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2008-2009 WBCA Division I Foresight Committee 
Legislative Issues Submitted by Conferences 

 
Following are the list of issues compiled through the WBCA Division I Foresight Committee in the 
fall of 2008.  During this process, every Division I women’s basketball coach was given the 
opportunity to submit issues they believe should be considered for legislative proposals to improve 
the experience of women’s basketball coaches, student-athletes and prospects. 
 
This is your opportunity to review these issues, consider the pro’s and con’s and prepare to the vote 
on each issue during the DI Business Meeting in St. Louis, Missouri on Monday, April 6, 2009.  
Please be aware of the following time frames: 

1. March 19, 2009 is the deadline to submit any additional issues not captured below that 
might have come up during the season. (NEW Issues) You can email those issues to 
jguttowsky@wbca.org.  

2. Prior to March 19, 2009 – Must receive transfer voting privileges, IN WRITING, if head 
coach is NOT going to be present to vote and wishes to transfer voting right to assistant 
coach. Fax to 770-279-8473 Attn. Julie Guttowsky. 

3. Must be present to vote and transfer of voting rights will NOT be accepted AFTER March 19, 
2009. 

4. There will be an opportunity to discuss and debate each issue in person during the morning 
session of the DI Business meeting.  An issue must receive a 70% majority vote to be 
considered. 

 
Recruiting Calendar 

1. Current Rule: Division I Recruiting Calendar 
Conference Recommendations: 
I. Spring Evaluation 

a. Additional non-scholastic recruiting weekend in May. [Big East, America East] 
Pro:  Allow coaches to see and evaluate kids more in the spring before finalizing call 
list/summer recruiting plans; having it in May prevents April from getting too busy;  
Won’t miss time/workouts with current players because most schools are done at 
this point; Possibility of seeing your state AAU tournament during this time;  
Con:  May is the one month that we don’t have to go anywhere – no camps, no 
recruiting, time for unofficial visits and time off after a hectic season;  The quality of 
life of college coaches;  AAU coaches and prospective student athletes (PSA) are 
drastically affected as we encourage more evaluation weekends in the spring and 
less time spent with family; PSAs would also be tempted to miss even more school 
because these events require that students report no later than Thursday evening in 
order to begin competition on Friday morning; Priority is to promote a commitment 
to academics first; An additional weekend would put more pressure on the budgets 
of institutions and the families of PSAs and require coaches to be away from campus 
even more during the spring; With the number of injuries in our game today, we 
shouldn’t encourage even more pounding on the young bodies of the PSAs; Timing 
for players as well as coaches is just so invasive; Adoption of 2007-30-C is an 
indicator of how NCAA committees are not in favor of non-scholastic weekends. 
 

b. Make the April evaluation period 2 non-scholastic weekends (Fri-Sun). [A-Sun] 
Pro:  Allow coaches to see and evaluate kids a little more before spending the entire 
summer calling them or making flight arrangements to see them in July; additional 
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opportunity to see the upcoming senior; might also allow use the second half of the 
summer recruiting period to concentrate on the upcoming junior class. 
Con:  Between the Women’s Final Four, Easter and testing there is no time in April 
for another weekend; To much going on in April;  Work/Life/Balance becomes an 
issues here; Timing for players as well as coaches is just so invasive; Already have 
100 days during the scholastic period to get organized with respect to our interests;  
PSA’s are still in school; Spring breaks are not all at the same time; College coach 
would miss post season workouts with their own team; The quality of life of college 
coaches as well as AAU coaches and the prospective student athletes demands as 
stated above in the previous issues cons.  
 

c. Extend the April Evaluation period from three days to a week. [SunBelt] 
Pro: 
Con:  Would require too much time away from own team, especially after the Final 
Four when everyone is away from campus; Sends the wrong message to PSAs that 
we are about playing basketball and not academics; Extending the evaluation period 
would unnecessarily extend the amount of time on the road in April which is already 
a busy time; would limit time available during the week to work with student 
athletes; Increase pressure on PSA’s to participate in events and miss school; 
Increases nonscholastic evaluation opportunities and the entities involvement in the 
recruiting process.   
 

d. More time to recruit in April/May/June.  Take two (2) days away from July and add 
to Spring. [NEC] 
Pro:   
Con:  Too many things going on in the spring, should be a time free of evaluations; 
Many high school students use the summer to make up for time missed during 
spring when they are involved in other activities; May should be kept free for 
coaches’ break; Taking PSA’s out of class (pressure to attend events); Must think of 
testing dates and working around them; Taking coaches away from currently 
enrolled SA at the end of the academic year.  

