problems?

(4) Is the emphasis on interschool athletics in this
state detrimental to the intramural programs? |

(5) Is there & need for intramural prdgrams in the small

school whére they do not exist, since there is already a large
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7.

Figures To Be Based on 1948-49 School Year ;
Enrollment in High School .

‘Number boys in High School .
Inter-School Sports Played. Please check those sports in

which there is actual competition between your high school
and other high schools.

~Sport Do You Number Money Spent Income From
Play It Participants on Sport*® Sport™k

Baseball |

Basketball

Eﬁotbail 11l man

Fobtball 6 man

Golf

Sof tball

Swimming

Tennis

Track

Wﬁéstling

Others
(Please List)

~ *This should include the money spent for equipment,

supplies, awards, meals, officials, transportation, and all
 other expenses involved in conducting ‘the sport.

**This should include the gate receipts, gurantees, and

“all other incomes from the particular sport.

s

How many different individuals took part in the total in=-
terschool activities ‘ .




1.
2.
3o

b
5.
6.

7.

8.
90

10.

11.
12.

13.

1k,
15.

16‘>

17.
18.

~

L2

Intramural Sports Played. Please check those sporﬁs in,
which you actually have an intramural league, tournament,
or some definite type of organized play outside the gym-

. nasium classes,

‘ Sport

Archery
Badminton
Béseball
Basketball

Foothbhall 411 man

Football 6 man
Football touch
Golf

Ping Pong
Soccer.
Speedball
Softball
Swimming
Tennis

Track

Volleyball

Wrestling

Otners
(Please List)

Do . you Number
Play it Participants

RN R RN

Money Spent (supplies

on Sport

(equipment
(awards, etc.
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6, Where do you get your money to conduct your intramural
program? Please check the possible answer, or supply the
answer,
(1) School Board furnishes it.
(2) Inter—Schooi‘Athletics pays the bill.

(3) Others (please list)

7. How many different individuals took part in the total in-
tramural pregram?
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