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GHAPTER T
INTRODUGTION

The purpuses of thic study are to develop an instrument whieh is
valid, relicble; and vasy for the cvach to a&m&nﬁaﬁa§ ana seore. &
second purpnse is to use the imstrument and test loeal high sshool
ice hogkey playews thirough a serdes of four individual tests and teo
:aétermina whother this inatrument can predict the playerts boskey
abili%yQ Finally, & third purpose is £e faymulate T-scores for the
instrument using the acores of the af&ram&nﬁi&neﬁ ien bhockey players

~aﬁ the sscondary school lévaI»

B. SCOPE OF THE FROBLEM

Thers hae boen a substantial inevease in the use of skill tests
in the f£isld af‘physiaai eﬂﬁaaﬁi&n ahd athletion. ma&aﬁ nere ecoachaes
are using sﬁah teaﬁg as an ald in kﬁe saleetion ﬁf’ylayera of the
various sports involyed.

After férmulatﬁng an instrument coneisting of four ize hogkey
:gkillteats; namely, shooting for acourady, agility, stick handling,
and spesd, the tests were then administered to various logal secon~
dary scheol doe hoskey teams, The acheols included: PBoston {ollegs
Bigh School, Broekton High Scheol, Gaﬁhriage Righ and Iatin Schoel,
Chaxlestewn High School, Bast Boston High School, Medford High School,
Rindge Techpical High School, Walpole High Schoel, Winchester High
Bechouly and ﬁahnxn High Behool.

The tests were given on only oue<half of the total ice purfave

Boston University
School of Education
Library
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whieh permitted uwse of the other balf for the practics seselon.

As theye goams to he no establishsd chjsctive means for the
mgasuremah@ of & player's ise hoekey ability, the coaches' sﬁhﬁe@tivé
judgment at the snd of the ssason was used to dotermine eack player's
abdlity. ﬂm‘préva 1f thers was sny measuveble validity of the study,
the skill test's objective rvating and the conthes' subjestive rating

of esch playor wes then compayed.

¢, JUSTIFICATION OF THE PROBLEM

Theye is a defin&te trend toward research and the use of ekill
ﬁéats in yhysicéi eéuﬁatia# and athleties. An incpeasing numbeyr of
such teets bave been devised for baseball, football, field hookey,
and basketball, but testing of this nature in ice hockey has been
almost negligible. | |

Iee hockey has increassd in popularity to such a degree that it
has booome an intregal part of the athletic program of many secondary
sehools. Due to the fast that organised hockey has been introduced
te some communitiss which are unfamilier with the technienl aspects
- of the game, schools occasionnlly appoint pducators from their own
systen to soach ige hogkey although thoy have only a limited under~
standing of the aport. This study is directed toward aiding somches
in similar situations to acquire o faster and more acourats under-
standing of the patantial sbilities of their team,

Ioe hockey is a very espensive sport. A one hour practice
sosplon conts the schoel approximately $350. Zn sdddition to this
anliont expenditurs, there is a serlious shovrtage of suitabls ige
hockey ripks which are avallable for prastice. Thess two factors
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and ﬁha’avarwinﬂreasing nupber of ice hockay candidates puis an added
barden on the high sebool ceach, Not having the budget or the ilce
time, the coach is unable to examine cach cundidate and to give sach
viayer an squal opportusity to make the team. Sinee the ¢ouch has
no way of jndging his prospective 9layaéﬁ~ﬁh§agtivﬁlr, i% is the hopa
ef the authors that this Anstrument will supply the objective factor
shich wiil be of great sesistsnee in proventing & player from being
"eut? from the squad without being ebmerved by the goach.

D. LIMITATIONS OF THE PROBLEM |
sin@e‘tha iasﬁfuméﬁt coneists of & meries of ekill tests, theve
\£a=nuvmag$urement,£¢z 3uah~aigﬁ£finant gharaa@éristiaa as desivre,
“ﬁttitu&ey cvﬁéaéa%iaﬁ; ap»rtémnnship, physicsl sisme, and grade level.
| 'In‘aamewinéﬁanaas the[antire instruoment sould sot be given inm
.ana préﬁiiaé»ée&aiang théiaf@xag,anathew ﬁéy was needed for completiod)
. He skill test inoluded forwards and defenssmen, bub thers wews
ad.wﬁyﬁ«nsaa ts measurs he sbility of u goslie in this test.
| In aﬁmin&aﬁering the instrument there were no pﬁ&ﬁ@iﬁé t&iea'
and each player's score was recorded only ones in eash of tﬁa'fgnm
evente. | | | |
| .?he'ahjggﬁ&va~tasﬁ results wa:e‘gamreiataﬁ with the coaches'

subjeotive gﬁﬁgmeﬁﬁ gt the aaneiuainn of the senson.




CBAPTER IX
BEVIEW OF LITERATURE
The popularity of ice hockey as a secondary school sport has
basn inepsasing yapidly in the past ten years. %haa rige in interest

in the spori has brought about the sonstruction of more suitable
hockey rinks than‘aver before., Even though there ars mors facilities
avai&ahlé pow than in the past, théy 8441 do not meet the demandsm
uf'the partigipants. Former Primceton hookey ceach, Richard vaughag,
yeports that thess limih&a faéili%ﬁ&a tend to make hoskey & sport on -
paper; thaﬁ isy 2 sguad is wed tten &qwn on paper bafore the season
starts and ﬁhis procedure fails to glve all an equal apportunity to
malks the beaum. | |

It should be pointed out that thers is limited material availavl
<$§ﬂay portaining to skill testing in dce hockey. This is surprising IR
when it is compared to the increasing intevest in skill testing in
other sportas such zs basketball, Bascball, and fbﬁﬁbéllg Today's
concept is that dce bockey iv primarily & sport for men. Howevaer,
in 1935 Herviet Browna-daviead an fos hockey skills end knowledge
test for women at Skidmore Gollege. The test consisted of dribbling,

L fggggg?'iggggard P«y Hockey. ﬁﬁﬁrawgﬁimi cnmpany,}ina», Rew iaﬁk'an

a Brown, Harriet M., "The Game of Ive Hockey," Journal of Aalth.,"

Physionl Education, Vol. VI, Sa. 1, Januayy, 1935, p. 2B
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goal ghectingg and speed shading, This pagticular measurcuent bas

a paximum score of 25 points. & knowledge teat is presented on a
mazimun poore basis of 50 points, and 23 polnts a§a allowed oa,éetuai
Bate paréicipati@ﬁ. "Reliability én& valddity evidenve and norms arve
prosented. The test, hawévew; will serve the temchera by providing
progressive 1eaaona and descriptive akill, knowledge, and game
exea&tion testa," ‘ ‘