 
II. Increase the number of recruiting opportunities (contacts/evaluations) from 5 to 7. [Big 

East, MAAC, Horizon] 
Pro:  All other sports have this; gives you a better evaluation of the PSA; ability to attend 
more scholastic events instead of using them up on nonscholastic events; Would allow 
schools to babysit and babysitting can be an effective recruiting tool; this might allow 
smaller schools to outwork bigger school. 
Con:  Institutions may not have the funds for extra contacts/evaluations which can be 
an advantage for the larger DI; Allows coaches to babysit, not evaluate – shouldn’t need 
7 times in order to know whether or not they can help your program; More time away 
from campus during season – staff misses practices to go out recruiting; creates an 
unfair advantage for schools in major metropolitan areas which have easier and less 
expensive access to more PSAs than schools in more rural areas; two more evaluations 
will create an advantage that we believe the smaller DI’s unable to compete with; 
Proposal 2006-34 was defeated and Proposal 2007-38 was withdrawn based on the 
AEC cabinet and the WBIC opposition stating increased costs, 5 recruiting opportunities 
sufficient, and the questioned value of additional 2 relative to the impact of coaches’ 
life/work balance; Economic trends do not support increased expenditures. 
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III. Evaluations during the fall and spring nonscholastic weekends are limited to Friday, 
Saturday, Sunday events which have been certified by the NCAA and do not coincide 
with weekends in which the PSAT, SAT, PLAN or ACT national standardized test are 
administered, regardless of where the event occurs. [WAC] 
Pro:  Sends the correct message that academics come first and also to eliminate the 
pressure put on PSAs who have to decide whether to take the SAT or play for their club 
team so they can be seen by college coaches;  
Con:  Would lead to constant change in the calendar year; Would subject the NCAA 
calendar to the whims of testing organizations; There are only a certain number of 
weekends, so avoiding the test dates could be tough; Many colleges use this as an 
opportunity to evaluate the upcoming junior class and see kids they don’t have time to 
see during the summer; There has been support for test dates in the past but not for 
Easter 

Note:  We will vote on these separately: test dates vs holidays. 
 

IV. Eliminate the Fall nonscholastic weekend.  Keep it scholastic only and count fall leagues. 
[NEC, Horizon, Pac 10] 
Pro:  Fall weekend is redundant, costly, takes away from a home campus visit 
opportunity; PSA’s wouldn’t have the pressure of deciding whether they should play for 
their club team or high school team and it would allow PSA’s to be more committed to 
their high school team; Coaches spend more time with official and home visits, as well as 
getting freshmen adjusted; Fall leagues are unnecessary; excessive as far as time 
demands – DI conditioning and individual skill instructions and recruiting visits; In line 
with how men’s basketball and football have moved – decrease nonscholastic evals. 
during the academic year and push recruiting into the scholastic environment. 
Con:  Missed opportunity to see PSA’s against better competition; Many colleges use this 
as an opportunity to evaluate the upcoming junior class and see kids they don’t have 
time to see during the summer; Eliminates the chance to see more PSAs at one time vs 
trying to watch scholastic games where you might only see 1-2 PSA’s at a time; Good 
way to get a head start on underclassmen; having the Fall non-scholastic weekend is a 
cost-saving advantage to many schools and is a good way to see a large number of 
players at one time. 
 

V. Eliminate October Evaluation Period. [SunBelt]   
Pro:  College coaches are not taken away from their team during the start of the season 
to go watch PSA’s.  
Con:  This is a valuable time to begin the process of actually engaging coaches and 
prospects in the process of recruiting; DI coaches can attend scholastic practices while 
not missing games of their own for a couple of weeks before their own practices begin’; 
Could force college coaches to have to spend time out evaluating more during the 
collegiate season because of the opportunities missed in October; Evaluations would be 
crammed in later. 
 

VI. Keep the 20 days of summer recruiting - start a bit earlier in June - 6 on - then off - 7 on - 
then off - 7 on = 20 days of recruiting we can work out the number of days off and when 
to start in June. [Big East] 
Pro:  PSA’s wouldn’t be forced to play as many days in a row, reducing the wear and 
tear on their bodies; would be less physically demanding than the current model. 
Con:  Please don’t!  extending recruiting evaluations would change the entire landscape 
of DI institutional camps; There won’t be any time for prospects to visit campuses if 
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they choose; would mess with conference meetings and coaches ability to take vacations 
and hold camps; Some high schools are still in school in late June; More on/off periods 
can cause budget issues for PSA’s and college coaches – requiring more travel going 
back and forth to events; June is used as a vacation/down time for a lot of coaches; Not 
enough time has passed to accurately determine the advantages and disadvantages of 
the current system. 
 

