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CHAPTER I o
THE PROBLEM AND IIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

The opportunity to participate on a varsity athletic
team is of much concern to young coaches graduating from
oollegeo fany coaches graduating f;om college today have
not participated on a varsity athletic team, This the writer
feels, may be & handicap in securing the initial coaching

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

~ lacks experience of playing the game that he is going to

teaoh this may influence success or fallure. On the other
hand, it may be that the varsity letter winner with athletic
taienttlaoks teaching potential relative to instilling this
taleﬁt into others, Hence, if student coaches are greatly
\handioapped by non-varsity experience in college, additional
theory oourses perhaps could be offered them to compensate

lack of partlcipatlono

I. THE PROBLEM

Statement of the problem. It was the purpose of this

study (l) e compare the relative success of oollege letter
men With that of non=letter men 1n coaching in Indiana high
schools;l(z)ﬂtO'compare the success of Indiana State Teachers
Gollege graduates to men. graduated from other colleges, (3)

to determlne the percentage of Indlana coaches supplied by
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each Indiana college and out of state colleges; (4) to show,
the number and grade level that athletic coaches are employed

in Indiarna schools.

Importanoe of the study. Many books and articles have

~ been written on the (1) psychology of coaching; (2) techniques

and methods of coaching various sports; and (3) philosophy of
great coéohese It is the opinion of the writer that many

factors contribute to the success of a coach such as person-

»ality, enthu51asm, sense of fair: play, superlor teaching

ability and W1lllngness to put in the hours required to ful-
full the obllgations ooherent to coachlng athletlc teams,
waever, the writer believes that many times a coach's success
1s determined by his won and loss record, |

| ‘“ﬁ To the knowledge of the writer no specific research
conoerning the success of coaches based on varsity and non-
varsity partioipation in college has been madee Mr. John L.

Longfellow; Sro, Athletic Director, Indlana State Teachers

‘ Gollege was very 1nterested in thls study, and was of the

oplnion that thls study would aid in evaluating and plannlng
the tralnlng program for coaches at Indiana State Teachers

COllege.l R "f’, .
_‘If.h ‘:éoURcEs OF DATA:AND METEOD OF PROCEDURE

Data for the problem were obtained through the use of

'4 a questionnalre sent to 69h hlgh school principals in-: Indianao



The' questionnaire endeavored to secure the informatibn COn~
cerning the 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) track. 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 Assooiationol
Addresses of the high schools were obtained from the 1957-58

Indiana School.D’iJ:"iecft,ory.}‘2

111, ‘DELIMITATIONS AND LIMITATIONS

Delimitations. It must be polnted out that the ques-

tionnaire was sent only to Indiana High Schools. Also, the
date obtained were relative to the current coaches in Indiana

schools,

Limitations. It must be pointed out that the following

lIndiana ngh School Athletic Association, Bulletln No,

2 Vbl. 56, October, 1959, Indlanapolls, Indigna.

, 2W1lbur‘Young, Indiana School Dlrectory (Indlanapolis.
State Department of Public Instruection, 1957~ -58) . o
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limitations influence the outcomes of the study: o '

l, Possibility of receiving a biased sample relative
to gquestionnaire return,

2, The use of the questionnaire method of sampling
as the procedure for collecting data,

3s Lack of knowledge of deg?ee of competition on the
individual teams schedule,

Lo Possibility_of individuals with poor records to
give estimates rathér than actual records.

5. The use of won and loés records being the chief

evaluation of success,

6. Failure to include many coaches who have retired
from the fieldo
7. TPossibility that the record returned would be the
totalxlife record rather than the life record as a head Qodcho
8. Emphasis being on building rather than winning in
relation to teams below the varsity level.
9. Number of respondents from some schools waslso

small that‘the data secured were not considered significant2
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 IT is concerned with the review of related literature

and researcho Chapter IIT is the Presentation and Analysis
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of Data., Chapter IV relates the Summary, Conclusions and )

Recommendationg of this study.




CHAPTER II P
REVIEW OF LITERATURE
T. RESEARCH STUDIES

The purpose of this chapter is to review material re-—

lated to this study. Reliable sources indicate that there

has been no research directly reiated to this studyml Two

studies indirectly related to this study are merely mentioned

in this chapter., One study relates the experience of typical

vhigh gschool ooaches.2 The other study relates opinions of

school administrators concerning desirable and essential

qualities in ideal and successful eoaeheso3
ITI. RELATED LITERATURE

| The coach has a very important task to perform, Besides

lThesis Abstract Series, University of Indiana, School
of ‘Education, 1956, Number 8; Master's Thesis in Education,
Towa State Teachers College, School of Education, 1951-59,
Number 1-8; Master's Thesis of Indiana State Teachers College,
Lists and Classifleations from August, 19L9-March, 19609

e szron Bo Brown, "The Experlenoe of Typlcal High School
Coaches Throughout the State of Texas," (unpublished Master's
thesis, Iowa State Teachers College, Cedar Falls, 1958),

3Marion U. Graham, "A Study of Opinions of School

:Administrators Concerning Desirable and Essential Qualities

in Tdeal and Successful Coaches," (unpublished Masterts
thesis, Indiena State Teachers College, Terre Haute, 1949).




, | 7
being a good teacher he must build character and moldfperson~
alities of boys. The old objective of coaching, "To build
huge muscles and brute s’creng‘ch,"LF has changed to one of

developing skills.

Factors contributing to success. "At the present time

a coach must win games or lose his jobo"5 There are three
fields in which a coach should become more or less proficient:

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

(3) he should know something about psychologyo6

The coach as an athlete. A coach should have at least
ﬁriéd to make the team, He will gain something of vélue if
hé has‘spent.some time with the team, He will develop a
sympathetic understanding of the tasks he will ask his own
students to accom.pllsh° s o o book knowledge, knowledge of
d*agrams 1s one thing, and actually playing knowledge is an=
other."7 In other words, "a prospectlve coach ought to have

played hlS game before he tries to teach 1t n8

hUoleman R.. Grlfflth, Psychology of Coaching (New York:

 Charles ucribner's Sons, 19287, Do 30,.,,‘ i ~ .

5Ibido, Po LI»o - :

- Ipid., pe 6o
| 713%2?» Do 7o

szbidé‘
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The coach-as a physiologist. The coach need not be a

gualified physiocian, but is is quite important that he under-
gtand certain basic information concerning functions and

structure of the human body.

