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ABSTRACT

This study conveys to the reader the development of the

academic standards of the National Collegiate Athletic

Association. The primary purpose of the study was to present
the development of the academic standards from 1905-1987. A
second purpose was to gain a better understanding of the
reasons and justifications of the NCAA in regard to changes
that have occurred in the academic standards. A third purpose
was to gain knowledge of Proposition 48. The final purpose
was to study the controversy surrounding Proposition 48. A
chronological approach is used to make record of the eighty-
two yvear history of the academic standards of the NCAA.

This study depicts the founding of the NCAA, its initial
academic standards and the belief in the importance of
academics for the student—-athlete, and the many proposals
passed over the years, including the 1.600 rule, the 2.000
rule and Proposition 48.

A narrative approach is used to describe each change that
occurred during the NCAA's history in regards to academic
standards. The study reveals the continued significance of
academic standards in the NCAA and with Proposition 48, a
continued and needed commitment to the "student" in

student~-athlete.
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CHAPTER ONE

INTR

On December 28, 1905,

ODUCTION

an organization named the

Intercollegiate Athletic Association of the United States

was formed. The founders of this organization were primarily

educators and scholars. The purpose was to form one ruling

body for the college sport

of football. Five years later,

the organization was renamed the National Collegiate Athletic

Association and is now the

1981).

Since the formation of

Voice of College Sports (Falla,

the National Collegiate Athletic

Association, the founders have set high priority on academié7

achievement of student athl

etes. At the Association's first}
S

convention in 1906, the first policy on academic eligibility

was established.

"No student shall represent a college or university
in any intercollegiate contest who is not taking a full
schedule of work as prescribed in the catalog of the
institution™ (Falla, 1981).

During the period of 1905-1939, the educational aspect

of college athletics was of great importance to the NCAA but

no enforcement structure was in place. The firm belief of

the NCAA was that member institutions were to control the

enforcement of academic sta

indards on their individual campuses.



It was not until 1939 that the National Collegiate
Athletic Association voted to establish eligibility rules
that were enforceable by the Association's Eligibility
Committee. Many rule changes were to follow including
the 1.600 rule established in 1965, the 2.00 rule established
in 1973 and the current Propositon 48 established in 1982 and
/put into effect in 1986.

STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

The statement of this research is to examine the ﬁistorical
aspects of the National Collegiate Athletic Association Division
\I member institutions' academic standards with an emphasis on
the 1986 Proposition 48.

RESEARCH QUESTIONS

The research questions for this paper were:

1. How have the academic standards for the National
Collegiate Athletic Association developed since the foundation
of the organization?

2. What have been the reasons and the justifications
for the development of the standards?

3. What are the details of the current Proposition 4872

4. What are the pros and cons of the current

Proposition 487?
PURPOSE OF THE STUDY
The purpose of this study is to convey the historical

development of the academic standards of the National




Collegiate Athletic Associa

purpose of this research is
of the reasons and justific
NCAA in regards to the chan
academic standards for the
of this research is to gain
The final purpose of this s

surrounding Proposition 48.

SIGNIFICANCE

As John B. Slaughter (

tion from 1905-1987. A second
to gain a better understanding
ations of the members of the
ges that have occurred in the
organization. A third purpose
knowledge on Proposition 48.

tudy is to examine the controversy

FOR THE STUDY

1987), Chancellor of the University
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2. This study is limited to research conducted during
the time period of December 1986-April 1987.

3. This study is limited to incoming freshmen and

continuing students.

4., This study is limited to the perceptions of those

individuals who were included in the collection of the data.
DEFINITIONS OF TERMS

Division I member institution - Any college or university
who is a dues paying member of the National Collegiate
Athletic Association and who sponsors a minimum of six
intercollegiate varsity sports including at least two team
sports, involving all-male teams or mixed teams of males and
females (NCAA Manual, 1987).

Student Athlete - any student who is enrolled at a
college or university who is participating in college sponsored

athletics.

American Council on Higher Education - It was founded in
1918 and composed of institutions of higher education and
national and regional education associations, it is the
nation's major coordinating body for post-secondary education.
Through voluntary and coopérative action, the council provides
comprehensive leadership for improving education standards,
policies, procedures, and services (Greene, 1984).

National Collegiate Athletiec Association (NCAA) - A

private, non-profit organization consisting of approximately




1000 members. Membership is open to four-year institutions
whe meet certain academic standards. The organization is
operated by a Constitution and Bylaws which are formulated
by the membership and subject to change by the membership.

National Collegiate Athletic Association Council - A

group of twenty-two members who are elected by the membership
and responsible for the running of the organization in the
interim between conferences.

Sanity Code - The Sanity Code was a set of principles
that were believed, in 1948, to bring sanity back to
intercollegiate athletics.

Scholastic Aptitude Test - The SAT is a test that
measures the learning gained by the student in two subject
areas that are indicators for success at the college level.
The subjects are Verbal skills and Quantitative skills.

American College Testing - The ACT is a test that
provides an indication of how well a student will perform
in college in the following areas: English, math, social
studies and natural science (ACT handbook).

Principle of Sound Academic Standards - One of the
principles found in the Sanity Code which specified new
requirements for academic standards for those participating
in the National Collegiate Championships.

The Principles for Conduct of Intercollegiate Athletics =
A survey that was distributed to the member institutions to

examine the state of intercollegiate athletics. Later




it was renamed the Sanity Code.
Incoming Freshmen - Any student who attends a Division I
member institution directly after completing high school.
Continuing Student - Any student\who‘begins at a Division
I member institution and matriculates there until the

completion of a degree or athletic eligibility.




CHAPTER TWO

REVIEW OF LITERATURE

The following Chapter

will present a discussion of the

academic standards of the National Collegiate Athletic

Association from 1905-1987.
information on many of the
the yvears including the 10-
1.600 rule, the 2.000 rule
Proposition 48. In the dis
and cons will be presented.

The formation of the I

of the United States, later

The author will present
standards that have been set over
point code, the Sanity Code, the
and the heavily debated
cussion of Proposition 48, the pros

ntercollegiate Athletic Association

to be renamed the National

Collegiate Athletic Associa

sport of football. By the

tion, came about because of the

1870's, the sport of football was

becoming increasingly violent and many men were being seriously

injured or killed while playing.

Princeton,
Interccllegiate Football As
some order to the sport of

association made token atte

the sport of football, but
this time (Falla, 1981).
On February 23, 1894,

formed when Harvard, Pennsylvania,

On November 23, 1876, Yale,

Harvard and Columbia Universities met to form the

sociation in an attempt to bring

football (Menke, 1975). This
mpts at lessening the violence in

it still continued to prevail at

a football rules committee was

Princeton and Yale



Universities met at the University Athletic Club in New York.
As was the case with the Association, few rule changes were
made and football continued to be a violent sport. By 1900,
the general public was becoming much more angry about the
state of football violence. Legislators were beginning to
take notice of the feelings and sentiments of the public
(Falla, 1981). On October 9, 1905, President Theodore
Roosevelt, who was a big fan of the game of football, attempted
to take matters into his own hands and called a meeting at
the White House to discuss the issue of violence in football
(Spears, 1978). Among the thirteen participating eastern
institutions, were representatives from Harvard, Princeton,
and Yale Universities. From this meeting, came a statement
that was released to the country. The statement was signed
by Walter Camp and John E. Owsley from Yale, J. B. Fine and
A. R. Hillebrand from Princeton and Edward H. Nichols and
William T. Reid, Jr. from Harvard. It read:
"At the meeting with the President of the United
States it was agreed that we consider that an honorable
obligation exists to carry out in letter and spirit the
rules of the game of football relating to roughness,
holding and foul play, and the active cocaches of our
universities being present with us pledged themselves
to so regard it and to do their utmost to carry out
that obligation™ (Whitney, 1906).
Despite the intent of the letter, no major changes occurred
in the sport of college football.

Chancellor Henry M. MacCracken of New York University

sensed that if something was not done quickly to change the



sport of football, that the cry would be to abolish the sport
‘entirely (Shea, 1967). He decided to call a meeting in New
York City that was not sanctioned by the football rules
coﬁmittee. The purpose of this initial meeting was to
Consider abuses that had arisen in the sport of college

football (Pierce, 1935). On December 9, 1905, sixty-eight

schools met in New York City to discuss changes that could

be made to make the sport of football safer for the
participating student-athletes. Among the sixty-eight
institutions in attendance were schools from Maine to Texas
and Colorado to New York (Pierce, 1909). Based on the
discussions that were held at Chancellor MacCracken's meeting,
‘the group concensus was to attempt to make changes in the
rules and that a second meeting would be held at a later date
to implement those changes (Falla, 1981).

On December 28, 1905, the second meeting was held with
twenty-eight institutions in attendance. One of the delegates,
Captain Palmer E. Pierce suggested that an organization should
be formed to continue the pursuit of eliminating the violence
in college football. Many of the delegates agreed but felt
that the organization should be expanded to include all aspects
of intercollegiate athletics (Falla, 1981). Those present‘at
the first gathering felt a great need to form an organization
to help soclidify and in a way control the undertaking of
college athletics (Pierce, 1910). Based on this discussion,

the Intercollegiate Athletic Association of the United
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States was formed énd the new organization would be open to
all colleges, universities and institutions of learning in
the United States (Savage, 1929). The purpose of this
organization would be for "the regulation and supervision
of college athletics throughout the U.S., in order that the
athletic activities in the colleges and universities may be

maintained on an ethical plane in keeping with the dignity

and high purpose of education" (Pierce, 1935). Five years
later, it would be renamed the National Ccllegiate Athletic
Association (Shea, 1967). Thus, Captain Pierce became an
important part of the foundation of the NCAA by making the
1905 meeting more than a gathering to discuss the violence

in football but the beginning of a long-standing organization
(Falla, 1981).

From the onset of the association, most of the memﬁers
wereveducators and scholars who believed firmly that academics
was a high priority for the student-athlete. The organization
be;ieved that college athletics and academics needed to be
kept in the proper perspective (Pierce, 1909). At the first
association meeting on March 31, 1806, much discussion
occurred about faculty control of athletics. From this
discussion, came the association's first statement on academic
standards for studenﬁ—athletes. To be eligible to participate
in intercollegiate athletics, a student-athlete must have met

the following requirement:
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"No student shall represent a college or university
in any intercollegiate contest who is not taking a full
schedule of work as prescribed in the catalog of the
institution”" (Falla, 1981).

This and other general rules were set forth between the years
of 1906-1938. Despite the rules and the NCAA's commitment to
education, no enforcement structure was in place during this
period of time. The principles and interpretations of the
principles were very diverse. Each member institution made
their own decisions on how to enforce and interpret the
policy. The Association had no control over the member
institutions' own policies ("Development of Significant”,
1983). The primary reason behind the lack of enforcement
was that the organization was formed on the home rule
principle. As Palmer Pierce stated, "the ideals striven

for by all are the same, but the methods of securing them
vary with local conditions" {(Pierce, 1909).

Despite the lack of enforcement power, the common
belief of the Association during the early years was that
faculty should expect good scholarship from athletes.

The belief continuéd to be that student-athletes came to
school first fof an education with athletics coming second
(Dudley, 1912). To further expand on the importance of
academics for intercollegiate athletics, one needs to
examine the faculty opinion on the matter. Dr. Paul C.

Phillops (1916) a professor of Physical Education at Amherst

College believed that academic standards in intercollegiate
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athletics arose from the faculties attempt to control athletics
so as to continue the pursuit of high academic achiéﬁement
for the atudent-athlete.

One of the rules established was the ten-point code of
1922. The code was established because the Association felt
that it was important to reiterate its policies, principles
and practices in regards to college sports. Two academic
standards that were adhered to were the freshmen rule and
absolute faculty control. The ten-points are as follows:

1. The organization of sectional conferences.

2. That amateruism as defined by this Association
be taught and strictly adhered to.

3. The general adoption of the freshmen rule.

4. That each conference adopt a strict rule against
participation of migrants.

5. That participation be for a period of three vyears

only.
6. That participation be denied graduate students.
7. That playing on any team other than one representing

his own institution, whether in term time or wvacation,
be prohibited except by faculty consent and under
strict supervision.

8. That the whole moral force of faculty and athletic
crganization be directed toward suppressing the
betting evil.

9. Absolute faculty control.

10. That each district representative make it an important
part of his duty to visit the colleges of his district
in order to advocate the principles of this Association
(Morehouse, 1922).

A continued awareness of how important academics was for
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the student-athlete can be seen in a speech given by Professor
G. E. Dawson (1923) in which he simply stated "College is an
educational experience." The nature of the speech exemplifies
the continued importance of academics for the student-athlete.
He also discussed the fact that there was ﬁuch public cynicism
in regards to the educational quality for the student-athlete
but he believed that institutions of higher learning were not
ignoring the student-athletes educational needs (Dawson, 1923).

In 1935, Major John L. Griffith spoke out against those
who believed the colleges and universities were not enforcing
the academic eligibility rules of their institutions. He
believed that the faculty was very concerned about academics
and were honest in their dealings with athletes. Despite his
statements, public sentiment continued to be that athletes
were not receiving a quality education that they rightfully
deserved (Griffith, 1935).

In 1939, The Association gained some enforcement power
over academic standards by estaklishing eligibility rules for
National Collegiate Championships. By a vote at the convention,
the enforcement of eligibility rules was placed in the hands
of the Eligibility Committee. Theyv were given the authority
to rule on the academic eligibility of those student-athletes
who participated in NCAA meets and tournaments ("Development
of Significant", 1983). Much of the NCAA's response to

academic standards arose from the opinions of both the public
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and administrators who believed that athletics must be
coordinated with classroom efforts to insure the academic

success of the student-athlete (Harmon, 1940).

In 1946, the Conference of Conferences was held in
Chicago and it resulted in the first draft of "The Principles
for the Conduct of Intercollegiate Athletics." The draft was
more in the form of a questionnaire than of policy and it was
sent out to member institutions to get feedback on the issues

that it addressed (Falla, 1981). _One of the key 1ssues was

e

that of academlc standards and the de51re to have student—

g

athletes be representative of the student body ‘academically.

Partly because of the discussion on- the questlonnalre and
partlywout of a desire to make the academic standards more
specific, a change was made in the academic standards in 1946.
In order to participate in the National Collegiate Championships,
a student-athlete was required to have been admitted by the
published admissions standards of their institution(that were
applicable to the general student body of that institution

and that at the time of competition, the athlete must have been
enrolled in at least a minimum full-time program of studies as
defined by his institution (Falla, 1981). Although the rules
were becoming more specific, the admissions standards and the
full-time student definition were still unique to the

institution.

On January 10, 1948, "The Principles for the Conduct of
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Intercollegiate Athletics" was adopted. This stemmed from

the overwhelming response from the member institutions to the
questionnaire that was sent out in 1946. The name given to
these new regulations was the Sanity Code (Shea, 1967). The
reason for the name was that many felt that this new code
helped bring back the sanity to college athletics. The Sanity
Code was adopted as Article 3 of the Constitution (Appendix A).
The membership of the Association alsoc passed a resolution
giving the leadership of the Association the authority to
establish a rules-enforcement body. At that point, a three-
member committee was formed called the Constitutional Compliance
Committee (Falla, 1981).

One aspect of the Sanity Code was that of the "Principle
of Sound Academic Standards". The academic requirements at
this time became even more specific. The new requirements
for National Collegiate Championships included a one-year
residency rule for transfer students, a three year limit on
varsity competition, restriction of competition to
undergraduates only and ineligibility for freshman for
NCAA~-sponsored events (Falla, 1981).

At the 1950 conference, one of the main discussions was
what to do with schools who had violated the Sanity Code.
Although some members were in favor of throwing them out of
the NCAA, at the 1951 conference, the Association choose to

eliminate the Sanity Code rather than deal with the violators
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("For Hire", 1951). The Sanity Code was repealed not because

it was a bad idea, but perhaps it was implemented to quickly.

The implementation neglected to take into account how to

enforce the Code and what to do with those who violated it

(Falla, 1918). To follow, would be a more slow process but

a process that would preserve the sense of amateurism in

college athletics.

During the time between the repeal of the Sanity Code

and the development of enforceable legislation, the Council

developed a 1l2-point program. The 12-points are as follows:

1.

Confine practice sessions

of the sport or 1i
season practice.

Limit the number of games

to the recognized season

mit and rigidly supervise out-of-

in each sport, particlarly

football and basketball.

