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.. XKing, the Kansas State faculty|

Iowa State. _

‘distance telephone calls to both
Mr. King and Mr. Davis and dis-
covered several irregularities con-
cernigg the decisions which he ex-
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‘day afternoon, January 4, Amc.; |

~of the residence rule. Mr. Davis repeated

Monday, February 16, 194
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' by Jim Jleed

HOLD_ Keith, director
of sports publicity at Okla-
homa University, wrote a

resume of the Gerald Tucker
case In the current issue of

the. Sooner alumni magazine.

In order to give our readers

the case as Oklahoma saw it, |
we are reprinting parts of |
Keith’'s art‘ic}e:, !
Manhattan, Kan,
Jan. 2, 1942. '

BIG SIX ELIGIBILITY COM-
MITTEE UNANIMOUSLY
RULES GERALD TUCKER IN-
ELIGIBLE FOR ATHLETIC
PARTICIPATION AT OKLA-
HOMA. RULE MADE ON ARTI-
CLE ELEVEN. RULING RE-
QUESTED BRY A MEMRER IN-

“The. aboye telegram, sent to
Prof. Waltef Kraft, Oklahoma's
faculty representative, bluntly no-
tified Soonef athletic authorities
that Gerald Tucker was ineligible
for athletics at Oklahoma, for life
because © Oklahoma had violated
the migrant rule, which is rule
eleven in.thé Big Six Conference
code, )i | .

“The conference eligibility com-
mitte:ﬁ;esenﬁbd to have made
the g is composed of Mr.|

representative, W. W. Davis of|:
Kansas, and H. B. Bergman of|

“Mr: Kraft quickly put in long

ed to the Oklahoma - Athletic 3

them were:

(1) Oklahoma had not been given al:
hearing by the eligibility committee, nor
an opportunity to present its- side of thel:
argument on the migrant rule question. |:
The wisdom of such a hearing was evi-| :
dent at a later meeting before the entire| :
conference when Oklahoma presented new | :
eviaence that speedily killed the migrant|:
rule charge, :

(2) Two of the three members of the
conference eligibility committee that pro-| :
nounced Tucker ineligible were from: what | :
turned out to be complaining schools and | :
this raised a serious question of propriety. | :

(3) Mr. King misrepresented the vote of | :
one of the committee members, Mr. Davis| :
of Kansas, who told Mr. Kraft that he| :
had never voted to disqualify Tucker on
the basis of the migrant rule, but because |
this at the Kansas City meeting, assert-
ing that ‘‘Mr. King appaerntly misunder-
stood me over long distance telephone.”’
Yet Mr. King’'s original telegram had
stated that the three-man eligibility com-
mittee had unanimously disbarrred Tucker
because of the migrant rule. Mr. Davis is
one of the three members of the commit-
tee, therefore the migrant rule and life
disbarrment decision wasn’t unanimous
and even appears to hsve been confusged
during the hasty long distance telephone | .
poll Mr. King made to ascertain it. I
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(4) Mr. Dayvis’'s disavowal of having
voted on the question of the migrant rule
raises the question of what ‘‘member in-
stitution’’ requested the ruling on the mi-
grant statute, as Mr. King's telegram
claimed. It wasn’t Kansas and it appar-
ently wasn't Iowa State, and Nebraska
and Missouri weren’t polled. Did Mr. King,
the chairman of the eligibility committee,
take it upon himself to raise the question?

(5) No school made any objection to
Tucker’s eligibility until affer the player
had participated in five nonconference
games in December, averaging 15.4 points
per game. This appeared, to Oklahoma, a
deliberate attempt to get Tucker just be-
fore the Big Six Conference season began
early in January., Why wasn’t the player
protested bhefore Oklahoma’s first game
with Southern Methodist at Norman, De-
cember 13?

IN FACE of all this improper procedure
Oklahoma protested the decision vehemently
and demanded a hearing before the entire
conference membership, declaring she would

ﬁlay Tucker in the opening game against
ansas unless given a chance to defend

herself, Mr. ing granted the hearing
which was scheduled for Kansas City on
Monday, January 5, the day before the
Oklahoma-Kansas basketbal game at

Lawrence,

$

A
l

MEANWHILE, Big Six territory news-|

papers aired the unusual case thoroughly.
Oklahoma drew both support and ex-
coriation from the press.

