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Please note this is the second and final edition of the 2009 NCAA Convention Division III Legislative 

Proposals Question and Answer Guide.  Information that differs or that has been added since the 

publication of the first edition of this guide appear shaded in gray.  Any additional questions that arise 

beyond December 10, 2008, and need to be shared with the membership will be published in the 

parliamentary procedures document that is distributed at Convention. 
 

Understanding how to read the NCAA Division III Official Notice. 
 

1. How to read the NCAA Division III Legislative Proposals.  When reviewing legislative 

proposals, it is important to note that:  
 

a. The letters and words that appear in italics are letters and words in the current NCAA 

Division III rule that would be deleted with the adoption of the proposal;  
 

b. The letters and words that appear in bold face are letters and words that would be added 

with the adoption of the proposal; and  
 

c. The letters and words that appear in normal text are letters and words in the current 

Division III rule that would remain unchanged with the adoption of the proposal.  
 

 

2. What appears in the White Pages of the Official Notice?  
 

 The white pages of the official notice contain the legislative proposals that will be voted 

on individually at the NCAA Division III business session.  Anticipated questions and 

answers related to each of the proposals appearing in the white pages are contained in the 

question and answer section.  
 

 

3. What appears in the Blue Pages of the Official Notice?  
 

The blue pages of the official notice contain three types of legislative proposals. The 

proposals appearing in the blue pages have already been adopted by the authority of the 

NCAA Division III Management Council.  These proposals have an immediate effective 

date from the time of adoption.  These groups of proposals will be ratified by the NCAA 

Division III membership during the Division III business session.  If a delegate objects to 

the incorporation of any one of these legislative proposals, that objection should be raised 

prior to the ratification of the package of proposals.  It is preferred that any delegate 

intending to raise an objection also inform a member of the academic and membership 

affairs staff of that intent before the Division III business session.  The Division III 

membership would then vote on the proposal in question via a separate action.   
 

The question and answer document does not address proposals that are included in the 

blue pages. This year, however, the blue pages include an “additional information” 

section with each proposal that provides additional clarification regarding the proposal.  
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b. The three types of legislation contained within the blue pages are listed below.  
 

(1) Interpretations to be incorporated in the 2009-10 NCAA Division III Manual.  

These interpretations have already been accepted by the membership and the 

ratification of the proposals, during the business session, is in order for them to 

be included as text in the 2009-10 and subsequent manuals.  
 

(2) Noncontroversial legislation adopted by the Management Council.  These 

proposals constitute all of the noncontroversial legislative changes that the 

Management Council has adopted during the past year.  The Management 

Council is permitted to adopt such legislation if it is noncontroversial and 

necessary in the normal and orderly administration of the Association‟s 

legislation.  
 

(3) Modifications of wording.  These proposals are modifications to current 

legislation that have been shown to be consistent with the intent of the 

membership in adopting the current legislation.  In order to approve such a 

change, the Management Council has determined that sufficient documentation 

and testimony exists to establish clearly that the original wording of the 

legislation requires modification in order to better reflect the original intent.   
 
 

Video series detailing 2009 Convention Proposals 

The membership services staff has created a three-part educational video series designed to assist the 

membership in understanding the legislative content of the 2009 convention proposals prior to voting. 

The video series details some specifics with the proposals that will be voted upon and provides the 

membership with a tutorial on how to read and understand Division III proposals and properly utilize all 

of the resources available in preparation for the 2009 Convention.   
 

The video series can be found on the Division III homepage by clicking on „education and compliance 

resources‟ and then on „video education‟.   
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Questions and Answers 

2009 NCAA Convention Division III Legislative Proposals 
 

Official Notice Number:  1  
 

Title:  PLAYING AND PRACTICE SEASONS -- FOREIGN TOURS -- SANCTIONED OUTSIDE 

TEAM TOURS  

Source:  NCAA Division III Presidents Council [Management Council (Interpretations and Legislation 

Committee)].  

Intent:  To establish limits on the number of student-athletes from the same member institution who may 

participate on an outside team tour without requiring the tour to be certified as an institutional tour, as 

specified.  

Effective Date:  Immediate; contracts signed before April 15, 2008, for future outside team tours may be 

honored in accordance with the previous rule.  
 

Question: How would this proposal change the current rule? 

Answer: This proposal reinstitutes limits for the number of student-athletes from the same 

institution that may participate together on a sanctioned outside team foreign tour.  The 

current rule states that an institution will not be charged the once in three year foreign 

tour opportunity so long as the outside team consists of student-athletes from more than 

one institution.  This proposal would reinstate specific number limits on the student-

athletes from the same institution that may go on a sanctioned outside team foreign tour, 

before that tour would count as the once in three-year opportunity for the institution.   
 

Question: Why does the effective date allow for contracts signed before April 15, 2008, (for future 

tours) to be honored under the previous standard? 

Answer: April 15, 2008, was the date that the Division III Management Council agreed to sponsor 

this proposal.  Because the new standard is more restrictive, the effective date was done 

in this way to prevent abuses by schools that were aware of the potential change and 

could have signed contracts to legally bind them to impermissible tours for the future.  It 

should be noted that the legislative relief waiver process would continue to be available 

for any schools that might have signed contracts in good faith and without knowledge of 

the potential change. 
 

Question: Are coaches allowed to coach their student-athletes on outside team tours, outside the 

playing season? 

Answer: Coaches are not permitted to coach their student-athletes outside the playing season 

subject to a few very limited exceptions.  Two of those exceptions are:  (1) foreign team 

tours that may occur once every three years; and (2) sanctioned outside team foreign 

tours, which may occur every year.  This proposal addresses the exception for sanctioned 

outside team foreign tours, and establishes that for the exception to apply the number of 

student-athletes from the same institution that participate on the sanctioned outside team 

foreign tour may not exceed those limits set forth in the proposal.   
 

Question: What is an example of a sanctioned outside team foreign tour?   

