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In the 1938-~39 study the cvaluation teehniquc has been extended to ine
clude o dofensive rating system for both the team and the individual playcrs The
$toms ond their cwluation weights, s used in this study, arc showm in Table Ie

Dota werc collected during all the home games on both the Kansas team
and the visiting tcamse The teehnique used in the collection of those doto. is ‘the
same as desceribed in the first cvaluation studye

In the 1937-38 scason ninc home games werc played, and this scason eight
home games were played, thus making a total of 17 gomes on which averagoes of certoln
activities were availables These averages arc shovm in Table IITIe The l7-game
averages seen to be reliable as there was no groat variation in the figures computed
for the two scasonse The team this yooar took more shots than did last soason's
team, but averaged one less goal per gamce The number of free throws awarded in
both scasons was practicall v identical, but the number nade was slightly rcduced

this seasone

This ycar the total number of positive offensive evaeluation points 1s
lowor than last yearts totals This is due to two rcasonse First, therc was &
change in the technique of tabulating irmediate assistse In last yooar's study credit
was given the playcrs for both passcs and catches, which gave thon double credit in
cvoluation pointse In this year's study a player recelves cvaluation points only
oncce The sccond reason for the lower total is that the reocovery of rebounds off
the opponent'!s backboard was compubed with the defensive play instead of offenslive

play, as was the case in last year's studye

The drop in ncgative offensive cvaluation points indicates that the
teom made fewer mistakes during this scason than last scasone It is possible that

the team summary posted in the tean dressing room the day following each game made
the individual players morc conscious of their nistakes with the ond rcesult that

f'ewer werc mades

The defensive evaluation noints as shown in Table I do not accunulate
as rapidly as do thc offensive pointse Howover, this is not truc of the negative
defensive pointse During the secason the ncgative defensive points were accumulated
almost exactly twice as fast as were the negative offonsive pointse The penalty
for fouling should be high because if a player camitted a foul he irmediately gave
the opponents a chance to moke 5 or 10 positive offensive pointse In games whereo
a. player was forced out by fouls his total negative noints cxcooded his positive

pointse

The teom swmoaries (scec Table IV) were made fron the data gathered
during the last home scasone Kensas did not lose o home contest this scason and
lost only one last secasone Becouse no data werc available on the opposition at
the time of the loss it is not possible to show the effect of losing & gamc on the
stotistics gathereds Due to its stylc of play, Kansas does more na.ssing than nost
teamse This is well shown under total passes and catches, Table III. Even in o
loss it is possible Kansas would show a higher cvaluation point total due to the
factor just mentioneds It would be intercsting To collect data for pamcs played

away from homee However, this has beon considered inpractical to datee

Ineluded in the tean summary, Table III, a new term (defensive cffi=
cieney) is listede This term is the result of the formula: ot

total positive defensive cvaluation polnts
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“sum of positive and negative defensive points




2e

Due to the oasc with whieh negative defense points can be accumulated
the efficiencics for defensc are lowe The composite cfficicncy, like last year's
efficiency, is bascd on the net positive points and ncgative points that are
earncd during the ontire gamce The composite efficiency rating scems to parallel
the game scorc more closcly thon somec of the other itomse '

A closc cxomination of the statisties of the gome with Team D will lead
one to wonder just how the Kansas tecam won the gamee Tho story is told in goals
mode where the home team rmode two morc than the oppositione The remaining statis-
tics are largely in favor of Team De

In the middle of the scason there was some question about the number of
violationse It secemed that the number of violations was too low and it was the
opinion that our obscrvers were nissing a fow violationse Without discussing the
natter with the observers, a check was made during the game with Team F and both
sets of observers had nine wviolations on the Kansas team charged against the same
boyse We realize the date cannot be more accuratec than our obscrvers and this
check on the violations indicate that our boys were noticing the gome rather closclye

Table IV shows the player analysis for twelve playerse /A few more
players were used in the home contests, but all had less than 20 minutes of playing
time to their eredit and were not ineluded in the present tablce The number (sec
Table IV) preceding the dash in the various colurmns represents the individual's
ronk in relation to the other mombers of the squade |

The scoring ability index as showm in colunn 2 is based upon goals and
frec throws made and is computed as shown in the first study under definition of
termse If two boys each made 25 goals, the one with the highest percentage of made
shots will hawve the hichest scoring ability indexe

By changing the order of some of the data it is possible To make some
player comparison between the two seasons! play on the same basise

1937=38 Season 1938=39 Scason
Offensive  Bell handle Offensive Ball handle-
Player of'ficienoy ing error efficiency ing error
A ' T e el - Ty LA
B 96 ¢4 1e7 97 9 O
B 02 2 29 07 &2 p
T 04 ol 2e0 76 o4 2 ol
| 04 o3 2 o4 97 o6 1 eO

