
MIT SP.242 “Gender Issues in Academics and Academia” (Spring 2004) - Laurel Ruhlen & Kayla Jacobs 

SESSION 4: Title IX 

Readings to complete before class: 

(1) Sandler, Bernice Resnick. “Too Strong for a Woman: The Five Words that Created Title IX.” 
Chapter 1 in The Jossey-Bass Reader on Gender in Education. Edited by Jossey-Bass 
Publishers. San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass, 2002. ISBN: 0787960748. 
(This reading, which was edited by the author for the Jossey-Bass Reader, was originally published in the April 
2000 issue of Equity & Excellence in Education. A version is available online, perhaps edited differently, at 
http://www.bernicesandler.com/id44.htm) 

(2) Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972. 20 U.S.C. §1681-1688. 
http://www.dol.gov/oasam/regs/statutes/titleix.htm 

(3) Riley, Richards and Norma Cantú. “Title IX: 25 Years of Progress.” U.S. Department of 
Education (June 1997). http://www.ed.gov/pubs/TitleIX/index.html 

(4) Toppo, Greg. “New Rules Would Allow More Single-Sex Schools.” USA TODAY (March 
3, 2004).

(5) Irving, John. “Wrestling with Title IX.” New York Times (January 28, 2003). 

Discussion notes: 

(1) Sandler: “Too Strong for a Woman” 

•	 Sandler described by the New York Times as “the godmother of Title IX.” 

•	 “Nice girls aren’t feminists” theme. 

•	 “She [Rep. Edith Green (OR)] informed us that it would be better it we did not lobby 
because there was no opposition to the bill, and the less that people knew about the bill, the 
better its chances were for passage. We were skeptical, but she was absolutely right” 
(Jossey-Bass Reader p. 10). 

(2) Title IX itself 

•	 Clause (2): Good that they allow a grace period for schools changing to coed. 

•	 Clause (3): Religious objections: But can’t religious schools then just do whatever they 
want then? (In other situations, yes for some things and no for others – e.g. religious 
schools still have a minimum standard for secular subjects that they must teach to children, 
but can focus on their religious beliefs like public schools cannot.) 

http://www.usatoday.com/news/education/2004-03-03-single-sex-schools-usat_x.htm
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•	 Is legislation the way to change these issues? Is Title IX enough? What about 

enforcement? 


(3) U.S. Dept of Education: “25 Years of Progress” 

•	 Overall, great! But how can we tell what effects are due to Title IX and what are due to 
general societal trends? 

(4) Toppo:“Single-Sex Schools” 

•	 More on this coming up in Session 6. 

(5) Irving: “Wrestling with Title IX” 

•	 Interesting note: Author is a well-known writer of various books, including The Cider 
House Rules (made into a 1999 Oscar-winning movie), that often deal with feminism. 

•	 A shame that most people know Title IX as a sports gender law and not a much broader 
and more powerful and important law. 

o	 Maybe because there’s a lot of money in sports, so this gets attention, whereas 
fewer people might care about the gender ratio of a science classroom 

•	 Personal anecdote: Brother at University of Pittsburgh, where there’s enormously 
expensive (and profitable) men’s basketball and football teams. To “balance” the amount 
of money the school spends on them, they offer ridiculously specialized and obscure 
women’s sports that no one really wants. (Similar to Arizona rowing team example.) 

•	 Could argue that women aren’t as interested in sports as men because there aren’t enough 
opportunities, encouragement, scholarships, prestige, etc. – which could be helped by 
keeping the sports interpretation Title IX as is. 

•	 Or could argue that there’s just a statistical fact: that boys like sports more than girls – 
maybe because of biology, and maybe because of society, and maybe because of a mixture 
of the two – but the fact remains. Thus, spending should be divvied up accordingly. 

o	 But then couldn’t you make this argument about non-sports subjects, too? e.g. 
“Girls just don’t like computers as much as boys, so let’s not care if they’re 
outnumbered in computer science 3-1.” 


