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Chapter 1
INTRODUCTION

The increased cost of interscholastic athletics has
become a problem for most schools. The available monies for
athletics has become increasingly difficult to obtain and
cannot cover the necessary items, due to increases in cost
of equipment and faciiities, and due to other programs being
added to the curriculum.

In scxe schools a discrepancy sometimes existed in
the perceptions of the coach and the administration as to
how much money is needed to finance athletic programs. To
fucsther complicate matters, a continuous struggle ketween the
nhead coach of the sport and the individual (usually the
principal) having responsibility for the total school curri-
cuium (programs) occasionally arosé in terms of financial
regquest., This dispute centered arcund the fact that the
coach can always use more of sowething which is the latest,
whereas the person responsible for making the budget can
always see one or two more years of use for the present equip-
ment. The coach felt that he needed a certain amount to |
provide a progran which is geared to winning and to the

fety of nis athletes. Tnhe administration perceived the
-.sletic program as-a wajor area of expenditure and they are
cften called upon to account for or justify expenditures in

1



this area of the curriculum.

Statement of the Problen

The major area of concexrn of this study was to
determine whether there would be a significant difference
between the estimated finencial needs for a season of inter=-
scholastic football as determined by the head coaches and by
the principals of selected high schocls in the State of

Missouri,.

Statement of the Hvoothesis

There was no significant difference between the
estimated financial needs for a season of interscholastic
football as determined by the head coaches and by the

principals of selected high schoois in the State of Missouri.

Purvose of the Studvy

This was a study to establish a suggested budget for
interscholastic football for a seascn of competition which
could be utilized by all classifications of high schools in

the State of Missouri.

P-4

‘cnificonce of the Study

€]
0

Each year as new coaches enter the field of football,
there was a problem as to how much and how many of an item
will ke needed for a season: by standardizing a budget, it
is hoped that some of the problems would ke deleted. Also,
cne aéministration would know the azdroximate amount needed

for the football program; therefore, less friction would be



encountered between the coach and the administration con-

cerning budget preparation.
DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED

The following definition of terms apply in this

study:

Classification of schools. This represents the

following classifications:

Class A 250 students and under
Class AA 251 students to 500 students
Class AAA 501 students to 1200 students
Class AlAA 1202 students and above

Coaching jury. This 1s a committee of football

coaches selected from each class division of the State of

Missouri.,

LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

This study had several limitations: first, only
randomly selected high schools in the State of Missouri were
involved. Secondly, only eighty principals and eighty
coaches were contacted. Third, the jury consisted of only

twenty-eight coaches. A fourth limitation was that the study

concerned only football.



Chapter 2
REVIEW OF THZE RELATED LITERATURE

The review of the literature will be divided into two
categories, which are, the History of Interscholastic
Athletics, and the Financing and Budgeting an Athletic

Program.

Historyv of Interscholastic Athletics

It was not by accident that interscholastic athletics
came into existence. Athletic competition in high schools
has come to be an American tradition and institution. "In
no other country have interschnolastic athletics developed
to the same extent as in the United States." (3:472)

In the early days of schcol sportis the students
formed informal groups for competition and little organi-
zation was needed. The activities were extracurricular (out-
side the curriculum) and intramural (within the school)
entirely. (11:470) 1In the early part of the 1900%'s, compe-
tition became Xeener and interschooi athletics were starting
to uhfold. During these early days, football was the nunmber
one target for those finding fault with interschool athletics.
(16:262) At first, administrators were reluctant to accept
athletics in the total school program, but they soon realized
that interscholastic athletics were beneficial to the

schools. (4:182)



Like most of the changes in policy, curriculum
additions, and emphasis, competitive athletics have come
into the school system "“from the ocutside." Comnmunities have
been expedient in ad ingbsuch courses as commercial work,
physical education; méchanical and industrial arts, and
music to the curricula of their schools. Likewise,
communities and student interest have added interxscholastic
athletics to the high school programs. (3:472) Furthermore,
such activities came into the sghools not because schooil
administrators viswalized athletics as an educational tool,
but kecause the pﬁpils themselves demanded this form of
expression. Competitive athletics secured a foothold in
secondary schools primarily as the result of the desire on
the part of boys and girls for physical activity and
expression; athletics were literally forced into the curri-
culum. (7:604) *“aAthletics have been called the one contri-
bution of the students themselves to American education."
(3:472)