This rating shows that all the players, with the exception of Player I
who did not finish the season, did nake improveriente

The evaluation points »ner minute (see Table IV) earned during the ployw
ing season show how active the individual was, whilc the composite cfficiency shows
how well the individual performed his taskse

The players of visiting teoms were rated on the fow items which are
shown in Table Ve The table is limited to players who played at least 15 ninutes
during the ganee The table (V) divides itself naturally into ghree groups:

le Above 90% pia.ying efficionecy
2+ Between 80% and 90% playing efficiency
3¢ Below 80% playing efficiencye
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The group above 90% consisted of 13 players; the two highost in this
group were forwardse Three centers and cight pguards composcd the remninddr of the
liste The next group consisted of 22 ployers, four of whon were centers, seven
werc guards, and elcven were forwardse The group below 80% contained eleven
players, three centers, four forwards and four guards,

IT should be pointed out that out of the hipgh cight players from the
standpoint of playing ecfficicncy, four of thesec players belong to School D, and
that the players ranked one and two in evaluation points carncd per nminute also
werc from thc samc tecame Also, it should be noted that two players of School D
werc ranked among those that were listed with zcro ball handling errorse

On the basis of the data presented in Table V it would be interesting
to sclect an all=opposition teoamse

Surmary and Conclusion

Rescarch of this type depends to a great extent upon the accuracy of
the obscerverse Reallzing this, the observors werc very carcfully selccted from
student majors and othcr intcrested studontse The some observers werce uscd in all
the games and there is cvery rcason to believe that the results are very nearly
corrccCte

It is the opinion of the writers that this study has merit becausc:

le It points out mistakes made cduring a gone, thus causing the players to
bc nmorec conscious oif Thene

2¢ It stresses the importance of gamne fundancentalse
3¢ It provides an itcemized history of the contests

4o It makes possible a more accurate neans of comparing individuals and teanse
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TABLE I

ITEMS USED IN BASKETBALL EVALUTAION 1939 STUDY

OFFENSIVE : Weight in evaluation points

Ao Positive items

l. Field goals 10
2e¢ Iree throws O
3¢ Immediate assists &
4o Secondary assists 5
Oe¢ Recovers ball off own backboard 2
6« Recovers teammate's jump ball 1
7« Recovers opponent's fumble 1
8 Good pass to a teammate 1
9 Catches teammate'!s pass i

Be Negative items

le Error of amission

24 Held ball forced by opponent

3. Fumbles ball and it goes out of bounds

4o Fumbles ball and it is ebbtained by epponent
S5 Taps ball out of bounds

6o Wild pass out of bounds

7« Wild pass to an opnonent

8¢ Violation of rules

9. Offensive personal foul

ool ez I~ v > BRAVERAL R AV IS Sl o

DEFENSIVE

A+ Positive items

le Blocking opponent?s shot

2e Recovery from opponent's backboard

3e Intercepting opponent's dribble

4, Intercopting opponent?s pass

5e¢ Forcing held ball with opponent

6e Batting ball from opponent'!s hands and recevering

7« Batting ball from opponentt!s hands and not
recovering

8« Cuts off opponent'!s pass, but not recovering
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Be Negative items

le Fouling opponent with ball
2e Pouling opponcnt without ball
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TABLE Il

AVERAGES OF THE KANSAS TEAM
1938=39 Study

1938 Nine Game 1939 Bight 17 Game

__Averages ~~ Game AVe. Averages

Score 42 o7 4063 4] 45
Goals attempted 6le0 728 6668
Goals m&de 1665 1546 1641
Free throws attempted 16 1641 166l
Free throws made 9456 9 943
Personal fouls 1062 12,61 1l.1
Offensive personal fouls o!8 o 88 082
Violations Sel S8 el
Rebounds from own backboard 21«5 15 1843
Rebounds from epponent's backboard 223 27 o4 4o
Total passes and catches 706 3 72846 71648
Wild passes 7607 3 ed 066
Held balls obtained by opponent el 3 @9 3 el
Fumbles _ Col 2 e9 Sed
Recovers jump ball 10,8 (! el
Offensive positive evals polints 1103 1065 1080 ¢4
Offensive ncgative evale points = T3e2 48 o4 61le5
Def'ensive positive evale points - 144 -
Defensive negative evale points = ] =
Net eval., points per player per

minute of play Deld IR 5 el
Immediate assists 13 1344 1542
Secondary assists L 1143 P



TABLE II1

l TEAM SUMMARY
u e
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TABLE IV,

PLAYER ANALYSIS
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Position - guard, forward, center

* Indicates player rank in squad.