AT THE Kansas City meeting, Mr. Kraft
presented an imPortant piece of evidence
that quickly killed the migrant athlete
charges against Tucker. That portion of
the migrant rule that Oklahoma was held
to have violated reads: ‘‘It shall be the
duty of the authorities of such institution
(Oklahoma) to ascertain thru correspond-
ence the validity of the reason or reasons
for such transfer.’”’ In disbarring Tucker

for life, the conference eligiblity committee
o the exception of Mr. Davis of Kansas
whose vote was misrepresented) had held
Oklahoma did not comply with this section
of the rule, :

BUT Mr. Kraft showed at Xansas City
the copy of a letter he had written to Mr.
King on November 19, 1940, a_ few days
after Tucker enrolled at Oklahoma, of-
ficially appraising Mr, King for information
regarding any irregularity in the fransfer,
in accordance with the conference rule.
Before he wrote the letter, Mr. Kraft had
talked to Tucker and learned the player
had left Kansas State simply because he
didn’t like the school.,

MR. Kraft also presented at Kansas City
a reply from Mr. King in which the latter

leaded for time and suggested the Okla-
oma athletic director, who was then Tom
Stidham, correspond with the Kansas State
director concerning the . migrant ruling.
Meanwhile Oklaltoma changed directors and
in the resulting confusion, this was never
done. Here lay Oklahoma’s only vulner-
abiliti; in the migrant chat‘fe, and it was
a technical one. Someone in authority at
- WNWorman should have followed the matter
to its full conclusion, '. |

HOWEVER, the fact that Mr. Kraft had
promptly asked for the information on the
transfer showed Oklahoma was acting in
good faith and altho the rule puts the

urden of ascertaining this information
upon Oklahoma, Oklahoma held it sent the
original letter promptly and that had Mr,
King co-operated as prompftly, instead of
delaying the matter, there would never
lrl::;m been any controversy over the migrant

e. -

ONCE Mr. Kraft’s correspondence to Mr.
King was presented, the Big Six faculty
representatives quickly an righteously
dropped all charges connected with the
migrant rule, including the life disbarrment.

HOWEVER, Mr. Davis, the Kansas fac-
ulty man, Inimduc;ed the further question
at Kansas City of whether Tucker was eli-
glble under the residence rule. This had

een the basis of Mr. Davis’s objection all
thru the ec¢ase, and Oklahoma gives him
full credit for slncerlt,v, Mr. Davis having
called it to Mr. Kraft’s attention by letter
during the Christmas holidays while the
Oklahoma team was on’'a long road tri
into the East and North. owever, it
would have been far more fitting if the
XKansas faculty man bhad written the letter
in November, before Tucker had played in
any games, : 4

OKLAHOMA fﬁinted out that Tucker had
attended school
at Oklahoma before playing his first bas-
ketball game, that he had transferred,
after seven wecks of the first semester
of 1940 at Kansas State into precisely the
same courses at Oklahoma, finishing the

last cleven weeks of the semester at Nf"’ .
nz

man and taking his finals and obtain

his ﬁmdes from Oklahoma,
OKLAHOMA protested that this portion
of the residence rule, written in 1928 when
the Big Six was formed, was designed
N Ry i
| 0 at a Big schoo n
thru the footﬁall season, Wlthdrawinp fmﬁf
the university at the football season’s close
and enrolling the following autumn and
playing another season without penalty,
ml&ic‘lliayl;ad been a popular custom in the
Altho Oklahoma accepted this decision,
it wasn't generally popular over the state
nor on the campus, where it was the gen-
eral opiniea that the conference had re-
sorted to extreme interpretation of a phrase
of the residence rule written for an en-
E{el:\{udifefﬁ?&tmpurpose E?t save hthe face
y committee which ha
obviously erred on the migrant elause. pog

irteen months in residence |
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| them into an erroneous beliet that

NO ON S& CRET PAY

Jud ¢ Landls Rules Against

Club Pay to Promising
College Athletes

Chicago, Mar. 7. (}P)--Secret;
baseball contracts—the kind ini
i

which a college baseball player

usually gets f1nanc1al assistance
for promising to join the paying
club after graduation, are legally
worthless, says Commissioner K.
M. . Landis.

Landis made the ruling in a case
involving Anthony Ravich and the
New York Yankees of the Ameri-
can league.