While the schools were practically‘all committed to
the idea that all of the students should participate in

athletic activities, it was probably safe to say that not
14

half of the boys in the secondary schools during the early
part of the 1900's were seriously engaged in athletic sports.,
Tnis oelng true, 1t has been suggested that athletics will

grow in educational institutions until almost all the young
enn enrolled in these institutions will be engaged in some

form of athletics. (6:305)



When this new phase of activity ceme into being, it
was not accepted by all schools., As athletics developed in
interest and in scope, 1t was natural that contests were
arranged between schools. Many schools in the smugness of
their historical backgrounds had no time for this new and
nonacademic activity. Other schools seized upon it as a
means of promoting their institutions and attracting interest
and attention to them. (3:472) 1In 1902 a meeting of the
National Education Association on school athletics said, *It
was the general opinion of those present, who represented
more than twenty states an territories, that the real boy
and girl can be reached nost effectively through properly
regulated athletics.”™ (6:305)

Athletic contests have been organized and adminis-
tered to secure definite educétional outcomes, Williams

expressed this cpinica waien Le wrotes

2

Man is

G
M

ature to engage in competitive

repared DY n re <
activities of athletic character, that such profoundly
affect his abilities, attitudes, and appreciations
and that therefore the conduciti of athletics 1s of
tremnendous importance 1n education. (11:470)

It was an accepted fact, according to Forsythe, that
the develogpment of nigh school athletics has keen the resuit
of ocutstanding pioneer work done by schoolmen who were
instrumental in the formation of organizations for the super-
vision and control of interschoiastic athletics. (3:472)

Around 1907, in New York City, General Wingate, James
-

E. Sullivan, Dr, Iuther H, Gulick, and Mr. Gustavus T. Xerby,

who were leaders in physical education at the time, organized



the Public Schools Athletic League. (1:689)
ALt first, school athletics were influenced by local

communities, then larger groups formed associations and

(8]
[

.

leagues. As the leagues ¢grew and athletics developed, state-

J

£

wide organizations for supervision and control of inter-
scholastic athletics was formed arocund 1895, which was
primarily voluntary. (3:472) In 1920, the National Federa-
tion of State High Schcol Athletic Associations were organized,
"As its name implies, tais tody is an organization of state
athletic associations rather than of individual schools.”
(3:472) The objectives of the federation were described as
"forrmulating standards, unifying eliigibility codes, and
encouraging the setting up of athlietic administrations de-
signed to develop the character of the players and spec-
tators."” (6:305) Developwent in high school administration
of athletics advanced until virtugily every state had its

interscholastic athletic associ

o

ton and rules. {6:305)
Almost every athletic season has been marked by the

criticism of those who wish to abolish games, and contests

of every kind. Numerous evils have been cited by those who

find in play cestructive soclal forces. In 1884, Eugene L.

w
}.I .
O‘
a3
)
=
(o}
)
o)

n associate professor at Yale outlined several
evils of &athletics., 2Among these evils were:

l. The excessive amount of time required for
exercise,

Some students give too wmuch time to athletics.
The evil of betting.

The disorders conseqguent upon victories.
Athletics benefit the few, and those few

are those least recuiring the exercise,
Athletics are expeansive.

[ I AN N
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7. It is said, that the system may develop men,
but it only makes fine brutes of them, and
sets before the school a false standard of
excellence, (13:143)
But in spite of the evils and opinions of those who "view
with alarm" the strength and virility of the sport remained.
(11:470)
In response to the evils of athletics, there were

men who denounced those evils. One of the most prominent was

President Charles Wiliiams Eiioc

cr

of Harvard, President Eliot
was an enthusiastic advocate of physical education and
athletics. In a Presidential report of 1812, President
Eliot pointed out:
athletic sports have "infused" into boys and young
men a greater respect for bodily excellence and a desire
to attain it; they have supplied a new and effective
motive for resisting all sins which weaken and corrupt
the body; they have quickened admiration for such manly
cqualities as courage, fortitude, and presence of mind
in emergencies and under difficulties. (6:305)
Also, denouncing the evils of athletics, Father
Francis Meyer, told the 1927 meeting of the National Catholic
Education Association, he was "overwhelmed at recalling the

si oral, and ational vaiues i I
physical, moral, d educ onal accruing from

athletics," (6:305)

