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CHAPTER I

THE PROBLEM AND LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

The opportunity to participate on a varsity athletic

team is of much concern to young coaohes graduating from

college. Many ooaohes graduating from college today have

not participated on a varsity athletic te~no This the writer

feels, may be a handicap in securing the initial coaching

position. In addition, the writer feels, that if the coach

laoks experience of playing the game that he is going to

teach this may influence success or failure o On the other

hand, it may be that the varsity letter winner with athletic

talent lacks teaching potential relative to instilling this

talent into others. Hence, if student ooaches are greatly

handicapped by non-varsity experience in college, additional

theorr courses perhaps could be offered them to compensate

lack of participation.

I.. THE PRO BLEM

statement 2!~ E£oblem. It was the purpose of this
i'

$tudy (1) to compare the relative success of college letter

men with that of non-letter men in coaching in Indiana high

schools; (.2}to.ooIllpare the suoc.ess o.·f Indiana State Teachers

College graduates to Illengraduated fr.om other colleges; (3)

to determine the percentageof ..Indiana coaches supplied by
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each India.nacollege and out of state colleges; (4) to show"

the nUlllber and grade level that athletic coaches are employed

in Indiana schoolso

Importance of t~ studZo Many books and articles have

been v~itten on the (l) psychology of coaching; (2} teohniques

and methods of coaching various sports; and (3} philosophy of

great coaches o It is the opinion of the writer that many

factors oontribute to the suocess of a ooach such as person

ality, enthusiasm, sense of fair'play, superior teaching

ability and willingness to put in the hours required to ful

full the obligations ooherent to ooaohing athletic teams o

However, the writer believes that many times a ooaoh's sucoess

is determined by his won and loss recordo

To the knowledge of the writer no specific researoh

conoerning thesuocess of coaches based on varsity and non

varsity participation in oollege has been made. Mr$ John L.

Longfellow, Sro, Athletio Direotor, Indiana state Teachers

College, was very interes.ted in this study, and was of the

opinion that this study would aid in evaluating and planning

the training program tor coaches at Indiana state Teaohers

College

II. SOURCES OF DATA AND METHOD OF PROCEDURE

Da't;a f(jf "theproblemwf3re bota:inedthrbh'gh the use of

a questionnaire senttq'994.<highsg)iO(jZi:;pr-1.tlcipals in India.na.,
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The questionnaire endeavored to secure the information con~.

cerningthe coaching staff, the college from which the coaches

graduated, letters won in particular sports, years served as

head coach and each cOach's life record.. The above informa-

tion concerned the following sports: (1) basketball, (2)

football, (3) baseball, and {4} tra?k .. The questionnaire,

also, endeavored to secure the name of the coach, year and

college from which he graduated and letters won in college

for the following sports: (1) cross country, (2) golf, (3)

swimming, (4) tennis, and (5) wrestling ..

Names of the high schools were obtained from Bulletin

No~ 2 of the Indiana High School Athletic Association"l

Addresses of the high schools were obtained from the 1957-58

Indiana School Directory .. 2
"0_"':."

....

1110 DELIMITATIONS AND LD1fITATIONS

Delimitations... It must be· pointed out that the ques

tionnair.e was sent only to Indiana High SchoolS.. Also, the

dataohtained were relative to the current coaches in Indiana

schools.o

.
It must be pointed out that the following

.2'.< '," lIndiana,HighSChOQl Athletic Associ:a,tion, BUlletin !\fo ..
• Vol. 56, October, 1959, Indianapolis, Indiana.

stat
'e ZvUlbur Young, Indiana .• ,.sChool: Director~ (Indianapolis:

. Department of PUblic In,struction, '1957- 8)"
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IV. ORGANIZATION OF REMAINDER OF THE THESIS

The remainder of this thesis is organized in such a

way as to present related material in a logical manner.

Chapter II is concerned with the review of related literature

and research. Chapter lIT is the Presentation and Analysis
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of Data. Ohapter IV relates the summary, Conclusions and

Recommendations of this study.



OHAPTER II

REVIEW OF LITERATURE

I.. RESEARCH STUDIES

Th~ purpose of this chapter is to review material re

lated to this study. Reliable sources indicate that there

has been no research directly related to this studY0 1 Two

studies indirectly related to this study are merely mentioned

in this chaptero One study relates the experience of typical
2high school coaches. The other study relates opinions of

school administrators concerning desirable and essential

qualities in ideal and successful coaches,,)

II.. RELATED LITERATURE

The coach has a very important task to perform" Besides

IThesis Abstract Series, University of Indiana,School
of!Educatiol1f1956, Number 8; Masterts Thesis in Education,
Iowa State Teachers College, School of Eduoation, 19$1-59,
NUrn.berl-8; Master's Thesis of Indiana State Teachers Qollege,
Lists and Classif~cations from August, 1949-March, 1960 0

. 2ByronB" Brown, "The Experience of Typ.ical High Schoo],.
CoaohesThroughout the state of Texas," (unpublished Master's
thesis,·IpwaStateTeachers College, Cedar Falls, 1958)~

:)~arion p. Gpaham, t1,A study of opinions of Sohool
Administrators Conoerning Desirable and Essential Q,ualities
inIdealandsuooe~sfulCoaohes," (unpublished Master's
thesis., 'I1).dianaS'(jate Teaohers College, Terre Haute, 1949}.6



?
Ibid"., 1>-

8Ibid •

7

5 .. Ibid., po 40 .

6 "6Ib~d.. , po 0

4doJ.em~IlR. G-rifI'itli, :Ps;ycholOg;r .•.e! Coaching (New York:
CharlElsScrihne;rts Sons,192$.),.po: 30, :

being a good teacher he must build character and mold persoE.

alities of boyse The old objective of coaching; ttTo build

hug.emuscles and brute strength,,,4 has changed to one of

developing skills.

students to accomplisho tt o "" book knowledge, knowledge. of

diagrams is one thing; and actually playing knowledge is an

other."? In other words,"a prospective coach ought to have

playedhisgamebefore'he tries to teach it 0,,8

The coach ~ ~ athle.te o .A coach should have at least

tried to make the team. He will gain something of value if

he has spent some time with the teamo He will develop a

symp~thetic understanding of the tasks he will ask his own

Factors .£2..gtributing to su.ccess o tlAt the present time

a coach must win games or lose his Jobe u5 There are three

fields in which a coach should become more or less proficient:

(1) he should be an atlilete; (2) he should be a physiologist;

(3) he should know something about PSYChologyo6



8

The ooach ~ ~ physiologis~. The ooaoh need not be ~

qualified physioian, but is is quite important that he under~

stand oertain basio information ooncerning funotions and

structure of the human body.

The .£oaog §;.§. ~ l?sychologist. The ooach should have

certain basio understanding of mental ability, personality

traits and human behavior patterns~

Acoording to Gr1ffitJ;1,. in order to be successful, a

"ooachmust have a general knowledge of the following prinoiples:

(I) the faot of individual differences; (2) the original nature

of man; ()) the meaning of law in psychology; (4) the natural

insurgenoe and playfulness of youth. 9

Undergraduate experience on an athletic squad is
almost a prerequisite for the prospeot.ive ooach.
Aotual·varsity game experienoe is very valuable. In
no other way oan one gain a oomplete understanding of
'the athlete, his problems and works, essentials saor1
ficesto win, and the composite of oharacteristios
that oontribute to athletiosuocess .. 6 0) squad exper
ience. teaohes the teohniques of getting along with the
boys, and.exposes one to the boys' real thoughts, ideas,
and 'feelings as they go through the gruelling prepara
torygrin&andoUlminating.orisis of the important
sohooL game~Cl. • their strengths and weaknesses are
mu?h' better remembered if one goes through. theexperi- ,
enoe of trying to combat those.weaknessesiu· inter
sohool competition. The' varsity:.l:etter' .. may have so
muoh prestige in some communities that it becomes a
ft:lCltpr.:tl1. jobgetting.. The 'letter-man' from the small
soh'ool is. s.ometimes given preference by school boards
over thE:) squad man from the larger university.who did

_,' '. , ...., .'. _'" '.' ". .' ~' '. \ " , ..... " " '''~'' ",.... _ " .. "',_ : ' ,",.. -',-::, ", i ".- ,_ .. : .. .. ,



9· 10not earn a letter.

