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2002-03 SEASON IN REVIEW

It was just the second week in January
and the University of Houston’s basketball
team faced its most important decision in the
2002-03 campaign. At this juncture, many
of the goals they had set before starting the
year seemed well beyond their reach. They
had to make a decision either to ride out the
rest of a very disappointing season or fight
back and try to regain some respect.

The 2002-03 season was supposed to
be filled with expectation. After all, Houston
was supposed to have three prominent start-
ers returning from a team that won 18 games.
The Cougars advanced to the semifinals of
the Conference USA Postseason Tournament
for the first time in school history and played
in their first national postseason tournament
in nearly a decade. Those accomplishments
could have been building blocks for some-
thing far greater.

But, that was before a three-year
starter, George Williams, opted to leave as an
early entrant in the 2002 NBA Draft, and
before Conference USA All-Tournament per-
former, Marcus Oliver, a two-year starter, suf-
fered a season-ending injury in a summer
pickup game. What seemed so promising had
taken a 180-degree turn.

Now, instead of having three experi-
enced starters returning from a successful sea-
son, head coach Ray McCallum was faced
with the task of building his team around one
returning starter, two part-time players and a
host of newcomers.

The lone returning starter, Louis
Truscott, performed with Herculean effort
and was a consistent leader for the team. He
finished the season as Houston’s scoring leader
with 15.3 points per game, ranked sixth
among national rebounding leaders with an
11.3 average and registered 16 double-
doubles. Those efforts earned him First-Team,
All-Conference USA honors when the season
ended.

The part-time players also played key
roles. Senior center Jeremee McGuire teamed
with junior-college transfer Anwar Ferguson
to form one of the top shot blocking duos in
C-USA. Ferguson finished the season aver-
aging 1.75 blocked shots per game and
McGuire had 1.61 per contest.

Sophomore guard Bryan Shelton also
took over the point-guard duties by the end
of the season.

One of the newcomers, sophomore
transfer Andre Owens, made giant strides
picking up some of the slack. He averaged
13.9 points per game and led the Cougars

Houston's Louis Truscott was a First-Team,
All-Conference USA selection after finishing
sixth among national rebounding leaders with
an 11.3 average, averaging 15.3 points per game
and recording 16 double-doubles.

with 3.2 assists and nearly one steal per game.
Owens also scored 25 points in two games
and had nine 20-point games throughout the
season.

However, the Cougars couldn't take
advantage of these strong performances be-
cause they were missing a key ingredient that
could only be found on the court and in com-
petition.

“We just didn’t have enough experi-
ence to get the job done, and it showed early
in the season,” McCallum said.

The Cougars opened the season with
a 78-75 setback against Prairie View A&M,
with former UH assistant coach Jerome
Francis making his head-coaching debut.
Then, after a loss against intracity rival Rice,
Houston suffered a 62-60 loss against Baylor
in the Space City Hoops Classic when
Terrance Thomas scored his only three points
of the game with a desperation heave from
near half-court as the final buzzer sounded.

Houston rebounded from those losses
to beat intrastate foes, UTEP and Texas-Ar-
lington in their next two games. The Cou-
gars upended the Miners, 56-47, and beat the
Mavericks, 60-59.

However, the Cougars dropped their
next four games and ended their non-confer-
ence schedule with a 2-9 record before open-

ing their Conference USA slate with a 63-50

loss against UAB.

“After the start we had, our mission
turned to regaining some respect by partici-
pating in the Conference USA Tournament,”
McCallum said.

The C-USA Tournament includes 12
of its 14 teams playing four rounds to deter-
mine which school would receive the league’s
automatic berth into the NCAA Tournament.
Houston's focus was to be one of those 12
teams.

The Cougars began their fight for
credibility with a 72-59 victory over Saint
Louis, as Owens scored a career-high 28
points and Truscott added 20.

Houston also won a 76-75 victory
against Southern Miss in Biloxi’s Mississippi
Gulf Coast Coliseum when Truscott scored
19 points, freshman Cedrick Hensley tallied
a career-high 16 points and Owens added 15
points and a team-high three assists.

After suffering a 77-66 loss at Mem-
phis, the Cougars returned home to beat
South Florida, 59-57, as Owens scored 23
points and Truscott added 12 points and 11
rebounds. Truscott registered 21 points and
21 rebounds to lead Houston to a 61-56 vic-
tory at TCU.

The resurgence was slowed by four
consecutive losses before the Cougars won a
defensive struggle, 46-42, against Southern
Miss.

Houston achieved its goal on March
1, and clinched a berth into the C-USA Tour-
nament with a 75-57 victory over TCU as
four Cougars finished the game in double fig-
ures. Owens led Houston with 22 points,
while Truscott added 19 points and 10 re-
bounds; Hensley netted 16 points and
Jeremee McGuire tallied 11 points and a
game-high 13 rebounds.

“After the start we had, even though
we didn't have a lot of wins down the stretch,
the fact that we controlled our own destiny
was a major accomplishment,” McCallum
said. “Playing our way into the Conference
USA Tournament is something that we can
build upon and carry over into our preseason
workouts and this season.”
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2002-03 RESULTS

RECORD: OVERALL --------m--mmmmem- HOME AWAY NEUTRAL

Overall Record 8-20 6-7 1-11 1-2

Conference USA Record 6-10 4-4 1-6 1-0

Non-Conference Record 2-9 2-3 0-5 0-1 L
Date Opponent Score Attend High Points High Rebounds

11/23/02-----Prairie View A&M ----------------- 75-78--- L -- 4,059 ----------- 25-0Owens ------------------- 8-Truscott

11/27/02-----at Rice 53-71--- L -- 2,566 ----------- 17-Truscott ------------------ 16-Truscott |
11/30/02----$vs Baylor 60-62--- L -- 12,808 ----------- 16-Truscott ------------------ 18-Truscott S
12/04/02-----UTEP W --- 56-47 --------- 2,919 ----------- 13-Truscott ------------------ 5-Truscott, McGuire E
12/07/02-----Texas-Arlington ------------- W --- 60-59 --------- 3,174 ----------- 20-Owens -----------=------- 9-Truscott A
12/09/02-----at Texas State 59-68--- L -- 2,154 ----------- 20-Owens --------===-=------ 13-Truscott S
12/21/02-----San Diego State --------------------- 61-71--- L -- 3,444 ----------- 16-Truscott ------------------ 12-Truscott ®)
12/23/02-----Washington 61-85--- L -- 5,570 ----------- 21-Truscott ------------------ 11-Truscott N
01/01/03-----at Texas Tech 48-62--- L -- 9,362 ----------- 16-Truscott ------------------ 14-Truscott
01/04/03-----Louisiana-Lafayette ---------------- 56-72--- L -- 3,387 ------=---- L7-Truscott ------=-----=----- 8-Hensley I
01/08/03-----at LSU 51-80--- L -- 7,446 ----------- 12-Truscott ------------------ 15-Truscott N
01/11/03----*UAB 50-63--- L -- 3,690 ----------- 14-Truscott ------------------ 18-Truscott

01/18/03----*Saint Louis ------=--=---=----- W--- 72-59 --------- 3,020 ----=-==--= 28-OWens ----=-----=--=----- 14-Truscott R
01/22/03----*at Memphis 66-77--- L -- 15,142 -----—----- 22-OWenN§ ----=------=------- 9-Truscott E
01/25/03----*at Southern Miss ------------ W--- 76-75--------- 5,402 ----------- 19-Truscott ------------------ 18-Truscott Vv
01/29/03----*South Florida ---------------- W--- 59-57 --------- 3,284 ----mm-mmm- 23-OWens -----=--===--=----- 11-Truscott |
02/01/03----*at TCU W--- 61-56 --------- 4,707 ------mmmm- 21-Truscott ----------=------- 21-Truscott E
02/04/03----*Tulane 58-65--- L -- 3,547 ----------- 11-Sidney ---------=---------- 10-Truscott W
02/08/03----*Louisville 55-81--- L -- 7,869 ----------- 14-Hensley ------------------ 6-Hensley, McGuire -
02/12/03----*at Charlotte -------------- ------ (ot) 55-59--- L -- 6,639 ----------- 20-Truscott ------------------ 13-Owens -
02/15/03----*at South Florida -------------------- 47-62--- L -- 3,691 ----------- 9-McGuire ----------------- 13-Truscott &
02/18/03----*Southern Miss --------------- W--- 46-42 --------- 3,286 ----------- 15-Truscott ---------=---=---- 9-McGuire, Owens =
02/22/03----*at UAB 52-80--- L -- 4,672 ----------- 12-Truscott ------------------ 12-Truscott -
02/26/03----*at Tulane 52-56--- L -- 1,374 --=-------- 20-Owens ----==--===-==----- 6-McGuire, Truscott e
03/01/03----*TCU W --- 75-57 ----mnm- 4,329 ------mmeem 22-Owens ----------==----=-- 13-McGuire A
03/06/03----*Memphis 56-71--- L -- 3,542 ----------- 17-OWens ------=========---- 11-Truscott

03/08/03----*at DePaul 59-65--- L -- 8,554 ---------m- 21-0Owens -------=----------- 10-Truscott

03/12/03----#Tulane 52-74--- L -- 6,122 ----------- 18-Truscott ------------------ 10-Truscott Y

$-Space City Hoops Classic, Reliant Stadium, Houston, Texas -
*- Conference USA game :
#-Conference USA Tournament at Louisville, Ky.