Answer: An example of a sanctioned outside team foreign tour would be a conference all-star 

team, competing internationally.  Under the proposal, these tours would still be 

permissible and could occur every year, but the number of student-athletes from the same 

institution that participate on the tour could not exceed the limits established in the 

proposal.   
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Question: Under this proposal, if a team includes more than the maximum limits of student-athletes 

from the same institution but does not have any involvement from the institution‟s 

athletics staff, would an institution be charged the once in three year foreign tour 

opportunity? 

Answer: Yes.  If for example an outside team that included three basketball players from the same 

institution played in a foreign outside team tour, then that tour would count as the 

institution‟s once in three year institutional foreign tour, even if no member of the 

institution‟s athletics staff was involved with the team.    
 

Question: If the number of student-athletes from the same institution exceeds the number prescribed 

in the proposal, is there a violation? 

Answer: There would only be a violation if the institution has taken another institutional foreign 

tour within the three-year window.  If the institution did not take an additional foreign 

tour within the three-year window, then there would not be a violation.  
 

Question: Why are the specific limits for the particular sports set as they are in the proposal?   

Answer: The limits set forth in the proposal are the same limits that formerly existed, and which 

are the current rule in both NCAA Division I and II.  With a few exceptions, these limits 

generally represent half (rounding down) of a starting lineup in the particular sport.  
 

Question: Are the limits student-athlete specific?  For example, could a coach take a team that 

includes the same four baseball student-athletes each year on a foreign tour? 

Answer: The limits are not student-athlete specific.  In the example provided, the coach could take 

the same four baseball student-athletes each year on a foreign tour.   
 

 

Official Notice Number:  2 
 

Title:  PLAYING AND PRACTICE SEASONS -- ATHLETICALLY RELATED ACTIVITIES -- 

SPECIFIC WORKOUT PROGRAMS  

Source:  NCAA Division III Presidents Council [Management Council (Playing and Practice Seasons 

Subcommittee)]. 

Intent:  To specify that an institutional staff member may design a voluntary individual-specific workout 

program for a student-athlete, but may not conduct the individual‟s workout outside the declared playing 

season.  

Effective Date:  Immediate. 
 

Question: How would this proposal change the current rule? 

Answer: This proposal would allow the workout programs given to the student-athletes to be 

tailored to each student-athlete‟s specific needs, including specific exercises for specific 

days, which is currently not permitted under the current rule.  However, like the current 

rule, the workout program would still have to be voluntary, which prohibits the student-

athlete from reporting back to the coach.  Similarly, like the current rule, athletics staff 

may design the workout regimen and provide the details of that workout to the student-

athlete, but they may not conduct the workout. 
 

Question: Under this proposal, will the athletics staff be permitted to provide specific workouts to 

incoming student-athletes (freshman and transfers)? 

Answer: Yes.  Currently there is a May 3, 2007, official interpretation which states that any 

necessary pre-enrollment information not provided to all prospective student-athletes 
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regarding orientation, academics, workout and conditioning activities may be provided to 

a prospective student-athlete after the prospective student-athlete‟s paid acceptance of the 

institution‟s written offer of admission and/or financial aid.  This interpretation would not 

change in the allowance for providing the information.  What would change under this 

proposal is the type of information that could be provided.  Currently, it is only possible 

to provide general information; however, the proposal would allow the institution to 

provide a tailored workout program to that incoming student-athlete. 
 

Question: Does this proposal change the requirement that out of season workouts be voluntary?  

Answer: No.  Under both the current rule and under the proposal, the workout would still have to 

be voluntary and satisfy the requirements set forth in NCAA Bylaw 17.02.13 listed 

below. 
 

In order for any athletically related activity to be considered “voluntary,” all of the 

following conditions must be met: 
 

a. The student-athlete must not be required to report back to a coach or other 

athletics department staff member (e.g., strength coach, athletics trainer, 

manager) any information related to the activity.  In addition, no athletics 

department staff member who observes the activity (e.g., strength coach, athletics 

trainer, manager) may report back to the student-athlete‟s coach any information 

related to the activity; 
 

b. The activity must be initiated solely by the student-athlete.  Neither the 

institution nor any athletics department staff member may require the student-

athlete to participate in the activity at any time; 
 

c. The student-athlete‟s attendance and participation in the activity (or lack thereof) 

may not be recorded for the purposes of reporting such information to coaching 

staff members or other student-athletes; and 
 

d. The student-athlete may not be subjected to penalty if he or she elects not to 

participate in the activity.  In addition, neither the institution nor any athletics 

department staff member may provide recognition or incentives (e.g., awards) to 

a student-athlete based on his or her attendance or performance in the activity. 
 
 

Official Notice Number:  3 
  

Title:  PLAYING AND PRACTICE SEASONS -- PRESEASON PRACTICE -- TRADITIONAL 

SEGMENT -- CROSS COUNTRY, FIELD HOCKEY, GOLF, RUGBY, SOCCER, TENNIS AND 

WOMEN‟S VOLLEYBALL  

Source:  New Jersey Athletic Conference and City University of New York Athletic Conference. 

Intent:  In cross country, field hockey, golf, rugby, soccer, tennis and women‟s volleyball, to establish 

the date of August 15 as the first permissible date for preseason practice.  

Effective Date:  August 1, 2009. 
 

Question: Would the date set forth in the proposal apply to all institutions regardless of the 

institutional calendar? 

Answer: Yes.  This proposal would standardize the first permissible practice date for fall sports 

other than football for all Division III institutions.   
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Question: Under the proposal, are institutions required to start on the 15th of August? 

Answer: No.  This proposal establishes the first permissible practice start date, it is not a required 

start date.   
 

Question: Does this proposal change the first permissible date for a contest in any of these sports? 

Answer: No.  This proposal only addresses the first permissible date for practice and does not 

change the first permissible contest date.  
 

Question: Under this proposal, how much earlier will practice be permitted to occur as opposed to 

the current rule?   