The coach as a psychologist. The coach should have
certain basic understending of mental ability, personality
traits and human behavior patternss

- According to Griffith, in order to be successful, a

"coach must have a general knowledge of the following principles:

(1) the fact of individual differences; (2) the original nature

of man; (3) the meaning of law in psychology; (4) the natural

insurgence and playfulhess of youthe9

R Undergraﬁuate experience on an athletic squad is
‘almost a prerequisite for the prospeotlve coach. ,
Aetual varsity game experience is very valuable., In
no other way can one gain a complete understanding of
~ the athlete, his problems and works, essentials sacri-
fices to win, and the composite of characteristics
that contribute to athletic. success . s o squad exper-
ience teaches the techniques of getting along with the
boys, and exposes one to the boys' real thoughts, ideas,
and feelings as they go through the gruelling prepara-
tory grind and culminating crisis of the important
- school game, & ¢ » their strengths and weaknesses are
much better remembered if one goes through the experi-
ence: of trying to' combat those weaknesses in inter-
‘school competition. | The 'varsity letter' may have so
nuch prestlge in some communities that it becomes a '
_factor in jobgetting. The tletter-man® from the small
school is sometimes given preference by school boards
over the squad man from the larger university who did




not earn a letter. C R ' ‘ o .

Qualifications of the athletic coach. TLeadership in

athietics is‘én important qualification. Sound character is
équélly significant because of the complexities and pressures
of the game. 7Years ago an oﬁgstanding and successful coach

E wrotes

It seems to me that there are three fundamental
guegstions that should be asked about a man before he
is entrusted with the responsibility of coaching boys.
The first question to he answered is WHAT MANNER OF
- MAN IS THIS? How does he speak and act? Is he sound
i : and clean in mind so that his influence is inspiring
H and uplifting? Would he set a fine example--not by
posing but by being--~the type of man we want each of
his boys to be®? If these questlons 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 XKNOW WHAT
HE WANTS TO TEACH? Is he thorough or superficial? Is
he progressive or reactionary? Is he origlnal or with~-
out imagination? Tn short, can he bring with him a

; thorough, so0lid knowledge, and will he keep that

| knowledge constantly abreast of changing conditions? -

i And finally' CAN HE TEACH OTHERS WHAT HEZ ENOWS? Can

i he take knowledge, and expressiveness and impressive-

ness of speech and action, imbue with enthusiasm .and

give his students something that will not only be easy

i to grasp but also pleasant to master? Surely the

athletic coach of today must measure -up.to rigid high

standards in both education and essential manhood.

Any profession so exacting and so demanding is being

built upon the bed rock of education and must continue

to grow and elevate itself to constantly higher places.ll

lOJohn D. Lawther, “Psycholog of Goachln (New Jersey.
Prentlce~Hall Inc., 1951)5 Do 7o

llCllfford Brownell _William Feiring, and Elmon Vernler,

The Adminigtration of Health Tducation and Physical “Education
( 1ladelphia. W};B, baunders Company, 1958), pp. R2L=225.
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Evaluation of the coach. An evaeluation of thévcbach,
by his pla&ers or by his‘fellow teachers can be quite helpful
to him in improving his individuwal qualities and abilities
and discbver his weaknesseso "Often, the tendency exists to
evaluate the éoach almogt entirely on the won ahd 1osﬁ record

in his sporto"l2 Below is an evaluatlon form for the purpose

of permitting players to pass Jjudgment on their coach.

Name of Coach: Date:

Tean br teéms for which he
has coached you:

The items were classified into two types: (1) the
coaches personal qualities; (2) coéching skills and techniquess

The items under the coaches qualities include:
(1) cheerfulness; (2) common sense; (3) co-operative-
ness; (L) courage; (5) courteousness; (6) demanding
of respect; (7) efficiency; (8) emotional control;
(9) friendliness; (10) industriousness; (11) physical
appearance; (12) judgment; (13) orginality; (k)
initiative; (15) pride in work; (16) reasonableness;
i (17) sense of humor; (18) self-confidence; (19) sym-
# pathy; (20) unselfishness; (21) voice. ‘
The items listed under coaching skills include:
(1) ability t0 teach fundamentals; (2) ability to
demonstrate skill for most effective learning; (3) )
i .ability to see and analyze -players mistakes; (&)
ability to correct mistakes; (5) ability to get the
" best out of players; (6) ability to work democrat- \
- ically with players; (7) ability to explain things to
o ooplayers; (8) ability to stimulate good sportsmanship; = -
9) ability to develop good team spirit; (10) ability

;gJohn Friedriech, "Evaluating the Coach," Athletic

~ Journal 33:L2, January, 1953.
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" t0 develop leadership; (11) ability to make players ',
feel they belong; (12) ability to make players feel
“important; (13) 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) Egcepts suggestions and consbtructive
criticisms,

For each item listed, three possible choices for the

player to check were provided. Each choice was & statement

relating to (a) excellent; (b) average; (c¢) very poor. The

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

ing under 10, (b) appearing under 5, and (c¢) appearing under

0.
Scale:

10 9 & 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 0
Bxcellent Good Average Poor Very de-

ficient

The players selected 1 number for each trait in relation to
their choice of (a), (b), or {(c)o |

- To be significantly high, average, or low, a traib
should be marked accordingly by at leasﬁ half of the groupa.
A numerical interpolation may be made by averaging the numbers
léhéékéd?for each item by the players making the rating. There

Were two or three other questions asking the opinion of the
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boys in how the coach might improve in these two categofiesy

personal qualities and coaching techniques of the coach,

‘Qualities of the ooaoho These four qualities are

attrlbutes that Harry Rlce looks for in a coach'

L

2

D

3

beo

‘He is first a teacher, then a coach,.

He knows his coaching sport; his experience
as a player and a coach is demonstrated by
his leadership.

His personality pervades the sport he coachss '
and sustains an abiding interest by the staff, .
the students, and the community.

His character is subscribed to in both playing
the sport he coaches and the faculty he is a
part of by tEe students, both contestants and
speotatorso

Rice also says that the philosophy of a good coach

should be, "A game worth playing is worth winning fairlya"l5

1h
the Natio

Harry Rice, "Qua1ities of .a Ooach," The Bulletin of
nal Assog¢iation of Secondary-gSchool’ Prineipals, Vol

XLIII, De
15

cember, 1959, P 1540

“Ibide, pe 1570




CHAPTER ITI -
PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF DATA

The purpose of this chapter 1s to relate the sources

of data and to present and analyze the data.
I. SOURCES OF DATA

The questionnaire method of acquiring data was employed

‘lin‘meking this study. The gquestionnaire was sent to 694 high

schools in Indiana. The names of the schools were obtained

from the Indiana High School Athletic Association full member-

ship listol Of the 694 questionnaires sent out, 351 were re-

turned, a percentage of 50,6 guestionnaires returned.

,ﬂﬁ These data represent the number of coaches from each
college; 00aching football, basketball, baseball and tracko“
Gross oountry, golf, swimming, tennis and Wrestling are rep-
resented under miscellaneous as shown by the following table.

