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HISTORB OF TENNIS PARTIC IPATI ON 

AT SOUTHtrBST TEXAS STATE TEACHERS G O U G E  

AND THE, PROBlJ3ES OF DUAL BEdT AND T O U R W N T  PUP 

OF THE LOW STAR CONFBREMCE 

A, Stat-ntr of the Problem 

It is the purpose of  thie papex- t o  preseIlt the 

hfstory of participation in tennis a t  Southwest Texas 

State Teachers College and t o  make a study of the prob- 

learrr of dual wet and touraermreat play i n  the Lone Star 

Conference. An attempt fa made t o  d r a w  certain uonclus- 

ions regarding these p r o b l w  of dual meet and tourna- 

ment play in  the li&t of  the history of  tennis a* t h i s  

inat i tut  ion. 

for - Problem 

A number of problems have arisen i n  the determimi- 

t i o n  of the wianer of  ternnisr i n  the Lone Star Conference. 

Up u n t i l  now, the championship has been determined by an 

elimination tournament i n  which each school entera four 

singles eonatestants and two doubles teams. Since the 

players are 1110- than l i k e l y  participating i n  both the 



a h g l e a  and doubles, an olixnination to-nt, at best, 

haa been found t o  bs eit;her an endurance contest ar an 

expensive time-ansuraing mthd df dste-ing 8 crhnmpion. 

Qne of the main problem feeing a coach has been to have 

saoh of his tmm members 9n tip-top sihapa at the the of  

the conferewo tour..11~;lmsnt* Due t o  ths faot that t- 
, 

is always a pasalbi l i ty  of unf'maassn i~xterferanczr, a 

contestant m y  not be a t  h h  best  at the time of a tour- 

nament, This problem was seleatad with the how that 

a Mtter mthod of" d6&urm5njszg a Lone Stam Cmfursnae 

Tennis Champion may be obtained. 

The Phyalcal Edtwation D s m ~ t t ) n t  of S o u $ b s t  Tezas 

S t a t e  Teachers College ha8 a rwcrrd of Bobcat into~eol- 

legiats athletic participation. 'Pherstl rrwwd+d data a m  

called B o b c q  Iiistor&tral Rscordrr. The r e d t s  o f  

contes t s  p~ars+z&+d in this st;udy are  obtairrd from %he 

abotrs s o m .  

Th% histo~UdL 9t;udy has bean l imi ted  t o  the period 

begfnningb with 1932 and continuing t h r o w  the 1949 t ennis  



season, This i a  the period during which the Southwest 

Texas State Tmchwa CoLlegu has been a amber of the 

Lone S t a r  Conference, The hiatoriaal data in~ludes all 

matches as well as conference play. Henceforth, the 

Southwest Texas Sta te  Teachers College Teama are refer- 

red to as Bobcats. The problem of dual meet and tour- 

nament play a n  confined to ths Lone Star  Conference, 

In Chapter IT,  hiertorical data is presented in 

three sections. The first section gives the results 

of all Bobcat dual meets, the second deals with Lone 

S t a r  Conference tournaments, and Ishe third is a 8- 

of both the  dual meets and the tournaments. From these 

data ,  .n analysis was inade of the points of strength 

and werthess that have occurred in determining the 

places awarded in dual met and tour-nt play. %. In 
\ 

Chapter III, prevailing methods of determiriing a aham- 

pion and team winner are presented, The problems rand 

objections of these methods were analymd, and a plan 

by which thay can be overcorn is proposed, From those 

procedwer~, c m i a  conclusions and recommendations 

w e r e  mad@ to determine the f inal  standing of team or 

school dater ion. 



HISTOBY OF BOBCAT PIIRTICIPATION IN TENNIS FROM 

1932 TIIROUGH 19b9 

It fa the purpose of this chapter to present the 

rscorda of participation of the Bobcatrr in tamis 

1932 through 1949. Although complete recorde of each 

gam, match, and participant are available, only year- 

ly sunanaries of the matches are presented, 

B, Bobcia* Dual Heets 

Tablss I through XVI presented below show the 

results of Bobcat dual tennis maeta. 

Table I 

Sunaaaticm of the 1932 Bobcat Dual &bets 

Bobcat8 &kt ches Meeta 
VS Won Lost Won Lost 

Texas Unfwsfty 0 7 0 1 

SouthwestemaUnimiSy 10 2 2 0 

Howard P a p  CloUwe 6 0 1 0 

Sam Howtion !&a- College 3 4 0 1 

S, P. 4. 54ilFt;, CsU*g@ A 2- - 0 - 1 

Season '3- 20 18 3 3 
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Table II 