Financinag of the Athietic Prooran

O
7
o
w
0

Cne of the n riocus problems coafronting acdmin-

P.

strators today and for wmost of the past years has been
financing the athletic prcgram without placing the school in
Zinancial crisis. Some scacols relied solely for support on

gate receipts; and "it is difficult to find good reason why



this income should not be accepted if it can be controlled by
the institution.” (7:604) Other schools received compen-~
sation from the school board.

In regard to gate receipts for support of the
athletic program, the following was stzted from Katterle:

Dependency on gate receipts for financing the

athletic precgram brings about pressures from the public
that are detrimental, Commercialism is inevitable. A
winning team is an opportunity to build a good athletic
fund., (12:53-54)

Of course the ideal situation would be for the Board
of Education to consider athletics as z part of the curri-
culum and pay for them out of the ¢eneral fund.

In regard to the Board of Education supporting the
athletic program, Williams and Brownell declared:

In the final analysis financizl support for

interschool athletics should ke obtained from the

roard of education in the same manner that other
school activities are maintained., (10:439)

This would make the administrator®s job an easier one
and relieve him of many headaches that were the direct result
of trying to finance the interscholastic athletic program.

Also, regarding financinc and the Board of Education

¢}
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support, Mckown expressed this
iet the board of subsidize athletics.
If, as has been suggested ore, a Wirning tean is
necessary for Iinancial re ns, 1n order that there
may be a team next season or that other extra-
curricular activities of the school may be given
financial support, then there is nothing to be done
ktut to have a winning team. But if the board of
education pays all the bills, it will remove the most
important single reascn for the demand for a winning
team, that of finances. 2and if this interscholastic
program is educatiocnal, then there is as much logic
in the board paying for it as there is in the board
paying for education in English, Music, or anything

I
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else, In short; the board should pay the entire
bill. (5:666) :

The source of funds has bkeen of primary concern to
the coach. He should be aware of the limits of his budget

and the attitudes of %the adrinistration toward the use of

this money. Williams and Brownell have written:

Many high school coaches SD
which were shown them as college athietes, have
wmwittingly transferred col*;ge standards to the
secondary school. As students they have had little
knowledge of , nor were Lhe] concerned with, the
financial organizaticn which furnished equipment so
lavishly. Transferred to the scene of high school
coaching and confronted with the problem of ordering
and paying for equipwment as well as using it, they
sometimes make mistakes. (14:66)

oliiled by false favors

(D

)

In a.survey oif three hundred sixty-six schools,

during the periocd of 1923-24; with an enrollment of 750-330

10

0]

students, the cost for interschclastic athletics ranged from

$666.00 to $2,904.00. (9:134)

The Budget in the Athletic Progren

Every high school should have zn athletic budget
representing estimated receipts and expenditures for each
event, Forsyche stated: *"If projects, activities, or
programs are to ke successful, thelr approximate costs must
be calculated in advance.* {(3:472)

It has now been generally reccgnized that there
should be a finzncial plan for a cdafinite period, a budget,

based uron carelal
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s, expenditures and
probakle inccme. (11:420) Budget preparation involved such
accepted practices as (1) collecting pertinent information,

(2) drarfting the budget, (3) adopting the budget, and



(4) executing the budget.
If various athletic activities were supported from a

central source of funds, a budget was especially important

because it gives .each division reascnable assurance of the

anmount that will be availlabie to it. {(3:472) The person in

charge of a given sport, suca as football or track, then

O

woney ne has to spend and

{

would know exactly the amount of

-

conducts his sport expenditures accordingly.

There have been nany definitions of a budget; for
example, the budget is a statement of estimated receipts and
expenditures. It estimated or znticipated the needs of the

Cepartment prior to the ifime of expenditures and insure the

O

naecessary economics., (10:439; But it will be considered

herein as an intelligently prepzred estimate of suggested
future expenditures for a certalin period.