Answer: Since the current practice opportunities formula is tied to the first date of competition and 

the first date of classes, this answer is dependent on the specific institutional calendar.  

The following are some examples of how this could practically affect an institutions 

starting date:  
 

First Permissible Practice Dates for the next four years 

(Assuming conduct contest on first permissible contest date) 

Year Under the proposal  

(start of classes and first 

contest are irrelevant) 

Under current rule if 

classes start the third 

Monday of August 

Under current rule if 

classes start the fourth 

Monday of August 

Under current rule if 

classes start after first 

contest date 

2009 Saturday - August 15 Friday - August 14 Tuesday - August 18 Wednesday - August 19 

2010 Sunday - August 15 Saturday - August 14 Wednesday - August 

18 

Thursday - August 19 

2011 Monday - August 15 Saturday - August 13 Wednesday - August 

17 

Friday - August 19. 

2012 Wednesday - August 

15 

Thursday - August 16 Saturday - August 18 Saturday - August 18 

 

Question: How does this proposal affect how many times a team may practice before the first 

contest? 

Answer: Under the current rule, the practice opportunities formula which is used to determine the 

first permissible practice date, does not dictate how many times an institution may 

practice on a particular day.  It is only used to determine the first permissible practice 

date.  The proposal, like the current rule, does not regulate how many times a team may 

practice on a particular day but rather only regulates when a team may begin practice.  

For the sports that are affected by this proposal, there are no bylaws that regulate the 

number of practices, either per day or per week that may be conducted.   
 

Question: Does this proposal change when institutions bring student-athletes in to issue equipment 

and take team pictures? 

Answer: The proposal does not change the legislation that permits institutions to issue equipment 

and take team pictures the day before the first permissible practice date.  If the proposal 

were adopted, institutions could issue equipment and take team pictures August 14th of 

each year.  As with the current Sunday exception, if August 14th were to fall on a 

Sunday, institutions could issue equipment and take team pictures Saturday the 13th. 
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Question: Does this proposal change the first permissible practice date for the sport of football? 

Answer: No.  For the sport of football institutions will still calculate the first permissible practice 

date using the practice opportunities formula. 
 

Question: Under this proposal, is the playing season extended? 

Answer: No.  The playing season for fall sports is still limited by 18 weeks.  The proposal does not 

change that limitation.   If teams were not conducting a full 18-week schedule, this could 

result in a practical extension of the playing season.     
 

 

Official Notice Number:  4  
 

Title:  PLAYING AND PRACTICE SEASONS -- ICE HOCKEY -- PRESEASON PRACTICE -- 

OCTOBER 15  

Source:  NCAA Division III Presidents Council [Management Council (Championships Committee)].  

Intent:  In ice hockey, to specify that an institution shall not commence practice sessions before October 

15.  

Effective Date:  August 1, 2009.  
 

Question: Does this proposal seek to modify the preseason practice date for both men‟s and 

women‟s ice hockey? 

Answer: Yes. 
 

Question: Under this proposal what would institutions be permitted to do between the start of 

school and October 15th? 

Answer: The period between the beginning of school and the start of preseason practice (October 

15th under this proposal) would be considered out of season.  Under both the current rule 

and the proposal, athletically related activity is impermissible out of season.  This 

proposal changes when the institution may first start preseason practice.   
 

Question: How would this proposal affect the length of the playing season?   

Answer: The playing season is still limited to 19 weeks, and that would not change under this 

proposal.  What would be modified under the proposal is the window of time within 

which the 19-week season could be conducted.  This window of time is impacted under 

the proposal because institutions would no longer be permitted to conduct any portion of 

the 19-week season from the start of school until October 15
th
, as it could under the 

current rule.   
 

Question: Does the proposal affect the number of permissible contests? 

Answer: This proposal does not increase or decrease the maximum contest limits.    
 

Question: Would this proposal change the first permissible contest date?  

Answer: The current rule is that in the sport of hockey, the first permissible contest date is 

identified as being the same as the first permissible practice date, which is September 7
th
 

or the first day of classes whichever is earlier.  If adopted, this proposal would maintain 

that the first permissible contest date would be the same as the first permissible practice 

date which would be October 15
th
 under the proposal.  Clarification of this point can be 

found in the Convention program, which includes a revision to the Official Notice noting 

the change of the first permissible contest date to October 15 as part of this proposal.    
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Official Notice Number: 5  
 

Title:  PLAYING AND PRACTICE SEASONS -- GENERAL PLAYING SEASON REGULATIONS -- 

REQUIRED DAYS OFF -- ALL SPORTS -- CONFERENCE AND POSTSEASON TOURNAMENTS  

Source:  Wisconsin Intercollegiate Athletic Conference and Capital Athletic Conference Inc.  

Intent:  To specify that an institution is not required to provide student-athletes one day off per week 

during conference championships or postseason tournaments. 

Effective Date:  August 1, 2009.  
 

Question: Under the proposal, if the conference tournament or post-season tournament occurred 

during portions of two or more of the institution‟s designated weeks, would the institution 

be required to provide a day off in any of these weeks? 

Answer: No.  Under the current rule, the institution is required to provide a day off during each 

designated week of the playing season.  It does not have to be the same day off each 

week but it has to occur at some point during the designated week.  Under this proposal, 

if any portion of a conference tournament or post-season tournament occurs during any 

portion of the institution‟s designated week then the institution would not be required to 

provide a day off during that week. 
 

Question: In the week of a post-season event, may an institution provide a day off? 

Answer: Yes.  This is permissive legislation that allows an exception to the day off requirement.  

The institution would have the discretion of whether or not to use the exception or 

provide a day off during the week of a post-season event.   
 

Question:  Does this proposal permit teams that participate in multiple conference tournaments to 

exempt the day off requirement for each of those tournaments? 

Answer:  It is the intent of the sponsor that the exception applies to only one tournament.  

