sitive onlmtian yoints
pu 1ve pm negative oum on points

r'a rositive oulmtiea : 1nta
p yor 8 pn ive plus negative eval, point

7« Scoring ability index, number of goals times percent of goals
made plus one-half (free throws times per ecent of free throws made).
8. Ball handling error rate, ball m:t errors

good cater t plus goodppmsses plus
btlllmlimu'rm |

o. Team efficiency, tum

Ge Wzﬁ.ﬁhmy

Teem Analysis
By mim the technigue mztlined dcta were eelloetod

on the Kansas team dm-m nine home games and on tho eppmntl
during the last three hm games, From thi. nttrinl aonparilom

were made on the ¥ ‘ansas tum ulng the averages for the four non-

conference games ‘and for tho ﬂw cwfmneo ganu In the last |

three home games ’ tho Kansas team was wnpmd with 1ta eppenonta E
Different styles of M!k.tblll would tmdeubtodly yield & different

The frequency of

- average for the number of shots, passes, etec,

these occurrences are liited as follows:

TABLE 1.

attmpud 61.5;

' made 16.5 %26.9
Se th: attmtcd 163

made 2,563 ‘59.7

0 m 's ekbenrd: 220
200C es: O36l1.5 passes; 345 catches
<573 mt or bounds, 2,67; to opponents, 4.9
~ mm 6e1; ant of bmds 3.1; to opponents 3
ball: out of bounds 1.3
1mn b‘ll .22

tapped and recovered own j
ball: recovers teammate's jump ball 10,8
8 | tetal 24; immediate 13; secondary 11

’) 1103.,0 = 73.2 = 1029,.,8 points per game
1ts per player per minuto o:l’ nlay: 5.14 points
01nts par JSeore: 24.1 point

r _" : # ¥