ATTENDANCE SUMMARY RESULTS COMPARISON

Site Games Totals Avg./Game Houston’s record when games decided by 1-5 points: ----------- 5-4
HOME 13 49,500 --------------- 3,808 Houston’s record when games decided by 6-10 points: ---------- 1-4
AWAY 12 71,875 -----mm-mmee- 5,990 Houston’s record when games decided by 11-15 points: -------- 1-5 .
NEUTRAL 3 24,332 —--m-memmee- 8,111 Houston’s record when games decided by 16-20 points: -------- 1-2 it
TOTAL 28 145,707 -------m-nmmmm- 5,204 Houston’s record when games decided by 20 + points: ---------- 0-5 X4
]

2002-03 MARGIN OF VICTORIES AND LOSSES y !
Margin 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 30+
Games Won 2 1 1 1 1 1 1

Games Lost 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 5 2 2 3
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2002-03 OVERALL STATISTICS

Overall Record: 8-20 (Home: 6-7, Road: 1-11, Neutral: 1-2)

TOTAL 3-PTS REBOUNDS

## Player GP S Min Avg FG FGA Pct 3FG FGA Pct FT FTA Pct Off Def Tot Avyg PF-D A TO Blk Stl Pts Avg
15 Truscott 28 28 1004 35.9 161 326.494 7 29 .241 99 143 .692 127 188 31511.3 59-1 31 98 9 20 428 15.3
20 Owens 28 281003 35.8128 360.356 65 198 .328 68 89.764 23121 144 51 67-2 89 84 6 26 389 139
05 McGuire 28 14 695 24.8 82 165497 3 16 .188 30 59.508 38131 169 6.0 82-2 41 79 45 23 197 7.0
30 Hensley 28 17 694 24.8 61 144.424 20 58 .345 20 39.513 33 76 109 39 634 36 42 8 15162 538
24 Shelton 28 26 725 25.9 47 141333 29 97 299 10 11.909 8 48 56 20 63-0 40 48 5 20 133 48
11 Sidney 24 13 362 151 35 97.361 10 42 .238 22 29.759 8 23 31 13 30-0 25 41 O 18 102 43
12 JonesIl 26 0 332 12.8 31 117265 11 41 268 5 14357 7 13 20 08 220 26 36 1 9 78 3.0
25Dyer 11 0O 83 80 10 21476 5 13 385 2 3.667 13 12 25 23 50 2 9 0 4 27 25
33 Ferguson 28 14 436 156 19 51373 0 0 .000 17 25.680 25 57 82 29 56-2 6 22 49 3 55 20
14 Barber 15 0 95 6.3 10 24417 5 16 313 2 4500 0 6 6 04 50 3 9 0 3 27 18
23 Keys 13 0 8 62 4 14286 1 4 250 5 6.833 2 8 10 08 6-0 1 7 1 4 14 11
42 Anderson18 0 109 6.1 8 18444 0 0 .000 3 7.429 7 9 16 09 6-0 P A U R T K M T
55 Kostohryz 1 0 1 10 O 0000 O O .000 O 0.000 O O O 00 0-0 Mg 0F "™0MEO8am0s £0.0
04 Fears 10 1 10 O 0000 O O .000 O 0.000 O O O 00 10 0 0 0 0O 0 00

Team _ _ Ve 36 35 71 25 10 i
Houston 28 596 1478.403 156 514 .304 283 429 .660 327 7271054 37.6 465 302 488 124 1461631 58.2
Opponents 28 681 1676.406 178 578 .308 314 500 .628 376 6421018 36.4 465 433 307 79 2481854 66.2
SCORE BY PERIODS: 1st 2nd oT Total DEADBALL REBOUNDS: OFF DEF TOTAL
Houston 740 887 4 1631 Houston 57 7 64
Opponents 903 943 8 1854 Opponents 71 2 73

2002-03 C-USA GAMES ONLY STATISTICS
Conference Record: 6-10 (Home: 4-4, Road: 1-6, Neutral: 1-0)
TOTAL 3-PTS REBOUNDS

## Player GP S Min Avg FG FGA Pct 3FG FGA Pct FT FTA Pct Off Def Tot Avg PF-D A TO Blk StI Pts Avg
15 Truscott 16 16 572 358 89 186.478 2 9 .222 51 80.638 69110 179112 32-0 14 48 4 11 231 144
20 Owens 16 16 569 35.6 73 193.378 32 105 .305 49 63.778 12 77 89 56 352 52 45 5 14 227 142
30 Hensley 16 6 412 258 41 81506 13 34 382 17 29586 16 49 65 41 413 29 26 4 9112 7.0
05 McGuire 16 6 407 254 45 98459 2 12 167 15 30.500 18 83 101 6.3 42-1 24 45 29 13 107 6.7
11 Sidney 1612 297 186 30 81370 9 34 265 20 24.833 6 18 24 15 25-0 21 34 O 16 89 56
24 Shelton 16 14 410 256 25 82305 15 57 263 5 6.833 4 26 30 19 400 26 27 1 9 70 44
12 JonesIl 14 0 130 93 10 38263 6 19 316 3 5600 0 8 8 06 80 11 14 0O 6 29 21
33 Ferguson 16 10 246 154 11 26423 0 0 .000 8 11.727 13 32 45 28 28-1 5 12 23 3 30 19
14 Barber 13 0 92 71 8 21381 3 13 231 2 4500 0 5 5 04 50 2 9 0 3 21 16
42 Anderson10 0 64 64 6 15400 O 0 .000 3 7429 5 6 11 11 3-0 2 1 0 1 15 15
25 Dyer 6 0 24 40 3 5600 2 4 500 0 0.000 4 3 7 12 20 0 2 0 1 8 13
23 Keys 20 2 10 0O 0000 O O0.000 O OO0 O O 000 ©0-0 0 0 1 0 0 00

Team y 22 19 41 26 N _
Houston 16 341 826.413 84 287 .293 173 259 .668 169 436 60537.8 261 186 270 67 86 939 58.7
Opponents 16 378 977.387 103 360 .286 166 278 .597 230 369 599 37.4 269 237 169 49 1371025 64.1
SCORE BY PERIODS 1st 2nd oT Total DEADBALL REBOUNDS OFF DEF TOTAL
Houston 419 516 4 939 Houston 32 2 34
Opponents 499 518 8 1025 Opponents 43 1 44
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POINTS-REBOUNDS-ASSISTS ~.f
5 11 12 14 15 20 23 24 25 30 33 42
Opponent McGuire Sidney Jones, Il Barber Truscott Owens Keys Shelton Dyer Hensley Ferguson Anderson
Prairie View A&M 2- 4-1 | DNP 2-1-3 | DNP | 21- 8-1 | 25- 4-7 |0-0-0| 8-2-1 | DNP |13-7-3 | 2-6-0 2-1-0
at Rice 11-10-1 | 2-1-1 5-0-0 | DNP | 17-16-0 | 12- 1-2 |0-1-0| 2-3-1 | DNP | 1-3-1 | 3-1-0 DNP L
Baylor 14-13-3 | 0-2-2 3-1-1 | DNP | 16-18-5 | 14- 5-3 |0-0-0 | 8-0-3 | DNP | 5-0-0 | 0-0-0 DNP
UTEP 4- 5-2 | 5-1-0 8-2-0 | DNP | 13- 5-2 | 12- 4-4 |7-4-0| 0-4-0 | DNP | 5-1-0 | 2-4-0 0-0-0
Texas-Arlington 10- 4-0 | 0-0-0 | 10-2-1 | DNP | 15- 9-1 | 20- 5-3 [1-3-1| 3-1-3 | DNP | 0-2-0 | 1-2-0 0-0-0
Texas State 7- 2-0 | 4-2-0 2-1-2 | DNP | 15-13-0 | 20- 9-1 |2-0-0| 0-2-1 | DNP | 6-9-0 | 3-7-0 0-0-0
San Diego State 10- 6-1 | DNP 3-1-1 | DNP | 16-12-2 | 8- 2-5]2-0-0| 7-3-1 | DNP | 6-3-0 [ 9-4-1 DNP S
Washington 6- 3-2 | DNP 6-1-2 | DNP | 21-11-1 | 13- 6-2 | 2-1-0 [10-4-0 | 0-1-0 | 3-5-1 | 0-3-0 DNP E
Texas Tech 6- 7-0 | DNP 3-1-1 | DNP | 16-14-1 | 8- 5-6 |0-0-0| 6-3-0 | 7-7-0 | 0-0-0 | 2-4-0 0-0-0 A
UL-Lafayette 7- 7-2 | 0-0-0 3-1-1] 0-1-1 | 17- 52| 8- 3-0|0-0-0| 3-1-0 |10-5-1 | 7-8-1 | 1-4-0 0-1-0 S
LSU 9- 22 | 2-0-0 2-0-0 | 6-0-0 | 12-15-2 | 8- 8-2|0-1-0| 8-2-0 | 2-2-0 | 0-5-0 | 2-0-0 0-1-0 O
UAB 7-14-2 | 3-3-2 3-0-2 | 0-1-0 | 14-18-1 | 12- 6-2 |0-0-0| 9-0-2 | DNP | 0-0-0 | 2-0-0 0-0-0 N
Saint Louis 6- 40 | 4-1-1 0-1-1 | DNP | 17-14-4 | 28- 4-3 | DNP | 8-3-2 | DNP | 5-5-2 | 4-4-1 DNP
Memphis 6- 5-0 | 10-1-4 0-0-0 | DNP | 20- 9-0 | 22- 8-6 | DNP | 4-2-3 | DNP | 0-1-0 | 4-2-0 DNP I
Southern Miss 6- 5-1 | 10-3-0 | DNP | 5-0-0 | 19-18-0 | 15- 2-3 | DNP | 2-3-0 | 0-0-0 | 16-4-2 | 3-3-0 0-0-0 N
South Florida 3-6-2 | 6-3-1 3-0-0 | 2-1-0 | 12-11-2 | 23- 7-4 | DNP | 6-1-1 | DNP | 4-3-1 | 0-2-0 DNP
TCU 7- 3-1 | 10-1-1 0-0-0 | 0-0-0 | 21-21-4 | 5- 4-4 |DNP | 6-2-3 | DNP | 6-5-1 [ 6-7-0 DNP R
Tulane 8- 7-1 | 11-3-2 4-0-1 | 2-0-0 | 8-10-0 [ 4- 3-3 |DNP | 6-1-2 | DNP |10-4-0 | 5-2-0 DNP E
Louisville 11- 6-1 | 2-1-0 7-2-0 | 0-1-1 [ 13- 5-1 | 8- 3-2 | DNP | 0-1-0 | DNP |14-6-2 | 0-4-0 DNP Vv
Charlotte 6- 5-1 | 9-2-1 0-0-0 | 0-0-0 | 20- 8-0 | 12-13-5 | DNP | 5-3-1 | 0-0-0 | 3-4-1 | 0-6-1 0-0-0 |
South Florida 9- 52 | 2-2-3 8-32| 300 7-13-0| 7-7-3|DNP| 2-1-0 | 0-0-0 | 2-2-1 | 0-2-0 7-4-0 E
Southern Miss 6- 9-1 | 6-2-2 0-0-1 | 0-0-0 [ 15- 3-0| 8- 9-5|DNP| 6-1-1 | DNP | 3-8-3 | 0-1-0 2-1-1 w
UAB 5- 6-2 | 3-0-1 0-1-2 | 7-1-1 | 12-12-0 | 3- 4-3 |DNP | 1-4-2 | 3-0-0 [10-3-0 | 2-4-1 6-3-0 -
Tulane 4- 6-2 | 3-1-0 DNP | 0-1-0 | 12- 6-0 [ 20- 4-3 | DNP | 4-2-1 | DNP | 7-4-3 | 2-2-0 0-0-0 £
TCU 11-13-5 | 7-0-2 0-1-1 | 0-0-0 | 19-10-0 | 22- 8-3 | DNP | 0-1-6 | DNP |16-5-8 | 0-1-0 0-2-0 &
Memphis 12- 7-3 | 3-1-1 2-0-1 ( 2-0-0 | 9-11-1 | 17- 3-1 |0-0-0| 2-1-0 | 2-3-0 | 5-5-4 | 2-1-0 0-0-0 ="k =
DePaul 0- 0-0 | 0-0-0 2-0-0 | DNP | 13-10-1 | 21- 4-1 |DNP | 9-4-2 | 3-4-0 |[11-6-1 | 0-4-2 0-1-0 » e -
Tulane 4- 5-3 | 0-1-1 2-1-1 | DNP | 18-10-0 | 14- 3-2 | DNP | 8-1-4 | 0-3-1 | 4-1-1 | 0-2-0 2-2-0 ¥ a