In a statement accompanying the
rule, Landis said all club off1c1als
know such pacts have no standing

in court but he wondered if the

college players knew it.
“However, there is and can be |
no question whatsoever, that these
legally worthless documents do
serve a purpose—First, of delud-

ing many of the players signing |

they are obligated and second, of
establishing a moral obligation to
go thru with the agreement,” Lan-
dis’ statement read, -
The commissioner quoted George
Weiss, vice president of the New
York club and general manager of

its farm system, as saying that the

|

]
{

| able.” Landis added, “As it would

agreement with Rawch was not
certitied to the commissioner’s of-
' fice within 20 days as prescribed
by baseball law because of the “ef- |
fect it would have on his college
athletic career.” '

Players, publicly receiving suchi
financial aid either directly or by
their parents, customarily are de-
clared ineligible for further college
competition as was Lou Boudreau,
now manager of the Cleveland In-
dians by the University of Illinois
in 1938.

Landis pointed out that sub-rosa
pacts made it impossible for his
office to check the number of play-

| ers controlled by the clubs and

often enabled those clubs to violate
the player limit.

The commissioner sai.' there had
been suggestions that such secret
documents as the scout’s agree-
ment to pay:Ravich $1,000 for his
promise to sign a Yankee farm
contract upon graduation be filed
confidentially with his office to

enable the student to continue .ns

collegiate career,
“Thaat, of course, is inconceiv-

include the entire baseball orgam-
zation in the false pretense, in
which the player and the club have
engaged, that the player is honest-
ly complying with colleze athletic
eligibility rules, which in fact are
being deliberately violated.

“The obkus impropriety of that
situation is in no wise diminished
by the fact that college athletic
officials often are fully cognizant
of that violation and are partici-
pants in them.”

- The commissioner declared that
in j:he fl_lture clubs and affiliates
which signed undergraduates to

‘secret contracts would be denied the

chance to re-sign them after the |
players had been declared free |:
agents and that in addition the

clubs and officers involved would |
be fined. :

_m



clmoonw Deane W, Moet.
- University of Fansas.

Dear Chancellor Mattr
memmtlusmﬁntdmaangm utllormn I

This was in direct violation of the coaches' agreement
and preferring not to go to Coach Drake to ask anmything of
this matwe I went to the publicity men. Being umsuccessful
mmeaWWﬁnmwmr,IMkmi
out of the few minutes in between halves in my dressing room
which should have been given to the boys, and wrote a letter
to Harold Eeith telling him that this wes 1n direct violation
of the coaches' agreements I told him that the phoemphnr
was insolent and discowdeous, and asked in
mwpmdrmmthohmedfrmdi rectly
in front of owr benche Tldnwudm. _

cmmmmmmmmmrwmm

prmﬂ«bunmdﬁmphntowhon. because it was the
coaches of owr conference who made the rules. DPruce Drake

Was oomimt of both of these infractions of ’du rule.

IwaughtwmplmmuMMQWImpm'h
ﬁwmhpom;nmpmm.dminm When these lights
were flashed on in the pleyers' eyes it mekes them blind for

utnMMnyplmraoim in %o substitute is rendered
less efficient than if courteous rules werae followed.

Very sincerely yours,

- Director of Physical m.uo:i and Recreation,
Varsity Basketball and Baseball Coach.







ght phographers on the court that nights Two at ed
oither side of the basket and two at each sideline

13 ght




the effect that when players are substitubed at &
wry for then to report 4o the referes. I i

. i would 1like to an your attenticn to.
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_ further flagrant and athletic irreguleri

basebell and football proselyting of other




'  How, ney I sEy & m W tl de
the w!.p to “iehitae The investi
W (’i) MMM&& in such en investignt

mm Mre Maurice I wmwv
-mmuumc&w uhmw
mmmwhnmwmmn_ﬂv. -
Breidential rode with owr tesm from Oklshoma City %o Forumen the dey
the game. Mr. Breis . %0ld e that he had just boon in & to
amn&hmuwmmmmmmu
mmwwmmmmwmmw ‘hog
Auu. hbhhMMam that ho

Mthwlmm&P.Md'
WWMM.W&.M.:HM:

mx mkaﬂ T yen into m
dmmmuhmm De Adars who hwu tbm).-
mhhu*ummmxmmummmn
Contral Collegs when Imutm

*Imtphum. xmmchwenhp




-vznnwamummmﬁoumm
carliest convenience, giving me the date when My, idems was ocn your
mzwmmmmm&mammnmm '

»
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® 8 9 0 9 & s "B 8 9

gmamnvm itﬁthMM - oan Ada
-xmmmmmzmmuhm when it was
ﬂohn- thet it was the fellow who w