VII. Keep current July model with respects to the days but the first 10 days limiting 
evaluations to juniors and seniors and the limiting the second 10 days to evaluating 
freshman and sophomores. [SEC] 
Pro:  Eliminate babysitting the whole month; would also alter the power of the AAU 
team coaches and their sponsors to some extent by putting the NCAA in charge of how 
they ran their events in a subtle way; Head Coaches would not have to be out the 2nd half 
of the month. 
Con:  Eliminating comparisons of how freshman and sophomores play against juniors 
and seniors; takes away mid-majors time to evaluate players that are still viable 
prospects for them; Events aren’t structured in a way that would make this work; Club 
teams would have to be completely restructured based on age; Some coaches are still 
evaluating and finding kids during the summer and 10 days is not enough; If someone 
from your staff see a kid in the first 10 days , you wouldn’t have the opportunity to see 
them again that summer; Would be hard to tell a PSA when they can play and what 
teams they can play on; Might exhaust players who will want to take advantage of all ten 
consecutive days;  this penalizes schools that may be ahead in recruiting and only want 
to view underclassmen; NCAA does not control attendance at events; potential increase 
of inadvertent secondary violations if participants grades levels are not known. 
 

VIII. Recruit 14 straight days during the summer recruiting period. [Pac 10]  
Pro:  Could be helpful to get it all done at one time. 
Con:  Not enough days and doesn’t allow for travel from place to place; travel would eat 
up a lot of these days; Traveling for PSA’s could be a nightmare – continuously loose 
days traveling from event to event and rarely be there for either the last day of 
competition at the event they are coming from or the first game at the event they are 
trying to get to; 10 days is already a lot in a row – kids need a break from playing and 
coaches need a break to regain focus; PSA’s start to get tired, quality of play has the 
potential to decrease and well as a potential increase in injuries.   
 

IX. Limit the Evaluation Days in July, if there are recruiting days added in the spring. 
[MAAC] 
Pro:  Budgets cannot support adding days in spring and keeping the number of days in 
July. 
Con:  Cut into the productivity of July recruiting; Summer is the time for college coaches 
to be on the road and the time for PSA’s to be traveling, not spring when the PSA’s 
should be in school and college coaches should be on campus; Create same concerns 
about making academics a priority and allowing for a healthy quality of life for both 
PSA’s and coaches; Club teams are not as polished during the spring so we would be 
watching bad basketball; July is too important to shorten – 20 days is not that many 
with the amount of kids you need to see; this is a punishment to the staffs that want to 
outwork others and try and find “hidden gems”. 
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Access  These Proposals are to provide continued feedback to the WBB Issues 
Committees’ development of a summer access package, which would include and 
academic component. 

2. Current Rule:  17.5.6.1 Summer Practice.  Practice that is organized or financially 
supported by a member institution shall be prohibited during the summer unless 
specifically authorized in the bylaws (e.g., foreign tours) or through official interpretations.  
An institution may pay fees associated with the use of institutional practice and competition 
facilities by student-athletes engaged in voluntary athletically related activities in their 
sport.  (Adopted: 4/28/05, Revised: 9/27/05, 11/1/07 effective 8/1/08) 
 
I. Have access to our student athletes including freshmen during the summer.  Limiting 

this time to 2 hours and also limit this to individual skill sessions – can only work with 4 
players at a time, just like during the school year. [Big East, Mountain West] 
Pro:  For freshmen, it allows them to feel comfortable in their surroundings and getting 
a better understanding of the college game; Allow more access to player and allow for 
structured player development; Helps individual development for players – better for 
the game.  
Con:  Not all institutions have DOBO’s to help with increased access as well as 
recruiting; creating a “job” like situation for the SA, rather than them taking the 
responsibility of deciding to get better on their own in the summer; some schools do not 
have summer school or an additional coach needed to utilize the additional contact in 
the summer; do not have the funds for summer school; Some schools do not have access 
to facilities in the summer time to allow for individual workouts due to summer camps 
and activities on campus; Could lead to ALL programs starting to “recommend” that all 
student-athletes stick around in the summer for work-outs; These are still amateur 
athletes and need an off-season; leaves less time for student athletes to play on their 
own away from coaches. 

 
II. Have access to all returning Student-Athletes whether they are enrolled in summer 

school or not and incoming freshmen who are enrolled in summer school. [WAC]   
Pro:  This would be a way to allow schools who don’t have summer school funding, the 
chance for access to the kids that remained on campus. 
Con: Creating a “job” like situation for the SA, rather than them taking the responsibility 
of deciding to get better on their own in the summer; some schools do not have an 
additional coach needed to utilize the additional contact in the summer; Some schools 
do not have access to facilities in the summer time to allow for individual workouts due 
to summer camps and activities on campus; Could lead to ALL programs starting to 
“recommend” that all student-athletes stick around in the summer for work-outs; These 
are still amateur athletes and need an off-season, it should be up to them to get better 
on their own if they are committed to the game; Where would they stay – some student-
athletes don’t have money for an apartment and we can’t pay for them to stay if they are 
not in classes. 

 
III. 4 hours of basketball skill instruction per week during the summer, with no more than 

four players in the gym at one time, just as we do in the spring. [Big Ten] 
Pro:  Growing the game; growing player skills; growing the relationship and contact 
with student-athletes and their teammates for 4 hour a week during the long summer 
months would be motivation. 



