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brief narrative description. Three conclusions were supported by the data: first, the Chi Square statistic,
significant at the .05 level, showed no significant difference existed between the responses of athletic
directors and principals, thus suggesting that both groups had similar perceptions as to why programs
were eliminated. Second, for the sample studied, a lack of qualified coaches and a lack of student
interest were perceived to be major factors relating to the elimination of boys high school gymnastics
programs. Third, a lack of judges, budget cut-backs, other schools' program eliminations, competition
with private gymnastics clubs for participants, insufficient facilities, available gym time and
equipment, major injuries, and Title IX were perceived to be factors of lesser importance than lack of
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ABSTRACT

The problem in this study was to determine factors relating to the 
elimination of boys senior high school gymnastics programs in the United 
States by surveying athletic directors and high school principals 
throughout the country who had experienced the process of eliminating a 
boys senior high school gymnastics program. Data were obtained from the 
responses to 18 questions by a sample of 138 personnel from 20 states. 
Results were presented in tables or listed when necessary, accompanied 
by a brief narrative description. Three conclusions were supported by 
the data: first, the Chi Square statistic, significant at the .05 level, 
showed no significant difference existed between the responses of 
athletic directors and principals, thus suggesting that both groups had 
similar perceptions as to why programs were eliminated. Second, for the 
sample studied, a lack of qualified coaches and a lack of student 
interest were perceived to be major factors relating to the elimination 
of boys high school gymnastics programs. Third, a lack of judges, 
budget cut-backs, other schools' program eliminations, competition with 
private gymnastics clubs for participants, insufficient facilities, 
available gym time and equipment, major injuries, and Title IX were 
perceived to be factors of lesser importance than lack of qualified 
coaches and lack of student interest.
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION

Recent figures compiled by the National Federation of State High 

School Associations indicated a decrease in the number of individuals 

and schools participating in boys senior high school gymnastics programs 

in the United States (7). Authors of articles relating to the elimina

tion of gymnastics programs offered only speculation as to why these 

declines had taken place; included were such items as budget cuts, 

Title IXf the lack of coaches and officials, declining enrollments, high 

physical risk, and the 1980 Olympic boycott (I, 2, 3, 8).

Identification of the cause(s) of the widespread elimination of 

boys gymnastics programs would be a first step in prevention of further 

reductions. Therefore, the objective of this study was . to identify 

those factors relating to the elimination of boys senior high school 

gymnastiqs programs in the United States by surveying athletic directors 

and high school principals throughout the country who had experienced 

the process of eliminating a boys senior high school gymnastics program.

Statement of the Problem

The problem of this study was to determine factors relating to the 

elimination of boys senior high school gymnastics programs in the United 

States by surveying athletic directors and high school principals



2
throughout the United States who had experienced the process of

eliminating a boys senior high school gymnastics program.

Definitions

1. Athletic director (AD): the supervisor or coordinator of afhletif

events in a school or school district.

2. Boyg gymnastics program: structured interscholastic athletic

competition at, the senior high school level on the following events: 

floor exercise, pommel horse, still rings, long horse vaulting, 

parallel bars, and horizontal bars.

3. Executive secretary, director, commissioner (ES): the head

administrator of each state's high school association.

4. National Federation of State High School Associations (NFSHSA): 

the governing organization/ of interscholastic activities whpse 

membership consists of the fifty individual states and District of 

Columbia high school athletic and/or activity associations whpse 

purppge is to coordinate 1 the efforts of its member state associa

tions toward the ultimate objectives of interscholastic activities 

(4).

5. Miscellaneous personnel (MS); one group of respondents consisting 

o^ personnel other than athletic directors, executive secretaries? 

or principals.

6. Principal (PR): the head administrator of a public or private

school.

7. Senior high school; secondary grades 10, 11, and 12, with the

possible inclusion of grade 9.
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8. State high school association: the governing organization for 

interscholastic activities in each state.

9. Title unknown (TU): individuals who could not be identified by 

position or name.

■Delimitations

Research was delimited to personnel from 20 states who experienced 

the process of eliminating a boys senior high school gymnastics program. 

Specifically, the respondents completing the questionnaire consisted of 

47 ADs, 74 FRs, five miscellaneous personnel (MS), nine whose titles 

were unknown (TU), and three state high school association exqcutfvq 

secretaries (ES). This study, which was conducted at Montana State 

University, was further delimited to the data collected by the question

naire designed by the investigator.

Limitations

limitations consisted of specific questions presented on the 

' questionnaire, the number, completeness and accuracy of responses, the 

interpretation and method of tabulation of responses.

Justification

Statistics based on NFSHSA sport participation surveys from 1979 

through 1982 (6,. 7) show that the number of school? and participants in 

the ten most popular boys sports (Table I) have varied. Although 

reductions have occurred, especially in participation, the number of 

schools and participants involved with these sports is so large that
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these programs are probably safe from potential elimination on a

national level.

Table I. Most popular boys sports.

Schools Participants

Sport 79-80 80-81 81-82 79-80 80-81 81-82

Basketball 17,175 18,041 17,922 569,228 553,702 538,670
Football 14,480 15,061 14,843 957,779 958,423 927,666
Track and Field 14,853 14,618 14,405 524,890 507,791 477,650
Baseball 13,371 14,027 14,001 415,860 442,310 415,353
Cross Country 9,654 9,952 9,979 163,094 172,270 169,891
Golf 9,825 9,602 9,251 117,272 118,390 110,431
Tennis 9,192 9,214 8,802 131,290 130,046 129,478
Wrestling 8,751 8,512 8,869 273,326 245,029 256,107
Soccer
Swimming and

3,879 4,555 4,839 113,649 149,376 110,431

Diving 3,828 3,757 3,744 84,204 90,941 79,615

Comparatively, boys high school gymnastics has experienced drastic 

declines resulting in relatively few schools with programs and low 

participation (Table 2). Aside from 1979 to 1980, when 116 additional 

schools offered boys gymnastics, the total number of schools and the 

total number of participants have decreased by approximately two-thirds 

and three-fourths respectively. Participation in boys gymnastics on the 

high school level is low enough to cause concern for its possible 

extinction as a high school sport.



Table 2. Boys gymnastics: Schools/participants 1971-1982.

5

Year Number of schools Number of participants

71 1,861 40,530
73 1,636 32,918
75 1,697 36,834
76 1,464 34,516
78 1,345 32,538
79 981 19,706
80 1,097 19,844
81 845 13,293
82 670 11,537
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CHAPTER 2

REVIEW OF LITERATURE

Literature related to the decline in boys gymnastics is sparse and 

speculative in nature. Neither methods of data collection nor statisti

cal analysis has been included in published articles.

Paul (8:1, 10). speculated on causal factors for eliminating men's 

gymnastics at the college level stating that finances are. a primary 

factor:

Many institutions feel that growing deficits are forcing them 
to eliminate some varsity sports.,.most officials cited 
inflation and the cost of complying with federal laws barring 
sex discrimination as the chief .reasons for their economic 
distress.

