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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

Since 1891, when James Naismith hung a peach 

basket on the wall of the YMCA in Springfield, 

Massachusetts, basketball has become a major part of the 

American lifestyle. While it is still considered to be 

in its infancy,.ewith its major development in the future, 

it has grown to the point where it is the most 

participated sport in America. Hobson states, "The 

popularity of basketball has grown so rapidly that more 

spectators are turned away from basketball games than any 

other sport" (4:13). Facilities built during the early 

and middle stages of the development of basketball are no 

longer capable of seating the number of people interested 

in watching the game of basketball. 

The drastic increase in the popularity of 

basketball is not limited to the United States. 

Internationally, basketball is played in more countries 

than any other team sport except soccer. For this reason, 

according to Ridl, "The rules of basketball have changed 

rather frequently, and the game is still in the process of 

development" (5:23). 
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While the development of basketball continues, it 

is felt by many, that very little has been done to 

analyze the game from a technical view point. Most 

coaches today are well versed in the fundamentals of the 

game and great strides have been made in developing 

offensive and defensive systems. While the development 

of these systems are greater, very few standards by which 

to measure the exact success or failure of these plays 

exist. As Hobson concludes, "We know whether a team wins 

or loses, but the factor that contributes to the victory 

or defeat are not well established" (4:19) . 
• 

This author maintains that one of the areas most 

commonly overlooked in the development of offenses and 

defenses is shot selection. It is not uncommon for a 

coach to set up an offense that will enable his/her best 

player to get more shots than any other player on the 

team. The factor that many coaches have overlooked is 

that the shots obtained by an offense may not be high 

percentage shots. 

Likewise, defensively there are many philosophies 

as to how to play the game of basketball. One philosophy 

that has become more and more prevalent over the past ten 

years, is the idea of forcing the opponents to the areas 

on the court where they are least likely to make a shot. 

Keeping the ball out of the areas where an offensive 

player is most efficient will enhance a team's chances 
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of winning. 

It is the author's intention to attempt to 

determine which areas irt a team's offensive end will 

produce the highest field goal percentage as well as the 

lowest. The results of this study could be used in aiding 

coaches as to where the emphasis should be placed in their 

offenses and defenses. Also, the author will attempt to 

show how a high field goal percentage is directly related 

to winning. 

Statement of the Problem 

• 
In this investigation, the author will attempt to 

find out: (1) what area on the basketball court has the 

highest field goal percentage, (2) what area on the court 

has the lowest field goal percentage, (3) if there is any 

significant difference in the field goal percentage from 

the right side of the floor as compared to the left side 

of the floor, and (4) what is the relationship of the 

team shooting the highest field goal percentage to 

winning. The designated shooting areas are explained on 

the shot chart located in Appendix A. 

Statement of the Hypotheses 

The following hypotheses will be investigated: 

(1) There is no significant difference between 

field goal percentages from the right side of the court 

as compared to the left side. 

• 



(2) There is no significant difference in field 

goal percentages among the eight designated areas. 

(3) There is a significant relationship between 

the team shooting the highest field goal percentage and 

the team that wins. 

Purpose of the Study 

This study should contribute to a better 

understanding of the game of basketball. Coaches will be 

able to use the results of this investigation as a guide 

to setting up their offenses for the higher percentage 

shots. In addition, a coach may set up defenses that 

take away the better shooting areas and try to force the 

opponents to thos~ areas with the poorest field goal 

percentages. 

Definition of Terms 

For this particular study, the following 

definitions will be used for the underlined terms based 

upon the 1982 NCAA Basketball Rules and Interpretations 

Guidelines. 

Baseline. The out-of-bounds line that runs from 

sideline to sideline four feet behind the basket. 

Block. A marking on the floor along the free 

throw lane that separates the first rebounding position 

from the second during a free throw. It is twelve 

4 



inches wide by eight. inches deep. 

Field goal percentage. The percentage of field 

goals made of the total number attempted by a team. 

Free throw lane. Area from the baseline to the 

free throw line and six feet on either side of the 

basket. A two inch line marks off the 12 foot x 19 foot 

area. 