WBCA [JG]       6 

Con:  Some schools do not have access to facilities in the summer time to allow for 
individual workouts due to summer camps and activities on campus; Could lead to ALL 
programs starting to “recommend” that all student-athletes stick around in the summer 
for work-outs; These are still amateur athletes and need an off-season, it should be up to 
them to get better on their own if they are committed to the game; Not all schools can 
afford to have players up for summer schools so it’s an unfair advantage to schools with 
bigger budgets; this would unnecessarily extend players’ practice time, creating almost 
year round practice and potentially causing burnout among players; would take too 
much time from coaches. 

 
IV. Limit the amount of time coaches can work with freshmen during the summer to 2 

hours a week. [NEC] 
Pro:  Help individual development for players – better for the game; this would enhance 
practice time for freshmen while not overloading them with the 4 hour alternative; 
would give them the attention they need early on so that they get the most out of the 
practice time they have; might also ease their anxiety about practice. 
Con:  Not having consistency with all the student-athletes, returning and incoming, is 
not right and should all be allowed the same time; taking freshman’s concentration 
away from academics – academic transition into college should be there main concern; 
smaller coaching staffs might not have the staff to handle these workouts in the 
summer; Not all schools can afford to have players up for summer schools so it’s an 
unfair advantage to schools with bigger budgets. 

 
V. Mandatory summer school for freshmen.  They have to take 6 hours and pass 3 hours.  

Individual instruction that includes no more than 4 players for a total of 10 hours for the 
entire summer. [A-Sun] 
Pro:  Allows freshman to get ahead academically so they don’t have to take as big an 
academic load their first semester; Can adjust to college game/intensity of workouts 
earlier so pre-season is easier to adjust to; allows more flexibility in scheduling time 
between camp and vacation. 
Con:  Some freshman are not mentally prepared to come to college a month after they 
have finished high school; emotional well-being of the prospect; quiet campus and not 
as many people around for comfort and bonding; some schools can’t afford this; would 
take away incoming freshman’s opportunities in the summer such as National Team 
experiences, summer jobs, family vacations; Conflicts with USA Basketball; Summer 
school falls at different time of the summer at every college so some schools will have 
their head coaches out recruiting the entire time their incoming players are on campus 
and won’t be able to work with them at all. 

 
VI. If returning players are in summer school – same individual instruction rule. [A-Sun] 

Pro:  Instruction with incoming freshman – Creates structure environment. 
Con:  Summer access needs to be the same for all student-athletes; Some schools do not 
have access to facilities in the summer time to allow for individual workouts due to 
summer camps and activities on campus; Could lead to ALL programs starting to 
“recommend” that all student-athletes stick around in the summer for work-outs; These 
are still amateur athletes and need an off-season, it should be up to them to get better 
on their own if they are committed to the game; Summer school falls at different time of 
the summer at every college so some schools will have their head coaches out recruiting 
the entire time; Student-athletes need a break. 
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VII. If had to have mandatory summer school, limit to just incoming freshman and 
transfers. [Big Ten] 
Pro: Allows them to feel comfortable in their surrounds and getting a better 
understanding of the college game; Allows freshman to get ahead academically so they 
don’t have to take as big an academic load their first semester; Can adjust to college 
game/intensity of workouts earlier so pre-season is easier to adjust to. 
Con:  Some schools do not have summer school or an additional coach needed to utilize 
the additional contact in the summer; do not have the funds for summer school;  
negative effect on the freshman – they need contact and bonding with coaches and 
teammates while adjusting to this huge leap into the college atmosphere; would take 
away incoming freshman’s opportunities in the summer such as National Team 
experiences, summer jobs, family vacations; Summer school falls at different time of the 
summer at every college so some schools will have their head coaches out recruiting the 
entire time their incoming players are on campus and won’t be able to work with them 
at all. 

 
Open Gyms 

3. Current Rule:  13.1.8.8 (b)(1) Academic Year Evaluation Period.  Evaluations of 
live athletics activities during the academic year may occur at regularly scheduled 
high school, preparatory school and two-year college contests/tournaments and 
practices; and pick-up games and open gyms.  Evaluations at nonscholastic events 
during the women's basketball prospective student-athlete's academic year shall 
only occur during the last full weekend (including Friday, Saturday and Sunday) of 
the fall contact period and the Friday, Saturday and Sunday of the spring evaluation 
period.  
 
I. Academic year evaluation period shall be limited to regularly scheduled high 

school, preparatory school and two-year college contests/tournaments and 
practices; and regular scholastic activities involving student-athletes enrolled 
only at the institution at which the regular scholastic activities occur.   
Pro:  Eliminates “open gyms” and the confusion of tryouts vs open gym; would create a 
level evaluation field without the need for so many interpretations and abuses; 
eliminate the pressure on high school coaches to create “open gym” situations for 
college coaches and eliminate the pressure placed on two-sport athletes who feel they 
need to skip volleyball practice because a certain university is coming to watch their 
basketball workout; Would make it a clear cut answer as to what you can attend; more 
clarity; Eliminates an environment in which contact between NCAA coaches and outside 
influences occur. 
Con:  Some schools don’t start official practices until November so there would be no 
opportunities to evaluate these PSA’s early before things get more hectic for college 
coaches with their own season; open gyms are a great way to show support of your top 
recruits (makes sense if evaluations are raised to 7). 