Criley (1:12) suggested Title IX had a negative impact on men's

gymnastics: <

In men's gymnastics, particularly in the college level, but 
also in the high schools, there has been little or no 
increase, and in some areas, a decrease in the number of 
programs. Since HEW no longer requires equal opportunity in a 
•sport, it is clear that women's interests can continue to grow 
while men's must remain static. This is because there are so 
many more options for sports activities in most schools for 
men than women that until equality is achieved, growth can 
occur only on one side. This is even more true because of the 
high costs of every aspect of sports from insurance to 
equipment to facilities.

In a separate article, Criley (2:30-31) noted other possible 

reasons for this decline in gymnastics programs which included the 

rising cost of gymnastics in relation to competition and training, the 

decline in the U.S. economy, new format changes (which could possibly
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mean changes in policies by governing organizations), higher physical 

risk, and the vast amount of publicity lost due to the 1980 Olympic 

boycott.

Hinds (3:12) suggested that a lack pf qualified coaches and

officials w^s responsible for the decline in boys gymnastics.

Statistics* Indicate that the lack of high school coaches and 
officials is the primary reason for the loss of competitive 
programs. It seems as though when a coach resigns, he is not 
replaced, usually because one cannot be found, Undoubtedly, 
competition for the athletic "dollar" also has an effect as 
well as the declining enrollments.

In conclusion, items such a Title IX, budget, lack of qualified 

personnel and risk of injury seem to be considered, although 

speculatively, the causal factors responsible for program eliminations.

* Hinds obtained this information from a report presented at a NFSHSA 
meeting which, according to Susan True, assistant to the director of 
the NFSHSA, was based on information gained from an informal survey of 
visiting athletic directors and state high school association 
personnel.
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CHAPTER 3 

RESEARCH METHODS

Tiie survey method was used in this research. A questionnaire 

(Appendix A) was developed by the investigator to obtain information fqr 

determining factors, relating to the elimination of boys senipr high 

school gymnastics programs in the United States.

Sample

The following procedure was used to identify the qamplq selected:

A ItjLst; of state high school association executive secretaries (ES) 

and tbeiy addresses were listed in the 1981-82 NFSHSA Handbook (5). 

This Iisf included the ESs from each state, the District of Columbia, 

and ten section commissioners from California, a total of bl 

individuals.

A first mailing, consisting of a cover letter requesting the names 

and addresses of athletic directors (AD) and/or principals (PR) wbo 

experienced the process of eliminating a boys senior high school 

gymnastiqs program, was sent to each ES. This mailing, which took place 

on December 10, 1982, included an address request form, sampie question

naire and a self-addressed, stamped envelope. A summary of the returns 

is shown in Table 3.
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Table 3. Responses from executive secretaries.

Complete information 
received 
N=24

No names or information 
not applicable 

N=20
No response 

N= 17

Arizona Alabama CA State ES
California (CA) L.A. Sec. Alaska CA Central Coast
CA San Diego Section Arkansas CA North Section
CA Southern Section CA San Francisco Sec. CA Oakland Sec.
CA North Coast Section Idaho CA Central Sec.
CA San Joaquin Section Illinois Delaware
Colorado Mississippi District of
Connecticut Montana Columbia
Hawaii New Hampshire Florida
Indiana New Jersey Georgia
Iowa North Carolina Louisiana
Kansas North Dakota Maryland
Kentucky Oklahoma Nebraska
Maine Oregon New York
Massachusetts Pennsylvania Rhode Island
Minnesota South Dakota Utah
Missouri Tennessee Wyoming
Nevada Texas
New Mexico Vermont
Ohio
Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin

The 24 ESs from 20 states provided 272 names and/or addresses. The

intended respondents then consisted of the following personnel:

ADs - 92
PRs - 153 
MS - 10
TU - 17

272

A cover letter, questionnaire, and a self-addressed stamped 

envelope were sent to the target population by April 15, 1983. A total 

of 193 individuals, 70.97 percent, replied although 58 individuals could 

not supply requested information for the following reasons: 20 indicated
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that their school never had a boys gymnastics program, 33 commented that 

the boys gymnastics program had not been eliminated, three individuals 

stated that they had not been involved in the process of eliminating a 

boys gymnastics program, one individual would not complete the question

naire until the investigator received permission from the school 

district's legal and research services department, and one individual 

returned all the mailings with no information included. This brought 

the number of respondents supplying pertinent information to 135 

individuals. Three ESs partially completed and returned the sample 

questionnaire allowing a final total of 138 respondents. In some cases 

respondents could not be identified or the questionnaire was completed 

by a different person than to whom the mailing was directed,. If someone 

copld not be identified by name or title, his responses were reported 

under TV. Coaches' responses were recorded under MS. Two assistant 

principals completed the questionnaire, and their responses were 

recorded under PR. The number of respondents in the individual cate

gories is as follows:

ADs - 47 (51.08 percent of the 92 target ADs)
PRs - 74 (48.36 percent of the 153 target PRs)
MS - 5
TU - 9
ESs - __3

138

Data Collection Questionnaire

The tool used for data collection was a questionnaire (Appendix A) 

consisting of 17 multiple choice, completion, yes/no, and open-ended 

questions plus a space for additional comments. Specific questions were 

based on school district classification, year the elimination of tfre
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boys program occurred, budget, cost analysis of sport programs, the 

availability of gymnastics coaches and officials, student interest in 

participation, facilities available, private gymnastics clubs, lack of 

competition, major injuries and Title IX.

Data Analysis

Responses to objective questions were tabulated and the Chi Square 

statistic, significant at the .05 level, was used to determine if any 

significant differences existed between the responses of ADs and BRs. 

No significant differences were shown. Therefore, neither separate 

tabulations of responses nor statistical comparisons were necessary. 

The remaining categories, which included MS, TU, and ESs, were too small 

to be statistically treated. Final results were presented iji tables 

which included percentages of sample responding.

The response to open-ended questions were homogeneously grouped 

when possible and presented in tables or were listed under categories of 

responses. Due to the unique nature of these responses, no statistical 

treatment was utilized.
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CHAPTER IV 

RESULTS OF STUDY

The purpose of this study was to determine factors relating to the 

elimination of boys senior high'school gymnastics programs in the United 

States by surveying athletic directors (AD) and principals (PR) through

out the country who experienced the process of eliminating a boys senior 

high school gymnastics program.

Questionnaire Results

Resnlts are presented by order of questions as they appeared on thg 

questionnaire. For clarification purposes, specific questions will 

follow the subheadings. Figures and tables are used as appropriate and 

are accompanied by a brief description of results. Responses to 

unstructured questions are listed separately under their categories of 

responses with a list of additional comments provided in Appendix C. A 

complete discussion of results is presented in Chapter V.

School District Classification

I. What is your school district classification? School district 

classification is related to student body size. A system of 

identification is coded by letter (A, B, C) in each state. States do 

not have equivalent size limits for each classification, further.
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sub-classifications (AA, AAA) are also used. This limitation prohibits 

comparison by student body number.

Most of the respondents were associated with school districts whose 

classification was AAA (49 percent), AA (22 percent), or larger, 

indicating that overall student body population in the schools that lost 

boys gymnastics were of considerable size. A complete tabulation of 

school classification is presented in Table 4.

Table 4. School district classification.

