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With ‘The Quest For The Best’ premiere date quickly approaching, I figured now would be the 
perfect time to explain the new stat I created for this series, ‘Adjusted Osaki Score.’ 

What the hell is ‘Adjusted Osaki Score?’ 

Adjusted Osaki Score (AOS) is a quantitative counting statistic that seeks to measure an NBA 
player's career accolade achievements.  AOS factors in player career accomplishments such as 
MVPs, All-star appearances, All-NBA teams, scoring titles, etc., and assigns a certain weight to 
each accolade based on the overall significance of the accomplishment.  For instance, being 
selected to an All-NBA Second Team is worth 1.5 points, so someone like Patrick Ewing would 
earn 9 points in this category since he has been selected to an All-NBA Second Team 6 times in 
his career.  By adding up the points from each category and calculating the sum total, you get a 
player's 'Adjusted Osaki Score.’ 

Does this corny ass stat even work? 

Short answer: yes, the ‘corny ass stat’ that I invented and tested in my ‘lair’ does work.  Long 
answer: while the players who finish highest all-time in this statistic are arguably some of the 
greatest of all time (more on that later), I feel that this stat (like most statistics) works best when 
comparing players from the same era as not all accolades have been equally available to all 
players throughout NBA history.  For example, the NBA did not start handing out the Defensive 
Player of the Year award until the 1982-1983 NBA season.   



Another thing worth mentioning is that even when using the stat to compare players from the 
same era, AOS is not without its limitations.  The statistic slightly overrates players who racked 
up a lot of defensive accolades (which, as we will learn in The Quest For The Best, does not 
necessarily equate to being an impactful defensive player) and guys who either chased rings at 
the end of their career or played a minimal role on dynastic championship-contending teams.   

The stat also underrates guys whose teams lacked playoff success during their prime years.  To 
illustrate some of the strengths and weaknesses of AOS, I think it's best if we add some visuals to 
the equation (all pun intended). 

Players From 2010s (With at Least 10 Completed Career Seasons) 

Listed on the above chart are some of the best players from the 2010s (and James Jones), along 
with their respective Adjusted Osaki Score.  As you can see, LeBron James finishes leaps and 
bounds ahead of everyone else from this era; part of this stems from his unmatched longevity, 
and part of this is just because he’s an actual God amongst men.  This chart also lets you see 
what I am talking about regarding the stat’s weaknesses.  Jones and Noah are probably both not 
better all-time players than Griffin (I really don’t know why I’m saying ‘probably’ in the case of 
James Jones) but score higher in this metric because one was a more defensively-slanted player 
(the latter), while the other was a longtime member of the ‘LeBron Crony Community’ (the 
former).  You can also see that Anthony is probably a little undervalued by this measure because 
he has never been a part of a team that made it to the NBA Finals.  With that being said, all 

Player Name NBA Years Adjusted Osaki Score

LeBron James 2003-2021 205.5

Kevin Durant 2007-2021 95.5

Stephen Curry 2009-2021 77

James Harden 2009-2021 64

Chris Paul 2005-2021 63.5

Russell Westbrook 2008-2021 38.5

Carmelo Anthony 2003-2021 16

Derrick Rose 2008-2021 13

James Jones 2003-2017 13

Joakim Noah 2007-2020 12

Blake Griffin 2010-2021 10.5



things considered, one could make the case that AOS provides a pretty accurate all-time ranking 
of these 11 players (with the obvious exception being James Jones), at least in an ordinal sense. 

Why does AOS matter? 

In his novel NBA’s 50 Greatest Basketball Players of All-Time, Johnny Osaki (*lightbulb flashes 
in readers head* ohhhh, that’s why it’s called that) writes that: 

“There are many ways to evaluate player greatness, and of course, winning a championship in a 
lot of people’s eyes, weighs in the heaviest.  But as I will mention throughout the book, 
individual contributions to the team’s success are what I believe define a player’s legacy.  And 
many of those contributions are measured by a player’s individual statistics (and accolades), 
awards and honors, and intangibles.” 

What I think that Osaki is getting at here with this statement is that basketball is a team game and 
that no individual player can carry a team to a championship on his lonesome, so using rings as 
the sole basis for ranking players severely limits your analysis.  Instead, you need to consider the 
totality of a players’ body of work when evaluating their overall standing in the all-time 
basketball pantheon.  That is what AOS hopes to achieve. 

Another interesting wrinkle about the stat is it functions as a solid indicator of the basketball 
community’s psychological perception of these players and their standing amongst their peers.  
Since the stat is based heavily on awards voted on by human beings, it is fair to say that by 
looking at it, one can achieve at least some understanding of a player's pedigree within the 
league. 

How should you use AOS? 

Unfortunately, AOS is not the legendary one-number metric that perfectly ranks players in order 
from best to worst that statisticians have spent decades searching for.  It’s simply another statistic 
that can be factored into your evaluation of a particular player.  As we will learn in The Quest 
For The Best series (my throw-in ads are just flat-out pathetic at this point), there is no singularly 
perfect method for ranking players.  Rather, the most accurate and thorough analysis involves an 
intersectionality of various player evaluation philosophies. 

Final Note 

To close, I want to leave you all with one interesting finding from my analysis.  While I 
mentioned earlier that AOS works best when comparing players from the same era, I did find 
that this stat does a better job than most basic advanced stats at projecting the best players in 
NBA history.  The chart below shows the top ten all-time in Adjusted Osaki Score and the top ten 
in three of the most commonly cited advanced stats (Player Efficiency Rating (PER), Win 
Shares, and Basketball Reference’s Box Plus-Minus).  For practicality sake, I only included the 



AOS values for these players since the other statistics listed here are widely accessible to the 
general public.  Please keep in mind that this does not reflect my personal top ten. 

*- player is still active, subject to change 

Which stat provides the most reasonable top ten all-time? 

I will be publishing the Adjusted Osaki Scores for all of the players I tracked on 
hoopheadspod.com after the conclusion of my limited series.

Adjusted Osaki Score PER Win Shares Box Plus-Minus

Michael Jordan - 225.5 Michael Jordan Kareem Abdul-Jabbar Michael Jordan

Kareem Abdul-Jabbar - 215.5 LeBron James* Wilt Chamberlain LeBron James*

LeBron James - 205.5* Anthony Davis* LeBron James* Magic Johnson

Bill Russell - 173 Shaquille O'Neal Karl Malone David Robinson

Tim Duncan - 154.5 David Robinson Michael Jordan Chris Paul*

Kobe Bryant - 153 Wilt Chamberlain  John Stockton James Harden*

Earvin Johnson - 148.5 Bob Pettit Tim Duncan Larry Bird

Wilt Chamberlain - 141.5 Kevin Durant* Dirk Nowitzki John Stockton

Shaquille O'Neal - 130 Chris Paul* Kevin Garnett Kawhi Leonard*

Larry Bird - 129.5 James Harden* Oscar Robertson Kevin Durant*