 
4. Current Rule:  13.1.8.8(b)(2) Summer Evaluation Period.  During the summer 

evaluation period, a member institution's basketball coaching staff may attend 
noninstitutional nonorganized events (e.g., pick-up games), institutional basketball 
camps per Bylaw 13.12.1.1 and noninstitutional organized events (e.g., camps, 
leagues, tournaments and festivals) that are certified per Bylaw 30.16. 
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I. Prohibit evaluations at noninstitutional nonorganized events (e.g., pick-up 
games, open gyms) during the summer evaluation period. 
Pro:  Take away abuses of individual workouts, feigned open gyms, as it relates to pick-
up-games in the summer; cut down on babysitting dimension of an AAU coach or 
parent; Eliminates the pressure on high school coaches to hold events and pick-up 
games and allows them to have their summer; more clarity. 
Con:  Allows less access to PSA’s.  

 
II. Only allow evaluations at open gyms during the two nonscholastic weekends 

based on support to eliminate above. 
Pro:  Creates more opportunities for those PSA’s that can’t afford to be on an AAU team 
to be seen with their high school team.  
Con:  Spreads out the talent and there already seems to be too many events to cover; 
puts more pressure on the PSA’s to have to decide who to play with; everything should 
be certified in order to keep a level playing field. 

 
Playing and Practice Season 

5. Current Rule:  17.5.2 Preseason Practice – On-Court Practice.  A member institution shall 
not commence on-court preseason basketball practice sessions prior to 5 p.m. on the Friday 
nearest October 15 (see Figure 17-2). (Revised: 4/28/05 effective 8/1/05, 1/14/08 effective 
8/1/08) 

 
I. 30 days of practice in a 40 day period prior to first permissible contest date (still one 

day off per week). [SEC] 
Pro:  Allows flexibility but remains level playing field for quarter schools; With the 
increased number of games-this flexibility would help prepare teams for the early start; 
there has been support from NCAA Committees on past proposal.  
Con:  Would be difficult to monitor the actual number of practice days used when it is 
not in a defined calendar; Abuses through oversight are likely to occur, causing an unfair 
playing field; Would require more compliance monitoring; Would elongate the season 
even more by starting earlier – cuts down on preseason workout and individual 
workout times; does not allow for enough time between home visits and start of 
practice to adequately plan for practices; makes the season even longer; Proposal 2007-
88 was defeated by Management Council even though supported by other NCAA 
Committees. 

 
6. Current Rule:  17.1.6.2.2 Skill Instruction – Sports other than Baseball and Football.  

Participation by student-athletes in individual skill-related instruction in sports other than 
baseball and football is permitted outside the institution's declared playing season, from the 
institution's first day of classes of the academic year or September 15, whichever occurs 
earlier, to one week prior to the beginning of the institution's final examination period at 
the conclusion of the academic year [see Bylaw 17.1.6.2-(a)].  More than four student-
athletes from the team may be involved in skill-related instruction with their coaches from 
September 15 through April 15.  Prior to September 15 and after April 15, no more than 
four student-athletes from the same team may be involved in skill-related instruction with 
their coaches at any one time in any facility.  (Adopted: 1/10/95 effective 8/1/95; Revised: 
1/9/96, 1/14/97 effective 8/1/97, 10/27/98, 10/31/02 effective 8/1/03, 4/29/04 effective 
8/1/04, 4/28/05, 4/27/06 effective 8/1/06, 4/26/07 effective 8/1/07) 
AND 
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17.5.6 Out-of-Season Athletically Related Activities.  In basketball, student-athletes and 
members of the coaching staff shall not engage in countable athletically related activities 
outside the institution's playing season except as permitted in Bylaws 17.1.6.2 and 
17.1.6.2.2.  (Revised: 4/28/05 effective 8/1/05, 4/27/06 effective 8/1/06) 
 
I. Start team workouts when school starts as opposed to September 15th. [NEC] 

Pro:  Allows more access and flexibility; team should be playing better basketball when 
the season starts.  
Con:  Current rule provides a build-up and motivation for players and programs; This 
would create an unfair advantage against quarter schools that don’t start until late 
September; Creates more wear and tear on the student-athletes; Exception for women’s 
basketball very unlikely. 

