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Survey and assessment of the coaching dimensions at
intercollegiate Sport teams
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Aim: The purpose of this study was determination of different factors for to select sport
teams coach and arrange the different dimension from view point of two group coaches
and athletes at various fields.

Literature Review: Maclean studied about important factors at evaluation
intercollegiate sport teams of different coaches (1996) and in this case he investigated
approval the degree of coaching from viewpoint of many coaches at six dimensions.
These six dimensions include team products, personal product, direct task behaviors.
indirect task bchaviors, administrative maintenance behaviors and public relation
behaviors .The conclusion show that all coaches and their managers had main
differences at priority dimensions of coaching. The main and important criterion at all
research samples was direct task behaviors.

Methodology: Sample& Sampling: participating members at this research were 423
people belonged to athletes and coaches that using random, categorical sampling with
appreciates assignment.

Tools: Data gathering method used by questionnaire is an exact method which had been
confirmed by groups of professors and Cronbach’s alpha test (r =0.80).

Variables: With use of obtained data from these researches and Delphi method, the
functions of coaches had been classified at 9 dimensions which include characteristics
of coaches and technical skill development, fundraising skills, program success, public
relation, coach player relationships, administrative skills, role model, support of
student-athlete model and recruit of new athletes. The degree of importance and its
classification of coaching dimension with use of this questionnaire distinguished.
Statistical methods: At data analysis, we used different indexes such as means,
standard deviation and variance and various tables with regards to abnormality of
parameters which distinguished by Kolmogrof-smirnof test and kruskal-wallis test.
Results &Conclusions: The results show that there are significant differences between
dimensions function of coaches (p<0.05) and between two groups it means athletes and
coaches there had similar views at role model which this dimension was at fifth degree
of importance .In the other dimensions, there is no common view point, which represent
the necessity of universities in next programming.

Keywords: Survey and assessment, Coaching dimensions, Coaches, Athletes,
Intercollegiate Sport teams.

157




’5{:)))5 Sy oo @‘,‘ép&— A woawl - 3 omb—‘s.{b})s ,a,J.c § (PN Sy ‘5140 uwl.n@ U"‘m

gl BN by Gl )O (55K o el (il iyl g (g2 Cuglal (o) 2

(geiion w9 33 o1 sode @l guiae) jg1 LIlb (Gugo Ji5'0
(9 ele s it al Guu)lf LSS"’.“‘:“'b) Gl.g:l.om‘ Cyxo

5 cilizee olul Coal ool i g 5928 LRl 25355 Gl Ol el sla e yudd Gudod RYLUB{RERESE- RV
e 0351 38yl s (sl olSils chliss 55550 sl 423 0 OLA)s 5 Ol 03,5 95 i

5558 Sl Qloye i)l 5o ptee slo Jole oy o)y el o(VAAP) ) S (g g 1R iy
sy ealfiily lpde g Gy oFaus 5ls K e Canadl 43 53 Cpts 4 an £ o bl gl oSl

sl s ceiins e (5,5 slo)ls ) el & sa)lidy (sl 2l (o i ) o TP BRC TR T
5%y Sl (s Zuglgl 0 Ohte 3 Olpe a5 o s T G s BLE)T L)l g e Sl
D s e sl s, aadod Sl diges dan ;o S (s ylages auiils s sla gles

19) uLu]o 0515 g )'\ AS)&; fyy ‘-73,:924 Q—.‘.‘ I odLS J).,.... ol)é\ :6):5 digol N9y 9 Aged d.,.n:u G.wla.w LJ;.‘S)
o ot 1S sledge g 3l ooliul b canlize arass b sl ands o Bolas &y (s YY) LIKG5 55 5 (A
]

25l aslal e ol 5l eolanal b ol Sy a5 el (5 pime dslidin Sl eoliin] SleMol g y518,5 g, 1yl 32!
ol 030l s <AL g S Sl el st eolazal b ol bl g e

S il amws w450 sl e o Shee slal ae by 5 oS Sl 5l ol s oMbl oslarut b 1 piiio
o Slan oSS g Ay Jold slad ol Bl o atye Su SleSs ) f asseme Jol s g2 S
o j) ol (B e csimie lilee oSk 5 e om SIS segme Ly, wadlin Zudiye ()35
g delitin 5l eoliiol boslel (ol (g3 a4 s Cot] a3 30 05L oo oz slog i 05 S0 g JLESIPEE S
sl 5 Qe il 5 b ) SaSly sl pasls Sl heost Sl o gl el i o ilel s
skl A el o Jlp pé @ azs b (bl el 5o 5 baloges g Glsl3 Jshaz 5 ((eSlee) 35 0 o
o 0ol el s, Cygesl 3 3,8 et iyl S 5alS 503
’_\J;M;éb\Qgﬁo&cab\éa;g@))aoj)fjsw&bd)oSo\oqw@b:‘_g);w,Lbé:él.g.
e s (e an o e wolad (o Suglel S 5 LS50 5 loe 035 52 APT0) 2) 292
220 sammo olad 4S5 ol sy S i Hlai alal olal Kos 5 g o)l JIE Coeal oy 4, 0 Om ol as aaals
il o hlis gle oy S STaely o e oy axg

WSS )0 sl (5 ol ye e Suslsl 5 o 1M S o5l

\oF




Sosbdy Sl e ke &l3s
03 pPEs SN T AR