S tion of the 1933 b h a t  Dtrrrtl, Weta 

Bobaata Matcharc 
BS Won Lodit 

T m m ~  Univwsily 0 17 

~o'tlt-tern ~ n % m - s i t y  6 13 

St, Edwards Univesslty 12 1 

East Texas State College b 3 

Sarn Howston State CoUegrr 5 2 

S. F. A, State College -4, A 
Sabason Totala 33 % 

B+brrts 
Won Lout 

Table I11 

Sumaatiora of the 1934 Bobcat DusaiL 

Bobats 
VS 

Tezsrs Univusi%y 

Sou%hmstrm University 

East Tmxas $tats Collega 

Sam Howton Collrga, 

S. F, A. 3 a t e  Goll*ge 

A. & I. Col3,qg-e 

schrrr- ~ i&&+  

Searson Tob;aSLr 

rntehm 
Won Loert 

3 18 

14 1, 

8 2 

6 1 

5 2 

8 2 

6 0 - - 
9 26 



Bobcats 
BS 

S-tioa of the 1935 Bobaat DuaJL Wets 

East Texas State College 

Sam Houston State College 

S.  F, A. State Colleg8 

Trinity University 

Season Tota l8  

PllQtchftar w t s  
Won Laat Won Lost 

Summation of the 1936 Bobcat DudZ WeSs 

Tacxaa Udveraity 

Trinity Univer8i*y 

S, F, A* SWW CoIJega 

Season TO* 

Matches 
\$on Lost 

Heet 8 
Won Lo%% 



Sam Hausto-n State Collega 

A, 2c I. College 

Season T o w 8  

Matchgs 
Woa Loaf* 

Bob%* ?%t~hua 
VS Won Lclals 

Tuar U z z L w i O ; J  1 6 

SUI HOUS~OP state CoXlqge 6 1 

S. F, A. S W k  c o ~ s ~  7 0 

A* & I* c o w  11 1 

Howard Pam 00334p 6 0 

South~8- @ @ % w % t y  2 
maaa T a W a  W 11 



Table VIIX 

smmatfon of the 1939 Bobcat Dual Wek8 

Batwits &fat c hear 
VS Won Lost 

T(UEBS U n i ~ ~ l r ~ i t i y  0 7 

North Texas State Collage 2 12 

E G L ~  'Pexas State College 4 3 

S, 8, A. State College 6 o 

Southweatern ihiversity 8 4 

SamHouatonStatsCollege 6 1 

Saa lbP&wcoer Baptist  A c a d q  11 1 

~ghreiner Institute 5 _.3 

Season Totals 41 31 

Neetcr 
Won Lost 

Table 3tX 

Sumation of the 194.0 Bobcat Dual Ebds 

Bobcats 
VS 

Tatscas University 

North Texas S a t  College 

East Terns SWtu College 

Sarn Hourstola S-t* College 

s. P. A. stat. hollegp 

A.  & I, C O W  

htches Heet8 
Won Lost Woa Lost 

2 5 0 1 

I 13 0 2 

0 7 0 1 

3 4 0 1 

6 0 1 0 

9 A - 2 - 0 



Bobeat8 
VS 

Tsxas 1Jnlrarsity 

St, Edwards University 

Worth Texas State Collage 

S ,  Fa A. State College 

East Texas State College 

Sam Houston State College 

Sahreinsrr Institute 

Seaaon Totals 

k ~ ~ t 8  
idon Lost 

Table X I  

Bobcat8 Matches &hets 
VS Won LOB% ?fon Lorst 

Tlzca% t fn i~a~a i ty  0 6 0 1 

~ o r t h  Terns Staw College 0 6 o 1 

SamHoustoaStat+Collegs 0 6 0 1 

S.  F. A, Seats College 1 b 0 1 

6- Tum8 S t a t e  CoUuge - 1 2 -  - 0 - L  

Seaslon T o U  2 27 0 5 



SumatSon of the 1946 Bobcat Dual Meeta 

Bobuata 
vs 

TrMtp unireparity 

Saasoa Totals 

mtcherp F,5eett;s 
Won Lost bon Lo& 

Sumation of the 1947 Bobcat Dual bleets 

Tsma University 

Southwestern University 

Unlrersity of Houston 

Trinity Unirersfty 

Saat Texas State College 

E%Ltch+s Mew 
Woa Lost Ihn Loat 

0 8 0 1 

8 5 1 0 

0 7 0 1 

7 7 1 1 

0 7  - I o l i  
15 34 2 4 



Table XIV 

Sulnmrrtion of the 1948 Bobeat Dual Meets 

Texas University 

Univerafty of Houston 

Trinity U n i ~ e r s  i t y  

Horth Texaa Sta te  College 

Eat& Texas State College 

Season Totals 

r.'latahes 
Won Lost 

Meets 
Won Lo& 

Table XV 

Qunnnation of the 3.949 Bobcat Dual Meets 

Bobca%s &ttahes h e t s  
VS iqon Lost  ilon Lea% 

Texas University 0 X7 0 2 

A. & M. College 0 7 0 I 

Southwestern Unirsraity TO k 2 0 

Trinity Univumity 9 4- - 2 0 
Season Totals 19 32 4 3 



Summary of all  Dual W t s  

Bobeats Wafches DwaX Meeta 
VS Won Lost $ !./in Won L w t  Tied 5 Win 

F-o Uni. 18 168 ,097 1 22 0 .OW+ 

TUUWJ 8. 8~ M. 8 8 .SO0 1 1 0 ,500 

T81m8 %@he 4 3 -571 1 0 0 1000 

St. Edwards 

Southest ern 

Hawlrard P a p  

East Texas 

Sam Houston fro 24 ,676 7 4 0 .636 

S* B m  A m  55 13 ,809 9 2 O ,818 

Trinity Uai. 68 27 .440 9 2 o ,818 

0 2 0 OOOQ Uni, Houston 1 13 .O?L - 
Totals 437 3943 ,523 71 47 2 ,600 



Table XVX shows that the hbaats  took part in 120 

dual meetis over a period of f i f t e e n  seaaons, This gives 

an average of eight dual meets per year, If each 

sfngles  player played a &hree set matuh, he compe.t;@d 

i n  twenty-four sets per season, regardlea8 of rank, 

In a corresponding manner, it Is estW.ted that eaeh 

doubles player participated in twenty-four sets par 

season i n  dual meets. 