Qualifications of the athletic coach. Leadership in

athletics is an important qualification. Sound character is

equally significant because of the complexities and pressures

of the game. Years ago an outstanding and successful coach

wrote:

It seems to me that there are three fundamental
questions that should be asked about a man before he
is entrusted with the responsibility of coaching boys.
The first question to be answered is WHAT M.A11NER OF
MAN IS THIS? How does he speak and act? Is he sound
and clean in mind so that his influence is inspiring
and uplifting? Would he set a fine example--not by
posing but bybeing--the type of roan we want each of
his boys to be? If these questions cannot be answered
favorably, stop then and there. No other qualities
can supplant the fundamental qualities of character.
The next question is: JUST HOW WELL DOES HE KNOW VvHAT
HE WANTS TO TEACH? Is he thorough or superficial? Is
he progressive or reactionary? Is he original or with
p~t imagination? In short, can he bring with him a
thorollgh, solid knowledge, and,will he keep that
knowledge constantly abreast of changing conditions? .
And finally: , CAN HE TEACH OTHERS WHAT HE KNOWS? Can
he' tate' knowledge, and expressiveness and impressive
ne,ss Of speech and action, imbue with enthusiasm and
giyeihis Sltudents something that will not only be easy
to grasp but also pleasant to master? Surely the
athle,ticcoach of,todaymustmeasureup to rigid high
J?tanda,ra,s inpotb.,education and essential manhood.
An.Jrpro::r'E3f3sion ~o exacting and sodeme,nding is being
bu,iltupon t,he bed rock of education and mu.st continue
to, grOyV a,ndelevate,:ttsedf".to constantly higher places .11

lQ" '",', ',', "',. c, "',"<,' ",',i"JohnD. Lawther,PsiL£hology ,Of Co8.chin..& (NeW-Jersey:
Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1951),-P:7.· -

~7gli,f'fOr<l '" B~ovw.E311, ,Wi+llam 'F~iring ,andi ElmonVernier,
The,Admin~strationofHealth:illducation and. Physical Education
(Philadel1'hia:W.B. Saunders Cqm1'any,1958), 1'1''' 224-22;0
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Date:

Team or teams for which he
has coached you:

Name of Coach:

12tFOhtJ. Friedrich, "Evaluating the Coach," Athletic
Journal]):4g,January ,195.30

The items were classified into two types: (1) the

coaches personal qualities; (2) coaching skills and techniques o

The items under the coaches qualities include:
tl) cheerfulness; (2} common sense; (3) co-operative
ness; (4) courage; (5) courteousness; (6) demanding
of respect; (7) efficiency; (8) emotional control;
(9) friendliness; (10) industriousness; (11) physical
appearance; (12) jUdgment; (13) orginality; (14)
initia~ive; (15) pride in work; (16) reasonableness;
(17) sense of humor; (18) self.... confidence; (19) sym....
pathy; (20) unselfishness; (21) voice"

The items listed under coaching skills include:
(1)abilityt6teach fundamentals; (2) ability to
demonstrate skill for most effective learning; (3)
ability to see and analyze pls;yersmistakes ; . (4)
ability to correct mistakes; (5) ability to get the
bestoute>fPlayers;{ 6} ability to work democrat
ically with players; (7) ability to explain things to

1~)Y:~ii~t~)-t~b~~;:ro;og~g~m~.~~~es~%~~t~p(f6)m:~~~t~;

evaluate the coach almost entirely on the won and lost record

in his sport"n12 Below is an evaluation form for the purpose

of permitting players to pass judgment on their coach"

Evaluation 2! the ,coach. An evaluation of the -coach,

by his players or by his fellow teachers can be quite helpful

to him in improving his individual qualities and abilities

and discover his weaknesses. "Often, the tendency exists to
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1 0
Very de
ficient

2654 .3
Average Poor

79 8
Good

to develop leadership; (11) ability to make players
feel they belong; (12) ability to make players feel
important; (1.3) ability to provide and maintain
equipment; (14) ability to instill self-confidence;
(15) ability to instill determination; (16) ability
to maintain discipline; (17) ability to keep play'"
ers interested; (18) ability to evaluate different
types of play; (19) tries to help players develop
values and morals; (20) helps with personal atten
tion; (21) ~Qcepts suggestions and constructive
criticisms o j

13· •.
Ib~d., p.•

The players selected 1 number for each trait in relation to

their ohoice of (a), (b), or (c) 0

To be significa~t1y high, average, or lOW, a trait

should be marked accordingly by at least half of the groupo

A numerical interpolation may be made by averaging the numbers

chedkedfor each item by the players making the ratingo There

CJ,uest~()~sa.Skil1gthedpinipIl the

10
Excellent

o.

Scale:

For each item listed, three possible choices for the

player to check were provided. Each choice was a statement

relating to (a) excellent; (b) average; (0) very pooro The

following scale was provided after each item with (a) appear

ing under 10, (b) appearing under 5, and (c) appearing under
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boys in how the coach might improve in these two categories"

personal qualities and coaching techniques of the coachb

~ualities of the coacho These four qualities are

attributes that Harry Rice looks for in a coach:

1. He is first a teacher, then a coacho

20 He knows his coaching sport; his experience
as a player and a coach is demonstrated by
his leadershipo

30 His personality pervades the sport he coaches
and sustains an abiding interest by the staff, _
the students)l and the 'cornmunityo

40 His oharacter is subscribed to in both playing
the sport he coaches and the faculty he is a
part of by the students, both contestants and
spectatorso 14

Rice also says that the philosophy of a good coach

shou~d be, tt,A game worth playing is worth winning fairly. u15

14
" JIarr~.Rl?e, nQ.ualitiE}.sof.,aOP<7l.ch.~t' The Bulletin of

tlie NatJ.onal Assooiation of Becondart":'Sohool PrIhc"Ipals, ·voro
'.xLIII, ·December , '1959, .,P. '154 <>



CHAPTER III

10 SOURCES OF DATA

CoaChes supplied by
;',

these same colleges. ,The number

PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF DATA

;t.Indian~. Jtij~~~c1l6ol.A thlet icAssociatipn, .BUlletin No.
2, Vol. 56,. October" ··1959,Indianapoliis,*ndianao

college,ooaching football, basketball, baseball and track.

Cross cquntry, golf, swimming, tennis and wrestling are rep

res~nteQ under miscellaneous as shown by the following table o

Table I indicates that the largest number of question

naires were returned from coaches of the four state c0l.leges:

(I) Ball state Teachers College; (2) Indiana state Teachers

College; (3) Indiana University; (4) Purdue. .Also, the numbe:!:

of coaches failing to return actual records is higher among

The questionnaire method of acquiring data was employed

in making this study. The questionnaire was sent to 694 high

schools in Indianao The names of the schools were obtained

from the Indiana High School Athletic Association full member".;

ship list~l Of the 694 questionnaires sent out, 351 were re

turned, a,percentage of 5006 questionnaires returned.