I heve done nothing et ell regarding this matter, but this
smnmﬂmmm.mwuu-uwmwvm
bo queostioned. ¥hen a mem who coached at Cemtynl Colloge back u zm
wmmmmcmuuhu-hm *- -
- 2942, it woulsd mﬂmmmthaiamtumirlm rpartie

render fmot findings,

zmmmmmmmmmmm

truth about Cklshomm, or close the ratter up and let it drop. I lmwve

mmummmztmmmm:mm
ﬁn !dm mm.mum plm wually MM

mmmmmwmmimmumm
end that in the future clubs and affiliastes which aigned undergraduates
um«muwmdhm-ehmmummu
wns mm neligible. The mm pﬂ m., m

m.mmmmmwmw

WM mumhomwwmwu
the recipients.

. mw“n-ﬁuwmw_.rm
mmmmmmw*n kell




Loague. Tt is & rather difficult
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Department of
University Utilities

Walter We Kraft ;
Superintendent THE UNIVERSITY OF OKLAHOMA

Norman Oklahoms

April 6, 1942

Dr. W, We Davis, Faculty
Representative, l.V.l.A.A.
University of Kansas
Lawrence, Kansas

Dear Dre Davis:

After the meeting of the Big Six Conference held in Kansas City on
-the 27th day of February, you handed me some correspondence which contained
some charges of athletic irregularities affecting®the University of Oklahoma
Athletic Department. The letters referred to were one, dated February 8th,
from an attorney in Wichita, Kansas, and another, dated January 26th, from an
attorney in Wichita. These letters were addressed to lir, Allen, copies of which
were given to me. The correspondence also included two letters from F. U, Allen,

one dated February 9th and the other February 1l0th. You requested that I investi=-
gate the charges made in this correspondence and advise you,

Upon returning to Norman I immediately had a conf'erence with lir, Haskell,
our director of athleties. I requested lir, Haskell to furnish me a written

statement covering these charges. I also called upon lr., Cross, the business
manager of athletics, for a statement as to whether or not any funds of the
athletic department had been expended in paying the expenses of high school boys

from Wichita, Kansas. I also talked to lMr. Lester Layton, a student at the
University of Oklahome,

Severel days later lir., Haskell furnished me with a complete statement
in which he flatly denied any irregularities, and in which he requested further
that I insist that lir. Allen furnish specific proof rather than rumors and hearsay.
It was quite evident to me that it would be necessary that I personally go to
¥Wichita to interview the persons mentioned in the correspondence, or that I send
someone there for the purpose of getting first-hand informetion from those
supposedly involveds I preferred, of course, to investigate this myself,

Due to the press of business it was impossible for me to leave, 1 was
hoping week after week that 1 could meke the trip. However, finding that 1 could
not go, I enlisted the services of & man in whom I have the utmost confidence,
for the purpose of securing for me first-hand informetion from those mentioned
in the correspondence. After several conferences with this man I furnished him
the full correspondence and instructed him to interview each person involved and

report back the situation as he found ite I have before me the report of this man,
which I will be glad to show you at our next meeting.

The following is an excerpt from a letter addtessed "Dear Phog", and
dated January 26, 1942



e

"T have been doing a little snooping arnund regarding the football
situation at North High School. One of my closest friemnds is Paul Good, who

is vice=principal of North High School, I talked with him yesterdey 1in a
confidential manner,

"He tells me that he personally talked to Doug Brown, who is the oute
- standing football player and captain of the team this year, regerding the trip
of certain football players to Oklahéma University. Doug Brown told Paul Good
that Jap Haskell had been up to Wichita and talked to them about coming down to
visit Oklahoma University and that he agreed to pay all expenses of the trip.

"I believe they went in a car belonging to one of the boys, but expenses
were pald by Cklahoma Universitye. Ie questioned him particularly regarding

whether it was Jap Haskell or his brother who had mede the arrangements. le in=-
sists Doug told him that Jap Haskell ceme upe.

"Paul Good asked him how he happened to go, and his reply was that of
the typicel high school boy == that is, "Why not, if you could have a good trip

with all expenses paid?"”. Incidentally, another group was taken down to Okla=
home A, & Me a few nights agoe '

"Paul also informed me that if someone would talk to lr. Groe, head of
the Fhysical Education Department of Nokth High Schoo}l, they could find out about
the baseball situation insofar as this Wichita boy is conecerned. Paul told me
that he was a very fine basketball and football player, but that he was not

allowed to play anything except baseball and that he thought there was no question
but that he was signed up with the Boston Red Sox,

"Furthermore, Good assured me that Doug Brown was the type of individual

who would not lie for anyone, and if anyone wanted to ask him about the arrange-
ments HFP the trip to Oklahoma, he would tell them the truth about it.