Many noaches in phy&iaax edusation an& athleties are realiging

the importance of testing in ﬁheir reapactive fields. Ewven pwofeasiﬁn
al aaanheé are neing teéta %o im@roﬁe tha#r teams, "One of the pro-
3@@%& inniuda& in the ighgwﬁﬁ sparta Sollege Hocksy Survey was a |
regor&ing Qf hhe spesds travale& hy %ha famsd pl&yers in the Bational
Hookey &eagma¢ Another seatian of the BUPVEY WAS titr aﬁaaa tests dn |
21l playe& agewlim&t groups in axdﬁw to find out rates of mpeed anﬁ
devalop atan&ar&a-againat which individusl players snd o oaahaa conld
compare personal ﬁ# tonnm ﬁé?fﬁtﬁ&ﬂ@@ﬁa”ﬁ The skill tests involved
weze fraé skatiug with the pueck and free akating without the puck.
 After the cunstruatﬁmn &0 administration of an ice hoskey skill
tasﬁg many fauﬁara muat ba thor@ughly analyged befara the test gan

be of any sigmificont use to the odach. "Pests ave mot yet of a

I iaraan, Lewnaré &éq &n& ?aaamf Rashael Dunaven, Heasurement amd
- Bfaluntion in Physical, Hedith, and Beoreation Eﬁncatnan‘ c. vq
”aehy Gompany, sc, Louisy 1951. . ' :

2 Faznivai, Llnyﬁ, whe Hookay Banﬁbac * xhe 6@;9 Clark cemyany
Limited, Toronto, 1951 :




qualiﬁy %o enable teathers to make shrict individual judgments on the
basls of peoves obtained, Teschers using procedures for evaluuting
sport skills must use wise judgments in interpreting and using the
dnte. They will alse need to show gaﬁaiﬁéf&bié jnsight into the
meaning and function of sport shill tests in_éﬁ&ﬁf-%@ avoid dipe
&llaaionmanto wl

"84nee the advent of nationwide hockey talecaaﬁa, mang of our
soholantis playera are imi%aﬁ&ng the prcfeaaianalﬂ* Also, st the
pregent time most »f the material that iz being written ie Girected
to eallsga and_pgafaaaianal players. ?eﬁy little hge been written
in the preblems péeuliax'té the beginning player. 4 high school
player is indood a beginning player, and s a coach our job is to
teach the ekilla as executed by the beats Howsver, we must remember
that ve are éealiag with the unskilled and taaeh.aaaar&inglyg“z
Gollage @oaahea-ére yooognizing moye than ever before tha need for th
streseing of skills in dge hégkay; Formey Uolorado Gollege hockey
eoach, Thomas Bedecki, reporte that "Skadinz 4a &éa hndkey's ma§§
Amportant fundamentaly with it a player develops allearound balance,
agility, and co-ordination, enabling him to reast properly to any
type af_gama-aituatian@ The haékéy player and soach should work
{¢§nﬁinumlly to improve skating until it is the most polished of all
hiso skillaﬁﬁg".ﬁﬁaiﬁg éeillfmgve 3ns%&f&¢aﬁ&en‘ta the streseing of

I3

Eatienax Reaaarah Gouneil of the Research Beotion, nre)
n Materisle is Meslth, Physical Bducation, and Renraatianv
mQSGQ ’ ‘

Emuwn@ Harry Jg, "putting the Puck in the Net," Athletde Je
5 Vol, XL No. &, Degember, 1959, p. 24 '

Bedeoki, Thomas, "Hockey Fundamentals,” Jowrnal of alth Physiecal

Edueation, and Reageatian, danuary, 1956* ps 20s ) ) '
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“ basie skills in ice hackey, Edward Jeremish, Dartmouth haékgy soach
- faels that there is o batter chance of uniformity of thought and

common understanding in the nigh opeed game of hoskey if the players
, X Y

prastice and drill basiec plays.

1 Jeremi@, W Edwéra, "Dartmouth's Seven Bapic Hockey Playe,” Athletic
Journal, Vel. XXXVIX, No. 4, Davemboy, 19363 Pe E2x
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CHAPTER IIX
METHODS AND PROCEDURES

& QEZQIN OF THE FEST

" In &r&@r to determine the ak&lla ggsential to hockéey ability,
the anthors ecnanlted‘innumarahle individpals with various back-
grounds in ive ébek@y‘anﬂ in tests and measuremeant in physiecal ed-
ueation, Anmong those in aonanlﬁatibn wevey 1) loenl college and high

school heokey coamches, 2) advisor and pbysical sducators in & seminay
group, 3) ﬁéat’and present college hoskey players, and k) educators
in the field of teats and measurement . | ‘

?he authars conducted a prelisinary atw&y to aetarmina the beat
methods and procedures te be used in aﬁm&niatagiug the skill test to
secondary s@h%&ixigs haakﬁy.glayﬁras The schools uaéa were Lynn
Engligh E&gh ﬁ@ha&l, Bomervills High Schowl, snd Stonsham High School.
& group of akﬁil tosta were aéwalegad whish iaa&uﬁ&a taa%a for shooting
fox accaxagy*_apee&, skmting agility, and ﬁﬁiﬁkwh&nﬁling ability. In
the téa% f@r_gﬁéotiﬁg for acourasy, thiee p&egém of cenvas, & inchen
wide and b feet long, were fastensd side by side to the top bar of
the g&al an& &ext o the oids post fnr%he&t &yay from the shooter.
This targaﬁ aQVexaﬁ an erea of 18 inahasu Thisg arraagaﬁeut-&&ft,an
ppen a*ea in the goal of 5& inehes. Thie largest opening,; which was
tlosent to-the ahaetev vas given ‘the numarical value of 2 ﬁoinﬁac
The fivet §$$#$~9f canvas next to the opening wes given the value of
h points. ?ha_eeaan& pigce of aanvaa.waa given the value of 6 points.

The third plece of eanvas, which was furthest away from the shooter,




wag given the value of 8 points. When a player was shooting from the
léfﬁ side of the ice, the target was placed next to the side post on
the right side of the goal. The reverse of this technique was true
when the player was shooting from thevlefﬁ ei&e'of the goal.