M~de shot. A shot attempted by a player that 

successfully passes throu~h the basket from above the 

ring, or is interfered with by an opponent on its 

downward flight-and has a possibility of entering the 

basket. 

Shot attempted. An attempt by a player to score 

two points by throwing the ball into the basket. 

Shot selection. The shot taken from a designated 

area on the floor. 

Limitations 

This study may have been limited to some extent 

by the intangible factors of basketball such as player 

motivation, the type of defense played against, and how 

severely the shot attempt was contested. It may also be 

limited to the degree of accuracy of the recorder 

5 



(i.e., distance of the shot or position on the floor) as 

well as the validity of the measuring instrument. 

Delimitations 

(1) This study was delimited to male varsity 

basketball players at St. Cloud State University in 

St. Cloud, Minnesota. 

(2) It was also delimited to the 1980-81 and 

1981-82 regular season basketball games . 

• 
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CHAPTER 2 

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 

A review of literature showed that there have 

been many books and articles written on basketball, but 

little has been investigated in terms of statistically 

productive basketball. While the emphasis on defense has 

increased over the past few years, the part that has 

brought basketball to international popularity, is the 

offensive skills demonstrated by the players. There is 
• 

little doubt that the major emphasis in the game of 

basketball by the coaches, players, and fans continues to 

be offense. How often does a team put the ball in the 

basket, and what is the 'most productive way of doing so, 

are the upper most thought on the minds of many coaches. 

The earliest investigation that was available was 

concerned with finding the most productive scoring areas 

on a basketball court. It was conducted by Howard 

Hobson, who at that time, was the head basketball coach 

at Yale University (4). Hobson, over a period of 18 

years, observed 592 college games in which he kept track 

of individual and team shooting percentages by means of a 

shot chart. His conclusions were that: (1) each year 
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scoring increased on the average, (2) the most productive 

scoring area is within 12 feet of the basket, and (3) 

field goal percentage decreased the further you go away 

from the basket. 

Sharman (7) cam~ to a conclusion that shot 

selection is the backbone of the game based upon 

statistics kept from his playing days and his coaching 

experiences. He felt that players must be aware of their 

individual shooting capabilities, and that it is the 
\ 

coach's task to make sure each player is aware of what 

areas on the floor are high percentage shooting areas. 

8 

Stier Un was so concerned about his teams 

offensive production that he had statistics kept on his 

team's three basic offensive patterns, the fastbreak, the 

set offense, and the free lance offense. Comparisons were 

then made as to which type of offense was most productive 

and which was least productive. He found that his set 

offense was most productive and his free lance offense 

was the least productive. 

In his study using 20 college men of different 

basketball ability, Girouard (3) found that a person's 

field goal percentage can increase significantly through 

daily practice~ In a pre-test versus a post-test 

situation, the subjects were allowed to practice daily 

the various shots that they were to be tested on. 



Ridl states that, "Without statistics, one may 

have a distorted view of a player's performance" (5:57). 

Ridl developed a grading system which would result in 

showing a player's overall contribution in areas other 

than total points. Numerical values were assigned to 

several aspects of the game including attempted and 

successful field goals. 

In an attempt to show how depth perception 

experiments could improve a person's accuracy in 

basketball shooting, Dickinson found no evidence to 

support the hypothesis that a person's shooting accuracy 

would improve in basketball after being exposed to a 

series of depth perception experiments (2). There was 

no significant carry over . in any of the 35 subjects when 

required to shoot the basketball with accuracy after the 

experiments had been conducted. 

Summary of Related Literature 

From the review of literature, it is quite 

evident that coaches feel the need to improve their 

team's offensive productivity. 

While there are many ways to experiment and 

practice to improve your team's offense there are no 

guarantees. Each coach has to evaluate his/her personnel 

and come up with an offense that will get their personnel 

into areas where they can score from. 
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Most coaches agree that statistics are important 

in evaluating the success of a team, but few would argue 

that there is any one factor more important than a 

team's ability to shoot the ball with accuracy . 