Reexamine postseas

on games in the light of the

pressures they create.

Urge reconsideration of the free substitution

rule (football).

Insist upon normal
degree for purpose

academic progress toward a
s of eligibility.

Deny eligibility to any athlete not admitted under

the institution's

published entrance requirements.

Limit the number and amount of financial grants

to athletes.

Top~level institutional administrators should
"enlist the support of true lovers of wholesome

college athletics,

particularly in alumni areas,

to reduce undesirable recruiting."

Demand strict adherence to the letter and spirit

of the rules, once
by regional or nat

they have been established
ional groups.
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10. Rule ineligible any athlete who knowingly enters
into college for the purpose of receiving gifts
or subsidy beyond that regularly permitted by
the institution or conference.

11. Eliminate excessive entertainment of prospective
athletes.

12. Give close attention to the curriculum of the
athlete to assure that he is not diverted from
his educational objective (Falla, 1981).

Although the 12-points were only advisory at this point with
no enforcement to back them up, they would end up evolving
into the fundamental principles that would govern
intercollegiate athletics. At this point, as in the past, a
commitment was made to the student-athlete that close
attention would be paid to his curriculum to insure that he
was getting the education necessary to continue after college
athletics. The 12-point code is the first mention in the
history of the NCAA that a student-athlete should be making
normal progress towards a degree in order to continue
participation in college athletics (Falla, 1981).

In 1952, the advisory statement was voted on and became
a part of the Association's constitution. Normal progress
towards a degree as defined by the institution was now a part
of the constitution and must have occurred in order for an
athlete to continue participation in sports (Falla, 1981).
The Association established a Membership Committee that would
be responsible for hearing complaints about institutions that

were not abiding by the new rules (Tow, 1981).
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In 1959, the Association took its first step towards
quantifying the academic standards. Two additions were made
to Bylaw 4‘(Appendix B) that helped to clarify full-time
student and years an athlete could participate. The Bylaw
stated that a student-athlete must be enrolled, at the time
of competition, in a minimum full-time program of studies as
defined by the institution but that it could not be less than
twelve semester or quarter hours (Falla, 1981). The other
amendment to Bylaw 4 stated that a student-athlete could only
compete in intercollegiate athletics for ten semester or
fifteen quarter hours of residence starting from the beginning
semester or quarter that he enrolled at the institution
("Development of Significant", 1983).

At the 1962 convention the length of time a student-
athlete could participate was revised slightly and became
known as the five-year rule. This rule governs all
intercollegiate participation by a student-athlete and it
states:

"He must complete his seasons of participation
within five calendar years from the beginning of the
semester or quarter in which he first registered at
a collegiate institution, time spent in the armed
forces or on compulsory church missions being excepted”
(Falla, 1981).

Also in 1962, the NCAA Executive committee approved
funds to be allocated for a study that would look at predicting

academic success as a basis for awarding athletically related

financial aid. The committee found it necessary to study
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academic success for several reasons. First, because of the
continued commitment to the education of the student-athlete.
Secondly, that student athletes who represent an institution
should be representative of the entire student body of that.
institution. Alsoc, a public cynicism was beginning to develop
toward the student-athlete. Many felt that the student-athlete
was not getting the education so highly talked about by the
NCAA, but that they were only in college to participate in
athletics (Falla, 1981). The NCAA Executive Committee had

the desire to keep its position that when a student-athlete
enters college that he has a reasonable chance of achieving

a degree.

During 1963 and 1964, the study was carried out by the
Academic and Testing Requirements Committee. The chair of
the committee was James H. Weaver of the Atlantic Coast
Conference. The committee analyzed the individual academic
performance of 40,960 students at 80 member institutions. 1In
1965, the committee produced an "expectancy table" which was
based on high school academic performance correlated with
scores on one of the standard college entrance tests (Falla,
1981). Lawrence C. Woodruff of the University of Kansas,

a committee member, stated that the purpose of the study was
"to enable a college to judge the probability that a student
to whom we are granting an athletic scholarship will succeed

academically in college and thus participate in the sport for
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which he is being considered" (Falla, 1981).

On January 12, 1965, the Association adopted the 1.600
rule which would become effective on January 1, 1966 (Shea,
1967). Although one reason for the new rule was the study
conducted by the Academic and Testing Requirements Committee,
this was not the sole reason. 1In the past, in order for a
student-athlete to participate in athletics, he had to
meet the academic standards of his own school. There was
growing concern that the diversity of admissions standards
at the member institutions brought about inequity for some
athletes. Many felt that more consistency was needed.

The 1.600 rule had the following components:

"A member institution shall not be eligible to
enter a team of individual competitors in an NCAA-
sponscred meet unless the institution: (1) limits
its scholarship or (athletic) grant-in-aid awards
and eligibility for participation in athletics...to
incoming student-athletes who have a predicted grade-
point average of 1.600 (based on a maximum of 4.000)
as determined by demonstrable institutional, conference
or national experience tables, and (2) limits subsequent
...awards and eligibility for participation to student-
athletes who have a grade-point average, either
accumulative or for the previous academic year, of
at least a 1.600" (Falla, 1981).

The components that were used in determining the
student-athlete who qualified under the 1.600 rule were ACT
or SAT scores in combination with the high school grade-point
average at the sixth, seventh or eighth semester. The 1.600

rule quantified both admissions standards and what was meant

by normal progress towards a degree. When Sports Illustrated
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reported the enactment of the 1.600 rule, they stated "The
1.600 rule is a long-overdue piece of legislation designed
to guarantee that every student-athlete in all of the NCAA's
member schools maintains at least a C-minus average. A mark
of C-minus amounts to a 1.600 on the 1.000-4.000 grading
system”" (Falla, 1981).

bDuring the 1966 and the 1968 conventions, legislation
was defeated that would have abolished or weakened the 1.600
rule. As a matter of fact, in 1968 the 1.600 rule was
strengthened by an amendment that was passed that insured
that member institution's prediction tables were representative
of the student population and that they were equal to or more
strict than the national tables. The NCAA required that a
member institution who was using a table that was less strict
than the NCAA's table would be required to meet a minimum
level of continuing academic attainment for their student-
athletes (Falla, 1981).

In the late 1960's, higher education began to make
drastic changes. The social structure and the economy of the
United States began to have a large impact on higher education.
Many federally funded financial aid programs were begun
primarily to provide education to those students who were
disadvantaged financially. Many colleges, in an effort to
provide academic opportunities to those students, began an

"open-door" policy for admissions. Many of the member



22

institutions felt that the 1.600 rule took away institutional
autonomy and responsibility. Once again in 1971, a proposal
was defeated that would have rescinded the 1.600 rule but a
proposal was passed that would allow financial aid to bona
fide disadvantaged students (Falla, 1981).

Up until 1973, the 1.600 rule remained in effect. Many
factors led to its abolishment at the 1973 convention by a
vote of 204 to 187. The first concern was that of the
validity of the tests and the expectancy table. Secondly,
was a continued concern that the institutions were losing
their autonomy and responsibility. Third was the continued
increase in federally financed college aid programs for
disadvantaged students. Finally, more and more member
institutions were moving toward an "open-door" admissions
policy and believed what was required of the general student
population should be the same for athletes (Falla, 1981).

In place of the 1.600 rule, the convention voted on and
passed the 2.000 rule. Simply put, the 2.000 rule required
that a student-athlete would be eligible for athletic grant-
in-aid programs only if he had a minimum 2.000 accumulative
grade~point average for all work taken and certified officially
by the high school. Also, the 2.000 rule stated that an
athlete could continue participation in athletics only if he
met the requirements of the college in regards to normal

progress toward a degree (Falla, 1981).
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For many years following the enactment of the 2.000
rule, concerns were raised by the members in regards to
academic standards. One of the main concerns of some members
was that high school grade point averages were not significant
because of the diversity of high schools across the nation.
Also, many believed that high schools were granting grades to
exceptional athletes just to keep them eligible to participate.
An example of this is given by Bill Hunt who rode shotgun for
the NCAA. He told the New York Times:

"Violations of these academic rules are definitely
on the increase. You have the high school figuring out
what it takes to get a 2.0 for the boy and then giving
such a grade where needed. We've had boys go into
their senior year with a 1.7 average and get a 3.0
average their senior year so they have a 2.0 for high
school. Sometimes he hasn't even attended classes in
his senior year. If we'd made the rule a 2.5 needed
average, thev'd have given the athletes 2.5 averages"”
(Michenor, 1976).

Many proposals were brought to the convention floor to
reinstate the 1.600 rule but all of them were defeated.

The following is a brief listing of the proposals
that were brought to the convention flocor during the period
of 1976-1980 that were in regards to academic standards
("Development of Significant”, 1983).

1976 A proposed amendment was defeated that would have
required the earning of 24 semester or 36 quarter
hours of credit by the beginning of the second
year and after that the earning of 12 credits for
each academic term attended. The proposal failed
because the members were reluctant to state

specific rules that would define normal academic
progress.



1977

1978

1978

1978

1979

1980
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A proposed amendment was defeated that would have
allowed an athlete to continue participating in
athletics after he had completed his baccalaureate
degree as long as he had eligibility left during

his five-year eligibility period and if he completed
his athletic endeavors at the college he received
his degree.

A proposed amendment was passed to state that

an athlete must carry a full load as required

by his institution in order to be eligible to

participate in intercollegiate athletics with

the exception to this requirement being during
his last semester of his degree program.

A proposed amendment was defeated that related to
institutional eligibility for NCAA Championships.
It was called the "Triple Option". The proposal
read "This proposal allowed for the student-
athlete to establish his eligibility on the basis
of a 2.25 high school grade-point average or an
ACT score of 17 or an SAT score of 750." This
proposal would have also limited practice and
participation but still permitted the awarding

of financial aid. The two reasons for this
proposals defeat was that many member institutions
believed that the ACT and the SAT were racially
biased and that there was no indication that if
the NCAA raised its academic standards that this
would cause a higher graduation rate.

A proposal was defeated to reinstate the 1.600
rule because of no discussion.

Once again the "Triple Option” proposal was
brought before the convention and once again
it was defeated for the same reasons as
previously.

A proposed amendment was defeated that would have
raised the grade-point average from a 2.000 to a
2.200 but allowed for a student who had a 2.000
to still be eligible if he had an ACT score of

17 or a SAT score of 750. This was defeated for
the same reasons as the others previously.
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In 1981, the NCAA began to make what proved to be major
changes in the academic standards for student-athletes. At
the 1981 convention, the Association approved a national
satisfactory progress rule which set quantitative standards
for all institutions in the NCAA. Bylaw 5-1-(j)-(6) (Appendix
C) was amended to "require that all student-athletes
successfully complete an average of twelve credit hours
during each term of attendance or satisfactorily complete
twenty-four semester or thirty-six quarter hours since the
beginning of the student-athlete's last season of competition"
(Falla, 1981).

Three additional proposals were passed at the 1981
convention. First was an amendment to Constitution 3-3
(Appendix D} which required a student-athlete to be enrolled
in a minimum full-time program of study in order to participate
in organized practice sessions. Secondly, a student-athlete
could only receive extension or credit by examination from
the institution in which the student-athlete was enrolled as
a full-time student in regards to the satisfactory progress
of that student-athlete. Along with that change was the fact
that in order for a student-athlete to gain credit for
courses taken at another institution during the summer term,
the student-athlete had to have the permission of the
institution in which he/she was enrolled in order to have the

credit be applicable to satisfactory progress. The final
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proposal was that all member institutions publish information
stating the requirements that a student~athlete was to meet
in order to maintain satisfactory progress toward a degree.
Once again in 1981, a proposal to change the grade-point
average requirement from a 2.000 to a 2.200 was defeated due
to the fact that no evidence was available that stated that

a 2.200 was a better predictor of academic success. The vote
on this proposal was 90-147 ("Development of Significant",
1983).

At the 1982 convention, the satisfactory progress rule
was once again revised to read that a student-athlete must
complete an average of twelve hours during each of the
academic terms in academic years in which the student-athlete
was enrolled (Falla, 1981).

On April 30, 1981, a five-year study that was sponsored
by the NCAA was released by the American College Testing
Program that showed that the student-athlete was better
educated than most people believed. The study measured the
performance of male students who entered college in the fall
of 1975. As of the spring.of 1980, fifty-two percent of the
male athletes had graduated as compared £o only forty-one
and a half percent of non-athletes. Also, the drop-out and
transfer rate of athletes was lower than that of non-athletes
with only thirty-one and a half percent of athletes as

compared to forty-three percent of non-athletes (Falla, 1981).
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From 1983-1987, the main discussion in regards to
academic standards of the NCAA centered around Proposition
48 and proposal 56, both of which were introduced at the
1983 convention by the American Council of Education's
President's Ad Hoc Committee. The Committee believed that
it was time to propose stiffer academic standards. As Joab
L. Thomas stated, "We've simply got to establish some kind
of reasonable academic floor" (vVance, 1982). Proposition
48 spelled out requirements for incoming freshman and was
to be put into effect in August of 1986. The proposal passed
at the 1983 convention and read as follows:

College Freshman Eligibility Requirements NCAA Bylaw 5-1-(7)

"Effective August 1, 1986, in order to be eligible
for practice, participation in regular-season competition
and athletically related financial aid during the first
academic year in residence, a student entering a
Division I NCAA member institution directly out of
high school must have:

(1) Graduated from high school with a minimum
grade-point average of 2.000 (based on a maximum 4.000)
in a core curriculum of at least 11 academic full-year
courses, including at least three in English, two in
mathematics, two in social science and two in natural
or physical science (including at least one laboratory
class, if offered by the high school) as well as a 700
combined score on the SAT verbal and math sections or
a 15 composite score on the ACT" ("NCAA Guide to", 1986).

"Additionally, a student-athlete failing to meet
the initial standard could be admitted to the institution
and have four seasons of eligibility if he or she met
the satisfactory progress standards in the first year"
(Greene, 1984).

In January 1986, several proposals were brought to the

convention by black leaders in an attempt to amend Proposition



48. Two of the proposals were defeated, one of which would
have eliminated the best scores completely and the second
which would see the test score used only for academic
placement. The votes were overwhelming in defeat of both
proposals (Appendix E) (Farrell, 1986). The amendment to
Proposition 48 that was passed established an index that
allowed a student—athlete to compensate for a low grade
point average with a higher test score or for a low test
score with a higher grade point average. The qualifier
would only be in place for the 1986-1987 and 1987-1988

academic years. After 1988, the index would no longer

be in effect and Proposition 48 would stand as it was passed

in 1983 ("Guide to the College”, 1986).
The index is as follows: ("NCAA Guide to", 1986)

(ii) For those freshmen entering subsequent to
August 1, 1986 and prior to August 1, 1987:

GPA SAT ACT
2.200-above 660 i3
2.100-2.199 680 14
2.000~-2.099 700 15
1.900-1.999 720 16
1.800-1.899 740 17

For those freshmen entering subsequent to August 1,

1987 and prior to August 1, 1988:

GPA SAT ACT
2.100-above 680 14
2.000-2.099 700 15
1.900-1.999 720 16

A second proposal presented to the convention was
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proposal 56 which was also introduced by the Ad Hoc Committee.
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It read as follows:

"the presently-required minimum credit hours

(24 semester hours or the quarter-hour equivalent

(sic) in the year preceding competition) be in a

specific baccalaureate degree program. The intent

of this proposal is to increase the graduation rates

of student-athletes in the high pressure sports and

to assure that student-athletes are not being counseled

primarily into courses designed to safeguard their

eligibility, with little or no concern for their

progress toward graduation" (Greene, 1984).

Both Propositon 48 and proposal 56 were brought to the
convention floor by the American Council of Education's
President's Ad Hoc Committee. The American Council of
Education was founded in 1918 "to advance education...
through comprehensive, voluntary, and cooperative action
on the part of American educational associations, organizations,
and institutions... (and to) serve education in such undertakings
as may be required and approved from year to year and from
generation to generation for the common welfare" (Greene,
1984). This council is the principle coordinating body for
post-secondary education and is comprised of 1600 colleges
and universities {(Greene, 1984). The interest that ACE had
in intercollegiate athletics gave rise to the Ad Hoc Committee
which was founded in 1982. The reason for the founding of
the Ad Hoc Committee was "to give campus executive a new
forum to deal with college athletics, which have been tainted

recently by charges of recruitment violations, illegal

payments to student-athletes, tampering with academic records,
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and other problems" (Greene, 1984).

