greatest single foree in driving tl
tremp from the athletic fields.
Pherefore, it 1s at lesst thinkeble thet the Americen Assoolae
tien of Universlity and College Fresidente cculd insugursate another
workeble plen to meet these rew end perilous conditions which are
saking dengerous lnresds hu ‘the vory iife of the spox
This group of men is the Supreme Court of College 1ife,
job of thirty yeers ago peid uge dividends, '
The very antithesis of this plen which I em proposing is the
plen recently endorsed by the Netlonel Associstion of State Univere
sities wherein they suggest & sourt of inquleition com-aniing every
boy of athletic tendencies ecnd dosires to sign an afrfidevit atteste
ing to his smetour stending. Under thls plen the only crime 1s in
getting esught.
%o 81l know bow very difficult 1t 1s to make honest men by
legisliation. Any boy who 18 required to liﬂ en affidevit that he
is an amateur, will resent the insimuasticn, and whon we define as
professional thiange that appear perfectly normsl and harmless to
him, we are inviting mess wm'. '
There are but fow University Presidents who would applewd &
feaoulty member mum his students to dgn affidevite that they
haed not cheated in oxaminatione, Zet this 1s exesotly what the pree-
sidents propose in regard to athletic regulations. .
Fhy should wo a8 universities be sc concerned sbout whether op
not the young =man played nmr-bnouu for money or c»rm ice
during the summer? Bither form of lsbor is honoreble.

It would seocm more cwmsistent for college presidents to neake
rules enlarging upon resident requirements for athletic participee