C, Low S t a r  Conf~.reqgg, Sennia 

The Lone Star Conference holds a tennis t o m -  

ment to decide  a airigles, doubles, and team champion. 

The number of contestants entered by each school has 

been stated earlfer in  th i s  papas, T M e  points t o  

singles and six points to doubles are awarded for 

matches won in the  last three round8 of the to-nt, 

This point system is employed t o  determine a Lone Star 

Conference Tennis Championehip, 
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Tables XVII, XVIII and XIX presented below rshow 

the results o f  Lone Star Conference tennis tournaments. 

Hear 

1932 

1933 

19 34 

1935 

4 

W i n n b f  

'di1lb.m Thrash 

John i;hite 

~{illiapt Notley 

W i l l i a r a  Noeley 

Allen Hew 

Steve Latham 

Steve Lath- 

Randolph Scott 

Fred Barns 

Randolph Scott 

J b m y  Kroesen 

Roger Smftb 

Ross Collins 

Glenn Hewitt 

Glenn Heritt 

Jason Morton 

Schoo1, 

S ,  F, A. State College 

Trinity University 

Southwest Texas State College 

Southwest Texas State College 

Southwest Texas State College 

Southwest Texaa State College 

Southwest Texas State College 

North Texas State College 

North Texas State College 

North Texas State College 

Ust Texaer State College 

North Tgxas Stater College 

North Texas State College 

University of Houston 

U n i v ~ s i t y  of Houston 

University of Houston 

* In 1935, Allen New and : i i l l i r u a  Notley, both o f  

Southest Tams State College, were declared co-chant- I 

pfon8, Thia final match was never officially played, 



Lo- S t a r  CoaSeron~s Ternis Doublatl Winner8 

Wimm 

Pools and Blankemhfp 

Curtis Tramek and Robert P r i m  

Phillip8 and Dietrich 

W f l L h  Notley and Allen New 

F'red Barw and Dittrich 

Steve Latham and Johnny Clawson 

Vaym Park and John Malaise 

Fred BarnrP and Randolph Scott 

Dan C a r r  aad Randolph Seott 

Jimmy Krorasen and G l m  Hewitt 

Ross Collins and 'hillSam Hatlock 

Ross Collin8 a d  Frank Barns 

Glenn Hewitit  and Donald IJapier 

Glann Hew%%& and Jason Morton 

Jason P1Iorton and Jack Lanham 



Table XIX 

Lone S t a r  Confere~kr School Tennis To-t iJinnera 

School Wimr 

North Texas State College 

East Terns Stats College 

Southwest T-8 Stats College 

Southwest Texas State College 

Southwest Texas State College 

Southwest Texas State College 

North Tens State College 

North Texas State College 

North Texas State College 

East Texas State College 

North Texas State College 

North Texas State College 

University of Houston 

Unlveraity of Houston 

Univu'sity of Houston 

Points Scored 

30 

21 

24 

t 5  

30 

39 

48 

39 

30 

42 

42 

36 

33 

5 1  

48 



Table XX prprentnt below shows the frequ.ncy vith 

which conference members won in Lone St-  Conferenas 

T e ~ i s  Toumamnt play. 

Table XX 

Frequency of School Tennis Tournament Winners 

Conference Nembers Sf 1 Double8 T o u r m t 8  na- 
Southwest Texas State College 4 

North Texas State College 5 

university of Houston 3 

East Texas State CoUege 1 

S. F .  A.  State College 1 

Trinity University 1 

Sam Houston State Coll8g8 0 

West Texas State College 0 

Hardin College 0 



Table XXI 

Lone Star Conference School Tournament 

Winners and Points Scored By Each 

Tear 3-fl KT ET SB dF(r TU UM WT HC Winner -- - - - .  
1932 6 30 21 3 12 12 X X X NTSC 

1933 0 I5 21 12 0 15 X X I[: ETSC 

2334 24 18 9 6 0 6 X X X SWTSC 

1935 45 6 6 6 0 X X X X SUTSC 

1936 30 21 0 6 6 x x o x ssnsc 
1937 39 6 12 6 0 X X X X SWTSC 

19% 9 a 6 0 0 X X I[ I[ NTSC 

1939 18 39 o 6 o x x x x msc 
1940 9 30 18 6 0 X X X X N"rSC 

1941 9 12 4.2 0 0 X II X X ETSC 

1942 0 42 15 0 6 If X X NTSC 

1946 6 36 18 0 o x 3 x x NTSC 

1947 0 15 15 0 0 0 33 X ZC U o f H  

1946 0 6 6 0 0 0 51 x X U o f H  

0 0 o l(c8 O U o f H  w49 3 L - - - 
l.98 324 201 51 24 33 135 0 0 



Tables XVII through XXI ahow the r e s u l t s  of Lone Star 

Conf erenee Tennis Tourwent  s over the f tf'tsen-year psriod 

of t h i s  study, During the majority of this t irne there 

were six members participating, In a six-team elimination 

tournament, the winner of singles played five matches. All 

matches exoept the finals were determined by the beat 

out  of  thrar setts; the finals wre dmMed by the best 

three out of f iwe sets ,  Thus, the winner was forced to 

play as Illany as eleven and possibly seventeen sets, In 

most cases t h e  winner h singles was a l s o  on a f5naIe 

doubles team. In doubles t.le played nine to fourteen mts. 