The Ad Hoc Committee is comprised of forty college
presidents, the ACE president and executive vice president,
and a representative from the Association of American
Universities (Greene, 1984). 1In August of 1982, the
organizational meeting for the Ad Hoc Committee drew twelve
members who decided from the outset that they should first
focus their attention on academic standards for intercollegiate
athletics.

On November 29, 1982, twenty-two members (Appendix F)
met to formulate the final draft of the proposals that would
be presented at the 1983 convention. Those proposals were
Proposition 48 and proposal 56. Both proposals were passed
at the 1983 convention after much heated discussion (Greene,
1984).

Proposition 48 has by far received the most publicity
and has caused the most debate between the two proposals. The
members of the Ad Hoc Committee had several reasons why they
proposed Proposition 48 and why they believed it to be a
sound and needed rule. According to Derek Bok chairman of
the Ad Hoc Committee and President of Harvard University
and J. W. Peltason, the initial decision to focus on academics
was very simple. In a letter to presidents of Division I
institutions in November 1982, they stated:

"(As) educators, these are the topics where we
have the greatest expertise and for which we have a
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. clear and inescapable responsibility to assert the
supremacy of academic values. We are concerned that

in the zeal to produce winning teams, athletic eligibility

has often been placed ahead of academic qualification.

The concern of eligibility also results in some athletes

being counseled to take courses which may not satisfy

a degree program”" (Greene, 1984).

The stated purpose of the Ad Hoc Committee for the
passage of Proposition 48 is to "require that academically
high risk students demonstrate satisfactory progress before
attaining athletic eligibility. A student-athlete failing
to meet the initial eligibility standards could be admitted
to the institution and have four seasons of eligibility if
he or she met the satisfactory progress standards in the
first year" (Humphries, 1983).

One firm belief of the Ad Hoc Committee was that colleges
and universities were suffering from negative publicity with
regard to college athletics. As Donald Shields from Southern
Methodist University and a member of the Ad Hoc Committee
stated, "It seems clear to many of us that in these days of
increasing national concern about inadequate academic standards
in our secondary schools and colleges that this legislation
is not only appropriate but indeed is necessary to preserve
the organizational integrity of the NCAA as well as the
institutional integrity of our member institutions" |
("Proceedings"”, 1982).

The Ad Hoc Committee believed that it is the NCAA's

responsibility to set academic standards. As it would be
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ideal if individual institutions would take charge and
promote high academic standards, college athletics has
become a big money game. As Derek Bok stated, "...we can
count on presidents to take such measures only if they can
proceed within the framework of reasonable rules to which
other colleges must subscribe" (Greene, 1984). His belief
is basically that some schools would stand by high academic
standards but would be at an unfair disadvantage if other
institutions did not stand by the same standards. The Ad
Hoc Committee believed that the addition of the core courses
and the test scores would add two new dimensions to the
academic standards. First, the ccre courses made it clear
that the NCAA wanted student-athletes to be prepared for
college by taking classes that would translate into the
needed high school education to be fully prepared for college.
Secondly, the test scores would serve as an indicator that
the student had learned what was needed in high school
("Proceedings, 1982).

The debate over Proposition 48 dces not exist over
academic standards in general. All administrators believe
that high academic standards are essential for the student-
athlete. John Slaughter, University of Maryland Chancellor
and an opponent of Proposition 48, stated "Higher Education
is there to educate the student. Academics must take precedence

over athletics" (Sullivan, 1986). Also, most admit that college
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sports has been criticized for making academic compromises

in the interest of intercollegiate athletics (Eitzen, BHufnagel,
‘Durdy, 1985). The debate exists in three main areas:

(1) The lack of black representation on the Ad Hoc Committee,
{2) The factor of discrimination of black athletes, and

(3) The argument over other options available to the NCAA

to attack the problem.

To begin, one needs to understand where the debate
originated. The primary opposition came from predominantly
black institutions (Farrell, 1986). These institutions were
represented by the National Association For Equal Opportunity
in Higher Education (NAFEO) which represents 114 traditionally
black colleges and universities. ‘'Also involved in the
criticism of the new rule were other black leaders iﬁcluding
the National Alliance of Black School Educators (NABSE),
Reverend Jesse Jackson, President of People United to Serve
Humanity (Operation PUSH), Reverend Benjamin Hooks, executive
director of the National Association for the Advancement of
Colored People (NAACP), and Reverend qoseph Lowery, President
of the Southern Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC)
(Edwards, 1983).

The first concern of black leaders was that there was
no representation on the Ad Hoc Committee of any black leaders.
There seems to be no debate over the fact that there were no

black leaders on the Ad Hoc Committee, although members of
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the committee said that invitations were sent to some black
leaders. These invitations were turned down because black
leaders felt that they were just afterthoughts (Greene, 1984).
Jack W. Peltason defended his Association's procedures.
Initially, all Division I-A president's were invited to attend
and at the time, there were no black institutions in Division
I-A. As the committee began to see academic standards as
a priority, the invitations were sent to black leaders to
become involved in the committee. All of them choose not
to serve on the committee except for President Luna I. Mishoe
of Delaware State University, who joined the committee
only a few weeks prior to when the proposal came to the floor
of the convention (Crowl, 1983). Joseph B. Johnson from
Grambling State University stated that the lack of
representation of predominantly black institutions showed
the committee's "...lack of sensitivity to and the knowledge
of the contributions of these institutions of intercollegiate
athletics and to the potential impact of this proposal
to those programs” ("Proceedings", 1982). He also believed
that the committee showed extreme racism in not initially
involving the black leaders (Creamer, 1983).

The factor that many black leaders are claiming is
discriminatory is the use of the test scores. Black leaders
believe that the tests scores discriminate against black

student-athletes (Farrell, 1986). The black college
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presidents stated that the test is culturally biased on

the fact that approximately 56% of black high school students
attain SAT scores of less than 700 (Creamer, 1983). The
average SAT scores for blacks and whites from the years

1976-1982 can be seen in the following table (Farrell, 1983):

TABLE 1

Average SAT Scroes For White And Black
Students From 1976-1982

Year White Students Black Students
1976 .. eieeanes 944 6386
1977 ettt i eienea 937 687
1978, c it et eennen 931 ’ 686
1979 . i ieieieannn 927 688
1980 ceceeecccans 924 690
1981l. e eeenccanes 925 694
1982 . e iieinenenn- 927 707

Although the College Board does not believe that the SAT
and ACT are discriminatory in nature, they do concur that the
NCAA has misused the ACT and SAT scores in the setting of
academic standards. As George Hanford, (1985) President of
the College Board wrote; "...the new NCAA regulation for
determining freshmen eligibility violates the principles
of proper test use by being national and not institutional
in application and by not having a validated rationale.”

As was stated, the College Board does not concur with black

leaders as to the discriminatory nature of the tests scores.
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A recent two-year study conducted by the National Academy of
Science indicated that black students tend to score lower than
white students because they are less privileged educationally
and socioeconomically than.whites (Hanford, 1985). A black
leader who concurred with the views of the College Board

was Edward B. Fort of North Carolina A&T State University,
who stated that he believed that hundreds, if not thousands,
of youths which would primarily consist of blacks and rural,
isolated whites, would be excluded from an opportunity to
participate in Division I sports if the SAT were to become
the measuring device for the new academic standards
("Proceedings", 1982). It is a fact that students from
upper-income families tend to score an average of 100 points
higher than those students from disadvantaged families.
Edward Fort stated that "It (the SAT score) has nothing to

do with academic potential" (Sanoff, 1983). Dr. Norman C.
Francis, president of the traditionally black Xavier University
of Louisiana and immediate past chairman of the College

Board explained that the SAT is not just a measure of
potential aptitude, but a measure of what a student has
learned to that point in their life. This is why high school
programs that have less money and providg lower levels of
education tend to produce students who score lower on the

SAT (Edwards, 1983).

The members of the Ad Hoc Committee believed that the
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test scores serve as a validation of the high school grade
point average ("Proceedings, 1982). Many people are in total
support of the use of test scores as they believe that
finally, the NCAA has academic standards that are much
harder to manipulate. They believe that test scores will
give a more clear picture of whether or not the student-athlete
will succeed in college (Davison, 1984). Charles Alan Wright,
a professor of constitutional law at the University of Texas
Law School believed that the test scores and the grade point
average requirement were necessary to provide academic
standards for those institutions that had no academic
requirements other than a high school diploma. He believed
that Proposition 48 would eliminate those students who entered
school who were destined with academic failure (Wright, 1985).
Black leaders also believe that this proposition is an
attempt to eliminate black athletes from competition. As
Joseph Johnson stated, "I think a message has been sent out
to black athletes across the country. There's just too many
of you on America's teams" (Creamer, 1983). In agreement
with this statement was Dr. Jesse N. Stone, Jr., the president
of the Southern University System of Louisiana, who said:
"The end result of all this is the black athlete
has been too good. If it (Rule 48) is followed to its
logical conclusion, we say to our youngsters, "Let the
white boy win once in a while." This has set the black
athlete back twenty-five or thirty years. The message

is that white schcols no longer want black athletes”
(Edwards, 1983).
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Some have the attitude that Proposition 48 eliminates
athletes who at least would attain some education even if it
was only minimal. As University of Georgia Attorney Hale
Almand stated, "We may not make a university student out of
(an athlete), but if we can teach him to read and write, maybe
he can work at the post office rather than as a garbage man
when he gets through with his athletic career" ("Competition
in College", 1986) (Kappan, 1986).

The fact is that many black athletes would be eliminated
from competition as freshmen under Proposition 48 as wés seen
by a study conducted in the Big Eight Conference. The study
showed that over 60% of black student-athletes currently
enrolled in institutions in the Big Eight Conference would
have been ineligible as freshmen. But as James 0O'Hanlon of
the University of Nebraska at Lincoln discussed, "It was time
to stop kidding ourselves and to realize that we've been
admitting a lot of people who have no business being here.

You can only be hypocritical for so long" (Vance, 1983).

Some blacks are in support of Proposition 48. Charlesb
Harris, currently Athletic Director at Arizona State University
believed that although the legislation was not perfect, that
it was in fact needed (Creamer, 1983). Also in support of
Proposition 48 is Harry Edwards of the University of California.
He stated:

"For decades, student athletes, usually seventeen-
to-nineteen~year-old freshmen, have informally agreed
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to a contract with the universities they attend:

athletic performance in exchange.for an education.

The athletes have kept their part of the bargain;

the universities have not" (Edwards, 1983).

Those black leaders who are in favor of Proposition 48
and the many other supporters, believed that because black
athletes are very often the ones exploited by major colleges,
black and white educators alike should be in favor of reforms
("Competition in College", 1986). As Joe Paterno stated
at a speech given at the 1983 convention, "For fifteen
years, we have had a race problem. We have raped a generation
and a half of young black athletes. We have taken kids and
sold them on bouncing a ball and running with a football and
that being able to do certain things athletically was going
to be an end in itself. We cannot afford to do that to
another generation" ("Proceedings", 1982).

Harry Edwards (1983) stands firm by the belief that
black educators who dc not support Proposition 48 are selling
black student-athletes short. He believes that the message
that these students are getting is that people do not believe
that they can achieve those type of scores. Huel D. Perkins
(1983) agreed when he explained:

"What the opponents of Proposition 48 overlook

in their rush to attack it as racist is that their

arguments actually support the racist view that blacks

are dummies. They said, in effect, that even after

four years of taking the prescribed curriculum, blacks

would be unable to achieve minimum scores on the

standardized tests. They were, in effect, confirming

the contentions of racists and bigots that black are
intellectually inferior, cannot pass tests, cannot
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read or write no matter how much schooling is available
to them."

Many believe that Proposition 48 will force high schools
to upgrade their curriculum to better prepare student-athletes
for college (Sanoff, 1983). The belief is that if high schools
allow students to slide by with easy courses or by "giving”
them g:ades, that students will not be prepared to do well
on the standardized tests, thus it is the high'schoois
responsibility to prepare the student-athlete for college
(Ross, 1983).

Despife the required test scores and high school grade
point averages, many still believe that illegalities will take
place both in high schools and in testing centers. The fear
is that special classes will be established that meet the
requirements but are easier so the student-athlete has a
better chance to attain the appropriate grade. In addition,
some felt that "ringers" would be sent in to take tests for
the athletes to insure a suitable score (Uehling, 1983).

In addition to possible cheating, most high school
administrators have not notified their student-athletes of
the changing rules. The facts are, according to a survey
conducted by Clemson University, that high schools have not,
as of 1984, boosted their standards and have not attempted to
help the student-athlete become more prepared for college.

The study also found that the NCAA has nct fulfilled its

responsibility in notifying high school administrators and
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high school athletes of the new rules and how best to prepare
for them ("Schools Found", 1984).

Opponents of Proposition 48 feel that it blames the
victim by placing all of the respensibility on the student-
athlete to meet requirements for participation in
intercollegiate athletics instead of putting the responsibility
on the educational institution. The belief was that the
athlete has been exploited in the past and that the colleges
and universities of our country should shoulder the blame
for the lack of education the students are receiving (Vance,
1983).

Another major complaint of Proposition 48 is that it
sets the same standards for all institutions despite the
institution's published academic standards. For example,
the same standards are set for Harvard as for schools who
have lower academic standards ("A Plan For", 1985). 1In
addition, many black institutions have lower academic standards
than those set forth in Proposition 48. Some believe that
the standards for athletes should not be higher than those
for students admitted under the institutions general academic
requirements (Williams, 1983).

The drive to tighten academic standards has drawn strong
support and also strong opposition from many. Many, who both
favor the proposal and who are against the proposal, feel

that other alternatives to the control of academics could be
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used (Vance, 1982). Two options that have been mentioned
throughout the past four years are, (1) Freshmen ineligibility,
and (2) Institutional control. |

A viable option to the continued pursuit of high academic
standards for the student-athlete is that of freshmen
ineligibility. The fact is that very often a freshmen
participates in his first fbotball game before he ever
attends a class.  This seems absurd to educational leaders
who believe in academics first, athletics second (Will, 1986).
Student-athletes should have one year to adjust to the
academic environment of college before they are thrown into
the rigors of demanding athletic schedules and the high
pressure of competition ("Competition in College", 1986).

A stumbling block to this proposal is that athletics are

such a money-making endeavor and some freshmen are big draw
competitors, that if they were made ineligible, the institution
would lose money.

Others believe that the responsibility for academic
reform lies with the institutions themselves not with the
NCAA. As Dr. Robert Randolph, president of Alabama State
pointed out, "...This is not to deny the philosophical thrust
of what the NCAA is trying to do - that is, to correct
wrongdoings that have occurred. Some institutions have done
very well. Some have not. But it ought to be corrected by

the individual institutions. I can't argue with the NCAA's
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wish to set rules, but academic qualification is the
responsibility of an institution's board of trustees" (Creamer,
1983). The basic problem with institutional control is that
if all schools do not comply, then those who do are put at

an unfair disadvantage {(Bok, 1983).

In summary, the National Collegiate Athletic Association
has made many changes over the years in their academic
standards including the 1.600 rule, the 2.000 rule and
Proposition 48. Prorosition 48 is the most recent change
and currently stands as the organization's academic standards
for incoming freshmen and continuing students. Proposition
48 has caused the most controversy, with many black leaders
believing that it is discriminatory in nature against black
athletes. Those in favor of Proposition 48 believe that
it meets the goal of the organization which is to have
high academic standards for student-athletes to insure
that they receive an education in exchange for their athletic

ability.



CHAPTER THREE

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, RECOMMENDATIONS

The author of this study has attempted to show the
progression of the academic standards for the National
Collegiate Athletic Asscciation from the formation in 1905
to Proposition 48 which went into effect in August 1986.

The chronological study shows the many changes that have
occurred over the years in regards to the academic standards.

The Intercollegiate Athletic Association of the United
States (later to be renamed the National Collegiate Athletic
Association) was formed on December 28, 1905. The initial
meeting was held to examine the problems and concerns that
leaders of higher education had with regard to intercollegiate
football. The viclence was getting so out of control, that
many were looking toward the abolishment of the sport enti%ely.