Therefore, if an institution has a team that participates in two conference tournaments, 

(e.g., their conference championship and the Eastern College Athletic Conference 

championship), the day off exception would only apply during one of those tournaments.   
 

Question:  For purposes of this proposal what type of tournaments are considered “postseason 

tournaments?” 

Answer: For purposes of this proposal, “postseason tournaments” are tournaments, including 

conference tournaments that occur within the declared playing season and involve 

competition after the close of the regular season.  This exception would only apply to one 

postseason tournament, including a conference tournament.  In addition, the exception of 

the day off requirement for the NCAA tournament would also continue to exist.  As such, 

it would not be permissible to use this exception for both a conference tournament and a 

tournament such as the National Christian College Athletic Association (NCCAA) 

postseason tournament.  



2009 NCAA Division III Convention Legislative Proposals 

   Question and Answer Guide 

Page No. 9 

_________ 

 

 

 

 

 

Official Notice Number:  6  

 

Title:  ELIGIBILITY -- CRITERIA FOR DETERMINING SEASON OF ELIGIBILITY -- MINIMUM 

AMOUNT OF PARTICIPATION -- COMPETITION DURING THE NONTRADITIONAL  

SEGMENT -- BASEBALL, FIELD HOCKEY, LACROSSE, SOCCER, SOFTBALL AND WOMEN‟S 

VOLLEYBALL  

Source:  Massachusetts State College Athletic Conference and Allegheny Mountain Athletic Conference.  

Intent:  In the sports of baseball, field hockey, lacrosse, soccer, softball and women‟s volleyball, to 

specify that a season of participation shall not be counted when a student-athlete participates in the one 

date of competition during the nontraditional segment.  

Effective Date:  August 1, 2009. 
 

Question: Why are these sports the only ones that this proposal would impact? 

Answer: The sports of baseball, field hockey, lacrosse, soccer, softball and women‟s volleyball are 

the only sports that have a legislated limit of one date of competition during the 

nontraditional segment.  Other sports allow for more competition during the 

nontraditional segment. 
 

Question: How does this proposal differ from the current rule regarding participation during the 

nontraditional segment? 

Answer: Per Bylaw 14.2.4.1 a student-athlete may practice during the nontraditional segment 

without using a season of participation.  If, however, that student-athlete competes during 

the one date of competition during the nontraditional segment, that student-athlete would 

use a season of participation.  This proposal would allow student-athletes in the sports of 

baseball, field hockey, lacrosse, soccer, softball and women‟s volleyball, to practice 

throughout the nontraditional segment (as they currently are allowed to do) and permit 

the student-athlete to compete in the one permissible date of competition during the 

nontraditional segment without using a season of participation.  
 

Question: Under this proposal, would student-athletes in sports that permit multiple contests or 

dates of competition in the nontraditional segment (e.g., tennis, golf) to compete without 

using a season of participation? 

Answer: No.  This proposal would only apply to those sports that are specifically limited to the 

one date of competition during the nontraditional segment which is only the sports of 

baseball, field hockey, lacrosse, soccer, softball and women‟s volleyball.  
 

Question: Under this proposal would a student-athlete use a season of participation if they 

competed in an alumni contest conducted during the nontraditional segment?   

Answer: It depends.  In the sports of baseball, field hockey, lacrosse, soccer, softball and women‟s 

volleyball, the alumni contest is the only contest that may exempted during the 

nontraditional segment (The alumni contest, however, must count as one of the 

permissible 16 days of athletically related activity).  If the institution chooses to use this 

exemption and conducts the alumni contest in addition to the one permissible date of 

competition, the student-athlete could not participate in the alumni contest without using 

a season of participation. If the institution‟s only contest during the nontraditional 

segment is the alumni contest, and the institution conducts that contest in compliance 

with the legislative restrictions applicable to the one permissible date of competition, then 

the student-athlete may compete in the contest without using a season of participation.  
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Official Notice Number:  7  
 

Title:  DIVISION MEMBERSHIP -- DEFINITIONS AND APPLICATIONS -- EMERGING SPORTS 

FOR WOMEN -- REMOVAL OF ARCHERY, BADMINTON, SYNCHRONIZED SWIMMING, 

TEAM HANDBALL FROM LIST OF EMERGING SPORTS FOR WOMEN AND ADDITION OF 

EQUESTRIAN TO LIST OF EMERGING SPORTS FOR WOMEN  

Source:  NCAA Division III Presidents Council [Management Council (Committee on Women‟s 

Athletics)].  

Intent:  In Parts A, B, D, E, F, G, H and J of the proposal, to remove archery, badminton, synchronized 

swimming and team handball as emerging sports for women and to eliminate other specified legislation 

associated with these sports, as specified; further, in Parts C and I of the proposal, to add equestrian as an 

emerging sport for women.  

Effective Date:  August 1, 2009.  
 

Question: What is the NCAA emerging sport for women program? 

Answer: The NCAA Committee on Women‟s Athletics (CWA) is charged with identifying and 

managing progress of emerging sports for women.  An emerging sport is a women‟s sport 

recognized by the NCAA that is intended to help schools provide more athletics 

opportunities for women and help that sport achieve NCAA championship status.  

Additional information about the NCAA emerging sport for women programs, including 

the policies and procedures, is located through www.ncaa.org/gender equity.    
 

 When the NCAA adopted the recommendations of the Gender-Equity Task Force in 

1994, one of the recommendations was the creation of the list of emerging sports for 

women.  Nine sports were on that first list.  In the past 14 years, some have become 

championship sports (rowing, ice hockey, water polo and bowling), while others have 

been added to the list.  Bylaws require that emerging sports must gain championship 

status (minimum 40 varsity NCAA programs for individual sports and 28 Division III 

varsity programs for team sports) within 10 years or show steady progress toward that 

goal to remain on the list.  Institutions are allowed to use emerging sports to help meet 

the membership minimum sports-sponsorship requirements.  
 