Classification N Percent

AAA 67 49
AA 30 22
A 10 7
B 4 3
4A 12 9
5A 2 I
6A 6 4
Division I 3 2
Large I .7
Medium I .7
Miscellaneous I .7
School districts with more

than one classification 5 4
No response 5 4

Program Elimination Trends

2. When was the boys high school gymnastics program eliminated in 

your school? The year of program elimination, the number of programs 

eliminated for specific years, and the percentages of responses (N=138) 

are presented in Figure I. Of the 138 respondents, 111 individuals 

replied to question 2 (80.45 percent). Responses show that the number
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of program eliminations increased throughout the 1970's reaching a peak 

in 1980. Program eliminations for 1981 and 1982 were also relatively 

large and then declined to seven programs in 1983.

13.77%
19

11.60%
16

13.04%
18

9.42%
8.70% 8.70% 13
12 12

7.25%
10

5.07%
7

5.07%
7

1.45% 1.45%
2 2 

0 0 0

1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983

Figure I. Number of reported program eliminations by year.

Budget Cut-Backs

3 . Was a budget cut-back a major factor leading to the elimination 

of the boys program in your school? Paul (9) and Hinds (3) suggested 

that financial factors could be related to program eliminations. 

Responses to this question did not support this opinion. Budget reduc

tion was not found to be a major factor relating to the elimination of 

the boys programs for 78.26 percent of respondents as shown in Table 5.
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Table 5. Budget cut-backs.

Response N Percent

Yes 28 20.29
No 108 78.26
No response 2 1.45

Individual Budget Factors Relating to Elimination of Boys Gymnastics 

Programs 4

4. If the budget was a factor, please rank the following items.... 

If financial limitations were related to program reductions, an attempt 

was made to determine which budget items or reasons were most or least 

significant in program eliminations. Results presented in Table. 5 

indicated that a budget cut-back was not a major factor in program 

eliminations in this study and, therefore, responses (Table 6) were 

minimal and provided information that applied to the few individual 

schools th#t faced budget problems.

Cost per gymnast received nine responses as the most significant 

factor related to program eliminations. However, this item also 

received six responses indicating that it was considered the least 

important factor relating to program eliminations. Coaches' salaries 

received the most consistent responses in that four individuals rated it 

as being the second most significant budget item relating to program 

eliminations. . Cost per gymnast, cost of travel, and judges' fees were 

respectively ranked as the least important items related to program 

eliminations. A summary of ranked responses is presented in Table 6.
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Table 6. Budget factors relating to elimination of boys gymnastics 
programs.

Rank Rank
Percent Percent

Budget item I 2 1+2 of 138 3 of 138

(I) Cost of travel I 3 4 2.90 4 2.90
(2) Judges' fees 2 I 3 2.17 3 2.17
(3) Coaches' salaries 4 9 13 9.42 0 0
(4) Equipment replacement 

cost 0 3 3 2.17 I .7
(5) Cost of uniforms and 

miscellaneous supplies I I 2 1.45 I .7
(6) Liability insurance I 0 I .7 2 1.45
(7) Facility maintenance 

and energy costs 2 2 4 2.90 I .7
(8) Cost per gymnast to 

run program 9 2 11 7.98 6 4.35
(9) Non-revenue sport 3 0 3 2.17 I .7

(10) Cost for substitute 
teachers during season 0 I I .7 I .7

1 = Most significant budget factor relating to the decision to eliminate
the boys gymnastics program.

2 = Second most significant budget factor relating to the decision to
eliminate the boys gymnastics program.

3 = Least significant budget factor relating to the decision to elimin
ate the boys gymnastics program. * 5

Cost Analysis Before Program Elimination

5. Was a comprehensive cost analysis of each sport performed 

before the final decision to eliminate the boys gymnastics program was 

made? A cost analysis of each sport would allow comparisons of overall 

costs to run each sport program. Such a practice could either justify 

a program's elimination or non-elimination on a financial basis. 

A majority of the respondents, 51.45 percent, reported that a
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comprehensive cost analysis of each sport was not performed before the 

final decision to eliminate the boys gymnastics program was made, as 

shown in Table 7.

Table 7. Cost analysis performed.

Response N Percent

Yes 36 26.09 
No 71 51.45 
No response 31 22.46

Lack of Student Interest in Boys Gymnastics

6. Did the students exhibit an overall lack of interest in 

participation? A lack of interest in participating in boys high school 

gymnastics was considered to be a potential problem related to program 

eliminations. Respondents' opinions on student interest are presented 

in Table 8. It can be seen that the perception of respondents is that 

boys lack interest in gymnastics (70.26 percent).

Table 8. Student interest.

Response N Percent

Yes
No
No response

97
36
5

70.29
26.09
3.62



18

Qualified Personnel

7. Did you have difficulty obtaining qualified coaches for the 

boys program? 8. Did you have difficulty obtaining qualified judges 

for the boys program? Gymnastics, being a highly technical sport with 

risk for serious injuries, requires experienced, knowledgeable, and 

safety oriented coaches to provide optimum training. Officials play an 

important role as the performance evaluators who must demonstrate 

technical knowledge of skills for each event and enforce rules and 

ethics involved. Results of questions related to qualified coaches and 

officials suggest that a lack of qualified gymnastics coaches was a 

major factor relating to program eliminations as shown by nearly 75 

percent of the sample. However, lack of qualified judges was apparently 

not a large problem. Comparisons can be observed in Tables 9 and 10.

Table 9. Qualified coaches.

Response N Percent

Yes 103 74.64
No 34 24.64
No response I .72

Table 10. Qualified judges.

Response N Percent

Yes 50 36.23
No 83 60.15
No response 5 3.62
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Influence of Other Schools' Program Eliminations

9. Did the elimination of boys gymnastics programs In other 

schools in your state or area influence the decision to eliminate the 

program in your school? To warrant a competitive program's existence 

within a state or area other schools must also be available for 

competition. Concern was given to the possibility that schools in an 

area dropping a program could indirectly affect others' continued 

participation. This did not appear to be the case in the majority of 

the schools involved in the survey. Results show that elimination of 

boys gymnastics programs in other schools was not a major influential 

factor related to individual decisions to eliminate boys gymnastics 

programs, as indicated by 73.19 percent of the respondents. Figures are 

shown in Table 11.

Table 11. Influence of Other Schools' Program Eliminations.

Response N Percent

Yes 30 21.74
No 101 73.19
No response 7 5.07

Competition from Private Clubs

10. Did the presence of private gymnastics clubs in your community 

cause a decline in high school participation and therefore offer an 

argument of pro-elimination of the boys high school gymnastics program

in your school? Many communities have private gymnastics clubs which
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could compete for participants. ■ In most cases, 77.54 percent, the 

presence of private gymnastics clubs was not perceived to be a cause for 

a decline in the high school participation. Figures are presented in 

Table 12.

Table 12. Competition from private clubs for participants.

Response N Percent

Yes 24 17.39
No 107 77.54
No response 7 5.07

Inadequacies in Facilities, Time, and Equipment

11. Did your school have problems with insufficient (a) fqcili-

ties, (b) gym time available for the boys program, (c) equipment?

Consideration was given to the availability of space for training and 

time to use the facility due to increased demands for other activities. 

The high cost of equipment for gymnastics programs was also considered 

to be a potential problem in supporting boys gymnastics.