These data represent the number of coaches from each

The purpose of this chapter is to relate the sources

of data and to present and analyze the data o



TABU I

DISTRIBUTION OF COACHES Rl!:SPONDING TO THEQ,UESTIONNAIRE CLASSIFIED BY
. COLLEGE, .SPORT, AND TEAl'a LEVEL

Reserve Elementary
No

Foot- Basket- Base- reo. Let- Non- Let- Non- Per
College ball ball ball Traok Misoo ord ter letter ter letter Total oent

Anderson 1 3 1 1 :2 5 3 1 12 070
Ball at<ate 13 44 45 24 36 66 31 66 5 41 305 17 0 01
Butler •. <8 28 16 10 12 30 11 12 97 '5040
Canterbury 1 12 11 4 3 13 a 6 2 42 2034
DePauw :2 5 2 1 1 3 4 2 1 18 1000
EarIhai11 3 2 2 4 7 2 4 17 090
Evansville 6 5 7 5 6 17 5 11 45 205
Franklin 2 7 9 4 12 7 3 1 2 35 1095
Hanover 2 19 12 14 7 17 3 7 1 65 3.. 6
Huntington 5 5 5 2 3- 3 2 1 23 103
Indiana Central 2 12 17 7 8 15 18 11 1 76 4.2
Indiana State 14 59 43 39 34 69 16 50' 10 265 14 0 8
Indiana University 9 31 20 19 19 52 7 30 1 5 141 '7 .. 9
Manohester ,. 7 15 17 13 3 21 12 19 3 89 .4.96
Oakland City 17 15 6 5 16 4 11 1 59 303
Notre Dame 2 2 :2 1 5 7 1 3' :2 18 1 .. 00
Purdue 10 28 22 18 24 54 12 30 7 151 8,,4
st. Joseph 2 5 6 5 1 9 19 1.,05
Taylor 3 2 1 1 2 5 5 1 18 1.00
Valparaiso < 1 6 5 2 5 5 5 2 26 105
1.hTabash .. 3 4 4 1 2 6 4 2 2 22 102
Out....Of-State 18 43 47 30 30 72 41 32 1 -8 250 13 .. 9

Total 103 356 310 212 210 501 -197 309 8 88 1793 9909 f-I
.{:-
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out-of-state colleges is relatively high, comparativelY spea)\:-

ing"

",l\ccording to Table I, Ball state Teachers College has

supplied 17 per cent of the 1793 Indiana coaches represented

in this study" Indiana state Teachers College and out-of

state colleges have supplied 14.8 per cent and 13 .. 9 per cent

respectively" Indiana University,and Purdue University have

supplied 7.9 per cent and 8,,4 per cent of the coaches respec

tively" Hence, coaches from the four state colleges and out

of-state colleges comprise 62 per cent of the Indiana coaches

represented in this study"

Also, Table I indicates that the number of letter

wi,nrters coaching the reserve or elementary teams is oompara

tive~y low in relation to the number of non-letter winners ..

It ,must be pointed out that the sohool Oity of Munoie returned

oomplete data concerning their junior high and elementary

p()achesii> Needless to say, Ball state Teachers Oollege supplies

argreat,majority of these ooaches"

II. PRESENTATION OF DATA

Thes~<da~a pertain to the following sports: (1) foot

pall, (2) basketball, (3) baseball, and (4) traok" The minor

sports inoll.ldin:g ,{l}crosscoun-try, (2 )golf,L3) /3willlllling$

k4}-tennis,anl1 (5) W're~tl~ng,. are, group~,d,toe;,etherul1(ler

m.iso,ell,aneou.so,
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Footba1lo Data pertaining to football are presented

in Tables II and III.. The Tables list the colleges and the

and Indiana University letter .winnersIndiana

Tables! II and III indicate that the letter winners from

a better winning percentage than the non-letter

Classification Enrollment

Class I 1-75

Class II 76-120

Class III 121-250

Class IV 251-600

Class V 600-above

Butler

winners

. .

III relates to the non-letter winners"

For the purpose of making the analysis, unless there ~

were at least,' five returns from a respective college that

provIded records, the writer did not consider the data as

sigriific~nt;:~ ,

number o~ coaches from each college in the various class size

schools.. In addition, the Tables show life records and winning

percentages tor the coaches in each class size school. Table

II pertains to the coaches that were letter winners and Table

In presenting these data, the writer utilized the

classification by size of the Indiana High School Athletic

Association o The following is the classification according



TABLE II

NUIlffiER} RECORD ANJ).w'INNING PERCENTAGES OF lETTER WINNERS COACHING FOOTBALL
IN INDIANA,CLASSIEIED BY COLLEGE AND SCHOOL SIZE

Number by No Record ,"
'cIa-sssize rec'" I II III IV V Total

C;ollegeIII III iIVVord WL % W L % VI L % \if L % VI L %W L %

9 9 50 ..0 9 9 5000
149 45 76.8 252 289 4606 401 334 5409
101 62 610 96 300 154 66.1 401 216 64099.,

,5 11 3103 5 11 3103

37 24 60.7 41 24 63 ..1 78 48 610 9
23 14 62..2 23 14 620 2

5 12 2904 5 12 29..4-

26 25 50.98 26 25 500 98

21 17 5503 46 16 74.2 120 100 54.. 5 167 133 5507

179 132 57,,6 179 132· 5706
10 8 55..6 73 62 54..1 25 10 71..4 108 80 5704

58 30 65.9 58 30 6509
3 5 37.. 5 77 119 3903 80 124 39..2

35 14 71..4- 1 7 1205 36 21 630 2

o 10 OeO o 10 0,,0
1 8 11..1 84 35 70.. 6 30 15 6666 115 58 660 5 I-'

-..J

21 8 7264 114 98 5368 90 33 73 0 2 2.25 1~9 610-8

1916 1396 57 ..9

1 1
261
III

1
1 1

94.1

1
47 2
1 6
1 1
1

2 3 1
1 1 1

2

2

3 1 3

7 1
1 1 411

Total

Andersol1
Ba.llSta.te
;Butler
CanterbUry
DePauw
Earlham.
EvansVille
Frariklin
Hanover
HUntington
Ihdiana

Central
"Indiana

State
Ihdiana
UnIversity

Manchester
Oakland

City
Notre Dame 1
Pu.rdu.e
St. ··Joseph
Taylor
Valpapaiso
Wabash 1
out-af-

State 1



TABLE III

NUMBER, RECORD AND WINNING PERCENTAGES OF NON-LETTER WINNERS COACHING FOOTBALL
• IN INDIANA _CLA.SSI~IED BY COLLEGE AND SCHOOL SIZE

Number. by No Record
class size. rec- I II III IV V Total

College I II III IV V ord 1'1L % \V- L % W L % W L % VI L % W L %

Anderson
Ball State 2 2
Butler 1 65 102 38.9 65 102 38.9
Canterbury ·l
DePauw 1 3H- 22 60..7 34 22 600 7
Earlham
Evansville 1 1
Franklin
Hanover
Huntington
Indiana

Central
Indiana

State 2 2 3 1 2 10 16.. 7 6 22 21..4 83 63 56.8 91 ~5 48..9
Indiana
University 2 14 18 43.8 1418· 430 8

Manchester
Oakland

City
Notre Dame
Purdue 2 2
st. Joseph
Taylor
Valparaiso
Wabash
Out-of- I-'

State 1 1 11 2 g 4 42..9 2 12 16..7 '. 5 16 23 0 8 ro,
J

Tot91 209 253 45 .. 2
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FrahkJ.~~;India1.1a,8-R-d Va.tpaI,'a.isohay;e a.higher 'Winn~llg pe;rcent~

age tlian thf' letter winners ot thOse colleges.:

h~gher:wi nning percentage <) .

bn'{jhe ot.qElr hand, the non....letter winners at Evansville"
':' ,'"

Ball state, Butler, Canterbury, Manohester, Oakland
; ...

winners

C:ttyand. out-ot-state oolleges relative to winning peroentages,

the range is very narrow with the letter winners having the
;'." ~

"

These'data are sighted on the basis of olass size of high

schdol~ Table IV relates to the letter winners and Table V

per~ains to the non-letter winners in basketball ..