Thw, each finallist eompeted in twenty to thirty-onet se.t;a 

i n  two dayart time, The m i r m u n  number in which a l o r n  

playing in both singles and doubles could participatr 

was six sets. 

Tables X X I I  and XXIII gives a detai led comparison of 

I- and I l l f n ~  participation that may be obtained in 

both dual m e e t  and tournamnt play, These tablea w e r 8  

worked out on the basf s of one el ininat ion towmen% 

equal$ one aeason of dual meets. ~ h 8 ~ t ~ ,  four rfn- 

glea players and two doubles teams from s i x  ~onferaaner 

schools tantarad fn a tow-nt are equal to four  singles 

players and tm doubles teams entered f n eight dual meets. 

The average number of 86h0015 entered i n  a Lone Star Con- 

ferents t a u ~ ~ ~ ~ r b n t ,  dkh in  the l i ~ a i t s  of this study, 



were rh, Likewise, the  average nwnbsr of dual  met8 

participated i n  by a Bobcat tennis  team in one season 

was eight, 

Table XXII 

Suermation of the  lfkxilewm and Minimum Portioipation by 

\ J i n n u  and Loser i n  Iktch and T o w m e n t  Play 

Sets Played Towrzlau~ent Play Dual Meet Play 

BY Singles Doubles Singles Doubles ~~ m!w I 4 a X E j l l n  w u  
Winner 17 11 4 9 24 1 6  21, 16 

Loser 2 - A  32 2 4 - 1 6  ,&A 
Differences 11, 9 11 7 00 00 00 00 

In dual meet play there  was no difference in t he  

amount of par t ic ipat ion by a contestant,  whether he won 

o r  los t ,  On t he  other hand, the maximum number of sets 

difference between winning and losing i n  s ingles  was 

fourteen and t he  minimum nine. In doubles t h e  maximum 

was eleven and the minimum seven. The maximum t o t a l  

difference between winning and losing in both s ingles  

and doubles was twenty-five sets. The minimum t o t a l  

difference btwemn winning and losing in both s ingles  

and doublaa was sfxteen aeta. 



Table XXIII 

Sumlation of the Maximum and 14inh.m Participation in  

Singles and Doubles Between Thtck and Tournament Play 

Singles Uoubles Singles & Doubles 
:"lax Hi11 ; .a I . l i~t ia.m ---- - biin - 

Duall~leet  Play 24 16 24 16 48 32 

Tournme;lt Play 17 1 U 9 31,, 7 20 

Differences 7 5 10 7 17 12 

There w a s  a m a x i m u m  of seventeen and a m i n i m u m  of 

twelve sets more pa r t i c ipa t ion  per season i n  match play 

than i n  t ournanent play, 

This chapter has presented a h i s to ry  of  Bobcat par- 

t i c i p a t i o n  i n  tennis f n t h e  Lsno S t a r  Confel-ence, In 

tournament play the followin;: summat ions were made: 

1, The winner i n  singles played as many as eleven 

and possibly seventeen sets a f t a n i s ,  

2. The winners i n  doubles played nine to faurteen 

sets of taxiA2.s. 

3. In  the past  ten Cournaritents, t h e  winner of rrrin- 

gle8 was also a xmiber of a doubles t e m  that reached 

t h e  finallr* 



4, I n  t h e  last  t e n ,  and in eleven of t h e  past fif- 

teen t o u r n a ~ ~ e n t s ,  a si~lsles winner played i n  as mny as 

twenty and poss ib ly  thirty-one sets. 

5. The r-i~nuu amount of  p a r t i c i p t i o n  f o r  a l o s e r  

playing in 'ootli s ing les  and doubles was six sets. 

In a like manner, the  following sumations were made 

o f  match o r  dual meet play: 

1, A winner or loser i n  sin;;les al:d t h e  winners o r  

l o s e r s  in doubles played i n  as many as f o u r  and possibly 

six sets of tennis per dual  meet, 

2. Records show e i g h t  dua l  meets p e r  season t o  be 

the avera-e aaount of p a r t i c i p a t i o n  f o r  a aobcat tennis 

t earn* 

3. Therefore,  a winner o r  loser i n  singles or 

doubles played i n  as nany as th i r ty- two and poss ib ly  

forty-eight sets of  t enn is  p e r  season. 

The s u m ~ a t i o n  a f naaxi~xi-l and rnirii.rAui;l par t ic ipa t ion  

i n  doubles and siii;les between match and tournar~rant play 

showed these  resulgs : 

1, Yitch p l a y  i n  s ing le s  showed t h a t  t h e r e  was a 

~naximw~ of seven and a minimu of  five sets more p a r t i c i -  

pation per season than ic tournanent play. 

2, mt;oh play in doubles shos:ed t h a t  t h e r e  was a 



maximum of ten and a minimu: of seven s e t s  more conpe- 

t i t i o n  per season t han  in tournament play. 

3. There was a r~baximwll of  seventeen and a minhum 

of twelve s e t s  more p a r t i c i p a t i o n  per season i n  match 

play than i n  tournament play. 

The following chapter  w i l l  propose a method f o r  

determining a Lone Star Conference school tennis cham- 

pionship by means o f  dua l  meets. 



CHAPTLR III 

A PROPOSED IGTHOD FOR DATJ~RNIMI~G A 

CWtlPIOAI IN TAMJIS 

A. Introduction 

Thia chapter presents some of tha prevailing methocia 

for selecting a champion in tennis. A weighted acorn 

method of determining a champion by m e a n s  of dual meeta 

in the Lone Star Conference will ba proposed. 