Table I indicates that the largest number of question-
naires were ;eturned~from coaches of the four state colleges:
(l)jBall Stete;Teechers College; (2) Indiane State Teaehersi
College} (3) Iﬁdiana University; (Lp)‘Purdueo Also, the number
of ooaches faillng to return actual records is hlgher among

thege same colleges, The number of coaohes supplied by

lIndlana High School Athletlc Ass001ation, Bulletln NOo

: 2, V‘ole 56, October, 1959, Indlanapolis, Indiana, -

i
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TABEE I

; DISTRIBUTION OF GOAGHES RESPONDING TO THE QUESTIONNAIRE GLASSIFIED BY
- ' COLLEGE SPORT AND TEAM LEVEL

1

Sport ) ' Reserve hlementary : v
. . No i ] )
7 Foot—- Basket~ Base- rec. Let- Non- Let- Non- Per
Colleve : ball ball ball Track Misc., ord ter letter ter letter Total cent
Anderson 1 3 1 1 2 5 3 1 12 270 -
Ball State 13 Lh 45 2L 36 66 31 66 5 L1 305 17.01
Butler b - 8 28 16 10 12 30 11 12 97 *5.40
,Canterbury 1 12 - 11 L 3 13 3 6 2 L2 2,34
DePauw . 2 5 2 1 1 3 L 2 1 18 1.00
Barlham - : 3 2 2 b 7 2 L : 17 .90
Evansville 6 5 7 5 6 17 5 11 L5 2.5
Franklin - 2 7 9 4 12 7 3 1 2 35 1.95
" Hanover 2 19 12 14 7 17 3 7 1 65 3.6
Huntington - 5 5 5 2 3- 3 -2 1 23 1.3
Indiana Central 2 12 17 7 8 15 18 11 1 76 L.2
Indiana State 1L 59 L3 39 34 69 16 50 o 10 265 15,8
"Indiana Univers1ty 9 31 20 19 19 52 7 30 1 5 141 7.9
Manchester. 7 15 17 13 3 21 12 19 3 89  L.96
Oakland City 17 15 6 5 16 A 11 1 59 3.3
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
8t. 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 1,5
Wabash = 3 L b 1 2 6 I 2 2 22 1.2
- Qut~of-State 18 L3 L7 30 30 72 L1 32 1 -8 250-13,.9
Total 103 356 310 212 210 501 197 309 8

x
(v
-
~J
i NO
AV

99.9




miscellaneouss

| 15.
out~of-state colleges is relatively high, comparativeiy>speqk~
ings.

According 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 Qut~
of-state colleges comprise 62 per'cent of the Indiana coaches
represented in this study. _

Also, Table T indicates that the number of letter
winners coaching the reserve or elementary teams is’oompara~
tively low in relation to the number of non-letter winners.
Itumusf be pointed out that the School City of Muncie retgrhed
complete data concerning their junior high and elementary
coaches, Needless to say, Ball State Teachers College supplies

argreat majority of these coaches,.
'IT. PRESENTATION OF DATA o

- . These-data pertain to the following sports: (1) foot-,
ball,~(2),ba$ketball, (3) baseball, and (4) track. The minor

 sports including (1) cross country, (2) golf, (3) swimming,

(4) tennis, and (5) wrestling, are grouped together under
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' w1nners§; Ing;ana_btate and Indiana Unlver31ty letter winners,

In presenting these data, the writer utilized the

clagsification by size of the Indiana High School Athletic

Associastion, The following is the classification according

to size:
Classification | Enrollment
Class I , 175
‘Class 1T 76-120
Class IIT o 121-250
 Class IV " 251-600
Class V 600~above

Football, Data pertaining to footbhall are presented

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

numbeq of coaches from each college 1n the various class size
schocls; jIn addition, the Tables show life records and winning
percentages for the coaches in each clagss size school, Table
IT pertains ‘o the coaches that were letter winners and Table
III relates to the non~letter winners.
| ; For the purpose of making the analysis, unless there .
were at’ least flve returns from a respectlve college that
prov1ded records, the wrlter did not consider the data as -
51gn1flcant, ; | :
lables IT and IIT indicate that the letter winners from

Butler have a better winning percentage than the non-letter




TABLE II

NUMBER s RECORD AND WINNING.PERCENTAGES OF LETTER WINNERS GOACHING FOOTBALL
"~ IN INDIANA CLASSIFIED BY COLLEGE AND SCHOOL SIZE

Number by No Record

’ .. -.class size Tec- I , 11 IIT IV v Total
_College I II TIT IV Vord W L % W L % W L % W L % W L % W L %
Anderson 1 9 9 50,0 9 9 50,0
Ball State L7 2 149 L5 76,8 252 289 L46.6 LOL 33L 5heb
Butler 16 , : / 101 62 61.96 300 154 6641 401 216 6L.99

‘Canterbury 1 1 o
) DePauw 1 5 11 3103 5 11 31.93
. Evansville ‘ ‘23 1 37 2L 60,7 L1 24 63.1 78 L8 61,9
“Franklin . 1 1 1 23 1, 62,2 23 1, 62.2
‘Hanover 2 5 12 29.4 5 12 2%4
- Huntington
Indiana , ,
Central 2 26 25 50,98 26 25 50,98
Indiana » . .
~ State T3 13 ~ 21 17 55.3 46 16 The2 120 100 5he5 167 133 55,7

Indiana ,

University 71 , 179 132 57.6 179 132 57.6
Manchester 11 4 11 10 8 55,6 73 62 54,1 25 10 Tl.4 108 80 57.4
‘Qakland :

City

Notre Dame 1 1 1 58 30 65,9 58 30 65,9

gl Purdue 2 61 3 5 37.5 77119 39.3 80 12, 39.2

. St. Joseph 11 1 35 14 Tl.h 1 7 12,5 36 21 63,2

Taylor v

Valparaiso 1 0 10 0,0 0 10 0,0
Wabash 1 11 1 8 11.1 84 35 70,6 30 15 66.6 115 58 66,5 o
‘Out=of-~ ’ . » . -3

‘State N 1 9.4 1 .- : 21 8 T72.4 11k 98 53.8 90 33 73.2 225139 61.8

Total | | | 1916 1396 579




TABLE ITI

NUMBER, RECORD AND WINNING PERCENTAGES OF NON-LETTER WINNERS COACHING FOOTBALL
-~ IN INDIANA CLASSIFIED BY COLLEGE AND SCHOOL SIZE

Number by No o Record , ‘ . -
- ¢class size. rec—- - T ‘ IT ITT IV N Total
College T IT ITI IVV ord W L % W L % W L % W L % W L % W L %

Anderson o Con
Ball State - i 2 2 ; - : .
Butler 1 ] ) - - 65 102 38,9 . 65 102 38,9
Canterbury - I ‘ : ) ' : o
DePauw : 1 : 3k 22 60,7 34 22 60,7
- Barlham : ' ) )
Evansville - 1 1 - ' , , ' e
Hanover : ' ' ; 2
Huntington
Indiana
‘Central
Indiana S g : : \
State 2°2 3 1 2 10 16.7 6 22 21l.4 83 63 56,8 91 95 489
Indiana - , : , _
University -T2 14 18 43.8 14 718 43,8
Manchester ’
Qakland
City
Notre Dame :
Purdue 2 2
5t. Joseph :
Taylor
Valparaiso
Wabash
Qut~of- : ’ , '63
State 1 111 2 3, &b h2.9 . 2 12 16,7 » . 5 16 23,8

Total . _ ‘ | 209 253 45.2
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have a: slight édge on the non~letterfwinners relative ﬁo the
winning percentage. Also, the out-of-state letter winners
have a better winning percentage than the non-letter winners.