MISCELLANEOUS STATISTICS

-
Double-Figure Scoring Games (72): Truscott 25, Owens 19, Hensley 7, McGuire 7, Hensley 7, Sidney 4, Dyer 1, Jones 1, Shelton 1 I
20-Point Games (14): Owens 9, Truscott 5 C
25-Point Games (2): Owens 2
Double-Figure Rebounding Games (24): Truscott 19, McGuire 4, Owens 1
Double-Figure Scoring-Rebounding Games (19): Truscott 16, McGuire 3
Double-Figure Assists Games: None
Games with Five Assists Games (9): Owens 6, Hensley 1, Shelton 1, Truscott 1
Games with Three Steals (6): Sidney 2, Hensley 1, McGuire 1, Owens 1, Shelton 1 _
Games with Three Blocked Shots (13): Ferguson 10, McGuire 3 { ?
Games Leading Houston in Scoring: Truscott 15, Owens 10, Hensley 1, McGuire 1, Sidney 1
Games Leading Houston in Rebounding: Truscott 23, McGuire 5, Hensley 2, Owens 2
Games Leading Houston in Assists: Owens 21, Shelton 5, Hensley 4, McGuire 4, Truscott 4, Jones 11 2, Sidney 2, Ferguson 1
Games Leading Houston in Blocked Shots: Ferguson 18, McGuire 16, Hensley 2, Truscott 2, Owens 1, Shelton 1
Games Leading Houston in Steals: Owens 11, McGuire 8, Hensley 7, Sidney 7, Truscott 5, Jones Il 4, Shelton 3,
Anderson 1, Barber 1, Dyer 1, Keys 1
Note: If two players tie for team lead in a leading category, both players are credited with one game.
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2002-03 GAME-BY-GAME HIGHS

Opponent Date Score W/L Points Rebounds Assists Steals Blocked Shots
Prairie View A&M 11/23/02 75-78 L 25-Owens 8- Truscott 7- Owens 1- Truscott 3- Ferguson
at Rice 11/27/02 53-71 L 17-Truscott  16-Truscott 2- Owens 2- Truscott 2- Ferguson,
McGuire
Baylor 11/30/02 60-62 L  16-Truscott  18-Truscott 5- Truscott 1- four players 2-McGuire
UTEP 12/04/02 56-47 W 13-Truscott 5-McGuire, 4- Owens 2- Keys 3- Ferguson
Truscott
Texas-Arlington 12/07/02 60-59 W 20-Owens 9-Truscott 3-Owens, 2, McGuire,  2-Ferguson,
Shelton Owens McGuire
Texas State 12/09/02 59-68 L  20-Owens 13-Truscott 2-Jones 11 2-Jones I, 6-Ferguson
Owens
San Diego State 12/21/02 61-71 L  16-Truscott  12-Truscott 5-Owens 3-Hensley 1-four players
Washington 12/23/02 61-85 L 21-Truscott  11-Truscott 2-three players  3- McGuire  3-Ferguson
Texas Tech 01/01/03 48-62 L  16-Truscott  14-Truscott 6-Owens 2-Dyer 2-Truscott
UL-Lafayette 01/04/03 56-72 L 17-Truscott 8-Hensley 2-McGuire, 2-McGuire 3-Ferguson
Truscott
LSU 01/08/03 51-80 L 12-Truscott  15-Truscott 2-four players ~ 2-Owens 1-McGuire
UAB 01/11/03 50-63 L  14-Truscott  18-Truscott 2-four players  1-three players 4-McGuire
Saint Louis 01/18/03 72-59 W 28-Owens 14-Truscott 4-Truscott 1-Owens, 4-Ferguson
Sidney
Memphis 01/22/03 66-77 L  22-Owens 9-Truscott 6-Owens 3-Sidney 2-Ferguson,
McGuire
Southern Miss 01/25/03 76-75 W 19-Truscott  18-Truscott 3-Owens 2-Truscott 1-Ferguson
South Florida 01/29/03 59-57 W 23-Owens 11-Truscott 4-Owens 1- four players 2-Ferguson,
McGuire
TCU 02/01/03 61-56 W 21-Truscott ~ 21-Truscott 4-Owens 3-Sidney 3-Ferguson
Tulane 02/04/03 58-65 L  11-Sidney 10-Truscott 3-Owens 2-McGuire,  1-McGuire
Owens Owens
Louisville 02/08/03 55-81 L 14-Hensley 6-Hensley, 2-Owens, 2-Jones 11 2-Ferguson,
McGuire Hensley McGuire
Charlotte 02/12/03 55-59 (ot) L 20 Truscott 13-Owens 5-Owens 1-three players 3-Ferguson
South Florida 02/15/03 47-62 L 9-McGuire  13-Truscott 3-Owens, 1-four players 1- Ferguson,
Sidney
Southern Miss 02/18/03 46-42 W 15-Truscott 9-McGuire, 5-Owens 2-Jones I, 4-McGuire
Owens McGuire
UAB 02/22/03 52-80 L 12-Truscott  12-Truscott 3-Owens 3-Owens 2-Hensley,
McGuire
Tulane 02/26/03 52-56 L  20-Owens 6-McGuire, 3-Hensley, 2-Hensley 2-McGuire
Truscott Owens
TCU 03/01/03 75-57 W 22-Owens 13-McGuire 8-Hensley 1-four players 4-McGuire
Memphis 03/06/03 56-71 L  17-Owens 11-Truscott 4-Hensley 2-Hensley 2-McGuire
DePaul 03/08/03 59-65 L  21-Owens 10-Truscott 2-three players  2-Hensley 3-Ferguson
Tulane 03/12/03 52-74 L 18-Truscott  10-Truscott 4-Shelton 4-Shelton 3-Ferguson
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Field Goal Percentage FG --- Att ------ Pct
McGuire ---------------- 82 -- 165 ---- .497
Truscott ---------------- 161 -- 326 ---- .494
Dyer ----------=----m---- 10----21 ---- 476
Anderson ----------------- 8----18 ---- 444
Hensley ----------------- 61 -- 144 ---- 424
Barber ------------------- 10 ---- 24 ---- 417
Ferguson ---------------- 19 ----51 ---- .373
Sidney --------==--------- 35----97 ---- .361
Owens ------------------ 128 -- 360 ---- .356
Shelton ------------------ 47 -- 141 ---- 333
Keys 4----14 ---- 286
Jones Il -----------mmmmmm- 31-- 117 - .265
FG Attempts ------------ G --- Att -- Md/G
OwWens ------------------- 28 -- 360 ---- 12.9
Truscott ----------------- 28-- 326 ---- 11.6
McGuire ---------------- 28 -- 165 ------ 5.9
Hensley ----------------- 28 -- 144 ------ 5.1
Shelton ------------------ 28 -- 141 ------ 5.0
Field Goals Made ------ G Made -- Md/G
Truscott ----------------- 28 -- 161 ------ 5.8
Oowens ------------------- 28 -- 128 ------ 4.6
McGuire ---------------- 28 ---- 82 ------ 2.9
Hensley ----------------- 28 ---- 61 ------ 2.2
Shelton ------------------ 28 ---- A7 ------ 1.7
3-Pt. Percentage ----- 3FG-ATT ----- Pct
Dyer 5----13 ---- .385
Hensley ----------------- 20 ---- 58 ---- .345
Owens ------------------- 65-- 198 ---- .328
Barber ---------------mn-- 5----16 ---- .313
Shelton ------------------ 29 -—--97 - .299
Jones I ----------------- 11----41 - .268
Keys 1----- 4 ---- 250
Truscott ------------------- 7----29 - 241
Sidney -----------------—-- 10----42 ---- 238
McGuire ------------------ 3----16 ---- .188
3-Point Attempts ------ G --- Att ---Att/G
Oowens ------------------- 28 -- 198 ------ 7.1
Shelton ------------------ 28 ---- 97 ------ 3.5
Hensley ----------------- 28 ---- 58 ------ 2.1
Sidney ----------=--m-o--- 24 --—- 42 - 1.8
Jones Il ---------m-mmomm- 26 --—-41 --—-- 1.6
3-Point FGS Made---- G Made Made/G
OwWens ------------------- 28 --—- 65 --—---- 2.3
Shelton ------------------ 28 ----29 ------ 1.0
Hensley ----------------- 28 ---- 20 ------ 0.7
Jones Il ---------mm-mmom oo 26— 11 -—-- 0.4
Sidney ----------=--m----- 24 ---- 10 ------ 0.4
FT Percentage --------- FT --- Att ------ Pct
Shelton ----------------—-- 10----11 ---- .909
Keys 5 - 6 ---- .833
Owens ------------------- 68 ----89 --—- .764
Sidney ------------------- 22 ----29 - 759
Truscott ----------------- 99 -- 143 ---- .692
Ferguson ---------------- 17 ----25 ---- .680
Dyer 2 - 3 ---- .667
Hensley ----------------- 20 ----39 ---- 513
McGuire ---------------- 30----59 ---- .508
Barber ---------------mn-o-- 2 ----- 4 ---- 500
Anderson ----------------- 3 - 7 ---- 429