Tnoomparing the letter winners with the non-letter

Basketball. Data relating to basketball are presented

in Tables IV and V. The Tables show the distribution of

o6ioheSfrom eaoh respeotive oollege and the sport that they

are ooaohing.. Life reoords and winning peroentages are shown ..

relating to winning peroentages are in tavor of the letter

winners in tootball~ ~his may be a result of the faot that

the largest peroent§.ge of returns were from letter winners"

have a slight edge on the non....letter winners relative to the

winning pe.roentageo Also, the out-ot-state letter winners

have a better winning peroentage than the non-letter winnerso

On the other hand,the DePauw letter winners do not

have as great a winning peroentage as the non-letter winners"

It must be pointed out that ~he most signitioant data



TABLE IV

NillfBER, RECORD AND WINNING PERCENTAGES '. OF LETTER WINNERS COACHING BASKETBALL
IN INDIANA CLASSIFIED BY COLLEGE AND SCHOOL SIZE

Number by No Record
class size ree- l II III IV V Total

College I 11111 IV V ord vf L at W L % W L % w L % w L % VI L %/0

Anderson 1 1 2 3 4000 2 3 400 0
Ball State 14 2 5 12 2 79 77 50..6 29 38 43.3 94 98 48.. 95 219 39 84.9 250 163 60.5 671 415 61..8
Butler 2 2 4 5 7 7 8 15 3408 269 382 43 ..8 243 93 72.3 435 211 67.3 324 196 620/0 1270 807 61...1
Canterbury 3 1 2 1 1 199 74 72.1 280 165 71.55 420 250 6207 300 III 73.0 1199 600 66.6
DePauw 1 1 2 55 50 520 4 39 51 43.3 416241 63.3 510 .342 59..9
Earlham. 2 1 1 83 62 57 0 2 44 10 81.. 5 121 72 63.8
Evansville 1 2 1 2 65 21 75.6 34 104 24.6 99 125 4402
Franklin 1· 3 11 1 12 24 3303 119 86 58.0 52 44 540 2 151 72 6707 334 226 59ft6
Hanover 1 6 5 1 2 25 59 29 0 8 536 281 65.6 312 196 61.4 fS73 536 61.95
Huntington 1 1 3 17 30 36..2 21 21 5000 208 91 69.. 6 246 142 6304
Indiana

Central 813 13 1 3 25.0 53 49 51096 7 15 310$ 430 120 780 2 491 187 72.4
Indiana

State 2 9 9 5 3 106 101 51.2 804 648 55.4 1003 1258 44.4 732 362 66.9 2645 23695208
Indiana
University 3 2 4 5 3 52 45 53.6 68 69 49.6 187 III 62075 597 284 67 ..8 2058 509 80.2

Manchester 6 3 1 274 249 52 4 4 268 87 7505 202 102 66.4 744 411 64.4
Oakland

City 4 3 11 1 452 369 55.05 250 187 57 ..2 120 75 6105 822 531 60.8
Notre Dame 1 260 104 710 4 260 104 71.4
Purdue 2 3 3 22 2 24 4 85.7 12 10 5405 67 34 66.3 241 38 8604 305 196 60 0 9 649 282 6907
St. Joseph 1 1 1 11 1 '30 35 46,,15 13 7 65.0 71 38 65.1 87 50 63 .. 5 201 130 60..7
Taylor 1 12 12 500 0 12 12 50,,0
Valparaiso 2 1 2 81 88 47.8 11 10 520 4 117 108 5208 209.206 50.4
vlabash 1 1
Out-of-

State 3 4 13 9 9 7 87 55 61.3 189 '137 58.0 879 498 63 0 8. 610 218 73.7 451 317 5807 2216 1225 6404 ~

-
Total 15632 9234 62.9



NWJlber by No Record
class .size rec- I II III IV V Tota~

College eIII III IV V oro W L % W L % W L % W L % W L % W L %

TABLE V

NUMBER,RECORD.AND WINNING PERCENTAGES OF' NON-LETTERWINII!1mS COACHING BASKETBALL
. 'IN INDIANA CLASSIFIED BY COLLEGE .AND SCHOOL SIZE

107 74 59.1

987 727 57..9
158 '94 62,,7

10 18 35.7
51.7 1762 1105 61.;
47.5 311 276 52.98

570 298 65.7
6 .+6 2703

60 51 54..1
137 81 62.8
144 145 49.8

6 16 27.3

137 81 62.8

105 73 55,,9

60 51 54.1

139 14.5 48.9

10 18 35.7
95 104 47.7521337 60.7 748 346 68~4 105 98

219 198 52.5 64 47 57.7 28 31
570 298 65.7

23 10 6907 56 30 65,,1 6 23 20.7 85 63 57.4
14 10 58.3 14 10 58.3

16 13 55.2 270 166 610 9 11 16 40.7 8 17 320 0 47 92 33G8 352 304 53.7

16 23 410 0 73 57 560 2 89 80 5207
14 8 63 ..6 14 8 63.6

18 21 460 2 106 52 67 0 1 124' 73 620 9

1 7 120 5 34 29 53096 116 91 56,,0 151 127 54..3 l\J
I-'

b7534699 580 96

2

7

1

2

2 293 226 56.5
1
1

1 2 1 66,,6

3 55 19 74.3 78 138 360 1 549 403 57.7 305 167 64,,6
3 156 72 6804 2 22 8.3

1 5 0 100,,0

4 144 222 3903 532 302 63 0 8 254 195 .5606 439 277 6103 303 153 66;>4 1672 1149 59,,3

Total

Ander-son 1
Ba.ll state 9 8 52
Butler 5 1
CanterburY;
DePa.uw 1
Earlham
Evansville 1
Frank1.in 1
Hanover 1. 3
Huntington

,India.na
Central 1 3

Indiana.
State 912 5 62

Indiana
University '2 5 7 3

Manchester 1 1 2, 1
Oakland

City 3 4 1
NotreDa.me 1
Purdue 5 6 2 2 1
st. Joseph
Taylor 1 1
Va.lparaiso 1
~'laba.sh 1 11
Out-of-

State 1 2: 11



The most significant difference in terms of winning ,

percentages in basketball is the letter winners of Indiana

Unive.rsity, Notre Dame and Purdue having a higher percentage

than the non-letter winnerso

Again, unless five coaches from a respective college

returned records the data were not c,onsidered significant o

Baseballo Baseball data are presented in Tables VI

and VIlo The number of coaches from the respective colleges

are shown in terms of class size 'of high school where the

respective coaches are coachingo Also, the records and

winning percentages of the coaches of the various colleges

are presented relative to class size of high schoolo The

data of the letter·winners are shown in Table VI and the non

letter winners a,re presented in Table VII.

In analyzing the baseball data, unless five coaches of

ea.ch respective college returned records, the data were not

cbnsidE)red significant •

. Comparatively speaking the letter winners of Indiana

state,.Undiana University, Manchester, Purdue anq out-of-st;te

colleges have a slightly better winning percentage than the
.'.,

nc:m-lettEj;rwinners of the respective colleges.
, .' ......•

Ball state, Butler Indiana Central and Oakland City

letterii'WiI1~ersdo>l10t ha.ve as, high a. win!ling as the non-letter

winners from those respective colleges.



TABLE VI

NUNBJI:R,RECORD.ANDWINNINGLPERCENTAGES .OF LETTER WINNERS COACHING BASEBALL
IN INDIANA CLASSIFIED BY COLLEGE AND SCHOOL SIZE

Ntunber by No Record
class size rec- I II ttl IV V Total.