Chancellor Henry M. MacCracken of New York University
realized that something needed to be done in order to save
the sport of football and called the first meeting of what
‘would later become the NCAA. The group that met at this
initial meeting decided that abolishment of the sport was not
necessary but that reforms were imperative. They choose to
hold another meeting on December 28, 1905. At this meeting,
the Intercollegiate Athletic Association of the United States

was formed.
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From the beginning of the NCAA, a major emphasis was
placed on the importance of academics for the student-athlete.
The organization was formed on the belief that the student-
athlete was a student first and an athlete second. The
first statement made by the Association regarding academic
standards was that any student-athlete participating in
intercollegiate athletics must be a full-time student as
defined by the institution he attended.

Although the intent of high academic standards was present
in the NCAA, there was no enforcement power in place. The NCAA
was founded on the home rule principle which gave full
enforcement and interpretations of policies to the individual
institution. This policy continued frcm 1905-1939.

In 1922, a ten-point code was passed by the Association
which reiterated the policies, principles and practices of
the NCAA. 7Two key academic standards were that of no freshmen
eligibility and absolute faculty control.

In 1939, the Association gained some enforcement power
over the National Collegiate Championship with the
establishment of the E}igibility Committee. They were
given the authority to rule on the academic eligibility of
those student-athletes who participated in NCAA meets and
tournaments.

The next major step in academic standards came with the

passage of the Sanity Code in 1948. The Sanity Code originated
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from a 1946 survey entitled "The Principles for the Conduct
of Intercollegiate Athletics" which was used to gain feedback
on major issues in intercollegiate athletics.\ The Sanity
Code was then adopted as Article 3 of the Constitution.

In 1951, the Sanity Code was repealed and in its place
was a l2-point code that served only iﬁ an advisory capacity.
One of the key points was the insistance that a student-
athlete should be making normal progress towards a degree
in order to participate in intercollegiate athletics. The
12-point code held the first statement in the history of
the NCAA regarding the normal progress toward a degree and
this would continue to be the policy for years to come.

In 1959, the Association took its first step towards
quantifying the academic standards of the NCAA. Two changes
were made to Bylaw 4 one of which stated that the student-
athlete must be a full-time student as defined by the
institution he attended but that the class hours could not
be less than the equivalent of 12 semester hours. Also, that
a student-athlete's eligibility was limited to ten semester
or fifteen gquarters starting from the beginning gquarter
or semester that he enrolled at the institution.

On January 12, 1965, the Association instituted the
1.600 rule for freshmen eligibility. The 1.600 rule was
instituted out of a growing concern that the diversity of

the admissions standards at the member institutions brought
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about an inequity for student-athletes. The student-athlete
was determined to be eligible for competition if the individual
had a 1.600 (based on a maximum 4.000) as determined by
demonstrable institutional, conference or national experience
tables. The factors that were used to determine the 1.600
rule were the ACT or SAT scores and high school grade point
average at the sixth, seventh or eighth semester. In addition
to the admission standards, the 1.600 rule also quantified
what was meant by normal progress toward a degree by stating
that a student—athlete must have a 1.600 grade point average
cumulative or for the preceeding academic semester to continue
to participate in intercollegiate athletics.

In the late 1960's, higher education began to make many
changes. Among those was financial aid for disadvantaged
students and most importantly an "open-door" policy for
admissions. In order to meet the growing need to provide
higher education to as many students as possible, institutions
began to allow borderline students to enter on probation.

In 1973, the 1.600 rule was abolished and in'its place
came the 2.000 rule. The 2.000 rule simply stated that a
student-athlete must have a 2.000 grade point average for all
work taken in high school. The new rule also reverted back
in regard to the normal progress toward a degree by allowing
that to be determined by the individual institution.

Between 1976-~1980, much was said about academic standards
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in the NCAA. Many were concerned that the standards were not
set high enough. Different proposals were brought to the
convention floor in an attempt to strengthen the standards.
One proposal that passed made it mandatory for a student-
athlete to carry a full-load as prescribed by the institution
of attendance.

A major change in freshmen eligibility came about in
1983 when both Proposition 48 and proposal 56 were passed.
Proposition 48 stated that a student-athlete must score a 700
on the SAT or a 15 on the ACT and have a cumulative 2.000
grade point average in 11 core courses in order to be eligible
to participate in intercollegiate athletics his/her freshmen
year of college. A student could still be granted admission
to the institution, receive financial aid and have four years
of eligibility left after completing their freshmen year if
they met the satisfactory progress standards.

In 1986, an amendment was made to put an indexing system
in effect until 1988 that would allow student-athletes to
compensate for a low grade point average with a higher test
score Oor a low test score with a higher grade point average.

Proposal 56 was put into effect to insure that the
student-athlete was taking classes that were in pursuit of a
degree program at the institution of attendance. The intent
of this proposal was to help insure that the student-athlete
had the best possible chance to receive a degree upon

completion of his college career.
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CONCLUSIONS

1. The NCAA has made significant changes in the academic
standards of the NCAA over the span of the organization.

2. The NCAA has placed a continued emphasis on academic
standards and the importance of athletes gaining an education.

3. Proposition 48 has caused the éreatest controversy
among the NCAA membership and academic leaders than any other
change that the NCAA has made in its history.

4. The committee who proposed Proposition 48, the Ad
Hoc Committee, believed that it was an important change
because it provided both a required grade point average
in core courses that are important to success in college
and a requirement for a test score that would help to
validate the high school grade point average.

5. Many black leaders believed that Proposition 48 is
discriminatory in nature because of the great effect that it
could potentially have on black student-athletes who tend to
score lower on the tests and come from less privileged
socioeconomic backgrounds.

6. Many members of the NCAA are exploring other options
for academic standards including no freshmen eligibility
and institutional control of the standards.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. The National Collegiate Athletic Association should

continue to examine the academic standards for the student-

athletes competing at Division I member institutions.
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2. The National Collegiate Athletic Association should
reexamine their home rule principle to determine if academic
standards should be set by the NCAA or by the individual
institutions.

3. The National Collegiate Athletic Association should
study the effects for the student-athlete if he/she were not
allowed to compete in intercollegiate athletics their freshman
year.

4. The National Collegiate Athletic Association should
conduct a study that follows the academic and athletic
career of those students who do not qualify under Proposition

48.
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ARTICLE THREE

PRINCIPLES FOR THE CONDUCT
OF INTERCOLLEGIATE ATHLETICS

Section 1. Principle of Amateurism and Student Participa-
tion. An amateur student-athlete is one who engages in a particular
sport for the educational, physical, mental and social benefits derived
therefrom and to whom participation in that sport is an avocation.
(Revised: 1/9/74)

O.1. 1. A “student-athlete” is a student whose ma-
triculation was solicited by a member of the athletics staff
or other representative of athletics interests with a view
toward the student’s ultimate participation in the inter-
collegiate athletics program. Any other student becomes a
“student-athlete” only when the student reports for an
intercollegiate squad that is under the jurisdiction of the
department of intercollegiate athletics as specified in O.1.
12. A student is not deemed a “student-athlete” solely
because of prior participation in high school athletics.

(a) An individual shall not be eligible for participation in an
intercollegiate sport if the individual: (Revised: 1/10/79) [Case Nos. 3
through 6]

(1) Takes or has taken pay, or has accepted the promise of pay,
in any form for participation in that sport, including the promise
of pay when such pay is tc be received following completion of the
intercollegiate career; or [Case Nos. 7 through 15, 105]

(2) Has entered into an agreement of any kind to compete in
professional athletics in that sport or to negotiate a professional
contract in the sport; or [Case Nos. 16 through 20]

(3) Has directly or indirectly used athletic skill for pay in any
form in that sport; however, an individual may: (Revised: 1/9/74,
1/8/75,1/13/78, 1/16/85) [Case Nos. 7 through 9, 11 through 14, 21
through 26, 105, 218]

(1) Accept or have accepted scholarships or educational
grants-in-aid administered bv an educational institution that
do not conflict with the governing legislation of this Associa-
tion;

(1) Receive compensation authorized by the United
States Olympic Committee to cover financial loss occurring as
a result of absence from emplovment to prepare for or
participate in the Olympic Games, and [Case No. 22]

(i1i) Borrow against his or her future earnings potential
from an established, accredited commercial lending institu-
tion exclusivelv for the purpose of purchasing insurance (with
no cash surrender value) against a disabling injury that would
prevent the individual from pursuing his or her chosen career,
provided no third partv (including a member institution’s
athletics department staff members or representatives of its
athletics interests) is involved in arrangements for securing
the loan. The student-athlete shall report any such transac-
tions to the member institution and shall file copies of the loan
documents and insurance policv with the member institution.
(Adopted: 1/16/85) [Case No. 8]
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0O.1. 2. The term “pay” specifically includes, but is
not limited to, receipt directly or indirectly of any salary,
gratuity or comparable compensation; division or split of
surplus: educational expenses not permitted by governing
legislation of this Association, and excessive or improper
expenses, awards and benefits. Expenses received from an
outside amateur sports team or organization in excess of
actual and necessary travel and meal expenses for prac-

tice and game competition shall be considered pay. [Case
No. 11]

(b) Any individual who signs or who has ever signed a contract or
commitment of any kind to play professional athletics in a sport,
regardless of its legal enforceability or the consideration (if any)
received; plays or has ever played on any professional athletics team in
a sport, or receives or has ever received, directly or indirectly, a salary,
reimbursement of expenses or any other form of financial assistance
from a professional organization in a sport based upon athletic skill or
participation, except as permitted by the governing legislation of this
Association, no longer shall be eligible for intercollegiate athletics in

that sport. (Revised: 1/9/74,1/8/75,1/10/79) [Case Nos. 1 through 6, 27
through 30]

(1) A student-athlete shall be eligible although, prior to
enrollment in a collegiate institution, the student-athlete may
have tried out at his or her own expense with a professional
athletics team in a sport or received not more than one expense-
paid visit from any one professional organization in a sport,
provided such a visit did not exceed 48 hours and any payment or
compensation in connection with the visit was not in excess of
actual and necessary expenses. [Case No. 31] :

(2) A student-athlete shall not try out with a professional
athletics team in a sport during any part of the academic year (i.e.,
from the beginning of the fall term through completion of the
spring term, including any intervening vacation period) while
enrolled in a collegiate institution as a regular student in at least a
minimum full-time academic load, unless the student-athlete has
exhausted eligibility in his or her sport. The student-athlete may
try out with a professional organization in a sport during the
summer or during the academic vear while not a full-time student,
provided the student-athlete does not receive any form of expenses
or other compensation from the professional organization. (Re-
vised: 1/10/79) [Case No. 32]

(¢) Any individual who contracts or who has ever contracted orally
or in writing to be represented by an agent in the marketing of the
individual’s athletic ability or reputation in a sport no longer shall be
eligible for intercollegiate athletics in that sport. An agency contract
not specifically limited in writing to a particular sport or particular
sports shall be deemed applicable to all sports. Securing advice from a
lawyer concerning a proposed professional sports contract shall not be
considered contracting for representation by an agent under this rule
unless the lawyer also represents the student-athlete in negotiations
for such a contract. A proposed contract also may be reviewed by an
authorized institutional career counseling panel, which may meet with
the student-athlete and representatives of professional teams. Any
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individual, agency or organization representing a prospective student-
athlete for compensation in placing the prospect in a collegiate
institution as a recipient of athletically related financial aid shall be
considered an agent or organization marketing the athletic ability or

reputation of the individual. (Revised: 8/1/74, 1/17/76, 1/10/79, 1714/
86) [Case Nos. 3. 4, 33, 34, 35]

(d) An individual may participate singly or as a member of a team
against professional athletes; but if the individual participates or has
ever participated on a team known to the individual or which reason-
ably should have been known to the individual to be a professional
team in that sport, that individual no longer shall be eligible for
intercollegiate athletics in that sport. (Revised: 1/9/74,1/10/79) [Case
Nos. 3, 6, 36 through 38]

0O.1. 3. A professional team shall be any organized
team that is a member of a recognized professional sports
organization, that is directly supported or sponsored by a
professwnal team or professional sports organization,
that is a2 member of a playing league that is directly
supported or sponsored by a professional team or profes-
sional sports organization, or on which there is an athlete
receiving directly or indirectly payment of any kind from
a professional team or professional sports organization for
the athlete’s participation. [Case No. 36]

0.1. 4. A noncollegiate amateur team or playing
league that receives financial support from a national
amateur sports administrative organization or an admin-
istrative equivalent, either of which receives developmen-
tal funds from a professional team or professional sports
organization, shall not be considered a professional team
or league.

O.1. 5. An individual may compete on tennis or golf
teams with persons who are competing for cash or a
comparable prize, provided the individual does not receive
payment of any kind for such participation.

(e) Subsequent to becoming a student-athlete (per O.I. 1), an
individual shall not be eligible for participation in intercollegiate
athletics if the individual accepts any remuneration for or permits the
use of his or her name or picture to directly advertise. recommend or
promote the sale or use of a commercial product or service of any kind
or receives remuneration for endorsing a commercial product or service
through the individual’'s use of such product or service. (Revised:
8/1/72,1/9/74) [Case Nos. 39 through 49, 218]

(1) If a student-athlete’s appearance on radio or television is
related in any way to athletic ability or prestige, the student-
athlete shall not receive under any circumstances remuneration
for that appearance; nor shall the student-athlete make any
endorsement. expressed or implied. of any commercial product or
service. The student-athlete may, however, receive legitimate and
normal expenses directly related to such an appearance. [Case No.
23]

(2) It 1s permissible for a student-athlete’s name or picture or
the group picture of an institution’s athletics squad to appearin an
advertisement of a particular business, commercial product or
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ct with which the business is associated or any other
ption identifying the business or service other than
ademark; there is no indication in the makeup or
advertxsement that the squad members, individual-
the institution endorse the product or service
the student-athlete has not signed a consent
nission to use the student-athlete’s name or
nsxstent with the requirements of this
: Case No. 48]
student-athlete’s name or plcture to
her publications, films, videotapes or
uction related to sport skill dem-
n provided such print and elec-

other tvpes of electronle
onstration, analysis or i

tronic media productions are for educational purposes, there is no
indication that the studer
a commercial product or service, the student athlete shall not
receive under any circumstanc

such participation, and the student athlete has signed a release

statement that conditions the use of the student-athlete’s name or

image in a manner consistent with the requirements of this
subparagraph and has filed a copy of the statement with the
member institution in which the student is enrolled (Adopted:
1/11/84)

(f) Compensation may be paid to a student athlete onlv for work

actually performed and at a rate commensurate with the going rate in

that locality for services of like character. Such compensation may not
include any remuneration for value or utility that the student-athlete
may have for the employer because of the publicity, reputation, fame or

ded the advertxsement does niot include a reproduction

'hlete expressly or implicitly endorses

ny remuneration or expenses for
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personal following the student-athlete has obtained because of athletic
ability. A student-athlete who receives compensation prohibited under
this legislation no longer shall be eligible for participation in intercol-

leglate athletics, unless the compensation is authorized by the United |

States Olympic Committee to cover financial loss occurring as a result
of absence from employment to prepare for or participate in the

Olympic Games. (Revised: 1/13/78) [Case Nos. 49 through 51, 218]
(1) Astudent-athlete may serve as a coach or an instructor for
compensation in a physical education class outside of the student-

athlete’s institution in which the student-athlete teaches sports

techniques or skills or both, but a student-athlete shall not be so

“employed if the emplovment is arranged by the student-athlete’s
institution or a representative of its athletics interests. (Revised:
1712777, 1/12/82) [Case No. 52]

(2) A student-athlete may not receive compensation for

teaching or coaching sports skills or techniques in the student-
athlete’s sport on a fee-for-lesson basis. (Revised: 1/12/82) [Case
Nos. 52 through 54]

(3) A student-athlete may be employed by his or her institu-

tion to work in the institution’s summer camp unless otherwise -

restricted by the provisions of the bylaws and interpretations
relating to playing and practice seasons and summer camps.
(Adopted: 1/12/82) [Case No. 218]

(4) A student-athlete may officiate games or contests for
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compensation except those involving teams that are members of or
affiliated with a recognized professional sports organization.

