The elinination of the centre jurp was then brought upe Nat Holman
3 1ed off the dlscuss ion in pointing out" that ‘the previous day's meeting
‘centred upon u.niformity of rules- 1nterpretatlon, and the morning's paper

~had brou.ght forth the news that the Big: Ten ‘had eliminated the tip off

for the coming year, and everyone knew that the International Federation
of Basketball had passed a rule eliminating the tip off at the 1940
Olympics, (whlch 27 countries will follow), a.nd ‘then there were AAU rules,

1 1ntercolleg1ate rules, and many other rales to follow. Where did uniform-
:Lty come in? .

- A motion was made tO "élminate the center tip follov'vihg field goalse"
Follom.ng remarks on studies and impressions presented by John Bunn, H. G.

- Crisp of the University of Alabama, Sam Barry of the Unlvers:l.ty of Cali-

fornia, Cy Young of Washington, and Lee, C. F. Kimbrell of Westminster
College, Missouri, all of whom expressed opinion either for and against
the proposal, the notion was carried, 60-9

The next discussion was upon the 1ntern'r'et'1.t ion of the pick-off plays.
Nat Holnan was asked to demonstrate his interpretation upon the legality,
and o long demonstratlon and explanation followed. IsSues raised were
whether a nan has a right to any position on the floor, if he assumed that
point first; and Just what anount of space nust exist between two opponents,
previous to a contact aand upon whom is the foul to be calleds HoOlman,
finally explained: .'We fecl, and we have sone pictures here to show, that
a nan going from that side of the court has nothing to do with the plays
The ball may be over there, and I go way across the floor,
My nan eritchess I stand here, entitled to0 ry posgition on the floor, and.
here is a player who wants to go after his own nan and I checke There 1s
contacts Gentlemen, who is to blamel®

Where upon, Chairnan Read declared: "Nat, that is the whole issue.
Your best point is that contact ensues herg, and if you want to get con-
“tact out of the grme, you are moving right along that direction. The
thing that is clean cut is, do the rules perait that sort of thing? The
najority of the people in the country say it is legale The Metropolitan

ares says 1t 1s not, and you have your reasons right here. Thanks a lot,
Nate! |

John Bunn then 'read interpretations -_f rom Oswald Tower which he denonw
stratede He read: "A player is entitled to take any position on the court
not occupied by another player, provided that. this position is not so close
to the opponent that contact ensues when the opponent makes normal bodily
noverente" Conblnu:l.ng Dunn said: "Nat,according to your interpretation
I would be fouling in this situation, if you chased hin into me and I did

not nove. ‘You chﬁse hin right into ne, a.nd <I don’t noves According to
this, N&t, you sa.y ’I have fouled." . *
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Holmam* ! "Y‘es, you haves "

Bu.n.n: | ""'ben there are the two. dlfferences off0p1n10n e, nmst resolves
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Holmany - "W¢ are dlgressing for a. moment. You understand around the
East we took ‘thig stand: if John had the ball over there, and I cut around,
1f he has the ball he can do things for nes: He is o.k., provided there 1s

no body notions ‘IfT c’nase Joe into you, .the foul is Oﬁ you. becausc you
did not have the ball. N VR e
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Bunn: "There is a decided difference of opinion and rather than get
into other phases, it seens we .should agree or disagree on thise"
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