College III III IV V ord W L % w· L % w L % w L % w L % w L %.

Anderson 1 1
Ball State 1 5 .3 12 3 10 10 50..0 22 27 44.9 15 11 57..7 47 48 55.:3
Butler 1 2 2 3 1 3 8 27.3 76 119 38.97 152 49 75.6 305 117 7~.3 536 354 60,,2
Canterbury '4 1 2 2 137 66 67..5 151 29 83.. 9 99 35 73.. 9 387 130 75..8
DePauw .,
Earlham 2 ?-7 13 67 .. 5 27 13 67.. 5
Evansville 1 1 2 2 7 6 53.8 13 14 48..1 20 20 50..0
Franklin 3 .3 1 5 66 41 61.7 66 41 61..7
Hanover 1 5 1 2 6 1 85..7 54 29 65.1 17 8 68..0 77 38 66.95
Huntington 1 1 3 40 16 7104 11 13 45..8 217 44 83..1 268 69 79.5
Indiana

Central 1 4 21 1 6 o 100..0 46 29 618,3 338 253 57.5 15 5 75..0 405 287 58.. 5
Indiana

State 1 3 3 3 3 38 28 57.. 6 227 118 65.8 402 88 82..0 667 33466,,6
Indiana
University 1 2 2 3 4 17 8 68..0 0 2 0,,0 46 14 92.. 0 191 110 63.. 5 254 134 65.5

l-fanchester 5 .3 '? 1 230 94 70 .. 95 98 32 75..4 60 47 56 ..1 388173 69,,2
Oakland

City.' 3 3 2 2 40 28 58.. 8 27 17 6104 153 119 56.3 220 164 5703
Notre Dame
Purdue 1 2 5 1 .3 17 14 80.95 39 25 60.9 71 17 80.7 216 17 92.7 343 59 85,,3
St. Joseph 1 1 15 18 45.. 5 46 28 62..2 61 46 57,,0
Taylor 1 71 31 69,,6 71 31 69.6
Valparaiso 2 22 18 55..0 22 18 55..0
Wabash 2: 1 145 61 70.4 145 61 70.4
Out-of-

State 138 4 6 7 29 18 61..7 2, 6 25.0 222 125 72.. 9, 76 44 63 ..3 135 112 54.. 5 459 261 63.8
~

"m

Total 1

4463 2281 66 ..2



TABLE VII

lIJUMBER, RECORD AND VJINNINGJ;>ERCENTAGESOF NON....LETTER WINNERS COACHING BASEBALL
IN INDIANA CLASSIFIED BY COLLEGE AND SCHOOL SIZE

Anderson
Ball State: 6 7 8 84 5 121 92 56..8 94 72 56~6 17 44 69.8 116 63 64",,8 162 160 50..3 664 461 59,a
Butler 123 11 4- 9 1 90 0 0 31 35 49.. 96 25 3 89,,3 65 39 62~5
Can~erburY 31 2 85 59 59,,0 85 59 59,,0
DePauw 2 1 15 3 83 ..3 15 . ,3 8303
Earlham
Evansviller 1 11 1 7 7 500 0 16 14 53,.,,3 23 21 52..3
Franklin 2 2
Hanover 5 1 67 56 54.. 5 67 56 5405
Huntington
Indiana -

Central 3 1 J. 3 1 1. 24 20 5405 26 8 76,,5 80 56 5808 22 1.9 53,,7 152 103 59G6
Indiana

Sta.te 6117 6 3 6 70 55 56..0 361 140 420 5 128 66 65097 150 86 63.6 71 61 53 ..8 700 408 65,.,,7
Indiana
University 1 5 5 1 3 36 26 58..1 120 48 71..4 4444 500 0 200 li8 62.. 9

Manchester 2 3 2 2 1411 56.0 21 32 39..6 64 23 73 ..6 99 -66 60.0
Oakland

City 3 2 1. 1 1 16 10 61.. 5 33 15 68,,8 2 o 100..0 51 25 67..1
Notre Dame: 2 167 95 63.. 7 167 95 63.7
Purdue 43 4- 11 5 76 52 5904 49 23 6801 69 28 71,,1 48 15 76.2 242 118 6ft.,2
St. Joseph 2 1 1 3 23 18 6005 17 16 51.5 40 34 54,,1
Taylor 1 8 4 66.6 8 4 66,,6
Valparaiso' 11 1 10 5 66 ..6 10 7 58..8 26 35 42,,6 46 47 49f/5
Wabash :1 1 19 11 63 ..3 129 88 59,,4 148 99 59.. 91
Out....of-

State 3 -2 3. 7 4 6 5 31 13,,9 71 29 71.0, 97 91 51..6 206 114 64.. 4 378 265 58..8 l\)
+:-

Total 3230 2021 610 9



Purdue and Manohester have the most signifioant dif- "

ferenoe in winning percentages relative to letter winners and

non-Iette~ winners with letter winners havang the higher per-

oentage o

Traok~ Data relating to traok are presented in Tables

VIII and IX... The Tables list the oolleges and number of ooaohes

by class size of high sohool. The reoord and winning peroent

age is likewise presented aooording to olass size of high

sohoolo Table VIII pertains to the letter winners and Table

IX relates to non-letter winners o

In analyzing Tables VIII and IX the out-of-state letter

winners have a muoh higher winnting peroentage than the non-·

le.tter winners 0

The greatest number of returns were reoeived from the

non"';letter winners, however, neither the letter winners nor

ther non-letter will..ners returned aotual records to the extent

that ~~ey were considered signifioant o This is especially

applicab1e<to the letter winners of the Indiana Oolleges/>

Miscellaneous" Table X presents data pertaining to

(1) c±,osscOuntry, (2) golf, (3) swimming, (4) tennis, and

( 5) wI'ces·tlingo

The number of cbachesfrom the Indiana Colleges and

out"'o~;"'st#t:e oOlle~es is shown relative to letter winners and

non-lettervdnners.. Also, the number of qoaches, letter and.
,..,','



TABLE VIII

I\1ill1BER,RECORD Ai>JDWIIIJNING PERCENTAGES OF LETTER WINNERS COACHING TRACK
IN IN'DIANA C;LASSIFIED BY COLLEGE Al'ID SCHOOL SIZE

Nurnberby No· Record
class size rec.... I II III IV V Total

College I II III IV V ·ord W L % W L % W L % W L % W L % VI L %

l\)
C1'

105 53 66.5

900 390 71.5

14 3 23,,5 14 3 23 .. 5

4S 16 75.0 3E57 155 71..4

4S 22 6S.. 6
9 8 52.. 94 9 8 520 94

140 20 E5705 140 20 S7;5

24 4 S5.. 7 24' '4 8507

36 4 90.0 36 4 90.. 0
16 14 53.3 36 38 48..6

5 1 83 ..3 9 10 47.4

20 16 55.6 121 36 77.1 141 52 71 ..1

40 21 65 .. 6

95 41 69.9

20 24 45.5

48 22 68.6

4 9 30"S

10 12 45 .. 5

40 21 65.6

146 . 30 S2.95 60 40 60.0 133 69 65.59

1

4 63 3

1 1 .12 4
2 1 2

2 1 2
1 1

1 1 1
11 2

2 1
2 3 1

1 2 1 2

1 2 3 3

1 1 2
3 1 2

1 1

1 2 3 4

Total

Anderson
Ball State
Butler
Canterbury
DePauw
Earlham
Evansville
Franklin
Hanover
Huntingt9n
Indiana

Central
Indiana

State
Indiana
University

Manchester
Notre Dame
Oakland

. City
Purdue
St. Joseph
Taylor
Valparaiso
II/abash
Out-of-

State



TABLE IX

NUMBER, RECORD AND WINNING PERCEI\J'"TAGES OF NON-LETTER vITNNERS COACHING TRACK
IN INDIANA . CLASSIFIED BY COLLEGE .AND SCHOOL SIZE

N:wupeJ7 by N<:>. Record
olasss1.ze rec- . I II III IV V Total

"College ITI III IV V ord W L % W L % W L % W L % TN L % Vi t %

Anderson 1 1
Ball State 4 7 5 21 ·10 27 14 6509 17 18 48..6 30 30 50.0 4 3 57.1 2 5 2$.6 00 70 53..3
Butler 3 2 11 3 23 10 69.7 64 14 82..1 66 4 94..3 153 28 84$5
Canterbu.ry- 1 1
DePa:u.w· .

