It 1s interesting to note that there are 16.3 more
passes than utehu. If one adds the fumbles (6.1) and the wild
puau (7.57) the difference is almost erased.

When one emidors the pouibilitiu rer oﬂ’omivo mise

takes, it would appear that the negative evaluation points (73.2)

1s relativolg low,

‘home games and the five conference home games, the data are presented

e averages of the four non-conference

TABLE II.
Four Non-Conference Games and Five Conference G

‘1. Seore: non-conference average 42 points
oearmmo average, 43.2 points

2, Goals: non=-conference average shots lkﬂmptod 68,75; average
mac 15.‘75: ’ 24.4
emfemao average shots attempted 55.8; average made

3« Free throws: non-conference average shots attempted 14,0
average made 8.,5; % 60.7
' e emfm. average shots :ttemuﬂ 17.63 average

4, Peraem.l fcah : noneconference average 10,5
- eonference average 10,0

Offensive g rsonal fouls: non-conference average o 2O
| ' conference average 1.2

Violations: non=-conference average 3
conference average 4.2

Rebounds from own baekbaird: non-conference average 22.0
conference average 20,6

onent 'l backboard: non-conference average 19,0
conference average 25.0

iebounds from

_a'-“

catches: non=-conference passes, 374,75; catches
conference passes 350,63 cateches 331.4
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