Jones I ---=--=-=-mmnmmmemme 5----14 ---- 357

el =

Free Throw Attempts - G --- Att --- Att/G

Truscott ----------------- 28 -- 143 -—-—--- 5.1
OWenNS ------nnemmmemneea 28 ---- 89 ------ 3.2
McGuire ---------------- 28 ----59 —eee- 2K
Hensley ----------------- 28 ---- 39 ------ 1.4
Sidney ---------emenoeoes 24 --- 29 - 12
Free Throws Made----- G Made Made/G
Truscott ----------------- 2gh#80g ... 35
OWens ------------=------ 28 ---- 68 ----— 2.4
McGuire ---------------- 28— 30 ---222 T4
Sidney ----------nnnneae- P 50" 0.9
Hensley ---------------- 28 ---- 20 ------ 0.7
POINtS ----mrmmemmemoemoeae G --- Pts ---Pts/G
Truscott ----------------—- 28 -- 428 - 15.3
OWENS -------m----mnmmmev 28 -1 380 282
McGuire ------------=--- 28 -- 197 ------ 7.0
Hensley -----—--=aet=—— 28 - 162 ------ 5.8
Shelton - 28 -- 133 ------ 4.8
Sidney - S 24 - 102 ------ 43
o] g [E1 | ISR 26 /LMy ¢ 3.0
Ferguso s -—--+- 28 ---- 55 ------ 2.0
Bapber 8- 5-----+-=2- 15 -+ 27 =-m- 18
©CF i e 11--227 - 2.5
Anderson --------------- 18 ---- 19 -mm-e- Ll
ey sie g 13--- 14 woemv 1.1y
Scoring Average -------- G --- Pts -- Avg/G
Truscott ----------------- 28 -- 428 - 15.3
OWENS -=====mmmmmmmmmeeee 28 -- 389 - 13.9
McGuire ---------------- 28 -- 197 ------ 7.0
Hensley ----------oe-oo 28-- 162 ------ 5.8
ShelS=-fo-—-—-—— 28-- 133 - 4.8
SIgRE™ -5~ 24-- 102 ------ 4.3
Jones 1l -=-==m-emmmmmeeeee 26 -=-- 78 —-—m-- 3.0
Dyer - =g 1127 -#-- 25
Ferguson ------—g-—- 28 ---- 55 ------ 2.0
Barber - 15 == 27 ------ 1.8
Ve 13- 14 - 1.4
Anderson --------------- 18 ---- 19 -m-—- 1.1
Rebounds ---------------- G -- Reb --Reb/G
Truscott ----------------- 28 -- 315 - 11.3
McGuire -----------=---- 28 -- 169 ------ 6.0
OWENS -====mmmmmmmmmeeee 28 -- 144 —----- 5.1
Hensley ----------------- 28 -- 109 ------ 3.9
Ferguson ---------------- 28 ---- 82 ------ 2.9
Rebound Average ------ G -- Reb -- Avg/G
Truscott ----------------- 28 -- 315 - 11.3
McGuire ---------------- 28 -- 169 ------ 6.0
OWeNS ---------------===- 28 -- 144 ------ 5.1
Hensley ----------oenovov 28-- 109 ------ 3.9
Ferguson -ag- =g 28 ---- 82 - 2.9
ASSiStS =-m-mmmmmmmmmmemee G -- No. ----- A/G
OWeNS -----------=x-moem- 28 ---- 89 ------ 3.2
McGuire ---------------- 28 == 4] - 15
Shelton ---------=------—- 28 <= 40 ------ 1.4
Hensley ----------------- 28 ---- 36 ------ 18
Truscott ----------------- 28 B o ip—— AL

2002-03 CATEGORY LEADERS

Steals --------------------- G -- No. ---- SIG
OWEN§ ~------=--===--oo- 28 ---- 26 ------ 0.9
McGuire ---------------- 1 R Q— 0.8
Shelton ------------------ p1 1) J— 0.7
Truscott ----------------- 28 === 20 ------ 0.7
Sidney -------------sene 24 ---- 18 ------ 0.8
Offensive Rebounds --- G -- No. -- Avg/G
Truscott ----------------- Pps D7) e 4.5
McGuire ---------------- 28 ---- 38 ---m-- 1.4
Hensley ---------------- 28 ---- 33 - il
Ferguson ---------------- 28 === 25 ------ 0.9
OWen§ --------=--=x-m---- 28 ---- 23 - 0.8
Defensive Rebounds--- G -- No. -- Avg/G
Truscott ----------------- 28 -- 188 --—--- 6.7
VcGlUire -o---3F==--2 28 -- 131 ------ 4.7
DWeRSEsSg === 28 - 121 ------ 4.3
Hensley 85— 28 ---- 76 ------ ) |
[eigusen ————ape—= 28 ---- 57 - 2.0
Blocked Shots ---------- G -- No. -- BIkK/G
Ferguson ---------------- 28 ---- 49 - 1.8
McGuire -----=-=-=--m--- 28 <= 45 —mee- 1.6
Truscott -------mmnm-mnmn 28 ----- g =4 0.3
Hensley ----------------- 28 ----- 8 - 0.3
Owens ------------------- 28 - 6 A 0.2
Minutes ------------------ G-- No. - Min/G
TrusCOT -8 ===== 28-1004 ---- 35.9
OWenNS ---z-~fe=-=---——- 28-1003 ---- 35.8
SUEMOTM===— == 28 -- 725 ---- 25.9
WIBGUire;--£--— e 28 -- 695 ---- 24.8
Hensley ----------------- 28-- 694 - 24.8
Personal Fouls ---------- G -- No. -- Per/G
McGuire ---------------- 28 A SgoPI . 29
Oy -~ -~~~ 28 ---- 67 ------ 2.4
Shelton ---------=-=------ 28 === B3 —mmem- 23
Hensley ----------------- 28 ---- 63 ------ 2.3
Truscott ----------------- 28 ----59 —-ee- 21
Foul Outs ---------------- G -- No.