To eitablish the point from which a player must shoot, the
authors measured 30 feet straight out from the post of the goal. Fro
this point they then measured 15 feet toward the mide of the rink
nearest to them and parallel to the goal., At this point a line was

marked on the ice extending 5 feet toward the side of the rink. A

- gegond line was drawn parallel to this aforementioned line, This

second line was 10 fest beyond toward the center of the vrink. %These
two lines were then connected by a line which was marked on the ice
ot the side nearest the goal, After the target and designated
shooting areas weie set up, the following directions were given the
playerst Each player has 5 shots at the target. Five shots are from
the left slde area and five shots are from the right side area, The
player starts from the line parallel to the goal and nearest to the
center of the ice. On a command, PReady. Go," he skates toward a
second parallel line which is io feet'awayz He had two seconds in
which to shoot the puck at the target before he crossed this seocond
line.

" If the player shot the puck into the largest opening in the
goal, he received 2 points, If he hit the piece of canvas nearest
the'epen portioﬁ of the goal, he received 4 points. If he hit the
second piece of canvas, he recelved 6 points. If he hit the piece

of canvas nearest the closed corner of the goal, he reseived 8 points
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1f he aia'nat bit any of the target areas, he received a score of
| mero. The meores of each shot, 5 from each side of the ice, were
totaled and recorded as the playsr's score for this phase of the test.
The best possible score was 80. |

~ The test for speed consisted of a sprint of 80 feet., The dis-
tance between the goal 1ine and the nearest blue line being 60 foet,
the authowrs used the goal line as the start and a line drawn on the
ice 20 feet beyond the blue line and parallel to the goal line as the
finish. 7The players were given the following directions: The testee
starts on the géal line and, on a signal from the coach, skates as
fast as possible toward the finish line 80 feet awéy; The coach,
positioned at the finish line, acts as starter and ﬁimex‘ ‘whe tegtee!
time, recorded to the nearest ienth of a segond, was the playgr‘s
established score for the event. ' T |

The next part of the test was a tesf f&r skating agiliﬁy,’ The

obetacles used for this event wers folding chairs, 31 inuheé high and
14 inches wide. Using the red line as the start and finish, the first
obstacle was placed 20 feet from this point., The five raﬂaining ob~
stacles were then placed in sequence, 10 feet apart, so as to con-
stitute a straight line, The testéa started from the red line and
on the command, "Ready. Go," skated at top speed to the first ob=
staclo 20 feet away, and he began. the process of weaving in and out

and back through the obstacleés in ihe fastest pessible time without

Nitting the chairs. This event is done without a stick. The time
. 4t took each player to successfully complete the event was hie re-

corded time,
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In the test for stickebandling ability, the total distance
voversod was 80 feet. The obetacles used were regular folding chedirs,
31 inches high and 14 invhes wide. Using the red linme as the etart
.and finich, the first ohetacle was placed 20 feet from this point.

The 4 remaining obstacles Qere then placed in sequence 5‘?set apart,
a0 that they constituted a straight line. On the command, "Rsééy. Gé,
the teastee sksted from the starting point to the firet obstacle, 20
feot awayq and began ﬁhe 9xaaaaa of weaving in and out and dback
through the obatacles in the fastest pwea&hi@ time without hitting the
ehairs, Thie e%ent_waa done with the puck and etick. The time it
took each participant to sucvessiuvily acmpleté the gntire eovent was
his recorded tiﬁaﬁ |

After the complebion of this study, the following shenges wers
mads. The original three-piece tanvas target was repiaeed by & one~
piose target to.facilitate e¢oringa The sgoping was changed feronm a
2, %, 6 point score value %o a l; 2, 3 point avors value. The : !
‘nmajority af the players could not yesch the target with a iaaaonable | :
degroe of accuracy from the distance of 30 fest out. Thorefore, a
shorter fiistance of 20 feet was tried and found to be satisfactory.

The study showed that six shots at the target wevre s auffiaiant

numbey to detarmine the shooting ability of & playera Any further

$nerease in the mmber of shots would have only leugtheﬁeﬁ the time f
of the test which was mot advisable, The original tests for speed |
apd agility were found to he satisfectory for use in testing sscon-

dary school hockey players,. However, in the test for stick-handling

ability, it wes faun& that the five fost ve botween obatacles
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was not. of aﬂaquaﬁ# length to enable the majority of players to
‘suscensfully complete this phase of the test, The distance between
the obstacles was then incrsased from five feet to ten fset, which
proved eatisfautéry@ It was also found thet a short warmp-up peried
was necessayy if the players tésted were to be abls to give their
bant performance.

After caréful consideration of all the findings of the prelim-
inary atudy, it was decided that the following shills wers the
pigmificant fmetore neceassry for the: testing of ios hoekey ability.

‘1. Shooting for Ascuracy ' '
- 2e Bpeed
B skatiﬁg Agility
4, Stick-Handling Ability |
G Shoobing for aceursey -~ The goal, which was used as th&.target,
- was ddvided into thres parts by fastening & piece of canves, 16
‘dnches wide and & feet Jong, to the top post of the gonl. This
uanvaé.waarglaue& 32 inches from the aide post furthest away from
the shooter. At the base of the canvas was attached n metal weight
which held the canvas in a taut pesition, Thexsfore, the cenvas
;was.ﬁeéure& on the ripght eide of the net, 12 inches from thé poast
yfuwtheat away from the shootsy, whem the player is shooting from
the laft hand side of the riok. The reverse of this technique
follows when the playew~is shooting from the right side. The largest
portion of the met, which is &4 inches wide and 4 feet long, bes a
paint value of 1, The éaﬁwae has & point value of 2: Tha smellest
remaining sectien of éﬁ%fgéal. which is 12 inches wide and & feet
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longs has'ﬁ paiut:valne Qf 3@1 For a clearer understanding, consult
- Disgram 14 -on paga 17.: | |

Wﬁ ea%abligh the point fram which & glayaf mast ah@atg the poash
amaasurwa 20 £aet straight out. from the post pf the goal. From this
pointg he zhen maasurea s foat %@u&r& tha side of the rink neareat
:teahim asd pawaliel te hhe‘g&alg-»&t-thia point 2 lime (marked “A™ .
on the ddagram) is werked on the ice oxtending 5 feet Loward the
side of the zink., & second line (marked "BY on the diagram) is dra
paﬁallal tﬁ»lﬁae~a ten feet boyond toward the center of ths~:ﬁnka'.:
Thaaawtwpwlinaa,aré.qqnnggteé;hﬁva'&iﬂe‘(markea 98" on the diagéam}
 whioch ie merked. on the ice on the side nearest to tﬁ& goéla ‘For |
further ciar&fiaatian,ﬁaéaf»iagwam 1B on pege 17.