Forty-two of the 138 respondents, 30.43 percent, expressed problems 

with insufficient facilities, gym time available for the boys programs, 

and equipment, with slightly more, 41.30 percent, reporting they had no 

problems and 28.26 percent not responding. Only 3.62 percent of the 138 

respondents reported problems with insufficient equipment. Tabulations 

are recorded in Table 13. Due to the potential for multiple responses.
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total responses In Table 13 exceed 42, the number of respondents- 

indicating problems.

Table 13. Inadequacies in facilities, gym time, and equipment.

Insufficient N Percent

Facilities 23 16.67
Gym time available 26 18.84
Equipment 5 3.62

Major Injury as a Cause for Program Eliminations

12. Did a major injury in gymnastics occur that influenced the 

decision to eliminate the boys gymnastics program? Severe injuries 

incurred in gymnastics could be responsible for terminating a program. 

Approximately 90 percent of respondents did not believe major injuries 

were responsible for their program elimination (Table 14).

Table 14. Major injury as a cause for program elimination.

Response N

Yes b 
No 123 
No response 9

Percent

4.35
89.1?
6.52

Some respondents did report serious injuries. The events in which 

the injuries occurred and the extent of the injuries are presented in

Table 15.
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Table 15. Event on which major injury occurred. -

Event Death Paraplegia

Trampoline I
Mini-trampoline I
Floor exercise 2
Rings I
Vault I I
Horizontal bar I

Simultaneous Elimination of Other Sports

13. At the time boys gymnastics was eliminated, what other sports 

were eliminated? School districts facing financial problems may have to 

eliminate more than one sport to meet budget limitations. Reduction of 

only one pr a few programs could also be associated with various factors 

specific to individual schools. These can be. seen in Appendix B.

Approximately one-third of the respondents indicated that various 

other sports were eliminated in their school district, at the same time 

the boys gymnastics program was eliminated (Table 16).

Table 16. Responses related to simultaneous elimination of other 
sports.

Response N Percent

Other sports hot eliminated 53 38.41
Other sports eliminated 42 30.43
No response 43 31.16
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Of the additional sports eliminated, girls gymnastics and boys golf 

had the largest numbers of reductions. Figures related to other sports 

that were eliminated in conjunction with boys gymnastics are provided in 

Table 17.

Table 17. Sports eliminated with the boys gymnastics programs.

Sport N Sport N

Girls gymnastics 21 Indoor track: Boys I
Golf: Boys 12 Girls I

Girls 4 Indoor track I
Swimming: Girls 3 Drill team I

Boys 2 Riflery I
Wrestling 2 Downhill skiing: Boys I
Tennis: Boys I Girls I
Field Hockey 2 Skiing I
Archery I Fencing I
Surfing I Water polo I
Badminton: Girls I Bowling I
Badminton I Cross country I

Addition of Sport Programs

14. Within one year before or after the elimination of the boys 

gymnastics program, were any other boys or girls sports added? It would 

not be unreasonable to suspect that some boys gymnastics programs may 

have been dropped to make way for a new sport. Addition of other sport 

programs could be an indication of compliance of Title IX policy (see 

next section) or reflect a change in student interest.

The majority of respondents (72.5 percent) reported no other sport 

was added within one year before or after the elimination of the boys 

gymnastics programs. Also, there was no pattern of replacing boys
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gymnastics with a girls sport to satisfy Title IX. Some school 

districts did, however, add more than one sport. A summary of responses 

is shown in Table 18.

Table 18. Addition of other sport programs within one year before or 
after the elimination of the boys gymnastics program.

Response N Percent

Other sports added 27 19.57 
No additions of other sports 100 72.46 
No response 11 7.97

Sport programs that were added within one year of the elimination 

of the boys gymnastics programs are presented in Table 19.

Table 19. Sport programs added.

Sport N Sport N

Soccer 4 Girls volleyball I
Boys soccer 4 Boys volleyball I
Girls soccer 4 Golf (reinstated) I
Wrestling 3 Junior high baseball I
Volleyball 3 Cross country skiing I
Girls cross country 2 Field hockey I
Softball 2 Girls basketball I
Swimming 2 Tennis I
Girls swimming 2 Racquetball I
Coed soccer I All girls sports
Girls indoor track I (early 1970's) I
Girls track I Girls intramurals I
Girls JV softball I All JV programs and much

of junior high programs I
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Effect of Title IX

15. Did Title IX have a negative impact on the boys gymnastics 

program? Paul (8) and Criley (I) suggested that Title IX played a major 

role in the elimination of gymnastics programs, especially on the 

college level. To determine the impact Title IX may have had on boys 

high school gymnastics programs, a question pertaining to the effect of 

Title IX on elimination decisions was presented to the respondents.

Title IX was not perceived to have a major impact on the boys 

gymnastics programs, as indicated by 87.68 percent of the respondents. 

Relative tabulations are shown in Table 20.

Table 20. Effect of Title IX.

Response N Percent

Negative effect from Title IX 6 4.35
No effect from Title IX 121 87.68
No response 11 7.97

When asked to clarify the significant factors related to Title IX 

that were influential in the decision to eliminate the boys gymnastics 

programs, the following statements were offered by individuals who 

had indicated that Title IX did have a negative impact on the boys 

program.
\

Required greater financial equity for certain sports 
(basketball).

Only as an overall 'draw-down * on physical education programs 
in general.



26

Increase in girls' activities, cost, etc.

This involved a lessening of monies available for the program.
Also, the district interpreted Title IX to mean the same 
number of sports offerings for men and women. Eliminating 
golf and gymnastics meant seven for each.

Additional Factors that Influenced the Decision to Eliminate the Bpys 

Gymnastics Programs

16. Are there any additional factors that influenced the decision 

to eliminate the boys gymnastics program in your school? Respondents 

were given the opportunity to offer any additional factors not included 

on the questionnaire that may have influenced the elimination of 

the boys gymnastics programs in their own schools. A total of 60 

respondents, 43.48 percent, offered additional factors relating to the 

elimination of the boys programs. Items such as lack of interest, lack 

of qualified coaches, and budget cuts, although not additional factors, 

as they were included in the questionnaire, were emphasized in the 

responses. Factors identified were categorized and presented in 

Table 21. A complete list of unique responses expressing additional 

factors that influenced the elimination decision in individual schools 

is recorded in Appendix B.
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Table 21. Additional factors relating to eliminations.

Factors N=138 Percent*

Lack of interest 19 13.77
Lack of qualified coaches 19 13.77
Lack of teams with whom to compete 15 10.87
Travel time and distance 7 5.07
Budget cuts 4 2.90
Declining enrollments 4 2.90
Release of teachers 3 2.17
Junior high program dropped 2 1.45
Lack of coach's enthusiasm 2 1.45

* Due to the potential for multiple 
100 percent.

responses, tabulations do not total

Respondents' Selection of the Most Significant Factors Influencing

Decisions to Eliminate Boys Gymnastics Programs in Their Own Schools

17. Is there any item listed on this questionnaire that most

significantly influenced the decision to eliminate the boys gymnastics

program in your school? Given the choice of any item included on the 

questionnaire to be considered as the most significant item related to 

the elimination of boys gymnastics programs within their own schools, a 

lack of qualified coaches and a lack of interest by students dominated 

the responses. A total of 81 respondents, 58.70 percent, completed this 

part of the questionnaire and some respondents chose more than one 

factor as most significant. Table 22 lists "Factors" in descending 

order of response frequency.
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Table 22. Respondents’ selection of most significant factors.