• 
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CHAPTER 3 

PROCEDURE 

The samples used in this study were the members 

of the St. Cloud State University men's basketball squad 

from the 1980-81 and 1981-82 seasons. 
-

Th~ data for this study were obtained from the 

basketball records of St. Cloud State University. The 

data for the study were obtained by a member of the 

Sports Informati~n Department of the home team in the 

games played by St. Cloud State in the 1980-81 and 

1981-82 seasons. A shot chart was kept for both halves 

of every game over the two seasons, such as the one in 

Appendix A. According to NCAA guidelines, a shot chart 

is kept in the following manner. On each shot attempt by 

a player, the recorder would write the jersey number of 

that player on the shot chart in a location that would 

correspond to the player's location on the court. If the 

attempted shot was made, then the recorder would circle 

the shooter's number for that particular shot. If a shot 

was taken while the player was moving through the air, from 

one designated area to another, the shot was recorded in 

11 



the area that the player . was in at the time the ball was 

released from his hands. · 

Upon completion of each game, the recorder 

would determine the team's field goal percentage for that 

particular game. 

The author then went back through the shot charts 

and counted up the number of shots attempted and made 

from each of the designated areas. The results were 

recorded on a tabulation sheet such as the one found in 

Appendix A. 

Upon completion of the investigation, the totals • 
from each shooting area were added up and the field goal 

percentage was calculated for each designated area. 

In addition, by using the same shot chart, field 

goal percentages would be calculated for the left and 

right sides of the court by drawing a line from the 

basket to the middle of the center jump circle. A shot 

taken from directly in front of the basket was placed on 

the side of the court the shooter's pivot foot was 

located in.. Results are recorded on a "Right and Left 

Percent" sheet such as the one found in Appendix A. 

To determine the relationship between winning and 

the team shooting the highest field goal percentage, data 

were taken from the shot charts and placed on the Game 

Results Sheet, such as the one found in Appendix A. The 

12 



percentage of the games won by the team shooting the 

highest field goal percentage was then calculated. 

13 

A difference of 5 percent among any of the 

designated shooting areas or the difference in field goal 

percentage of the right or left side is considered to be 

significantly different . 
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CHAPTER 4 

ANALYSIS AND RESULTS OF DATA 

This investigation conducted over the 1980-81 

and 1981-82 St. Cloud State University basketball 

seasons, was und.ertaken to determine what areas on the 

basketball court proved to be efficient in terms of field 

goal percentage, as well as which areas were not 
• 

efficient in terms of field goal percentage. Also to 

be determined from the two year analysis was what 

correlation there was between the team with the highest 

field goal percentage actually winning the game. A game 

by game breakdown of recorded data may be found in 

Appendix B. These «a.ta were used to. determine the 

following results. 

In studying the field goal percentages from the 

designated shooting areas listed in Table 1, it was 

found the 1980-81 team shot a higher percentage from all 

areas except four and six, compared with the 1981-82 

team. 
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Table 1 

Individual Season Shot Analysis 

Designated Areas 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

1981-82 

47% 67% 48% 38% 57% 35% 51% 39% 

39% 62% 40% 45% 42% 46% 40% 39% 

When the total shots attempted and made were 

calculated over the two seasons, shooting areas #2 and 

#5 produced the highest field goal percentages with area 

#8 being the lowe~t. 

Table 2 

Two Year Analysis of Field Goal Percent 

Designated Areas 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

Shots Attempted 253 681 193 277 404 222 160 163 

Shots Made 113 445 85 115 196 91 73 64 

Field Goal 45% 65% 44% 42% 49% 41% 47% 39% 
Percent 

In further analysis, it was determined that the 

players involved in the 1980-81 and 1981-82 basketball 

seasons made a higher percentage of their shots from the 

right side of the court as compared to the left side of 



court, although the percentage difference was not 

significantly different for this study. 

Table 3 

Right and Left Side Percent 

Right Side Left Side 

Shots Shots 

16 

I Attempts Made Attempts Made 

1980-81 638 351 633 326 
• 

1981-82 529 255 553 250 

Total 1167 606 1186 576 

Field Goal Percent 52% 48% 

In studying the relationship of a team field goal 

percentage to winning, it was calculated that over the 

two year period the team with the highest field goal 

percentage won 34 out of 54 games. Calculated out, that 

means that over the two year period the team with the 

highest field goal percentage won 63% of the games. 