'~ .~

Earlham .
Evans'v:i.lle 2 1 2 :3 12 20.0 :3 12 20.0
Franklin . 1 1 2
HanOver .' ..•. ....1, .4 3 1 4 53 28 6501 25 25 50,,0 15 2 88..2 93 55 62.8
HUhtingj:.on 113 1 10 4 71.4 77 20 79,,4 87 24 78..4
Indiana .

Centra.l 1 1 2 27 66 2900 27 66 29..0
Indiana -

State.·. ·'5 9 8 '83 15 41 33 55..4 93 42 68,,9 21 17 5503 76 53 5,8.. 9 70 16 81..4 301 161 650 2
IndiaIla.~ . ...
University 3 4 3 7 3 11 22 33..3 48 10 82..8 80 00 50..0 364 111 76.6 503 223 69..3

Manchester .1 1 ·5 11 3 28 10 75 ..7 2 3 40,,0 94 64 59.. 5 72 40 6403 196117 62..6
Oakland·

City ... ' .2 4 5 8 11 42,,1 8 11 42.1
Notre Da.>ne .
Purdue •• 4 2 3 2 1 6 4 4 50..0 26 26 50,,0 14 7 66,,6 6 7 46..2 50 44 53 Q 2
St. Joseph 2 2 1 4 3 19 13.6 :3 19 13,,6
Taylor ....•.. 1 1
Valparaiso 1 30 12 71,,4 20 4 8303 50 16 75.. 8
Wabash 1 1
Out-of..;.;

N
State 2 6 4 2 8 6 33 15.4, 40 32 55,,6 16 7 69.6 62 72 46..3 -J

"
Total 1616 918 63,,7



NUMBER OF LETTER VIIN:N":ERS AND NON-LETTER WINNERS OOACHING ]\,[INOR SPORTS
. ' IN LWDIAN.4:CLASSIFIEn BY OOLL"EGES

TABLE X

l\)
(Xl.

2
3 36
3 " 12

3
I
4.
6
1
7
2
8

34
. 17

3
5
6

24
1
1
5
2

3 33

24 213

5

5
2

2
I

1
1
1 1
8 3
4 2
I
1
2 1
2 5

33

Non-Letter Winners

17 4- 4
4 I

3
I
2 1

3

2 I
1

I 2
13 4'

6 2
I
2

1 1
8 4 1

1
I

3 2
1

17 6 1

-
'67 37 8

Cross Swim- Wres- To-
country Golf ming Tennis tling tal

5

12

4

I

2

I

2

4

I

2

4

Letter Winners

2

7

1

17

Gross swim- Wres-
country Golf ming Tennis tlingQollege

Total

And.erson
Bail state
Butler' '
canteroury
DePauw'
Earlham
Evansville'
Franklin
Hanover
Huntingt°rl
Indiana. Central

. Ihdiana state
Indiana.,UrliveJ;'sity
Manchester'
Oakland., CitY
Notre Dame
Purdue
Bt.Joseph
Taylor
Valparaiso
Wabash"
Out",:"of';;State
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non~letter winners, is distributed into the respective sports o

It.must be pointed out that unless a college has five

coaches distributed among these sports the data were not con

sidered significant ..

According to Table X, Ball state, Butler, Indiana state,

Indiana University, Purdue and out-or-state colleges, perhaps,

have the most coaches coaching these five sports. It is also

significant to note that the majority of these coaches are

non-letter winners in the sport that they are coaching..

The remaining colleg~s, likewise, have more non-letter

winners than letter winners coaching these sports, according

to Table Xo

It is interesting to note that cross country is the

only sport that has coaches distriputed among all classifica

tionsof high schools~ Golf, swimming, tennis and wrestl;i.ng

,coachel3 are distributed among high schools classified. II

;through Y. Olassification IV and V, perhaps, have the larger

percentage of these coaches/)

III" SUMMARY

In this chapter, thewrit.erhas related the sources

of and ·presen.ted.thedata found in. ,Dlakingth;i.s stUdy..

·It·· was mentioned that the·, questl011na:tre metho.d ,of .. ,

samplingwase.mployed 'inmalcingt;hiElstudy" ':Pb.eperqentage

of returns was 50 .. 6.0 Q:pthe 694,qL1.estionnaires sent out 351
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were returned ..

The writer has presented these data in tabular form

with a brief description preceding the table and an analysis

following each table o

The tables list the colleges and show the distripution

of coaches from these colleges accor.ding to the class size of

the high school where the coaches are coaching e In classi

fying the high schools~ the Indiana High Sohool Athletic

Association classification ot sob,ool by size was usedo Data

in this chapter pertained to the following sports: (1) foot

ball; (2) basketball; (3) baseball; (4) track; (5) oross

country; (0) golf; (7) swimming; (8) tennis; (9) wrestling.

The major findings indicated that the coaches trom the

four ~tate colleges; (1) Ball state Teachers College, (2)

Indiana state Teachers Oollege, (3) Indiana-University, (4)

Purdue,University; and the out-ot-state colleges returned the

largest nwnbers at questionnaires o The total nwnber of coaches

represented in this study were 17930

In relation to the total winning percentages in the

four major sports, it was found that the letter winners in

football have a winning percentage of 5709 as compared to a

45.2 winningper.oentage of the non-letter winners I>

The basketball coaches who were, letter winners have a

winning peroen.tage of 6209 as compared to the non"'letter

winners, winningpe~centage of 58 0 90 0



The baseball ooaohes who were letter winners have a

winning peroentage of 66.2 and the non-letter winners have a

winning peroentage of 61.90

In relation to the traok ooaohes winning peroentages,

the letter winners have a 71 .. 5 winning peroentage as oompared

to a 630.7 winning peroentage of the lfon-letter winners"

The total number of ooaohes, ooaohing minor sports,

represented in this stu~y are 2130 The four state oolleges

and out-of-state oolleges supply the majority of these ooaches.



CHAPTER IV

B'UMMARY, CONCLUSION:S, AND RECOMIvlENDATIONS

Summary.. It was the purpose of this study (1) to com

pare the relative success of college letter men with that of

non~letter men in coaching in Indiana High schools; (2) to

compare the success of Indiana state Teachers College gradu

ates to men graduated from other colleges; (3) to determine

the percentage of Indiana coaches, supplied by each Indiana

College and out-of-state colleges; and (4) to show the number

and grade level that athletio ooaohes are employed in Indiana

schools ..

The questionnaire method of sampling was employed to

obtain data for the problem. The questionnaire, endeavoring

to secure information concerning the coaching staff relative

t6fac'tors affeoting sucoess, was sent to 694 high school

p:r:tncipals in Indiana.. The percentage of returns was 5006 ..