Factor N= 138 Percent

Lack of qualified coaches 39 28.26
Lack of interest in participation 36 26.09
Budget cuts 8 5.80
Elimination of programs in other schools 6 4.35
Lack of qualified judges 3 2.17
Cost per gymnast ■ 2 1.45
Liability insurance 2 1.45
Insufficient facilities I .72
Major injury I .72

Additional items not included in the questionnaire which were

identified by the respondents as most significant relating to the

elimination of the boys gymnastics programs in the individual schools

are recorded in Table 23.

Table 23. Additional items: Most significant.

Factor N=138 Percept

Lack of teams with whom to compete 6 4.35 
Risk of injury 2 1.45 
Travel time and distance I «72 
Low interest in state I *72 
Low interest in junior high level I .72 
Lack of skills I *72
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CHAPTER 5 

ANALYSIS OF DATA

Results of data, as presented in Chapter IV, were analyzed under 

the following categories: qualified personnel; lack of student interest; 

influence of other schools’ program eliminations; finances; inadequate 

facilities, time and equipment; effects of Title IX; and effect of major 

injuries. Topics are presented in descending order of importance as 

each is related to program eliminations.

Qualified Personnel

The most predominant factor relating to program eliminations was 

the lack of qualified coaches. This was apparent in three separate 

areas in the results. Nearly 75 percent of the 138 respondents stated 

that they had difficulty in obtaining qualified coaches (Table 9). 

Sixty individuals replied to Question 16 (Table 21) pertaining to 

additional factors related to program elimination with a lack of quali

fied coaches and lack of student.interest each receiving 19 responses, 

the largest numbers in the tabulations. Respondents were asked if any 

item qn the questionnaire was the most significant factor related to 

program elimination in their own schools (Question 17, Table 22). The 

lack of qualified coaches again received the largest number of 

responses, 39 out of 81.
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Reasons for a lack of qualified coaches has not yet been determined 

although some respondents addressed this issue. Comments are recorded 

in Appendix C.

A lack of qualified judges, although recognized as a problem by 

36.23 percent of the 138 respondents (Table 10), was not a major factor 

related to program eliminations in the schools involved in this partic

ular study. A total of 60.14 percent of the respondents (Table 10) did 

not express difficulty in obtaining qualified judges. When asked if any 

item on the questionnaire was the most significant factor related to 

program elimination in their own schools (Question 17, Table 22), only 

three out of 81 respondents indicated that a lack of qualified officials 

was a significant factor. Individuals seem to be more available for 

judging than coaching duties, perhaps due to one or a combination of two 

reasons: (I) judges do not necessarily have to be certified as teachers 

or judges and (2) the time commitment to judging is much less than 

coaching.

Lack of Student Interest

Information pertaining to a lack of interest in participating in 

boys gymnastics was not found in the available literature. Results of 

this study suggest that this issue was a major factor related to program 

eliminations. Figures in Table 8 show that 97 of the 138 respondents 

(70.29 percent) experienced this problem in their schools. Nineteen 

individuals listed this . item as a problem under "additional factors" 

(Table 21), and 36 respondents selected the lack of student interest as
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one of the most significant issues,related to the program elimination in 

their individual schools (Table 22).

Reasons for the lack of interest must be considered as speculative 

as no substantiating evidence has been found nor were the respondents’ 

replies substantiated. A lack of interest in gymnastics by high school 

boys may be due to any one or combination of the following:

1. A lack of qualified coaches. This study identified this factor to 

be of primary importance in elimination. A poor, unqualified or 

disinterested coach who does, not properly train the gymnasts or 

promote the sport may be related to a lack of interest.

2. Cfiley (2) suggested that the loss of media coverage of the 1980 

Olympics had a negative impact on the sport. This factor may be 

accurate as suggested by the rapid growth of interest in women's 

gymnastics after strong media coverage of the 1972 Olympics 

featuring Olga Korbut.

3. The relative absence of developmental programs at the elementary and 

junior high school level, although not identified in this study, 

CoitIld be important. Young, potentially gifted athletes may become 

involved in other sports at a young age and be reluctant to change 

when in high school. Also, the complexity of skills necessitates 

many years of training for success.

Although gymnastics has grown as a club sport over recent years, 

results shown in Table 12 did suggest that the decline in participation 

was not related to competition from private clubs for participants.

Promotion of boys gymnastics will be necessary to increase 

participation or administrators will find few reasons to maintain
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existing boys gymnastics programs and added reasons to drop it with 

little parental or community resistance.

Influence of Other Schools’ Program Eliminations

Figures in Table 11 show the elimination of neighboring schools' 

boys gymnastics programs did not have a major effect on the decisions to 

eliminate individual programs. This was reflected by 73.19 percent of 

the respondents. Such a statement suggests other schools' program 

eliminations were at least not used as an excuse to drop programs.

Finances

Budget cut-backs did not appear to be a major factor related to 

program eliminations. Table 5 supported non-budgetary reasons for 

elimination and, further, various individual budget items were not 

related to program eliminations (Table 6). It may be that budgetary 

matters may be more of a problem in the nation's colleges and univer

sities than in the high schools. Paul (9) stated that many institutions 

(colleges and universities) cited growing deficits as a reason for the 

elimination of the sport program. It is possible that adequate funding 

for public schools exists but higher education is facing increasing 

financial difficulties because each level of education is financially 

supported by different revenue sources.

A budget cut-back (Table 5) was considered to be a major problem by 

20.29 percent of the respondents. However, only 26.09 percent of all 

respondents stated that a comprehensive cost analysis (Table 7) was 

performed before the final decision to eliminate the boys gymnastics
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program was made. The lack of cost analysis suggests that factors 

unrelated to budget may have Influenced elimination decisions when a 

cost analysis was not made.

Tabulations in Table 16 show that 30.43 percent of the respondents 

indicated that other sport programs were concurrently eliminated with 

boys gymnastics. Multiple sport eliminations tend to suggest funding 

problems; however, of those respondents reporting multiple elimination, 

only 20 percent also reported financial problems. Therefore, other 

factors such as lack of interest, lack of coaches, or miscellaneous 

others could have had a greater effect than finances on this situation 

(Appendix C).

Inadequacies Related to Program Elimination

Inadequate facilities, gym time available for the boys gymnastres 

program, or equipment were problems faced by nearly one-third of the 

respondents. Figures in Table 13 show that of the 42 individuals who 

responded, 23 had problems with facilities, 26 had problems with gym 

time, and five had equipment problems. The data obtained does suggest 

that most of the programs eliminated were well equipped and in buildings 

with suitable space and allotted time.

Effects of Title IX

In . opposition to Criley’s (I) statement that Title IX had a 

negative impact on men’s gymnastics, 87.68 percent of the respondents 

(Table 20) indicated that Title IX did not have a negative impact on
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their programs and, therefore, was not a major factor related to the 

elimination of the boys high school gymnastics programs.

Substantiation for a lack of negative impact by Title IX is found 

in Table 18 with 72.46 percent of the respondents acknowledging that 

within one year of the elimination of boys gymnastics no other sport 

programs were added. However, eliminating one sport without any 

addition could be an indication that the elimination brought the 

athletic program into accordance with Title IX policy, but no direct ot 

indirect support for this hypothesis was found in this study.