Constructive planning has been necessary regardless
of the size of the athletic program. &Although there may have
been some guesticn about the amouxnt ¢f income to be realized,
there can ke no doubt as to the absolute minimum necessary to
finance the program. Willizws and Browaell zgreed with the
necessity of an athletic budget and méde this observation:

In keeplng with a principle previously suggested

that budgets should ke planned by schools, every high
school should have an athletic budget representing

estimated receipts and expenditures for each event.
(15:76)

The budget has been an asset to the administration.

They have juwclifled expenditures to the taxpayer when

necessary. &.S0, the adninistration knew how much money was



12
being spent each year.

The athletic budget has been an aid to the athletic
department and the coach of each sport. The budget enabled
the coach to know ahead of the season what he needed to
purchase.

The school budget has nct cecowe a panacea for all
nancial and educational ills. It will work no miracles but,
as a tool, as a means toward the end ¢f facilitating instruc-
tion, it has become a useful and necessary instrument.

(2:610)
UMMARY

The ultimate justification for athietics in secondary

i

e
IJ

o)

0

scnools, was the welfare of the individual boy or girl. &ny
contribution that athletics can make to his welfare should be
encouraged; all that tends to impzair should be discouraged
and, if possible abolished. These goals have been conditional
upon the purposes that hietlics were made to serve., In the
face of many discordant and uawortny aims, the effort to
direct them toward educational ends is worthwvhile.

Proper administration of budget and finance has been

operation of the interscholastic

ot

essential to efficien

athletic program, The control of athletic finances should

~*
&

the responsibility of <those aormally in charge of
toard of education should represent

the final authority for mudget preparation.



Chépter 3
‘METHODS AND PROCEDURES
INTRODUCTION

The major area of concern of this study was to
determine whether there would be a significant difference
between the estimated financial needs for a season of inter-
scholastic football as determined by the head coaches and by
the principals of selected high schools in the State of

Missouri,
TESTING DEVICE

A questionnaire was formulated by looking through
previously written theses and securing information from
catalogs, sporting goods stores, and personal ihterviews with
coaches and principals concerning the items needed for a
football budget.

A jury of seven coaches from each of the four class
divisions were gathered by looking through the sﬁate athletic
directory and interviewed‘personally to determine whether they

agreed or disagreed with the proposed budget.
TESTING PROCEDURE

The schools in the four class divisions were randomly
selected by writing their names on paper and drawing them out

13



14
of a box séparately by class division.

On November 30, 1971, a form letter and questionnaire
was sent to twenty coaches and twenty principals in each
division of the schools selected,

The coaches and principals of the selected schools
were requested to fill out the form separately of each other
and return it in a self-addressed stamped envelope. By
December 7, 1971, the coaches returned thirty-sik useable
forms and the principals thirteen forms. In two weeks, a
follow-up letter was sent to the coaches and principals that.
had not returned the questionnaires. From the follow-up
letter an additional eight responses were received from
coaches and one from principals, making a total of 55 per-
cent return from the cbaches‘and 17 percent return from the
principals,

After tabulation, the data was analyzed and con-
clusions were drawn. This information was presented as part

of the final report.
ANALYSIS OF DATA

The treatment of data involved computing the frequency
and percentages of responses in each of the categories of the
budget. Further,‘computation of a Mann-Whitney U-test was
made for each iteh‘to find whether a significant difference
exists between the responses of the grdup of coaches and the

group of prihcipals.
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The Mann-Whitney U-test recuired cdata on at least an

ordinal scale, and this data was assumed to be continuocusly

3

distributed. It did not reguire normality of distribution

>

nor homogenity of variance for the groups under study. This
was one of the most useful of the noa-parametric tests,
Following was the Mann-Whitney U-test as outlined by Siegal.
(8:312)

The two fo;mulas used to calculate the values of U
were as follovwss

U=mn, n, +n; (:l + 1) - Ry

2
and U = n3 ny + nj (o + 1) - Ry
>

where: ny

1}
{;

A ]
v

£
B
0]

of cases in the smaller of two
cases in the larger of two
Rl = sum of the rarks for the smaller of the two

independent groups.