After wetiing up the“gealtand designating shooting aress, the
following direstions are then given the playevs: Bach perticipant
has a&x'aha&s at %ﬁa target. Three shota are from the i&it a&ﬁé
- axea avd three shota ara~£rom-th§vQﬁghh.aiﬁa.araagl.mﬁe_player stard
- witd the puck from }iﬁ§vﬁt-'¢ﬁ7aﬁaammanﬁ, "Ready. Go." he shkates
toward a mecond line (a)e Lﬁa:haé two peconde in which to shoot: the
puek at the targoet kafﬁra.he.araasﬁé'this segend line, At no time
48 the playe?“alléwe& to cross 1ine &,  {(Consult Diegras 1B on page
17 | | |
If the participant shaatéﬁtk@ puck inte the largest opening in
‘the goal, he receives & score of 1, If ho bits the canvas, he has
& reanwﬁéd mgv?a’af-aa.llf ke shoots the puck into the smalleat -
portion qf the gaaig he receives a scove of 3. If he dees not hit

any of the aforementioned areas of the target, he receives a saore
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 ||.of zeyo.  The seores of pach shod, three.from each sids of the ice,
 wére;then:totaled;and recorded as the player's”écére'fér thi&’phéég.
of the test. The best possible scdre-is'lﬁ pgiﬁts; ‘> | |

: Sraea,xéagﬁmn'mhe test ieb‘3p§§d'tbnéiéta’dffa spgiét of B0 feet.
The distance from the goal line to the nearest red line has 2 stand=
ard length of 60 feet for all hockey rinks; therefore, the goal line
is used as the starting point of the sprint. The finish line is
drawn on the ice 20 feet beyoud the red line téward the fenter'ice'
area. It is.also d?awg parallel to the red'liney_‘Seéfniégramué' ’ '&
on page 18.'Aft¢r marking off thgvtestﬁareé, the playérs‘ére then o
given the foilnwing directionst  The participant starts on the goal
line and, ogfg”signa11frcm the @¢vach, skates as fast as possible
toward the finish line 80 feet away. The cnéoh, positicned at the
finigh line, acts aégstarter and timer, The recorded time to the
nearest tenth of & second was the player's established score for the

event,

‘Bkating Agility ~-- The total distance to be covered in this

svent is\&ﬂ_feetn The obstacles used are regular folding chairs,
31 inohesAhigﬁlana 14 dnches widejy  mhe1xsason,fer,semaeting“éhaifa‘
&g 'the obstacles is;bepausefthey %ﬁé”ﬁi} sceessible in most hockey
rinks, (2) easy to handle, and (3) are of sufficient height as to
prohibit a player from putting his 1egﬂnver them during the admin- B
istration of thevteat. Using the red line as the start and finish,
the fipst obstacle is plaeed'ZO feet from this'pnint; The four re-
maining obstacles are then placed in sequence, 5 feet apart, so thai.

‘ they consti};@ta a straight line. Bee Diagrem 3 on page 19.




- finish; the' iirst abs&acle is 9laned ao,feee from this paint, The

B

,.ﬁ#wahﬁﬁmm&ﬁai "Ready. Go," the -teates skates from the starting point

1 - to the first ahéﬁ&cle, 20 féet:amayﬁ?aﬁa hegina-the'pruceés:ufi'”
’ weaving,in‘anﬂﬁeﬁﬁ»ana.Bﬁdkftﬁmaugh“thé~6bs€aéle$ﬁihxtkesfa&tes& :
. possible time withaut hitting the.chaira» thﬁﬁéventfisjannevwithé

.ot a atickg The tima it ﬁakes eauh gaﬂtﬁa&yanh ta suaaéﬂsfully
wgomplete the entire event is.his reuarﬁed tim$‘=

Bﬁiekaﬁandling Ability‘eu The total: &istance ta be sovered in

this event ia-i@ﬁ fest. The ahstaales used are regulay fclﬁing
- dhairs, 31 inches high and 1% inches wide. The raasan'far seleeting
chaire as aggxaélea,isvbeeausé’thgy'aﬁgiﬁlf'ﬁéﬁéééﬁﬁl&»iﬁ*mnsﬁ"'f
, ﬁaék&y~rinks¢-62} easy teo han&le;.&n&*f§}¢3ré:af”sﬁffiaient Height
. ag to. prahihit 8 player from yutting his leg over them auring the
;.admanistratinn af tBe tests Uéing the. red line o5 the starthand
- thres remaining~abstacies are'khen mlaced in SEQﬁBnﬁﬂq,lg'fﬁéﬁav
. aparty BO that thsy constituté & shraight line, &Sse Diagram & on
page 29. ﬂn the command , "geaﬁy. Go," the testes skates from the '
- gharting pgintyhalth& figst abstaal&, 20 feet away, and begins the
process. of ﬁéaﬁing:iﬂ and out and back through thé obstacles in the
fastest possible time witheut hitting the chairs, This event is
done with the puek and stick: The time it takes eaéh participant
to snaaeasfnlly gomplete the entirﬁ event is his ?eﬁerded time,

4 “guegessful trialY may be defined as one in whieh the player
has pot lost possession of the puek or has not been stopped from
completion of the trial alﬁhuugh'hizting'sr.meviﬁg»an obstacle,

If eithey puck i$ Iast or abstaq@s is mOVE& go that the person

= _  '  * N — - ﬁwL

LR
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cannot continue the trdal, a mew trial ic given. If a chair is
moved as it is being pasged and it does not interfere with the

sompletion of the trial, the test is mot rerun,
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The first objectiveé in the handling of the statistics was to
convert th@viawfdata into useabia tahles-af "pN gseores. These
tables, whiah would give the antha&s a method of eqnating each af the
four events, were compiled hy the use of MeCloy's L work. This
_prae@duweaq which allows for the compiling of acmparable stores for
tests giving different types of raw scoves; was selected on the ad-

vies of eduoationsl measurement advisors.

o e, m, McCloyy Zests and Measurements in Health and Physiocal Ed-
N~ ucation, Appleton~Century-Crofts, lngorporated, New Zerk, 1942,
’ PP« b2 100 i

Explanation of McGloy's Method of compiling "IT™ scores, as used in
this study, found on page 98 Ibid.

Column I -»=~ Idst of intervals into which raw secores ars te be
divided, placing the best one at the tap and the -
poerest at the bvottom. .

Colamn II -~ Conteains the frequencies of the raw scores.

Column IIf « Containas the number of subjects who sxgeeed the ‘seore

L " represented by that particulsr interval.

Column IV == In this eolumn are listed half of those falling with=
in each interval.

Column V ==~ This column is the sum of Columns III and IV.