On the other hand, the DePauw letter winners do not
have as great a winning percentage as the non-letter winners.

It must be pointed out that the most significant data
relating to_winning percentages dre in favor of the letter
Winners in footballe. ‘?his nay be a result of the fact that

the largest percentage of returns were from letter winners,

4§g§§etball. Data relating to basketball are presented
in’Tableé IV and V. The Tables show the distribution of
- coaches from each respective college and the sport that they
are coéohing. Life records’and winning percentages are shown,
These data are sighted on the basis of class size of high
sohoolg Table IV relates to the letter winners and Table V
‘ pertalns to the non—letter winners in basketballo
7“ In comparlng the letter winners with the: non—letter
w1nners of Ball State, Butler, Canterbury, Manchester, Qakland
Clty and out-of-state colleges relative to winning percentages,
the range 1s very narrow with the letter winners having the;
higher munning percentagea‘
| On the other hand, the nonwletter winners of Bvansville,w
Franklin, Indlana and Valparalso have a hlgher Wlnning percentm:

. age than the letter winners of those colleges,nf'




TABLE IV

" NUMBER, RECORD AND WINNING PERCENTAGES OF LEITER WINNERS COACHING BASKETBALL .
IN INDIANA CLASSIFIED BY COLLEGE AND SCHOOL SIZE

Number by No Record
class size rec— I IT 11T IV v Totalk
College I IT III IVV ord W L % W L % W L % W L % W L % W L. % .
Anderson 1 1 ' 2 3 40,0 2 3 40,0
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 L 57 1 8 15 3L.8 269 382 43.8 243 93 72,3 435211 67.3 324 196 62,0 1270 807 61.1
Canterbury 31 21 1 199 74 72,1 280 165 71,55 420 250 62,7 300 111 73,0 1199 600 66,6
DePauw 1 12 55 50 52,4 39 5L L3.3 416 241 63,3 510 342 59,9
Earlham ‘ 2 1 1 83 62 57.2 44 10 8l.5 121 72 63,8
Bvansville 1 2 1 2 65 21 75,6 34 104 24,6 ‘ ' ' 99 125 LL.2
Franklin 1 3 11 1 12 24 33.3 119 86 58,0 52 Al 54,2 151 72 67.7 334 226 59,6
Hanover .1 6 51 2 KNS 25 59 29,8 536 281 65,6 312 196 61.4 873 536 61.95
Huntington 1 1 3 17 30 36,2 21 21 50,0 208 91 69.6 246 142 63.4
Indiana
Central 8 1 3 13 1 3 25,0 53 49 51.96 7 15 31,8 430 120 78.2 491 187 - 72.4
Indiana
State 2 9 95 3 106 101 51,2 804 648 55.4 1003 1258 LLoh 732 362 66,9 2645 2369 52.8
Indiana : . ~
University = 3 2 4 5 3 52 45 53,6 68 69 49,6 187 111 62,75 597 284 67.8 2058 509 80,2 .
Manchester 6 3 1 274 29 52,4 268 87 75,5 202 102 666k ThL L11- 6kl
Qakland
City 4 3 11 1 L52 369 55,05 250 187 57.2 120 75 6l.5 822 531 60.8
Notre Dame 1 260 104 7Tl.4 260 104 7l.4
Purdue 2 3 3 22 2 24 L 85,7 12 10 54,5 67 3k 66,3 241 38 86,4 305 196 60,9 649 282 69,7
SteJoseph 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 50,0 12 12 50,0
Valparaiso 2 1 2 8l 88 L47.9 11 10 52,4 117 108 52,8 209 206 50,4
Wabash L S .
Out—of- ' .
State 3 413 99 7 87 55 6L.3 189 137 58,0 879 498 63.8. 610 218 73,7 451 317 58,7 2216 1225 Ghoh N
15632 9234 62.9

Total




TABLE V

NUMBER, RECORD AND WINNING PERCENTAGES OF NON-LETTER WINNERS CCACHING BASKETBALL
: : I INDIANA CLASSIF.TED BY COLLEGE AND SCHOOL SIZE :

" Number by - No : Record

- class size rec— = I - - II ' 11T IV v . Total
College T IT IITI IVVord W __L A W L % W L 2 _ W_L % W L % _W_ L %
Anderson © 1. o 10 18 35.7 10 18 35,7
Ball State 6 9 8 52 2 293 226 56.5 95104 A47.7 521 337 60,7 748 346 68,4 105 98 5L.7 1762 1105 61,5
Butler 5 . 11 - 219198 52,5 6h AT 57.7 28 31 47,5 311 276 52,98 -
Canterbury 5 . .. . 1 = . 570 298 65,7 . 570 298 65,7
DePauw S U T _ 6 16 27.3 6 .16 27,3
Evansville = -1~ = ) 60 51 54.1 : ' 60 51 541
Franklin ORI N $ - C 137 81 62.8 ' 137 81 62.8
Hanover 1 3. . 1 .5 01000 : 139 145 48.9 1k U5 L9.8
Huntington -~ =~ .= . , :
-Indians : ' ' - : :
Centrel 1 3. 1 2 1 66.6 105 73 55.9 : 107 74  5%9.1
Indiana , ' S } _ »
Instate 912 5. 62 L 144222 39,3 532 302 63.8 254 195 56,6 439 277 61.3 303 153 66,4 1672 1149 59.3
diang o . ; ' :
University 2 5 7 3 3 55 19 Th.,3 78 138 36,1 5L9 403 57,7 305 167 6L.6 v 987 77 57.9
Menchester 1 1 2 ~ 1 3 156 72 68,4 2 22 8,3 158 <94 62,7
Oakland ST
City 3 4 1. - 2 23 10697 56 30 651 6 23 20.7 85 63 5.k
Notre Dame S - R 1, 10 58,3 14 10 38,3
; gltmd:]‘le . 5 6 2 21 7 16 13 55,2 270 166 61.9 11 16 40.7 8 17 32.0 47 92 33,8 352 304 53.7
. Josep ' ,
Taylor 1 1 16 23 41,0 73 57 56,2 89 80 52,7
Valparaiso 1 1, 8 63.6 , 1, 8 63.6
Wabash 1 11 1 18 21 46,2 106 52 67,1 124, 73 62.9
Out~of- :
State 1 2- -~ 11 2 1 7 12.5 : . 3L 29 53,96 116 91 56,0 151 127 5he3
~ =