CHAPTER 5 

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Summary 

The purpose of this study was to determine what 

designated shooting areas on the basketball court would 

yield the highest field goal percentage over the course 

of two sea~ons as well as whether or not there was a 

significant difference between field goal percentages 

between the right and left sides of the basketball court. 

Another purpose -as to determine how often the team with 

the highest field goal percentage actually was 

successful in winning the game. 

Conclusion 

Within the limitations of this study, the 

following conclusions were reached: 

1. That there was a significant difference 

between the field goal percentages of the eight 

designated shooting areas. 

2. There was no significant difference in field 

goal percentages over the two year period between the 

right and left sides of the basketball court. 
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3. That there was a significant relationship 

between the team shooting the highest field goal 

percentage and the team winning the game. 

Reconmendations 

18 

The following recommendations are made for further 

study: 

1. A study should be conducted on how the 

distance from the basket within the eight designated 

shooting areas affects the field goal percentage. 

2. A similar study encompassing a greater 

number of colleges and universities should be conducted -
to increase the validity of the results. 

3. A study should be conducted measuring field 

goal percentages of a given team coming from their set 

offenses and eliminating those shots coming out of 

transition. 



BIBLIOGRAPHY 

1. Cousy, Bob and Frank G. Power. Basketball Concepts 
and Techniques. Boston, Mass.: Allyn and 
Bacon, Inc., 1970. 

2. Dickinson, Joseph Fletcher. The Relationship of 
Depth Perception to Goal Shooting in Basketball. 
Thesis, University of Iowa, 1953. 

3. Girouard., James E. The Effect of Practice Position 
on Accuracy in Goal Shooting in Basketball. 
Th~sis, Springfield College, 1967. 

4. Hobson, Howard A. Scientific Basketball. Second 
Edition; New York: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1955. 

5. Ridl, Charle.a. How to Develop a Deliberate 
Basketball Offense. West Nyack, New York: 
Parker Publishing Company, Inc., 1966. 

6. Sands, Gary T. "Individually Rating Basketball 
Player." Athletic Journal, 53:53, May, 1973. 

7. Sharman, Bill. Sharman on Basketball. Englewood 
Cliffs, New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1965. 

8. Stier, William F. "Statistics Play by Play." 
Athletic Journal, 49:43, September, 1968. 

9. Thornes, Ann. Brown. An Analysis of a Basketball 
Shooting Test and Its Relation to Other 
Basketball Skill Tests. Thesis, university of 
Wisconsin, 1965. 

19 



• 

APPENDIXES 

20 



• 

APPENDIX A 

RECORDING FORMS 

21 



22 

SHOT CHART 

#1 #2 #3 

- ------... .,-
#4 / #5 ' #6 

' I 
I 

• 

#7 #8 

Designated Shooting Areas 

1) The left side of the court from the free throw 

lane to the sideline and from the baseline to the top of 

the block. 

2) From the baseline to the top of the blocks, 

inside the free throw lane. 

3) The right side of the court from the free 

throw lane to the sideline and from the baseline to the 

top of the blocks. 



4) The left side of the court from the top of 

the block to the free throw line, outside the free throw 

lane. 

5) The area from the top of the blocks to the 

free throw line, inside the free throw lane. 

6) The right side of the court from the top of 

the block to the free throw line, outside the free throw 

lane. 

7) ' The left side of the court from the free 

throw line on out to an imaginary line 24 feet out from 

the basket. 

• 
8) The right side of the court from the free 

throw line on out to an imaginary line 24 feet out from 

the basket. 

23 
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OPPONENTS 

• 

GAME RESULTS SHEET 

OPPONENT'S 
FIELD GOAL 
PERCENT 

scsu 
FIELD GOAL 
PERCENT 

SCORE 
SCSU OPPONENT 

The number of times · the team with the highest field goal 

percentage won the g.ime was 
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s 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

TOTALS 

FIELD GO~.L 7. 

ATT. 