Column VI =~ In this eoclumn the numbers in Column V ayre multiplied

. by 100 and divided by the total number of cases,

Column VII - Thig eolumn is for the "I scores and they are ob-
tained by comparing the percentage Tigure of Column
VI with Teble VIII found on Page 100 Ibid.




-129 boys ﬁeetea.f The maximum soore. thaﬁ eeuld be attained was 18

.pnints; Thé aaures ranged from a’ high of 1% to a low af 1., The mean

- deviation was 43 séconds: The mode was found at 4.3 seconds. The

slowest of 15 1 seconds. The mean ‘sco¥e was computed to be 10. 99

seccnds and the standard deviaticn to be .9 seoonde. The mode was
scores may be found en page 25.

‘The seores ranged from the fastest of 8,9 seconds to the slowest of

shncting for Accuragy ~- In this seatiun of the test there were

score for this evant was aomputed at 6.1 and the atandard deviation
at 246; The-made was found at 6.5, The table for cnnverting raw
data inte “?" geores may be found en page 23.

8G“¥aﬁdqﬂprig§ -~ In this section thewe were 148 boys tested.

The ﬁeéresﬂéaﬁged‘from-the-fastaét-af'};&.senonas to the slowest of

5,2 seccndss The mean was computed to be 4.5 seconds and the steandard

table for converting raw data into "I'M scores may be found on page 244

80 Yard Obstaele Sprint -~ Hewe there were 147 boys tested. The

saores for the event range& from the fastest of 9,5 seccnds to the

found to be 11 seconds. The tabls for converting raw data into "M

100 Yerd Obstacle Sprint with Puck -~ Here 135 boys were testeds

15 seconde. The mean séofe was énmbnted to be 10.9 seconds and the
sthndard deviatien was 1.2 seconds« The mode was'fann& at 11 secondsd
The tablea fur aonverting the raw data into “T“ popres may be faund
on page 26, |

Aftexr completion of the tables, tha<individﬁalfs raw'saure for
Qash of the four events was changed into a "I" score; and these were

totaled to give a numericsl value on which the testee was rated with

=J=
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| CHART NO.1 .
| RAW SUORES GONVERTED INTO "IV SCORES
 Shooting For Aceuracy®

e ,_ggg_saagé_: |  “.“1";‘ ove. ...
| B a0
w9
18 B
s 86
E S
3. 16
27
11 68
&
| 80
56

Ay
A%

39
34

T A

s%auéawé‘ﬁev&atian - 2,8

%wax*eé in ,paxn‘ha
Saores gbove lﬁ and 76 reepeat&vﬁay aye extwapala&aﬂ




85 Yard Bprints

3.3 100
3.4 g5
o8 | | 51
5,6
3.7

87
8z
- 77
3.9 75
&0 66
&0 61
H8 58
4.3 54
hyls 53,
5,5 48
6 48
5,7 43
48 40
Y 37
5.0 33
831 28
o 5.2 25
. ﬁ&m o 5.5
tandard Dovistion « .3

sHengured in Tenths of ﬂémm_ :
Beores sbove 3.8 and 7T respestively are extrapoleted




25

RAW ﬁ%ﬂﬁa ao:wmma INEO ‘*'x‘* SO0RES
80 Yard obstacle Sprint (Agility)e

8,8

9.1

| &;ﬁ o
-3%5;'
8.7
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1 P : o
2.8

- 9,6

: e ﬁﬂm "‘"‘ ilpﬂ

_,Wewma in Teonth of ﬁe;wms '
Soores Sbove 9,5 and ‘M ragpea%&vely az*e ex‘&z*apmlateﬁ

B@v&amm - ,,,,g

98
26
e 23
98
20
88
e
90~ 8 10,8
IR
80
78
16
4
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s ﬁa S L6

B9

B
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RAW w@mﬁs QC&VWED Iﬂ‘i‘ﬂ ”*ﬁ” BOORES

00 xm Qb@%&ﬁi@ apmm with pucks
' {Bﬁ&k ER&M&&M) 4

36
.
11,0 49 132 35
34
33

16 o134 33
45 138 3
| - o 136 m
R 11,6 M 15,7 m
4

139 30

0 B8 1m0 40 140 28
S 3o BS 124 3 148w
302 . 5 12 38 W6

10,3 sk 183 38 150 23
.x‘amim#g | 2o ARG &

‘ ﬂmm Doviation « &J&

sRegaured in mmm mﬁ‘ saeém
8@@%& abwa 8.9 and 77 mm@%&ww are W&p@l&%ﬁ
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Q | with his teammates. The numeriaal value was anhieved by givzi.ng tha
O tes‘bae with the highest ﬁetal a "l", ﬁha next highest a "2'* ami on
down with thé poarest receiving the largest numerical rating within
- the group. Having pated esch member af the team as a result nf this D
Bystem, the: authers then enmyuted the coefficient of carrelation with
‘the coaches! subjeutive ability rating, also highest ("1") to the |
Joweat (1arge$t numerical rating?vmade at theé?i? @f the aeasan@

" "

‘This was done by use ot the farmula Yy = JExT . _2)/1' : taken

from Garrettls Galaulatian of "r“ directiy from paired scores;l

“The faliawing ‘ehart denctes the,teama and the aorrelatians obtaihe&'
in this study. _ o | u
Team A *~{Corie1atiéﬁ T Team Foem ébrrelation ;58:

Team B -- Correlation .66~ Team @ - Correlation 45
‘ - Team £ -~ Correlation (14 Team H -~ Correlation .54
\ - Team P -= Correlation .55 Team I == Correlation .11 .

Téam B e@’@orrélatian g67 T Beam J'n- aorrelatian @61
The rav ﬂaﬁav‘the acaahes' ratinga, the instrument*s ratings, =and
the tatal "T" auores. whiah rasulted in the following 1n£brmation,~

may be found in the Appen&ix, -
TEAM A

19 players were testaae The tctal "T" acarea for the team |
rangéd from & high of 255.5 to & low of 180.5, “The mean was 201.8
while the mean meore for the entire study was 201l. The ccmputed
coprelation. with the coash’s ab;lity rating was 7h..

