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he rates as the No. 1 man. This is alse true for the recovery of
his teammate's jump balls.

On the basis of personal fouls per mimute,
this player ranked eleventh for the squad only twe meking more than
‘he did. The data indicate that the player was fairly efficient,

but that his aho-etirig avmgo was far too 1W.; He maku a first

¢lass man on hlndm rebounds off his own backboard and gatting

the ball nftar a teammatel's Jm, but he committed too many pe
fmln - - .
.Pla ;er Ge Feﬂard and mmré

au tomates, freshmen and conzb rateﬂ him £ifth.

Thia player was l:lated as both a farward am a mrd. He

pllyed 100 minutes, made 460 euluat:len peints and ten scarc pointa,

' -l guh (20.0% ), and shot 2 rrea thrws for 50.0%. Be earned & -

ntmg on player efriciemy of 94.2%, which pluco{ m 1n Pifth plleo
for the squad. In errers for ball handli ag, he rated first with

i rate of 1.13%. As a guard he had an epportunity to recover re-

of f the opponent's backboard to such an extent th.it* he rated
No. 2 for the squad on & basis of rebounds per mimute. He passed

the ball more than he caught 1t, and on the bnia of shots per mimite
This player 1s twelfth
en the mu of personal fouls ecommitted per mimite. The date
indicate that he was an excellent ball handler, a&and a géod rebound

there are only 3 players who took less shots.

recoverer, but he did not shoot enough. On the &-u of efficiency

his coach, teammates and feeshmen rated him ninth. i
i, Forward. v

' Player H was a forward with 74.5 minutes of playing time

to his credit. ﬁe earned 3544 evaluation peints and 30 score points,