(g) The following practices shall constitute “pay” for participation
in intercollegiate athletics and are expressly prohibited:

(1) The award to a student-athlete of financial aid that
exceeds the cost of attendance that normally is incurred by
students enrolled in a comparable program at that institution or
that exceeds the limitations set forth in Bylaw 6-1 for the
membership division of the institution the student-athlete attends,
whichever is less. (Reuvised: 8/15/75, 1/17/76, 1/13/78, 1/9/87)
[Case Nos. 55 through 59, 130, 136]

(2) Payment of excessive or improper expense allowances,
including, but not limited to, payment of: [Case Nos. 7, 23, 60]

(1) Money to team members or individual competitors for
unspecified or unitemized expenses;

(ii) Expenses incurred by a student-athlete that are
prohibited by the rules governing an amateur noncollege event
in which the student-athlete participates, or

(iil) Expenses incurred by a student-athlete competing in
an event that occurs at a time when the student-athlete is not
regularly enrolled in a full-time program of studies during the
regular academic year, or not eligible to represent the institu-
tion, except that expenses may be paid for a student-athlete to
compete only in regularly scheduled intercollegiate events and
established national championships occurring between terms
and during the summer months, provided the student-athlete
is representing his or her institution and was eligible for
intercollegiate competition the preceding term, and in inter-

national competition approved by the NCAA Council. (Re-
vised: 1/9/74, 1/8/75)

(3) Awarding complimentary admissions in excess of four per
student-athlete per contest and awarding complimentary admis-
sions to student-athletes in sports other than those in which the
student-athlete is a participant, except as provided in Constitution
3-1-(h)-(6) and the bylaws. The student-athlete may not geceive
any payment from any source for the complimentary admissions
and may not exchange them for any item of value. Procedures for
the administration of complimentary-admissions programs for
each division shall be controlled by bvlaws enacted by the Associ-
ation. (Revised: 8/1/75, 8/1/78, 8/1/80, 8/1/83, 8/1/84, 8/1/85,
1/9/87) [Case Nos. 25, 61 through 63]

(4) Payment of expenses of any student-athlete returning
home to receive an award for athletics accomplishments or for
other personal purposes.

(5) An extra benefit. As used in this subparagraph, the phrase
“extra benefit” refers to any special arrangement by any institu-
tional emplovee or representative of the institution’s athletics
interests to provide the student-athlete or the student-athlete’s
relative or friend with a benefit not expressly authorized by NCAA
legislation. Receipt of a benefit (including those benefits specifi-
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cally listed below) by student-athletes or their relatives or other
friends is not a violation of this section if it is demonstrated that
the same benefit is generally available to the institution’s students
or their relatives or other friends. Examples of special arrange-
ments that are specifically prohibited include, but are not limited
to: (Revised: 1/9/74,8/1/79,8/1/80,1/14/81,1/12/83) [Case Nos. 8.
24 through 26, 46, 59, 63 through 85]

(1) A special discount, payment arrangement or credit on a
purchase (e.g.. airline ticket, clothing) or service (e.g., laundry.
dry cleaning);

(i1) A loan of money;

(i1i) A guarantee of bond;

(1v) The use of an automobile;

(v) Transportation to or from a summer job;

(vl) A benefit connected with on-campus or off-campus
student-athletes’ housing (e.g., individual television sets or
stereo equipment, specialized recreational facilities, room
furnishings or appointments of extra quality or quantity);

(vii) Signing or cosigning a note with an outside agency to
arrange a loan;

(vill) An institution selling a student-athlete ticket(s) to
an athletics event.

(h) The permissible expenses that an institution may provide a
student-athlete are defined as follows:

(1) Actual and necessary expenses on intercollegiate athletics
trips, reasonable trips (within the state in which the member
institution is located or a distance not to exceed 100 miles if outside
that state) to practice sites other than those of the institution, or
to transpoert a team a reasonable distance (not to exceed 100 miles)
to an off-campus site for a postseason team award or recognition
meeting; however, it shall be permissible to provide expenses when
a team is invited by the President of the United States to be
accorded special recognition in the national capital. (Revised:
1/10/79, 1/11/84) [Case Nos. 10, 73, 86 through 94]

0.1. 6. Nationally recognized service organizations
and church groups (including the Fellowship of Christian
Athletes) may underwrite the actual and necessary ex-
penses of student-athletes to attend Fellowship of Chris-
tian Athletes encampments. This interpretation specifi-
cally excludes member institutions or athletically related
organizations from underwriting such expenses.

(2) Actual and necessary expenses incurred by the spouse of a
student-athlete in accompanying the student-athlete to a certified
postseason football game or an NCAA championship in the sport of
football in which the student-athlete is certified eligible to par-
ticipate, if prescribed by the bylaws of the Association: (Revised:
8/1/75)

(3) Actual and necessary expenses for participation in national
championship events; Olympic, Pan American and World Univer-
sity Games qualifying competition. or bona fide amateur competi-
tion during the Christmas and spring vacations as listed on the
institution’s official calendar: (Revised: 1/11/84)
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(4) Identified benefits incidental to a student’s participation in
intercollegiate athletics that may be financed by the institution
are: [Case Nos. 74 through 77, 95 through 99]

(1) Tutoring expenses;
(1) Athletics medical insurance;

(i1i) Death and dismemberment insurance for travel
connected with intercollegiate athletics competition and
practice;

(iv) Drug-rehabilitation expenses; (Adopted: 1/14/86)

(v) On-campus student development and career coun-
seling utilizing sources from outside the institution, and
(Adopted: 1/14/86)

(vi) Counseling about a future professional athletics
career through a panel of at least three persons appointed by
the institution’s chief executive officer (or his or her designat-
ed representative from outside the athletics department). No
more than one such panel member may be an athletics
department staff member, and all other panel members must
be selected by the institution from among its full-time em-
ployees employed outside the athletics department. All panel
members shall be identified to the NCAA national office.
(Adopted: 1/11/84, Revised: 1/14/86)

(53) An institution may rent dormitory space to a prospective
or enrolled student-athlete during the summer months only at the
regular institutional rate, if it is the institution’s policy to make
such dormitory space available on the same basis to all prospective
or enrolled students. :

(6) Admission for each student-athlete to all of the institu-
tion's regular-season home intercollegiate athletics contests. Ac-
tual tickets for events cannot be issued. Institutions may use a
printed student-athlete pass or a certified gate list of names of all
student-athletes. Institutions must require proof of identity by
student-athletes upon admission to events. (Adopted: 8/1/84)

(7) Transportation and housing expenses for parents (or legal
guardians) of a student-athlete and for the student-athlete’s
teammates to be present in situations in which a student-athlete
suffers a life-threatening injury or illness, or in the event of a
student-athlete’s death, to provide these expenses in conjunction
with funeral arrangements. (Adopted: 1/9/87)

The 81st NCAA Convention approved the following new
subparagraph (8), effective September 1, 1987:
(8) Actual and necessary expenses for participation in USOC
Olympic Festival basketball tryouts. (Adopted: 9/1/87)

- (1) The permissible awards that a student-athlete may receive
without jeopardizing eligibility for intercollegiate athletics are defined
as follows: [Case No. 100]

(1) Individual intercollegiate athletics awards and similar
mementos to student-athletes shall be limited to those approved or
administered by the member institution, or a member conference,
in keeping with the following requirements:
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(1) Institutional awards for recognition of intercollegiate
athletics participation may include letter sweaters, letter
jackets, sports blazers and blankets with appropriate institu-
tional insignia or letter; watches or rings or equivalent
personalized awards with institutional i insignia or comparable
identification; pen and pencil sets, cameras, binoculars, clock
radios, and luggage with institutional insignia or comparable
identification, as well as scrolls, photographs and plaques. In
addition, senior awards as listed above may be presented.
Merchandise items that cannot be properly personalized (e.g.,
gift certificates, appliances, television sets) shall be prohibited.
(Revised: 1/8/80, 1/11/84)

(i1) Awards for special events such as postseason football
games, NCAA meets and tournaments and featured individual
competition may be presented only by the management of
such an event and an institution that has had or will have a
team participate in such event. All awards shall be properly
personalized and conform to the standards enumerated in
paragraph (i) above. Multiple awards are permissible for a
special event, but the value of any and all awards received by
any one competitor in such special event may not exceed $300.
(Revised: 8/1/72, 8/1/75, 1/8/80, 8/1/82) [Case Nos. 15, 101
through 103]

(i11) Awards may be presented by a member institution
and a member conference (or an organization approved by
either) in recognition of conference or naticnal champion-
ships. [Case Nos. 103, 104]

(iv) Most-valuable-player awards presented in established
meets, tournaments and postseason football contests may be
permitted if the selection of the recipient is by a recognized
organization approved by a member institution or conference
and the award conforms to paragraph (ii).

(v) Awards received by a student-athlete while enrolled
during the academic year (i.e., from the beginning of the fall
term through completion of the spring term, including any
intervening vacation period) as a regular student in a mini-
mum full-time academic load, or awards received by a stu-
dent-athlete while representing the student-athlete’s institu-
tion at some other time, shall be governed by the preceding
paragraphs of this section. Awards received by a student-
athlete participating in an event while not enrolled as a
regular student during the academic year or received during
the summer while not representing the student-athlete’s
institution shall conform to the regulations of the recognized
amateur organization(s) applicable to that event, except the
receipt of cash orits equivalent for such participation shall not
be permitted in any case. (Adopted: 1/9/74, Revised: 1/13/78)
[Case No. 105]

(2) In paragraph (i) above. the awarding institution may
provide multiple awards annually in recognition of a student-
athlete's accomplishment; but the total value of any and all
awards received during a particular academic vear by an individual
student-athlete may not exceed $100. except when combined with
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the permissible senior awards, in which case the total value of all
awards received by a senior student-athlete may not exceed $200.
In paragraphs (iii) and (iv) above, the awarding institution,
conference or other organization may not provide more than one
award each in recognition of a student-athlete’s accomplishment,
and the cost of any single award may not exceed $150 for a
conference championship or most-valuable-player recognition or
$300 for a national championship. (Revised: 8/1/74, 1/13/78,
8/1/80,1/12/82,1/16/85)

(3) Neither paragraph (ii) nor (iil) permits individual awards in
recognition of specialized performances in particular contests or
events. It is permissible, however, for members to provide awards in
recognition of special attainments or contributions to a team’s
competitive season (e.g., scholar-athlete, most improved player,
most minutes played); such awards must conform in form and
value to the preceding limitations. [Case Nos. 106 through 108]

Section 2. Principle of Institutional Control and Responsi-
bility. The control and responsibility for the conduct of intercollegiate
athletics shall be exercised by the institution itself and by the
conference, if any, of which it is a member. [Case Nos. 47, 109 through
111]

(a) Administrative control or faculty control, or a combination of
the two, shall constitute institutional control. Administration and/or
faculty staff members shall constitute at least a majority of the board
in control of intercollegiate athletics or of the athletics advisory board;
and if either board has a parliamentary requirement necessitating more
than a simple majority to transact some or all of its business, then the
administrative and/or faculty members of the board shall be of at least
sufficient number to constitute that majority. [Case Nos. 112 through
117]

(b) An institution’s annual budget for its intercollegiate athletics
programs shall be controlled by the institution and subject to its
normal budgeting procedures. The institution’s chief executive officer
or an institutional administrator from outside the athletics department
designated by the chief executive officer shall approve the annual
budget in the event that the institution’s normal budgeting procedures
do not require such action. (Adopted: 6/21/85)

(c) All expenditures for or in behalf of an institution’s intercolle-
giate athletics programs, including those by any outside organization,
agency or group of individuals (two or more), shall be subject to an
annual financial audit conducted for the institution by a qualified
auditor who is not a staff member of the institution and who is selected
either by the institution’s chief executive officer or by an institutional
administrator from outside the athletics department designated by the
chief executive officer (in addition to any regular financial audit policies
and procedures of the institution). The audit report for one fiscal year
shall be completed and presented to the chief executive officer prior to
the end of the institution’s next fiscal year. (Adopted: 6/21/85, Reuvised:
1/9/87)
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The 81st NCAA Convention amended the foregoing para-
graph (c) to read as follows, effective August 1, 1987:

(c) All expenditures for or in behalf of an institution’s intercolle-
giate athletics programs, including those by any outside organization,
agency or group of individuals (two or more), shall be subject to an
annual financial audit conducted for the institution by a qualified
auditor who is not a staff member of the institution and who is selected
either by the institution’s chief executive officer or by an institutional
administrator from outside the athletics department designated by the
chief executive officer (in addition to any regular financial audit policies
and procedures of the institution). The audit report for one fiscal year
shall be completed and presented to the chief executive officer prior to
the end of the institution’s next fiscal yvear. A member institution with
an operating budget for intercollegiate athletics of less than $300,000
(excluding staff salaries), as verified in writing to the NCAA by the chief
executive officer, shall be exempt from this legislation. (Adopted:
6/21/85, Reuvised: 1/9/87, 8/1/87)

(d) An institution’s “responsibility” for the conduct of its intercol-
legiate athletics program shall include responsibility for the acts of an
independent agency or organization when a member of the institution’s
executive or athletics administration, or an athletics department staff
member, has knowledge that such agency or organization is promoting
the institution’s intercollegiate athletics program. (Revised: 1/10/79)

(e) An institution’s “responsibility” for the conduct of its intercol-
legiate athletics program shall include responsibility for the acts of
individuals when a member of the institution’s executive or athletics
administration has knowledge or should have knowledge that such
individual has participated in or is a member of an agency or
organization as described in paragraph (d) of this section, has made
financial contributions to the athletics department or an athletics
booster organization of that institution, has been requested by the
athletics department staff to assist in the recruitment of prospective
student-athletes or is assisting in the recruitment of prospective
student-athletes, has assisted or is assisting in providing benefits to
enrolled student-athletes or is otherwise involved in promoting the
institution’s athletics program. Any individual participating in such
activities shall be considered a “representative of the institution's
athletics interests.” Once a person is identified as a representative, it is
presumed the person retains that identity. (Adopted: 1/10/79)

(f) Institutional staff members found in violation of NCAA
regulations shall be subject to disciplinary or corrective action as set
forth in the provisions of the NCAA enforcement procedure, whether
such violations occurred at the certifving institution or during the

individual’s previous employment at another member institution.
(Adopted: 9/1/85)

(g) Contractual agreements between a coach and an institution
shall include the stipulation that a coach who is found in violation of
NCAA regulations shall be subject to disciplinary or corrective action
as set forth in the provisions of the NCAA enforcement procedure, and
shall include the stipulation that the coach annually shall report all
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athletically related income from sources outside the institution (in-
cluding, but not limited to. income from annuities; sports camps;
housing benefits: complimentary ticket sales; television and radio
programs, and endorsement or consultation contracts with athletics
shoe, apparel or equipment manufacturers) through the director of

athletics to the institution’s chief executive officer. (Adopted: 9/1/85,
Reuvised: 1/9/87)

Section 3. Principle of Sound Academic Standards. (a) A
student-athlete shall not represent an institution in intercollegiate
athletics competition unless the student-athlete:

(1) Has been admitted as a regularly matriculated, degree-
seeking student in accordance with the regular, published entrance
requirements of that institution; (Revised: 1/11/84)[Case No. 118]

(2) Is in good academic standing as determined by the faculty
of that institution, in accordance with the standards applied to all
students, and [Case Nos. 119 through 122

(3) Is enrolled in at least a minimum full-time program of
studies and is maintaining satisfactory progress toward a bacca-
laureate or equivalent degree as determined by the regulations of
that institution, except that a student-athlete who is enrolled in
less than a minimum full-time program of studies and has athletics
eligibility remaining may participate if the student-athlete 1s
enrolled in the final semester or quarter of the baccalaureate
program and the institution certifies that the student-athlete is
carrying for credit the courses necessary to complete degree
requirements as determined by the facult;v of the institution.
Further, a student-athlete who has received a baccalaureate or
equivalent degree and who is enrolled in the graduate or profes-
sional school of the institution attended as an undergraduate, or
who is enrolled and seeking a second baccalaureate or equivalent
degree at the same institution, mayv participate in intercollegiate
athletics provided the student-athlete has athletics eligibility
remaining and such participation occurs within the period set forth
in Bvlaw 4-1. (Revised: 8/1/72,8/1/74, 8/1/77, 1/13/78, 1/11/84)
[Case Nos. 119 through 124]

O.1. 7. The phrases “good academic standing” and
“satisfactory progress” are to be interpreted at each
member institution by the academic authorities who
determine the meaning of such phrases for all students,
subject to the controlling legislation by the conference or
similar association of which the institution is a member.