B. Prevailing; NItfrcxiq 

The most used method of determining a champion in 

tennis is the  elimination touraament. A n  slimina%ion 

tournament is one i n  which three or more participants 

are entered in any series  of contests or gatme of s k i l l ;  

where the losers disappear or cease t o  partiaipate i n  the 

tournament; and, where the  wimers p b y  each other unti l  

a champion is determined.' No diff iculty is experienaed 

i n  running off th i s  type ao long as the number oP ezitziear 

is a power of two, for oxample, 8-16-32-64, etc. When the 

number of antries is not a power of two, it is necessary 

and Follrtt C 



t o  have a number o f  "byesn i n  order  t o  have t h e  tournarnerit 

work out  co r rec t ly .  The number o f  "byesf1 i s  determined by 

sub t r ac t i ng  t h e  number of  e n t r i e s  f ro : .  the  neaxt higher  

power of two. The players not rece iv ing  "byesw play t h e  

f i r s t  round and from.; then  on t h e  tournar,lent conducts it- 

s e l f  as though the  number of e n t r i e s  were a power of two. 

tihen t h e  placi~zg  of  e n t r i e s  is  le f t  e n t i r e l y  t o  chance, 

the  b e t t e r  plilyers f requent ly  p lay  each other  i n  t h e  ear- 

l y  rounds arid i n t e r e s t  drops when players  a r e  unevenly 

matched f o r  t h e  r e s t  of t h e  townament,  To o f f s e t  t h i a  

s i t u a t i o n  a ruethod of seeding t h e  b e t t e r  p layers  has 

been devised, This c o n s i s t s  in placing t h e  better play- 

e r s  i n  oppos i t e  ha lves  of the bracket  o r  a t  t h e  t o p  and 

bo t t on  of each half so they  cannot play ehch o t h e r  in 

t h e  e a r l y  rounds, and placirlg t h e  o the r s  according t o  

clmnce. The amourit of tirne requi red  t o  nlPi o f f  a n  d i m -  

i n a t i o : i  tournament as well as t h e  aiiount of  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  

of  t h e  winner deperrds e n t i r e l y  upon t h e  number of p layers  

entered. I n  order  t o  determine a team winner, as well as 

a champion, poin t s  rmy be given f o r  each pos i t ion  a t t a i n -  

ed i n  t h e  elimination bracke t*  A sinilar rlethod has bgen 

used i n  the Lone S t a r  Conference, 

The method of da t e r rn in in~  a clbmpion and school 

winner in the Lone Sta r  Conference i s  as fol lows:  
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I n  tennis a n  annual ckanpionship tournament s h a l l  
be held a t  t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n  o f  t h e  rtlerier s e l e c t e d  
by t h e  Conference, The tourn;r,ient s h a l l  be on t h e  
first Friday and daturday i n  IIay, un less  otherwise 
deened advisable .  

The nanager o f  t h e  meet s h a l l  be t h e  A t h l e t i c  35- 
r e c t o r  a t  the  i n s t i t u t i o n  where t h e  meet i s  held, 
H e  is  charged wi th  t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of conducting 
t h e  meet i n  a raaaner t h a t  i s  c r e d i t a b l e  t o  any Son- 
f e r e n c e  i f i  t h e  United S t a t e s ,  % t r y  blanks shall 
be rcailed by t h e  :hanagex- t o  t h e  coaches a t  least 
two weeks p r i o r  t o  t h e  ~ ~ e e t .  The e n t r y  blanks 
s h a l l  s tate when they are te be re turned  t o  t h e  
I--anager and a team m y  be debarred f ro-  p a r t i c i -  
p a t i o n  i f  s a i d  e n t r i e s  a r e  not re turned  when desig-  
nated. 

The t e a *  o r  school cilampionship in t e n n i s  shall 
be won on points as follows: Each school  r a y  
e n t e r  two teams i n  d m b l e s  arid f u w  p laye r s  i n  
singles,  Prel iminary rratches s h a l l  be played so  
ti-,zt t h e  tearas re:.:air~in~ are a potver of two. S c ~ r -  
ing s h a l l  s tar t  w i t ; L  the q u a r t e r  f i n a l s .  6ach 
match won by a doubles tea:;! s h a l l  count six, and 
each r i ~ t c h  by a s i n g l e s  p layer  shall  count three. 
The ~ c i i 0 0 1  whose p laye r s  : in tkie z o s t  p o i n t s  w i l l  
w i r i  t h e  t e n n i s  cl~atlpionstlip. 2 

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  above procedure, each school ranks i ts 

singles p layers  and doubles teams. This l i s t i n g  is sub- 

mit ted  t o  t h e  iilanager i n  charge of the tournament, The 

bracket  used i n  t h i s  t o u r n a ~ ~ i e n t  i s  s o  arranged that players 

a r e  seeded; i n  s i n ~ l e s ,  no two r~enbers of  the same team 

w i l l  m e e t  eaall o the r  earlier than  the semi-finala;  and i n  

doubles, no two teams of  t h e  same school  w i l l  meet each 



o t h e r  before t h e  finals, A separate draw is made f o r  

each, t h e  s i n g l e s  and t h e  doubles, Af ter  t h e  drawings 

have been made, tlie b racke t s  are f i l l e d  out fmiii t h e  

o r i g i n a l  l i s t i n g s  submitted, For example, John Doe 

College s u b a i t t e d  t h e  followin:: l i s t :  Eo, I singles, 

Cannon B a l l ;  IIo. I1 s i n g l e s ,  Foot F a u l t ;  I:o. I11 s i n g l e s ,  