Ry = sum of the rarnxs 1
independent groups.

oz the larger of the two

In calculating the two values of U: ' The smaller
value obtained was the value utilized to test for signifi-
cant differences between two independent groups. The .05
level of significance was selected as that required for
statistical sigaificance

In cases where n, > 20, the sampling distribution
of U rapidly approached tne normal curve distribution,

with:



Mean =/ = n-n,

and B
Standard deviation = Cji} =

Therefore, to determine the & value, the following formula

was applicable:

where the mean is zero and the standerd deviation is one.



PRESENTALTICN OF DATA
INTRCOUCTION

The major area cf concern cf this study was to deter-

taine wWwhether there would e a sicnificant

Q.

ifference between

the estimated financizl neaeds fcor a seascn of interscholastic
s
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and by the
principals of selected high schools in the State of Missouri.
There were cne nundred sixty questionnalres sent to
coaches wnd principals of selected hich schools in the State
of Missouri. The coaches returaed forty-four forms and the
srincipals fourteen forws, which was fifty-five percent aand

zaventeen percent retura resp

[{®]

ctively, from the two groups.

This amounted to a total r

0
o

G

&3
ry

» of thirty-six percent,

There was a statistical analysis computed in studying
the comparative difference beatween the group of coaches and
the group of principals. This statistical method was the

Mann-Whitney U-test as outlined oy Siegal.

In a study such as this one it was conrmon to first
announce that the null hypothesis was being tested. Through
such a device zs the null Lypothesis the researcher was boun

17
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to state that no difference existed ketween the groups. If a

H
(o

significant difference was reacned the null hypothesis would
be rejected. But if the difference was not significant, the

null hypothesis would be retained.

r
o
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}.-)

Ecuipment (Perscnal)

There were thirteen items identified by the jury of
coaches as personzl eculprent. Frcom the guestionnaires sent
to the selected coaches and principals, the following
thirteen item responses were ccmputed according to the Mann=—
Whitney U-test. Table 1, which appears on page 19, was
constructed to indicate the results.

When the two groups were ccmpared on the item of
¢game jerséys, there seemed to be a substantial difference
between the raw mean scores in terms of what the coach and
administration felt was necessary to carry out the duties of
the head coach. The administration group had a mean sum of
forty designated as the recuired nunber of jerseys, where the

cozaching group had z mean saa

o]
H;
Hh

orty~five., Upon further
investigation and statisticzl treatment, & U of 33.5 resulted

3,

which was f

0]
ol

.r from significant, as a U of & 19 was required
to reject the null hypothesis.

In looking at the lazrgest difference of the mean
scores,; there was a difference of ten raw scores ketween the
coaches and the principals for the aumber of helmets

necessary for a season of interscholastic football. Aafter



Table 1, Equipment (Pcrsonal)

ITEM n; nyp Rl R2 U &-= «05 b33 RISP RMSC
Helnot 5 19 32,5 272:5 12,5 <19= 46 56
Shouldeyr Pads 5 17 43.5. 209,5 28.5 <17 50 57
Hip Pads 4 12 25 111 15 < 7 50 53
Rib Pads 6 12 61 113 32 <14 10 10
Thigh Pads 6 21 73 304 52 ~0.642 58 58
Knce Pads 6 21 775 300.5 56,5 -0:379% 59 57
Socks 1 9 1.5 53.5 .50 £ 0 - 80 80
Practice Shoes 4 11 17 103 7 2 6 47 57
Game Shocs 4 12 29 108.5 17 < 7 47 51
Practice Jerscy 6 10 61.5 74.5 19.5 <11 57 46
Gume Jerscy 5 19 44,5  251.5  33.5 <19 40 45
Practice Pant 5 17 53 200 38 €17 56 57
Gane Pant 5 15 47 163 32 214 43 44
ny - No. of Principals $Significent at the (05 level

No. of Coaches

o]
N
i

Ry - Sum of ranks for Principals

Ro - Sum of ranhs for Coaches
2 .