Effect of Major Injuries

Results in Table 14 show that major gymnastics injuries had the 

least impact of any item on the decision to eliminate the boys programs 

as was expressed, by 89.13 percent of the respondents. This suggests 

that the boys programs were safely managed, and the few serious injuries 

in the sport were not considered a reason for elimination by the vast 

majority of schools who lost their program.

Conclusion

For the sample studied, a lack of qualified coaches and a lack of 

student interest in participating were determined to be the most 

influential factors relating to the elimination of boys senior high 

school gymnastics programs. Student interest is a difficult factor to 

substantiate as the respondents did not report their methods of 

assessing student interest. It is possible that poor coaching could be 

a causal factor on student interest. A lack of knowledge, skill.



35

enthusiasm and promotion by administrators could be responsible for 

discouraging students to train and develop their potential. If boys 

high school gymnastics is to be retained, solutions to finding qualified 

coaches and recruiting student interest should be found in the very near 

future or the continued elimination and eventual extinction of boys 

senior high school gymnastics programs is likely to occur.
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CHAPTER 6

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Summary

The problem in this study was to determine factors relating to the 

elimination of boys senior high school gymnastics programs in the United 

States by surveying athletic directors and high school principals 

throughout the country who had experienced the process of eliminating a 

boys senior high school gymnastics program. Executive secretaries from 

20 states provided names and/or addresses of individuals to be surveyed. 

The final sample (N=138) consisted of: 47 athletic directors (AD), 74 

principals (PR), 5 miscellaneous personnel (MS), 9 individuals whose 

titles were unknown (TU), and 3 executive secretaries (ES) who completed 

and returned a sample questionnaire included in the initial mailing to 

obtain names and addresses.

Data were obtained from responses to questions based on school 

district classification, year program eliminations occurred, budget, 

cost analysis of sport programs, availability of qualified coaches and 

judges, student interest in participation, facilities, gym time avail

ability, equipment, private gymnastics clubs, lack of competition, major 

injuries, and Title IX. The Chi Square statistic, significant at the 

.05 level, was used to determine the extent of differences between the 

responses of athletic directors and principals. No differences were
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shown; therefore, separate tabulation of responses and statistical 

comparisons were not necessary. Responses from remaining categories of 

respondents (MS, TU, and ES) were too small to treat statistically. 

Responses were combined, accompanied with percentages of responses to 

questions and presented in tables or listed when necessary.

Conclusions * 1 2 3

Data supported the following conclusions:

1. Mo significant differences existed between the responses of the 

athletic directors and principals; therefore, both groups had 

similar perceptions as to why programs were eliminated.

2. For the sample studied, a lack of qualified coaches and a lack of 

studqnt interest were perceived to be major factors relating tp the 

elimination of boys senior high school gymnastics programs.

3. Any factor relating to program eliminations in any individual school 

is an important issue. However, for the sample studied, the follow

ing were perceived to be of lesser importance than lack of qualified 

coaches and lack of student interest in causing eliminations: a lack 

of qualified judges, budgetary reasons, program elimination in other 

schools, competition with private gymnastics clubs for participants, 

insufficient facilities, gym time available for the boys program, 

sufficient gymnastic equipment, major injuries, and Title IX.



38

Recommendations for Further Study

The following recommendations are advised:

1. Personal contact with respondents to enable clarification of 

responses.

2. If boys high school gymnastics is to be retained, effort must be 

made to recruit interested and qualified coaches for boys gymnastics 

programs.

Further study to determine the cause(s) for. a lack of student 

interest in gymnastics. An extensive survey of high school students 

is suggested.

3.
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I
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Gene Lemelin 
3900 6th Avenue North 
Great Falls. MT 59401 

[406] 727-5229

TO : D r. R o b e r t  S c h w a rz k o p f
M o n ta n a  S t a te  U n iv e rs ity  
B o z e m a n , MT 59717

R E : S u rv e y  fo r M a s te r  o f S c ie n c e  T h esis

F R O M : G e n e  L e m e lin , G r a d u a te  S tu d e n t  -  M o n ta n a  S t a te  U n iv e rs i ty ,
H ead B oys G y m n a s tic s  C o a c h  -  G r e a t  F a lls  and  C . M. R u sse ll  High S ch o o ls  
G r e a t  F a l ls ,  M o n ta n a

In a  r e p o r t  o f  th e  m in u te s  o f  th e  N a tio n a l F e d e ra t io n  Boys G y m n a s tic s  R u les  
C o m m itte e  m e e t in g ,  th e  m em b ers e x p re s s e d  th e i r  c o n c e rn  a b o u t  th e  e lim in a t io n  o f boys 
h ig h  sc h o o l g y m n a s tic s  p ro g ra m s  in  th e  U n ited  S t a t e s .  I s h a r e  th e i r  c o n c e r n ,  an d  I p lan  
to  b a se  my m a s te r 's  th e s is  on th is  p ro b le m .

I w ro te  to  th e  e x e c u t iv e  s e c r e t a r y  o f  e a c h  s t a t e 's  h igh  sc h o o l a s s o c ia t io n  and 
re q u e s te d  th e  n am es and  a d d re s s e s  o f a th l e t i c  d i r e c to r s  and h igh  sc h o o l p r in c ip a ls  who 
h a v e  e x p e r ie n c e d  th e  p ro c e s s  o f  e lim in a t in g  a  bo y s s e n io r  h igh  sc h o o l g y m n a s tic s  
p ro g ra m . T h u s , yo u r n a m e  w as p ro v id e d .  In som e c a s e s ,  th e  e x e c u t iv e  s e c r e t a r i e s  
w e re  u n c e r ta in  if so m e  of th e  h igh  sc h o o ls  th e y  h ad  m e n tio n e d  h ad  a c tu a l ly  e lim in a te d  
th e  boys g y m n a s tic s  p ro g ra m . W ould y o u  p le a s e  a id  my r e s e a r c h  by  c o m p le tin g  th e  
e n c lo se d  q u e s t io n n a i r e  an d  re tu rn in g  i t  as so o n  as p o s s ib le . If y o u  h a v e  n o t b e en  
in v o lv e d  in th e  p ro c e s s  o f  e l im in a tin g  a  bo y s h ig h  sc h o o l g y m n a s tic s  p ro g ra m , p le a se  
i n d ic a te  t h a t  on th e  su rv e y  an d  r e tu r n  i t  to  m e. P le a s e  f e e l  f r e e  to  o f f e r  an y  
a d d it io n a l  in fo rm a t io n  th a t  y o u  f e e l  may b e  b e n e f ic ia l  to  my r e s e a r c h .

P le a s e  l e t  m e know  if  y o u  a r e  i n te r e s t e d  in re c e iv in g  a  r e p o r t  a b o u t  th e  r e s u l ts  o f th is  
s u rv e y .  E n c lo se d  is a  s e l f - a d d re s s e d  s ta m p e d  e n v e lo p e  fo r  yo u r c o n v e n ie n c e  in 
r e tu r n in g  th e  q u e s t io n n a i r e .  Y o u r c o o p e ra tio n  and p ro m p t r e sp o n se  is g r e a t ly  
a p p r e c ia t e d .  T hank  you!!