 
7. Prohibit Nonscholastic Teams (with prospects) from Practicing at Division I Institutions. 

[MAAC] 
Pro:  Stop DI teams from playing pickup with Nonscholastic teams while they practice; 
stops DI institutions from allowing nonscholastic teams to use their facilities for free-even 
though this is a rule; Stop extreme recruiting advantages and abuses; Eliminates 
opportunity for incidental contact. 
Con:  Could have legal challenges; This would prohibit some institutions ability to make 
income; Real budget concerns for some; This would also prohibit all star games from being 
conducted on campuses. 

 
Contests 

8. Current Rule:  17.5.5.1 Maximum Limitations -- Institutional. A member institution shall 
limit its total regular-season playing schedule with outside competition in basketball during 
the playing season to one of the following (except for those contests excluded under Bylaw 
17.5.5.3; or (Revised:  4/27/06 effective 8/1/06; contracts signed before 1/8/06 for events 
scheduled to occur prior to the second Friday in November may be honored) 
(a) 27 contests (games or scrimmages) and one qualifying regular-season multiple team 
event per Bylaw 17.5.5.1.1; or   
(b) 29 contests (games or scrimmages) during a playing season in which the institution 
does not participate in a qualifying regular-season multiple team event.   

 
I. Number of Contests in a season - look at going from 29 to 28. Have the 29th be an 

additional scrimmage if a school wants. [Big East] 
Pro:  Make scheduling non-conference games easier; Less wear and tear on the student-
athlete if they are playing less games; easier to fit all the allowed contests in; It would be 
easier to schedule 28 games rather than 29 considering school breaks and exam 
schedules; it would rein-in bidding wars for guarantee games; giving coaches the choice 
to have a scrimmage or not is more cost effective than having to schedule the 29th game. 
Con:  Possibility of taking away programs flexibility to meet their individual needs; 
Hurts those teams that are trying to make sure they get 20 wins and really need that 
extra win; not enough time has passed to accurately evaluate how the current system is 
working. 

 

9. Current Rule:  17.5.5.3 Annual Exemptions.  The following basketball contests each year 
may be exempted from a member institution's maximum number of contests:  (Revised:  
4/27/06 effective 8/1/06) 
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(j) Practice Scrimmage.  An informal practice scrimmage with outside competition, 
provided it is conducted in privacy without official scoring.  Individuals other than athletics 
department staff members and those necessary to conduct a basketball practice scrimmage 
against outside competition may not be present during such a scrimmage.  The institution 
shall ensure that the scrimmage is free from public view.  In women's basketball, an 
institution may play two practice scrimmages during any year it does not use an exemption 
set forth in Bylaw 17.5.5.3-(g), 17.5.5.3-(h) or 17.5.5.3-(i), or may play one practice 
scrimmage and either one exhibition contest against a foreign team in the United States, one 
exhibition contest against a "club" member of USA Basketball or one exhibition contest 
against a four-year collegiate institution (other than an NCAA Division I institution).  In 
men's basketball, an institution may play two practice scrimmages during any year in which 
it does not use the exemption set forth in Bylaw 17.5.5.3-(i), or may play one practice 
scrimmage and one exhibition contest against a non-NCAA Division I four-year collegiate 
institution.  (Adopted: 10/27/98 effective 8/1/99; Revised: 4/29/04 effective 8/1/04) 
 
I. Have 3 scrimmages instead of a 29th game. [Big East] 

Pro:  Reduces the scheduling crunch of trying to fit in more games; Gives coaches 
another setting for an opportunity to teach; Easier to get a scrimmage-no guarantee has 
to be paid. 
Con:  Would create an even greater disadvantage/advantage scenario then what is 
currently going on – scrimmage games have already begun to be abused; Hurts those 
teams trying to get 20 wins; Some teams need more non-conference games to boost 
RPI/tournament resume. 

 

10. Current Rule:  17.5.3.1 Exceptions.  The following basketball contests (games or 
scrimmages are permitted prior to the first contest dates specified under Bylaw 17.5.3: 
(a) Practice Scrimmages. Informal practice scrimmages with outside competition, 
provided they are conducted in privacy without publicity or official scoring.  Individuals 
other than athletics department staff members and those necessary to conduct a basketball 
practice scrimmage against outside competition may not be present during such a 
scrimmage.  The institution shall ensure that the scrimmage is free from public view; and 
(Revised: 10/27/98 effective 8/1/99, 5/12/05) 
AND 
17.5.5.3 Annual Exemptions.  The following basketball contests each year may be exempted 
from a member institution’s maximum number of contests:  (Revised:  4/27/06 effective 
8/1/06) 
(j) Practice Scrimmage.   
 
I. Added scrimmage be open to the public to create a “game-like” format [NEC] 

Pro:  Freshman would experience a game-like atmosphere prior to the first official 
game; good idea for homecoming football weekend-this might bring fans/alumni to 
women’s basketball games when they might not do so ordinarily. 
Con:  Unfair advantages for big budget programs and unfair recruiting advantage for on 
campus visits or to tell recruits your school “get to do”; Eliminates the practice format of 
a scrimmage; This would be another exhibition game. 