,1 Garrett, Henry E;, El mentar Statisties, Longmans, Greang and
Compeny , New Yurk; London, Toronta, 1956 p. 110.
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A *'-16*p1ayérs wéra:tested,f'Thé'toiali"mﬂgsaareﬂvfnﬁ-the tean
ranged from a high of Z13 te a low of 151.5. The mean score wab
181.% while the msan for the entire study was 201. The -compitked
eorrelation with the coach's ability vating wais 66« - v

TEAM ¢ o | e -

“from a high of 250 to 2 léw of 188.5. The mean score was 211.8
while the mean for the entire study was 201, The computed correlati
withvthe‘cogah'sfabiliﬁy rating was 1A, S o

vlltylﬁyérs wére'téatadx The total "®" scores for the team rang:jL

TEAM D

X2 players were tested, The total "% sceres for the teanm
ranged from & high of 229.5 to a low of 14%5.5, The mean geare was
20045 while the mean for the emtirs study was 201, The computed
eorrelation with the coach's ability rating was +55.

TEAN B

. 10 playere were tested. The total "I gcores for the teanm
- ranged from a high of 202 t6 a low.of 127,5, The mean score was
169.4 while the ‘mean for the entive study was 201. The computed
sorrelation with the eoach's ability rating was .67, S

TEAM P

14 players were tested, The total ™" acoves for the team ,
ranged from a high of 222,5 to a low of 133.5, The nean seore wWas
185,7 while the mean for the entire study was 201, The computed
correlation with the coach's ability rating was .38.

TEAM G

ii'piayers‘wéré test@&,_ The total "@",sQéreszfuw the team
ranged from a high of 256.5 to a low of 156.5., The mean scove was
19649 while the mean for the emtire study was 201+  The computed

i

correlation with the coach's ability rating was .45. '
TEAM H |

v 13 players were tested, The total "I mpores for the team
renged from a high of 253 to a low of 19%.  The mesn score was

~ 227.7 while the mean for thé entive study wes 20L. The somputed
correlation with the coach's ability rating was .54.
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TEAM I

30 playera wera téﬁﬁéﬂa Thé total "T“ Scores for the team rangaa
from & high of 257.5 to & low of 177.5. The mean score was 220.8
while the mean for the entire study was' 201, The ¢9mputed eorrelation
with the comch's a@iliﬁyvrating4wagk,11&, ‘ o
TEAM J. R |

13 players were tasteﬂ; Thé total "T“ scores for’ the team ranged
Yrom 2 high of 258 to a low of 191,  The mean score was 213.2 while
the wean for the entire study was 201, The egmpnted gorrglation with
the coach's ability ﬁating was «61s '

‘The final step in the handling of the data was to place the t.otal i
"%“ scares for the entire test gn a frequenay &istributian.' The total
aéarea ranged from a high of 258 gaiuta te 2 low ef 127.5 points.

The mean score was vompubsd at 201 and the standard deviation at 26,7
points. Approximately 6% boys scored above the mean while the re~
mainder moored on or below it, Qhe;frgqﬁauéy distribution may be
found on yage-EGa' |

o faamlataté the clasgifiention of a player's ability by the

7eﬂaahes; an. explanatnry chart was ﬂeveloped from Chart ¥ on page 35.

This new vhart diviﬁes ﬁhart V intc h secticns and elasaifies eaeh
aaeording tﬁ the ice haekey ability of the players found in it.
This provides the eoach with a qaick nesng te realize the boys'
potential fram th& ssaﬁes nhtained on this instmument.

; 251 and abave gD excellaht prospect
201 406 250 em~== g good prospsect
_ , 151 to 200 mmmee a fair pxuspeet“:
‘n .}150 and belnw - a paar proapéﬁt

”




OHART NO. 5B

PREQUENCY DISTRIEUTION FOR TOTAL "2" SCORES
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CHAPTER V
SUMMARY AND CONCLUBSIONS

A, SUMMARY

The purpose 6£ this study was te develop an instrument that
would predict the potential ice hockey ability of secondary school
‘boys; The instrument, which consisted of four tests (shooting for

Hoouracy, speed, skating agility, and stick handling), was ad-

ministered to 148 secondary school ice hockey playerss These players ||

représentéﬁ ten different high schools from varicus leagues. The
schools cooperating iun this stuéy weret Boston College High School,
Brockton High Schooly Cambridge High and Latin Schoel, Charlestown
High Schaulg East Boston High Bcheol, Medford High ébhaal, Rindge
Technical High Schoel, Walpole High School, Winchester High School,
and Woburn High School. After completion of the skill tests by all
participanté;'tables of "1 sgores wers deVeiopeﬁ for each event .

By use of these tables, the raw data of each player for the four
events was then comverted into "I scores which were totaled to give
thé testee a single score, The testee was then ranked with his
teammates with the highest total receiving a pating of ™", the

next highest a rating of "2", and the remainder following in
numerical sequence until the lowest =mcore was reached. Since there
was no established objective means for the measurement of a player's
ice hockey abllity, the coaches' subjective judgment of each player
at the conclusion’  of the season was uged to determine the player's

“ability. The skill test rating was then compared with the coaches!

v
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suhjective rating of each player to find the cocfficient of correla~

tion,

The toﬁal R msores were then pladeﬂ on a frequeney dig-

tributian from whieh a chart was éeVQloped to faeilitate the clags~

ification by the ﬁoachaa of a player's patential ice hackey ability~

B. CONCLUSIONS

Mn. . RS

1

2.
3,

L,

An instrument to predict the potential ice hotkey sbility of

- seoondary school boys has been developed. However, it is

in need of validation,

Workable tables of "I™ scorss have been set up to equate

“;eaah of the four events of the instrument.

An explanatory chart has been developed to provide the

 coaches with a quick method of realizing the player'’s poten-

tial from scores obtained in this instrument. |

An analysis of the data shows that.the correlation between
the instrument's ratinge and the coaches' ratings wefellgﬁ'
and inconclusive. This was believed to be due to the attempt’

to correlate an objective rating with a subjective ratihg.

¢, RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUNTHER STUDY

1.

24

3,

The coaches' subﬁeetive skill pating did not prove success~
ful in thie study; therefore, another method of subjectively
rating £he playerst ability counld be used.

A test-retest of the instrument should be conducted to
indicate the reliability of the series of tests.