#+*This includes the players who had a playing time of more than 2Z0minutes on the

haoame courte



Playoxr Position Sc

A 4
1A : 4
Ji B
I C
B C
C &
i\ s
D &
A 4
B 8
B g
B X
B C
B 8
A &
C f
b : §
C 4
D B
C 4
A - %
C . 3
B . 3
D C
) c
C ¢
B :
B G
E g
G
C f
D 5
C f
¥ &
E 3
C 'e)
¥ g
D c
D 4
B
D f
B : 4
H 2
B ¢
E %
F &

Positions =~ forward, guard, ccntore
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T/.BLE V

Ploying Efficicney of Opponents

Composite
hool Efficiency

e S e e il e N A e - - o S g SIS, S e e ST o S i o P e S - e o e sl . ol o M

100
100

94 ¢4
04 o2
04

SO8d

93 o4
03l
0241
9l ¢2
90,9
90.9

90,1

8948
89 o2
89

8849
88,48
8843
88

87 o6
87 o3
86 o 4
8547
85 o1
8%.7
83 49
83 o6
8341
8341
81 46
81 ¢5
8069
8048
8045

7048

T3¢9
79 o2
7849
777
77 «6
17«0
76

T4 el
7366
7042

¥Indicatecs rank of player.
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Ball Hoandling

% Brror
5 e« Qg0
5 &« (040
18 » Oa7
220 w le¢d
3965 = 443
5 > 0.0
16 « 140
10eS = 040
43 = D54
13.5 o 0'8
13¢5 = Q68
10.5 - O.5
5 = 040
g1 & nat
4]0 = DO
b - Oao0
27¢5 = 24
36¢5 - 5.5
29ab = 249
18 « 130
50 = lab
19 = 142
26 - 2o0
515 - el
45 - o9
dd « 632
B = D0
16 e 1o0
E = 030
4145 = 540
3045 = 4e3
24 - 1ol
30 o Lol
29e5 = 243
5 = 040
&8 % T
22 = 145
52 « 2iP
£7:8 » 2%)
3345 = 340
5 = 1ab
E & O)O
18 = 15
364D = 3¢5
20 e 14
33.5 - 300

m i “"I...'

Laiautes

14 = 1645
20 » 27
21.5- 53
16 = 35.5
46 = 15
45 o= 1545

6 = 40

6 = 40
38 = 2165
6 = 40

Bvale Points

f_“porﬁMiﬂute

.*‘ '_--‘

30 = Jad
i =9

8 = Dad
12 = 448
3L = &

1 - 7.1
18 = &

E - 648
11 = 440
18 = 4

g =0

5 = Do
15.5 i éol
21 = 349
395 = Ze0
34 = 269
26.5 - 3.6
21 . 309

6e5 = 545
14 = 442
44 = 2
23.5 o 3.8
18 =4
34 = 2e9.
1545 = 44l

& é Oed
236D = 38
21 = 349
34 = 249
4545 = 149
43 e 242
34 = 249

9 = 5l

BeD = Do
28 = 340
22 = oW
25 - = 337
58 & 26
45.5 - 109
41 = 244
59.5 ﬂ'2.5
34 e 2eY
28 = 352
13 = 453
20¢5 = 340
57 - 2.7




Dear Fellow-Member:

We acknowledge with thanks the receipt of your dues for membership

in the American Association for Health, Physical Education, and Recreation.
The adjoining card indicates the manner in which your membership is en-
tered in our files. The year and type of membership are indicated at the
bottom of the card, and the month of expiration is indicated on the reverse
side of the card. If there are any changes or corrections, we would appre-
ciate your advising us immediately.
' In addition to its publications, the Association offers members a num-
ber of other privileges, including reduced registration fee at district and
national conventions, membership in your district association, and free infor-
mational service on all phases of health and physical education. We sincerely
hope that you will not hesitate to take advantage of these services.

If there is any irregularity in the receipt of your magazines, please ad-
vise us immediately so that we may trace and rectify any error which may
have been made.