 
11. Current Rule:  17.5.3 First Contest.  A member institution shall not play its first contest 

(game or scrimmage) with outside competition in basketball prior to the second Friday of 
November (Revised: 4/27/06 effective 8/1/06; contracts signed before 1/8/06 for events 
scheduled to occur prior to the second Friday in November may be honored.) 
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I. Move the start date a few days earlier based on the SEC In-Season Practice Proposal 

passing, in order for ease of scheduling the 29 contests. [Big East] 
Pro:  May ease the bunching of some hard weeks when student-athletes have to miss 
more than one day of school;  
Con:  Defeats the purpose of having more practice time to prepare for the game which 
seemed to be a major concern for coaches; Elongate the season even more by starting 
earlier – cuts down on preseason workout and individual workout times; would make 
the season too long; Television interests could defeat this proposal;  

 

12. Current Rule: 30.7.2.1 Incoming-Student Participation.  It is permissible for an eligible 
incoming student-athlete to represent the institution on a foreign tour that begins after the 
permissible starting practice date in the sport involved or after the first day of classes of his 
or her first regular term at the institution.  An incoming student-athlete (freshman or 
transfer) may participate in practice sessions conducted in preparation for a foreign tour 
only if such practice sessions occur either: (Revised: 5/4/05) 
(a) On or after the first permissible practice date in the involved sport; or 
(b) On or after the first day of classes of the student-athlete’s first regular academic term at 

the institution. 
 

I. Allow incoming freshman to have the ability to play on a foreign tour if they have or are 
currently attending summer school. [Mountain West] (Feedback for WBIC Access 
Package) 
Pro:  Experience helps freshman get acclimated to the team; allows freshman to 
experience the foreign tour and not miss out because it only happens every four years; 
Already on team, taking classes, allows them to bond with teammates; Allows coaches to 
prepare for season with actual team and not missing anyone; creates a less stressful 
environment to get to know freshmen as well as promoting team bonding. 
Con:  Too much too soon; huge financial commitment and an opportunity that should be 
earned over time; Summer school sessions for freshman could be affected; Would 
eliminate the flexibility of when programs could take their tour; Possibility of some 
eligibility issues if a freshman went on a foreign tour prior to the start of her first year 
and then decided to transfer; They may not be ruled eligible through the clearinghouse 
when the team goes because of how long the process takes; What if they are ruled 
ineligible and they already went and played with your team. 

 
Camps  

13. Current Rule:  An institution’s sports camp or instructional clinic shall be any camp or 
clinic that is owned or operated by a member institution or an employee of the member 
institution’s athletic department, either on or off its campus, and in which prospective 
student-athletes participate.  (Bylaw 13.12.1.1) 

 
I. To eliminate colleges from running camps at high schools. [Horizon] 

Pro:  Would cut down on recruiting advantages created by relationship that some 
programs have with certain high schools coaches; Keep an even playing field by 
preventing college coaches from having exposure to high school campuses and PSA’s. 
Con:  Some colleges might not have access to their facilities in the summer to run camps 
so this would prevent opportunity to make extra income-such as gyms being rented out 
for graduations or due to construction work; schools with facility issues go to high 
schools because they have been kicked out of their own facilities. 
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14. Current Rule:  All telephone calls made to and received from a prospective student-athlete 

(or the psa’s parents, legal guardians or coaches) must be made and received by the head 
coach or one or more of the assistant coaches who count toward the numerical limitations 
in Bylaw 11.7.4. (Bylaw 13.1.3.4.1) 

 
I. Making it legal for DOBOs to make camp calls to high school coaches or summer coaches 

(AAU). [SEC] 
Pro:  Would make maximum use of the full-time assistant coaches abilities and time; 
Most DOBO’s are in charge of camp and therefore need to be able to have 
communication with coaches regarding camp; This allows DOBOs to call high school 
coaches to either work camps or bring teams to camp and alleviates the amount of work 
coaching staff has to put into camp. 
Con:  The call could potentially be used to discuss recruits and to involve recruiting 
content, with camp as a “reason” for calling; Every program doesn’t have a DOBO, 
however most programs do have some sort of administrative office support; Creates a 
gray area that would need to be strictly regulated in order to keep conversations from 
becoming about prospective student athletes. 
 

II. Institution’s basketball camp or clinic shall be conducted on the institution’s campus, 
within the state in which the institution is located or, if outside the state, within a 50-
mile radius of the institution’s campus.  
Pro:  Similar to the football rule, Bylaw 13.12.1.1.2 and would allow for some flexibility 
of local development off an institutions campus. 
Con:  Could result in a recruiting advantage based on coaches’ relationship with a high 
school coach. 