"Incidentallyy lir., Good and lr., Groe are neither K.U., athletes, and
neither has any interest at all in K.U, but definitely feel that these boys should
co to some school in the State of Kensas, and that Kensas should retain their
athletes in the State of Kensas, They have no particular school in mind but
merely feel that we should not sit here and let the State of Oklahoma come into

our territory and "buy" our outstanding players., Incidentally, someone should
talk to this Doug Brown about going to X.,U., as no one has shown any interest in
him as yet.”

' "No Signature Given."

Referring to the above letter, the following persons were interviewed: Paul Good,
vice principal of North High School, Doug Brown, student at North High School,

B, &, Haskell, resident of Wichita and brother of Jap laskell, and lir. Groe, head
of the physical education department of North High School,

There were four boys who made the trip to Norman, namely Doug Brown, George
Ritter, Bill Jamison, and Don Comeauz, The trip was made in Don Comeaux's father's
care Of the fow high school students mentioned, George Ritter and Doug Brown
only were loceted in Wichita. Upon inquiry it was reported that Don Comeaux is now
at the University of Kansas, and that Bill Jamison, together with another iiichita
boy named Botkins, had enrolled at Oklahome A. & M. College.



In addition to the above named persons, lir, George Fowers, Wichita
attorney, was interviewed, as well as "Duteh" Scheuflera |

My investigator's report, as to what each of these men had to say, 1is
as follows:

Paul Good, vice-principal of North High School == lir, Good daid he knew absolutely
nothing when it ceme to facts. All he knew was just rumor, and what he had read 1n
the Wichita papers. le explained that there were two newspepers in Wichita, and
that the sports editors seemed to dislike each other thoroughly. The sports editor
of the Beacon was condemning the University of Oklahoma, while the sporis editor

of the Eagle was condemning the University of Kansas., lir. Good was of the opinion,
and it was also the opinion of others with whom my investigator talked, that the
sports editors of these two rival newspapers had selected the athletic reputations
of two universities as their battleground. lr. Good further stated that an attorney
had called him and asked him what he knew concerning boys going to a ball game at
Normen. Mr. Good said he told him (the attorney) that he did not know anything
about it other than that he had excused the boys from school for that purpose since
their parents had given them permission to go and it was therefore satisfactory
with the high school authorities. Iir. Good then gave the names of the four boys
who were excused to make the trip, namely Doug Brown, Don Comeaux, Bill Jamlson

and George Ritter.

Doug Brown -- lir., Brown stated that what expenses were not paid by the boys them=
selves were paid by businessmen, perhaps alumni of the University of Oklahoma,
residing in Wichita., He said that he went to Norman in a car belonging to Don
Comeaux's father. He further stated that a couple of weeks prior to the game he
and some other boys had been invited to lit. B. E., Haskell's home in Wichita, and
that all of the boys knew lir. Haskell, whom they referred to as "Pat". lNr, Brown
said that Pat told them that his brother, Jap, was there and that he would like

to have them come over and meet him. It was suggested by both Pat and Jap Haskell
that the boys come down to the University of Oklahoma sometime and look the school
over. liothing was said then about any definite time or arrangements for a trip to
Normen, and it was a surprise to Brown and the other boys as well when Pat Haskell
told them that arrangements had been made by a group of alumni living in Wichita
to pay their expenses to see a basketball game at Norman, 1Mir. Brown stated that
the expenses of the car, which emounted to $15.00, were all that was received by
the boys, and that he and the other boys paid for their om meals and room except-
ing the dinner at lNormen which they ate with Mr., Luster, Dale Arbuckle, and others.
He continued that later on four boys made a trip to Oklahoma A, & }Me College, and
that a boy named Botkins took the place of Don Comeaux,

