HOW ABOU'D BOOINC?

George R. mdwaras f{/
University of l.issouri,

At the 1933 meetins of the National .association of Basket Ball Coaches
the members were asked to register a disapnroval of the growing practice of spec-
tators to boo, The response, at first, indiceted that the coaches were wary =2bout
expressing an opinion, but a little urging resulted in 2 vote to condemn the
practice,

Since then little has been said or done and the practice is still common
in many sections. Evidently there ure many coaches who either feel that booing is
not the evil it has been nainted, or that it is not their job to control it. Soon,
however, wec will be called upon for some decisive action, and it might be well to
analyze our feelings befare we act one way or another.

Under Rule 6, section 7, the National Rules Committee has covered the
matter by the followin{ answer to, "Who is resnonsible for the behavior of the
snectators 2" -

"The home manageaent or committee in charge of the game, insofar

as they can reasonably be sxpected to contrnl the spectators. The
Referee or Umpire may call fouls on either team if its sun)orters act
in such a way as to interfere with the nroner conduct of the game.
Discretion must be used in calling sueh fouls, however, lest a team
be unjustly pencliczed."

Wherever crowds have been very larpe we sll know that this ruling mostly
has been ignored by gane officials and athletic autiorities. Forimerly this was
not true and many teans were fouled becuuse of spectator misbenavior. hy the
change? oome of the more common excuses given are:

l, %Vith many non-students attending the games wny regulation

to nrohibit booing, or to nenalize a teana for it, is either unfair or
impéssible to enforce,

2. wome insist that booinr is not a serious menace to the game.

They say it does not ordinurily bother the »roner conduct of tahe contest
nor hinder the plavers.

S« a4 few exirenists take the attitdade that & noisy, eritical crowd

adds color, keeps officials more alert, results in faster »nluying, and. gives
the snectators more thrills.

In sune moments most coacihes, offieials, and nlayers admit that it is
more satisfactory if a crowd clininates tne hoots, and confines its voecal action
to legitinmute cheering. !lowever, the camanuaigns to cducate the nublic to this
ideal situation have been few uand s»oradic.

The temnorarv effect of such camnaigns has been due largely to question-
able actions of some nembers of sur own »rofession. In other words, the missionary
srogran failed beczsuse it did not start at rome. Fair nlay sh:ould demand that
coaches hang out clean linen of their own before criticism of others, .1 whole
secason's snortsmanshin camnaign fails in five minutes when some coach gives vent
publicly to his displeusure.

wvery section of the country has its coaches who are instrumental in
starting the boos. They violate the code by cecaching from the sidelines; sonetimes
adroitly, but often in :10re obvious wuys. Theyr liecile with the crowd, In tense
noments, - or when decisions are mude acrainst their nlayers, they juap un and down,
yell at the official, hold their noses, wuve their aras, make fuces, address renarks
to oonvonents, or eves run out on the floor. tarcastic or critical statsnents o
reporters after the loss of & gane do not encourase gnod crowd dehavior. .itr
such leaderchin how can we exnect the spectutors to remenber gny harangue on
fine s»ortsnanshin? _

Pluvers, too, have been guiltv of leadershis in booing. Vhen a com-
netitor is fouled zad then shows disgust, unger, or feigns innocance; or should
he fake injury after a collisiony or 'rub it in' to emharrass & menber of the
home tcan the -crowd iaiediately stares the usual ‘vocal denonstration.

Like all arcuents this one has twn sides. .hat doeées the average shec-
tator have to savy?

His first »oint is 2 ¢ond one. «t:buaseball, forotkall, Lhockey, or at any
other snort whiech has some degree of Jrersonal contact the crowds feecl free to root,
cheer, or boo. Is basket bull, ack they, to be an exception?

Challange their snorisiunshin in booing, and what is the renly? With
reasonable s=tisfuction tiev soint t7 the uctions of certain coaches and pluyers
as to nrececents for their own raowdy coxmcacuct.

Lpectators den; the justice of fouling & tean for crowd'nisbehavior, and
defy authorities t2 exelude them from the hall., - hile sue” extreme meusures nhave
been advocated few athletic nanasers have shovm any willingness to make any move
to antagronize those wid pay the freijat.

Three possible enurses, then ure o»s2en to coucres.

l. ‘e can adont a nolicy of *'hands off' and rone that booing will

become no worse. |

2. we can adait that it has o place in the game. If -we do it might

be wise to vocl ocur stunts and start soie "bigrer and better' boolng camnaigns.

. After some checkings of our own actions we might inau;urate sports-
sansnip camnairns to redice bocing, and ¥Xeed aiter the »ruactice until it ie uader

COontrol.