Total ) * | 5753 4699 58,95




‘ Wlnners from those respectlve colleges,

_ 22
‘ktThé most significant difference iﬁ terms of winning -
percentagés in basketball i1s the letter winners of Indiana
Univefsity, Notre Dame and Purdue having a higher percentage
than the non-letter winners.
Again, unless five coaches from a respective college

returned records the data wers not considered significant,

@Béseballo Baseball data are presented in Tables VI

and”'VI‘I° The number of coaches from the respective colleges

. are shbwh,in terms of class size of high school where the

réspeotive coaches are coaching. Also, the records and
Winning‘percentages of the coaches of the various colleges

arejpresented relative to clasgss size of high school. The

‘ data of the letter winners are shown in Table VI and the non-—

letter winners are presented in Table VII.

| In analyzing the baseball data, unless five coaches of
each respectlve college returned records, the data were not
con31dered signlflcant,

: : Comparatlvely speaking the letter winners of Indiana
State, Undlana Unlver31ty, Manchester, Purdue and out-of- state
colleges have a slightly better winning percentage than the
non~letter w1nners ‘of the respeotlve colleges,*

Ball State, Butler, Indlana Central and Oakland Clty

letter w1nners do not have as. hlgh a winning as the non-letter :




- TABLE VI

NUMBER "RECORD . AND WINNING PERCENTAGES OF LETTER WINNERS ‘COACHING BASEBALL.
IN INDIANA CLASSIFIED BY COLLEGE AND SCHOCL SIZE

Number by No . A ~__Record
class sige rec~ ' 1T IIX IV v
“College IT IITI IV V ord w_L % W L % W L »% W L % W L.

Anderson
Ball State 1 i B ; 22 27 Lhe9 15 11 57.7 L7 L8 55,3
Butler 1 g - .3 76 119 38,97 : 536 354 60,2
Canterbury 137 66 67.5 151 29 83.9 387 130 75.8
DePauw . : : .
Earlham . . 27 13 67.5
Evansville . ‘ 7 6 53,8 » 20 20 500
Franklin 66 41 61.7 , 66 L1 61,7
Hanover 5, 29 65,1 17 8 0 77 38 66,95
Huntington 13 45.8 217 k4 83,1 268 69 79.5
Indiana
Central 0 100,0 46 29 61.3 338 253 15 5 75,0 LO5 287 - 58,5
Indiana
State 38 28 57,6 227 118 4 402 88 667 334 66.6
Indiana
University
Manchester -
Qakland
City~
Notre Dame ‘
- Purdue 1 ‘ ° 60.9 71 17 ° 343 59 85.3
St. Joseph 1 . : : o 61 L6 57,0
Taylor : 69.6 71 31 69,6
Valparaiso 2 . 0 22 18 55,0
Wabash , ' 145 61 70.4
Out-of- : ' ‘
State { ' ' : 25,0 222 125 : 5 159 261 63.8

68,0 0 2 0.0 46 U 92,0 191 110 25, 134 65,5
70,95 98 32 75.4L 60 47 . 388 173 69.2

58,8 27 17 6l.4 153 119 220 164 57.3

U R a R VLR 3 CU B

L463 2281 6642




TABLE VII

NUMBER RECORD AND WINVING PERCENTAGES OF NON-IETTER WINNERS GOACHING BASEBALL
:IN IVD¢ANA CLASSIFIED BY GOLLEGE AND SCHOOL SIZE

Number by .“No - S Record
-7 __class size rec—, I - oo IT IIT IV v
College T II IIT IV V ord W = L g W _L % W _L

% W_ L

‘Anderson -

Ball State:

Butler ,

Canterbury

DePauw

Earilham

Evansville.

Franklin -

Hanover .

Huntington

Indiana = =
Central - 3 -1 1

Indiana . o
State = 611

Indiana ~ =

University 1~

Manchester 2 -

Qakland ‘

o City o

Notre Dame-

56.6 17 Lh 8 59,3
31 35 65 39 62,5

5940 85 59 59,0
15,3 83.3

53,3 - : : 23 21 52,3
56 5.5 | 67 56 5he5

HNME O HNDEW
SIS

N

el o

8 76,5 80 58, .7 152 103 .59.6
66 65,97 150 3s .8 780 408 65,7

L8 Tl L0 200 118 62,9
23 T3.6 , 99 66 60,0

0 100,0 : 51 25 67,1

167 95 63.7
Purdue . 23 68,1 ~ ' 242 118 67,2
St. Joseph 2° 1 A : 16 51,5 LO 34 5Ll
Ta.ylor ) 8 ll- 66 o 6
%@%pa;aisaj 1 ‘ 8 ° L6 L7 495
Nabas e : : , . s .
Out-of~ . - C ® 148' 99 59.91

State 3 2 3 , ] 71 29 710, 378 265 58,8 p

Wi o MW O b

3230 2021 61,9
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j}Purdue and Manchester have the moét gignificant dif—i
ferenée in winning percentages relative to letter winners and
non-letter Winners with letter winners having the higher per-

centage,

‘Track, Data relabing to track are presented in Tables
VIII and IX. . The Tables list the_coileges and number of coaches

by‘olaSS‘SiZe of high school., The record and winning percent-

' age‘isklikewise presented according to class size of high

school, Table VIII pertains to the letter winners and Table
IX relates to non-letter winners.

finianalyzing Tables VIITI and IX the out-of-state letter

Winheré7have a much higher winndng percentage than the non-:

letter w1nnerso

= The greatest number of returns were received from the
non—letter winners, however, neither the letter winners nor
the non-letter w1nners returned actual records to the extent
that pheybwere congidered gignificant, This is especially
aﬁpliéhﬁlg fo the letter winners of the Indiana Colleges.

{ Mlsoellaneousa Table X presents data pertaining to
(1) oross country, (2) golf, (3)‘swimming, (4) tennis, and
(5) wrestling. | e ) | ?
The number of coaches from the Indiana Colleges and }
out-of-state colleges is shown relative to letter winners aﬁd

non—letter w1nners‘ Also, the nunber Qf‘qoaohes,‘letter anq




TABLE VIII

- NUMBER, RECORD AND WINNING PERCENTAGES OF LETTER WINNERS COACHING TRACK
IN INDIANA CLASSIFIED BY COLLEGE AND SCHOOL SIZE

* Number by No — ‘ Record

. class size rec~— I IT IIL IV v Total

College I IIL IIL IVV ord W L % W L % W L % W L % W L % W L %
Anderson : ,
Ball State 11 12 4 48 22 68.6 L8 22 68.6
Butler 21 2 9 8 52,94 9 8 52,9
Canterbury 2 1 2 140 20 87.5 140 20 87,5
DePauw 1 1. o
Earlham 1 1 1 2L L4 85,7 24, L 85,7
Evansville 11 2 :
Franklin : 2 1 36 4 90,0 36 L4 90,0
Hanover : 2 3 1 20 24 45,5 16 14 53.3 36 38 48,6
Huntington ' : '
Indiana

Central 1 21 2 : L 9 30.8 ) ' 5 1 €3.3 9 10 47.4
Indiana '