 

Removal of archery, badminton, synchronized swimming and team handball from the list of 

emerging sports for women. 

 

 

Question: How many institutions currently sponsor archery, badminton, team handball or 

synchronized swimming? 

Answer: The historical sponsorship data for these specific sports is as follows: 
 

 

http://www.ncaa.org/gender
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Year 

Number of Schools Sponsoring as Varsity 

Archery Badminton 
Team 

Handball 
Synchronized Swimming 

2001 3 3 0 9 

2002 3 4 0 9 

2003 3 4 0 8 

2004 3 3 0 8 

2005 3 3 0 8 

2006 2 3 0 8 

2007 1 2 0 8 

2008 1 2 0 8 
 

 

Question: If archery, badminton, team handball and synchronized swimming are removed from the 

NCAA emerging sport for women list, may an institution still offer the sport as varsity? 

Answer: Yes.  If the proposal is adopted and the four identified sports are no longer considered an 

emerging sport for women, an institution may still elect to conduct the sport as a varsity 

sport. 
 

Question: If archery, badminton, team handball and synchronized swimming are removed from the 

NCAA emerging sport for women list, may an institution still use any of those sports to 

meet their membership requirements? 

Answer: Per NCAA Division III Bylaw 20.11.3.1.1, an institution may submit a waiver to request 

approval to designate one sport involving all-male or mixed teams of males and females 

and one sport involving all-female teams to meet the divisions sports sponsorship criteria.  

The waiver may be filed for sports that the Association does not offer a championship or 

is identified as an emerging sport for women. 
 

Question: If archery, badminton, team handball and synchronized swimming are removed from the 

NCAA emerging sport for women list but an institution still offers the sport at the varsity 

level, may the participants still be counted for gender equity purposes? 

Answer: Yes. 
 

Question: In the future, if interest or participation increases, may archery, badminton, team handball 

or synchronized swimming request reconsideration for inclusion on the emerging sport 

for women list? 

Answer: Yes.  If a sport is removed from the list, 12 months after being removed from the list by a 

vote of the membership, the sport may submit a new request to the Committee on 

Women‟s Athletics to be added back on the list.  A request to get back on the list must 

include 15-commitment letters signed by presidents and athletics directors in addition to 

the same documentation required for any sport requesting to be added to the list.  Each 

division must take legislative action to add or remove a sport to/from the list of emerging 

sports for the women.  
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Addition of equestrian to the list of emerging sports for women. 
 

Question: What is the current sponsorship of equestrian in Division III? 

Answer: NCAA members report varsity sponsorship of equestrian that has averaged  

42 institutions, including Division III members, over the past eight years.  While no 

Division III school was required to identify equestrian as a varsity sport on their campus, 

the NCAA has received reports with the following sponsorship results: 
 

Year 
Number of Schools Sponsoring as Varsity 

Equestrian 

 
Division III Divisions I & II Overall 

2001 31 16 47 

2002 28 18 46 

2003 26 18 44 

2004 23 18 41 

2005 21 17 38 

2006 24 21 45 

2007 14 24 38 

2008 14 24 38 
 

 

If the division adds equestrian to the list of emerging sports, the first opportunity for 

reporting the number of schools treating the sport as varsity would come after the 

summer 2009 sports sponsorship report submissions. 
 

Question: If a school chooses to have a varsity equestrian team, can it also sponsor a separate non-

varsity team that participates in non-NCAA competition (e.g., club)?  Can varsity 

competitors compete at Intercollegiate Horse Show Association (IHSA) events? 

Answer: Schools could elect to sponsor a separate non-varsity team that competes in non-NCAA 

national governing body competitions, such as the IHSA.  The IHSA reports 315 member 

collegiate programs.  A student-athlete may not be a member of an intercollegiate squad 

and participate on an institutional club team, unless the institution applies the same 

playing and practice seasons regulations to both teams.  If an institution sponsored both a 

varsity team and a club team, individuals would use a season of participation even if they 

only competed on the club team.  A student-athlete may compete individually in an IHSA 

event, but the institution could not provide expenses for that participation.   
 

Question: What is the time frame for an institution to come into compliance with bylaws if it wants 

to transition from sponsoring a club sport to sponsoring an NCAA emerging sport? 

Answer: The institution would have to follow all recruiting, financial aid and the minimum contest 

and participation requirements during the first year an institution sponsors the sport.  By 

the second year the institution would have to follow all amateurism, seasons of 
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participation requirements and awards and benefits legislation.  By the third year the 

institution must be in full compliance with all legislation.  
 

Question: If the proposal is adopted, and women‟s equestrian becomes a Division III sport, could an 

institution pay riding fees and stable fees and still be in compliance with NCAA Division 

III financial aid bylaws? 

Answer: Yes.  These types of expenses would be permissible practice and competition expenses 

for the sport under Bylaw 16 and are not considered financial aid for purposes of NCAA 

bylaws.    
 

Question: If an institution sponsors both a club team and a varsity team, can a student-athlete 

transition from the club team to the varsity team? 

Answer: It depends.  There are several factors that could affect a student‟s ability to transition 

from a club team to a varsity team.  The student-athlete‟s amateurism status could have 

been jeopardized if that student-athlete received impermissible expenses or other forms 

of impermissible pay as set forth in Bylaw 12 while competing with the club team.  

Additionally, the student-athlete could have used seasons of participation, thus the 

institution must determine if the student-athlete has any seasons of participation 

remaining.  Additionally, if the student received aid from an outside organization that 

would not be permissible for a student-athlete to receive, the student-athlete may be 

ineligible and would have to be reinstated by student-athlete reinstatement prior to 

competing.     
 

Question:  If an institution sponsors both a club team and a varsity team, can an individual be a 

coach for both teams? 

Answer: An individual may coach both teams provided the members of the club team do not 

trigger student-athlete status.  A student triggers student-athlete status if she participates 

in an intercollegiate squad practice or contest that is under the jurisdiction of the athletics 

department.    
 