B. E. Haskell == 1y investigator talked to lMr. Haskell for a few moments, and lirs
Heskell informed him that he lived close to North High School, that he took a great
interest in the athletic affairs of the high school as a fan, and that he knew most
of the boys on the teams, e said that it was his idea to have the boys come over
and meet his brother, Jep Haskell, and that he raised the money to pay the car
expenses of these boys to Norman. Ilir, Haskell furnished & cancelled check showlng
that he had paid D. G, Comeaux $15.,00 on January 10, 1942, I have that check in

my file,

Mr., Groe, athletic director of North High Schood =~ lir, Groe stated that he did
not know anything about the reports and rumors except those which had been in the
Wichita papers, and that he had not paid very much attention to them since he was

not concerned., He offered to make a statement concerning Lester Layton, which is



that lr, Layton came to him for advice as to what school he should attend. Ilir,
Groe said that Layton was a boy who loved baseball, and that he knew he meant

to make a profession of playing it. lir, Groe advised Layton that he could not
recommend any particular school, but that Layton would have to look over a number
of colleges, and their records, to determine for himself where he would be most
benefitted. lir. Groe stated that he mentioned, eamong other schools, the Univer-
sity of Texas and the University of QOklahoma, and that he saw nothing unusual in
the fact that Layton had selected the University of Oklahome since (Oklahoma has
had a fine record in baseball over a period of years. lMr. Groe also said that
the 0.,U. alumni group in Wichita was solidly behind their high school team and
had taken a great interest in sports, even when they were not winners, He stated
that he was personally glad they took an interest in boys who were on the athletic

teams.,

George Ritter, student at North High School == liy investigator found that the
statements made by lir., Ritter were practically identical with those made by Doug
Brown, It was Ritter's understanding that the expense money was paid to lir,
Haskell and that he in turn wrote a check for the amount, peying it to the owmer

of the care.

George Powers, Wichita attorney =~ lly investigator reports on lir. Powers as

follows:

"I had a strong feeling that lir. Powers had written a particular letter to
Phog Allen, I explained to him over the telephone who I was and my purpose in
being there and asked for an opportunity to talk with him. He told me to come to
his office, and he would be glad to talk with me and glad to meet anyone from
Oklehoma, IHe went on to say that he certainly did not have any information that
would concern the situation because he knew absolutely nothing about it, and that
fur thermore he was not even interested in it and had never taken any interest in
it because he had other things to dos, I went to his office to see him and he told
me the same thing, assuring me that he had never had anything to do with the
situation, I asked his opinion on several matters and we talked back and forth
for some time before I told him that I had a letter with me which I felt sure that
he had written. I read the first paragraph of the letter then so that he would
- recognlze 1f 1t he had written it. Hls face turned red, The paragraph I am
referring to stated that the letter was of a confidential nature. lir., Powers
said, "Well it doesn't seem to be véry confidential since you have it," He then
admitted that he had written the letter and stated that it gave his views exactlys
I could get no further information from him,"

I wish to call your particular attention to paragraph 7 of the letter dated January
26th, and addressed to "Dear Phog", which said: "Incidentally, someone should talk
to th:Ls Doug Brown about going to K.U., as no one has shown any interest in him as

yet." It seems to me that the thing proposed by your alumnus and attorney in
Wichita is exactly what some of the alummi of 0.U. in Whchita have done, and that
1s to encourage these boys to go to their particular schools The alumnus writing
this letter to lir, Allen suggests that someone should talk to Doug Brown., He
evidently suggests that Phog Allen do something about it. I am merely calling your
attention to this statement to show that it is more or less the natural thing for
an alymnus to want to interest a good athlete in his own university, and I feel
that it is just as legal for the alumni of 0.U. to do this thing as it is for the

alumni of X.,U.
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Referring to the letter addressed to Dr. 4llen on February 8, 1942, con-
cerning an alleged conversation that your informent had with "Duteh" Scheuffler,
in this connection I wish to say that the letter seems so ridiculous that it
doesn't merit much comment. However, my investigator interviewed lir. Scheufler,
who stated that he had never given out any such interview as 1is related in the
letter, and vehemently denied making the statements eharged by your informant,

It seems strange to me that your informant accuses "Duteh"™ Scheufler of being a
"tramp", and at the same time is willing to accept =2 statement of condemnation of
rumored actions of the University &€ Oklehoma, based upon statements given him

i1
by a men he classes as & no account’.

Especially significeant is the next to the last paragraph, which says:
"] can't prove any of these statements but they look genuine tTo me and I'm confident
Dutech was telling me these things just as they happened, Ie is one of these fellows
who always likes to brag and seem important and have connections with men who are

in the places of importance in the athletic worlde "

Your informant, an attorney of Wichita, is willing to believe statements
about the University of Oklahoma and its athletic department, coming from a man
he immediately accuses as being unreliable and & worthless braggart.