T h i r t y  Forty;  No, IV s i n g l e s ,  Service Ace; 140, I doubles,  

Fore Hand arid Back Wand; and KO, I1 doubles,  Love A 1 1  

and Iiave Fun, I n  s i n g l e s ,  John i)oe College dret.; p o s i t i o n  

"A" on tfre bracket ;  and i n  doubles,  t h e y  drew p o s i t  i o n  

On the s i n g l e s  bracket  *blfl deter i . ines  Cannon J3al l ts  po- 

sit ion; IfA2* deter:,,ines Foot Fau l t  t s p o s i t  ion;  etc. This  

same procedure i s  followed i n  f i l l i n g  out  t he  doubles 

bracket  , 

The Inter lzat ivnal  Lawn Tennis Champianship is de- 

termined by iriatch play. This t ype  o f  play i s  employed 

i n  d u a l  meets. laher, two p laye r s  compete a g a i n s t  each 

o t h e r  t o  deten:iine which is the b e t t e r ,  they  a r e  engaged 

ir- ~ a t c h  play, Two o r  more matches between two schools  

are the  nialrings o f  a d u a l  meet, 

The Davis Cup, a t e n n i s  t rophy,  was placed i n  compe- 

t i t i o n  by the United S t a t e s  I ~ ~ a t i o n a l  Lakm Tennis  Xssocia- 
3 

t i o n  i n  1900. Davis Gup Play i s  all i n t e r n a t i o n a l  affair, 

'9. Walli. M-ihew, wCuest o f  t h e  3av i s  Cup,w Lawn 
U&ed S t a t e s  Lawn Tennis ~ s s o c i a t i o n 3 w  
60, 



The world is divided i n t o  zones and each zone wiufier 

plays t o  determine a challenger for t h e  Davis Cup holder, 

In Davis Cup play, each tea:; enters  a n u b e r  one and 

number two s i n g l e s  player  and a doubles  tearn, Five 

catches are played, four s i n ~ l e s  and one doubles, with 

each r,atc:i having a value of one point, The order  of 

Davis Cup play is two s ing l e s ,  one doubles, and t w o  sin- 

gles i n  reverse of  t h e  first day's play. 

Tlle 1eadi:~g women players  of  England a i ~ d  the  United 

S t a t e s  play evory season a l t e ~ ~ a t e l y  i r -  t h e  two  count r i es  
4 f o r  t h e  I:'rizktfilan Cup, Seven matches are played i n  each 

series, five ic singles and tv:o fri doubles. Like the 

Davis Sup plaq, each mtcl i  has a value o f  one poin t ,  

The country whose p layers  win the uiost po in t s  v i n e  t h e  

r ight  t o  keep the elri@inan Cup for oae year ,  

The  1iatio::al Intercol legict te  Tennis Tournariient is 

I,eld m w l i y  t o  cleterriine a chaapioi: axJ tcaii wimler, 

Although this is classed as a tourna.*er=t, tile xethod o f  

de te r i : l in i~g  a teain winner i s  02 the b ? . ~ i s  of poin t s  won 

by e a ~ ! ~  school player. 

Every Conference in t h e  United S t a t e s  has some 

method of determining a tennis school winner. The mem- 



barship of t;hd Conference has some bearing on which sys- 

t e m  will be uaployed t o  s e l e c t  a winner. Other varia- 

t i o n s  of  methods used over the Nation and per ta in ing t o  

match play  are: erix sinzles and three doubles with equal 

value for each match; four singles and two doubles with 

double value for t h e  doubles; two singles and one doubles 

with equal value f o r  each match; and three singles and 

one doubles, In case of  a tie, the doubles match carries 

enough weight t o  win the  met. O f  a l l  these variat ions 

mentioned, the most widely used ia the f i v e  singles and 

two doubles type. On a point per match basis, this systam 

el iminates  the p o s s i b i l i t y  of a tie, It also affords 

m a x i m u 1  number f o r  confort i n  t rave l .  The Bobcats have 

used t h i s  r;ietliod i n  t h e  r:ajoritt;,r of their dual meets. 

There are a number of problems and objections to 

an el iminat ion tomlament. These may be lf s ted  as fo l -  

lows : 

1, The valuation of points  used i n  doubles and 

s i n g l e s  is unjust, It is poss ib le  f o r  the t w o  doubles 

terns to score t h i r t y  points; whereas, the four s i n g l e s  

pUyers e m  score only twenty-one points .  This  gives 

the four players participating i n  doubles a nine point 

adoantiage m r  the four players in s ingles .  
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2. It is uxjuart t o  baee an annual championship 

upon one two-day tournament. 

3, The e l h i n a t i o n  townanent  represen ts  too mch 

participation for the  winner and t oo  l i t t l e  f o r  t h e  loser, 

. Due t o  management, f a c i l i t i e s ,  schedule and 

o f f i c i a l s ,  it is d i f f i cu l t  to administer  a tournament, 

5. In case of inclernerit weather, most tennis bud- 

gets aay not permit s l o n ~  tournanent. 

6, The luck of the draw x,lay affect t h e  outcone of 

second, third and fourth place winr~ers in the Lone Star 

Conf erewe. 