-

RIGHT SIDE 
SHOTS 

• 

RIGHT /..ND LEFT 'X. CHART 

MADE ATT. 

LEFT SIDE 
SHOTS 

26 

HADE 
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ST. CLOUD VS. 

AREA v l . AREA i 2 

SHOTS Sl!OT5 SHOTS SHOTS 
OPPONENT'S NAME ATTPTD HADE ATTPTD HADE 

! st: John's 7 4 22 18 

! lon t ana State 4 2 10 6 
I 
I E . !-!cn tana 4 4 6 5 

St. J o hn's 4 2 15 9 

Gu s t avus 5 3 3 5 20 

N. D. S .U. 5 3 21 16 

/\ugustana 

Northern 2 1 5 3 

j St. Ol af 

St . Olaf 4 2 24 18 

Stevens Po int 3 1 13 7 

St . J o !'ln 's 3 2 17 11 
l 
\ Bemid ji 6 3 18 16 

i UM-Duluth 2 0 3 4 1 8 

j t la nka to 11 4 22 12 

I Win o n a 7 4 20 11 

\ >l oor hca d 6 1 9 6 

I . ,. . l Uh - ~Jorr is 

I TOTAL 

i ':. 

1980-81 TABULATION SHEET 

AREA#) AREA t 4 AREA---, --S-

SHOTS SHOTS S1!01'S . SHOTS SIIOTS Sl!OTS 
ATTPTD MADE ATTrro MADE ATTPTD MADE 

2 1 6 3 5 3 

2 1 4 2 3 1 

3 1 1 0 5 0 

2 2 8 2 10 5 

7 4 6 . 4 8 3 

6 4 7 3 10 4 

2 2 6 0 6 3 

5 2 12 · l 12 10 

2 1 6 4 8 5 

2 0 3 3 15 9 

5 1 11 4 8 2 

7 3 2 1 9 7 

3 1 4 1 11 4 

4 1 8 4 5 2 

5 2 10 3 22 1 6 

S,l.,_ Mt0 -C~ S A T4 

AREA f 6 

SHOTS SHOTS 
ATTPTD MADE 

3 0 

5 0 

2 1 

4 • 0 

4 1 

1 0 

5 2 

6 3 

4 2 

3 2 

6 2 

6 1 

5 3 

6 2 

8 3 

AREA f 7 

SHOTS Sl!OTS 
ATTPTD MADE 

6 3 

2 0 

0 0 

5 1 

0 0 

2 1 

1 1 

6 4 

2 1 

2 0 

8 4 

0 0 

4 0 

5 5 

4 3 

AR~A '!' 8 

SHOTS 51!".:,S 
ATTP! ;:l t'.A::i:: 

2 1 

3 0 

1 0 

7 2 

0 0 

4 2 

2 1 

4 2 

4 1 

1 1 

5 1 

3 2 

3 • 2 

3 1 

6 2 

N 
(X) 



1980-81 TABULATION SHEET 
ST. CLOUD vs. 

