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INTROIUCTION

The 1st Anwusl Utah State Agrioultural College Cosshing School was
held in 1927, The originator and dirsetor of the school is E. L. Romney,
professor of physical education, director of athletioes, and head football
coach, Utah State Agriomltural College. He has direoted this school from
1ts beginning and has consistently obdiained leading coaches in the United
Btates as instructors,

The schosl was begun by Coach RBomney heecause he felt that high
school and college ocosches needed to lemrn, through specialiszed ianstruc-
tion by outatanding authorities, the latest developments in coaching
principal sports. The need 1w exemplified by the prodlem of the young
conch who, in his firvst job, was familiar with perbaps only one sport,

He might know this sport only as an athlete and not as a coach, and he
wonld ksow less about the other sports which he was required to coach.
At that time cosches were not specially trained for coaching poeitions.

After graduntes aseumed their new duties, they wrote to Professor
Romney for information on sports they were coaching., After receiving
many such letters he felt there should be provided a school where these
young coaches could receive this instruction, Institutions had mude more
or less provisions for giving training 4n physical education, but they
goeve 1ittle or none in coaching.

Coach Romney argued that it would be a worthwhile project to bring
outstanding specialists into a cosching school and that suoh instruction
would he velusble to coaches of the area,
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The first school was of five weeks' duration., During the first
three weeks Knute R

ockne, of Hotre Dame, gave football instruction. This
sohool was very popular and the enrollment of coaches was large. The
next week was spent in baciketball {astruetion. The basketball inatructor
was Dr., Forrest "FPhog" Allen of Kansas University. The fifth week was
devoted to track, swimming, snd vrestling, The track snd field instruc-
tor wae Coach ¥, L. Romney, of Utah State,

In 1928 and 1929 the schools were conducted in this manner with Glen
"Pop" Warner, Stanford, and Robert Zupke, Illinois, as foothall instruo-
tors. Instructor in bBasketball during these two years vas Dr, Allen,

In 1928, Ir. Creed Haymond of the University of Pemnsylvania, and
Cosch E. L. Bomney handled the track and field. In 1929, Joe Pipal,
Ogeldental College, and Coach Romney took care of these iuswuaml
duties, ‘

For three years, 1927-28+29, C. S. Leaf, Brigham Young University,
inetructed in swimming, and George "Doa" Nelson of Utah State Agricultural
College instructed in wrestling.

The instruction in track and fleld and swimming ended with the 1929
school, 1% was fé:lt by M‘r@eiar' Romney that the course nesded to be ocut
ghorter and the insirustion greatly intensified. This school was then
cut to one week because coaches conld mot get awsy from their summer
employment for a longer period., In the shorter school, the curriculum
was linmited almost exclusively to footdall and baskethall., A small amount
of time was allowed for golf instruotion by Alex McCafferty, Salt Lake
Country Clud Professor in 1931-1933, and to Six~-Man Football by C. L,
Crovert, ¥aunta Public Schools, Hebrasks, in 1939,
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Football and basketball instruction at the school has been continuons
since 1927. Except for the years 1931+193% and 1939 the gchools have been
devoted exclusively to foothall and basketball,

This coaching school is financed by the summer school division, as
are all other courses. The fee is $10,00 per yesr, Over the 22 years
the coaching schosl has been operating the tultion fees received have just
managed to pay the salaries of the visiting instructors,

Credit is given for this course at the U,S.A.C. on the basls of ons
eredit for football and one oredit for basketball, This eredit can be
used once sach five years for re-certification in Utah, Out of 145 attend-
ing the sahool in 19UE, 123 applied for oredit in basketball and 124 for
sredit in football, |

The enrollment has always been regarded as satisfactory by the offi-
cizls in charge. The first schools were large. Then the depression took
1%s toll, Tnrollment rebounded definttely in 1935 and contimued to ime
crease, reaching a high lewel inm 1941 when Olark D, Shavghnessy iatrodaced
the medern T formation in feotball,

Fven during Vorld War II the schools were large. With young ocoaches
avay to war, ¢lassroon Seachers were required to take Mr places. They
then eame to cosmohing school to refresh thelr memories and get new 1dess
and tastics.

‘!hé following 4s & 1lst of inetructors in basketbell and football
since $t3 begianing in 1927 up to 19u#: |
Year  Dasketbal) Zootbal)

1927  Dr, Forrest Allen, XKansas U, Knute Rockne, Notre Dame

1928 Dr, Forrest Allen, Kensss U, Glen "Pop* Werner, Stanford
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1929
1930
1931
1932

1933
1934
1935

1936
1937
1938
1939
1940
1951
1942
1gh3
194k

1945
1946
1947
1948

Dy, Forrest Allen, Xansas U,
br, H, €, Carleon, Pititedurg U.
Sen Barry, U, of So. Calif,

¢, O, Romney, Brighsm Young U.
Vadal Peterson, U. of Utah

B, L. Romney, Utah State

Same as 1932 |

John Dunn, Stanford

Seme as 1932

Join Bunn, Stanford

AA, Schabinger, Creighton U.
C.8. Rapunson, Wash. U,
Forrest B, Cox, Colorsds U,
KMM‘& Hobson, Oregon U,
Forreat B. Cox, Colorade U,

AT, "Slate® G411, Oregon State

E?QMQ Shelten, Wyo. Y.

Wm, H, "Little BLILY Milley
Talea "Diamond X Oilers®

Jack Priel, Washington stm
Henry Iba, Okla, A & M

Liee Putton, West Virginia
Jack Gardner, Xansss State

Robert Zupke, Illinois U,

¥allace Wade, Alabams
B. W, Blerman, Tulane U,

Barry XKipke, Michigen U,
H, O, ¥Pritsz" Crisler, Princeton

Claric D, Shaughnessy, Chicego

Franeis A. Schmids, Ohio State

Dens X. Bible, Nebr. & Texas

L. B. Allison, U, of Caltf,
I-m Waldorf, Northwestern
garl Snavely, Cornell

Clark D, Shsughnessy, Stanford
Lon Stiner, Oregon State
Clark D, Shaughnessy, Stanford

Clark D. Shaughnessy, U, of
Figteburgh _

Jeff Cravath, U. of 8o, Calif.
Frank Leshy, Notre Dame

‘Wallace Buttis, Georgia

H,0, "Frits" Crieler, Michigan U,

The 22nd Annual Cosching School of the Utah State Agricultural College
was held from Jume 7 through June 14, 119543, in the Aggle fleld house, H, O,
 "Pritz® Crigler, of Michigon University, itnstrusted in foothball, Conch

Crisler had led his Mighigan Wolverines %o an undefeated season in 1947,

and the mythical national football championship.
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Jack Oardner, of Kansas State, handled the instructional dutles in
bagkcetball. - His team was rated among the best ¢ix teams in the nation at
the close of the 1947-1948 senson. ,

In 1948 there were 145 in attendance at the school,

The cosching school held at Ustah State Agrioultursl Colleze in
only one of at least 42 (1, 6) such schools held throughout the United
States. Yel, sc far as is known, no study has been made of & coaching
school,

There 18 a definite need for a study of this kind o determine the
valuss of such coaching schools, There ig meed for & getentific study to
determine vhy the coaches attend coachimg schools, to what use the data
gathered und the inetruetion given at the school ig put and if the coaches
think 4% is tmportant emough to them to return year after year,

Coaching, as & pﬂfﬁ!ﬂl@'ﬁ,v has grown cmsidimbiy. Paralleling
this the ~Mhmg school movement haw grown %0 sush proportions throughout
the United States that there myst he some value in 1%, Although this study
s intended to determine wvhat values sre apparently derived from only one
of these soaching schools, the resulis should provide some indieation of
the values that night come out of all coaching schools,
tatenent of Problen

The purpose of the present study is to determine {1) the areas from

which conches come %0 attend the Utah State Agricultural College Coaching
School, {2) whether or not the pneople attending the 22nd Anmus) Coaching
School at the Utah State Agrienltural College attend regularly, (3) to

what extent information and material available st the school are used in
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the comch's own coashing program, (M) if the achool is answering the needs
of the coashes attending, and (5) whether or mot there i3 any soolal walue
in attending the school, (€) a comparison of alli Utah State somching
schools, (7) what, 4f any, instrustional methods need to be used movre in
~the instruetor's ym&nﬁaﬁm of material.

