
ajor institution, several million dollars a 
lar to field teams in its name. 
Money is by no means the only point of 
intention between the male establishment 
id the female invaders. Women athletes 
nd to get older or cheaper equipment, bus 
stead of airplane transportation, and, 
ost vexing, use of the gym and other facil-
es after male athletes have used them, 
r. Vivian Barfield, director of women's 
tercoUegiate athletics at the University of 
innesota, says that a shortage of playing 
ace rather than rank discrimination is the 
use of the facilities problem: "I can un-
:rstand the male coach's point of view, 
e's been coaching basketball for, say, 
'enty-five years and has won a bunch of 
g Ten championships, using the only fa-
lity on campus from two to six P.M., five 
lys a week, and all of a sudden a women's 
lach comes along and wants to share it. 
ow would you feel? Wouldn't you want to 
mch her right in the nose?" 
Title IX, the men point out, does not 
quire equal funding. It does require 
!qual opportunity," which the college is 
pposed to provide by "effectively ac-
immodating the interests and abilities of 
ith males and females." All schools are 
pposed to be in full compliance by next 
ly; those that are not will risk a cutoff of 
eir federal education moneys. Whether 
not this ever comes to pass, women ath-
:ics administrators know that their pro-
ams have a bright, expanding future, 
ley are already pondering whether to put 
eir funds into sf)ectator sports—and "go 
g-time"—or into a greater number of 
w-key participant sports. 
So far it seems that most will keep things 
w key. But the big-time bug can bite ei-
er sex, and who knows? In a few years, 
levision may be presenting a female ver-
jn of the Rose Bowl, for volleyball or 
isketball, complete with male cheer-

i d e r s . — R O G E R M . W I L L I A M S 

Fraser Young 
Literary Crypt No. 99 

A cryptogram is writing in cipher. 
Every letter is part of a code that re
mains constant throughout the puzzle. 
Answer on page 60. 

Z Y R Q E Z P R W W R F Q V 

R I Q J E P Y F V L Y F V 

R L T J N P Y I U Y M V 

QJ V X R Q E 

E J Y V X Y 

S'^Early American Classics 
"of many "^ 

Exquisitely Handmade Replicas of 18th 
Century Wrought Iron and Tin Pieces 

The lights shown here are just a few examples of the 
classic reproductions of early American chandeliers, 
lanterns and sconces hand crafted at our forge. 

WINTHROP OVAL SCONCE. Of antique teme, an 18th 
century metal with a pewter finish. Authentic copy of a fine 
old piece. 10" high, 6" wide, 4 " extension. Electrified, with 
flame-tip bulb and real wax sleeve, $16.50. For natural can
dle, $10.50. 

STURBRIDGE CHANDELIER. Elegant and 
practical—throws soft illumination below. 3-
way switch controls branch lights and down 
light. Gracefully tapered wrought iron arms 
riveted to central cone. 26" spread, 12" high, 
24" chain. Flat black or Colonial red, $125. 

HIGGANUM OUTDOOR LANTERN. Hand formed of solid 
copper, a handsome replica of an 18th century barn lantern. 
16" high, 6?4" X 7V/' wide, 16" chain. In natural copper or 
antique black, $75. 

Prices include shipping charges. Your 

check or Master Charge. Catalog $1.00 

refunded with order. 

E s s e x F o r g e Hand Wrought Iron 6- Tin 

Showroom: Lower Main Street 
The Forae: 120 Old Dennison Boad 

Essex, Conn. 06^26 (203) rer-iaoa 

COME 
SEE US! 

There's plenty to 
see and do in 
lovely Essexl 
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HARVEST MOON! 
BONFIRES! 
FOOTBALL! 

Have a ball with Thomas H. 

Middleton's newest crop: 

SIMON AND SCHUSTER'S 

CROSTICS 78 

Picked, packed and ready for a bushel 

of fun. Crisp, fresh teasers from the 

vines of America's famous literary 

puzzles. 

Fill in and mail the coupon below; your 

choice(s) will soon be on their way to 

you. 

To Your Bookseller, or 
SATURDAY REVIEW 
Dept. JS 

1290 Sixth Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10019 

Please send me ^opx (copies) of 
Simon and Scliuster CROSTICS 78 
(23021). I enclose $2.95 per copy, plus 
applicable soles tax, plus 50c for handling 
and postage. Add 10c postage for each 
additional copy. 

City - -Z ip 

I missed the previous collections. 
Please also send 

D CROSTICS 77 (22781) $2.95 

D CROSTICS 76 (22392) $2.95 

Light Refractions 

On Learning the Rules 

by Thomas H. Middleton 

E' 
VERY T H A N K S G I V I N G , 

'thousands of English teach-
lers give up their family week

end and come from all over the country to 
attend the National Council of Teachers of 
English convention. 

Last year, I had the privilege of speaking 
to the group during one of its luncheon 
gatherings, on the day after Thanksgiving. 
My theme, basically, was the need for an 
understanding of the rules of language and 
of its structure and history. I had a thor
oughly enjoyable time but was somewhat 
surprised not only at how many English 
teachers disagreed with me but also at the 
intensity of their disagreement. I had antic
ipated, of course, that there would be a 
large faction of what I suppose might be 
called the linguistic community, which 
holds that traditional grammar is not impor
tant; indeed, that it is scarcely worth talk
ing about. 

From discussions I had during a couple 
of extracurricular sessions, I gathered that 
English teachers are divided just about 
50-50 between the traditionalists, who 
think that children are being given some
thing priceless when they are taught the 
rules of the language, and the progressives, 
who think that children are being frustrated 
in the expression of their own individuality 
when they are forced into the boring stric
tures of grammar and usage. 

I think that what has happened—at least 

in part—is that along with most of 
other verities, the "truth" of English gi 
mar has been under very heavy fire. 

The rules of grammar are not divi 
mandated, of course. The way the 
guage works has evolved over the ( 
turies, and the grammar can be said to 1 
taken form long before anyone studic 
and put a system of grammatical rules 
writing. The first serious attempts to cc 
the language were made by John Dr> 
and Jonathan Swift in the late seventei 
and the early eighteenth centuries. 1 
both had the idea of forming a sort of 
glish academy, similar to the Acadi 
Frangaise. They failed (fortunatel 
think), but they did give impetus to o 
efforts to fit the English language in 
structured pattern. Perhaps the most 
portant step in this process was Sar 
Johnson's dictionary, which came on 
the eighteenth century. 

Johnson's work encouraged a good rr 
other linguists, some of whom rathei 
rogantly prescribed correct usage and 
scribed incorrect usage. Some of the r 
the old grammarians formulated were 
pricious. Others were based on the st 
ture of classical Latin. The rule against 
split infinitive, for instance, grew out ol 
fact that Latin infinitives are in the fori 
one word, indivisible. Ergo, as the L 
scholars probably said, we should not 
English infinitives. 

Today, there seems to have developi 
widespread feeling that all those d 

^giiTjMfe tmm 

'What do you have thai tells a dear friend we are foreclosing his mortgage? 
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