AREA I} l . AREA I 2 AREA () 3 AREA~ 4 AREA# 5 

Sl!O,S SHOTS SP.ors SHOTS SIICTS Sl!OTS S!IOl'S SHOTS SHOTS Sl!OTS 

OP?ONENT'S NA.~£ ,,TiPTD HADE ATTPTD HADE ATTPTi> l'.ADE ATT!'TD HADE ATTPTD MACE 

Bemidji 6 1 19 13 6 2 6 1 9 3 

u:-1 - ou luth 10 5 6 5 8 3 5 2 12 6 

ncmidji 3 0 11 6 4 1 7 2 9 3 

St. J ohn's 7 3 4 3 4 1 1 1 5 4 

~·linona 7 1 14 6 6 2 10 5 14 • 6 

f.1 .:mka to I 2 1 14 8 3 J. 3 1 6 0 

Southwes t 8 2 · 14 11 2 2 7 3 12 4 

U:l-Duluth 6 5 10 5 6 2 6 2 8 5 

UVi-Morri s No ,'.:ha!:t 

TOTAL 122 48 2 52 157 9G 38 131 59 188 79 

7. 39 "ci 62 '1. 40'1. 45 ~ 4 21 

::iJ..e J...aQ&.l(i Jv]lo,~e.sora 

AREA fl 6 AREA# 7 

SHOTS SHOTS SIIOTS SHOTS 
ATTPTD HADE ATTPTD HADE 

7 1 6 3 

5 1 3 0 

7 5 1 0 

2 2 3 1 

7 1 6 3 

4 1 4 2 

6 3 4 2 

4 4 2 0 

117 54 84 34 

46\ 40 % 

AREA~ 8 

S!iOi S Sl 'OTS 
ATTi'TD ?-'.A:>£ 

2 1 

2 0 

5 2 

5 3 

4 1 

4 1 

2 2 

6 3 

I 

92 3 6 

3 9i 

"' 1.0 



ST. CLOU:i VS. 

AR!:A (I l . AREA i 2 

SHOTS SHOTS S!!OTS saws 
OPPOS!:NT'S NAY.E ATTPTD HADE AITi'TD Ht.DE 

Michigan Te ch No clv~rt 

?lo . Michigan No ch.::i rt 

:~ugusta r1a 5 2 15 5 

Gustavus 7 3 6 5 

St . John 's 4 1 7 4 

Northern 3 1 14 10 

N.o . s.u. 8 5 11 7 

St. Olaf 7 3 11 5 

' i Concordia 1 1 15 9 

m~-L ::iCros~e 2 1 4 2 

i1clnka to 5 3 9 4 

l'li nona 7 3 18 12 

:-~a.nkn to 5 0 12 8 

:ioor he:id 1 1 11 9 

U!-1 - 1-lorris 7 4 9 7 

southwest 5 1 12 9 

:-:oorhead 3 1 6 3 

Nor t he rn No Chart 

TOTA!. 

l. 

1981-82 TABULATION SHEE'f 

AREA-, J AREA 7 4 All.EA f 5 

suers SHOTS SIIOl'S SHOTS SHOTS SHOTS 
ATTPTD HADE ATTPTD HADE ATTPTD HAD!: 

7 4 3 0 7 2 

4 2 2 2 4 3 

7 2 5 2 8 3 

0 0 2 1 11 8 

3 2 5 1 5 2 

4 0 3 1 3 1 

6 2 4 3 6 1 

4 3 6 3 17 6 

4 4 5 3 4 1 

3 0 8 2 5 4 

1 0 10 5 11 7 

2 2 6 3 7 1 

6 3 6 5 7 2 

4 0 9 4 7 2 

2 0 12 7 11 6 

-::U.. J..a.Qi.IG h1J t•U1i#?Yia 

AP.EA i 6 AREA f 7 

SHOTS S!IOTS SHOTS SHOTS 
ATTPTD MADE ATTP!'D !'.ADE 

8 3 2 1 

1 1· 5 2 

4 3 2 1 

2 1 2 2 

5 3 5 1 

5 1 4 1 

7 4 2 0 

5 1 6 3 

4 1 6 2 

3 1 1 1 

9 3 7 2 

4 3 2 0 

3 2 / 2 2 

6 4 4 2 

9 5 5 3 

AREA~ 8 

SHOTS S l!CTS 
ATTPTD l'.,<.:l~ 

3 0 

6 1 

2 1 

5 3 

4 3 

4 4 

6 1 

4 1 

5 1 

7 3 

3 1 

4 2 

0 •o 

2 1 

7 1 

: 

i 
1 

i 
I 
! 
! 

w 
0 



1981 - 8 2 T,\ BUL.'\T I ON S HEET 

ST. CLOUD VS. 