S in c e re ly ,

G e n e  L em elin

Enclosures (2)
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Gene Lemelin
3900 6th Avenue North 

Great Falla, MT 59401
(406) 727-5229

TO : M r. R o b e r t  R o u o ff
L o w er M erion  High S choo l

R E : M a s te r  o f  S c ie n c e  T h e s is : S u rv ey

F R O M : G e n e  L e m e lin , G ra d u a te  S tu d e n t  -  M o n ta n a  S t a te  U n iv e rs i ty , 
H ead B oys G y m n a s tic s  C o a c h  -  G r e a t  F a lls  and  C . M. R u sse ll  
High S c h o o ls , G r e a t  F a l ls ,  M o n ta n a

In a  r e p o r t  o f  th e  m in u te s  o f  th e  N a tio n a l F e d e ra t io n  B oys G y m n a s tic s  R u les  
C o m m it te e  m e e t in g ,  th e  m em b ers e x p re s s e d  th e i r  c o n c e rn  a b o u t  th e  e lim in a t io n  o f boys 
h ig h  sc h o o l g y m n a s tic s  p ro g ra m s  in  th e  U n ited  S t a t e s .  I s h a r e  th e i r  c o n c e r n ,  an d  I p lan  
to  b a se  my m a s te r 's  th e s is  on th is  p ro b le m .

A s e c t io n  o f  my th e s is  is a  su rv e y  of th e  f a c to r s  in v o lv e d  in th e  e l im in a t io n  o f boys 
s e n io r  h ig h  sc h o o l g y m n a s tic s  p ro g ra m s  w ith in  th e  U n ited  S t a te s .  W ould you  a id  my 
r e s e a r c h  by  p ro v id in g  th e  n a m e s an d  a d d re s s e s  o f  a th l e t i c  d i r e c to r s  an d  h ig h  sc h o o l 
p r in c ip a ls  in  yo u r s t a t e  w ho h a v e  e x p e r ie n c e d  th e  p ro c e s s  o f e l im in a tin g  a  bo y s se n io r  
h ig h  sc h o o l g y m n a s tic s  p ro g ra m  w ith in  y o u r s t a t e  o r a r e a .

Fo r y o u r in fo rm a t io n ,  I h a v e  e n c lo se d  a  co p y  o f th e  q u e s t io n n a ire  w h ich  I w ill be  
d is t r ib u t in g  to  th e  a th l e t i c  d i r e c to r s  an d  p r in c ip a ls .  If you  f e e l  t h a t  you  a lso  h av e  
in fo rm a tio n  t h a t  w ou ld  be  v a lu a b le  to  my r e s e a r c h ,  p le a s e  f e e l  f r e e  to  c o m p le te  th is  
q u e s i to n n a i r e  an d  r e tu r n  i t  a lo n g  w ith  th e  n a m e s an d  a d d re s s e s  o f a th l e t i c  d i r e c to r s  
and  p r in c ip a ls .

E n c lo se d  is an  a d d re s s  fo rm  and  a  s e l f - a d d re s s e d  s ta m p e d  e n v e lo p e .  P le a s e  r e tu r n  th is  
in fo rm a tio n  as so o n  a s  p o s s ib le .

Y o u r tim e  an d  c o o p e ra tio n  a r e  g r e a t ly  a p p r e c ia t e d .  T hank  you!

G e n e  L em elin

Enclosures (2)
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i

FACTORS RELATING TO THE ELIMINATION NAME
OF BOYS SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL GYMNASTICS 
PROGRAMS IN THE UNITED STATES

What is your school district classification?

(a) A M (d) B
(b) M (e) C
(C) A (f) Other

2. When was the boys high school gymnastics program eliminated in your
school? 19 _____

3. Was a budget cut-back a major factor leading to the elimination of the boys
program in your school? Yes _____; No _____

It. If the budget was a factor, please rank the following items in the following 
manner:
1 - Most significant budget factor relating to the decision to eliminate the

gymnastics program.
2 - Second most significant budget factor relating to the decision to eliminate

the boys gymnastics program.
3 = Least significant budget factor relating to the decision to eliminate the

boys gymnastics program.
*** RANK ONLY 3 ITEMS

(a) cost of travel (g) facility maintainance and
(b) judges fees energy cost
(c) coaches salaries (h) cost per gymnast to run the
(d) equipment replacement cost program
(e) cost of uniforms and misc. (i) non-revenue sport

supplies (J) cost for substitute teachers
(f) liability insurance

00
during the season 
others

5. Was a comprehensive cost analysis of each sport performed before the final
decision to eliminate the boys gymnastics program was made? Yes _____; No __

6. Did the students exhibit an overall lack of interest in participation?

Yes _____; No _____ .

7. Did you have difficulty obtaining qualified coaches for the boys program?

Yes _____; No _____ .

6. Did you have difficulty obtaining qualified judges for the boys program?

Yes _____; No _____ .

9. Did the elimination of boys gymnastics programs in other schools in your
state or area influence the decision to eliminate the program in your school?

Yes _____; No _____ .



46

10. Did the presence of private gymnastics blubs in your community cause a decline
in high school participation and therefore offer an argument of pro-elimination 
of the boys high school gymnastics program in your school? Yes _____; No _____

11. Did your school have problems with insufficient:

(a) facilities _____ (c) equipment _____
(b) gym time available for the (d) other _______________________

boys program _____ _____________________________

12. Did a major injury in gymnastics occur that influenced the decision to 
eliminate the boys gymnastics program? Yes _____; No _____.

A. What type of injury was involved?
B. Did the injury result in death? Yes ; No
c. Did the injury result in paraplegia? Yes : No
D. On which event did the injury occur?

(I) Trampoline (5) Rings
(2) Mini-tramp (6) Vault
(3) Floor Exercise (7) Parallel Bars
(4) Pommel Horse (8) Horizontal Bar

13. At the time boys gymnastics was eliminated, what other sports were elim
inated?

(a) Girls gymnastics _____ (d) Tennis: Boys _____; Girls
(b) Swimming: Boys _____; Girls _____ (e) Baseball _____
(c) Golf: Boys _____; Girls _____ (f) Others __________________

14. Within one year before or after the elimination of the boys gymnastics
program, were any other boys or girls sports added? Yes _____; No _____.

Please list: ______ __________ _________________________________________

15. Did Title IX have a negative impact on the boys gymnastics program?

Yes _____; No _____ .
What significant factors related to Title IX were influential in the de
cision to eliminate the boys gymnastics program in your school?

16. Are there any additional factors that influenced the decision to eliminate 
the boys gymnastics program in your school?
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17. Is there any item listed on this questionnaire that most significantly
influenced the decision to eliminate the boys gymnastics program in your 
school?

18. Additional comments:
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ADDRESS LIST

Please use this sheet to list the names, positions, and addresses of 
those people to whom the enclosed questionnaire should be sent. Feel 
free to use the reverse side for additional names and addresses. 
Needless to say, your help in completing this form will bq greatly 
appreciated!

