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Plaz_er Ka Guard and Centere

With a playing time of' 59,5 minutes th;’Ls ndayepr nade 297 ewvaluation points,

5 scorc points, 2 goals (25%) and 1 freec throw (804%). His crror rate in ball
handling was 2¢4% and of the 5 nlayers with a befter rating 3 werc guards, onc was
a forward, and onc was a center. His playing officicncy wns 7443, and of the threec
players who ranked better than he, two were guords and onec was & cen'l:er. In re-
bounds off the opponent?®s backboard, he rated 1llth and in goals per minute he ranked
12the This player had some excellent men to compote with end on & team without an
all=American guord he night have had more opportunity to playe Like the other
cuards and centers, he passed norc than he saught the balle On rebounds off his
own backboard per minute he ranked 8th and he ranked 6th on the recovery per minute
of a tearmate!s jump balle The data indicate that this player was o good ball
hondler and an efficient player, but that he did not shoot cnough in proportion to

his playing timce He was rated 12th by his tearmates, and 10th by the coach and
freshmene ' I

Plaxer L Guorde

This ‘bey had a total time of 3445 minutes, 120 cmlua‘bion points , and neo scare A

pointse He is the only player of the 13 in the study that did not sscoro: during, ‘bhe ;
home scasons He attenpted 5 goals and 2 froe throws, His orror rate in ball, hahdle
ing was 3.3% and this was better than four of his tearmates who played longere From
the standpoint of playing, officiency he made a score of 8445%,. the lowest on the
squade The point most in favor of this boy wos his rank in freea ‘bhrowﬂ atterpted

per minute (not maldng any) in which he was tied with Player J for 8rd placea. ;. This
player ranked the lowest of the guards and was the .oily onc to eatch the ball more

than he passed ite He was rated 11th by the varsity and freshmen, and 12%h by the
coChe - |

Playor Me Forwordae...

This playcr ranked 13th in minutes of play (2%5 ¥s cﬁmwd 11% cvaluation
points and 4 score po:.n'bs. He made one roal (3343%) and 2 £reec throws (66e7%)e
He renked 10th both in player efficicncy (91s5%) and in orror rate 3e.4%e. He had
the highest ratec of* personal fouls per minute of any of the 14 boy:s., This player
had a wvery definite he:.gh’c disadvantage as he was by far tie shortest man on the
squad and can be comsidored small in stature even in conparison «.gdth boys not playe-

ing college basketballes He was rankod 13th by all his fellow players.and 1l3th by
his COaCh.

The summarics have becen presented and discussod in the body of the papers In
addition, some gencral conclusions secm to be warranted:s

le The study is of wnluc in that a record was made of the number of times various
activitics arc performed in college basketballe

2! An accurate rccord of the offensive abilities of playcrs was made available p
independent of the scorc books

3¢ By examination of the material after a game a coach can sce which noenwre pors
f‘om:.ng their duties and which fundamentals necd oxtra torks

4. The players have a definitc 1ntorest in the charts and watoh their improvement
in deficiont abilities,

5¢ There remains anple rom for additional studicss



