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BACKGROUND – December 2, 2008,  will mark five years since my memorable and 
inspiring meeting with University of Notre Dame President Emeritus, Fr. Ted 
Hesburgh, former co-chair (with Bill Friday) of the Knight Commission and author of the 
Foreword to my (then) soon to be published first essay on college sports reform.2   
  
Taken together, this essay and my NCR VIEWPOINT, “Time for accountability in 
sports,”3 and can be considered as a 'five-year-anniversary' commemorative—reflecting 
an effort to:   
  

a) Capture the sad state of affairs in college sports reform where, after some 80 
years of failed reform, it appears that America's sports culture has triumphed 
over the academic mission of its colleges and universities as well as worked to 
undermine the educational mission of its high schools;   
  
b) But still hold out hope for the future ... a hope keyed to Senator Charles 
Grassley's resolve to continue to follow up on the 2006 effort of the House Ways 
and Means Committee to have the NCAA provide justification for its tax-
exempt status.  

  
On one hand, the truth-telling VIEWPOINT is not what NCAA officials, school 
presidents and their governing boards, sports fans, boosters, and most elected officials, 
really want to see in print.  
  
On the other hand, it is expected that the piece will help generate additional traction for 
The Drake Group's Congressional Initiative that stresses the need for transparency, 
accountability, and oversight of NCAA operations.  
  
A PERILOUS SITUATION –  The long-term, potentially catastrophic impact of the 
over commercialization of college sports—with its tremendous opportunity costs and its 
related cheating as well as academic corruption—on not only America's colleges and 
universities, but also on its ability to compete in the new global economy has created a 



perilous situation. The gravity of the situation is either invisible to, or ignored by those in 
the highest circles of the U.S. Government. Senator Charles Grassley (R-IA) and Rep. 
Jan Schakowsky (D-IL, 9th Dist.) appear to be to be exceptions to this general rule. 
  
The NCAA's continued success at professionalizing big-time college athletics, while 
thwarting serious reform puts academic corruption and cheating on par with prostitution, 
illegal gambling, and speeding violations as acceptable forms of social misconduct in 
America— it’s OK so long as you don’t get caught.  The recent academic scandals at 
Auburn University, the University of Arizona, and the University of Michigan are cases 
in point.  
 
As Bruce Svare has noted: “All too often, athletes cluster in majors that are known to 
have easy (or no) significant requirements. Much of their course work is phony, 
consisting of a "hidden" curriculum that is masked by grade inflation, numerous grade 
changes, extra credit, excessive independent-study courses, and the waiver of deadlines 
for dropping and adding of courses.”4 Thanks to USA Today, the general public is finding 
out what goes on behind the veil of secrecy that shrouds the academic shenanigans in 
college sports.5-6   Unfortunately, academic corruption and cheating has the power to 
destroy the integrity of one of our nation's most precious resources—its colleges and 
universities. 
 
THE KNIGHT COMMISSION ON INTERCOLLEGIATE ATHLETICS –  It 
seems inconceivable: How could the Commission—formed to help clean up the problems 
with college sports—abandon its watchdog role and now allow itself to be used to further 
the NCAA’s vested, money-making interests and its continuing exploitive 
commercialization of college sports?  But this need not continue to be so. 
 
The Commission can give thoughtful consideration to its founding purpose and then 
move to help support the effort to reform college sports by endorsing The Drake 
Group’s three-step plan for reclaiming academic integrity in college sports7 as well as its 
related effort to have the U.S. Congress require the NCAA and its member schools 
comply with their tax-exempt purpose of keeping sports as an integral part of the 
educational program and the athlete as an integral part of the student body—as well as 
require measures of transparency, accountability, and oversight that are adequate to this 
task.8 

 
LOOKING FORWARD – The Drake Group, with the support of other reform-minded 
organizations and like-minded individuals from the academic community, will not only 
continue to update members of Congress and their staff members on issues related to the 
need for serious reform in college sports, but also, more importantly, support Senator 
Grassley's effort to affect a significant improvement in the transparency, accountability, 
and independent oversight of the operations of the NCAA and the athletic programs at its 
member institutions. It is my hope that Catholic colleges and universities will see fit to 
lead the way.  
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