This iaformation should prove valusble (1) ae a guide to Directors
of Coaching Scheols in building thelr programs for their particslar
coaching sechool, (2} to comches in determining the value of the coaching

school,
Soops and Deltsttatton of Sibject

Data for this problem wae thMma primarily from one coamching
gsohoolj the 22nd Anmeal Comching Sehool, 1948, held at Utah State Agricul-
tural College, logan, Utah, under the direction of Coach E. L. "Dick"
Romney.

The resulis of the quﬂtimrt were computed on .z‘m basis of the
answers received from those people attending thie coaching schaool June 7=
14, 1948,

Only in fipures 1 and 2 were the results based on the Sotal attene
dsnee of U5, Tho attendance record was ohtained from the offiece of the
Department of Competitive Athletics, Utah State Agriculiural Ccllege.

Yrom that point om the study is conperned with only those coaches
who, st the time of the mchool, wers holding tesohing jobs in the comsching
profession. This eliminated 46 ptudents, leaving o net of 99, These ware
eliminated either because they were not coschen, were not comching, or were
gtudents. Out of the 99 we would ke %o study 75, or 75.89 percent re-

turned the guestionnaires given to them.
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After the stuly was completed, the writer sampled the 24 percent
who did not return completed gquestionnaires in order o determine whether
or not thelr replies would be consietant with those that were received
from the original 76 percent, The results from this saspling indicated
that had there been a response from 100 persent, the conclusions would
have been the same,

Method of Progedure
The material for this study was gathersd from the esaches attending

the 22nd4 Anmnal Ceaching School by means of a questiomnelire built for this
purpose, & copy of vhich may be found 4in the appendix,

Permission was obtained from the direotor of the schaol to distri-
bute these questionnsires., After distridution, the questionnmire was ex-
plained and the guestions brought up by the coaches were answersd.

Coach Romney was very cooperative in helping to get replies from
those attending. TRvery morning he emphasized the imporiance of answering
thase questionnairss properly. At the close of cosching school, 75.89 pere
ecent of the nunbar aﬁg&‘b&é%ﬂmﬁ the guestionnaives,

The author realizes that the guestiomnsire method fs not bHeat method
of researsh, but guite often it is the only mothod that is feasible to use
when desling with large wumbers. The questionnaire has two advantsges ss
set forth by Grote:

The advantages of the use of the questionnaire are nch se
nomerous, but two of them ars quite outstanding and justify the
use of this methed of study. One is the oyportunity which the
questionnaire offers for thoughtful, well-considered replies.

The other {s that 1t 19 possible to secure information from a

large number of cases more readily dy thie method than by any

other. (B)

Information sleo obtained by meane of personal interviews with the

Utah State Cosching School Director, Coach E, L, Romney, An attempt was
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aluo made to get s record of the names of those who attended the school
since 1927, but only those of recent yesrs were aveilable. The registrar
of Utah State Agricultura) College made éﬁ‘a&l&b&e the record containing the
nanes of those who attended the cosshing schools for credit since that
time, This was considered %o be of little value because , large number
attend without registering for eredit. Therefore, this information is
not included in the stundy.
Definition of Terms

In view of a particular meaning attached to certain worde and terms

in this theals, 1% is important that they be defined so as to assure that
everyone will place the same interpretation on them,

Blocking patterns: A term used in footdall to indicate what the
assignments are to prevent opposing linemen from interfering with a team's
offense.

Coach: One who instructs persons participating in inter-scholastic
or inter-collegiate sports such as foothall or baeketball,

The act of instructing a student or group of students in

-e

Coachiz

sports, such as football or basketball,
Cosching Schoolt A speeisl school for cosches, ususlly of short

duration, where the instruction is concentrated and specialized.

gmentalst The baslc skills of a eport such as football or
basketball, An example might be kicking or dribbling,
Fast Break: An offensive mansuver in basketbsll designed to take
advantage of a quick scoring opportunity. |
Screening: A legal act made without bodily contaot to deny an
opponent a particular position on the floor. Used in basketball general-

1y as an offensive weapon or in gaining good poeition on rebounds.
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In football 4t is generally used in psssing--to kesp ball from view
of opponents or to keep opponents from passer without blocking,

Systemt Basic offensive or defenslve patterns used in basketdball or
football,
~ Zone: Defensive pattern used in Doth basietball and footbsll.



RRVIEW OF LITYRATURE

During the mummer of 1948 there will be held at least 42 aemﬁing
schools (1, 6) in all sections of the United States. Thers haé been no
study made on any of them, or on previous coaching schools,

There has been held, however, a great number of workshops in all
phases of edusation, of which coashing is a part. Coaching schools
can be classified as one type of educational workshop. Good defines a
workshop asi |

An srrangement wader which special facilities, including par
ticularly & wealth of source meterisl and speciallzed persomnel

for group and individual conferences, are provided by an educational

institution for indivicualized or smsll group study of eduecational
probleme that are of special interest to advanced stﬁenh of edu~
cation or to teschers in mervice.....(2)

Thus the cosching school is subetantially a workshop where those ade-
vanced students and coaches in active coaching positions meet to parti-
oipate in a cooperative school directed by speeisliste in the fleld of
coaching athleties, particularly in basketball and footdall,

Coaching schools are often designated as workshops. One of these
schools thus desiznated is beinz held at Veet Virginia University,
Horgantown, Virginla, June 3 to July 14, 1948, or 4n increments of one
week periods for those who prefer to atitend plecemenl.

The objectives of the Utah State Agricultursl College Coaching
School are much the same ag those given by the direstors of the workshop
at Wes$ Virginia Universlty,-~to meet the needs of high school and col-
lege coaches for specialized instruction in the coaching of partioularly
basketball and football., The Utah State bulletin (7) has this to say
of the cosching school?
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- Coaches will want to get acquainted with the developments

in football and basketball and get partially scclimated after an

sbaence in seme oanses of several years. Football &s scheduled

for the morning and basketball for the afternoon.

Thue, the two schools held, respectively, at West Virginia Univer-
sity and Utah State Agricultural College, differed slightly in only two
respecta, ourriculum and length of the school,

Dr. ¥, J, Holter, Coordinator, Ceaches Workshop (8), says,

The workshop is designed to meet particular interests of high
sehu}. and college coaches and athletle direators presently engaged
in aotive coaching and administration. The curriculum includes

raemn. basketball, track or baseball (at student's eption),
training and athletic injuries and athletic administration,

President Irvin Stewart, of West Virginis Univeraity (&), says,

The coaches workshop has been established to fill a need ex~
pressed by high school coaches.

There have been hundreds of workshops held in the eduoational field,
However, they all follow the same pattern - that ias, problem solving, on
a cooperative basis, by specially trained and selected people.
Stafford (5) says that the problems to be wsolved in only one of these
workshops concerned with health were:
1 « ¥hat preparation should rgonnel
adequately so they ean mka “maximon eaamwﬁiaas tu tho healm

of the school child through health serviee, health instruction,
healthful living, ete.?

I1 - What experiences should teacher-education iasti’cutienn una st&h
departnents of adusation and health provide pro ive teacher
to make the mgximum coniributions to the health of the school
ehild through health serviees, health instruction, healthful
living, ete.?