 

15. Allow incoming freshman to have the ability to work camps if they have or are 
currently attending summer school. [Big 12] (This proposal is to provide continued 
feedback to the WBB Issues Committees’ development of a summer access package, which 
would include and academic component) 
Pro:  Already on campus and seems inclusive for them to be able to work camp on campus; 
Incoming freshmen could earn money; They are already there in the summer – no 
additional advantage; this would give freshmen a more productive structure to their day, 
make the feel more a part of the camp that their teammates are involved in and alleviate 
homesickness; gives them a means to make earn money. 
Con:  Not sending the right message; Freshman need to be focused on getting adjusted to 
academic life and strength and conditioning-they already have a lot on their plate. 

 
Playing and Practice Rules 

16. Current Rule:  Three-Point Line. Rule 1-7. From the center of the basket to the outside edge 
of the three-point field goal line, the men’s line shall be a distance of 20 feet 9 inches. The 
three-point field-goal lines shall be two separate solid 2 inch lines that contrast in color and 
have no form of embellishment or belt between the two lines. The lines may be the same 
color as or a different color from the free throw lane boundary lines and the semicircles. 

 
I. Men’s three point line – band with the width of the difference between the two lines 

instead of two separate lines. [Patriot] 
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Pro:  Simplifying the court by just having one band instead of two lines” – More 
distracting or less distracting (not sure?). 
Con:  More difficult for officials; Require a change in women’s basketball, allowing for 
the player’s foot to be on the line but, not over the line for the try to be a three-point 
basket; More expensive for institutions to remove the current three-point to add the 
one-foot arc or “band” than to add the new men’s line; Would not be an option to use 
EITHER the 2 inch line or the band; Women’s teams playing in women’s only facilities 
would still be required to use the band to designate the three-point line; The band 
would be used during the NCAA championship, including the Women’s Final Four, 
Consideration should be given to multipurpose facilities – those facilities that host 
volleyball and high school events would have to make arrangements for alternate court 
markings.  

 
Moot Issues 

1. Have a 4th coach out during specified period. [Big East] 
o WBCA survey results from September 2008 show that 40% of DI institutions did not 

have a DOBO and 12% have a part-time DOBO on campus.  Of the DI coaches who 
responded to the email, 13.7% have only 3 members on their coaching staff. 

o Proposal 2008-12 – Big East proposal (is currently out for membership comment) 
put forth to allow 4 coaches out during the July evaluation periods.  The forth coach 
could be traveling, while three coaches were out recruiting, but there could be no 
splitting days allowed with this proposal.   
Á 4th coach out in the spring, but limited to one weekend. [NEC] 
Á 4 coaches out for the non-scholastic recruiting weekends in April and 

September. [Big Ten] 
Á Regarding 4th coach out - just have this coach out in the April period. [Big 

East] 
2. 4 Coaches out for the non-scholastic recruiting weekends in April and September. (Defeated 

2007-20)  [Big Ten]  
3. Increasing the evaluation day to be greater than 100. (Defeated 2006-28-A, Adopted 2006-

28-B) [Big Ten]:  No interest without data and sufficient reason.   
4. 100 evaluation days – don’t count the three days (really 9 days), during the spring 

evaluation period, towards the 100 evaluation day.  Also, so not consider this 1 of the 5 
evaluations for the prospective student-athlete. (Defeated 2006-28-A, Adopted 2006-28-B) 
[Big East] 

5. If II under Recruiting Calendar doesn’t happen - Make the September and April non-
scholastic evaluation periods exempt from counting against the evaluation days, both for 
the 5 days used for the individual prospects and in the 100 days available to institutions.  
[Big Ten] 

o NCAA Committees have not supported an increase in recruiting opportunities 
(contacts or evaluations). 

6. Make the current 5 days of evaluations in April into contact days. (Would tweak adopted 
proposal 2006-28-B and 2006-30) [MAC] 

7. Change July “dead” period to “quiet” period. (Defeated 2006-55) [Big East, Pac 10] 
8. Allowing text messaging of prospective student-athletes with strict regulations (e.g., around 

an unofficial visit):  All sport issue.. (Would tweak adopted proposal 2006-40) [NEC] 
9. Practice time for the first day of practice be moved to 12:00 pm. (Would tweak adopted 

proposal 2007-87) [Mountain West]:  Earlier time was proposed with no support in 2007.  
10. Increase skill instruction from 2 hours to 4 hours.  Keep the 8 total hours. (Reversed in 2005 

proposals.  It was a one year deal) [NEC] 
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11. Don't allow teams to play exhibitions against anyone other than schools with an affiliation 
with the NCAA (Division II or III) and/or NAIA therefore eliminating paying large 
guarantees to exhibition teams that are run by AAU teams or summer organizations. [SEC, 
CAA, NEC, Big East] 

o Proposal 2008-50 – Adopted. 
12. No restrictions on missing class for scrimmages. [Big East] 

o Proposal 2008-49 – Adopted. bereavement 
13. Shorter time frame to identify if a student-athlete is a qualifier or not. [WAC] 

o This is about when the Eligibility Center gets the necessary information.  
There is an early certification process.   