AR!:A II l . AREA ti 2 AREA (J 3 AREA f 4 AREA I 5 

SHOTS SHO'.:'S SHOTS Sli:lTS SHOTS SHOTS SIIOl'S SHOTS Sl!OTS St!OTS 
O??OlsENT' S ~J\.".E .\trl'TD !"u\.D Z AITPTD MADE ATTPTD ~IADE ATTrTD MADE ATTPTD MADE 

Sc ut hwe s t 9 3 21 15 3 1 1 0 5 10 5 

,,10orhec:d ) 2 11 5 4 1 8 1 1 7 10 

~:oc:t:ce rn 1 0 5 21 1 7 5 4 8 2 8 4 

ncr1idj i 6 2 26 1 6 2 1 5 2 9 • 
U:1 - Duluth 1 2 5 1 7 14 1 0 5 3 2 3 2 

; t~u. nk a_to 

Winona 8 6 11 11 7 5 10 5 1 7 1 2 
' 
I S21 uthwes t ·I 7 5 28 17 6 4 3 1 2 1 

'. u :·1-;.1o r ris 3 1 2 3 17 3 0 5 ) 13 6 

I 
I 

I 
I l ! I 

i 
I 

i 

: 

TOT Al, 131 65 429 288 97 47 1 46 5 6 216 11 7 
I 

1. 47i 67% 48 ~ 38 ':; 5 7% 

-. =-.....,....- -----..- _ ......;:'...:-·=-~~ . .a...- ~y ,.,.. t DM'SeiiMdtiA 

AREA l' 6 AREA I 1 

SHOTS SHOTS SHOTS snors 
ATTPT!l MADE ATTPTD !'.ADE 

6 1 3 2 
/ 

6 1 5 3 

7 6 2 1 

2 0 2 0 

3 1 4 2 

7 5 5 4 

3 0 5 3 

~ 1 3 ' .I. 

. ,.. 

, 

105 37 76 39 

3 5 '6 SH 

AR EA ~ 8 

SHOTS SEC' TS 
ATTPr:> P./-. jS 

3 1 

6 4 

0 0 

2 0 

2 0 

3 2 

7 1 

0 0 

• 

71 28 

3 91 

w 
...... 



OPPONENTS 

St. John's 
Montana St. 

East. r-:ont. 

St. John's 

Gustav~ 

N.D.s.u. 

1\ugustana 

Northern 

St. Olaf 
St. Olaf 

Stevens Pt. 

St . John's 

Bemidji 

UM-Duluth 

:tankato 

Winona 

!-toorhead 

UM-Morris 

Southwest 

Moorhead 

Northern 

Benidj i 

UM-Duluth 

Mankato 

Winona 
Southwest 

UM-Morr.is 

1980-81 

G~~E RESULTS SHEET 

OPPONENT'S 
FIELD GOAL 
PERCENT 

47 
50 

51 

48 

39 
37 

42 

48 . 

37 

36 

43 

54 

52 

52 

59 

39 

55 

45 

47 

45 

45 
44 

·- 41 

69 

40 
54 

48 

scsu 
FIELD GOAL 
PERCENT 

58 
.. 40 

56 

39 

62 

62 

45 

41 

42 
57 

48 

61 

49 

49 

44 

52 

57 

52 

51 

44 
61 
50 

58 -· 

39 

60 
54 

56 

SCORE 
SCSU OPPONENT 

75" 80 
62 86 -
66 ·94 

61 76 

78 70 

88 80 

82 83 

71 83 

63 57 

96 59 

46 60 

92 85 

87 78 

97 84 

77 81 

83 74 

96 104 

81 82 

73 80 

69 68 

90 77 

74 64 

76 70 

71 79 

ll5 89 
94 85 

80 79 

The number of times the t e am with the highest field goal 

perc entage won the game was 16/27 

32 



OPPONENTS 

Mich. Tech 
No. l-lich. 

Augustana 

Gustavus 

St. John's 
Northern 

N.D.S.U. 

St. Olaf-

Concordia 

Lacrosse 

l-lankato 

Winona 
Mankato 

Moorhead 

U:4-Morris 

Southwest 

Moorhead 

Northern 

Bemidji 

UM-Duluth 

Bemidji 

.St. John's 

Winona 

Mankato 

Southwest 
UM-Duluth 

UM-Morris 

1981-82 

GAME RESULTS SHEET 

OPPONENT'S 
FIELD GOAL 
PERCEN'l' 