State 1 23 3 20 16 55.6 121 36 77.1 141 52 71.1
Indiana ' .
University 1 1l 2
Manchester =~ 3 1 2 LO 21 65,6 LO 21 65,6
Nobtre Dame 1 1
QOakland ~

City :
Purdue P 23 4 10 12 L45.5 95 L1 69.9 105 53 6645
St. Joseph ,
Taylor
Valparaiso -
Wabash 1 1, 3 23,5 1 3 23.5
Out—of- ' : N

State 33 46 9 ‘ 46 30 82,95 60 4O 60.0 133 69 65,5 48 16 75,0 387 155 71.4 ©
Total ’ 980 390 71.5




TABLE IX

NUMBER, RECORD AND WINNING PERCENTAGES OF NON—LETTER WINNERS COACHING TRACK
e o ING INDIANA CLASSIFIED BY COLLEGE AND SCHOOL SIZE

. Number by _No , Record

R ~class size rec- I ] IT IIT v ¥ Total
. College I II JII IVV ord W L % W L % W L % W L % W L % W L %

- Anderson 2 -1 1 C
 Ball State 47 5 21-10 27 14 65,9 17 18 486 30 30 50.0 L 3 57.1 2 5 28,6 80 70 53,3
Butler . .3 2 11 3 23 10 69,7 64 Lk 82.1 66 L 94.3 153 28 &h.5
Canterbury -~ 1 1 ’
DePauiw .. -

 Earlham . .. . _

! Evansville ‘ 21 2 312 20,0 3 12 20.0
S Franklin . . 1 1 2 . ,
Hanover . 1 4 31 4 53 28 65,1 25 25 50,0 15 2 88,2 93 55 62,8

l  Huntington 1 .1 3 1 10 4 7. 77 20 7T79.4 87 2L 784

N Indiana- . =
" Cembral 1 - 1 1 2 27 66 29,0 ‘ 27 66 29.0
Indiana .~ =~ ' '

i;ateria;QBf 9 8 83 15 L1 33 554 93 42 68,9 21 17 55.3 76 53 58.9 70 16 8l.4 301 161 65.2
Indiana . .. L
‘University 3 L 37 3 ’ 11 22 33,3 48 10 82,8 80 80 50,0 364 111 76,6 503 223 69.3
Manchester 1 1 5. 11 3 28 10 75,7 2 3 400 94 64 59,5 72 LO 64,3 196 117 62,6
Oakland ~~ .= =~ ‘

City . ...2 4 5 g8 11 42,1 8 11 42,1
Notre Dame"j, e
Purdue’- . L 2 3 21 6 L4 k4 50,0 26 26 50,0 14 7 66,6 6 7 Lb6.2 50 L4 53,2

By St.Joseph 2 21 4 3 19 13.6 ' 3 19 13.6
© Taylor ,’ﬁj_jf 1 1 :
Valparaiso 1 1 30 12 7l.h ' 20 L 83,3 50 16 75.8
Wabash 1 o
Out=of~ R : .
State . ... 2 6 L2 8 6 33 15.4 4O 32 55,6 16 7 69,6 62 T2 46,3

L - ) | 1616 918 6347




TABLE X -

WUMBER oF LETTLR ﬁINWERb AND "NON-LETTER WINNERS GOAGHING-NINOR C‘]?C)PTS
o IN INDIANA_CLAbSIFLmD BY COLLEGES

f~Letter.W1nners - - Non-Letter Winners

: SO A Cross- . Swim~ Wres- ~ (Cross ~ Swim- Wres—- To-
'College! : counury Golf ming Tennis tllng country Golf ming Tennis tling tal

Anderson S 1 1
Ball State : 1
Butler - : 1
Canterbury
DePauw. -
Earlhan
Evansville
 Franklin
Hanovex
Huntington
‘Indiana Central
_Indiana State
~Indiana University
Manchester: -
 Qakland City
Notre Dame
Purdue
Ste Joseph
Taylor
Valparaiso:
Wabash - )
' Out-ofmstate'

=W Ly
W N B OVUT W 3 B 03 N0~ H OV 0 10 OV

WEMDHEF W ok

MM

)

\¥S)

Total -
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non-=letter winners, ig distributed into the regpective éports.

It nmust 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, Indlana State,
Indlana University, Purdue and out-of-gstate 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 colleges, likewise, have more non-letter
winners than letter winners coaching these sports, according
to Table X.:

It is interesting to note that cross country is the
only sport that has coaches distributed among all classifica-
tions*bf high schools. Golf, swimming, tennis and wrestling
.coaches are distributed among high schools classified II
through V. ' Classification IV and V, perhaps, have the larger

‘percentage: of thege coaches,

117, smommy
tec el In this: chapber, the writer has related the sources
‘o and presented the data’ found in meking this study.

IItbwasimentionedwthat»the‘questionnaire?methba,pfh

‘sampling was employed in making this study. . The percentage

jof‘returns.was‘50.6@Qw0£5the?69A¢quest10nnaires sent out 351




were returned.

The writer has presented these data in tebular form
with a brief description preceding the table and an analysis
Tfollowing each table,

The tables 1list the colleges and show the distribution
of coaches from these colleges according to the class size bf
the high school where the coaches are coaching, In classi-
fying the high schools, the Indiana High School Athletic

Association classification of school by size Was used., Data

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

ball; (2) basketball; (3) baseball; (4) track; (5) cross
country; (6) golf; (7) swimming; (&) tennis; (9) wrestling.

The major findings indicated that the coaches from the
four'gﬁate colleges§ (1) Ball State Teachers College, (2) )
Indiana State Teachers College, (3) Indiana University, (4) -
Purdue.University; and the out—of—state colleges returned the
iargest numbers of questionnaires, The total number of coaches
represented in this study were 1793,

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 57.9 as compared to a
45.2 winning percentage of the non-letter winners,

The basketball coaches who weré'letter winners have a
winning percentage of 62.9 as compared. to the non-letter

winners winning percentage of 58,96,
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The baseball coaches who were letter winners havé a o
winning percentage of 66,2 and the non-letter winners have a
winning percentage of 61.9.

In relation to the track coaches winning percentages,
the letter winners have a 71.5 winning percentage as compared
to a'63°7 winning percentage of the non~letter winners.

