2008 NFHCA ANNUAL CONVENTION

Division III Membership Meeting Action Items

January 4, 2008

Moderator: Andy Whitcomb, Division III Group Representative
(Voted to approve the Action Items from the Breakout Meetings held at the 2007 NFHCA Annual 

Convention 
Kerri Fagan, NCAA addressed the membership: 
( Handouts – Rankings and Selections process sheet – primary criteria.  Division III Field Hockey Bulletin of key actions taken by the NCAA committee during the past year.

( Spoke of open committee positions and let us know that we can self-nominate or have an administrator nominate.
(NCAA announced that the 2008 championship host is still unknown but Ursinus College did put in for a second year and if no other bids are received, they would likely be the 2008 host site.
(The Championships committee again denied the request for an increase in squad size from 22 to 24.
( Any chance of expanding travel party size?  She will take this under consideration but 

did not offer us much hope of that changing and wanted us to know we are not compared to soccer when deciding.  More so the fact that the national average squad size is less than what NCAA has as a minimum and until that number increases she did not feel the committee would change its mind on an increase.
( In regards to request made for all NCAA tournament games to be played on an artificial surface, Kerri let us know that such a request needs to go to the Championships committee and we would need to survey all Division III schools, not just those attending the Convention.

( Kerri told us that all tournament games have now been moved to a Saturday/Sunday format and the Semifinals and finals will also follow that format.  

Chip Rogers reported to the group on the National Stats & the Collegiate Scoreboard

(Chip was asked if he could include the oppositions winning % as well as the oppositions-opposition winning % - he said that he could.
(Chip asked that we again please make sure we are dolling out the second assist properly.
(Brought to our attention the fact that there are certain States that have high school field hockey championships, but in those very states there are colleges/universities that do not offer field hockey as a collegiate sport.

( Chip also introduced his proposal for the creation of a National Scholar Athlete Award for Division III – we took a straw vote on the idea and it passed 54-0.  The group saw it as a win-win opportunity.
Committee reports:
All-American  
(The All-American Committee reported that they would like to see the development of a Regional Player of the Year Award.  The rationale was that no one is ever aware of that player who is selected first from her region and it would be nice to recognize that player with such.  

Motion: To have each Regional Player of the Year recognized in addition to the Honda Award winner for the National Player of the Year and have those winners announced by the NFHCA.  

Vote: Passed 60-0
(There was talk about expanding the All-American committee to include a representative from each conference, but after dialogue it was recognized that we have difficulty finding representation from each region, let alone conferences.

(We again discussed the idea of a more comprehensive press release for those achieving All-American status and it was acknowledged that it is too arduous a task for our Executive Director to undertake in addition to all of her other responsibilities. We were, however, able to secure a volunteer for at least the next season in regards to an expanded press release for those student-athletes awarded All-American status. 
(Also in this discussion, the subject of integrity while voting was brought forward.  It is felt that some coaches “play the system” and rank players erroneously so as to get more than one player chosen.  Thankfully, those coaches are in the minority, but those on the committee wanted to let the group know how difficult this makes things for them, how much it may harm the student-athlete and that they consider it highly unethical.  

Coach of the Year and National Academic Squad

(Coach of the Year and National Academic Squad reports presented without any need for discussion,  
changes or motions. 

The Senior All-Star Game

( Game report suggested a change of the number of student-athletes invited to play from 34 total number to an increased 38 players. Rationale was the fact that four goalkeepers were within that total number bringing it down to 30 and then the addition of two possible host senior players brings the total down to 28 out of over 100 nominations.  There was concern that subbing could be problematic with higher numbers and players may not see as much time.  Also thought alternate list may not be as needed now with the addition of such.

Motion:  To increase the total number of Senior All-Star players from 34 to 38.

Vote: Passed 35-20
(It was also asked that we have a space for each player’s jersey number on the nomination form and Jenn agreed to provide that.
( Lastly, coaches were asked to please label their nominating e-mails with the title of “Senior All- Star game” and with their respective college/university included as well so as to make it much easier for the committee to navigate through all of the e-mails.  

National Coaches Poll
( The group reviewed the numbers Jenn provided and there was collective disappointment in those institutions that do not report – especially those who do not report at all.  Some new coaches felt they were not educated enough on the process or on those schools they were critiquing in order to make a quality choice.  Others felt there was enough information out there to at least rank schools and Chip’s site is a good place to start.  There is unease of part time coaches not taking the time to vote, but the fact that they are part-time was not accepted by the group as an excuse, but rather it should be in their job description as a coach, part-time or otherwise.

(The group discussed the possibility of consequence or possible repercussions for not voting, but there were no motions brought forward.
Umpiring Issues

(Pat Hayes spoke about umpiring and rules issues.

(Pat clarified the definition of a shot on goal versus an interpretation of a shot on goal.  The bottom line is a shot is “between the pipes” and intent is not considered.
(Coaches are still concerned with the yellow card and the ambiguity and subjectivity involved in the issuance of them.  Too often coaches are not informed at the time of the offense of how long a player will be out and then, if a coach asks, it is felt she is penalized additional minutes for asking.  

Also, there was concern that the official “forgets” about the player who has been sent out.  

Motion: When a player is yellow carded the scorer’s table is responsible for monitoring the time of the card and the re-entry of the player.  Both coaches will be notified of the duration of the yellow card by the officials at the time of the infraction. 
Rationale:

If a player has offended so egregiously that it warrants more than 10 minutes, that player should instead be red carded.  Both officials we asked, who have more than 50 years combined officiating, could never remember a time they put a player out for more than 10 minutes.