 

Official Notice Number:  8  
 

Title:  EXECUTIVE REGULATIONS -- SELECTION OF TEAMS AND INDIVIDUALS FOR 

CHAMPIONSHIPS PARTICIPATION -- SELECTION CRITERIA -- AVAILABILITY OF DATA 

THROUGHOUT SEASON  

Source:  Capital Athletic Conference Inc. and Colonial States Athletic Conference (The Colonial States 

Athletic Conference has withdrawn its support for the proposal.) 

Intent:  To specify that the data included in the NCAA computer statistical database used for 

championships selection criteria be made available to each institution throughout the season.  

Effective Date:  August 1, 2009.  
 

Question: What are the implications of the co-sponsor withdrawing support? 

Answer: For purposes of the 2009 Convention, as long as one sponsor still supports the proposal, 

that proposal may be moved for a vote of the membership.  During its November 5, 2008 

meeting the NCAA Division III Interpretations and Legislation Committee addressed this 

specific situation, for this year and going forward and approved the following 

interpretation:  
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Withdraw of Legislative Amendment Proposed by Membership (III).  The Interpretations 

and Legislation Committee determined that for the 2009 Convention, based on 

information that appeared in the sponsor modification mailing sent to all sponsors of 

proposals, properly sponsored amendments submitted by the membership may only be 

withdrawn by approval of all of the sponsors of the proposal.  The Interpretations and 

Legislation Committee determined that for years following the 2009 Convention, a 

properly sponsored amendment must maintain the minimum number of sponsors  

(at least 20 individual institutional sponsors or two conferences) for the proposal to be 

voted on by the membership. Additional sponsors may not be added to a proposal after 

the legislated deadline (September 1).  [Reference:  Division III Bylaws 5.3.5.3.1.1 

(amendment proposed by membership)] 
 

Question: Under this proposal, what information would be available?  

Answer: The proposal would require that the information used by the governing sports committees 

as outlined in Bylaws 31.3.5.2.1 and 31.3.5.2.2, to evaluate and rank teams for selection 

of Pools B and C be made available to member institutions.   
 

Question: Is this information currently available? 

Answer: Access to the computer data is not currently available to each member institution; 

however, currently each regional advisory committee member is instructed to review and 

verify any information from their respective conference members.  Institutions have 

access to these regional advisory committee members to discuss any questions or 

concerns they may have. 
 

Question: Under the proposal, what does the specific requirement of having the information 

available throughout the season mean? 

Answer: Access to the database would be available at the point in time it is first made available to 

the specific governing sports committee, and would be available throughout the rest of 

the season.    The database is continually updated throughout the season, resulting in the 

accessible information being updated from the information upon which the governing 

sports committees base their in-season rankings.  
 

Question: Under this proposal, who would have access to the information? 

Answer: The institution would have access to the information. This proposal does not set forth any 

restrictions upon the institution as to whom on campus it would allow access to the 

information.   
 

Question: What is the cost to provide this information?  

Answer: There are both technology based and personnel based expenses related to this proposed 

service.  The database is currently equipped for a very limited number of users at one 

time.  Opening this database up to the membership would result in a significant increase 

in usage and would thus require hardware and software upgrades.  The NCAA 

technology staff estimated the total initial cost for the hardware, software and necessary 

programming hours, to be $107,100.  That number represents $10,000 for new hardware, 

$35,000 for database software licenses and programming changes resulting in 525 hours 

at $100 per hour resulting in $52,000 and $9,600 for software maintenance.  There would 

also be recurring costs of $16,600 per year as follows:  (1) database support and update 

licenses = $7,000; and (2) maintenance of software 8 hours per month at $100 per hour 

equaling $9,600. 
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 Because this would be an additional service provided to the membership by the NCAA 

national office, there would be additional personnel costs associated with addressing any 

concerns from the membership regarding this service.  Such services would include 

providing the membership information as to how to use the database as well as 

responding to questions regarding information on the database.  This specific expense has 

not yet been quantified. 
 

Question: How does the cost impact the effective date? 

Answer: The effective date for the proposal is August 1, 2009.  The NCAA has a two year budget 

cycle and this effective date would fall in the middle of that cycle.  If the proposal is 

adopted, the necessary funds for implementing the proposal would then need to be 

approved for the budget cycle beginning with the 2010-11 fiscal year (beginning 

September 1, 2010).  Because of the budget cycle as well as the time necessary to 

implement the system, it is projected that institutions would have access to the system 

beginning with the 2011 winter championships. 
 

Question: How do the sport committees use this information? 

Answer: The sports committees use the information as a resource in the championship selection 

process.  The computer data itself is not the sole basis for championship selection 

decisions. 
 
 

Official Notice Number:  9  

 

Title:  PERSONNEL -- CONDUCT OF ATHLETICS PERSONNEL -- SPORTS-SAFETY TRAINING  

Source:  NCAA Division III Presidents Council [Management Council (Student-Athlete Advisory 

Committee)], New England Women‟s & Men‟s Athletic Conference and New England Collegiate 

Conference.  

Intent:  To specify that each head coach shall be certified in first aid, cardiopulmonary resuscitation 

(CPR) and automatic external defibrillator (AED) use.  

Effective Date:  August 1, 2009.  
 

Question: Under the proposal, are only full time head coaches required to have the specified 

certifications or are voluntary, part-time and interim head coaches required to be certified 

as well?    

Answer: The proposal requires each head coach to maintain the specified certifications, regardless 

of their specific employment designation.  There is no exception from the certification 

requirements for interim, part-time or voluntary head coaches.     
 

Question: Under the proposal, are head coaches required to be present for all athletically related 

activity?   

Answer: No.  There is no requirement under this proposal that the head coach be present for any or 

all athletically related activity.  The proposal only requires the certifications for head 

coaches and does not establish any other requirements.  
 

Question:  Does this proposal require all institutions to have an AED accessible by the certified 

individual? 