.A test for measuring the potential ability eof a gwali&

should be develaped;




Rz

Iy This instrument could be aﬁministered to all the teams of
the same league, an& the resulta uf their standing in 1eagne

aumpetmtian cemyared with the final analysis of data abtainedu
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HOCKTY SKEI1G UTST

- BATLHC TOIM
@ _scu A COACH A
3 g. THST Ifj TFST 2 E TFST 3] TIST b “T‘"(TTAAL. AUTHORST COACH'S
NAE _SCORE! ToSCORE § T-SCORH TSCORE | T-SCOLES FATING | KATING
1 ~_j#9.5 L61’5 5456 43 210 7 11
| 2 65  166.5 lsu.5 j46 231 2 | 7
3 49.5 | 5h.5 | 50.5 Jok.5 | 218 5 3
% I53.5 143 §51 415 | 189 15 13
~ 5 49.5 161.5 1§49  |4k.5 | 204.5 |8.5 %
6 B §h.5 | 180.5 ) 18 | 12
mw’?‘ﬁmﬁ%%g?xﬁ B, (A55 ) 103 T3 T
8 60.5 47.5 | 190 1% 8
9 76.5 65 255.5 | 1 T
10 53.5 [ 54.5 | 59.5 |61 208.5 2
® 11 65 45.5 | 46.5 b47.5 | 204.5 }8.5 15
12 HEENEENE 49 221 4 6
13 49.5 |48.5 | 56 |49 Jeo3 | 10 16
14 34.5 §48.5 | 51 153.5 | 187.5] 17 | 17
- 15 /;6025 6.5 | 56 1525 |orsl 6 9
16 I53.5 | 40.5 | 46.5 | 47.5 | 188 | 16 [ 18
17 a6 | 40.5 AL 50.5 | 178 TR I |
18 156.5 E 51.5 | 48 52 .| 199.5¢ 11 | 5 J%
19 e [ 455 | 39.5 _52.5 190.5 ] 13 ~ g
TEST 1 « SHOOTIHC »OLk ACCURACY TEST 2 « SPiED TEST

THST 3 » SKATING AGILITY TEST i = STICK HANDLIIG ABILITY
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HOCKFY SHaif, 9587
BAT (HC_TOouM

SCHOOL B | COACH i
31 TFST L | TOTAL ) AUTHORSY COACH'S |
HATE, T-SCORE § T-SCOL.ES RATING ! KATING
| 1 47.5 182 8 i
2 56.5 213 1 1
3 b 183 7 6
ok 58 208.5 [ 3 2
5 40.5 187.5 5 7
6 34 167.5 | 14 11
B O N o WO o R Uk 2 Mo ) e e o T
7 34.5 33.5 i 46.5 {37 151.5 §} 16 13
8 39 45.5 § 37.5 52 174 10 | 15
9 46 Ist.5 § 43 41.5 185 g TG~
10 46 45.5 38 41.5 171 12 3
11 39 | 48.5 45,5 | 36.5 169.5 § 13 14
12 lses fiss f1 o A ] e
13 60.5  f 54.5 45.5 | 50.5 211 2 5 Tj
14 53.5 [45.5 |43 49 C TR
BT XN B N RO ) O
16 46 B 37 47.5 | 49 179.5 9 I~ 8
. - . =
i ‘.
n [
PEST 1 = SHOOTTIC ¥OK ACCUNRACY TEST 2 « SPiED TEST

TIST 3 = SKATING AGILITY PEST |y « STICK HANDLING ABILITY
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‘ SCHOOL ¢ COACH o}

) FTreT I TTST & || VST 3] ITST | TOFAL | ALTHORS®] COAGH'S |
| NALTE. T_SCORE| T=SCORE || T-SCORW T-SCOKE | T-SCOLES RATING | KATING
139  §66.5 |53 50.5 |209 5 9 |

2 |53.5 48.5 | 48 42.5 |192.5 |10 M
3 49.5 |58 {51 44 202.5 | 8 5 |
| I 61.5 | 45.5 |52.5 |205.5 | 6 & |

5 49.5 | 66.5 |35 |49 |198 o |} 10

6 {56.5 58 T 4% ) 47.5 ]205 7 11

7 60.5 1 66.5 [ 61 [59.5 |247.5 | 2 7

8 39 54.5 f 51 |44 188.5 j11 | 3

9 153.5 61.5 30 6T 212 % =T ‘

10 . faos frr |67 56.5 [250 1 2
PY 11 Is6.5 [s58 f 51 54.5 |220 3§ 6 i
= i i
S
- T i
[
— - B
i1 | 21
TEST 1 - SHOOTIIHC 0k ACCURACY TEST 2 «~ SPIED TEST
THST 3 » SKATING AGILITY TEST L « STICK HANDLLIG ABILITY



HOCKFY SKITL. T7ST

RAT (NG _FORT

SCHNOL, D COACH D
TRST I ST 3§ AFET 11| TOTAL ~ § AUTHORS®] COACH'S |
NAE. T<SCORE { TSCOKE | T.SCOLES RATING | KATING
46 65 228.5 2 1
: 71.5 46 212.0 4 8
55 229.5 1 6
49 196.0 8 2
4o 209.5 6 10
T 55,5 T65.0 1 Li vé
Iy 18%.0 § 10 1T
51.5 208.5 7 iy
38 190.0 9 9
51 225.5 3 5
12 43 54.5 54 .5 58 210.0 5 3
T T s F‘r e :
!
"JT&" - : e —
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H
| ) . i - - I ) i
! ¥ =
_ E
TEST 1 = SHOOTINC O ACCURACY TEST 2 - SP!ED TEST

THST 3 =

SKATING AGILITY

TEST i = STICK HANDLIIG ABILITY
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HICKFY SKILT, TPST

e BATLNC TORM.
SCHOOL 1A COACH B
§ ' TEST 1§ TEFST 2 E THST 38 TIST It | TOTAL | AL THORS®] COACH'S |
_HANE, ?_SCORE!] T<SCORE § T-SCORK T-SCORE | T.SCOLES RATING | KATING
; 1 4% 48.5 47.5 Is52 101 2 )
= S
2 34.5 37 39.5 47.5 158.5 8. 3
cte e
3 65 40.5 36.5 41, 183. 4
% i ) 5 3.5 7
4 i 34,5 N43 o3 27 127.5 § 10 10
5 49.5 48.5 37.5 37 172.5 5 5
6 53.5 33.5 38 375 162.5 6 9
7 49.5 25.5 39.5 {44.5 159 T 8
8 43 51.5 § 51 39.5 185 3 4
9 39 40.5 41 32.5 153 9 6
10 5%.5 f{48.5 49 51 202 1 1
O TRy Y
ot N N

TEST 1 =

PIST 3 o

SKATING AGILITY

SHNOTIHC Ol ACCURACY

TEST 2 = SPi ED TEST

TEST li « STICK HANDLING ABILITY
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HNCKFY SKILT, TFST