Referring to lir, Allen's letters of February 9 and 10, 1942, we find that

Mir. Allen refers to the Burton Cossey case which in no wey concerns the University
of Kansas. I made a complete statement of this case at the Big Six Conference
meeting held late in February. <The athletic authorities of Oklahoma A. & 1o College
and the University of Oklshoma investigated this entire matter and are in complete
agreement on the case. I wish to state for your information, however, that no
person on the athletic staff of the University of Oklshome in any weay urged, induced,
or otherwise tried to influence lir., Cossey to return to the University of COklahome.

Tn his letter, lre. Allen mekes the following statement concerning two
letters which he received from certain attorneys in Wichita: "It tekes the inform=
ation that the two lawyers have to make the case against laskell a perfect one",
Statements mede in the two letters are based on hearsay and rumor, and in a cour®
of lew such evidence is not even admissable., Furthermore I had every charge in=
vestigated, with the results as reported above, The case against lir, Haskell
doesn't contain any of the elements of a case, much less a perfect omse.

Iy, Allen refers to the lLayton case in his letter, end I wish To sTate
that I have before me a photostatic copy of an affidavit, signed Dy Lester Layton
end by both his father and mother, denying the existence of & prof essional baseball
contract between Lester Layton and any baseball clube

T want to state that it will require some other proof other than the un-
supported statements of lir, Allen or the statements from his attorney friends, who
base their informetion on hearsay and rumors, to make the University of Oklahome.
suthorities believe that the parents of Lester Layton have sworn falsely. lr, Allen
further states that he believes that secret or sub-rosa agrangements exist between
Leyton and the Boston Reds, which he terms a "centleman's agreement” s It seems to
me that before any further cognizance should be given statements by lMire Allen, he
should be required by the University of Kenses authorities to furnish concrete

evidence or to cease his child's playo.
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For Mr, Allen's information, Buster liills, after graduating from the
University of Oklahoma, played with Cleveland and not with the Boston Red Soxe

lire Allen refers to lir, Noble, of the Board of Regents of the University
of Oklahoma, as the president of the Board and the chief athletic getter. 1
cannot help but feel some resentment in lir., Allen's statement, since it contailns
no element of the truth., lir. Noble is not president of the Doard of Regents of
the University of Oklahoms, end so far as I know, and I feel that . should know
more about it than Mr. Allen, he has not interested himself in securing athletes

for the University of Oklahome. lir. Noble is a very busy man, and although he is
interested in all phases of University administration, he has made no attempt vo

run the affairs of the athletic department.

I realize that in these times it is exceedingly hard to keep irregularities
from creeping into college athletics, Although the University of Oklahoma may not
be sprouting wings, I do not believe that the University of Kansas is entirely free
of suspicion. MNr. Haskell submitted to me a list of prominent Uklahome athletes.
who made a fine athletic record at the University of Kansas. In that list were such
athletes as Standifer and Earnest Bradley of Cherokee, Ad Lindsey of Kingfisher,
the two Johnson brothers, great basketball players, from Oklehome City, T. C, Bishop
and Te P, Hunter of Oklahoma City, lom Poor of licAlester, and Ormand Beach of
Pawhuska. These are just a few of the many athletes who have gone to the University
of Kansas from Oklahoma. In many instances alumni and friends of the University
of Oklahome have been very suspicious about these boys leaving under the very
shadow of the University of Oklahome to go to Kansas University. We have taken
the position that if a student prefers to go to Kansas University or any other
university rather than to come to the University of Oklahoma, it is his privilege
to do so and we bid him God= speed and hope that he makes a success., 0Un the other
hend, we certainly are not going to turn down a promising athlete because he

happens to come from Kensas,.

You must also remember that we have a great many graduates of the University
of Oklahoma living in southern Kansas, and many of these graduates are loyal *to
their alma mater, and it is not surprising that some of them interest high school

students in coming here.

_ I resent the statement made by lir. George Fowers of Wichite when inter=-
viewed by my investigator. Le stated, after first denying that he had anything
to do with the charges, that the University of Oklahoma had sent the investigator
there merely for the purpose of whitewashing the whole situation. I want to re=-
peat that 1 sent the investigator to liichita to find out and report to me the
true situations I had given him no instructions other than to find the truth,

The situation, as I have related it, is the situation as he found it.

In the light of all information now in my hands, I feel that I em in a
position to arrive at reasoneble conclusions concerning this situation., Iy con=-

clusions are as follows:

le, No funds of the athletic department of the University of Oklahoma
were used to defray the expense of bringing these boys to Norman,

2¢ The funds used to provide transportation from Wichita to Norman for
four boys were provided by businessmen residing in Wichita,presumably
alumni or friends of the University of Oklahoma,
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3o Lester Layton has furnished definite proof that he is not under
contract with any professional baseball club.