The following sports were inoluded in the study: (1) football,

(2)baskE3tba.l:L, (3}baseball, (4) track, (5) oross country, ~

(6) 'golf, (';7') swimming, (8) tennis, and (9') wrestling"

It was found that there has been :flo research direotly .

reia£~d tothis'stu.'dyo Studies indlrectly related' and .other

related literature were'referred toih1naking thissttldyo

The'wFitar prese'nted'tfield.a'ta'f'br each sp6rtintabular

:f'brm'wi tb. & brief ue'sCript'ion' preCeding 'the ·table '8:hdan'
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analysis followmng each table" The tables list the co lleges

and show the distribution of coaches according to the class

size' of high schooL. The Indiana HighSchool Athletic

Association classificati,on of school by size was utilized in

classifying the high schools" The tables showed the life

record and winning percentage of the. high school coaches

represented in this studyo Also, the distribution of co~ches

at the reserve and elementary teams is comparatively low in

relation to the number of non-letter winners&

To summarize the major findings, this stUdy represents

1793 coaches in Indiana schools. Of the 1191 high school

coaches represented, 501 did hot return a record. Of the

othE3r 602.coaches, 506 were varsity reserve and freshmen

coaches and 96 were elementEirycoachaso
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Oakland City, Notr~ Dame, st. Joseph, Taylor, Valparaiso and,

Wabash account for the other 23.3 per cent of the coaches

represented in this studyo

For the purpose o:fanalyzing the data, unless there

were at 1east 5 returns from a respective co lIege that pro

vided records, the writer did not consider the data signifi

cant ..

In relation to football, the most significant data

collected were in relation to letter winners. However, th~

Butler, Indiana state;l Indiana University and out-of-sta.te

letter winners have a better winning perc~ntage than the non

letter winners from those colleges. With regard to the total

winning percentages in football, the letter winners have a

5709 winning percentage as compared to a 45,,2 winning percent

/?-ge of the non-letter winners.

,Data pertaining to basketball is more extensive than

f.o9tball .• It was found that the letter winnerS! of Ball state,

B\1tler, Canterbury, Indiana, Manchester, Notre Dame, Oakland

City and Purdue have a higher. winIlingpercentage than the non

lette.r winners.'

Non~lett~r winners of Franklin, Indiana. state and Val- .

paraiso have a higher wi:n.ning'p~rcentagetha:n.thelett~r

winur;;rsfrom thosecollegeso

The basketba,llco.l3.cl1eswho were. letter ..winners, have

a wiIlE,ing percentage ofp2f)c9 as compared tot.he non-letter



,....•. ,

35

winners winning percentage of 58 0 96.

The ~uantity of data considered significant in base-

ball is not as great as in basketball due to small ~uantity

of record returnedo However, comparatively speaking, the

letter winners of Indiana state, Indiana University, Manchester,

Purdue and out-of-state colleges have a better winning per

oentage than the non-letter winners e

The non-letter w~nners in baseball have a higher winning

percentage than the letter winners from Ball state, Butler~

Indiana Central and Oakland City.

The baseball coaches who were letter winners have a

winning percentage of 66.2 and the non";'letterwinners have a

winning percentage of 61.,90

In relation to track, the coaches who were non-letter

winners from Indiana colleges have the advantage in number of

returns, but, neither the letter winners nor the non-letter

winners returned actual records to the extent that they could

be considered significant in this study.,

However, the letter winners from out-of-state colleges

have a higher winning percentage than the non-letter winners

who are coaching track in Indiana high schools ..

.With regard to the records that were returned, in track,

the letter winners have a tota1.- winning percentage of 71.,5 as

compared to a winning percentage of 6;307 of the non-letter

winners ...
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Finally, the data ~elative to the minor sports were

presentedo The four state colleges and out-of-state colleges

have supplied the majority of these coaches. It should be

pointed out that the majority of these coaches.were non-letter

winners in college.

Also, the other Indiana colleges have more non-:better

winners than letter winners coaching the minor sportso

Cross country is the only sport the.t has coaches o.is

tributed among all classifications of high s.chool. Golf,.

swimming, tennis and wrestling coaches are distributed among

high schools classified II through V. The largest pBrcentage

of these coaches are coaching in high schools classified. IV

and Vo

Conclusionso The following conolusions were based on

351 returns out of possible 694:

1. In football, the letter winners having a winning

percentage of 5709 are more successful in coaching football

than non-letter winners who have a winning percentage of 4502.

2. In basketball, the letter winners have. a winning

percentage of 6209 as compared to a 58096 winning percentage

of non-letter winners coaching basketball. Therefore, the

letter winners are more succeSSful.

30 The· letter winners in baseba.ll with a winning per

centage of 66.2 are more succe~sful in coaching baseball in
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highschool than non-letter winners who have a winning percent-

age of 61.9"

4. Likewise in track, the letters with a winning per

centage of 71.5 are more successful in coaching track in high

school than non-letter winners who have a winning percentage

of 63ft7.

5. Letter winners graduated from Indiana state are

more successful in coaching football in Indiana high schools

than letter winners from Anderson,J Ball state, DePauw, Hanover,

Indiana Celltral, Purdue and Valparaiso ..

6. Letter winners graduated from Butler, Evansville,

Franklin, Indiana University, Manchester, Notre Dame, st.

Joseph, Wabash and out-of-state colleges are more successful

in c04ching football in Indiana high schools than letter

winners graduated from Indiana state.

,7.. Non-letter winners graduated from Indiana state

are more successful in coaching football in Indiana high

schools than non-letter winners graduated from Butler, Indiana

Univer.si.ty,andout-ot-state colleges ..

8.' DePauw, graduates who are non-letter winners are

more successfulih coach:tng'football in Ifidiana high schools I

than non-letter .graCiuatesfromIn.diana state ..

9. Incliana state letter winners are more successful

in coaching basketball.in.InCiianahigh schools/than letter

winners .• graduated . from AndersOn, Evahsville,Taylor and
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10. Letter winners graduated from Ball state, Butler,

Canterpury, DePauw, Earlham, Franklin, Hanover, Huntington,

Indiana Central, Indiana University, Manchester, Oakland Cit;y,

Notre Dame, Purdue, sto Joseph and out-of-state oolleges are

more successful in coaching basketb~ll in Indiana high schools

than letter winners graduated from Indiana state.

11. Non-letter.winners graduated from Indiana state

are more suocessful in coaching basketball in Indiana high

sohools than non.-lett;er winners graduated from Anderson,

Butler, DePauw, Evansville, Hanover, Indiana Central, Indiana

University, Oakland City, Notre Dame, Purdue, Taylor and out

of-state oolleges.

12. Non-letter winners graduated from Ball state,

Canterbury, Franklin, Manchester, Valparaiso and Vvabash are

more successful in ooaching basketball in Indiana high sohools

than non-letter winners graduated from Indiana state.

13. Indiana State graduates who were letter winners

are more sucoessful in coaching baseball in Indiana high

sohools than letter winners who graduated from Ball state,

Butler, Evansville, ]'ranklin, Indiana Central, Indiana

University, Oakland City,S'G\. Joseph, Va,lparaisoand out-of

state ..

14,; Letter winners gracluated from} CanterburY"EarlhBm,

:a:anover,H1..J.:ritingtoii, MahchesterrPurdtle ,TEl.ylor ,>andWabash
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are more successful in coaching baseball in Indiana high

schools than letter winners graduated from Indiana state o

150 Non-letter winners graduated from Indiana state

are more successful in coaching baseball in Indiana high

schools than non-letter winners graduated from Ball state,

Butler, Canterbury, Evansville, HanQver, Indiana Oentral,

Indiana University, Manchester, Notre Dame, st" Joseph,

Wabash and out-of-stat~ colleges"

16 0 Non-letter winners g~aduated from DePauw, Oakland

City, Purdue and Taylor are more successful in coaching base

ball than non-letter winners graduated from Indiana state.