Answer: No.  Although this proposal does not require an AED to be accessible by the certified 

individual, the NCAA Sports Medicine Handbook guidelines state that: ñAEDs have 
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 become a common, safe and effective means of reviving persons in cardiac arrest.  An 

AED should be considered a part of your sideline equipment.  However, CPR should 

never be delayed while searching for an AED.ò  For more information about AED use on 

campus, please review the NCAA Sports Medicine Handbook Guideline, No. 1-(c), at 

www.ncaa.org/health-safety.  Further, Division III institutions should note they may 

request funding for an AED through the Division III Strategic Initiatives Grant Program 

operated through Division III conferences and the Association of Division III 

Independents. 
 

Question: Why does this proposal require AED certification if there is no requirement that the 

institution purchase an AED? 

Answer: AED certification is included as part of modern CPR certification courses; therefore, it is 

not an additional requirement as the certification types are one in the same.  
 

Question: What are the specific certification requirements?   

Answer: The proposal would require that each head coach be certified in First Aid, CPR and AED 

use.  The proposal does not regulate appropriate certifying agencies.  Determining the 

appropriate certifying agency would be left to the discretion of the institution.   
 

Question: Under the proposal, what happens if there is a change in the head coach during the 

season?   

Answer: The proposal requires all head coaches to be certified.  The proposal does not permit a 

grace period for an uncertified head coach hired and/or designated midseason.  If an 

institution replaces a head coach midseason and the head coach does not have the 

required certifications, this would result in a violation.   If circumstances require the 

institution to designate a coach without the certifications required under the proposal, the 

institution may appeal for a waiver through the NCAA Division III Management Council 

Subcommittee for Legislative Relief (SLR).  The SLR reviews waiver applications on a 

case by case basis.  To be in compliance with the proposed requirement, head coaches 

should receive certification prior to working with the respective teams.       
 

Question: When does the proposal require newly hired head coaches achieve the certifications 

mandated by the proposal?   

Answer: A newly hired head coach must be certified (as designated in the proposal) prior to the 

first athletically related activity in the sport in which he/she is the designated head coach.  

Once the head coach is certified the coach must maintain that certification so long as 

he/she is the head coach.  
 

Question: Does this proposal increase legal liability for the institutions? 

Answer: Because training in first aid, CPR and AED is generally readily available at NCAA 

institutions, this proposal should not significantly increase the expectation that head 

coaches would be trained in them.  
 

Question: Is there NCAA funding available to assist institutions in paying for individuals to be 

certified? 

Answer: Yes, the NCAA Division III Strategic Initiatives Grant Program, which directs Division 

III funding directly to Division III conferences and the Association of Division III 

Independent Institutions, includes funding for student-athlete well-being initiatives under 

Tier II or health and safety initiatives under Tier III of the grant program which could be 



2009 NCAA Division III Convention Legislative Proposals 

   Question and Answer Guide 

Page No. 17 

_________ 

 

 

 

 

 

 used to subsidize expenses related to these requirements.  The conference directs these 

funds to its members at the conference‟s discretion. 
 

Question: Does this proposal permit an exception for institutions that might object to the 

requirements of this proposal for established religious reasons?  

Answer: This proposal does not have a specific religious exception; however, if an institution has 

a specific objection based on established religious customs, that institution could seek 

relief by requesting a waiver through the Management Council.   
 

Question: Under this proposal, would it be a requirement that the institution‟s strength and 

conditioning coach or athletics training staff members be certified in first aid, 

cardiopulmonary resuscitation (CPR) and automatic external defibrillator (AED) use?  

Answer: No.  This proposal does not specify that the certification is a requirement for any 

individuals other than each head coach.  As such, the only way that it would be required 

for these individuals to be certified is if they were also a head coach for one of the 

institution‟s teams. 
 

 

Official Notice Number:  10  
 

Title:  RECRUITING -- TRYOUT EXCEPTIONS -- FACILITY USAGE BY OUTSIDE 

ORGANIZATION  

Source:  New England Women‟s & Men‟s Athletic Conference, Northern Athletics Conference, The 

Commonwealth Coast Conference and Massachusetts State College Athletic Conference.  

Intent:  To establish a tryout exception that allows an institution‟s athletics department staff members or 

representatives of its athletics interests to be involved in the conduct and administration of the use of a 

member institution‟s facilities for physical activities by a group that includes prospective student-athletes 

under specified conditions.  

Effective Date:  Immediate. 
 

Question: How would this proposal change the current rule?  

Answer: There are currently several different exceptions to the prohibition against tryouts.  This 

proposal would change the specific exception which allows activities not involving 

institution‟s staff. While this exception is the broadest in terms of activities the 

prospective student-athlete may engage in on an institution‟s campus, it is the most 

restrictive in terms of the involvement athletics staff may have with the activity.  Under 

the current rule the exception would allow activities so long as staff was not involved in 

the conduct, promotion or administration of the activity.  This proposal would maintain 

the current limitation regarding promoting an event but would provide greater latitude 

regarding the conduct and administration of the event.   
 

Question: Under the proposal athletics staff may not be involved with the promotion of the activity.  

May a group the staff is a member of be involved with the promotion of the activity?    

Answer: If the event is otherwise permissible under this proposed exception, the athletics staff or 

representative of institution‟s athletics interest may be affiliated with a group or 

organization that promotes the event but they can‟t have a role in the promotion of the 

specific event either individually or through their role with the group or organization. 



2009 NCAA Division III Convention Legislative Proposals 

   Question and Answer Guide 

Page No. 18 

_________ 

 

 

 

 

 

Question: What limits are set forth in this proposal regarding the solicitation of outside 

organizations by athletics staff?   

Answer: Under the exception in this proposal, the role of the athletics staff in soliciting outside 

organizations is limited by institutional policy.  Such a role would only have to be 

consistent with institutional policy.  Athletics staff however, may not solicit specific 

individual prospective student-athletes.  
 