111 - What ageistance should the teaeho»-eﬁmatlan institutions an&
stase departmente of educstion and health provide the teachers
gervice so they can make the maximum contriutions to the
health of the school child through health services, health
instruction, hemlthful living, eto.?

-11=



Another health workshop held at Utah State Agricultural College,
June 30-July 12, 1947, was organized for the purpose of solving other
problems in this field, '
The first problem in the report (4) statest
How can the personnel and other resources of the sollege and
community be prepared and utilized to provide adeguate health know=
ledge and interpreted oxpeﬂmae for :prnspwt&u teachers?
The second pro'hlw was? |
¥hat areas of knevledge and interpreted experience in the
field of health should be & part of the background of all persons
prepering for teaching?! A, Flementary?! B. Secondary! 0. Speeial?
The third problem wast '

Whst facilities and opportuaities should be provided for
teachers in um:‘.m to h‘a&p them fmpreve the school prograsm?

Experts !n m Tiel1d of muuh and physical edusation vere present
at thisg werkshep. Ranﬁmmﬂutlans were made from the results obtained
from mu coaperative enterprise,

However, 1t means nothing to conduet a workshop or a oowhmg school
unless the results are used and are yut into practise.

Stafford (5) statest

The success of the workshop will be geuged in terme of the
actione carried out for bBetter teacher tralaing in the states
rapﬂmm.

This study will de fsportant in determining wvhat sctions are done
in the field after attending coaching schools.
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CHAPTFR III
ANATYSIS OF DATA

It will be recalled thet the first problem selected for this study

was to determine the areas from vhich cogches came to sttend the 1948

coaching school,

The total enrollment at this school was 145, In figure 1, it wt_l'j:

be noted that 5 represented sporting goods companies, 2 represented newsr. °

papers of the intermountain area, 3 were guests of the College, 23 were....., ° °

o *%e
e ® o
.

students still attending colleges, 17 were coaches who had not currently
gigned coaching contracte, and 99 were coaches currently employed in the
coaching profession. Thue, 68,3 percent of the enrollment were conches

actually employed in coamching positiona,

‘It 19 interesting to note that 23, or 15.9 percent of those
attending, were students not yet gradunted from college.

Figure 2 ghows the localities from which this coaching school drew
its studente, Of the total nuwber, Utah with 25, or 58.5 percent, and
Idsho with 36, or 24,7 perceni, were represented by far more students
than any other states. This is to be expected, however, because of the
location of the school, and because many coaches were former gradustes
of Utah State Agricultursl College.

The students came from 1l states of the United Sictes, and one came
from Alberta, Canadsa.

It 18 interesting to note that from the midwest, three students came
from as far awey as Minnesota, two came from Illinois, and one came from
Kenans,

From the northwest, 1 student came from Washington and 3 eame from
Oregon. | |
- 127930
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68.3%

15.9%

9.0%

3.4%

2.1%

1.3%

1o

20

B 60 8 100 320 1Mo 150

Cosches currently employed

] in coaching profession (99)*

. ]

-]

el

Students (23)

Personnel no% currently employed in coaching
profession (13)

Representing sporting goods companies (5)

Guests of Utah State Agrionltural College (3)

Sperts editors of intermountain area (2)

*Number of casss shown in parenthesis

Figure 1.

Groups represented at the Utah State Agricultural College

Conching Sshool,
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CLE. R —) Ut (85)

oyt [ Yasho (36)
355 Nevada (5)
2.5 Colorade (4)
2.1 Minnesota (3)

2.1% Oregon (3)

Sl = R Y

1.4% California (2)
1 [l T1lnots (2)
1ug [l Wyomtng (2)

74 | | Alberta, Canada (1)

R | Kansss (1)

% 2 Washington (1)

Figure 2, States from vhich students ceme to attend the 22nd Annual
Conching School,



In the Rocky Mountain region, in addition Yo Utak and Idaho,
Colorado (4), Nevada (5), and ¥yoming (2) were represented.

In the for vest, Californis had 2 representatives.

In table 1 we are concerned with only thnse coaches currently in
the goushing profession. As you will recall, this number is 99.

Table 1 shows us the schools from vhich the soaches came to attend
the 22nd Aanual Coaching School. Utah schools had 4& representatives
present, or 48,6 percent. There were 34 coaches from 22 high schools,

9 coaches from 3 senior colleges and universities, 4 coaches from Y
Junior eolleges, and 1 from & junior hWigh school,

From the high school group, Davis had the most coaches present
with 4, From the senior colleges, Utsh State and Idaho State College
each bad % present for the largest totals, | |

1dsho hed 32 vepresentatives, or 32,4 percent, There were 27
coaches from 21 high schools, 1 comch from ) junior college, and U coaches
from 1 senlor college.

From the high school zreup, Celdwell, Malad and Preston had 2 ye-
presentatives esach,

Colorade had 3 coaches present, 2 from Colorado A & ¥ and 1 from
Hesa College. |

Minnesota had 3 representatives, 1 from a senior college and 2 from
high schools,

Neovsde had 3 from high schools.

Kansas had 1 from high schools.

I111in08s had 2 from high schools,

Wyoming had 1 from high schools and 1 from the college group.

~16-



Table 1. Schools suploying coaches attending the 22nd Annual Utah State
Coaching School, 19u8,

Uta

' % %tmt '
Brigham Young University
Bear Biver
Box Elder
Beaver
Branch Agrieultural Oollege
Devis ‘ ‘
Papt High Sehool
Grantsville
Iineoln
Logar
Horgan
Hillard
Hurray |
North Cache
Horth Sanpete
North Sevier
Ogden
Pleasant Grove
Snow College
Spandsh Fork
South Cache
Smithfield Junfor
University of Utah
Utah State
Yayne Connty
Heber College
Weber High
Vestminister College

Idaho
Amzon
Aberdesn
American Palle
Blaskfoot
Botee Jr. College
Burley
Caldwell
Mrth
Franklin
Georgetown
Tons
Idaho State College

1
3
2
a,
1
1
b
1
1
2
3
1
1
2
2
2
1
1
1
|
1
1
2
1
2
4
1
1
2

48.6

e N R R e e

wll-



Pﬂstm
Pocatello

Righy

Rexburg

falnon

Soda Springs
Sugar City
Teton
Thomas-¥oreland

Colorado
" Colorndo A & M
Heoma College

Minnesgots

~ Bemidjl Btote Teachers College
Bemid)t Migh Sechool
Fergus ¥alle ~

Ne

~ Cavson City
Douglaa County
las Vegase

Hem iﬁ,{m

12,4

340

3.0

3.0

2.0
1.0

2,0
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Oregon had 3 representatives from high schools. ‘

Washisgton had 1 from high schools and California had 1 from the
college group.

Summing wp, there were T4 cosches present from the senior high
school group, 19 coaches from senior college group, 5 coaches from
Junior colleges and 1 from junior high schools. |

 Figure 3 gives a picture of just what period in the coach's career
that they began attending coaching school., It is significant to know
that 33 coaches, or B percent, attended their first cosching school be-
fore thelr first coaching position. There wore 11 coaches, or 4.6
percent, who ettended after their first year of coaching, 9 coaches, or
12 percent, attended after their second year, and 8 cosches, or 10,7
vercent, attended after their third year, The remaining 1%, or 18,7
perasnt, of the ooaches reported that they attended either after the fourth,
fifth, or sixth year of comching. No ons reported attending a comching
school after the geventh year,

This 1e of importance in that it showe that 81.3 pereent of all
eoaches attending this perticular coaching school began attending them
at least by the time they had cempleted 3 years of sctual coaching.

It 4s fmporsant to kmow the regularity of attendarce at the Utsh
State Agrienltural College coaching school., Does it guceeed in holding
1ts students from year to year! This problem is represented in Table 2,
A1l 75 cases the author has to work with are stuiled.