O.1. 8. Correspondence, extension and credit-by-ex-
amination courses taken from an institution other than
the one in which a student-athlete is enrolled as a
full-time student shall not be used in determining a
student’s “academic standing” or “satisfactory progress.”
The Academic Requirements Committee may grant ex-
ceptions to this restriction in response to written requests
from member institutions for the evaluation of specified
programs of studies involving the use of such courses. In
addition, prior approval by appropriate academic officials
of the cermfvmc institution 1s required if courses taken
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during another institution’s summer term are to be
utilized in determining the student’s “academic standing”
r “satisfactory progress.”

(b) A student-athlete shall not be eligible to participate in
organized practice sessions in a sport unless the student-athlete is
enrolled in a minimum full-time program of studies as determined by
the regulations of the certifying institution. (Adopted: 1/14/81) [Case
No. 124]

(1) A student-athlete who is enrolled in less than a minimum
full-time program of studies and has athletics eligibility remaining
may participate in practice sessions if the student-athlete is
enrolled in the final semester or quarter of the baccalaureate
program and the institution certifies that the student-athlete is
carrying for credit the courses necessary to complete the degree
requirements as determined by the faculty of the institution.
(Adopted: 1/14/81)

(2) A student-athlete who has received a baccalaureate or
equivalent degree and who is enrolled in the graduate or profes-
sional school of the institution attended as an undergraduate, or
who is enrolled and seeking a second baccalaureate or equivalent
degree at the same institution, may participate in practice sessions
provided the student-athlete has athletics eligibility remaining
and such participation occurs within the period set forth in Bylaw
4-1. (Adopted: 1/14/81, Revised: 1/14/86)

Section 4. Principles Governing Financial Aid. (a) Any stu-
dent-athlete who receives financial assistance other than that admin-
istered by the student-athiete’s institution shall not be eligible for
intercollegiate competition except as provided in Constitution 3-1-(a)
and (b), and except where: (Revised: 1/13/78) [Case Nos. 7, 136]

(1) Assistance 1s received from anyone upon whom the stu-
dent-athlete is naturally or legally dependent; or
(2) Assistance is awarded solelyv on bases having no rela-

tionship to athletic ability; or [Case Nos. 12, 13, 81, 125]

(3) Assistance is awarded through an established and continu-

ing program to aid students, and the award is made on the basis of

the recipient’s past performance and overall record as measured by
established criteria of which athletics participation shall not be the
major criterion; disbursement of the assistance shall be through
the member institution for the educational expenses of the recipi-
ent in attending that institution which the recipient has selected.
and the recipient’s choice of institutions shall not be restricted by
the donor of the assistance. (Adopted: 8/1/73) [Case Nos. 12, 13]

(4) Assistance is awarded through an established and continu-
ing program for the recognition of outstanding high school gradu-
ates on the basis of the recipient’s past performance and overall
record as measured by established criteria of which athletics
participation may be a major criterion; disbursement of the
assistance shall be through the member institution for the educa-
tional expenses of the recipient in attending that institution which
the recipient has selected; the recipient’s choice of institutions
shall not be restricted by the donor of the assistance; the awarding
individual or organization and the donor of the assistance shall not
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be a representative of the athletics interests or an athletics booster
group of a member institution; the value of the award shall not
exceed the Association’s definition of commonly accepted educa-
tional expenses; the award is provided to the recipient on only one
occasion; and provided that if the recipient is recruited, the award
is considered “financial aid” per O.1. 600, the recipient is considered
a “countable player” per Bvlaw 6-3 and the amount is applied to
the maximum awards limitations of Bylaw 6 for the sport in
question. (Adopted: 1/16/85, Revised: 1/14/86) [Case Nos. 13, 125]
0O.1. 9. Financial assistance is “administered by” an
institution if the institution, through its regular commit-
tee or other agency for the awarding of financial aid to
students generally, has the final determination of the
student-athlete who is to receive the award and its value.
This prohibits a donor from contributing funds to an
institution to finance a scholarship or grant-in-aid for a
particular student-athlete. A donor may contribute funds
for a particular sport, but the decision as to how such
funds are to be allocated in the sport shall rest exclusively

with the institution. '

(b) Financial aid, including a grant-in-aid that carries with it a
partial work requirement, may be awarded for any term (semester or
quarter) during which a student-athlete is in regular attendance as an
undergraduate with eligibility remaining under Bylaw 4-1, or within six
yvears after initial enrollment in a collegiate institution (provided the
student does not receive such aid for more than five years during that
period), or as a graduate eligible under Constitution 3-3-(a)-(3), provid-
ed the student-athlete is not under contract to or currently receiving
compensation from a professional sports organization. Financial aid
awarded by an institution to a student-athlete shall conform to the
rules and regulations of the awarding institution and of that institu-
tion’s conference, if any. (Revised: 1/9/74,1/12/77,1/16/85) [Case Nos.
126 through 128]

(1) Financial aid may not be provided a student while attend-
ing a summer school or summer term unless the student has beenin
residence a minimum of one term during the regular academic year
or the student is attending a summer orientation program for
which participation (by both athletes and nonathletes) is required
and financial aid is administered on the same basis for all
participants in the program. Such financial aid may be utilized
only to attend the awarding institution’s summer term or summer
school, except that the NCAA Council, by a two-thirds majority of
its members present and voting, may approve exceptions to this
restriction for member institutions that have summer terms or
summer schools curtailed because of the use of their facilities for
the Olympic Games. (Revised: 8/1/73,1/12/82,1/11/84) [Case No.
129]

(2) If the student-athlete lives and eats in noninstitutional
facilities, the institution may pay the student-athlete an amount
equal to the institution’s official board and room allowance as
listed 1in its catalog, or the averaged board and room costs of all of
its students' living on campus, excluding those living in the
athletics dormitory or eating at the training table. Meals provided
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on the training table shall be deducted at the regular cost figure
from such a student-athlete’s board allowance. (Revised: 8/1/84)
[Case Nos. 130 through 132]

(3) An institution shall not waive, pay in advance or guarantee
pavment of the following expenses for a prospective student-
athlete, unless such benefits conform to institutional policy as it
applies to other prospective student-grantees generally: (i) the
processing fee the institution requires before its admissions office
evaluates a prospect’s application, (ii) the fee for orientation-
counseling tests required of all incoming freshmen, (iii) the fee for
preadmission academic testing, (iv) advance tuition pavment or
room deposit, (v) damage deposits for dormitory rooms or ROTC
deposits for military equipment, (vi) anv other preenrollment fees
required of prospective student-grantees. If the student-athlete
enrolls and i1s awarded financial assistance covering institutional
fees, the fees described in (i) through (iv) above may be rebated as a
part of the institution’s regular fees. [Case No. 59]

(c) Financial assistance may not be awarded a prospective stu-
dent-athlete conditioned on the recipient reporting in satisfactory
physical condition. If a student-athlete has been accepted for admis-
sion and awarded financial assistance, the institution shall be commit-
ted for the term of the original award even though the student-athlete’s
physical condition prevents the student-athlete from participating in
intercollegiate athletics for any reason.

(1) Institutional aid may not be gradated or canceled during
the period of its award (i) on the basis of a student-athlete’s ability
or contribution to a team’s success, (ii) because of an injury that
prevents the recipient from participating in athletics or (iii) for any
other athletics reason. [Case Nos. 133, 142]

(2) Aid may be gradated or canceled if the recipient (i) renders
himself or herself ineligible for intercollegiate competition; or (ii)
fraudulently misrepresents any information on an application,
letter of intent or tender; or (iil) engages in serious misconduct
warranting substantial disciplinary penalty, or (iv) voluntarily
withdraws from a sport for personal reasons. Any such gradation or
cancellation of aid is permissible only if such action is taken for
proper cause by the regular disciplinary or scholarship awards
authorities of the institution and the student-athlete has had an
opportunity for a hearing. Under (iv) above, such gradation or
cancellation of aid may not occur prior to the conclusion of that

term (semester or quarter). (Revised: 8/1/72, 8/1/76) [Case Nos.
134, 135, 142] _

(d) Where a student-athlete’s ability is taken into consideration in
any degree in awarding unearned financial aid, such aid shall not be
awarded for a period in excess of one academic year. (Revised: 8/1/73,
1/9/87) [Case Nos. 136 through 140]

(e) In all cases. the institutional agency making the financial aid
award shall give the recipient a written statement of the amount.
duration, conditions and terms thereof. The chair of the regular
committee or other agency for the awarding of financial aid to students
generally. or the chair’s official designee, shall sign the written state-
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ment. The signature of the director of athletics, attesting to the
committee’s award, does not satisfy this requirement. [Case Nos. 141,
142]

(f) The renewal of a scholarship or grant-in-aid award shall be
made on or before July 1 prior to the academic year it is to be effective.
The institution promptly shall notify each student-athlete who re-
ceived an award the previous academic year and who is eligible to
receive an award and has eligibility remaining under Bylaw 4-1 or
Constitution 3-3-(a)-(3) for the ensuing academic year whether the
grant has been renewed or not renewed. In the latter event, the
institution also shall inform the student-athlete that if he or she
believes the grant has not been renewed for questionable reasons, the
student-athlete may request, and shall have the opportunity for, a
hearing before the institutional agency making the financial award.
The institution shall have established reasonable procedures for the
prompt hearing of such a request. (Revised: 8/1/73,1/16/85) [Case Nos.
143 through 146]

(g) The bylaws of the Association may prescribe additional limita-
tions concerning financial assistance, including restrictions on the
amount of financial aid each student-athlete may receive in addition to
those set forth in Constitution 3-1-(g)-(1), and limitations as to the
number of financial aid awards a member institution may provide to
student-athletes. Any financial assistance permitted by a division that
would result in a student-athlete’s total financial aid exceeding the
value of tuition and fees, room and board, and required course-related
books and up to the maximum permitted by Constitution 3-1-(g)-(1)
and Bylaw 6-1-(a) shall be based upon the demonstrated financial need
of the individual student-athlete. (Adopted: 8/1/73, Revised: 1/9/87)

Section 5. Principle Governing Recruiting. The recruiting of

student-athletes shall be controlled by bylaws enacted by the Associa-
tion.

Section 6. Principles of Ethical Conduct. It shall be a member

institution’s responsibility to apply and enforce the following princi-
ples:

(a) Individuals emploved by, or associated with, a member institu-
tion to administer. conduct or coach intercollegiate athletics and all
participating student-athletes shall deport themselves with honesty
and sportsmanship at all times so that intercollegiate athletics as a
whole, their institutions and they, as individuals, shall represent the
honor and dignity of fair play and the generally recognized high
standards associated with wholesome competitive sports.

(1) Conduct by a student-athlete or an institutional staff
member that may be considered unethical includes, but is not
limited to: (Adopted: 1/12/83)

(1) Refusal to furnish information relevant to investiga-
tion of a possible violation of an NCAA regulation when
requested to do so by the NCAA or the individual’s institution;

(i1) Knowing involvement in arrangements for fraudulent
academic credit or false transcripts for a prospective or an
enrolled student-athlete:
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(ili) Knowing “involvement in offering or providing a
prospective or an enrolled student-athlete an improper in-
ducement or extra benefit;

(iv) Knowinglv furnishing the NCAA or the individual's
institution false or misleading information concerning the
individual’s involvement in or knowledge of a violation of an
NCAA regulation.

(2) Student-athletes found in violation of the provisions of this
regulation shall be ineligible for further intercollegiate competi-
tion, subject to appeal to the NCAA Eligibility Committee for
restoration of eligibility. Institutional staff members found in
violation of the provisions of this regulation shall be subject to
disciplinary or corrective action as set forth in Section 7-(b)-(12) of
the NCAA enforcement procedure. (Adopted: 1/12/83)

(b) Staff members of the athletics department of a member
institution or others emploved by the intercollegiate athletics program
who have knowledge of the use contrary to Bylaw 5-2 by a student-
athlete of a substance on the list of banned drugs set forth in Executive
Regulation 1-7-(b), and who fail to follow institutional procedures
dealing with drug abuse, shall be subject to disciplinary or corrective
action as set forth in Section 7-(b)-(12) of the NCAA enforcement
procedure. (Adopted: 8/1/86)

(c) Staff members of the athletics department of a member
institution and student-athletes shall not knowingly provide informa-
tion to assist individuals involved in organized gambling activities
concerning intercollegiate athletics competition, solicit a bet on any
intercollegiate team, accept a bet on any team representing the
institution or participate in any gambling involving intercollegiate
athletics through a bookmaker, a parlay card or any other method
emploved by organized gambling. (Adopted: 1/11/84, Revised: 1/16/85)

(d) Staff members of a member institution’s athletics department
shall not accept compensation or gratuities of any kind whatsoever,
either directly or indirectlv, for representing a professional sports
organization in the scouting or contacting of athletic talent or the
negotiating of a contract. Any compensational arrangement between a
professional sports organization and a college staff member (e.g., for
scouting other professmnal teams or assisting the professional emplox -
er in coaching its team) shall be prima facie evidence of an indirect
arrangement to assure the staff member’s assistance in evaluating or
procuring college talent. [Case Nos. 147 through 152]

(e) Staff members of member institutions and others serving on the
Association’s committees or acting as consultants shall not, directly or
by implication, use the Association’s name or their affiliation with the
Association in the endorsement of products or services, nor shall
athletics department staff members, directly or by implication, use the
institution’s name or logo in the endorsement of commercial products

or services for personal gain without prior approval from the institu-
tion. (Revised: 1/9/87)

(f) Staff members of the athletics department of a member
institution shall not knowingly participate, directly or indirectly, in the
management, coaching, officiating. supervision, promotion or plaver
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selection of any all-star contest involving student-athletes that is not
certified by the Association’s Extra Events Committee. [Case No. 153]

(g) Staff members of the athletics department of a member
institution shall not represent, directly or indirectly, a student-athlete
in the marketing of athletic ability or reputation to a professional
sports team or professional sports organization and shall not receive
compensation or gratuities of any kind. directly or indirectly, for such
services. (Adopted: 1/8/75)

(h) Contractual agreements between a coach and an institution
shall include the stipulation that the coach may be suspended for a
period of time, without pay, or that the coach’s employment mav be
terminated if the coach is found to be involved in deliberate and serious
violations of NCAA regulations. (Adopted: 1/12/83)

(1) Staff members of a member institution’s athletics department
shall not accept, prior to receiving approval from the institution’s chief
executive officer, compensation or gratuities of any kind whatsoever,
either directly or indirectly, excluding institutionally administered
funds, from an athletics shoe, apparel or equipment manufacturer in
exchange for the use of such merchandise during practice or competi-
tion by the institution’s student-athletes. (Adopted: 1/9/87)

(j) Staff members of a member institution’s athletics department
shall not accept compensation or gratuities of any kind whatsoever,
either directly or indirectly, for scheduling athletics contests or
individual meet participation with another institution or sponsor of
athletics competition. This specifically precludes the acceptance of
compensation or gratuities from other institutions, schedule brokers or
agents and television networks or syndicators. (Adopted: 1/9/87)

Section 7. Principle Governing Competition in Postseason
and Noncollegiate-Sponsored Contests. Competition by member
institutions in postseason contests and in meets and tournaments that
are not sponsored. promoted, managed and controlled by a collegiate
entityv shall conform to the provisions of this constitution and to the
rules or regulations prescribed by the bvlaws of the Association, which
may include penalties for violations of these requirements by sponsor-
Ing agencies. (Revised: 8/1/78)

Section 8. Principles Governing Playing and Practice Sea-
sons. (a) Member institutions shall not schedule intercollegiate ath-
letics contests in conjunction with professional sports contests or
exhibitions.

(b) Organized practice and plaving seasons in all sports may be
controlled by bvlaws enacted by the Association.