Hensley ----------------- 28 —-m- 4

McGuirg ---------------- 28 - 2

Owens ----------==------- 28 ----- 2

Ferguson ---------------- L3) - i 2

Truscott -------=-=-=-u--- pa A 1

Turnovers ---------------- G- No. -- TO/G
Truscott ----------=------ 28 ---- 98 - 35
OWeNS =-=---al-— 28 ---- 84 ------ 3.0
McGuire ---------------- < R {o R— 2.8
Shelton ----------------—- 28 -=-- 48 —----- 1.7
Hensley ---------------- 28 - 42 - 15
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TEAI\/I GAME- BY—GAI\/I E STATISTICS
f ' Team FG-A Pct. TP-A Pct. FT-A Pct Off Def Reb PF Ast TO Bl St 1 2OT Total
' Houston 22-54 407 12-31 387 19-27 704 15 21 36 20 16 15 4 1 40 35 75
i) Prairie View A&M  31-54 574  6-11 .545 10-18 .556 T 421 28 W90 19 9 1 7 34 44 78
! ___ | Houston 20-59 339 3-11 273 10-16 .625 22 18 40 18 6 20 6 5 21 32 53
Rice 26-51 510 4-16 .250 15-16 .938 8 21 29 21 16 19 3 12 39 32 71
Houston 26-55 473 7-21 333 1-4 250 14 27 41 12 17 19 3 4 31 29 60
Baylor 21-58 362 10-27 .370 10-12 833 12 17 29 13 14 9F5" 10, 30432 62
Houston 20-50 .400 6-18 .333 10-12 .833 9 24 33 9 8 11 5 6 24 32 56
S UTEP 19-53 358 5-20 250 4-6 667 11 22 33 13 14 13 1 7 18 29 47
E Houston 24-49 490 7-17 412 5- 9 .556 923, 32" 15 9 15 5 7 34 26 60
A Texas-Arlington 24-55 436 1-8 .125 10-17 588 12 18 30 13 15 10 1 8 34 25 59
S Houston 21-61 .344 6-26 231 11-16 .688 16 32 48 21 4 18 11 7 34 25 59
O Texas State 20-56 357 7-17 412 21-30 .700 10 26 36 16 11 11 6 8 34 34 68
N Houston 25-57 439 514 357 6-9 667 12 21 33 19 11 16 4 4 30 31 61
San Diego State 26-61 426 6-22 273 13-19 684 19 21 40 15 16 14 1 8 28 43 71
I Houston 23-54 426  4-12 333 11-16 .688 8 29 37 25 8 24 4 6 28 33 61
N Washington 26-68 .382 13-27 481 20-32 625 15 25 40 21 20 9 2 15 4 41 85
Houston 17-61 279 6-24 250 8-11 .727 18 27 45 14 8 22 3 5 16 32 48
R Texas Tech 22-56 393  5-13 .385 13-18 .722 8 29 37 1 14 12 2 9 35 27 62
E Houston 19-55 345 6-22 273 12-25 480 14 23 37 21 8 15 6 5 19 37 56
Vv Louisiana Lafayette 30-76 .395 2-18 .111 10-20 500 28 31 59 23 18 11 2 3 35 37 72
| Houston 17-47 362 4-14 286 13-18 .722 11 27 38 20 8 28 1 5 22 29 51
E LSU 29-55 527  5-17 294 17-25 .680 6 21 27 19 24 10 3 14 37 43 80
W Houston 18-55 327 6-25 240 815 533 14 32 46 19 11 21 7 3 25 25 50
— o UAB 24-57 421  5-14 357 10-18 .556 5 26 31 16 12 8 3 14 32 31 63
& . | Houston 22-47 468  7-12 583 21-24 .875 9 29 38 12 14 9 7 2 30 42 72
ﬁL Saint Louis 24-67 358  5-26 .192 6-10 .600 16 17 33 17 8 4 3 4 33 26 59
ﬂ-_(‘.'r Houston 25-55 455  6-16 .375 10-18 .556 9 22 31 21 13 14 4 10 32 34 66
! ? ~d Memphis 26-55 473 9-19 474 16-27 593 13 26 39 18 19 15 3 6 41 36 77
¥ * Houston 24-50 .480 7-15 .467 21-26 .808 9 29 38 25 7 20 1 4 37 39 76
- 1 Southern Miss 26-62 419 415 267 19-26 731 10 21 31 23 16 8 2 5 35 40 75
.,: ‘, ‘% Houston 20-45 444  9-26 .346 10-12 .833 7 271 34 12 11 15 5 4 31 28 59
% South Florida 25-69 362 5-25 .200 2-11 .182 22 18 40 14 14 7 2 7 28 29 57
\ Houston 21-53 396 5-18 .278 14-17 824 12 32 44 10 14 17 5 6 33 28 61
- TCU 19-67 284 9-39 231 913 692 18 23 41 18 10 10 3 9 20 36 56
[ ’ Houston 20-48 417 4-17 235 14-19 737 11 20 31 19 9 20 2 6 25 33 58
Tulane 22-49 449 317 176 1824 750 11 20 31 18 14 13 3 11 29 36 65
Houston 18-46 .391  1-11 .091 18-26 .692 6 27 33 19 T 227 Spwer 21 34 55
i B Louisville 28-65 .431 10-27 370 15-27 556 16 26 42 19 18 11 1 11 45 36 81
% Houston 21-57 368 4-19 211 914 643 17 31 48 19 10 20 3 3 18 33 4 55
Charlotte 22-71 310 5-29 .172 10-20 .500 24 22 46 16 15 9 4 11 31 20 8 59
"% ! Houston 19-57 333 5-16 313 4-11 364 17 26 43 11 11 15 3 4 19 28 47
- South Florida 24-63 381 719 368 7-9 778 14 27 41 15 17 8 5 12 32 30 62
& Houston 18-42 429  5-15 333 5-8 .625 6 29 3% 11 14 19 5 9 18 28 46
' | Southern Miss 17-56 304 2-13 .154 6-12 500 13 20 33 12 11 12 1 6 22 20 42
& " "W Houston 17-53 321 5-26 192 13-23 565 14 26 40 21 12 26 5 8 22 30 52
,-;*-.H"..' UAB 27-58 466 11-28 .393 15-25 600 13 27 40 23 20 20 4 15 30 50 80
' Houston 23-54 426 2-16 125 4-5 800 10 22 32 19 9 15 4 6 26 26 52
|| Tulane 21-51 412 6-14 429 815 533 14 21 35 10 16 16 S5 7 21 35 56
4 Houston 30-63 476 7-24 292 812 667 11 32 43 14 25 9 4 4 30 45 75
e TCU 21-61 344 729 241 815 533 12 26 38 17 13 10 1 5 25 32 57
'i Houston 22-52 423  4-12 333 8-17 471 9 25 34 11 11 14 34 5 26 30 56
| Memphis 29-67 433 9-26 346 4-7 571 15 27 42 18 20 8 8 7 35 36 71
Houston 23-49 469 7-19 368 6-12 .500 8 27 35 18 8 14 4 6 26 33 59
DePaul 23-59 390 6-20 .300 13-19 684 14 22 36 15 14 10 1 7 40 25 65
Houston 21-50 420 6-17 353 4-7 5717 10 19 29 10 13 15 5 5 22 30 52
Tulane 29-56 518 11-22 500 5-9 55 10 21 31 11 15 11 3 10 36 38 74
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2002-03 TEAM SUPERLATIVES

Category Houston Opponents
Points 1st half High 40 Prairie View A&M 45  Louisville

Low 16 Texas Tech 18 UTEP
Points 2nd half High 45 TCU2 50 UAB2

Low 25 Texas State, UAB1 20 Charlotte, Southern Miss2
Total Points High 76 Southern Missl 85 Washington

Low 46 Southern Miss2 42 Southern Miss2
Field Goals Made High 30 TCU2 31 Prairie View A&M

Low 17 LSU, Texas Tech, UAB2 17 Southern Miss2
Field Goals Attempted High 63 TCU2 76 Louisiana-Lafayette

Low 42 Southern Miss2 49 Tulanel
Field Goal Percentage High .490 (24-49) Texas-Arlington 574 (31-54) Prairie View A&M

Low .279 (17-61) Texas Tech .284 (19-64) TCU1
Three-Point Field Goals Made  High 12 Prairie View A&M 13  Wiashington

Low 1 Louisville 1 Texas-Arlington
Three-Point FG Attempted High 31 Prairie View A&M 39 TCU1l

Low 11 Rice, Louisville 8 Texas-Arlington
Three-Point FG Percentage High .583 (7-12) Saint Louis 545 (6-11) Prairie View A&M

Low .091 (1-11) Louisville 111 (2-18) Louisiana-Lafayette
Free Throws Made High 21 Saint Louis & Southern Missl 21 Texas State

Low 1 Baylor 2 South Floridal
Free Throws Attempted High 27 Prairie View A&M 32 Washington

Low 4 Baylor 6 UTEP
Free Throws Percentage High 875 (21-24) Saint Louis 938 (I5-16) Rice

Low .250 (1-4) Baylor .182 (2-11) South Floridal
Offensive Rebounds High 22 Rice 28 Louisiana-Lafayette

Low 6 Louisville, Southern Miss2 5 UAB1
Defensive Rebounds High 32 Texas State, UAB1, TCU1, TCU2 31 Louisiana-Lafayette

Low 18 Rice 17 Baylor, Saint Louis
Total Rebounds High 48 Texas State, Charlotte 59 Louisiana-Lafayette

Low 29 Tulane3 27 LSU
Assists High 25 TCU2 24 LSU

Low 4 Texas State 8 Saint Louis
Steals High 10 Memphisl 15 Washington

Low 1 Prairie View A&M 4 Saint Louis
Blocked Shots High 11 Texas State 8 Memphis2

Low 1 LSU, Southern Missl 1 eight times, last by DePaul
Turnovers High 28 LSU 20 UAB2

Low 9 Saint Louis, TCU2 4 Saint Louis

2002-03 INDIVIDUAL SUPERLATIVES
Category Houston Opponents
Points 28 Owens vs. Saint Louis 24 Will McDonald, South Floridal
Field Goals Made ----------------- 9 Owens at Tulane, Truscott at Washington --------- 11 Will McDonald, South Florida 1
Field Goal Attempts ------------- 19 Owens at Tulane 21 Corey Santee, TCU1
Field Goal Percentage ------------ .875 (7-8) McGuire vs. Baylor .857 (6-7) Blannon Campbell, Prairie View A&M
3 Pt. Field Goals Made ---------- 6 Owens vs. Prairie View A&M, SW Texas State--- 5  Corey Santee, TCU1; Taquan Dean, Louisville
3 Pt. FG Attempts---------------- 12 Owens vs. Prairie View A&M 17  Demon Brown, Charlotte
3 Pt. FG Percentage 1.000 (2-2) Shelton vs. Tulanel, Tulane 3 ------------ 1.000 (3-3) John Grice, Memphis2
(2-2) Truscott vs. Texas-Arlington, DePaul
Free Throws Made --------------- 9 Owens vs. Saint Louis 8  Chris Massie, Memphis 1
Free Throw Attempts ------------ 11 Owens vs. Memphis 13 Chris Massie, Memphis 1
Free Throw Percentage ---------- 1.000 (9-9) Owens vs. Saint LOUIS ----------=--=--=----- 1.000 (7-7) Aguko, Texas State
Rebounds 21 Truscott at TCU 16  Chris Massie, Memphisl
Assists 8 Hensley vs. TCU 10  Torris Bright, LSU
Steals 4 Shelton vs. Tulane3 6  Eric Bush, UABL,;
Reggie Kohn, South Florida2

Blocked Shots --------------------- 6 Ferguson SW Texas State 4 Dwayne Erwin, Memphis2;