Thes total possidle sttendsnce of each student wss srrived at by
taking the dotal number of schools &% was possible to attend after the
coach had been to his first coaching school at Utah State,



Fumbey
cemhas

36
33 e

© 1 2 3 4.5 6 71 & 9 10

*Year of coaching

*Figures used to denote hov meny years cosches had been aemhing bew
fore attending a chaching schoel.

Flgure 3. TYear in the coaching profession that cosches begen attending
aeaahiug school,
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Table 2, Regularity of atiendance at Utah State Agricultural College
Coaching School.

g
4
P

| R R TR SR ERET LR TR R E BB

Mm
100
100
100
100
100
100
lo0
100
12 100

BB B o BT A et B P B0 e b () B BT T B S B BT 5 o S e e R R e o e B ]
83

1
2
1
1
3
1
1
1
1
1
b
1
1
L
1
5
1
1
1
1
2
1
1
3
1
3
2
1
i
1
b
1
3
3
1
1
1
3
1
1

& ES £ E SRR SN U B R RA PR R R BE R S BERE B~ o s

% X R B R M T WK R E R R E R ED R ITR

*Humber of scheols $t was possidble to attend, beginning vith the firet
one attended.
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Table 2 (eontimued)
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1
7
7
Y
6
g
2
2
g -
2
2
2
2
2
2 -~
2
7
3
10
10
5
T
5
7
2
Y
5
i




The actusl atiendance ie the munber attendsd after once beginning.

It will ve noted that 22 cosching sshoole is the highest figure that
could possibly have been attended, since the school began in 1927, Of
¥he 75 coaches, only 1 could have attended all of them. It so happemed
that he attended 17, or 77.3 percent of all schools, which is an cute
standing attendanes reeord.

Une coach, case number 67, attended 10 out of a possidle 1&, for
a 55.5 percent record; case number 66 attended 10 cut of 17 for & 58.8
percent. Case nunmber 69 attended 7 out of iUt for 50 percent; oase mumher
74 attended 5 out of a possible 15 for 33.3 percent.

The best attendance record made by sny coach reported wae made by
case nunber U5, whe had a perfect record of 12 for 12.

Of the total plclure, 1t is shown that of & possidle 329 schools
the 7% coaches oould have attended, 231 of them were actually attended
for a vercentage of 70.2. v

The next gqueation that may arise in the resder's mind 4st Vhy is
the percentage of attendance 70.2 persent and not 100 poroent? Pigure 4
shows the reasons glven by those coaches who did not attend sll of the
gehools, It should be noted that thers was 2 seolion provided ia the
questioanaire for this purpese, and that of all the possible znswers
that could heve been given, no one cheeked as a reason the statement
that they weren't interested.

Thivty-three (33), or Wi.7 percent of the somsches listed as thelr
reason for missing ceriain comching scheols that they were working at
other jobe and thus unablo to attend. Thirty-ons (31), or 42 percent,
geid thet they were oub of the area; 4, or 5.5 percent, sald they wers

Just veginning to coach,



.8
42,08
5.5%
1.3%
1.3%
1.3%
1.3%
1.3%
1.3%

F —e 2030 MO RO

Working at

1 other job (33)

_— Out of area (31)

Beginning to cosch (4)
Not cosehing (1)
Pinanoisl (1)
Attending school (1)
Tanght elementary school (1)
Attending other eoaching schools (1)

714 not Imow of sehool (1)

Pigure B, Reasons for not attending all coaching schools,



The remaining 6 coaches gave the following reasons: (1) not coache
ing at time of school, (2) financial, (3) attending school, (4) teaching
elementary school and comching school not applicable, (5) attending other
coaching schools, and (6) d1d not kmow of school.

It might be pointed out that the one who 4id not know of the school
at the time he did not attend i from Illinols, some distance from the
oampus of Utah State Agricultural College.

Problem 3 of this thesis was to Jetermine whether or not the data
received and the instruction given at the coaching school is important
to the coaches attending, and if they are used in their coaching programs.

Figure 5 gives a pioture of thowe things checked and listed dy the
coanchee attending the school that are important to them in thelr coaching
programs, The percentages listed represent the percent of coaches who
checked those partioular items,

Forty-five (45), or 60 percent of all coaches, reported "offensive
formations” in Pootball as important to them, Forty (40), or 53.3 per-
gent, checked "defensive formations.® Thirty-nine (39), or 52 pereent,
checked "play patterns,® and thirty-eight (38), or 50.7 percent, checked
"nunbering systeme® as important.

It 18 significant to know that "conditioning drille® and "training
rules® were considered by most coaches %o be relatively m%:@arﬁnt.

Only 15, or 20 percent, checked "conditiening drills,” and 5§, or 6.7
persent, checked “training rules, ¥

One persen listed football philosephy and one listed techniques as
being useful,



o .10 20 30 N4 5 60 0

6o0f [ ] Offensive formations (45)*

5338 [ ]  Defensive formations (%0)

o S | Play patterns {39)

so.1% [ ] Fumbering systems (38)

b2, 7%

Pass patterne (32)

B3¢ ] Plays (25)

s ] sretesy (25)

3206 T ] o Fundamental art11e (24)

20080 Conditioning drilis (15)

6.7 [ D | | "ms.ning rules (5)
1.3% [ S | Football philosophy (13
138 f ] : | |  Tealmiques (1)

.3 : . Very iima (1)

*Number of cases who llisted these things as ia
J4isted 4in parenthesis.

nt to them are

Figure 5. Material and information recsived from football clinie st
Utah State Agricultural College Coaching School that is im-
i portant to comchen attending,



s should be noted that only one coach said he reaétn& Uyory
1ittlet Tootball !mféimnt!on from the thool that could be used.

In the Bsaketball elinic, the four leaders in number of times re-
ported as shown in figure 6, are offensive play (Ug or 64 percent), de-
fensive play (44 or 58.7 percent), play patterns (41 or 54.7 percent),
and fundamentel drille (32 or 42,7 percent),

?an should notice the difference in the rumber of times plays (17
or 22,1 percent) and play patterns (Ul or 54,7 percent), were checked.
This would indicate that the emphasie is placed on a pattern or logleal
sequence of play in basketball rather than on individusl plays.

Relatively unimmortant mm m Yeonditioning drills® with 21
coaches or 2 percent ohecking this and training rules, with only 8
coaches, ér 10.7 percent checking this item,

These facts and those of a similar nature in figure 6 vould indieate
thet coaches generally have received elsewhere all that is necessary,
along conditioning and training lines. Therefore, thess subjects need
not be given again at cosching schools.

I% 1s interssting to note that instruction on strategzy was listed
by approximately 32 percent of the coaches as an important phase of
coaching reseived from the school. .

Again, ome 1isted demonstration technique, and ome techniques
as something they had received at the school., |

Thege facts also indicate that in coaching etther basketball or
foothall, offensive play rates first and defensive play mecond in 1mp§2-
tance to the coaches.

-27-



- 64,08
58, 1%
4. 7%
ho, 7%
32.0%
28.0%

22,1%

20.0%
10. 7%
1.3%
1.3%

O 10 20 30 Y % 6 70

] Offensive play (ug)*

] Defensive play (ki)

» Play Patterns (41)

] Tondsmental drills (32)

3
J

Strategy (2U)

Wars-up drills (21)

Plays (17)

Conditdoning drills (15)
‘fraining rules (8)
Demosstration technique (1)

Teolniques (1)

*NHumbers of cases who listed thess things ne fmportant to them ave

1isted in parenthenis,

Tigure 6. Materiel and information rwo&vs&bmﬁ basketball elinic at
Utah State Agricultural Collage Comeshing Bchool that is im-
portant to coaches atiending,
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4 complete system change in either baskethall or footbell wonld
necessitate discarding whatever system the coach happened to be using at
the time and adopting an entirely new system. However, it is entirely
possible &; jmé ‘changes in & coach's syu'ﬂém 4f he thinke he can strengthen
it or adapt it more sultably to his players. ) ‘

Does the Utah State Coaching School have any influence on the comch's
decision i;néhanginggar nod mﬁgﬁn&hﬁe system? Pigure T indlcates that
in 31 canes, or in 49.3 percent of the total casez, the school had very
uttls effect on & change of uyatam. In 28, or in 37.3 percent of the
cases, no effect was Teported.