U - Vvaluc used to test for significant

difference

d- = .05 (valuc necded to reject U)

¥ - Value
is gr

< Equal

- Less

uncd when ny
cotcy thainn 20

to

thaon

RMSP -~ Raw mean scores Principals

RMSC - Raw meon scores

Coaches

61



20
administering the Mann-Whitney U-test, a U value of 12.5‘
resulted which was significant, as a value of < 19 was
required. As a result, the null hypothesis was rejected when
the two groups were compared,

Another obvious difference was noted in practice shoes.

The coaches suggested fifty-seven pair and the principals
forty-seven pair which was a mean difference of ten pair in
what the two groups proposed for a season of interscholastic
football, It would seem that some significance would exist.
In computing the two values of ﬁ, there was a difference of
one, which showed the opinions of the two groups were close,

but not enough to be significant.
Table 2

Equipment (Practice)

In the category of practice equipment, there were nine
items suggested by the jury of coaches from a proposed budget
for a season of interscholastic football. The results of the
two groups were shown in Table 2 on page 21.

In examining the equipment chart, three was the
largest mean difference between the group of principals and
the group of coaches in any of the items. After using the
Mann-Whitney U-test, no significant differerice existed between
the coaches and principals for this phase of the program.

In cases of the 7-man sled, 2-man sled, defensive bun-
ker and reaétion‘machine, where the data was not shown, either

the principals or the coaches agreed with the proposed item



Table 2, Equipment (Practice)

1TEM n, nj R, R, U ¢ = ,05 g RMSP ‘RMSC
FOOtballS‘ 5 21. 43&5 307: 5 28»:5 1.561 ll 14
7-Man Sled 1 1
2-Man Slecd 1 1
Defensive Bunlolr - 1 1
Concs 1 4 3 12 2 < 0 20 . 19
AlLr Dunmics 4 14 32.5 138.5 22.5% £ 9 7 9
Blocking Dwauics 5 15 42 168 27 <14 5 7
Reaction Machine 1 1
Linebackcr Duwumics 4 4 15 21 5 < 2 4 7

n, - No. of Principale

n, - No. of Coaches

Ry - Sum of ranks for Principals

R2 - Sum of ranks for Coaches

U - Value used Lo test for siguificant

differcnce

¢ = .05 (valuce

nceded to reject U)

g - Value uscd when no,
is greater thun 20

{ Eqgual to
- Jess than
RMSP - Raw mean scores Principals

RMSC - Rawv mean scores Coaches

¢
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and therefore a n, or n, was not avallzbie for further

analysis.

Other Budcet Ixmenses

Ia Table 3 on page 23 there appears a list of items
the jury of coachec felt was necessary for a head coach to
carry cut his footbhall progrom £or one season of competition.

ﬂhen the group of ccaches and group of principals were
corpared by the mean sumb, it seemed that a significant
difference existed in severzl items. For instance, the item

of meals away had a mean cifference of forty dollars bketween
the two groups. After apslying the Mann—Wlit ney U-test, the
result was a J ¢f 14,5, Therefore, the null hypothesis was
edopted because a U of < 4 was ;aeded to have a significant
¢ifference between ccaches nd principals,

The item of insurance showed a mean difference of
eizgat hundred and fifty dollars in what the coaches and

principals indicated was necessary for & football season.

Tals would appear to ke a lazrge encugh difference between the

It was interesting to notlce in the item of lodging,
the coaches and principals had the same mean scores. This
imply that both groups had similar opinions and experi-

ences in makXing arrangements for overnight accommodations.



