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more often when a man
was in the act of shooting than did the fouls of the opponents, by
the rate of 8 to 15; In thil case tho total is somewhat misleading,

seems that the Kansas personal fouls occurred

as tho discrepancy oecurred almct ontinly in one game that Knma 2
won by 20 points., The most outstanding difference to be pointed out
occurred in two plam; in tlu roeevory of nbornnds and in ball
- hnndnm.

. ~In the recovery ef rcbmdt; one sees that the Kansas
players recovered 70 re ou off their own backboards, while the
oppononu raeemﬂ 45 off thoir hnekbeu-ds The same ratio Mlds
when one notes the rebounds of the opponent's backboards - Kansas

lcmiug 78 while the vilitorl woere collecting 40 rebounds, The

neevory of uhomds seems to be the most enh- an
in the teams,

The ball handling of the m s&u that Kansas caught
and passed 2041 times and the opr»omtl 1092 times, This difference
could be entirely due to various styles of phy. Bouﬂi, when one
consliders the errors In ball handling, such as wild es, fumbles
and held balls obtained by opponents, we see that Kansas made 55
errors and the opponents made 57 errors in ball handling. While the
number of errors remained about the same, it im:.d be pointed out
that the opponent's ball handling error rate (4.9%7) was lblt tvieo
that of the home team (2.6%).

In considering the total negative evaluation points, both
Kansas and the opposition made sbout the same number of mistakes
(237 for Kansss and 244 for the visitors). Ho'om, Kansas earned
352'7 positive evaluation peints as emed to 199'! p«iuu evalua-
tion points earned by the epponentl « When these figures are reduced
to playing efficlency, we find that the home tean has a phm