~ Inonly 14, or 12,k percent of the eases, did cosches report that
the school had any great effect on changes in system, I¢ 4s also interest~
ing to note thet one coach reported that the schosl had so much effect on
him that he has changed his system many t,imﬂes. :ﬁ?hem ‘:t‘mts seem to indi~-
cate that coaches do mot ke to chgnge éampmtely from one aﬁt—m to
another, but remain pretty close to one system with some variations in
that systenm from year t¢ year. Orieler in his lecture on football said:

| Stick with the system you are most familiar Vith snd only

vary i1 some, bared on material you have and new i1deas you gather,

. My purpose here i# Yo give you a fow nev ideas and slants on %he

game, not to get all of you to change your system to the single-

wing fem&ion.

Do thosge aﬂm&m the mehim miwul make any use of the mstmtnr!a
Mma and does he incorporate them with his owa? The facts shown 4n figure
8 mm‘" thet this is dona. OFf the ?k cases fepiaz&m; hg, or 64,9 per-
aent, said that they used m of the instructor's idess. In 2 cases,
coaches used almost all, and in 1 case the coach incorporated all of the

instructor's 1deas with his own.
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Completely [ | (2)
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Figure 7. Effech of Utah State Agrieultura) Coaching School on
syeten changoe.
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Use of inetructor's idess.
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Only 2% coaches, or 31,1 percent, reported that they incorporated
vory fow of instructor's idess with their own.

It is fmportant to kmow that in no case did anyone report that he
414 not use any of the instrustor's ideas. | |

These facts are quite significant in that they show that in 68.9
percent of the cases coaches used either many, almost 311. ez-a‘n. of ine
structor's ideas. DBut what is more &werm‘h 13 the fnot that at least

some ideas are used in the mwhaa‘ ovn doaching programs in 100 p 5’;

of the caees, : R

In addition to the individual and specific things that the condhes
feol i3 important to them as shovn by prwuns graphs, ﬂgure 9 mkot "‘g

smphasis of the oversll oioture of thp, nesds of bhe oouchn atwn&tw @g

aither partly or entirely wh!.aﬂu&. mm WAS no one vhe :mtaataa
hie coaching needs were not satisfied at 3.11. ,

Stxty-four, or 85.3 perceat of thu eoaches, reported that timir%
were partly filled and 11, or 14,7 percent, indicated that tlmir nﬁe&@

were entirely filled. | S\ I‘Q

Those who reported that their needs were only partly ansvered wise

asked to cheak those items they thovahﬁ should have more emphasis, ‘! )
this were done, then the coashing school would come nearer to mmmﬂns
all the present probleme of the coach.

Fieures 10 and 11 give a pisture of the material used in coaching
basketball and foothall that should be emphasized more in the soaching
scheol,

Demonstration of the material given in both basketdall and football
1e rated nusber one with 39, or 52 percent of the coaches, indicating that
more emphasis ehould be placed on this,
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0.0 ¥o (0)

*Number of cases listed a,n mﬁm“

Pigure 9. Iz the Ukah Stats Agx&mmml &al‘teg,% Coaching School
: meeting coaching needn?



52.0%
30. 7%
29.3%
29.3%
25.3%
25.3%
18.7%
133%
13.3%
12.0%

5.3%

ﬁw s 10,

Fast bresk (23)

Offense against a zone (22)
Pandanentals (22)
Sereening (19)

Man-to-man defense (19)
Conditioning (1)

Praining rles (10)

Zone defense (10)

Details (9)

Pules (4)

Fhages of basketball which need to be eaphasized more at
eoaching schoolas,
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o8 [T sanetrtton (9

Mg [T Fundsnentals (31)

wo0f [ ] Blocking patterns {30)

30.7% B Signale in the line (23)

L - O A | Detaile (14)

e [ Conditioning (14)

9.3% ] Training rules (7)

3% [] Bules (1)

Figore 11. Fhages of football which need te be emphasized more at
coaching schooles.



ug0b [ ]  Methods and techniques of
o teaching (36)

26.7%

Pudblic relations {20)

13.3% Equipment (10)

Flgore 12, General items needing more emphasis in coaching schools,



Ag shown 4in figure 10, 23, or 30.7 percent of the cosches want more
emphasis placed on fast-bresk offense, 22, or 29.% persent, on fundamentals]
and the same on offense against a zone,

Kinsteen, or ?%.3 percent, would like seresening in basketball sleared
up some, and also wanted more instruection in man to men defense.

Only B thougld rules should ceme into the ploturs for mors imstrustion.

Other phases mentionsd Dy some coaches are detalls, 9 or 12 percent,
zone defense and training rules, 13.3 percent, and conditioning, 1IN or
18,7 pereent.

Out of all these facts, 1t muet bhe vemembered that dsmonstratiovs,
fast break, fundamentals and offense against a zone should de given more
tims by the instrustors in coaching schools if they are to satiafy the
needs of more conches.

In addition to demonstrations, fundamentale was thought by 31, or
41,3 percent of the comsches, to be important enough te warrant more ine
struotion. The two other phanes of foothall coaches thought needed mors
instruotion on wers blocking patterns, 30, or 10 percent, and sigmals in
the line, 23, or 70,7 percent.

Only a&e souch thought rules ﬁhenm ba emphasized more and mlw 7
wanted to get more on training rules,

In Both basketball and football, the facts would iﬁmﬁ%ﬁé that the
coaches want more instruction given by demonstration and more emphasis
plased on fundamentels of theé game,

General items spplieable to both basketball and footbhall that need
mors direet instruction are methods and technigues of teaching, public re-
lations, and equipment. IHquipment study is not =0 important as the other
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two. Only 10, or 13,3 percent, needed more instruotion in equipment, dud
36, or 48 percent, and 20, or 26,7 percent, wanted more emphasis put on
methods and techniques of teaching and publiec relations, respactively.

This ie significent in that 48 percent of the coaches want this more
concentrated emphasis put on methods and techniques of coaching football
and bdasketball,

Problem 5§ 4s to determine whether or not any social values are gained
by participation in the Utah State Coaching School.

The coaches were asked %o rate the following items as to thelr impor-
tance to them: (1) fsllowship with other coaches, (2) exchange of ideas,
(3) vacation, (4) renewing o0ld acquaintances, (5) making new friends {n
the field, and (6) golfing. They were using the following scales

0 = no importance 2 = gome importance
1 = very little imporience 3 =« very important

Fellowship with other coaches was rated as the most important sooial
trait, with 60, or 20 percent of the coaches as shown in tadle 3, rating
£t an very important to them,

Second in importence was the sxohange of ideas, with 56, or 7h.7
percent of the coaches rating it as very important.

The Mpamam of venewing old scquaintances and making nev friends in
the field ts shown by the faet that in each omee 48, or 6l percent, classi-
fisd 4t as very important, |

The significance of the coaching school as a vaseation ovportunity and
the appeal of golfing in connection with the school are shown to be almost
negligible by the fact that omly 13, or 17,3 percent, rated the vacation
aspect as very important, and only 7, or 9.3 percent, rated golfing as very

fmportant.
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Table 3. $‘@aia1 effect of E‘hﬂ; State Agricultural College Cosching School.

o ﬁo_‘inpme

T Tinterpretetion

1 Very little

Epartance .

