2008-09 DIRECTORS’ CUP ALL-SPORTS STANDINGS

How the nation’s top 10 schools, the Big 12 and Texas’ other Division | schools finished in the 2008-09 Learfield Sports Directors’ Cup all-sports standings, presented by the National Association of Collegiate
Directors of Athletics.

Methodology: Division | standings were determined by points awarded in the schools’ 10 top-scoring men’s sports and 10 top-scoring women’s sports. Sports were determined by the final rank in a sport
according to formulas established by NACDA. Points are based on the number of teams qualifying for each sport’s national tournament. Sports without a tournament are scored on a separate scale. A minimum
of five points are awarded to a team that places 65th or better.

Coed points canreplace alower scoreinamen’s or women’s sport. Fencing and skiing were initially counted in the women'’s tally. Either could have moved to the men’s tally if the women scored in more than
their permissible number of sports. Rifle was counted for the gender that had a higher percentage of members on the team.

For the complete list, log on to www.nacda.com.
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1. Stanford 0 0 8 0 54 100 O 0 0 8 64 66 72 0 70 23 8 0 6 0 x 705 0 0 100 8 64 80 64 x 90 725 63 0 0 1455.00
2. North Carolina 78 100 0 X 0 0 0 60 90 48 50 305 435 0 0 28 5 0 0 x 72 45 0 90 0 100 50 54 5 6075 x 50 0 33 0 0 1184.25
3. Florida 64 0 0 100 55 0 0 0 75 5 9 8 0 0 0 5 0 40 0 x 80 0 0 0 64 90 72 64 6075 69 64 0 0 0 0 117275
4. Southern Cal 0 5 0 90 7275 0 0 0 60 100 19 675 70 100 O 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 30 64 0 6 5 0 705 5 90 0 0 0 1137.75
5. Michigan 0 5 26 0 85 9% 25 0 64 72 5 42 x 0 0 66 0 0 42 0 x 593 0 0 38 0 78 49 5 6 72 64 46 0 0 0 1131.80
6. Texas 9 50 0 8 48 0 0 0 0 9 8 675 53 0 0 0 25 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 5 5 7 5 8 75 8 0 0 0 0 1105.50
7. Galifornia 0 25 30 49 22 80 0 0 64 8 25 645 47 0 0 0 64 0 0 0 475 0 0 0 9% 25 64 100 9 32 0 73 0 0 0 0 1072.00
8. Virginia 78 0 48 0 465 0 0 8 5 69 73 245 245 0 0 40 5 0 22 60 705 0 0 25 8 64 0 645 5 0 365 0 0 0 0 0 1059.00
9. Louisiana State 100 50 0 45 395 0 0 0 0 46 5 8 75 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 645 735 0 0 0 25 50 585 50 735 735 25 0 0 0 0 1029.00
10. Ohio State 50 25 0 66 49 64 25 0 50 615 90 0 X X 0 9 o6 0 0 0 50 53 0 0 49 0 6 49 25 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 1015.80
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13. Texas A&M 25 50 14 0 100 O 0 0 0 645 64 69 100 O 0 0 o4 0 0 0 42 0 0 0 0 73 25 705 25 90 100 O 0 0 0 0 976.00
29. Oklahoma 50 7 0 7 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 5 4 0 0 43 8 0 0 0 0 675 0 0 0 0 25 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 656.50
31. Nebraska 0 0 0 45 0 37 0 0 0 0 0 735 5 0 0 8 0 100 24 0 0 5.3 0 0 0 0 25 0 0 45 115 8 0 0 0 0 639.30
33. Baylor 25 0 0 0 325 0 0 0 0 0 73 735 53 0 0 0 64 0 36 0 30 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 73 21 6675 0 0 0 0 0 61175
35. Oklahoma State 50 50 66 56 7275 0 0 0 0 0 25 0 47 0 0 585 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60525
36. Missouri 25 73 0 585 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 535 45 0 0 72 0 0 0 0 0 53 0 0 0 5 73 46 0 12 195 0 0 0 0 0 58530
57. Texas Tech 0 0 0 645 505 0 0 0 0 0 25 63 5 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6825 425 0 0 0 0 0 387.75
58. lowa State 0 0 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 40 0 0 8 73 0 0 0 0 53 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 58 73 0 0 0 0 376.10
69. Colorado 0 0 5 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 0 25 0 0 0 5 425 0 0 0 0 90 30150
72.Kansas 50 64 0 45 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 39 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 34 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 282.00
77.Kansas State 5 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 6225 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 58 25 0 0 0 0 255.05
OTHER TEXAS SCHOOLS BB BK (C FB GF GM HK LC SC SwW TN ITK OTK VB WP WR BK BW (¢ FH GF GM IH LC RW SC SB SW TN ITK OTK VB WP FN RF SK TOTALS
4.7 64 0 0 72 6 0 0 0 0 0 25 0 5 0 0 0 25 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 5 39 0 0 0 73 0 52800
604. Rice 64 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 495 47 0 0 0 0 0 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 195 25 0 0 0 0 326.00
87. SMU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 34 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 550 0 195 0 0 0 0 0 208.50
128. Houston 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 295 0 0 0 0 0 131.50
T153. Texas State 25 0 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100.00
170. UTEP 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 305 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 475 0 0 0 0 0 78.00

172. Lamar 0 0 0 0 395 0 0 0 0 0 0 1063 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 0 0 0 0 75.13

189. Stephen F. Austin 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 365 0 0 0 0 0 0 61.50

198. UT-Arlington 0 0 0 0 275 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 52.50

217. Texas A&M-CC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 0 86 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45.60

T229. UT-San Antonio 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1063 0 0 0 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35.63

T235. Prairie View A&M 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25.00

T235. Sam Houston St. 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25.00

x-indicates points were scored but not counted toward the total because the school scored in more than 10 sports for that gender.
North Texas, Texas Southern and UT-Pan American did not finish 65th or better in any sport and did not receive any points in the rankings.