I n  dual meets these  problems a r e  not; so  apya ren t ,  

Therefore, it seems logical that some form of a dual 

meet would be  a better i-iet::od t o use I o r  tire determining 

a winner ir-: termis. I!owevar, there are t h e e  possible 

object ions  t o  the dual neet met'r~od wllich must be over- 

come. These are as follows: 

1. On a point per match b a s i s ,  a w i z  by a low- 

r a n k i r i  player is equal t o  a win by a hi?:--ranking player, 

2, Coaabs, in order t o  win matches and meets, are 

inclined to zoisrepresrsnt; t h e  t r u e  rankings of the i r  pLay- 

ers. 

3. TO ar large number o f  t earns w e  part io lpat  ing, 

it is nB(Z a y u  uorrvenient t o  have one o r  more dual 

mots w i c b  h tea& 



If the w h m r  of a mmber one position were given 

more points than a winner of a luwer position, objections 

one and two would be overcome, Since t h e  Lone Star Con- 

ference msmbrrhip has ranged from four t o  eight, the 

object ion of too  large a number of teams participating 

is not appl icable .  It is l o g i c a l  that the winning teaas 

In tennis  should be datemined by a waightec'l point sys- 

tem i n  dual meets, From the above deductions, it l a  re- 

comiiended that  the ch&.ipionship team i n  the Lone Star 

Conference be determined by a weighted point system i n  

dual meets, Such a plan is presented under nPropoaed 

PlanR which followar 

PROPOSED PLAN 

The t s a ~  or school championship in tennis  sha l l  br 

won on a percentage calculation o f  dual met8 won, A 

conference school champion i n  bath s ing le s  and doubles 

ahall  be d e f t b e d  by the largest number of wfnnings in 

the mmber one p~sit; ion,  E n r y  tie meet s h a l l  be  scored 

as a half w i n  and half loss, 

A dual mat, four s ing les  and two doubles,  sha l l  be 

t h e  pal;k#rr ef play, and the winner shall be determined 

on p0ht8  M fo l lwa:  KO. 1 doubles, ten points; 140, 2 

doublu* f irr pohts; NQ* 1 singles, eight points$  140, 2 



s ing l e s ,  four pofnts; No, 3 singles, two points j and No. 

i+ s ing l e s ,  one point. 

In ease of inclement weather, an abbreviated dual 

meet shall be played indoors, unless a better procedure 

is deemed advisable. In this abbreviated meet, the No, 

1 doubles and tile iJo. 1 singles shall be played. Should 

each team win one of  these matches, t h e  KO. 2 doubles 

shall then be played t o  decide the winner of the meet. 

With six or fewer members i n  the Conference, a 

double Ro~md-Robic Tournament of' dual meets shall be 

played on a horrle and home basis. With seven or more 

members, a s ing l e  Round-Robin Tournarilent s h a l l  be  played 

on a two year horn and home basis. 

A scheduile pattern for a double Round-Robin Tounla- 

ment w i l l  ba presented i n  Table ilXTV, It is reoomended 

as t h e  procabre t o  PoUw i n  the  Lone Star Conference 

for 19k9-50 and as a paatem t o  foUow in succeeding years 

as 10% as the w-p at 6- f a w ~ r r  mi8 
I 

tab le  Pall be p a u w  rm f @ U e  M I  
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To show this plan is sound, a d e t a i l a d  etudy 

has bsgn made of %he 120 dual meeta participated in by the 

Bobcats, 3X the proposed p i n t  8yat.m had been ~ n g l o p d ,  

nine of them meets would  hare had d i f f e ~ e n t  rrrsulea. In 

Table XXV, which f o l l ~ w a  below, these rd.m eases ham 

been shooon, 

Table XW 

True and PTop8ad Result8 of Nine Bobcat Dual Heeta 

Year B o b a t s  True Results Proposed Results 

1933 Soutbestern 

1937 Texas 

1939 Sehreiner 

1939 Southuaertern 

lgk6 Trinity 

1947 Trinity 

19b7 Southwestern 

1948 S0~thW38tWXA 

1 E a s t  T u a s  

Toltals 

Ths f i i  analysis of trhe above Table XXV has 

been n&bt 

b W h  the Bobeats los t ,  th ia  



method of sctorhg would havat resulted in winds, 

2, In fire cases where the Bobcats won, t h i s  s p  

tem would have resulted in four losses and a ti*. 

3, fn $he two QBSBB resulting in t i e a ,  one w o a d  

have been lost and the other won by tha BobQdltsr. 

4. af,thou~;h it i8 mthtmaticaS2y easy co obtain a 

tie meet uaingS this point system, only o w  of %he l20 

meats would ham ended in a tie, 

5 In seven of the nine eases, the rsvrrse of thww 

results was caused by the winning or 108in.g af  both No. 1 

matches, 

?%his chapter presented pzwrafling methods of 

mining a winning team in tennia, The probleslgs and oh- 

ject ions to both toupnanent and match play have bwn dia- 

cussed, A method has been proposed to overcome these 

problem. 

Tho.= are two dist inct  mathods of determining a 

chaapion or t m m  w i r m l ~ :  the elhination tournamat 

ma-h or dual meot play. The National Intercollegiate 

Termis C onshilp algd the Lone Star Conferencs Tmnnfar 

ChornpiwW&&p 8m b*h  determined by a we5ghted point 

elhbat3.m Davis Cup Play and 'drightmtn 

Cup Play bdkh dMxmnin+cl by matah play. 



nts as a meaner for de- 

claring a team #inner are: 

1, The valuation of points used b:- the Lone Star 

Conference in doubles and singles is unjust. 