13

13

13

12

13

ug

kg

*Hagber of cases



On the other hand, 27, or 36 pereent, rated as of no importance a
vacetion through attending the coaching school. Participation in golfing
while sttending the achool wae of no importance to Bl, or 58.7 percent of
the coaches who returned the guestionnaires.

- Figures 13, 14, 15, 16, 17 and 1% breck down the results listed in
table 3, showing s comperisen of the individnal 1tems as to their impor=
$anoe te the comches,

Table 4 gives the facts conserning how the coaches rated the football
coaching schools that they attended on the following basist (1) effect
school had on system change, (2) extent of the use of imstrustor's ideas,
and (3) the extent to which the school satisfied the cosches needs,

A glanoe at the table will reveal that many of the schools cannot
be rated fairly ss they were not yated dy a sufficlently large mumber of
coanches to make the results valid. To be considered in the tabulation,
each school must have beon rated by at least 10 coaches.

Of the coaches attending the 1948 coaching sohool, 12 attended the
Shaughnessy 1951 sehool, Of this mumber, 6, or 50 percent, reported thab
the school satisfied thelr needs either to a great extent or to quite an
extent.

Thiriy-one coaches attending the 1948 school also attended the 19%6
school in which Frank leahy, Notre Dume, was an instructor. Twentyone,
of 67.7 percent of the cosches, sald thet this school had from some to
great effect on changing thelr system. GSeventy~five percent used the
instrustor's ideas to st least some extent, and B4 percent reported that
the school satisfied their nesds to at lsast some extent. Thess facts ave
very signifieant in that (% ghows that Frank leahy had s great deal of
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Pigure 13, Bating of the soclal effect of the Utah State Agricultural
Cosciing Sehool with reference to fellowship with other
eoachasg,
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(12)

Some importance
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Pigure 1, Rating of the social effsct of the Utah State Agricultursl
Coliege Cosching School with reference to exchange of idess.
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Figure 15, DRating of soclal effect of the Utsh Stage Agrimltural
0ollege Conching School with referencs to vacstion.
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Hating of socis) effect of the Utah State Agriculturel

Coaching School with reference to renewing old acquain-
tances,
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Figure 17. Rating of social effect of the Utah State Agrisulturs)
Coaching School with refervence to meking new friends in
the field. :
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Flgure 18, Raling of sooinl effect of the Uteh State Agricultural
Conching Scheol with reference to zolfing.



Table K, ‘ﬁuting of foothall coasching schools attended.
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" Funber of cases

i

quite a lot of effeet or %o



influence nn conches attending, and that he 434 & good job ia giviang to
coaches the material that they nesded,

Of the coashes attending the 198 school, 26 also attended the 1947
school in which Wallace Butts instructed in football, Of thie nusber,
42,3 percent indioated at least some effect on system change, SO percent
at least some use of instructor's ideas, and 42,3 percent of the coaches
reported that the sohool satisfied at least some of their needs.

0f the 75 coaches snawering ihe guesiionnaires, 49 rated the 198
school. Of the remaining 26, 18 were stiending basketdall sessions only,
and 9 414 not rate the present school,

Twenty-five, or 50 percent, indicated that the school had at least
some offect on s change of system. Thirty-nine, or 72 percent, used aé
least some of the instructor's ideas, and 37, or T4 percent of the cosches,
reported that the gchool setisfied at least some of thelir needs,

On the basis of the sbove fagts, the 1946 school amswered the noeds
of the coaches huﬁ}t&r than other schools, However, one must remember
that this is hsu&, on & percentage, rather than on the number of oases
rating the schools. |

© Also, 1% mast be kept in mind that the momt recent schools may be re-
mexbered more clearly and thue receive a better rating.

The rating of the basketball division of ths cosching schools at Utah
State Agricultural College is recorded in Table 5.

Sdhools are not rated on a percentags basis mﬁcs they were rated by
et least 10 coaches present at the school, Thie is an arbitrary figure
and wes chosen in order o make it possidble to give s more sccurste com
parison of the basketball division of the schools, The number of cames
can readily be seen by referring to table 5, |
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Table 5, Rating of basketball coaching aéhéela attended,
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The 1941 sehool was rated by 10 coaches who attended the 1948 school.
Frosty Cox was the instructor. Of this musber 8, or 20 percent, stated
that this school had at lenst some effect on thelr system changes.

Fine coaches, or 90 percent, said that they made use, at least to
some extent, of the instructor's ldeas.

Aleo, 9, or 90 percent, rated this school either 3, 4 or 5§ as %o the
extent 1% satisfied theilr needs, indieating thet at least to some extent
coaches recefived what they same to receive. ,

The 1946 school, with Henry Iba, Oklahoma A & M, as an instructor,
was attended and rated by 29 coaches. Of this number, 15, or 51.7’pemmt,
indicated that this gchool had at least some effect on their system change,
while &, or 27.6 percent, said that it had very little effect, The remain-
ing 6, or 20.7 percent, veported sither no effect or almost no effect,

As to the use of instructor's ideas, 17, or 58,6 percent, used these
1deas at lesat to some extent, while 8, or 27.6 percent, used these ideas
to & very limited extent,

Heeds of the cosches were satisfied at lesat to some extent in 19, or
66.5 persent, of the cases, while 10, or 34,5 percent, reported that the
school sither did not ’mwiufy their needs, or did so only to a very 1&%&9
extent, o

Lee Patton, West Virginia University, instructed in the baskethall
school in 1947, This school was rated by 26 coaches. Only 7, or 26,9
percent, changed thelr system to some extent after attending the school,
while 11, or 42,3 percent, reported it had either no effect, or almost
none. ZEight, or 30.8 percent, sald it had very litile eoffact.



Of those rating this school, 30.8 percent reported that they used
instructor's ideas, 18, or 69.2 percent, rated it as elther 0, 1 or 2,
indicating that they either used none, almost none, or very few of hig
ideas.

Md this school satisfy the coach's needs? It did to some extent
in 8, or 30.% percent of the eases. In the remaining 18 cases, or 69,2
peraent, it oither did not, or 414 so to wvery little extent.

In the most recent school, 1948, Jack Gardner, Kansas State, handled
the instructional duties in basketball. The school was rated by 58 soaches.
The remaining 17 coaches who d41d not participate in the rating were either
football coaches, or failed to rate.

Of the 58, 45, or 77.6 percent, reported that the schaol will have at
least some effect on theiy change in system. Fifty, or 86.2 percent, cases
indicated they will use at least some of Gardner's ideas. Only 1 case re-
ported he would use none of his ideas. This is quite important to note,

An even better record was made as to the extent this particular school
moet the coaches needs., Fifty-two cases, or 89.7 percent, reported they
received from the school those thinges they wanted, to st least some ex-
tent. Again, only 1 indicated that his needs in baslketbdall were not met,

These facts would indicate that the 1948 school rated musber one in
the ooach's mind, with the 1946 and 1941 scheols following closely behind,

0f all the instruetional methode instructors could use, the three
rated the most important by the coaches are lecture, movies and demonstra~
tion.

The facte given in figure 19 indicate definitely that the soaches
wanted more demonstration in the instruction. Sixty-one, or 31.7 percent,
expressed this desive,
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Bl 3 " Demonstration

B G [e— :{itngemﬁhtng basie play situations

32,0% ™™ Movies (24)

18,7 [ Siiaes (1)

16.0% Craphs and charts (12)

2.7% :] Mimeographed outline of lacturas (2)

3% (] Lesture (1)*

*Humber of nages

Figure 19, Ingtrustional methods which should be used more at
coaching schools.

«52m



It ghould be noted that there was a need for mimeographing basie
play situations with 29, or 38,7 percent indicating this and also a
need for more movies as expressed by 24, or 32 percent.

