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TABLE VIII.

Offonsive Ablility Rankings
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xGuard, forward, centcere

At tho oclose of the scason o letter was sent to the 16 letter mon of the
vorsity and the 17 numeral men on the froshman squade (Sample letter and rating
blank, Exhibits C and De) Thosc 33 boys were asked to rate the 13 varsity players
on their offensive playing abilitye The 13 playors included in the study were
ranked by 21 players and tho coache On the basls of offensive playing ability,
thege rankings plus othor significant rankings from the cwaluation dato are shown

in Tablec VIIIe

of particular interost is the similarity of the rankings that werc given by
the vorsity, the freshmen and the coache Thore arc only 3 playcrs where the dis-
agreoment is morce than 2 rankings aparte All arc manimous on 5 playorse It '
should bo romombored that in spitec of the apparont discropunciocs betweon the judge
ment ratings and the computed ratings, tho latter are built up of isolated abilie
ticse As pointed out earlicr, the guards and conter have o bettor chance of
making o higher scorc in ball handling duo to their nositions and the style of
basketball uscd in this schoole

No attempt was made in this study to give any of the playvers a eompositce
roanking, but it should be noted that player A was a guard known nationally as an

All=American playcre

On the basis of the individual cvaluation tobles ecrtain facts are bréught '
out thot can best be shown in individual anclyscse For that roason, the abilitics

of the playcrs arc discusscd as singlc unitse