Additionally, this is not so much about "not" letting the referees do their job, but more about allowing the officials to go back to the game and focus on calling an effective game while not having to worry about when a player is to be invited back in.  The problem of ref's "forgetting" is also alleviated. Lastly, this puts us on par in regards to this specific issue and concern with many other sports including men’s and women’s lacrosse and ice hockey.

Vote: 60-0 Passed

(Pat and Barb Carrierio returned the next day to clarify what happens with a yellow card against a bench player and against a coach – when a bench player is yellow carded that teams speaking captain is removed from the game and when a teams coach is yellow carded, no player is removed but the coach is sent to a “time-out” area.  Pat encouraged us to modify the rule to say that it can be any player removed not strictly the speaking captain.  No motion was made however.  

New Business: 
( Talked of the possibility of Division 4 and what those implications would be to Division III and field hockey in general.

(Indoor as an emerging sport. – we were told that we would need a minimum of 40 teams for it to be recognized by the NCAA and 50 teams if men were included.  When it is labeled an emerging sport it is not an NCAA sponsored championship until it has 40 teams.
(Ranking and evaluations of umpires – we talked of a formal evaluation, the arbiter system and the presence of one’s assignor at conference meetings.

( Carol from Penn Monto came in and spoke to her company’s proposal for a new dimple ball.  Some felt it was not fair that only one vendor was allowed to come in and promote their product while other vendors were not given that same opportunity.  It was felt that it was misleading to say that a dimple ball was needed on wet infill turf as many games have been played very well in the rain with the present non-dimpled ball.  Jenn made the group aware that each division could vote on different balls that they prefer.  

Motion: That the championship ball and that of Division III tournament play shall be the Penn Monto Elite ball.

Vote: 54-0 Passed

( We talked of the idea of promoting from within on the board for the NFHCA and the group overwhelming was not in favor of promoting from within and would instead like the opportunity to put forward a name and have that name be considered and voted upon. 
( Asked for a hand count of those interested in having a “fun” rotation for convention sites.  

 Group was in favor of a fun site – places discussed briefly were San Antonio, Disney, California.
(We looked at the Division I recruiting calendar and were thankful they took the time to put down all the tournaments for us to see, but beyond that, it did not affect Division III. 

(Two coaches were disappointed on how Senior Night at the festival was presented in the NFHCA meeting packet. It was felt that it was deemed misleading to say that it is moving more toward a Division II and Division III event as we should be looking at percentages and not raw numbers.  According to their calculations, Division I with 38 institutions represents 49% of their membership, Division II with 13 is 32% of their membership and Division III with 61 is only 39% of their membership – so... to say it is moving away from Division I when they have half of their representation present is misleading.  Additionally, most were in support of Senior Night staying at night and as an “event” – something that the student-athletes look forward to going to and keeping it more of a professional feel.  Coaches expressed that they get to know the athletes in a different setting without parents (hopefully).  

Lastly, it should be noted that many Division III institutions are not able to attend because of financial reasons – many have to choose between attending the convention and attending the festival.

Straw vote: to keep Senior night an evening event and separate from the field of play.  53-1 for.

( We took considerable time looking at the overtime issue and proposals.  The initial proposal of either keeping it the way it is presently (7 v 7 15 min. 2 min. 7 v 7 15 min, strokes) or changing it to 7 v 7 with 10 minute overtime and 2 minute in between with another 10 minutes and then strokes was voted on and overwhelmingly it was hoped to be kept as is with a vote of 57-4.  We discussed further possible overtime scenarios and in the end, our group put no motion forward.

(The idea of possibly using the convention as a time for high school coaches to have a social event (“meet and greet”) with college coaches was received very favorably by the group – a show of hands was very much in the majority to give high school coaches an opportunity to promote those senior student athletes who may not know where they are going yet, or did not get into their first-choice, or late to contact colleges, etc. Many thought a breakfast with high school coaches and with those at least at the Division III level (as we have more flexibility in regards to roster spots at such a late date), that this would be a win-win for both.

(Coaches were encouraged to remember those deserving of Hall of Fame induction and also encouraged to look beyond coaches and remember those umpires, AD’s, etc. who may have been pivotal in the promotion or support of the game of hockey.

(Reminded the membership that US Hockey had said that the Festival will probably be in 
California through 2010

( A couple of coaches were concerned that there were no evaluations this year and they thought that was an important component from year’s prior.
(Encouraged coaches to volunteer for the three NFHCA Division III open committee positions.

(The final discussion was in regards to the General membership meetings and many had very strong opinions regarding them.  Many felt they were “a waste of time” and also felt “ambushed” by the rush to vote on an overtime issue that they believed had not been properly presented to Division II or Division III first.  Additionally, the general feeling was that the meetings were not utilized effectively and when the audience was asked for “new business”, coaches who had their hands up were overlooked because the room was dark.  Moreover, several coaches were concerned with the lack of respect being shown to our President as she was talking.  People were allowed to stand in the back and converse and numerous people were standing in the hallway while important business and voting was taking place.  The group would like to see those meetings have a more serious tone and if a coach is at the convention, it is felt it is incumbent upon him or her to be in attendance, seated and attentive.  I was asked to express that the overall mood was not one of a professional organization during these meetings and the fact that people had to be “lured” in with the promise of alcohol was deemed inappropriate and insensitive to those who may be in recovery.  The group thoroughly enjoys the social events that the NFHCA provides after a long day of meetings, but they would like to see those and the libations provided, separate from General Membership meetings and voting. 
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