It 4ie important to note that only 1 sase reported greater need for
lecture.

Thers were 2 gases who expressed a desire for an outline of the
lectures.

These facte would indicate that lscture is employed to a great em~
tent in ingtruction whereas it would be desirable to employ to a greater
extent demonstration, mimeographing basic play situations, and movies,
with pousibly more uee made of slides and graphs and charts,



CHAPTER IV
SOMMARY AND CORCLUSIONS

The purpose of this study was to determine, as far as possidle,
the values, 17 any, that result from the sitendancs at coanching schools,
and specifically, attendance at the Utah State Agricultural College
Coaching Scheol. The study was subdivided fnto investipations in the
following areas! (1) the drawing power of the Utah State Agzricultural
College Coaching School, (2) the holding power of the achool based on the
regalarity of attendence, (3) the extent the material gatheved at the
school is helpful to cosches in their programs, (4) the extent the school
is meeting the needs of the coaches attending, (5) the social valuee
gatned through participstion in the sehool, (6) comparisons among various
Utah State Cosching Schools held since the beglnning in 1927, and (7)
methods of instruction that should De move widely used by inatructors,

The information for the present study wes ohtained through a
guestionnsire built for thie purpose. It was revised severzl times,

These revisions were due in part %o the oriticisms and suggestions gained
from three high school cosches in cosching poeitions, one physieal edueator
in a college position and one college coach, The questionnaire wae tried
on them first to see if 1%t wae clear, brief, yet covered the subject,

and to see what reaction would come from them,

The hesd of the physical education department at the college was
also very helpful 4n bullding the questionnaire with his timely sulgestions,
eritioiems and helpful hints along sceriain lines.

Information was also obtelned from the director of the coaching school
since 1tas beginning by personal interviews and from records kept in his
office,
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Finally, the questionnaire was handed to those coaches who attended
the 22nd Annual Utah State Uoaching Sehool on June 8, 19us,

Every day thereafter until completion of the school, the coaches
were asked to cooperate in filling out ae sccurately as possidle Min
questionnaire,

Questionnaires were received from over 75 percent of the cscaches
currently holding coaching jobs in junior high schools, senior high
schools, junior colleges and senior colleges and universities.

There are at least 42 (1, 6) cosching schools held throughout the
United States during the summer of 1948,

On the basis of the present study the following summaries and ocon-
clusions of the seven problems
1. a, Ot the total of 145 persons attending the 22pd Amnual Utah State

Cosehing School, 99, or 68,3 percent, held coaching‘ jobs at the
time of the school, Twenty~three, or 15.9 percent, were students
and 13, or 15.9 percent, were coaches without scoaching jobu.

b. Students came to atiend the Utah State Cosching School fmm 11
astates of the United States, and ons came from Ll'hm#, Canada.
Useh, with 85, or 58.5 percent, and Idaho, with 36, or 24.7 per-
cent, were represented by the gregteﬂ number of cogches present.

The greatest distance any coach came to attend the coaching
school was from Minnesota,; which had 3 representatives, or 2,1
peroent, , |

The other states represented were Californie, Illinois and
Virginia, all 1.% pereent; Oolorade, 2.8 percent, Kaneas and
Vashingten; each .7 percent; Nevada, 3.5 percent, and Oregon, 4.1
percent,
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¢, Utah had 34 comshes from 22 high schocle, 9 coaches from 3
senior colleges and wniversities, Y comches from 4 Junier col-
leges and 1 coach came from a jJunior high school,

0f the high schools, Davis had I cosches present.
Utah State Agricultural College also hed 4 conches present.
From Idaho, Idaho State College had it soaches present, and
Caldwell, Preaton and Malad had 2 represeatatives present.
2. #@. Yorty-four nercent of the cooches sttended a coanching scheol before
their firet coaching job, 1.6 percent after one year of coaching,
12 percent after thelr second year and 10,7 percent attended after
theilr fourth, fifth or sixth year of cosching.

b. 1t was possidle to attend 22 coaching mchools at Utah Btate Agrie
cultural College. One comch sttended 17 of them for a percentage
of 77.3 percent. One coach attended 10 out of 18 for 55.5 percent;
One attended 10 out of 17 for 58.% percent, and 1 goach attended
12 out of 12 for a 100 percent attendance record, The total possible
acowmlative score that could have been made by all the coaches is
329, Of this mmber, 231 were attended for an overall attendance
reacord of 70.2 percent.

©. Reasons given by the coaches for not attending all the coaching
gchools were ¢ (1) working st other Jebs, 1,7 nercent; (2) out
of area, 42 percent, Other remsons listsd by the soaches were
(1) Just beginning to coach, 5.5 percents (2) not coaching, 1.3
percent; (7) finmeiai. 1.3 percent; (4) attending sther schools,
1.3 pereent; (§) touszht elementary schooly 1.3 percent; (6) attend-
ing other cosching schools, 1.3 percent, and (7) 414 not know of

school, 1.3 pereent.
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Many things wers received from the coaching school az indicated
By the coaches, Ninety-sight and seven tenthe pi:e‘ﬁont received
something of ﬂ.nmartam from the football eoaching school, and
100 percent received valuable information from the dasketball
ocoaching school., Offensive and defensive formations in football
were received by 60 percent and 53.7 persent, respecsively. Play
patterns were received by 52 percent of the coaches. In basket-
ball also, offensive end defensive play rated high in material re-
geived at the aéaehiag school, Information on offensive play was
galned by 64 percent and defensive play was received by 58.7 pere
cent, Play patterns {n basketball were also indi‘mtoa ag very im-
portant to 54.7 percent of the coaches,

Coaches 414 not change their systems much as a result of attendance

% the coaching school, In 86,6 percent of the cases coaches

changed their systems very little, 4
Forty-eight coaches, or 6.9 p.er‘saxﬂ. nged mnar of instrustor's
idess and {n 31,3 percent of the cases, cosches used at least

some ideas. In no case d4d & coach report that he did not use any

" of the instrustor's ldeas.

The Utah State Agricultural College Coaching School satisfied at
least part of the needs of 100 percent of the coaches attending.
The needs of 85,3 percent were reported partly filled, and 14,7
percent reportsd that they were entirely filled. |
Some basketball coaches reported that more emphasis should be
Dlaced on certain phases of basketball to entirely satisfy sheir

needs. More demonstration wase indicated by 52 percent, More
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4.
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Tixchange of tdeas was very importe

fundamentals and instruetion on an offense siainet a zone,

29,3 percent. Additionsl emphasis on the fast break was re-
quested by 30.7 percent,

Football coaches also wanted more demonstration, 52 percent,
more fundamentals, 41,3 percent, and mors emphesis put on blook-
ing patterns, L0 percent.

Forty-eight percent wanted more emphasis put on the instruction
in methods and $echniques of tesching football and basketball,

More instruction in publie relations was wanted by 26,7 pereent.

Fighty percent of the coaches indlcated that fellowship with other
. coaches was very ilmportant %o them,

t to ?%7 pereant,
Renewing old scquainiances and meaking new manﬂuin the field

was very impertant to 6l pereent,

A waestion through attendanse at the coaching school is of very
15ttle importance or of no importanse to 74,7 percent.

The 1946 football school instructed by Leahy, Notre Dame, was rated
number one, with 8.1 percant reported satisfied at least to some
degres. The 1948 school with Crisler, Mishigan, as an instructor,
plaged geeond with TU percent satisfied, at least to some degree.
In basiketball, the 1941 school imstructed by Cox, Colorado, satis-
fied the needs of 90 percent. The 1948 sehool, Jack Gardner,
Fansas State, instructing, satisfied the needs of £9.7 percent,

and the 1946 school instructed by Iba, Cklahome A & M, satisfied

the needs of 65.5 percent of the coaches at least to some extent.