Table 3, Other Buddget Expenses

ITEM nl n2 Rl R2 U ¢ = .05 19 RMSP RMSC
Transportation ] 18 117 242 72 < 42 311 334
Meals Avay 4 9 24.5 665 14.5 < 4 222 262
Lodging 250 250
Guarantces : 500 225
Scouting 9 18 125 253 80 < 42 137 125
Film and developnonlt 6 24 89 372 - 68 -0, 707 58 83
por game
Repair of Equipacent 7 22 87 348 59 ~0.,917 356 481
Laundry ’ 6 13 55.5 134.5 34.5 <16 233 246
Coaching Clinics 5 13 51.5 119.5 28,5 S 12 167 164
Medical Supplics 6 16 76 177 41 < 21 383 410
Insurance 4 4 ©22.5 13,5 3.5 < 2 1535 685
CMaintenonoce of 4 10 30 75 20 <5 400 470
Facilitics :
league Expaense 2 -7 8 37 5 <1 77 91
Publicity and 1 10 2 64 1 < o0 25 890
Advertising
Avards 5 13 48,5 122.5 31.5 <12 103 91
Miscellaneous 3 12 24 96 18 < 4 200 250
Extra Pay for 6 13 5.5 131.5 37.5 <16 808 819
Coaching
n; - No. of Principals % - Value used when ny
n, - No. of Coaches is greater than 20
R; = Sum of ranks for Principals 4 Equal to
Ry = Sum of ranks for Coaches - Less than
: d- = .05 (value nceded to reject U)
U = Valuc used to test for significant
dif ference "RMSP - Raw mean scores Principals
RMSC - Raw mecan scores Coaches

€c



SUYMARY, FINDINGS
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMiENDATIONS

It was the purpcse of this study to investigate the
difference in the oprinions of coaches and principals from
randomly selected high schools in the State of Missouri, con-
concerning financial needs for & season of interscholastic
football. With the results of this investigation, a suggested
standardized budget was formulated for one season of inter-

scholastic football,

A questionnazire was formulated by a jury of coaches
and sent to one hundred siwty coaches zad principals of

randomly selected high schioois in the State of Missouri, after
the football season of 1971, Waen the fifty-eight forms from
the two groups were returned, they were calculated by item

and given statistical treatwent to see if there was a signi-

ficant difference between the two groups.

Findings

From the Mann-Wnitrney U-test, the article of helmets,
which showed a raw meaan score of forty=-six for the principals
and fifty-six for the coaches, was <he only item out of
thirty-nine suggested on the proposad budget, that showed a
significant difference at the .05 level, 7Tais would suggest

that the coaches and principals were in scme conformity on
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financing the athletic program.'
The items of insurance, publicity and advertising,
socks, cones, practice shoesvand‘linebacker dummies were in
close agreement between the two U values, but not close

enough to have a significant difference.

Conclusions

Within the limitations of this study the following
. conclusions were mades

Only one article (helmets) was found to have signifi-
cant differenée according to the Mann-Whitney U-test, the
other thirty-eight items had to accept the null hypothesis.
bIn the cases of insurance, publicity and advertising, socks,
'cones, practice shoes and linebacker dummies, there were close
agreement between the two U values, which would suggest that
the two groups were close to significance on those items.
But by looking at the tables, it can be seen thaf a large
disagreement‘prevailed between the coaches and the principals.

The findings of this survey may not appear alarming,
considering that only thirty-six percent of coaches and
principalsvresponded to the questionnaire.

It should be taken into consideration that in a
survey of this type, one does not always get facts, but
rather opinions. The opinions are sometimes based on previous
experience, which would hint th;t some of the principals might

have been former coaches, due to similarities in answers.,



Recommendations for Further Study

As a result of the findings in this study, the
following recommendations were suggested for further study:

l. A study of different classification schools and
the procedures followed to finance.the athletic program.

2, A study similar to this one, that would identify
principals‘of selected high schools that had three years of
previous coaching experience.

‘3. Select a school with a successful winning
program for five years and compafe with schools of losing
programs for a similar time period. Study how they would
look at financing the athletic program.

4, A study similar to this one, that would identify

principals of seleéted high schools that had experience othe

than coaching.

26
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STANDARDIZED BUDGET
FOOTBALL
This is a suggested standardized budget for a season
of interscholastic football as determined by the head coaches
and principals of randomly selected high schools in the State

of Missouri,.