Yusuf Baker, South Florida2
Wayne Tinsley, Tulane2
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TEAM STATISTICS
‘ Team Statistics HOU OPP 2002 03
| SCORING 1631 1852 ALL-C-USA TEAMS
ggé?;[rs]; ?Tr]grzri?]e 53(2) 66.2 First-Team All-Freshman Team
FIELD GOALS-ATT ---nmmmmmmmmmeeee 506-1478 ~---nnmev 681-1676 Louis Truscott, Houston Rodney Carney, Memphis
Field goal pct 403 406 Reece Gaines, Louisville Taguan Dean, Louisville
3-POINT FG-ATT =--mmmmmmmmmcmmee 156-514 ---mmnemmemev 178-578 Chris Massie, Me_mphls J Demario Edd"}sn UAB
3-point FG pct 304 308 Marque Perry, Saint Louis Francisco Garcia, Louisville
3-pt FG made per game 5.6 6.4 Dwyane Wade, Marquette Steve N0\_/ak, Marquette
S FREE THROWS-ATT --crcrmreeceemv 283429 ——-emreeeeene 314-500 Curtis Withers, Charlotte
E Free throw pct .660 628 Second-Team )
A REBOUNDS 1054 1018 Demon Brown, Charlotte Defensive Player-of-
S Rebounds per game 37.6 36.4 TraV|§ Dl_ener, Marquette the-Year
@) Rebounding margin +13 Morris Finley, UAB Dwyane Wade, Marquette
N ASSISTS 302 433 Robert Jackson, Marquette '
Assists per game 10.8 15.5 Leonard Stokes, Cincinnati Sixth Man-of-the-Year
I TURNOVERS 488 307 J Steve Novak, Marquette
N Turnovers per game 17.4 11.0 IhlrQ—Team |
Turnover margin 6.5 ntonio Burks, Memphis Freshman-of-the-Year
Assist/turnover ratio 0.6 1.4 Charles Gaines, Southern Miss  Francisco Garcia, Louisville
R STEALS 146 248 Sam Hoskin, DePaul
E Steals Waitari Marsh, Tulane
per game 5.2 8.9 4 .
VvV BLOCKS 124 79 Will McDonald, South Florida
| Blocks per game 4.4 2.8
E ATTENDANCE ADsoaRe- B 96207 | Player-of the Year
W Home games-Avg/Game ------------- 1388088 125990 | Dwyane Wade, Marquette
o Neutral site-Avg/Game 3-8111 Conach-of-tHear
_T-.I [N Tom Crean, Marquette
A8 g -
iy
-,‘:, GAME-BY-GAME COMPARISONS
. f Starters Bench  Scores
1 .8 Opponent Largest Lead Largest Deficit Points Points  First Halftime  5:00 Result
o X Prairie View A&M 11 (49-38) 7 (1-8) 69 6 PV A&M 40-34 65-66 L 75-78
. Rice none 24 (45-69) 43 10 Rice 21-39 43-64 L 53-71
\ Baylor 7 (53-46) 6 (2-8) 43 17 Baylor 31-30 57-43 L 60-62
UTEP 12 (18-6) 8 (34-42) 34 22 UTEP 24-18 41-42 W 56-47
. Texas-Arlington 6 (50-44) 9(8-17) 48 12 Texas-Arlington 34-34 51-55 W 60-59
Texas State 8 (26-18) 10 (47-57) 48 11 SW Texas State 34-34 47-57 L 59-68
San Diego State 8 (24-16) 14 (51-65) 47 14 Houston 30-28 49-61 L 61-71
Washington none 27 (50-77) 53 8 Washington 28-44 48-72 L 61-85
. W Texas Tech none 28 (19-47) 32 16 Texas Tech 16-35 37-58 L 48-62
v Louisiana-Lafayette 2 (4-2) 28 (70-42) 36 20 Louisiana-Lafayette 19-35 65-40 L 56-72
‘Al LSU none 34 (39-70) 32 19 LSU 22-37 39-71 L 51-80
UAB 6 (22-160 13 (47-60) 40 10 Houston 25-32 45-53 L 50-63
1 Saint Louis 14 (68-54) 8 (15-23) 61 11 Saint Louls 30-33 58-51 W 72-59
y g Memphis None 16 (64-48) 56 10 Memphis 32-41 57-64 L 66-77
Irr' % Southern Miss 15 (63-48) 12 (8-20) 49 27 Houston 37-35 65-56 W 76-75
8 South Florida 10 (47-37) 6 (6-15) 47 12 South Florida 31-28 50-50 W 59-57
" TCU 16 (50-34) none 48 13 Houston 33-20 52-44 W 61-56
- Tulane 3 (17-14) 8 (55-63) 34 24 Tulane 25-29 48-54 L 58-65
Louisville 2 (4-2) 30 (81-51) 23 32 Houston 21-45 47-75 L 55-81
Charlotte 2 (51-49) 15 (31-16) 46 9 Charlotte 18-31 41-48 L 55-59 (ot)
South Florida none 17 (45-62) 18 29 South Florida 19-32 39-53 L 47-62
] f Southern Miss 6 (39-33) 6 (14-20) 38 8 Houston 18-22 39-33 W 46-42
% UAB 3(0-3) 30 (49-79) 33 19 Houston 22-30 42-66 L 52-80
Tulane 7 (21-28) 7 (7-14) 47 5 Houston 26-21 46-46 L 52-56
TCU 18 (75-57) 10 (5-15) 68 7 TCU 30-25 61-48 W 75-57
g Memphis None 18 (50-68) 45 11 Memphis 26-35 45-60 L 56-71
DePaul None 17 (34-51) 54 5 DePaul 26-40 48-54 L 59-65
Tulane None 24 (50-74) 48 4 Tulane 22-36 46-62 L 52-74
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2002-03 FINAL

CONFERENCE USA STANDINGS ~.f
American Conference Overall :
Team W-L Pct. H A Div. W-L Pct. H A N {
# Marquette 14-2 .875 7-1 7-1 10-2 27-6 .844 15-1 7-3 5-2
& Louisville 11-5 .688 6-2 5-3 8-4 25-7 781 16-2 8-3 1-2 B
Saint Louis 9-7 .562 6-2 3-5 7-5 16-14 .533 11-5 3-8 2-1
Cincinnati 9-7 .562 6-2 3-5 6-6 17-12 .586 13-3 3-7 1-2
DePaul 8-8 .500 6-2 2-6 5-7 16-13 .552 13-3 3-9- 0-1
Charlotte 8-8 .500 6-2 2-6 5-7 13-16 448 11-4 2-11 0-1
East Carolina ----- 3-13 .188 3-5 0-8 1-11 12-15 444 8-6 39 1-0 E
National Conference Overall A
Team W-L Pct. H A Div. W-L Pct. H A N S
Memphis 13-3 .813 7-1 6-2 10-2 23-7 767 14-2 7-4 2-1 O
Tulane 8-8 .500 6-2 2-6 7-5 16-15 516 13-4 2-10 1-1 N
UAB 8-8 .500 5-3 3-5 7-5 21-13 .618 12-4 4-9 5-0
South Florida 7-9 437 6-2 1-7 5-7 15-14 517 13-2 1-11 1-1 1
Houston 6-10 .375 4-4 2-6 5-7 8-20 .286 6-7 2-11 0-2 N
Southern Miss ----5-11 313 5-3 0-8 5-7 13-16 448 11-4 0-11 4-1
TCU 3-13 .188 3-5 0-8 3-9 9-19 321 7-7 2-12 0-0 R
# - Regular Season Champion; & — Tournament Champion \E/
CONFERENCE USA TEAM STATISTICS !
E
SCORING OFFENSE SCORING MARGIN FIELD GOAL PCT DEFENSE wW
Team G Pts  Avg/G Team OFF DEF Margin Team FG FGA Pct .
1. Louisville ------- 32 - 2612 ---- 81.6 1. Louisville ----- 81.6 ------ 68.7 --- +13.0 1. South Florida - 696 ----- 1744 ---- 399 T
2. Marquette ------ 33 ----- 2589 ---- 78.5 2. Marquette ---- 78.5 ------ 69.2 ---- +9.2 2. Cincinnati ----- 615 ----- 1534 ---- 401 E
3. UAB ------------- 34 - 2640 ---- 77.6 3. Memphis ----- 74.4 ---—-- 66.4 ---- +8.0 3. Memphis ------ 706 ----- 1738 ---- .406 . &
4. TCU ---e-mmmee- 28 -----2146 --- 76.6 | 4. Cincinnati ---- 67.4 ------ 619 - +54 | 4. Houston ------ 681 -----1676 ---- .406 R
5. Memphis ------- 30 ----- 2232 - 74.4 5. UAB 77.6 72.9 - +4.8 5. East Carolina-- 626 ----- 1540 ---- .406 [ Y
6. Tulane ----------- 31 ----- 2205 - 71.1 6. Tulane --------- 71.1 ------ 67.5 --—- +3.6 6. Louisville ------ 727 ----- 1785 - 407 AT
7. South Florida -- 29 ----- 2001 ---- 69.0 7. DePaul -------- 67.2 ------ 64.9 ---- +2.3 7. Marquette ----- 814 ----- 1959 ---- 416 BN
8. Charlotte ------- 29 ----- 1985 ---- 68.4 8. South Florida 69.0 ------ 68.0 ---- +1.0 8. Saint Louis ----633 ----- 1519 ---- 417
9. Cincinnati ------ 29 1954 ---- 67.4 9. East Carolina- 65.2 ------ 65.1 - +0.1 9. DePaul --------- 648 ----- 1544 ---- 420
10. DePaul ---------- 29 ----- 1949 ---- 67.2 10.Saint Louis --- 60.7 ------ 60.7 ---- +0.0 10. Tulane ---------- 764 ----- 1805 ---- 423 §
11.Southern Miss - 29 ----- 1939 ---- 66.9 11.Charlotte ----- 68.4 ------ 69.9 ----- -1.4 11. UAB ------------ 837 ----- 1904 ---- .440 !
12.East Carolina--- 27 ----- 1760 ---- 65.2 12.Southern Miss 66.9 ------ 70.1 ----- -3.2 12.Charlotte ------ 722 ---- 1628 ---- .443
13.Saint Louis ----- 30 ----- 1821 ---- 60.7 13.TCU 76.6 80.4 ----- -3.8 13.Southern Miss 753 ----- 1685 ---- .447
14.Houston -------- 28 - 1631 ---- 58.2 14.Houston ------ 58.2 ----- 66.2 ----- -8.0 14.TCU ----------- 812 ---- 1713 ---- 474 -
SCORING DEFENSE FIELD GOAL PERCENTAGE FREE THROW PERCENTAGE
Team G Pts Avg/G Team FG FGA Pct Team FTM FTA Pct
1. Saint Louis ----- 30 -—--- 1822 ---- 60.7 1. Marquette ----- 901 ----- 1871 ---- 482 1. Marquette ----- 585 ------ 759 ---- 771
2. Cincinnati ------ 29 ----- 1796 ---- 61.9 2. Tulang ---------- 826 ----- 1764 ---- .468 2. DePaul --------- 447 ------ 622 ---- .719
3. DePaul ---------- 29 ----- 1881 ---- 64.9 3. Louisville ------ 902 ----- 1950 ---- .463 3. Louisville ------ 536 ------ 770 ---- .696 [ -
4. East Carolina--- 27 ----- 1757 ---- 65.1 4. UAB ----mmmmmm- 969 ----- 2179 ---- 445 4. Cincinnati ----- 423 ------ 613 ---- .690 SRS
5. Houston -------- 28 ----- 1854 ---- 66.2 5. DePaul --------- 687 ----- 1553 ---- .442 5. East Carolina--377 ------ 548 ---- .688 \ 'ﬁl
6. Memphis ------- 30 ----- 1993 ---- 66.4 6. Memphis ------ 787 ----- 1809 ---- .435 6. Southern Miss 472 ------ 687 ---- .687
7. Tulang ----------- 31 - 2094 ---- 67.5 7. South Florida -737 ----- 1697 ---- .434 7. UAB 483 708 ---- .682 ¥
8. South Florida -- 29 ----- 1971 ---- 68.0 8. Saint Louis ---- 655 ----- 1520 ---- 431 8. TCU 496 728 ---- .681 ]
9. Louisville ------- 32 ----- 2197 ---- 68.7 9. TCU ---mmmmme 726 ----- 1707 ---- .425 9. Tulang ---------- 376 ------ 566 ---- .664
10. Marquette ------ 33 ----- 2284 ---- 69.2 10.East Carolina--632 ----- 1527 ---- 414 10.Houston ------- 283 ------ 429 ---- .660
11.Charlotte ------- 29 ----- 2027 ---- 69.9 11.Southern Miss 675 ----- 1641 ---- 411 11. Memphis ------ 448 ------ 685 ---- .654
12.Southern Miss - 29 ----- 2033 ---- 70.1 12. Cincinnati ----- 667 ----- 1653 ---- .404 12.Saint Louis ---- 343 ------ 525 ---- .653
13.UAB ------------- 34 - 2477 ---- 729 13.Houston ------- 596 ----- 1478 ---- .403 13.South Florida - 345 ------ 542 ---- 637
14.TCU ------mmm-- 28 ----- 2252 ---- 80.4 14.Charlotte ------ 691 ----- 1744 ---- 396 14.Charlotte ------ 372 ------ 587 ---- .634
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3-POINT FIELD GOAL PERCENTAGE REBOUNDING MARGIN ASSISTS
Team FG FGA Pct Team TEAM OPP Margin Team G  Assists  Avg/G
1. Marquette ----- 202 ------ 508 ---- .398 1. DePaul ------- 1075 ----- 875 ---- +6.9 1. Louisville ------- 32 - 529 --- 16.53
2. Louisville ------ 272 ------ 752 ---- .362 2. Marquette --- 1208 ----- 1065 ---- +4.3 2. Memphis ------- 30 ------ 493 --- 16.43
3. Tulang ---------- 177 ------ 492 ---- .360 3. Memphis ---- 1203 ----- 1079 ---- +4.1 3. Marquette ------ 33 ------ 533 ---16.15
4, South Florida -182 ------ 527 ---- .345 4, East Carolina 1028 ----- 952 ---- +2.8 4. South Florida -- 29 ------ 460 --- 15.86
5. Memphis ------ 210 ------ 610 ---- .344 5. Louisville ---- 1220 ----- 1151 ---- +2.2 5. Tulang ----------- 31 ------ 489 --- 15.77
6. Cincinnati ----- 197 ------ 573 ---- .344 6. Southern Miss1095 ----- 1049 ---- +1.6 6. UAB 34 510 --- 15.00
S 7. Saint Louis ---- 168 ------ 496 ---- .339 7. Houston ----- 1054 ----- 1018 ---- +1.3 7. Charlotte ------- 29 --—---- 421 --- 14.52
E 8. DePaul --------- 128 ------ 382 ---- .335 8. Charlotte ---- 1099 ----- 1070 ---- +1.0 8. TCU 28 403 --- 14.39
A 9. Charlotte ------ 231 ------ 694 ---- .333 9. TCU --------- 1073 ----- 1056 ---- +0.6 9. Southern Miss - 29 ------ 381 ---13.14
S 10.UAB 219 664 ---- .330 10. Cincinnati --- 1030 ----- 1023 ---- +0.2 10. DePaul ---------- 29 ------ 377 ---13.00
@) 11.TCU 198 613 ---- .323 11. Tulane -------- 1090 ----- 1088 ---- +0.1 11. Cincinnati ------ 29 ------ 357 ---12.31
N 12.Houston ------- 156 ------ 514 ---- .304 12.South Florida 1105 ----- 1113 ----- -0.3 12.Saint Louis ----- 30 ------ 367 ---12.23
13. Southern Miss 117 ------ 411 ---- .285 13.Saint Louis ----909 ----- 1009 ----- -3.3 13.East Carolina--- 27 ------ 329 ---12.19
| 14.East Carolina--119 ------ 427 ---- 279 14.UAB ---------- 1189 ----- 1375 ----- -5.5 14.Houston -------- 28 ------ 302 ---10.79