7. a, Sizty-one, or 81.3 percsnt of the coaches, want wore demonstra-
tion $n the Insdruction. Thirtyeeighd and seven tenths percent
want the basic play iimﬂcna nineographed, and 32 percent want

- more woviea. o
The sbovs facts seem to indloate that th:u pamm:ar coaching school
is meetinz some particular needs expressed by the comches, It is demon-

strating a very good draving power and good helding power.
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OACHINGECHOOL INQUIRY BLANK

Please fill in as accurately as possible,

l. Your Coaching Position

a, Your name Age

b, TWhere do you soach at present

¢, How many years have you been in present position

d, In how many schools have you ncached

e, How many years have you been coaching?

(1) High sshool (2) College (3) Army

f, Sports coached in interscholastic competition ({she=k)
(1) Football
(2) Basketball

(3) Track

(4) Temnis

(5) Baseball
(6) Softball
(7) Wrestling

(8) Other sports

ge Salary Dividends:
(1) Does your school district pay dividends for attendance

at coaching sschools .

(2) If so, how much .

2. Effect 2£ U.8.,A,C, Coaching School on Your Program,

a, Did you change your system?

{1) Yo

(2) Very little

(3) Very much

{4) Completely



b. Did you incorporate instructors' ideas with your ownt

(1) Yo

(2) very few

|

(3) Many

(4) Almost all

|

(5) Completely
¢, Did the coaching schools fill your needs?
(1) No

(2) Partly

(3) Completely’:
d, If answer tb (o) was either "No" or "Partly", check the items
you want them %o emphasize more:
(1) Basketball ’

(a) Fundamentals

(b) Demonstrations

(¢) Details

(d) Rules

(e) Secreening

(f) Zone Defense

(g) Man-to-man Defense

(r) Offense against a zone

———————————

(i) Fast break

(i) Training rules

(k) Conditioning

(2) Football

(a) Fundamentals

(b) Demonstration

(¢) Details




(d) Blosking patterns

(e) Signals in line

(f) Rules

(h) Training rules

(i) Conditioning

(3) General

() Public relstions

(b) Methods and techniques of teaching

(¢) Equipmert

(6. WVhat material and information have you received from coaching
schools that is important to you?
(1) Foothall

(a) Plays

(b) Play patterns

(¢) Offensive formations

i ———————

(d) Defensive formations

(e) Fundamental drills _ .

(f) Pass patterns o

(g) Numbering systems

(h) Conditioning drills

(i) Training rules

(j) Strategy

(k) Very little

(1) Other material

(2) Basketball

(a) Plays

{b) Play patterns

(¢) Offensive play

(d) Defensive play




“le

(e} Fundamental drills

(f) Warmeup drills

(g) Conditioning drills

(h) Training rules

(i) Strategy

(3) vVery little

(k) Other material

v

3, Jnat is the Effedt df the U;S.A,C. Coaching School from a Social

Standpoint,

Intrustions: Place a number in the blank following statement

asnording to following rating scales

3. Very important to youy

2 Not guite so importaht to you,
1 Very little importande;

0 No importance,

a, Fellowship with other coaches

—————————

b, Exchange of ideas

¢, Vacation

g

d, Renewing old acquaintances

e, Making new friends in the field

e ——

f. Golfing

(~ontinued on next page)
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4. Rating 2£ all U;8,A,C, Coashing Schools You Have Attended:

2, Football

Use the following rating chart:

3 - some effest; 2 - very little effest; 1 - almost none; 0 - no effect,

5 - great effect; 4 - quite a lot of effect;

, } Rate Rate kate
Check schools a2~ {snhools ac- | schools ag-
those | cording to [cording to cording to
Year and Instructor sshools | their effect|the extent which sat-
attend+ ! on your {you used in~ | isfied your
ed, change in strudtors needs hest,
systemy ideas;

1927

Knute Rockne, Notre Dame

1928

Glen "Pop" Warner, Stanford U,

1929

Robert Zupke, Illinois U,

1930

Howard Jones, U, of So, Calif,

1931

1932

Wallace Wade, Alabama U,

B. W, Bierman, Tulane U,

]
i

USRS, NSO S

1933

Harry Kipke, Mich, U,

i

1934

+

- f

1938

H,0 "Fritz" Crisler, Princeton !

Williem H, Spaulding, UCLA
Clark D, Shaughnessy, U,of Chie

1936

1937

Frantis A, Schmidt, Ohio State

Dena X, Bible, Nebr, & Texas U.

1938

L,B, Allison, U, of Calif,

1939

Lynn Waldorf, Northwestern U,

- - - g

1940

Carl Snavely, Cornell U,

I

1941

Clark D, Shaugnessy. Stanford

1942

lon Stiner, Qregon State

1943

Henry Frnka, Tulsa U,

vl

1944

Clark D, Shaugnessy, U,of Pitts

1945

Jeff Cravath, U, of So, Calif,

1946

Frank Leahy, Notre Dame

"*P S

1947

Wallace Butts, U, of Georgia

1948

H,Q,"Fritas" Crisler, Miqhigan

q'
+
i
H
i
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Use thé following rating chart: 5 - great effect; 4 - quite a lot of effest;
3 - some effeet; 2 - very little effect; 1 - almost none; O - no effect,

iCheek
ithose
ischools
‘attend~
ed

i
i

Year and Instructor

'Rate

system,

schools as-
sording to
their effgct
on your
shange in

"Rate

snhools as~-
cording to
the extent
you used in-
structors
ideas,

fRate

schools ac~
cording to
whish sat-
isfied your
needs best,

1927

Dr, Forest Allen, Kansas U, |

1928

‘ }
Dr, Forrest Allen, Kansas 1, i

1929

s

Dr, Forrest Allen, Kansas U,

1930

Dr, H,C, Carlson, Pittsburg U,

1931

'

Sam Barry, U, of So, Calif,

1932

G,0, Romney, B,Y,U, ;
Vadal Peterson, U, of Utah !
E,L, Romey, U,S8,A.C, ;

1933

Same as 1932

1934

John Bunn, Stanford U, !

1935

Same a s 1932

1936

John Bunn, Stanford U,

1937

A.A, Schabinger, Creiggﬁon U,

1938

.5, Edmunson, Wash, U,

1939

Forrest B, Cox, Colo, U,

1940

Howard Hobson, Oregon U,

1941

Forrest B, Cox, Colo, U, |

Y

1942

A.T. "Slats" Gill, Oregon S, |

1943

Everett Shelton, Wyo, U,

dond

1944

Wm, H, "Little Bill" Miller,
Tulsa "Diamond X Oilers"

1945

Y N —

Jack Friel, Wash, State

1946

Henry Iba, Okla, A, & M,

1947

Lee Patton, West Virginia

1848

| I—

Jack Gardner, Kansas State




- -
¢, Reasons for not attending those migsed:

(1) Illness

(2) Out of vizinity

(3) TWorking at other Jjob’

{(4) Not interested

(5) Other reasons

d, Did you attend your first soashing school:

(1) Before your first soaching job

(2) (Cirele numbers applicable) After your
123456 789 16 years of coashing,

5, Presentation of Materiasl

-

8, Number in order of importande the following ihstructional methods; rate 1,
2, 3, oto, with 1 the most important; place O if not importent:

(1) Lecture

(2) Movies

(3) Demonstration

(4) Slides

o

(5) Mimeographing basic play situations

(6) Graphs and Charts

(7) Other methodd

b i i

b, Thish methods sholld be used morb?

(1) Lecturs

(2) Moviee

(3) Demonstration

(4) Slides

(5) Mimeographing basiec play situations

(6) Graphe and Charts

(7) Other methods

PLEASE LEAVE WITH EVAN BAUGH AT DOOR
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