Equipment (Personal) Suggested No,
Helmet 53
Shoulder Pads - 53
Hip Pads ‘ 51
Rib Pads ) 63
Thigh Pads 63
Knee Pads 80
Socks : 52
Practice Shoes 50
Game Shoes ‘ . 54
Practice Jersey 44
Game Jersey 63
Practice Pant 45
Game Pant 45
Equipment {(Practice) Suggested No.
Footballs = - 13
7-Man Sled 1
2-Man Sled 1
Defensive Bunker 1
Cones 16
Air Dummies 8
Blocking Dummies 7
Reaction Machine 1
Linebacker Dummies 5

Other Budget Expenses

Transportation,—- 5 games $448,00
away

Meals away 328,00

Lodging 250,00

Guarantees , 408,00

Scouting ‘ 177.00

Film and development 65,00

per game



Repair of Equipment

Laundry

Coaching Clinics

Medical Supplies

Insurance

Maintenance of facilities

League Expense (coaches
meetings, etc,)

Publicity and Advertising

Awards

Miscellaneous

Extra pay for coaches

$462.00
209,00
193,00
431,00
873,00
423,00
89.00

71.00
114,00
316,00
725.00
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November, 1971

Dear Mr., , Principal: (Coach)

The following questionnaire is being sent to different
schools in the class A, 2A, 3A, and 4A, divisions in the
state of Missouri. The purpose of this questionnaire is to
identify the financial needs of the interscholastic football
program as expressed by the building principals and the head
football coaches of selected high schools in Missouri.

The findings of this survey will be utilized as data
in a master's thesis for the requirements for a Master of
Science Degree at Kansas State Teachers College, Emporia,
Kansas. This is being written by Hugo Hammond, an employee
of Jefferson City High School, Jefferson City, Missouri. No
names of people or schools will be used, and all information
will be treated as strictly confidential, '

I would appreciate your co-operation in f£illing out
the form as completely as possible.

I would like to thank you for your assistance and urge
that you return this form to me in the self-addressed,
postage~free envelope enclosed.

Yours in Sports,

Hugo Hammond
.. Capital View Village #42
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101

Enclosures
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Questionnaire

Dear Sir:

This budget, established by a jury of coaches,‘is for
a forty-man squad for one football season.

Please make any necessary adjustments on the form so
that it corresponds to your situation and meets with your

approval.

Apply all figures to a squad of 40 bovs

Equipment (Personal)

Numerical Adjustment

Suggested Suggested if needed
Ttem : Price Number Number

Helmet $ 23.00 58
Shoulder pads . 21,00 52
Hip Pads ‘ - 9,00 50

- Ridbd Pads 6.45 10
Knee Pads 1.98 pr. 75
Socks 1.07 pr. 80
Practice Shoes 9.00 52
Game Shoes 15,00 52
Practice Jersey 2.75 60
Game Jersey 7.00 50
Practice Pant 6.00 68
Game Pant 7.95 50
Equipment (Practice)
Footballs 22,50 16
7-man sled 567.00 1
2-man sled 200,00 1
Defensive Bunker 100,00 1
Cones 10 - 52 10
Alr Dummies 19.50 8
Blocking Dummies 49,95 9
Reaction Machines 389,00 1
Linebacker Dummies 34.50 5



Other Budget Expenses
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Numerical Adjustment

Suggested if needed
Item Amount Amount

Transportation, 5 away $ 700.00

games ‘
Meals Away 500,00
Lodging 250,00
Guarantees 500,00
Scouting 270.00
Film and Development 56,00

per game
Repair of Equipment 550,00
Laundry ‘ 150,00
Coaching Clinics 250,00
Medical Supplies 500,00
Insurance 400, 00
Maintenance of facilities 400, 00
League Expense (coaches 100,00

meetings, etc.)
Publicity and advertising 100,00
Awards ' 150,00
Miscellaneous 500, 00
Extra pay for coaching; 550,00

if applicable

Class

School

Name
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December 1971

Hello againl!

It has been a while since I first wrote you, and

since I have not heard from you, I thought I would send you a
little reminder.

Questionnaires often find their way into "file 13",
I would appreciate it very much if this form would find its
way back to me., You will be doing me a great favor if you
will take time from your busy schedule and give me your ideas.

Please take time NOW to £ill out the form and return
it to me in the self-addressed, postage free envelope, I

Xnow your comments will be of value, and 1 surely will
appreciate your help.

Thank you,

Hugo Hammond
“Capital View Village #42
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101

Enclosures