4, "putech®™ Scheufler has no official connection with the University
of Oklshome or its athletic department. I fon't feel that 1t 1is
my privilege or duty to advise lr, Haskell whom he shall select
as his associates or summer co=workers, and I certainly have a
firm conviction that it doesn't concern lir, Allen one iota.

5o, lMr. Scheufler had nothing to do with the four boys'wisiting in
Norman, and certainly didn't bring them to Norman.

6s The rivalry existing between two Wichita newspapers, and the
bitter feeling between the sports writers on these papers, was
responsible for the unfavorable publicity given the two univer-
sities and was responsible in a large measure for the information
civen lMre Allen by his attorney friends in Wichita,

7. lr, George Powers, an attorney of Wichita, wrote the letter dated
Januery 26, 1942, When interviewed he first denied knowledge, and
when faced with a quotation from his letter he admitted writing
the letter and then stated that those were still his views. When
faced with statements of those whom he had presumably quoted, he
admitted that his information was hearsay and rumor. I feel that
this was just a case of an overjealous alumni desirous of suppor t=

ing his friend, lir. Allen.

8. The letter written by another Wichita attorney, dated February 8,
1942, deals with "Duteh” Scleufler and Jap Haskell's brother.
As steted above, this letter is so devoid of facts that 1t doesn't
merit much consideration, The attorney states in his letter that
he can't prove any of his statements., Under these circumstances
no further time could be wasted on the letter, '

9 I want to be charitable to lMr, Allen, and therefore just wish to
say that he apperently has been overeager to punish and otherwise
discreditfep Haskell. The occasion of the newspaper fight in Wichita
only furnished lir, Allen a little more ammunitione

I want you to know that I appreciate your kind consideration in submitting
this informetion to me, and I realize that it was necessary for me to be very
thorough in making this investigation., I personally have no thought of producing
an operation known as whitewashing. Our people here at the University of Oklahoma
are human, and being so are subject to humen errors. At times, due possibly to
not knowing what should be done, they make errors.

Wle have the very highest regard for the University of Kansas, for you
personally, and for your athletic staff, I know that you have often expressed .
the hope that our relations might mlways remain relations of complete confidence
in each other, and of respect for the institutions of the Big Six. I am personally
appreciative of your counsel and friendship, I hope that in the future we may
always continue to be perfectly frank, and yet friendly.

VWith kindest personal regards, I em

' Very truly yours,

(Signed) WALTER W. KRAFT
Faculty Representative, M.V.I.A.A.
WiWK:ad University of Oklahoma.



Governor P‘M He Rﬂhﬂi‘,
Topeks, Kansas.

Dear Gwm Ratmer:

You doubtless mthatdurim ﬁwgmntum-m z-um
to the officials’ bench twice during the first half. This was
%o kindly ask Mr. Harold Ioiﬁ. the sports publicity director,

who seems to be the best sportsmen at the Univmi‘w of Okla-
hm. mrmeﬁwphntommrfrmdimﬂy mfrmtuf o
but ruﬁhnr tryim to oatok us 1n gome poce thnt ho had lﬁ.n o
ideas about,

This was in direct violation of the coaches® wtnnﬂ
_pmmmwpmMDMomukam
nature I went to the publicity man. Being unsuccesaful in my
first two attempts during the first half, I took time out of
-the few minutes in between halves in my dressing room which
should have been given to the boys, and wrodte & letter to
Harold Feith telling him that this was in direct violation of

- the aouohu' wﬁ. I hlﬂ hﬁn that ﬁm mwc we.s

sy il Salvions Shat e be vauoved frem diveetly n fymk of
owr bench. 'l'hh was dome.

emmmmmmmbom in regerd to the prac-
nhotog 10rs, because it wes the coaches of
owr mﬁ‘md&ouﬁnﬂn mlu. Bruce Drake was cognizant
of both of these infreactions of the rule.

Itmtmhnplymmﬂdmmmxmgumwtho
desk, perhaps to protest a decision. When these lights were
flashed on in the players' eyes it makes them blind for a few
minutes and any player going in to substitute is rendered less

efficient than if cowdeous rules were followed.

i

Very sincerely yours,

ksl

 Director ef Physical Bducation and Recreation,
Versity Basketball and Buebnll cmeh ~