2, Due' to management, f ac illt ies schedule and 

officialrs, it is di f f i cu l t  t o  administer a tournmant, 

3. It is tnn$ust t o  base an annual championship 

upQn a tw-day toUTnamBnt. 

. The difference between the amount of participa- 

t i o n  by the winner and that of  the loser i s  too wide. 

5 .  The luck of the draw m y  affect the  results of 

a tourruneat, 

6,  Tennis budgets have b ~ a n  l imited and would not 

permit a long tournament. 

The three objections to the dual meet method have 

been found t o  be as f o l l m ~ s :  

1, gqual value has been awarded for all matches 

regardless of rank, 

2 ,  'he true ranking of pl-ayers has been niarepm- 

~ z n t 8 d  by coaches, 

3. Ewe than e i g h t  teams may interfere w i t h  Warm- 

ing a s@hduXe. 



The m m  bsr the follQwing: 

1, 'fhs H, mmts -1 be determined by 

the nunber of u%~gben in b b  cronierence. 

2, The c h p f o n s h f p  wS-rX be decided by the per- 

centage winning8 in dual nets, 

3, The igditidw& ahrampions in either singles or 

doubles m y  be dm)lared by usint; the miinnings in the go. 

1 positions as a basis, 

4. A pat te rn  of p l a y  w i l l  be four singles and two 

doubles. 

3+ The scaring of each meet w i l l  be one poin t  for 

a win and one-half point for a cie, 

6, In case of rai:;, tho meet w i l l  be played in- 

doors. The Iio. 1 siwles and the 110, 1 doubles w i l l  ba 

played; and if' necessary, the No, 2 doubles w i l l  be 

played to dete=line the winner of t h e  ~ : e e t .  
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SUl.T,"iAR Y, COWLUS 1 ONS , AND RECOI~TTJI~~~DATI~NS 

The preceding pages have presented a history of th4 

Bobcat tennis participation, both i n  dual meats and elim- 

ination to-ents, ft has bw#n shown that the a l .hbat  

t ion tournament represents a strenuous amwnt of  IMICt;b- 

ipation fur the winner, v e ~ y  l i t t l e  compstitioa for tho 

average player, and numerous diff f c d t  problems of &dab- 

istration. It was pointed out that dual meets r e p s e n t  

more participation for each player, a s i tuat ion which i a  

easiar t o  admlnisber, and more r elarwrd conditions for the 

player. False ranking was pointed out as one outsbading 

fault of the dual met. In ardar to  obtain the advan- 

tages of dual met play ard to compensate for actual 

wealmeas, a weighted point system was proposed, Certain 

proofs were presented that t h i s  method had many advan- 

tages over the prevailing method of 86termfning a cham 

pion. 

F~cm r -Ted atudy of the hiatory of tennis gar- 

ticipa.t:%a in &EIT mat and tournament play a t  t h i s  



institution, the fol lcdng t o ~ l u s i o n s  are made: 

1, The w i n  and & Bobca* tsrutie, pastie- 

ipation from 1932 t h r q g h  PS9, in both dual meet and 

tourrmhenb play, has b-n above average, 

2. There was mare particripation pQr indiv5dual 

playa? 5.n the 120 dual m a s  than in the f i f i e e n  ePimin- 

at tori t o ~ o ~ s .  

3. The assumption that 'both dual, met and toama* 

w n t  play are necessary, t o  dutermine a ohampion and a 

team winner, is fa-, 

4. The w i n n e r  of singles is also a member of a 

dwbles  team tihat reached the fina3e. 

5* The Lone Star Conference Tennis Championship 

has been determined by the winning of duubha play, 

6. Two e;od tennis players hare been able to win 

a conference ehai~pionshf p. 

7. Bobcat tennis tearas hate won s i x t y  prcant of 

their dual meets agafnst all opponents. 

Concluarionrs dertyed f r o m  t h i s  careful study of 

methods and prob3.ma.s are as follows: 

1. Although it i s  g8nemiJly accepted as a standard 

rnsthod of determining a cthiullpion, the -its of to-- 

m n t  play, as a mode for br a t a m  u i n r ~ ~ ,  is 

dabatabb, 



2. The mthud of d+:terrPZning a winner by match or 

dual m e  play i n s s s  prirt;icipa%ion sand eliminates 

the luck of the tcwmament draw, 

3. Untrue rank3a.g of players by coaches and equal 

p in -a lw given for all reatches makes the mesthod o f  

dual meet play qusrrtionable, as a means of ssleeting a 

team winner. 

4. A weighted point schecie w i t h  emphasis properly 

placed on equal participation and equal value f o r  singhs 

as well as for doubles ;dl1 regulate misranking, This 

method w i n  Ftrlpress both coaches and players that it i s  

just as inportant t o  win i n  singles as  it is t o  win in  

doubles. 

5 .  The point system employed by t he  Lone Star 

Conference t o  deternine a team winner i s  unfair. 

6, Inclement weather is insufficient reason f o r  

the postponment of a dual meet, 

7. Although nathemt i ccd ly  unsound, there wiU bs 

few tie marets if the proposed weighted point system for 

detarnining a dual meet winner is employed, 

In the l tght  of the preceding study, t h i s  writer 

wishes t o  make the following recommendation: 

It is mconsrmnded t h a t  a weighted point dual met 

Romd132abin type of tournament, such as presented in 



folr thr &Lahatfon tauma- 

meat now wed by *he Xlom S t a r  Confexww1~~ 
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