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TABLE VIIL.

Offensive Ability Rankings
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xGuard, forward, ccntcre

At the elose of the scason a letter wms sent to the 16 letter men of the
varsity and the 17 numeral men on the freshman squads (Sample letter and rating
blonk, Exhibits C and De) Thesc 33 boys wore asked to ratc the 13 varsity playcers
on their offensiwve playing obilitye The 13 playcrs included in the study were
ranked by 21 playcrs and thc coachs On the basis of offensive playing ability,
thege rankings plus other significant roankings from the cvnluation dota are shown

in Table VIIIe

of particular intoerest is the similarity of the ronkings that worc given by
the vorsity, thc freshmen and the coache There arc only 3 players where the dis-
agreoment is morc than 2 rankings apoarte All arc wmonimous on 5 playerse It
should bo romembered that in spitc of the apparont discrepencics botween the judge
ment ratings and the computed rotings, the latter are bullt up of isolated abillie
ticse As pointed out earlicr, the guards and conter have a better chance of
moaking a higher scorc in ball handling due to their positions and the style of
basketball uscd in this schoole

No attempt was made in this study to give any of the players o ceomposito
ranking, but it should be notoed that player A was a guard known nationally as an

All=American playcre

On the basis of the individual cvaluation tobles cortain faets arc breught
out that con best be showm in individual analyscse Tor that reason, the cbilitics

of the playcrs arc discusscd as singlc unitse
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