Sincerely yours,
E. D. MITCHELL,
Secretary-Editor
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SAMUEL MORGAN

PRINCIPAL

Davis High School

KAYSVILLE, UTAH
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HENRY ALDOUS DIXON
PRESIDENT

WEBER COLLEGE

OGDEN, UTAH
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April 14, 1€

Mr, Forest Allen
.Easketball Coach

Dear lr, Allen:

I attended your basketball lecture at the National
Physical BEducation, Health, and Rhecreatlion meets 1n
“an Franciscoe

I failed to get the copy of your individual players
tebulation sheets which you promised the group and which
failed to arrive 1n tTime,

5 2

Would you please be kind enough to send mepcopies
of this as it sounds very interesting and helpful, Thank
yvou in advande for your courtesye.

fours sincerely,

#W(@mg

RLD:TM Robert L, DPavis

'
|
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF G\? J\l-x .6 .\ A YA,

PHYSICAL EDUCATION FOR MEN
BERKELEY, CALIFORNIA













THE UNIVERSITY OF KANSAS

SCHOOL OF EDUCATION
LAWRENCE

OFFICE OF THE DEAN

December 21, 1938

Dr. F, C. Allen, Head
Department of Physical Education
Robinson Gymnasium

My dear Dr. Allen:

Replying to your letter of the fourteenth in the matter
of your wish to secure some financial assistance from the
University in connection with the men®s athletic section
of the Physical Education Convention at San Francisco,
permit me to say that the usual approach is directly
through the Chancellor's office.

When you have sent your letter requesting allotment, I
shall be very happy indeed to send a supplementary note

supporting your request. I would suggest that you do
this within the next week--0or perhaps still better, during

the first week of January in order to prevent the letter
being misplaced during the vacation. Let me know the day
on which you send your letter in and we shall hasten to
send in a supporting note.

Sincerely yours,




UNIVERSITY OF OREGON

SCHOOL OF PHYSICAL EDUCATION

e EUGENE, OREGON

November 22 5 908

Dr, Forrest C. Allen
Director of Physical Education

Varsity Basketball Coach
University of Kansas
Lawrence, Kansas

Dear Dr., Allen:

Thank you for your good letter of November 17th in which you express the
fact that it would be a pleasure for you to appear es a speaker at one of
the sessions of the Men's Athletic Section for our San Francisco convention.
It was my pleasure to hear your presentation at Atlanta, Georgia last

spring and I was so impressed with both your subject matter and your
material that I have asked you to appear at our Paciflic Coast meeting)

for I feel there will be many people in attendance at the San Francisco

convention who were not present at the Atlanta meeting.

Yes, I am somewhat acquainted with your text, "Better Basketball". One
of the desirable features to me about your text 1s the section on

basketball tales and psychology of basketball. In view of your book,
your position at Kansas University, and your membershlp on the National

Basketball Rules committee I would suggest that you speak on one of the

following subjects:
1. Changes in basketball rules,

2. Basketball psychology.
3. The contribution of basketball to the physical

education program,

Please be assured that I would not feel that you should be limited to a
selection of one of the above three titles. As 1 saild before, 1 feel
assured your audience will get a great deal out of any aspect of basketball

that you might wish to discuss.

Your comments about expenses are much appreciated. The fact remalns,
however, that I as chairman of the section have been instructed that there

is no expense money available nor honorariums possible. In view of that
fact it is incumbent upon me to pass this information on to the prospective

speakers. I am very sorry and the only hope 1 have 1s that your
professional pride will help us out to the extent of your appearing at

the Athletic Section in San Francisco during the first week in April,

I interpret your letter of November 17th as an acceptance and hereby thank
you very heartily for it. Please inform me at your earliest opportunity

just what subject you have decided to discuss.

Very truly yours,

C2A 0 ks,
Péﬁl R. Washke

Professor of PhySical Education.

PRW: p
- CC: Dr., Cozens












UNIVERSITY OF OREGON

SCHOOL OF PHYSICAL EDUCATION
EUGENE, OREGON

November 2, 1958

Dr. Forrest C, Allen
Head Basketball Coach
University of Kansas
Lawrence, lansas

Dear Dr., Allen:

As you are probebly aware, for the first time in several years
the American Association for Heelth, Physical Education and
Recreation will hold its annual convention in San Francisco
during the week of April 3 to 6, 1959.

It happens that I am the chairman of the men'’s athletic
section meetings for the coming convention.

The purpose of this letter is to enquire from you 1f you would
be willing to appear as a speaker at one of the sessions of the
men's athletic section, for this convention. Your long and
successful service in the capacity of basketball coach, member
of the National Rules committee, and your intimate knowledge

of the game in the physical education program would make any
presentation you might care to make very valuable I am sure.

It is not possible at this present time to give you the exact
time and place of the meeting, nor will it be possible for the
Associetion to pay any expenses. “Nevertheless, because we feel
you have & great interest in the promotion of our professional
work I am taking the liberty of asking you to make us a
presentation even though we are not in any positlion to ofifer an
honorarium or expenses.’ -

Hoping to have your tentative acceptance at least, 1n the very
near future, 1 am

Very truly yours,

Cah

Y
Paul R, Vash e

Profiessor of Phys:.oal Lduca.tlon.

PRW:p .
COsDW . Fo. W, Cozens