Section 9. Principles Governing the Eligibility of Student-
Athletes. An institution shall not permit a student-athlete to repre-
sent it in intercollegiate athletics competition unless the student-
athlete meets the following requirements of eligibility:

(a) The student-athlete shall be denied the first year of intercolle-
glate athletics competition if: [Case Nos. 154, 155]
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(1) Following completion of high school eligibility in the
student-athlete’s sport and prior to the student-athlete’s high
school graduation. the student-athlete was a member of a squad
that engaged in an intrastate all-star football or basketball contest
that was not specifically approved bv the appropriate state high
school athletics association or an interstate all-star football or
basketball contest that was not specifically approved by the NCAA
Council; or (Revised: 1/12/83)

(2) Following graduation from high school and before enroll-
ment in college. the student-athlete was a member of a squad that
engaged in an interstate all-star football or basketball contest that
was not specifically approved by the NCAA Council; or (Revised:
1/12/83)

(3) Following completion of high school eligibility in the
student-athlete’s sport and prior to the student-athlete’s high
school graduation, the student-athlete participates in more than
two approved all-star football contests or two approved all-star
basketball contests. (Reuvised: 8/1/80, 1/12/82, 1/12/83)

(4) The Council of the Association may designate a committee
to act in its place or in place of any state association that declines
to assume the jurisdiction described in this paragraph. (Revised:
1/12/82)

(b) The student-athlete shall not participate in any organized
basketball competition except while representing the institution in
intercollegiate competition in accordance with the permissible playing
season specified in Bylaw 3, and except as permitted in the following
subparagraphs. Such participation shall require the member institu-
tion to rule the student-athlete ineligible for intercollegiate competi-
tion in the sport of basketball. This provision shall not apply to
participation in the official Olympic Games and the final tryouts that
directly qualify competitors for the Olympic Games. (Revised: 8/1/73,
8/1/74,1/13/78) [Case Nos. 156 through 158]

(1) A student-athlete may compete during the period between

June 15 and August 31 on a team in a league approved by the

NCAA Council, if the student-athlete has received written per-

mission from the institution’s director of athletics (or the director’s

official representative) for such participation. For such a league to
be approved. it shall meet the following requirements: (Adopted:

1/13/78) [Case Nos. 159, 160]

{1} No member team shall include on its roster more than
one plaver with intercollegiate eligibilitv remaining in the
sport of basketball from any one college, university or junior
college. (Adopted: 1/13/78)

(ii) Neither the league nor any member team shall have on
its staff or as a participant any person associated in anyv
employvment capacity with a college. university or junior
college. (Adopted: 1/13/78, Revised: 1/16/85) [Case No. 161]

(ii1) No member team shall make anyv payments for play or
expenses directly or indirectly to any plaver. (Adopted: 1/13/
78)

(iv) All players must limit thelr competition to one team
in one league. (Adopted: 1/13/78)
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(v) No admission shall be charged for any game, no fee
shall be charged for parking to attend anv game. no revenue
shall be realized at any game from raffles or similar activities
and no revenue shall be realized from over-the-air or cable
television or radio rights fees for any game. (Adopted: 1/13/78,
Revised: 1/16/85)

(vi) No all-star games of any kind shall be permitted.
(Adopted: 1/13/78)

(vil) Postseason play-offs or tournaments shall be permit-
ted, provided such play-offs or tournaments involve intra-
league competition and are completed by August 31. (Adopt-
ed: 1/13/78, Reuvised: 1/10/79)

(viii) League play shall be within 100 miles of the stu-
dent-athlete’s official residence or within 100 miles of the
institution the student-athlete attends. (Adopted: 1/13/78)
[Case No. 162]

(2) Participation by residents of Puerto Rico in the Superior
Basketball League of Puerto Rico is exempted from this ruling.

(3) A student-athlete may compete in one game a vear in-
volving players from the student-athlete’s former high school and
its alumni team.

(4) The Council shall have the authority to waive this
provision by a two-thirds majority of its members present and
voting to permit student-athletes to participate in: (Revised:
8/1/73, 8/1/74, 1/12/77, 1/13/78, 1/10/79, 1/8/80, 1/14/81) [Case
No. 170]

(i) Official Pan American tryouts and competition;

(ii) Officially recognized competition directly qualifying
participants for final Olympic tryouts;

(iii) Official tryouts and competition involving national
teams sponsored by the appropriate Group A member of the
U.S. Olympic Committee (or, for student-athletes represent-
ing another nation, the equivalent organization of that na-
tion);

(iv) The United States against United States national
teams:

(v) Officially recognized state and national multisport
events sanctioned by the Council, or

(vi) Other international competition scheduled during a
period other than the involved institution’s intercollegiate
basketball season, sanctioned by the Council.

0O.I. 10. Outside basketball competition shall be
considered “organized” if any of the following conditions
exist: Teams are regularly formed or team rosters are
predetermined, competition is scheduled and publicized in
advance, official score is kept, individual or team stand-
ings are maintained, official timer or game officials are
used, squad members are dressed in team uniforms,
admission is charged, or a team is privately or commer-
cially sponsored. Further, competition that is either
directly or indirectly sponsored, promoted or adminis-
tered bv an individual, an organization or any other
agency shall be considered organized.
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{c) The student-athlete shall be denied eligibility for intercolle-
glate competition in his or her sport for the duration of the season if.
following enrollment in college and during any year in which the
student-athlete is a member of an intercollegiate squad or team, he or
she competes or has competed as a member of any outside team in any
noncollegiate, amateur competition (e.g., tournament playv, exhibition
games or other activity) in the sport, other than the official Olympic
Games and the final trvouts therefor. during the institution’s intercol-
legiate season. However, a student-athlete may compete in one game a
vear during the institution’s intercollegiate season in the sport involv-
ing plavers from the student-athlete’s former high school and its
alumni team. provided such competition takes place during an official
vacation period of the institution’s academic year. (Revised: 8/1/73.
8/1/74,8/1/75,1/13/78,1/10/79) [Case Nos. 163 through 167]

(1) The intercollegiate season in a sport shall be the period of
time between opening of the institution’s formal varsity practice
and its last regularly scheduled game. [Case Nos. 168, 169]

(2) The Council shali have the authority to waive this
provision by a two-thirds majority of its members present and
voting to permit student-athletes to participate in: (Revised:
1/12/77,1/13/78,1/10/79, 1/8/80, 1/14/81) [Case No. 170]

(1) Official Pan American tryouts and competition;

(ii) Officially recognized competition directly qualifying
participants for final Olympic tryouts, or

(iii) Official tryouts and competition involving national
teams sponsored by the appropriate Group A member of the

U.S. Olympic Committee (or, for student-athletes represent-

ing another nation, the equivalent organization of that nation.

or for student-athletes competing in a non-Olympic sport, the
equivalent organization of that sport).

(d) The student-athlete shall be denied eligibility for intercolle-
giate competition in all sports if the student-athlete has been guilty of
fraudulence in connection with an entrance or placement examination
or has otherwise exhibited dishonesty in evading or violating NCAA
regulations. (Reuvised: 1/12/77)

(e) The student-athlete shall be denied further intercollegiate
eligibility in that sport if the student-athlete engages as a member of a
squad in any college all-star football or basketball contest that is not
certified bv the Association’s Special Events Committee. (Reuvised:
1/12/77)

(f) The student-athlete shall be denied eligibility for intercollegiate
track and field competition if, while a candidate for the intercollegiate
team 1in track and field, the student-athlete participates in track and
field competition that is subject to the certification program specified in
Bylaw 2 but that has not been certified.

(g) The student-athlete shall be denied eligibility for intercolle-
giate gvmnastics competition if, while a candidate for the intercolle-
glate team In gvmnastics, the student-athlete participates in gvmnas-
tics competition that is subject to the certification program specified in
Bylaw 2 but that has not been certified.

(h) The student-athlete shall be denied eligibility for the champi-
onship meets and tournaments sponsored by this Association unless
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the student-athlete meets the individual eligibility requirements that
<hall be provided for in the bylaws.

(1) The student-athlete annually, prior to participation in inter-
collegiate competition during the academic vear in question, shall sign
a statement in a form prescribed by the NCAA Council in which the
student-athlete submits information related to eligibility, recruitment,
financial aid, amateur status and involvement in organized gambling
activities concerning intercollegiate athletics competition under the
soverning legislation of this Association. and consents to be tested for
the use of drugs prohibited bv NCAA legislation. Failure to complete
and sign the statement annually shall result in the student-athlete’s
ineligibility for participation in all intercollegiate competition. (Adopt-
ed: 8/1/75, Revised: 8/1/84, 8/1/86)

(j) Additional eligibility requirements for intercollegiate athletics
competition may be prescribed by the bylaws of the Association.
(Adopted: 1/14/81)

Section 10. Principle Governing Personnel and Squad Limi-
tations. The bylaws of the Association may prescribe limitations as to
the number of coaches a member institution may employ or otherwise
utilize, the size of a squad in any sport and game scouting activities.
(Adopted: 8/15/75)

Section 11. Principle Governing Football Television. The
telecasting, cablecasting or otherwise televising of intercollegiate foot-
ball games of member institutions may be subject to the provisions of
bvlaws enacted by the Association. (Adopted: 1/12/82, Revised: 1/16/
83)
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ARTICLE FOUR

ELIGIBILITY RULES FOR IN-SEASON COMPETITION
(Adopted: 1/14/81)

Section 1. Individual Eligibility. An institution shall not permit
astudent-athlete to represent it in intercollegiate athletics competition
unless the student-athlete meets the following requirements of eligibil-
ity:

Div.
I*

(a) Division I-The student-athlete shall complete his or her
seasons of participation within five calendar years from the beginning
of the semester or quarter in which the student-athlete first registered
at a collegiate institution, time spent in the armed services, on official
church missions or with recognized foreign aid services of the U.S.
government being excepted. (Adopted: 1/14/81) [Case Nos. 264 through
273, 276, 277]

(1) The Council, or a subcommittee designated by it,shall have
the authority to waive this provision by a two-thirds majority of its
members present and voting to permit student-athletes to par-
ticipate in: (Adopted: 1/11/84) [Case No. 274]

(1) Official Pan American and Olympic training, tryouts
and competition;

(i1) Officially recognized training and competition directly
qualifying participants for final Olympic trvouts, or

(i11) Official tryouts and competition involving national
teams sponsored by the appropriate Group A and B members
of the U.S. Olympic Committee (or, for student-athletes
representing another nation, the equivalent organization of
that nation, or, for student-athletes competing in a non-

Olympic sport, the equivalent organization of that sport).

(2) The Council, or a subcommittee designated by it, by a
two-thirds majority of its members present and voting, may
approve a one-year extension of this five-year period of eligibility
for a female student-athlete for reasons of pregnancy. (Adopted:
1/16/85)

(3) The Council, or a subcommittee designated by the Council
to act for it, by a two-thirds majority of its members present and
voting, may approve such additional exceptions as it deems
appropriate. (Adopted: 1/14/81) [Case No. 275]

(4) If a student-athlete enrolls in a regular term of a collegiate
institution at the first opportunity following completion of any one
of the three commitments described in the exceptions to this
bylaw, the elapsed time between completion of the commitment
and enrollment will not count toward the student-athlete’s five
vears of eligibility. (Adopted: 1/14/81) [Case No. 278]

Divs.
II
and
III*=*

(b) Divisions II and ITI—-The student-athlete shall complete his or
her seasons of participation during the first 10 semesters or 15 quarters
in which the student is enrolled in a collegiate institution in at least a
minimum full-time program of studies as determined by the regulations
of that institution. (Adopted: 1/12/82) [Case Nos. 264 through 267, 270,
276, 277]

*The provisions of Byvlaw 4-1-(a) pertain to Division | members only.
**The provisions of Bvlaw 4-1-(b) pertain to members of Division II and Division III only.
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(1) For an institution that determines registration other than
on a traditional semester or quarter basis, the NCAA Academic
Requirements Committee shall determine an equivalent enroll-
ment period. (Adopted: 1/12/82, Revised: 1/9/87)

(2) The Council, or a subcommittee designated by it, by a
two-thirds majority of its members present and voting, may
approve a two-semester or three-quarter extension of this period of
eligibility for a female student-athlete for reasons of pregnancy.
(Adopted: 1/16/85)

(3) The Council, or a subcommittee designated by the Council
to act for it, by a two-thirds majority of its members present and
voting, may approve such additional exceptions as it deems
appropriate. (Adopted: 1/14/86) [Case No. 275]

Divs.
I1
and
11+

(c) The Council, by a two-thirds majority of its members present
and voting, may approve exceptions to this section on behalf of
student-athletes of the national service academies who have exhausted
eligibility in one sport but wish to compete in another sport or sports in
which they have eligibility remaining.

(d) Division I—Complimentary admissions shall be provided only
by a pass list for individuals designated by the student-athlete. No more
than one of the complimentary admissions may be provided to anyone
other than family members, relatives or fellow students. “Hard tickets”
shall not be issued. The institution shall be responsible for this
administrative procedure, and the student-athlete’s eligibility shall be
affected by involvement in action contrary to the provisions of
Constitution 3-1-(g)-(3). (Adopted: 1/9/87) [Case Nos. 62, 279]

Div.

I**

(e) Division II—-Complimentary tickets shall be distributed only to
persons designated by the student-athlete and who have identified
themselves and signed a receipt therefor. The institution shall be
responsible for this administrative proccedure, and the student-athlete’s
eligibility shall be affected by involvement in action contrary to the
provisions of Constitution 3-1-(g)-(3). (Adopted: 1/9/87) [Case No. 62]

Div.
II***

(f) Division I1I—-Complimentary tickets shall be distributed only to
persons designated by the student-athlete. The institution shall be
responsible for this administrative procedure, and the student-athlete’s
eligibility shall be affected by involvement in action contrary to the
provisions of Constitution 3-1-(g)-(3). (Adopted: 1/9/87) [Case No. 62]

Div.
111

K Kk

“The provisions of Bylaw 4-1-th) pertain to members of Division [l and Division III only.
“*The provisions of Bvlaw 1-1-(d) pertain to Division [ members only.
“**The provisions of Bvlaw.4-1-te) pertain to Division [I members only.
**<*The provisions of Bvlaw 4-1-(t) pertain to Division [{I members only.
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Divs.

and
II*

(6) A student-athlete who has completed at least one academic
year in residence or utilized one season of eligibility in a sport at
the certifying institution shall be required to satisfy the following
minimum academic progress requirements for continuing eligibili-
ty. (Adopted: 8/1/81, Revised: 1/12/82) [Case Nos. 323, 324]

(i) Eligibility for financial aid and practice during each
academic yvear after the student-athlete’s initial year in
residence or after the student-athlete has utilized one season
of eligibility in a sport shall be based upon the rules of the
institution and the conference of which the institution is a
member. (Adopted: 8/1/81, Reuvised: 1/12/82)

(i1) Eligibility for regular-season competition subsequent
to the student-athlete’s first academic year in residence or
after the student-athlete has utilized one season of eligibility
in a sport shall be based upon: (1) satisfactory completion
prior to each term in which a season of competition begins of
an accumulative total of semester or quarter hours of aca-
demic credit that is equivalent to the completion of an average
of at least 12 semester or quarter hours during each of the
previous academic terms in academic years in which the
student-athlete has been enrolled in a term or terms, or (2)
satisfactory completion of 24 semester or 36 quarter hours of
academic credit since the beginning of the student-athlete’s
last season of competition. For purposes of this provision, a
student-athlete shall meet the “satisfactory completion” re-
quirement by maintaining a grade-point average that places
the student-athlete in good academic standing as established
by the institution for all students who are at an equivalent
stage of progress toward a degree. (Adopted: 8/1/81, Revised:
1/12/82,1/16/85,8/1/85) [Case Nos. 324, 325]

(i11) The calculation of credit hours under the provisions
of subparagraph (i1) shall be based upon hours earned or
accepted for degree credit in a specific baccalaureate degree
program for the student-athlete at the certifying institution.
Hours earned in the period following the regular academic
yvear at the institution (e.g., hours earned in summer school)
may be utilized to satisfy academic credit requirements of this
regulation. (Adopted: 8/1/81, Revised: 8/1/84) [Case Nos. 326,
327]

81

(iv) A student-athlete shall designate a program of studies -

leading toward a specific baccalaureate degree at the certify-
ing institution by the beginning of the third year of enrollment
(fifth semester or seventh quarter). In addition to the contin-
uing student, this subparagraph shall be applicable to the
eligibility of a transfer student from a four-year or two-vear
collegiate institution who is entering his or her third year of
collegiate enrollment even if the student has not vet complet-
ed an academic vear in residence or utilized a season of
eligibility in a sport at the certifying institution. (Adopted:
8/1/85) [Case Nos. 326, 327

(v) A graduate student who is otherwise eligible for

*The provisions of Byvlaw 3-1-1)-(6) pertain to members of Division I and Division II only.
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regular-season competition shall be exempt from the provi- Divs.
sions of this regulation. (Adopted: 8/1/81) I
(vi) The NCAA Academic Requirements Committee shall and
establish appropriate criteria for additional exceptions to this II*
legislation, which shall be administered by the member con-
ferences of the Association and, in the case of an independent
institution, by the NCAA Eligibility Committee. (Adopted:
8/1/81) [Case No. 328]
(vil) An institution that determines registration other
than on a traditional semester- or quarter-hour basis shall
submit a statement describing the continuing eligibility re-
quirements applicable to its student-athletes for approval by
the NCAA Academic Requirements Committee. (Adopted:
8/1/81)