RAT CNG. FORY
SCHOOL COACH F
TRST I§ TTeT @ § TrsT 3§ TFST Li] TOTAL |§ AUTHORS®] COACH'S
MAUE. _T-SCORE} T<SCORE i T=SCORI{ T=SCORE | TSCOLES RATING | KATING
L 1 43 66.5 | 46.5 |s54.5 ]210.5 ] 2 2.5
2 | 46 [33.5 [4s 4o 173.5 | 10 14
3 65 . 033:5 E 38§58 | 1%4.51 5 12
. 4“ ?4.5 £§40.5 35.5 §23 133.5 § 14 ] 13
5 i 46 33.5 § 48 56.5 | 184 9 6.5
| 6 46 40.5 30 4% 159.5 | 12 11
B T L S S S AT TN, Ao ey e rovom :
7 39 40,5 L 49 35.5 164 11 5
. 8 60.5 §40.5 53.5 | 38.5 193 7 10
9 "4 53.5 §40.5 45.5 §54.5 194 6 2.5
10 46 §45.5 53.5 | 61.5 206.5 | 4 1
11 60.5 §40.5 62.5 §46.5 210 3 8
12 56.5 k40.5 | 56 69.5 }222.5 1 i
13 ENEER N ER R E 3
e e S e S S—
14 60.5 }40.5 51 ' 35.5 187.5 8 6.5
o : zﬁ%}:ﬂg S e
T ” B N Ji . L.
a I N R
J— . i

TEST 1 « SHNOTING Ol ACCURACY

THST 3 =

SKATING AGILITY

TEST 2 « SPiED TEST

TEST l = STICK HANDLING ABILITY
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HOCKFY SKILL TFST

RAT [}G_FOnY
SCHOOL G COACH G
TFST I)) oI 2 fi ThoT 3 “TFGT Lt | TOTAL | AL THORS?] COAGH'S |
HAUE, _T=SCORE{ T<SCORE i T-SCORT T<SCORE | T~SCOLES RATING | KATING
| a2 68.5 58  {44.5 [33.5 |204.5 | 4 2
L 2 43 48.5 E 51 44.5 187 8 7
3 56.5 §73 lev.5 J62.5 [256.5 1 1 A
2 S— Mo #tm_ W  SE—  S——
4 49.5 [66.5 67 55 238 2 3
5 28.5 {45.5 46.5 §46 . 166.5 9 5
6 46 33 34,5 §45.5 159.5 | 10 6
7 53.5 §51.5 43 52.5 200.5 5 1
8 60.5 §54.5 & 51 39.5 §205.51 3 -§ 10
9 49.5 §54.5 44 .5 §47.5 196 6
10 60.5 {51.5 41 42.5 195.5 7
11 39 61.5 27 29 156.5 | 11 11
J D e vy BN s b2
- i I . |
| ﬁ -
| I
| 1 o

TEST 1 « SHOOTING ¥OR ACCURACY

TIST 3 =

SKATING AGILITY

TEST 2 « SP1ED TEST

TEST L - STICK HANDLING ABILITY
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HOCKFY SKILI, TEST

SCHNOL H COACH I B
= TRST I8 TFST 2 E TRAT 3§ TIGT 11§ TOTAL | ALTHORS®] COACHYS |
NANE T-SCORER_T<SCORE || T-SCORI T-SCORE | T-SCOLEG RATING | KATING
B 1 i 43 45.5 § 48 56.5 193 | 13 12
”ﬁ 2 _} 53.5 [45.5 I s6 62.5 217.5 9 3
E -
: 3 |} 56.5 54.5 53 }62.5 226.5 £16.5 6
_ 4 4;3‘.??T 66.5 70.5 §56.5 23%6.5 3 10
5 60.5 §54.5 56 58 229 4 4
6 28.5 §48.5 56 162.5 1 195.5 ] 12 i1
T T 60.5 | 61,5 § TE.5|56.5 [ 253 T T
8 71.5 §54.5 58 67 o51 2 2
9 43 54.5 51 59.5 208 11 8
10 65 54.5 53.5 ] 50.5 | 223.5 1 © 9
11 535 54.5 T 58 62.5 228.5 5 7
12 473 51.5 59.5 § 59.5 213.5 § 10
13 60.5 § 45.5 61 59.5 226.5 f 6.5 13
B 7 ;]-mmmm : o
e S x = e —
;; = = iy
! =
| i ) f ) _
| i1
PEST 1 « SHOOTINC ¥OR ACCURACY TEST 2 = SPiED TEST
TIST 3 » SKATING AGILITY TEST li « STICK HANDLING ABILITY
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HOCKFY SKILT, TEST
RAT (NG FORY,
SCHOOL I ' COACH I
g “TOTAL | ALTHORS?® GOACH'S |
¢ T-SCORE { T-SCOLES RATING § HATING
65 235 3 2
77 o45,5 2 ;1
59.5 203.5 8. 8
59.5 228 5 5
55 198.5 | 9 5
58 218 6 | 6
7 53.5 |58 | 7TA.5]71.5 |257.5] 1 7
8 28.5 § 45.5 5% 50.5 177.5 | 10 I
9 56.5 § 51.5 62.5 § 58 228.5 10
10 5%.5 & 51.5 54.5 % 54.5 214 9
e e
o i, S £ RS -z‘f:“
_— x rumT':mw. 52 ¥z = D\l‘»“ e
I -
e .
B g 1.
TEST 1 « SHOOTIICG »0Olt ACCURACY TEST 2 - SPIED TEST

THST 3 =

SKATING AGILITY

TEST L < STICK HANDLING ABILITY
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HNCKFY SKILI, TEST

e BATLHG FORY
SCHOOL J COACH J
TEST I TRST 3§ TTST 1] TOTAL | AUTHORS® EOACHIS ]
_NAUE L;gggggg;,“ SCORE §| TSCORN T-SCORE | T-SCOLEG RATING § KATING
1 139 68.5 §62.5 2%1.5 2 3
2 4 r9 fho  f195.5 111 | 9
: .

3 43 54 64.5, 59.5 221.5 | 4 1
~ 4 _} 49.5 70.5_ 71.5 258 1 2

5 46 54,5 59.5 §52 212 - § 7 4

6 49.5 61.5 53.5 §58 212.5 6 5

NP SR i R | v

7 53.5 §51.5 43 54.5 202.5 9 10

8 56.5 {58 51 |65 230.5 3 11

9 . 5305 4805 61 5305 21605 5 \

10 1§ 53.5 [48.5 54.5 53.5 1210 | 8

11 65 43 44 .5 §40.5 19% 12 6

12 _j4e 48.5 § 54.5 [ 47.5 196.5 | 10 13 |
13 jaz qu.s | 53 f46.5 J1o1 |13 12§

]

L. } | | )
TEST 1 = SHOOTINC ¥OI ACCURACY TEST 2 - SPi ED TEST

TIST 3 = SKATING AGILITY TEST L « STICK HANDLING ABILITY
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