N 3-POINT FIELD GOAL PCT DEFENSE OFFENSIVE REBOUNDS BLOCKED SHOTS

Team FG EGA Pct Team G Reb. Avg. Team G Blocks Avg/G
E 1. Houston ------- 178 ------ 578 ---- .308 1.Charlotte ------- 29 ------ 425 --- 14.66 1. Memphis ------- 30 -------- 52 ---- 5.07
Vi 2. Louisville ------ 169 ------ 545 ---- 310 2.Memphis ------- 30 ------ 428 --- 14.27 2. South Florida -- 29 ------ 136 ---- 4.69
3. South Florida -192 ------ 610 ---- .315 3.TCU 28 367 ---13.11 3. Louisville ------- 32 - 148 ---- 4.62
I 4. UAB 210 651 ---- .323 4. East Carolina--- 27 ------ 353 --- 13.07 4. Houston -------- 28 --—--- 124 --—-- 443
E 5. Memphis ------ 177 -—-—--- 546 ---- 324 5.Louisville ------- 32 ------ 418 --- 13.06 5. Cincinnati ------ 29 ------ 125 ---- 4.31
W 6. DePaul --------- 186 ------ 573 ---- .325 6. Marquette ------ 33 - 427 ---12.94 6. East Carolina--- 27 ------ 100 ---- 3.70
- 7. Tulane ---------- 187 ------ 576 ---- .325 7.Southern Miss - 29 ------ 375 ---12.93 7. Marquette ------ 33 ------ 117 ---- 3.55
7 8. East Carolina-- 171 ---—--- 524 ---- 326 8.South Florida -- 29 ------ 372 ---12.83 8. Southern Miss - 29 -------- 99 ---- 3.41
= 1 9. Saint Louis ---- 154 ------ 468 ---- .329 9. DePaul ---------- 29 ------ 364 ---12.55 9. Tulane ----------- 31 --—---- 102 ---- 3.29
- % 1 10.Marquette ----- 224 —ee--- 674 ---- 332 10.UAB 34 423 ---12.44 10.UAB 34 99 ---- 291
S 11. Southern Miss 165 ------ 494 ---- 334 11.Cincinnati ------ 29 ------ 353 ---12.17 11. Saint Louis ----- 30 -------- 76 ---- 2.53
5 1 12.TCU 181 541 ---- 335 12.Houston -------- 28 --—--- 327 ---11.68 12.TCU 28 59 ---- 2.11
W .' 13.Cincinnati ----- ik — 494 ---- 348 13. Tulang ----------- 31 ------ 360 ---11.61 13.Charlotte ------- 29 -------- 59 ---- 2.03
= W 14.Charlotte ------ D98 -4 589 ---- .387 14.Saint Louis ----- 30 ------ 263 ---- 8.77 DePaul 29 59 ---- 2.03