(7) A transfer student from a four-year institution shall not be
eligible for any NCAA championship until the student has fulfilled
a residence requirement of one full academic year (two full
semesters or three full quarters), and one full calendar year has
elapsed from the first regular registration and attendance date at
the certifving Division I or Division II institution. Further, a
transfer student-athlete admitted after the 12th class day may not
utilize that semester or quarter for the purpose of establishing
residency under either the academic-year or calendar-year re-
quirement. At a Division IIl institution, eligibility is not permitted
for one calendar year from the student’s official withdrawal date
from the previous institution. (Reuvised: 8/1/72, 1/13/73, 1/9/74,
1/12/77,8/1/86) [Case Nos. 302, 329, 330]

(1) If the first day of classes of the regular academic term
(semester or quarter) in which the transfer student would
become eligible at the certifying institution is earlier than the
completion of the one-calendar-vear requirement, and if the
student has fulfilled the one-academic-vear requirement, then
the student shall be eligible on that first dav of classes.
(Adopted: 8/1/77, Revised: 1/13/78)

(i1) If the date of the first scheduled intercollegiate contest
falls earlier (between semesters) than the first day of classes of
the regular academic term (semester or quarter) in which the
student would become eligible. and if the student has fulfilled
the one-academic-vear requirement, then the student shall be
eligible on that plaving date. (Adopted: 8/1/77, Revised:
1/13/78)

(8) A transfer student from a junior college who was a qualifier Div.
is not eligible in Division I institutions for any NCAA champion- I**
ships the first academic vear in residence unless the student has:
(Revised: 8/1/75) [Case Nos. 329 through 331, 337]
(i) Graduated from the junior college and has satisfac-
torilv completed a minimum of 48 semester or 72 quarter hours
of transferable degree credit acceptable toward any baccalau-

*The provisions of Bvlaw 5-1-1j)-(6) pertain to members of Division I and Division II only.
**The provisions of Bvlaw 3-1-(j)-(8) pertain to Division I members only.
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Section 3. Principle of Sound Academic Standards. (a) A

student-acthlece shall not represent an institution in intercollegiate
athletics comperition unless the studentc-athlece:

t1) Has been admitted as a regularly matriculated, degree-
seeking student in accordance with cthe regular, published entrance
requirements of that institution; (Revised: 1/11/84){Case No. 118]

(2) Is in 3ood academic standing as determined by the faculty
of that institution. in accordance with the standards applied to all
students. and {Case Nos. 119 through 122

(3) Is enrolled in at least a minimum full-time program of
studies and is maintaining satisfactory progress toward a bacca-
laureate or equivalent degree as determined by the regulations of
that institution, except that a student-athlete who is enrolled in
less than a minimum full-time program of studies and has athletics
eligibility remaining may participate if the student-athlete is
enrolled in the final semester or quarter of the baccalaureate
program and the institution certifies that the student-athlete is
carrving for credit the courses necessary to complete degree
requirements as determined by the faculty of the institution.
Further, a student-athlete who has received a baccalaureate or
equivalent degree and who is enrolled in the graduate or profes-
sional school of the institution attended as an undergraduate, or
who is enrolled and seeking a second baccalaureate or equivalent
degree at the same institution, may participate in intercollegiate
athletics provided the student-athlete has athletics eligibility
remaining and such participation occurs within the pertod set forth
in Bvlaw 4-1. (Revised: 8/1/72, 8/1/74, 8/1/77, 1/13/78, 1/11/84)
[Case Nos. 119 through 124}

0.1. 7. The pnrases “good academic standing” and
“satisractory progress” are to be interpreted at each
member institution by the academic authorities who
determine the meaning of such phrases for all students,
subject to the controlling legislation by the conference or
similar association of which the institution is a member.

0O.1. 8. Correspondence, extension and credit-by-ex-
amination courses taken from an institution other than
the one in whnich a 3student-athlete is enrolled as a
fuil-time student shall not be used in determining a
student’s “academic standing” or “satisfactory progress.”
The Academic Requirements Committee may grant ex-
ceptions to this restriction in response to written requests
from member institutions for the evaluation of specified
programs of studies involving the use of such courses. In
addition. prior approval by appropriate academic officials
of the certifving institution is required if courses taken
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during another institution’s summer term are to be
utilized in determining the student’s “academic standing”
or “‘satisfactory progress.”

{b) A student-athlete shall not be eligible to participate in
organized practice sessions in a sport unless the student-athlete is
enrolled in a minimum full-time program of studies as determined by
the regulations of the certifving institution. (Adopted: 1/14/81) [Case
No. 124]

(1) A student-athlete who is enrolled in less than a minimum
full-time program of studies and has athletics eligibility remaining
may participate in practice sessions if the student-athlete is
enrolled in the final semester or quarter of the baccalaureate
program and the institution certifies that the student-athlete is
carrving for credit the courses necessary to complete the degree
requirements as determined by the faculty of the institution.
(Adopted: 1/14/81)

(2) A student-athlete who has received a baccalaureate or
equivalent degree and who is enrolled in the graduate or profes-
sional school of the institution attended as an undergraduate, or
who is enrolled and seeking a second baccalaureate or equivalent
degree at the same institution, may participate in practice sessions
provided the student-athlete has athletics eligibility remaining
and such participation occurs within the period set forth in Bylaw
1-1. (Adopted: 1/14/81, Revised: 1/14/86)
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: Hembers of the division defeated two Hofstra U ............ No No Yes Nichoits St U No No Yes Syracuse U . No No ves
b amendments proposed by a group of black Holy Cross G ........ No No No U of North Carolina Tempie U Abs. Abs  Yes
i colfeges. One would have climinated the J ot “°"’a‘°" T :: :° ‘Y’” g:ﬂ”‘ Hilb No  —  No Uc°‘ Tennesses ;
. louston Saptist vee o ‘o8 ariotte ... No No No hatianocoga No No Yos )
wseof standardized-test scores from the ac- | o prqy Yes Yes No Wimington . No No No Knoxville ........... No Nao No !
agiemic standards; the other would have U of idaho No No  Yes NorinCarolina ASTSIU  No  No  No Tannessee St U ...... Yes Yes Mo
Hemted their use. iaaho St U Yes Yes No North Carotine St U No No No Tennessee Toch U ... No No Yes
Following are the roil-call votes on the Y of tiinois North Texss StU .... No  No  Yes U of Texas
thaee issues: Chicago Clrce .. ... No No Yeu Northeast Louisians U No No You Arington .. No No No
> . Urbena-Champaign . No Yes Yas Nertheastem U .. ... No No Yes Austin . No No Yes
Orop  Umit ot ap Winots STU ......... No No  Yes Northern Arizona U .. No No Yos El Paso No No -
test test  index indisns St U Northaen llinois U ... No No Yos San Antonio . No No Yos
metutions uee  uve aywtem st Terre Hauts ..., No No No U of Northem iowa .. No No No Texas ASM U . No No Yes
Dot AKTON ......... Ne No No inglana U (Ind.) ...... Mo No Yas | MNohwesemnStU ... No -~  No Texas Christian U No No No
Sof Alabams .. ...... No No No Mo No Yes Northwestern U ,..... No No No Texas Southern U Yes Yes No
Wat Als at almmgham Yes Abs. Yes Ney Yes  Yas U of Notre Dame . No  Abs. Yes Texas Tech U . No No No
Mabamag St U You Yes No No Yeos Yeou Ohio StU .. .... No No Yos U of Toledo No No Yes
Kicoen St U Yes Yeos No Yos  Yes No Ohio U .. No No Yes Towson St U No No ves
American U ... No No No Jacksonwille U .. Ko No Yes U of Ckiahom: No No Yes Tulane U ... No No Yes
Ampaischian St U No No No Jarnes Madison U No No No Okishoma St U . No No Yes Yof Tutss ... .. No No -—
1 ot Arizona . No No Yes U of Kansas ..... No No Yeos Otd Dominion U No No Yeos U.S. Air Force Acad No No No
Atzons St U No No Yos Ksnsas St U No No Yos Qrai Roberts 4 . No No Yes U.S. international U Yes Yes  Yes :
15 of Arkansas Kent St U No No Yes U of Oregon . . No No No U.S. Military Acad ... No No Yeos ;
Fayertoville Yes Yos Yos U ot Kentucky No No Yes Oregon St U .., No No - U.S. Naval Acad . No No No i
Littts Rock Ne No Yos Ls Sails U .. No No Yes U of the Pacific No No Yeos U of Utan No No Yas H
] Ari:snsas St U No Yos Yos Latayette C . No No Yas Pan American U . No No Yes Utah St U Yes Yes Yes
5 Astirien U Ne No Yes Lamar U Abs.  Yes Yos U of Pannsyivania ... No No Yes Utica C .. No Yes Ves
% Asgusta C . Yes No  Yes LahighU ............ No  Yes  Yes Pennsytvania St U ... No No Ne Valparaiso U No  Yes Yas .
amisn Peay St U No — Yes Long island U- Pepperdine U ... . No No Yes Vanderbilt U .. No No No H
WSty .. No No Yes Brookiyn Canter ... Yos  Yes  Yes U of Piftsburgh No No Yeos U of Vermont . No No Yes |
Bavior U No No No Loussians St U No No No U of Portland ... . Yes Yos Yes Villsnova U ... No No Yes
Buse St U No Yas Yos Louisisna Tech U Yea Yas  Yos Prairia View ASM U ., Yes Yes No U of Virginia No No No i
Bmctan C No Yes Yos U of Louisvilie . Ne No Yeon Providence C .. Abs.  Yes Yes Va Commonwea No No Yes !
Beaon U . . No Ne Yas Loyols C (M) .. ..., No No Yeos Puraua U .. No - Yes Virginia Mititary Inst No No No
Bowting Green St U Ne No Yes Loyola Marymount U. Yes Yes Yes Ragford U ... . No No No Va Polytechnic [nst H
Baley U .. ......... No No Yos Loyota U (W) _....... No Ne Yes U of Rhode istand ... Na:©  No Yeas and StU ........... No No Yo i
Bogham Young u No No  Yes Uof Maine at Orono . Yes  Yes  No —_ No No Yes  No N0 ;
" No No Yes Manhattan C No No Ne No No Yes No No No :
Ne  No  Yes Manst C ... No No  Yes No No Yes U of Washington . No No  Yes !
No No — Marguette U No No Yes Robert Morris C (P-,) No Yes Yes Washington St U No No Yes |
No No  Yes Marehait U No No No Rutgers U Weber St C No Yes Mo
U of Maryland at New Brunswick .. No No Yes West Texas St U . No No Yes
No No Yos Caollege Park ....... No No  Yes Saint Boasventure U . No No Yeos West Viegiua U ... .. No No Yes
No No  Abs. Eastern Shore ...... Yes Yos No Seint Francis C (N.Y.) Yoo Yes  Yes Western Caroting U .. No No No ;
No No No U of Mass at Amnerst No Yos Yas Ssint Francis C (Pa.) . No No No Westemn ilinors U ... No No Yes
No No - McNeese St U No  Yes Yes Saint John's 1§ (N.Y. Yes Yes  Yes Western Kentucky U Yes  Yes  Yes
themonis St U . Mo No  Yes Saint Joseph's U (Pa.) No No Yes Western Michigan U No No Yes i
Yes Yes Yeos Marcer U ... No No Yos Ssint Louis U ........ No No Yes Wichita StU ......... No No Yes
Yos Yoo Yes U of Miami (Fia.} o' No Yos Ssint Mary's C (Cal.} . No No No C of William ang Mary No Yes Yeos
Yes Yes Yes Miami U (Ohio) No  No  Yes Saint Pater’s C No No Yes U of Wisconsin
Mo  Yes  Yes U of Michigan . Ne No  Yes Samford U ... No No  Yes Green Bay ......... No No Yes
No No Yes Michigan St U NO No Yes San Diego St U Yeou Yes Yes Madison No No Yes
Cacitenary C . No No Yes U of Minnesota U of San Francisco No No No U of Wyoming No No Yes
13 af Cantrsl Slorida Mo No No £ Minnespolis-St. Psul  No No Yas Sen Jcse St U Yes  Yen No Xavier U ... ... No Yas Yeos
Tasstral Michigan U . No No Yas U of Mississipoi No No No U of Sants Clare No No Yes Yale U ... No No Yes
Chcago St ... Yes Yes  Yes Mississiopt St U ... No No No Seton Hall U ........ Yoo =~ You Youngstown St U No No 4o
Wt Cincinnal HNa No Yos
e Citadet No No No Confersnces
Tramson U . Mo No No i Atantic Coast No No
Theveiand St Ro No Yea | Big East ..., - Yes
LTaigate U Yes Yas Yes Big Eignt No No
8ot Colorecn No No Yes 8ig Sky No NN
Toorado St U ... No No No Big Ten No Ny
Lafymiva U-Barnard C No No Yes Colomat No No
B af Connacticut No No No East Coast Mo Ne
Ttnei U No No Yes Gateway Coileqiate Ab< Abs
Treghtan 1} No No No Gutt Star No *io
Tantmeuth C Na No Yeos High Country o No
Dimerrson C to No Yos vy League Ho *o
% of Dayton No No Yes i Matropohtan Atlantc o Ho
28 At Delaware No NO No t Metropotitan Callsagiate *iny e
Petaware St C yes Yes No ! Mid-Amenican Mo Ho
15 of Detraet o No Yo ! Mud-Continant 23 o
Tranw U No No ves . Mid-Eastern To ng
Temral U No No Yes . Midwestern Coitequate HNa tioy
Done 1) No No No P Missoun Valtey te Mn
Spguesae 1 Pary No ‘s t Mounatain West te rn
Frer Carahng Nn MNo No . Northaen Panifir /D tor J
et Tennesspie S0 M2 Yeg fos ! North Star " 2L} cos
Cantarn titinarg U Ha  No  Yes Ohio vatley tes Ne s
FTatern Kantucky U - Mo Yas . Paclic Coast Ahc the -<
Tytern Michigan 1 ‘08 Yos Yes ' Pacie 10 “yn o cag
“aetern Aashmgton 1} 785 Tes Yes ! Snutheastrrn e in *im
Lot Evanguiiia Mo Nn Yeos : Southern Mo My “an
. Trartmict 15 Nn " Yas ' Southtana Nn 2ex ‘e
Faasteigh (hinwinson i Southwsst 0 *en
1w feaneck Nn No Yas I Southwestern fae caq sin
“2 ot flonda No No tas TR Ao P8 1HE CHRASICY 3% sobere € oL e i -Sun Ben Mo o ros
o Aaaines Joe L. Boyer. president of Missisaippi Valley State University, ! ms‘;::,"" o ::: ,:
Mot voting receives bailot for roll-call vote at N.C.A.A. convention. |  Wastarn Mo Mo ‘as
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Members in attendance at the Ad Hoc Committee meeting

November 29, 1982

Derek Bok, (chairman), president of Harvard University

Fred Davison, president of the University of Georgia

Glen Driscoll, president of the University of Toledo

Edward T. Foote, II, president of the University of Miami
E. K. Fretwell, Jr., chancellor of the University of North
Carolina at Charlotte

William Friday, president of the University System of North
Carolina

William P. Gerberding, president of the University of
Washington

Father Timothy Healy, president of Georgetown University
The Reverend Theodore M. Hesburgh, C.S.C., president of

the University of Notre Dame

Edward H. Jenning, president of Ohio State University
Richard G. Kandini, president of Indiana State University
M. Cecil Mackey, president of Michigan State University

The Reverend J. Donald Monan, S$.J., president of Boston
College

Wesley Posvar, chancellor of the University of Pittsburgh
J. C. Powell, president of Eastern Kentucky University
Harold Robinson, chancellor of Western Carolina University
Ronald W. Roskens, president of the University of Nebraska
John W. Ryan, president of Indiana University

Otis A. Singletary, president of the University of Kentucky
Bernard F. Sliger, president of Florida State University
Charles E. Young, chancellor of the University of California,
Los Angeles

James H. Wharton, chancellor of Louisiana State University