42 
48 

42 

33 

51 
57 

51 

47 

48 

so 
51 

42 
45 

47 

54 

48 

48 

33 

48 

so 
42 

45 

51 

49 

43 
59 

56 

scsu 
FIELD GOJ\L 
PERCENT 

36 
41 

36 

54 

43 
69 

50 

36 

44 

41 

47 

37 
44 

52 

62 

41 

44 

42 

46 

45 

41 

61 

46 

38 

50 
53 

46 

SCORE 
SCSU OPPONEN'l' 

42' 53 
48 68 

42 ·--S-3 

51 54 

47 55 
60 59 

57 64 

54 42 

54 57 

43 61 

48 53 

75 72 
--

53 56 

49 51 

56 58 

43 49 

56 80 

so 51 

71 66 

61 83 

51 . 41 

65 58 

58 55 

37 45 

7_1 51 
59 65 

54 64 

The number of times the team with the highest field goal 

percentage won the game wa~ __ 1_8_/_2_1 _________ _ 

33 



CAME Aff. 

1 SJU 25 

2 !•lent. 16 

3 Z.!'-!ont 11 

4 SJU 24 

5 Gust. 32 

6 ND.,'3U 28 

7 August No 

8 
,,o~ .. ~. !.4 

9 St.Olai No 

10 St.Ole:. , 37 

11 UWSP 24 

12 SJU 25 

13 Be.nidj 31 

14 Ut!D 33 

15 nankat< 38 

16 IH nona 28 

17 · :-!oorh . 37 

18 UMi-1 No 

19 ssu 32 

20 :-loorh. 35 

21 Nor th. 33 

22 9er,1idj 27 

23 Ul!D 25 

24 ,-iankatc No 

25 Winona 29 

26 ssu 30 

27 u;-111 24 

!TOTALS 638 

FIF.tD COAL 7. 55% 

aICHT SIDE 
SHOTS 

• 
Ctk, rt 

Chart 

Chart 

Chart 

1980-81 

lICHT AND tEFT '1. CHART 

KADE 

16 

7 
4 

10 

17 

19 

5 

27 

14 

17 

16 

15 

16 

13 

19 

16 

18 

24 

13 

14 

22 

15 

14 

35-1 

ATT. 

28 

17 
11 

31 

33 

28 

15 

36 

18 

21 

36 

30 

25 

30 

33 

33 

25 

28 

27 

29 

39 

31 

29 

633 

5 1% 

LEIT SIDE 
SHOTS 

34 

KADE 
17 

5 
7 

13 

18 

14 

8 

15 

8 

11 

17 

17 

11 

17 

17 

17 

9 

15 

13 

17 

28 

17 

15 

326 



l •rech 

2 N.:Hch. 

3 l\ugust. 

4 Gustav. 

5 St.John 

6 Noi;th. 

7 NDSU 

8 St.Olaf 

9 · Concord 

10 Lacross 

11 11ankato 

12 Winona 

13 Hankato 

14 l1oorh. 

15 01-1:-1 

16 ssu 
17 Moorh. 

18 North. 

19 Be:nidji 

20 OMO 

21 Bemidji 

22 St.John 

23 Winona 

24 Ma nkato 

25 ssu 
26 UMD 

27 U'.'1/.1 

TOTA I.S 

FIE!.D GOAL 7. 

IICHT SIDE 
SIIOTS 

ATT . 
No Chart 

No Chart 
, 22 

16 

22 

20 

18 

18 

32 • 
26 

19 

27 

26 

20 

20 

22 

29 

No Chart 

30 

25 

25 

17 

36 

17 

23 

19 

No Chart 

529 

48% 

1981-82 

lICHT AND LEFT 7. CHART 

HADE ATT 

11 23 

7 19 

3 17 

14 19 

13 28 

8 23 

12 15 

12 22 

9 23 

12 25 

12 32 

14 20 

11 20 

10 33 

12 26 

13 31 

12 26 

12 21 

10 14 

14 32 

3 23 

14 32 

11 29 

255 553 

45% 

. 
LEFT SIDE 

SHOTS 

35 

HADE 

6 

12 

8 

12 

11 

8 

9 . 

8 

10 

14 

14 

7 

14 

13 

13 

12 

10 

7 

8 

11 

12 

15 

16 

250 
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