Question: Under the proposal, will the athletics staff, student-athletes or boosters be permitted to 

work concession stands?  

Answer: Yes.  Athletics staff, student-athletes, and boosters would all be able to work concessions 

(and other operational activities) if the event is permissible utilizing the exception set 

forth in this proposal.   
 

Question: Under this proposal what recruiting restrictions apply?  

Answer: Normal Division III recruiting legislation would apply.  Thus, athletics staff or 

representatives of athletics interests would be permitted to have contact with prospects 

during the event only within the context of the event.  Any specific recruiting contact 

may not occur until completion of the event and in accordance with Bylaw 13.1. 
 

 

Official Notice Number:  11  
 

Title:  RECRUITING -- TRYOUT EXCEPTIONS -- USE OF FACILITIES FOR ACTIVITIES 

RELATED TO A NONSPONSORED SPORT  

Source:  Wisconsin Intercollegiate Athletic Conference and Capital Athletic Conference Inc.  

Intent:  To specify that the use of an institution‟s facilities for physical activities by a group that includes 

prospective student-athletes shall not be considered a tryout provided the physical activities are related to 

a sport that is not sponsored by the institution on the varsity intercollegiate level.  

Effective Date:  Immediate.  
 

Question: How would this proposal change the current rule?    

Answer: Under the current rule, tryouts conducted by or on behalf of the institution are 

impermissible.  Tryouts are not limited to sport specific activities but rather involve 

prospective student-athletes engaging in physical activities generally.  To be permissible, 

the specific activity must satisfy one of the several exceptions that are set forth in Bylaw 

13.11.  This proposal creates another exception that focuses on the type of activity and 

whether the institution sponsors a sport related to that activity.  If the physical activity is 

related to a sport that the institution does not sponsor, then the physical activity would not 

be considered an impermissible tryout.   
 

Question: Under this proposal how would institutions determine if the sport is related to a sport that 

is not sponsored by the institution? 

Answer: The proposal would permit activities if those activities are not related to a sport that the 

institution sponsors.  While usually this is a straightforward analysis, there are activities 

that are not as easily defined.  This has already occurred with respect to determining if 

two activities are the same sport for amateurism purposes.  Examples are futsol and 

soccer, or box lacrosse and lacrosse.  The Division III Interpretations and Legislation 

Committee provided guidance to determine if two sports are the same or different, when 
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that determination is not straightforward.  The committee approved the following 

interpretation during its November 5, 2008, meeting:  

 Evaluating sports to determine whether they are the same or different for purposes of 

applying NCAA Legislation.  (III)  The committee determined that when assessing 

whether a sport is the same or different from another sport, for purposes of applying 

NCAA legislation, the evaluation should include, but not be limited to, the following 

criteria: playing rules, mechanics, skill set, equipment used and any legal precedent on 

the issue.  [References:  Division III Bylaws 12.1.1 (amateur status), 12.1.2 (amateur 

status if professional in another sport), 14.7.1 (outside competition)] 
 

Question: Under this proposal is athletics staff permitted to be involved with these types of 

activities?  

Answer: Yes.  The proposal does not limit athletics staff from being involved with the activities 

permitted under the proposal.  The limitation of athletics staff involvement that often 

causes confusion is only relevant to one specific and separate exception and does not 

apply to any of the other tryout exceptions, including the one set forth in this proposal.  

The exception in this proposal would allow athletics staff to organize the event, 

administer the event, and work concessions, in addition to any other activities they 

needed to undertake with the event.   
 

Question: If, under the proposal, an event is permissible, is athletics staff subject to recruiting 

restrictions regarding permissible contacts? 

Answer: Normal Division III recruiting legislation would apply.  Thus, athletics staff would be 

permitted to have contact with prospects in the context of the event.  Any specific 

recruiting contact may not occur until completion of the event and in accordance with 

Bylaw 13.1. 
 

 

Official Notice Number:  12  

Title:  PLAYING AND PRACTICE SEASONS -- END OF REGULAR SEASON -- ALL SPORTS 

WITH A FALL NONTRADITIONAL SEGMENT  

Source:  NCAA Division III Presidents Council [Management Council (Playing and Practice Seasons 

Subcommittee)]. 

Intent:  To specify that all sports with a nontraditional segment in the fall must complete all practice and 

competition by the first date of final examinations for the fall term at the institution.  

Effective Date:  August 1, 2009.  
 

Question: Under this proposal, is the playing season lengthened or number of permissible 

contests/dates of competition increased? 

Answer: No.  This proposal expands the period of time in which an institution may conduct a 

nontraditional segment during the fall but it does not increase the number of permissible 

weeks in a playing season nor does it increase the number of permissible contests in a 

playing season.  If the institution typically was unable to conduct a complete 19 week 

season because the nontraditional segment was too short (typically the sports of golf and 

tennis) this may provide those institutions, the opportunity to conduct a complete 19 

week season.   
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The National Collegiate Athletic Association 

December 16, 2008 JM:jb 

Question:  Under this proposal would the nontraditional segment have to be completed by the first 

date of the exam period as defined by the institution or completed by the first date that a 

student-athlete has an exam?  

Answer: The proposal requires that the institution completes its nontraditional segment by the first 

date of the final exam period as defined by the institution.  Under this proposal, the date 

when the student-athletes actually have exams is irrelevant when determining the end of 

the nontraditional segment.  
 

Question: May an institution practice or compete on the first day of the final exam period or does it 

have to be concluded on the previous day? 

Answer: Under the proposal all athletically related activity would have to be completed on the day 

prior to the first day of the exam period as defined by the institution.  This would not 

permit practice or competition on the first day of the exam period.  This is the same under 

the current rule for those sports that have a spring nontraditional segment.     
 

Question: How is the exam period defined? 

Answer: The exam period is defined by the institution as specified on the official academic 

calendar.  If the institution has a reading week prior to exams, it is left to the institution‟s 

discretion as to whether that week is considered part of the exam period.   

 


