2011 ODAC STUDENT-ATHLETE ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
SWEET BRIAR COLLEGE – ELSTON INN CONFERENCE CENTER - MARCH 27 – 10:00am
Attendance

Administration:
Brad Bankston – ODAC
Mollie Robertson – ODAC
Dave King – Eastern Mennonite
Anna King – Emory & Henry
Sarah Otey – Hollins
Patti Stanley – Lynchburg
Alexis Wagner - Randolph
Hillary London – Sweet Briar
Rachel Hills – Virginia Wesleyan
Shana Levine – Washington and Lee
Josh Walker – Special Olympics 
Justin Lee via Skype (National SAAC representative)

Student-Athletes:
Justin King, Eastern Mennonite
Muoka Musau, Eastern Mennonite
Stephanie Rheinheimer, Eastern Mennonite
Nick Dennis, Emory & Henry
Kent Peterson, Guilford
Taylor Whitley, Guilford
Patrick Carrigan, Hampden-Sydney
Corey Geiger, Hampden-Sydney
Mary Carman, Hollins
Elizabeth Dodd, Hollins
Olivia Johnson, Randolph
Allan Marrs, Randolph
Melanie Graham, Randolph-Macon
Mikaela Rumley, Randolph-Macon
Rachel Buckler, Sweet Briar
Charlotte Greenwood, Sweet Briar
Alex St. Pierre, Sweet Briar
Sarah Winstead, Sweet Briar
Rachel Calkins, Virginia Wesleyan
Alan Hinton, Virginia Wesleyan
Cameron Hill, Washington and Lee
Luke Terna, Washington and Lee
The meeting was called to order at 10:15am.  Commissioner Brad Bankston welcomed the group and discussed the topics to be covered in the meeting.   He provided some background information on the development of the conference SAAC and introduced Justin Lee, the national SAAC rep.  

Skype Meeting
Justin Lee, a senior at Lebanon Valley College, is the league’s national SAAC rep this year.  Lee provided information to the group on some of the hot topics at the national level and then the floor was open for questions and further discussion.  He discussed the partnership with Special Olympics and what the national view was when initiating the partnership.  Lee also mentioned the “Don’t Bet On It” campaign and explained that the national SAAC wants to raise awareness about it.  Division III has the highest incidence of gambling on sporting events.  The national SAAC is also beginning to look at the issues with transgender athletes, but currently, they have not taken a stance on it.  
Special Olympics Presentation and Discussion
Robertson introduced Josh Walker, Director of Development with Special Olympics Virginia.  Walker provided a detailed presentation about the partnership between the conference and Special Olympics Virginia (and North Carolina with Guilford), as well as a contact information sheet with each school’s representative.  Special Olympics’ core values are respect, unity, and inclusion.  The goal in the partnership is to create a sustainable relationship between the ODAC and Special Olympics.  The ODAC and Special Olympics Virginia are currently working on a proposal involving three tiers:

1. Tickets to Events, Clinics, Inclusion in on-campus:  Recognition in front of fans, tailgates, clinics for coaches 

2. Student-athlete volunteerism, hosting competitions, etc.:  Volunteer at local practices or events, host a regular practice or event, incorporate SO curriculum on campus, “Day with the…”

3. Fundraising:  sponsor an athlete, host a fundraising event (ex. 5k), participate in an already established event
The biggest challenges for Special Olympics are facility usage and interaction with the Special Olympic athletes.  
Table Discussion (ideas on ODAC/SO involvement):

· Biggest hurdle:  Logistics, organizing, help – Solution:  Involve entire campus  and not just athletic department;  Special Olympic volunteers and coaches’ assistance will help 
· Concern:  Insurance – Special Olympics insurance would cover any school where an event is being hosted

· Work with an already established event
· Fundraising through SAAC on campus

· Partnering with other ODAC schools to host an event
NCAA Legislation Update
Shana Levine provided a brief overview on legislation from the NCAA Convention in January.  
· NCAA Championship Bench Size:  Unlimited bench size proposal did not pass.  Referred back to the NCAA to study it further:  The group discussed why this had become an issue nationally (squad sizes, # allowed at NCAA’s)
· Strength and Conditioning Proposal:  Passed.  Allows for strength and conditioning coaches (must be nationally certified) to conduct voluntary workouts out of season for athletes

The student-athletes discussed the strength and condition proposal.  Some felt it created inequality between the “haves” and have nots” of schools, while others believed the workout isn’t any different between those who have access to a strength coach all the time and those who do not.  Many agreed it’s a matter of the athletes’ motivation to go in and do the workout on their own. 

Conference Scheduling/Divisions
Dave King spent some time discussing possible changes the league will have to make with the addition of Shenandoah in regards to scheduling for sports.  King mentioned that divisions have been discussed in men’s and women’s basketball, volleyball, men’s and women’s tennis and men’s and women’s soccer.  A majority of the group was against divisionalization because it would create too much divisiveness in the conference.  In terms of scheduling, the group thought that the first priority should be conference competition, but that non-conference games are also extremely important.  
Conference Championship Philosophy/Number of Teams
Levine talked to the student-athletes about championship philosophy and number of teams allowed into the tournament.  The following were all important points brought forward from the group:
· Equal treatment of sports in the post-season

· More NCAA and ODAC banners at conference championships

· Number of teams to make tournament field:  The entire group agreed that not all teams should make the tournament field.  They agreed that a limit should be enforced for each sport because every sport has a different number of teams.  
· Neutral Site vs. On Campus:  There were differing views on this.  Some thought that a neutral site added to the student-athlete experience, while others thought playing at the higher seed and having a home court/field advantage added to their experience.  There was some discussion about the cost of a neutral site:  Positive – most neutral sites make money because of admission prices, t-shirt sales, etc. Playing at the higher seed was viewed as a positive because of the fan base and familiarity and the higher seed earns the right to play at home.  
Economic/Budget Issues
King briefly mentioned the budget issues that affect each of our institutions due to the economic state of our country.  Most schools are looking to cut costs where they can, so King opened up the floor for ideas on how and where athletic departments can look to cut costs.  

· Travel with other teams (ex. m/w soccer)

· Adjust travel squad:  sizes for road trips
· Take school vans or bus instead of chartering

· Rent out facilities to raise money

· Charge admission to games

· Sell old jerseys to raise money for a team or department

The Meeting was adjourned at 3:15 pm.  Brad and Dave thanked all participants and provided them with an idea of how their thoughts and opinions would be delivered to the Ads at their meeting in June.