The total numbser of coaches, coaching minor sports,

represented in this study are 213. The four state colleges

and out-of-state colleges supply the majority of these coaches,




CHAPTER IV
SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

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

pare the relative success of college letter men with that of

|

|

|

z non=letter men in coaching in Indiana High Schools; (2) to

E compare the success of Indiana State Teachers College gradu=

? . ates to men gradusted from other colleges; (3) to determine

: the percentage of Indiena coaches supplied by’each Indiana

| College and out-of-gstate colleges; and (L4} to show the number
and~grade level that athletic coaches are employed in Indiana
schools,

The questionnaire method of sampling was employed to

obtain data for the problem. The guestionnaire, endeavoring

»  bo secure information concerning the coaching staff relative

?r to’ factors affecting~succesé, was sent to 694 high school-

pfincipals”in Indiana. The percentage of returns was 50.6.
The following sports were included in the study: (1) football,
(2)" basketball, (3) baseball, (L) track, (5) cross country, -

(6) golf, (7) swimming, (8) tennis, and (9) wresﬁlingc

. Tt owas found that there hag been no ressarch directly
related tb’thiSVS%udyaA Studies indirectly related and other
related literature were referred to in making this study. -
N “‘f“*“~”Theﬁwfiter“preSéhted the data’ for each sport in tabular

~ form with a brief description preceding the table and en
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analysis following each table. The tables list the colieges
and show the distribution of coaches according to the class
gize of high school. The Indiana High School Athletiec
Association classification -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 study. Also, the distribution of coaches
at the reserve and elemgntary teams is comparastively low in
relation to the numbérvof 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 not return a record. Of the
other 602 coaches, 506 were varsity reserve and freshmen
coachgs and 9é were elementary coaches.

1In~regard to the data presented in this study Ball

e
State Teachers College has supplied 17 per cent of the coaches,

- Indiana State Teachers College hQSusupplied~lu¢8 per cent and

the out-of-state colleges account for 13,9 per cent of the
cogches:represented.in this studys. Purdue UﬁiverSity and
Indiene University have supplied 8.4 per cent and 7.9 per
cent, reépectively,ﬂ*InvreTation o the smaller colleges in

Indiena, 'Butler,: M&nchester and; Indiana ‘Central have supplied

' 5 Lopexr cent, Lo 96 per cent . and k.2 per cent of the coaches

representedzinﬁthls\stqu,,respectlvelyo'.Anderson,~0anterbury,

DePauw, Farlham, HEvansville, Franklin, Hanover, Huntington,
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Pakland City, Notre Dame, St. Joseph, Taylor, Vﬁlparaisd and,

Wabash asccount for the other 23.3 per cent of the cocaches
represented in this study.

For the purpose of analyzing the data, unless there
were at least 5 returns from a respective college that pro-
vided records, the writer did not consider the data signifi-
cante

In»relation to football, the most significant data

collected were in relation to letter winners. However, the

Butler, Indiana State, Indiana Unlversity and out-of-state

letter winners have a better winning percentage than the non~-

letter winners from those colleges, With regard to the total

winning percenteges in football, the letter winners have a
57»9~Winning percentage as compared to a 45.2 winning percent=-
age ofithe,non—letter winners, ,

Data pertaining to basketball is more extensive than
football,‘ It was found that the letter winners of Ball 3State,
Butler, Canterbury, Indlana, Manchester, Notre Dame, Oakland
City and Purdue have a higher winning percentage than the non-
letter Winners.

Non-letter w1nners of  Franklin, Indiana State and Val- .,
paraiso have_a higher winninggperceptage‘ﬁhan the letter
winners‘fromwthose coileges.,q 

~The basketball coaches who were letter w1nners, have

a winning percentage of 62 9 as compared to the non-letter
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winners winning percentage of 58.96, | ' ;
The quantity of data considered gignificant in base-
ball is not as great as in basketball due to smell quantity

of record returned, However, comparatively speaking, the

letter winners of Indiana State, Indiana University, Manchester,

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

centage than the non-letter winners.,

The non-letter winners 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-letter winners have a
winning percentage of 61.9.

lw%In relation to track, the coaches who were non-letter
winners from Indiana colleges have the edvantage in numbexr of

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

| winners returned -actual records to the extent that they could

beweensidered siénificant.in this study.

- waever, the 1etter winners from.out-of-state co]leges
have a hlgher wlnnlng percentage than the non-letter w1nners
Who are coaohlng track 1n Indiana hlgh SChOOlSo“

o ’Wlth regard to the records that were returned, in track,
uhe letter winners have a total Winnlng percentage of 71, 5 as

compared to a winning percentage;of 6307k0f the non-letter

winners, -
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Finally, the data relative to the minor sportsfwere ’
presented. The four gstate 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-letter
winners than letter winners coaching the minor sports.

Cross country 1s the only sport that has coaches dis-

tributed among all classifications of high school.  Golf, .

- swimming, tennis and wrestling coaches are distributed among

high schools classified IT through V. The largest percentage
of these coaches are coaching in high schools classified IV

and V.

“Conclusions., The following conclusions were bagsed on

351 returne out of possible 6943

1., TIn football, the letter winners having a'winning
percentage of 57 9 are more succeseful in coaching foctball
than non-letter winners who have a winning percentage of L5.2.
| | 2.; In basketball the letter Winnere have a winning i
percentage of 62 9 as compared to a 58, 96 w1nn1ng percentage
of non-letter winners coechlng basketball. Therefore, the
letter Wlnners are more successful° | | |

3o The letter w1nners in baseball w1th a Wlnnlng per~

centage of 66 2 are more successful in coaching baseball in
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high school than non-letter winners who have a winning perceént-
age of 61.9.

Le 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 63,7 |

5+ Letter winners graduated from Indiana State are
more successful in coaching feootball in Indiana high schools

than letter winners from-Anderson, Ball State, DePauw, Hanover,

Indiana Central, 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 cdaching football in Indiana high schools than letter
winners graduated from Indiana State.

e Non—letter winners graduated from Indiana State
are more successful in coaching football in Indiana high
eehools than non-letfer winners graduated from~Butler;"Indiana
ﬁniversity,eandmout-of~state»colleges; ‘ ’ -
18.2,DePauwwgraduetes who are non—letter'wihners are
more~suceessful ih‘coachingafootball'ianndiana high schools 3
than<non—lefter graduates. from Indiana Stetes

.+ 9 Indlana State letter winners are more successful

'in ‘coaching basketball in Indiana high schools’ than letter'

winners graduated from Anderson, hvansville, Taylor and
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Valparalso.

10. Letter winners graduated from Ball State, Butler,
Canterbury, DePauw, Earlham, Franklin, Henover, Huntington,
Tndiana Central, Indiana University, Menchester, Oakland City,
Notre Dame, Purdue, 3t. Joseph and out-of-state colleges are
more successful in coaching basketball in Indiana high schools
than letter winners graduated from Indiana state.
| ll. Non-letter winners graduated from Indiana 3tate

are more successful in coaching basketball in Indiana high

schools than non-lebtter winners graduvuated from Anderson,

Butler, DePauw, Evansville, Hanover, Indlana Central, Indiana
University, Oakland City, Notre Dame, Purdue, Taylor and out-
of-state colleges.

. 12. Non-letter winners graduated from Ball state,
Canterbury, Franklin, Manchester, Valparaiso and Wabash aré
more successful in coaching basketball in Indiana high schools
than non-letter winners graduated from Indiana State.