. REBOUNDING DEFENSIVE REBOUNDS STEALS
. 1 Team G Reb Avg/G | Team G  Reb. Avg. | Team G Steals Avg/G
B 1. Memphis ------- 30 - 1203 ---- 40.1 1.Houston -------- 28 ------ 727 ---25.96 1. UAB _ 34 394 ---11.59
' 2. TCU -t 28 -----1073 - 38.3 | 2.Memphis ------- e 775 --25.83 | 2. South Florida -- 29 ------ 254 - 8.76
3. Louisville ==----- iy J— 1220 -—-- 38.1 3.South Florida -- 29 ------ 733 --- 25.28 3. Charlotte ------- 28 246 ---- 8.48
4. South Florida -- 29 ----- 1105 ---- 38.1 4.TCU 28 706 --- 25.21 4. Tulane ---------- 31 oo 242 - 181
{0l 5. East Carolina--- 27 ----- 1028 ---- 38.1 5. Louisville ------- 32 - 802 --- 25.06 5.Louisville -------- 32 SF 237 ---- 7.41
L | 6. Charlotte --—---- 29 Sga00 .2 Tl 6.East Carolina--- 27 ------ 675 --- 25.00 6. Memphis ------- G-~ 216 - 7.20
} 7. Southern Miss - 29 ----- 1095 ---- 37.8 7.Southern Miss - 29 ------ 720 --- 24.83 7.TCU 28 194 ---- 6.93
8. Houston -------- 28 -mmm- 1054 ---—- 37.6 8. DePaul ---------- 29 - 711 ---24.52 8.Southern Miss - 29 ------ 184 ---- 6.34
, 9. DePaul ---------—- 29 —e- 1075 - 37.1 9. Marquette ------ 3¢ J— 781 --- 23.67 9.Saint Louis ----- 30 ------ 182 ---- 6.07
S 10. Marquette ----- 33 -----1208 - 36.6 | 10.Tulane ----------- 31 - 730 ---23.55 | 10.Marquette ------ 33 ----e- 198 ---- 6.00
'8 8 11.Cincinnati ------ 29 -----1030 ---- 35.5 | 11.Cincinnati ------ 29 ------ 677 ---23.34 | 11.DePaul ---------- 29 ------ 167 ---- 5.76
L A 15 Tulane ———oeev 31 -----1090 - 35.2 | 12.Charlotte ------- 29 ------ 674 ---23.24 | 12.Cincinnati------ 29 ------ 152 ---- 5.24
(I U]\ P— 34 -----1189 - 35.0 | 13.UAB 34 766 ---22.53 | 13. Houston ------- 28 ------ 146 ---- 5.21
< 14.Saint Louis ----- 30 ------ 909 ---- 30.3 14.Saint Louis ----- 30 ------ 646 --- 21.53 14. East Carolina -- 27 ------ 136 ---- 5.04
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CONFERENCE USA INDIVIDUAL STATISTICS
SCORING THREE-POINT PERCENTAGE
Player, Team G Pts Avg Player, Team G 3P-A Pct
1. Wade, Marquette 33 710 ----- 215 1. Novak, Marquette -------------------- 33 - 55-109 ----- .505
2. Finley, UAB 34 623 ----- 18.3 2. Haywood, Southern Miss ------------ 29 ----- 38- 84 ----- 452
3. Gaines, Louisville 32 574 ----- 17.9 3. Barker, Cincinnati -------------------- 28 ----- 38- 87 ----- 437
4. Blount, TCU 28 495 ----- 17.7 4. Garcia, Louisville ------------=-------- 32 - 57-134 ----- 425
5. Perry, Saint Louis 30 514 ----- 17.1 5. Pjevcevic, Tulang -------------=-------- 29 ----- 34- 80 ----- 425
6. Brown, Charlotte 29 487 ----- 16.8 6. Brown, Louisville --------------------- 30 ----- 31- 74 ----- 419
7. Massie, Memphis 23 384 ----- 16.7 7. Finley, UAB 34 ----- 99-240 ----- 412
8. Santee, TCU 28 455 ----- 16.2 8. Kohn, South Florida ------------------ 29 ----- 71-175 ----- 406
9. McDonald, South Florida 28 446 ----- 15.9 9. Diener- SLU 29 ----- 49-122 ----- 402
10. Stokes, Cincinnati 29 454 ----- 15.7 10. Brown, Charlotte --------------------- 29 ----137-350 ----- 391
11. Hoskin, DePaul 29 453 ----- 15.6
12 . Jackson, Marquette 33 509 ----- 15.4 THREE-POINT FIELD GOALS MADE
13. Truscott, Houston 28 428 ----- 15.3 | Player, Team G 3FG_ Aw/G
14. Gaines, Southern Miss 29 437 - 15.1 1. Brown, Charlotte 29 137 ----- 4.72
15. Marsh, Tulane 27 395 ----- 14.6 2. Williams, Cincinnati 29 85 ----- 2.93
16. Baxter, South Florida 29 422 ==t 14.6 3. Finley, UAB 34 gz~ 2.91
17. Wiley, East Carolina 26 365 St 14.0 4. Blount, TCU 28 77 ----- 2.75
18. Owens, Houston 28 3g0ps 13.9 5. Kohn, South Florida 29 71 ----- 2.45
19. Brown, Tulane 31 AqigrR 13.5 6. Gaines, Louisville 32 75 ----- 2.34
20. Merriex, TCU 27 341 - 12.6 7. Owens, Houston 28 65 ----- 232
8. Santee, TCU 28 64 ----- 2.29
FIELD GOAL PCT (MIN. 3.0 MADE PER GAME) 9. T. Diener, Marquette 33 69 ----- 2.09
Player, Team G FG-ALL Pct | 10. Grice, Memphis 30 60 ----- 2.00
1. Massie, Memphis --------------------- 23 ----151-251 ----- .602
2. Jackson, Marquette ------------------- 33 ----191-343 ----- .557 REBOUNDING
3. Sinville, Tulane 30 ----111-200 ----- .555 Player, Team G Reb Avg.
4. Hoskin, DePaul 29 ----151-279 ----- 541 1. Truscott, Houston 28 315 ----- 11.2
5. Kennedy, UAB 34 ----135-257 ----- 525 2. Massie, Memphis 23 249 ----- 10.8
6. Stone, Louisville 24 - 88-170 ----- 518 3. Gaines, Southern Miss 29 278 9.6
7. Mikulas, East Carolina --------------- 27 ----106-206 ----- 515 4. Brown, DePaul 28 252 9.0
8. Gaines, Southern Mis§ --------------- 29 ----150-292 ----- 514 5. Bing, East Carolina 27 236 8.7
9. McDonald, South Florida ----------- 28 ----169-337 ----- 501 6. Brown, TCU 26 224 8.6
10. Wade, Marquette ---------------------- 33 ----251-501 ----- 501 7. McDonald, South Florida 28 227 8.1
11. B. Brown, Tulane --------------------- 31 ----161-322 ----- .500 8. Myles, Louisville 24 189 7.9
12. Truscott, Houston -------------------- 28 ----161-326 ----- 494 9. Hoskin, DePaul 29 219 7.6
13. Garcia, Louisville -------=------------- 32 ----126-258 ----- 488 10. Jackson, Marquette 33 249 7.5
FREE THROW PCT (Min. 2.0 made per game) OFFENSIVE REBOUNDS
Player, Team G - FT-Att. ------- Pct Player, Team G No. --- Avg/G
1. Blount, TCU 28 ----114-129 ----- .884 1. Truscott, Houston 28 127 ----- 4.54
2. J. Johnson, Southern Miss ----------- 26 ----- 52- 61 ----- .852 2. Massie, Memphis 23 96 ----- 4.17
3. Mikulas, East Carolina --------------- 27 ----- 95-114 ----- .833 3. Gaines, Southern Miss 29 110 ----- 3.79
4. Hoskin, DePaul 29 ----139-169 ----- .822 4. Bing, East Carolina 27 100 ----- 3.70
5. Smith, TCU 27 ----- 69- 84 ----- 821 5 .Jackson, Marquette 33 110 ----- 3.33
6. Spann, Tulane 31 ----- 86-105 ----- .819 6. Brown, DePaul 28 90 ----- 3.21
7. Finley, UAB 34 ----122-149 ----- .819 7. Basden, Charlotte 29 86 ----- 2.97
8. Diener, Marquette -------------------- 33 ----- 74- 91 ----- .813 8. Myles, Louisville 24 68 ----- 2.83
9. Barron, Memphis --------------------- 26 ----- 74- 91 ----- .813 9. Brown, Saint Louis 30 82 ----- 2.73
10. Perry, Saint Louis --------------------- 30 ----128-160 ----- .800 10. Brown, TCU 26 71 - 2.73
11. Jackson, Marquette ------------------- 33 ----127-163 - 779
12. Wade, Marquette 33 ----194-249 ----- 779
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CONFERENCE USA TEAM STATISTICS

DEFENSIVE REBOUNDS STEALS
Player, Team G No. Avg. Player, Team G Steals Avg.
1. Truscott, Houston 28 188 ----- 6.71 1. Bush, UAB 34 106 ----- 3.12
Fo-d 2. Massie, Memphis 23 153 ----- 6.65 2. Wade, Marquette 33 71 ----- 2.15
3. Brown, TCU 26 153 ----- 5.88 3. Basden Eddie, Charlotte 29 61 ----- 2.10
4. Gaines, Southern Miss 29 168 ----- 5.79 4. Kohn, South Florida 29 60 ----- 2.07
5. A.Brown, DePaul 28 162 ----- 5.79 5. Baxter, South Florida 29 58 ----- 2.00
6. McDonald, South Florida 28 160 ----- 5.71 6. Finley, UAB 34 67 ----- 1.97
S 7. Merriex, TCU 27 143 ----- 5.30 7. Gaines, Louisville 32 55 ----- 1.72
E 8. Hoskin, DePaul 29 149 ----- 5.14 8. Eddins, UAB 34 51 ----- 1.50
A 9. Myles, Louisville 24 121 - 5.04 9. Blount, TCU 28 4] ----- 1.46
S 10. Bing, East Carolina 27 136 ----- 5.04 10. Diener, Marquette 33 47 ----- 1.42
@] 11. McGuire, Houston 28 131 ----- 4.68
N 15. Owens, Houston 28 121 - 432 ~ BLOCKED SHOTS
Player, Team G Blocks Avg.
| ASSISTS 1. Badiane, East Carolina 27 62 ----- 2.30
N Player, Team G Assists Avg. 2. Ferguson, Houston 28 49 ----- yE7/5)
1. Kohn, South Florida 29 180 —-- 6.21 3. McGuire, Houston 28 Ao 1.61
R 2. Burks, Memphis 25 140 J2£= 5.60 4. Carney, Memphis 30 46 ----- 1.53
E 3. Diener, Marquette 33 1845855 5.58 5. Stone, Louisville 24 36 ----- 1.50
\V4 4. Santee, TCU 28 140 5.04 6. Maxiell, Cincinnati 29 43 ----- 1.48
| 5. Barker, Cincinnati 28 140 ----- 5.00 7. Morris, South Florida 26 34 ----- 1.31
E 6. Gaines, Louisville 32 159 ----- 4.97 8. Wade, Marquette 33 43 -4 1.30
\\/ 7. Stiggers, Southern Miss 29 13422 4.62 9. Hicks, Cincinnati 26 33 -4 1.27
» 8. Wade, Marquette 33 145P_ 4.39 10. Garcia, Louisville 32 40 ----- 1.25
1 :' 9. Holcomb-Faye, East Carolina 22 95 ----- 4.32
¥, ]":I 10. Fisher, Saint Louis 30 W 3.70
437
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POSTSEASON TOURNAMENTS

. 2003 CONFERENCE USA CONFERENCE USA IN CONFERENCE USA IN 2003
‘ TOURNAMENT RESULTS 2003 NCAA TOURNAMENT OWENS CORNING NIT

FIRST ROUND
(10) South Florida 76, (7) DePaul 74
(6) Tulane 74, (11) Houston 52
(9) UAB 85, (8) Charlotte 71
(12) Southern Miss 63, (5) Cincinnati 61

QUARTERFINALS
(2) Memphis 62, (10) South Florida 56
(3) Louisville 82,(6) Tulane 66
(9) UAB 83, (1) Marquette 76
(4) Saint Louis 69, (12) Southern Miss 56

SEMIFINALS
(3) Louisville 78, (2) Memphis 75
(9) UAB 63, (4) Saint Louis 62

CHAMPIONSHIP
(3) Louisville 83, (9) UAB 78

MIDWEST REGION
First Round
(3) Marquette 72, (14) Holy Cross 68

Second Round
(3) Marquette 101, (6) Missouri 92 (OT)

Semifinal
(3) Marquette 77, (2) Pittsburgh 74

Final
(3) Marquette 83, (1) Kentucky 69

EAST REGION
First Round
(4) Louisville 86, (13) Austin Peay 64

Second Round
(12) Butler 79, (4) Louisville 71

WEST REGION
First Round
(9) Gonzaga 74, (8) Cincinnati 69
(10) Arizona State 84, (7) Memphis 71

FINAL FOUR
Kansas 94, Marquette 61

First Round
UAB 82, Louisiana-Lafayette 80
Minnesota 62, Saint Louis 52
North Carolina 83, DePaul 72

Second Round
UAB 80, Siena 71

Quarterfinals
St. John’s 79, UAB 71
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