NAME NAME

POSITION POSITION

ORGANIZATION ORGANIZATION

ADDRESS ADDRESS

NAME NAME

POSITION POSITION

ORGANIZATION ORGANIZATION

ADDRESS ADDRESS

NAME NAME

POSITION POSITION

ORGANIZATION ORGANIZATION

ADDRESS ADDRESS

NAME NAME

POSITION POSITION

ORGANIZATION ORGANIZATION

ADDRESS ADDRESS
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APPENDIX B

Additional Unique Responses 
Influencing Elimination Decisions 

in Individual Schools
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APPENDIX B

The following is a list of unique responses expressing additional 

factors that influenced decisions to eliminate individual boys 

gymnastics programs:

Athletic Directors 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1. Sport was not sanctioned by the state.

2. Proposition 13 legislation led to budget cuts.

3. Program was going nowhere statewide. There was no varsity gym

nastics and little future talent.

4. Four freshman teams were added to sports program which led to 

facility problems.

5. Scoring rules were too severe, which almost completely eliminated 

all but club gymnasts.

6. Lack of interest on junior high level mostly by non-paid coaches.

7. Socio-economic problems. Numbers in all sports were spread thin. .

Principals

1. Coach was moved to middle school and was not available until after 

school.

2. Gymnastics was not a part of the physical education curriculum in 

junior high.
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3„ The coach was In his third or fourth year of teaching. In addition 

to budget cut—backs, the coach was released in a. reduction in force 

due to placements of minority teachers.

4. There was a shortage of coaches in other sports.

5. Lack of storage space for equipment.

6. Greedy judges were always wanting more money.

7. An attitude carried over from private clubs. The athlete felt that 

he could come and go on the varsity level like they did in the 

clubs.

8. Danger factor of not having a qualified coach.

9. Lack of coaches and judges when the university dropped their 

program.

10. Regretfully, we had to cut somewhere and this area, at this time, 

had the least impact.

Miscellaneous Personnel'

1. Men’s gymnastics was replaced by women’s on the college level 

allowing for no direction from a higher level. It was hoped that 

athletes who participated in the high school program would even

tually return in coaching positions but that did not materialize. .

2. The decision to make gymnastics a fall sport hurt fhe program. It 

was harder to get the kids out in the fall than in the winter.

3. Athletic directors here don’t really care to go out and find 

coaches. We had people willing to coach. Our school lacks in 

teaching gymnastics in the boys physical education program. There
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is the interest here with the students, but basically the athletic 

directors don’t want it.

Title Unknown

1. There was no female coach.

2. A student sports interest survey was used to substantiate the 

elimination of program.

Executive Secretaries

I. Too many sports choices in small school.
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APPENDIX C 

Additional Comments
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APPENDIX C

The following, is a list of additional comments offered by 4Q 

respondents:

Athletic Directors * 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
r

1. Our problems are (I) declining enrollment— cannot hire a coach, 

(2) enough serious injuries that we don't want a walk-on coach, (3) 

coaches lost interest because of stress and declining interest.

2. No coach was the biggest problem. We were concerned about a 

walk-on coach. An error could lead to serious injury.

3. It is hard to replace the coach with spmeone knowledgeable.

4. The lack of Olympic competition led to a lack of interest.

5. The medical profession is advising, that gymnastics Is currently 

number one in terms of risk and injury to athletes.

6. We started a boys program through the park and recreation depart

ment .

7. The sport requires year-round training and few are willing or 

economically able to do this.

8. The girls program is popular.

9. The girls program was dropped due to lack of interest and competent 

coaches, low enthusiasm and poor facilities.
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10. Distance and scheduling were problems. Gymnastics will still be 

offered if any interest is shown.

11. We had 23 programs with various levels. However, you need bpdies 

to have a program. We felt fortunate about availability of 

officials.

12. There was a lack of qualified coaches to replace an experienced 

coach. Scheduling became hard and college teams in this area 

dropped their programs.

Principals

1. Regretted the decision since gymnastics offered an oppprtunity fop 

smaller kids to excel.

2. We are trying to increase interest in boys gymnastics,

3. Student body is 75% immigrants with little background in gymnast

tics. A highly ambitious and dedicated coach might save it.

4. The decline was largely due to curriculum changes at the junior 

high level. Boys lack basic knowledge. But the time they get to 

high school the interest is just not there.

5. No attempt was made to. locate a qualified coach. This became ah 

opportunity to add soccer.

6. There seemed to be a general decline in interest in boys gymnas

tics. The coach left to start a private club; however, the boys in

his program are not yet of high school age.

7. With the amount of skill necessary to compete and the length of the 

AAU gymnastics season, the sport should be carried on outside the
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school athletic program. Not all sports have to be under the 

direction of the school system.

8. Schools in this area are really not competing in boys gymnastics. 

Girls is limited.

9. There was too much time spent by the coach and team and too much 

space utilized when we had no competition from other schools.

10. Program not supported by the student. Lack of coaches.

11. Most coaches are tied up with private clubs or otherwise are not 

available.

12. Gymnastics was quite a program and we were very sorry to have to 

make the decision to drop the program.

13. There was a lack of interest perhaps because of the. lack of 

qualified coaches.

14. We had several state championships in the past and really did not 

want to drop the program.

15. A good coach was placed on urirequested leave because of seniority 

and this caused the program to deteriorate leading to a lack of 

interest. You need quality people to have stable programs. When 

good people go, good programs follow.

16. A major injury caused us to really look at the boys gymnastic 

program. We do have a strong girls program.

17. We had one of the best programs anywhere and we would like to have 

it back. All we need is a coach.

18. We are facing budget cuts in the total educational program and 

sports might get the axe again. Swimming and golf appear next. 

Soccer is beating at the door to be added.
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19. Girls gymnastics is fading in our building.

Miscellaneous Personnel

1. Gymnastics is a beautiful sport! I am absolutely awed with the 

current level of gymnastics as I see it at the national level.

2. The biggest factor is and was that gymnastics was never a high 

profile activity in this community. The teacher training institu

tions did not turn out enough gymnastics coaches, to get the sport 

really moving in the community. When a staff is not interested and 

you’re in a declining enrollment situation with no new hiring, 

etc....

3. I was the first and only coach our sphool ever had. We were one of. 

the finest teams in the state and were recognized nationally. Our 

community support was above average. When my health gave out, I 

gave one full year notice so they could replace me. They didn’t 

act on that. One year later the sport was cut from our sister 

school - budget mostly. It is and was a disservice to the youth of 

this community. Many youngsters were hurt when the program was 

dropped.

Title Unknown 1 2

1. The district thought that boys and girls programs would consoli

date. Principals and athletic directors block new programs.

2. The girls' team is starting to experience the same difficulty.
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3. Sorry to see both girls and boys gymnastics go because my daughter 

is a gymnast, gymnastics coach and club coach (not in the same 

community).

4. The district claimed a savings of $10,000; however, when all 

budgets were checked, no total higher than $5,000 could be found.

Executive Secretaries

1. Only four schools in the state field teams. It was dropped as a 

state-sanctioned and sponsored organization.

2. Many factors contributed to the decline. In order of priority—r 

availability of qualified coaches, lack of interest, students 

unable to compete against the year-round gymnasts, lack of 

officials and funds. More recently, school levies and financial 

situations around the state, as well as nationwide, have been a 

major factor. Furthermore, girls gymnastics will he dropped if 

interest does not increase.
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