13, Indiana State graduates who were letter winners
are more successful in coaching baseball in Indiana high -
‘sehools than lebtter winners who graduated from Ball State,
Butler, BEvansville, Frénklin, Indiana Central, Indiana o
University, Oakland City, St. Joseph, Valparaiso and out-of=
state. -

lh. Letter winners graduated from Canterbury, Zarlham,

Henover, Huntington, Manchester; Purdue, Teylor, and Wabash -
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‘are more successful in coaching baseball in Indiana high ’

schools than letter winners graduated from Indiana State,

15, 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, Hanover, Indlana Central,
Indiana University, Manchester, Notre Dame, St. Joseph,
Wabash and out-of-state colleges.

16, Non-letter winners graduated 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
gradugtedkfrom Ball sState, Butler, Hanover, Indiana Central,
Manchester, Purdue and Wabash,

. 18, Letter winners graduvated from Canterbury, Earlham,

;Franklin and out-of-state colleges are more successful than

letter winners graduated from Indlana State,
19. Indiana State g;a@uates who were non-letter winners
are more, successful in coaching track in Indiana high schools
than non-letter winner éraduates,from Ball State, Evansville,:
Hanover, Indlana Central, Manchester,;Oakland‘City,_Purdue,
“St?xJOSBPh,;andiOutebf—stéte,9olleges, ¢  

~20, 3Nonele@te?3winners,gradgatedgfromfButler,,ﬂunting~

| ;;,,tons;,V'IndianaaQn‘ive;csiw ‘and ;,Ya.lparéisQare more successful 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

Indiane coaches represented in this study.

22, Of the 1793 Indiana coaches represented in this
study, 265 or 14.8 per cent are supplied by Indiana State.
23, Out-of-state colleges supply 250 or 13.9 per centb,

2Lhe The four state colleges supply 862 or L8.1 per
| - cent of the Indiana coaches represgsented in this study.
25, Of the 1793 coaches represented in this study,
506 or 28.2 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,

28° Eighty~-four or 29.4 per cent of the 213 coaches

ooachlng minor sports are cross country coaches,
i ' 2907 The four‘state colleges supply the majority’of
| the coaches eoaching minor sports.

30° The maaorlty of the football coaches represented

in thls study were from IV and v class size sohoolso

31» Winnlng a football letter in oollege is a magor ‘
factor in employlng varsity football coaches in high school¢
i s 32. The large high sdhools, probably, have d tendency

to employ eollege letter winners as varsity high school ooacheso
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33, Unless a coach has been successful statisticelly,
he probably does not remain in the profession for any length

of time.
34, To really evaluate the relationship of partlici-

pation and coaching, information concerning the coaches high
gchool sports participation, as well-as coellege participa-

tion, would be valuable.

Recommendations. The writer recognlzes this study

essentially as a survey and he relates the following recomhen—
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 Men's Associlation,

3, ©Sport century clubs and half century clubs may be
forméd and certificates be awarded head coaches who qualifym
with the sufficient number of wins. |

Lo Century certificates could be given baskefball.

5. Hﬁlf.oentury certificates could 5@ awarded in all
other sports beginning with fifty.

éq It might'be well if this plan was progressive and

coaches be éwarded'additional certificates as they qualified
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L for them, - - ’

7. The colleges might offer courses in eaéh sport to
compengate for the coaches who do not participate in varsity
sports in college.

8, PFinally, 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 that further study be directed toward

the relative success of coaching high school athletes,
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INDIANA STATE TEACHERS COLLEGE
TERRE HAUTE, INDIANA

Dear‘Sir:

. Each year at Indiana State we graduate approximately
- sixty men who have qualified for teaching and coaching,

Many of these men do not have sufficient athletic

[ ability to maintain a position on an athletic squad and to
v ~earn a letter. The enclosed questionnaire is an attempt %o
evaluate the comparative success in coaching. The results
will be used in planning our coaching courses at Indiana
3tates

We hope that you 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

UsSse
| | Sincerely yours,
; ‘... ... .= 7Tohn L. Longfellow
BN ~ Athletic Director
.

Enclosure




1.8
BASKETBATLL
Head Basketball Coach

College

Year graduated ' Letters won in spord

Years as head coach Life record: Won Tlost

Second Team Basketball Coach

College

Year graduated n Letters won in sport

Years as head coach Life record as head coach:

Won Lost

Freshman Basketball Coach

College

Year graduated Letters won in sporst

_ Years as head coach Life record as head coach:

Won ____ Lost

Junior High Basketball Coach

College

Year graduated : Letters won in sport

‘YEars as head coach _ ILife record as head coach:

Won ’ Lost

:

Grade school basketball coaches: . No. lettering in sport __

College

| Collegs

P S ‘ - ; ’ . College

College

NN ETTer

1College

R ey~
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FOOTBALL

Head Foothall Coach

19

College

Year graduated

Years as head coach

Second Team Football Coach

College

Letters won in sport

Life record: Won Lost

Year graduated

Years as head coach

Freshman Football Coach

Letters won in sport
Life record as head coach:

Won ___ Lost

College

Year graduated .

:,Years‘as head coach

Junior High Football Coach

College

Letters won in sport

Life record as head coach:

Won ___ Lost

Year Graduated

Years as head coach

Letters won 1in sport
Life record as head coach:

Won Lost

o

Grade school football coaches: Number lettering in sport .

| College

College

College

College -

~College
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BASEBALL

Head Baseball Coach

College

Year graduated

Years as head coach

Second Team Baseball Coach

College

Letters won in sport

Life record: Won ‘Lost

Year graduated

Years as head coach

Freshman Baseball Coach

Letters won in sport
Life record as head coach:

Won Lost

College

Year graduated

~ Years as head coach

Junior High Baseball Coach

College

Letters won in sport
Life record asgs head coach:

Won ____ Lost

Year graduated

“Years as ‘head coach

Letters won in sport
Life record as head coach:

Won Lost \

Grade school baseball coaches: Number lettering in sport __

. College .
___ College

College

College

College .
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~ Year graduated

'Yearbgraduated

- College

Head Track Coach

51
TRACK ’

College

Year graduated

Years as head coach

Second Team Track Coach

College

Letter won in sport

Life record: Won Lost

Letters won in sport

Years as head coach

Freshman Track Coach

Life record as head coach:

Won Lost

Coiléée‘

Letters won in sport

Years as head coach

Junior‘High Sehool Track Coach

Life record as head coach:

Won ___ Lo&t

Year graduated

Letters won in &port

Years as head coach

Iife record as head . coach:

Won Lost

Grade school track coaches: ~ Number lettering in sport __

College

College:

V¢College

_ College
College _
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Head Wrestling Coach

52

College

Head Swimming Coach

Yesar Letters won
Graduated in sporsd

College

Head Tennis Coach

Gollege

" Head Golf Coach

College

Head Cross Country Coach

College

Year Letters won
Graduated in sport
Yearh Letters won
Graduated - in sport
Year Letters won
Graduated in sport
Year Letters won
Graduated in sport

Questionnaire completed by

Title

School
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