17. Indiana state graduates who were letter winners

are more successful in coaching track than letter winners

graduated from Ball state, Butler, Hanover, Indiana Central,

Manchester, Purdue and Wabash.

18. ~etter winners graduated from Canterbury, Earlham,

.. :Franklin and out ....of .... state colleges are more successful than

letter winners graduated from Indiana state"

190 Indiana state g;raCius.tes who were non-letter winI;l.ers

are more sucoessful in coaching track in Indiana high schools

thf:ll1nol1-:I..etterwinner gracl\lt'l tes fr01ll Ball state, Evansville,'

Hanover, Incl~anSl Centra.l, MarJ.chestE3r, Oakland city, Purdue,

i$toc0oseph,·, and<ot1t~O:f'~sta te 9011ege§"

..,.20 o·l\19n:r1E3tt e1;'\winnE3:rs, grad~atedfrom .Butl\3r, Hu.p:ting

;,to:n,:rrJ.liiana vnive;r~~t;yanc.l.yalpa:t'ais9arerno:rE3successful ,in ..
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coaching track in Indiana high schools than non-letter winner

graduates from Indiana state.

21. Ball state supplies 305 or 17 per cent of the 1793

Indiana coaches represented in this studyo

22Q Of the 1793 Indiana coaches represented in this

study, 265 or 14.8 per cent are supplied by Indiana stateo

23. Out-of-state colleges supply 250 or 1309 per cento

240 The four state colleges supply 862 or 48.1 per

cent of the Indiana coaches represented in this study.

250 Of the 1793 coaches represented in this study,

506 or 2802 per cent are coaching reserve or freshmen teams.

26. Ninety-seven or 5.3 per cent of these coaches are

coaching the elementary level.

27. The majority of the coaches coaching minor sports

were non-letter winners in college.

280 Eighty-four or 2904 per cent of the 213 coaches

coaching minor sports are cross country coaches.

290 The four state colleges supply the majority of

the coaches coaching minor sports.

300 The majority of the football coaches represented

in this study were from IV and V class size schools.

31., Winning a football letter in college is a major

factor in employing varsity football coaches in high school.

,32. The large high sc~ools; 'probablYll have a tendency

to emplo.y college letter wipners as varsity high school, coaches.
, ....." " " .. .",', " ," "
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33" Unless a coach has been successful statistically',

he probably does not remain in the profession for any length

of time ..

34" To really evaluate the relationship of partici

pation and coaching, information concerning the coaches high

school sports participation, as well-as college participa

tion, would be ~aluable.

Reco.mmendati~o The writer recognizes this study

essentially as a survey and he relates the following reoommen

dations as a follow up to this study:

1" The Indiana colleges might present service certifi

cates to all graduates with twenty years or more in the coach

ing field; head, reserve, elementary or any combination of the

same.

2.. Twenty year certificate winners, who did not win

a letter as an undergraduate may be made an honorary member

of the Alumni Letter Ments Association ..

30 sport century clubs and half century clubs may be

formed and certificates be awarded head coaches who qualify

with the sufficient number of wins.

4. century certificates could be given basketball ..

50 Half century certificates could be awarded in all

other sports beginning with fifty"

6.. It might be well if this plan was progressive and

coaches be awarded additional oertificates as they qualified
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for theme

70 The colleges might offer courses in each sport to

compensate for the coaches who do not participate in varsity

sports in college.

8. Finally, then, the present study indicates the

need for further research relative to other factors contribu

ting to success. The writer, recognizes this study as the

beginning, and hopes t~at further study be directed toward

the relative success of coaching high school athletes o
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INDIANA STATE TEACB:ERS COLLEGE

TERRE: HAUTE J rNDI~IlliA

Dear·Sir:

Each year a-t Indiana State we graduate approximately
sixty men who have qualified for teaching and coachingo

Many of these men do not have sUfficient athletic
ability to maintain a position on an athletio squad and to
earn a letter. The enolosed questionnaire is an attempt to
evaluate the comparative sucoess in coaching. The results
will be used in planning our coaching courses at Indiana
State.

We hope thatyoLl will feel our project is worthy of
the imposition on your valuable time and will greatly appre
ciate you having the questionnaire completed and returned to
uso

Sincerely YOl~S,

John ~o Longfellow
Athletic Director

jn

Enclosure
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BASKETBALL

Head Basketball Ooaoh ----------------------
Oollege _

Year graduated Letters won in sport

Years as head ooaoh Life record: Won Lost-----

Junior High Basketball Ooach ------
College _, _

Year graduated

Years as head coach

Seoond Team Basketball Ooach -------------------
Oollege

Year graduated Letters won in sport

Years as head ooach Life reoord as head ooach:

Won Lost

Freshman Basketball Ooach ------------------
College _

Year graduated Letters won in sport _

Years as head ooaoh Life reoord as head ooach:

Won Lost

____________ Letters won in sport

______- Life record as head coach:

Won Lost

Grade school basketball coaches: No. lettering in sport

College

........ __ - Oollege __.........,_~ - ___

______...... .........__ .........,.........___,...... Oollege _ .................. ...... '":"""""'"

___________-- ---------_------- 00lIege -----""~ -----..:.--....

__.........__ .................................~__ (Jolle;ge ......__........ ..............__...,......
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FOOTBALL

Head Football Ooach

Oollege

Year graduated Letters won in sport

Years as head coach Life reoord: Won Lost

Second Team Football Ooach ~ __

College

Year graduated Letters won in sport

Years as head coaoh Life record as head ooach:

Won Lost

Freshman Football Ooach ___

Oollege

Year graduated Let ters won in sport

, Years as head coach Life record as head coach:-------
Won Lost

Years as head coach
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BASEBALL

Head Baseball Coach

College

Year graduated Letters won in sport

Years as head coach Life record: Won Lost------
Second Team Baseball Coach _

College

Year graduated Letters won in sport

Years as head coach Life record as head coach:

Won Lost

Freshman Baseball Coach

College

Year graduated Letters won in sport

Years as head coach Life record as head coach:

Won Lost

Junior High Baseball Coach ~ __

COllege _

Year graduated . Letters won in sport

Years as head coach Life record as head coach:

Won Lost
-'

Number lettering in sport_

. ........__ College

______________........ College

_______________----------..............-- College . ........ ...............___

______------------- --................................. College

_-:- ~__.......-- ----_:_.......--- College
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TRACK

Head Track Coach ....... . _

College

Year graduated Letter won in sport

Years as head coach Lite record: Won-----
Second Team Track Coach

College

Year graduated Letters won in sport

Years as head coach Life record as head coaoh:

Won Lost

Freshman Track Coach

College . _

Year graduated Letters won in sport _

Year;'as head coach Life record as head coach:-----
Won Lo~t

Junior High School Track Coach

College

Year graduated

Year.s as head coach
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.' •• • ',:1",'" ..
.. ~ '" .~ .. " .

",. ," ~ ." ,I",,~. :

.......... ' ..
:... )' .o!I' ~ 011" '"
..... J -J.• ., ..

• ) .. -..... :ool ..

Letters won
in sport

Letters won
in sport _

Title

.~ ':: 1 .,.~ .,).~ ,\ ":. :"',j
oj ,)) --, ,J):',' ~." ') :I ~

) --,), --,.... -')" .'. f
l' -., ., -, ) --, ) i • .j

School

Year
Graduated

~uestionnaire completed by

Head Wrestling Coach -=~ ----~~~-----------
Year Letters won

College Graduated in sport _

Head Swimming Coach ~--__------~~~-----------
Year Letters won

College Graduated in sport _

College

Head Tennis Coach ~~...;;..-----....,~';"""';"""--------
Year Letters won

Graduated in sport

Head Golf Coach

College

College
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