July 1998 Agenda
b. Executive Committee Report of Action from teleconference held April 28, 1998

1. Denied a motion to make an exception to the age floor for Women’s Sabre from age 13 to 11.
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4. Motion (Tournament Committee): Allow mixed competition at USFA youth

competitions. The rule governing mixed competitions for Youth events at National point competitions would be:

Discussion:

Mr. Alperstein explained that the Executive Committee feels that we recommend that this motion should be amended to exclude Y- 14 events from this item.

Motion to amend (Mr. Khinoy): To amend the motion to exclude Y 14 events. Motion is seconded.

Discussion on the motion to amend:

Mr. Khinoy points out that brute strength is an issue. Boys at the age of 14 are simply too strong for girls at that age.

Mr. Micahnik reminded the Board that the developmental skills relate to physical maturity and the fencing skill of the athletes. Pecking order and rankings within that group should begin to be determined before the age of 14.
Motion to amend passes unanimously

Ms. Lagan strongly protested the entire protested on safety issues. She reminded the Board that the Coaches Committee and the Youth Committee recently worked together to establish age group requirements and allowances for moving up in age category to seek competition.

The main issue surrounding those deliberations concerned the size and strength differences between boys or girls of different ages. This issue is the same except that we are now talking about different sexes competing on the same plane. The Youth Committee and the Coaches Committee should have been consulted.

Mr Massik advised that with under 6 competitors, the events are cancelled. The purpose of this motion is to get kids more competition.

Mr. Sobel suggests amendment to the motion that the individuals be notified prior to the competition.

Ms. Anderson for the Tournament Committee advised that by day 7 of a National Competition, the number of entries do not hold over the course of a week. It is not always possible to advise. We should be debating the principle. 
Ms. Lagan reminded the Board that there was not a need to implement such a rule for

Women’s Epee and if it worked for epee it can work for Sabre.

Motion (Ms. Leahy): To refer this motion to the back to the Youth and Coaches

Committees and require the two committees to submit a report in time for the

September Board Meeting.

Motion to refer carries.
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Appendix K – Coaches Committee

Robert Largman

The table below represents the results of three teleconferences of the Coaches Committee. We have addressed this issue in conjunction with the Tournament Committee and the Youth Committee. This table was developed in order to reduce age group confusion and provide a fair and safe competitive environment for our young athletes. 

	Age Criteria for North American Cups and Division I National Championships (1997-1998)

	Event
	Code
	Birth Years
	Age
	Exceptions*

	
	
	(1 /2 - 12/31)
	Floor
	

	NAC Open
	OPN
	1900-1984
	13
	If an athlete is on the point list

	Division I Nationals
	OPN
	1900-1984
	13
	in their own age group, then

	NAC Division II
	DV2
	1900-1984
	13
	they may compete in the next

	NAC Division III
	DV3
	.1900-1984
	13
	higher age competition. An

	NAC Junior
	JUN
	1978-1984
	13
	athlete may continue to fence in

	NAC Cadet
	CDT
	1981-1984
	13
	higher age categories, provided

	NAC Youth 14
	Y14
	1984-1986
	11
	they continue to earn points in

	NAC Youth 12
	Y12
	1986-1988
	9
	the higher competitions.

	NAC Youth 1 0
	YIO
	1988-1990
	7
	NO EXCEPTIONS PERMITTED

	
	
	
	
	

	Age Criteria for Summer Nationals (1998)

	Event
	Code
	Birth Years
	Age
	Exceptions*

	
	
	(1 /2 - 12/31)
	Floor
	

	Division IA
	D1A
	1900-1984
	13
	If an athlete is on the point list

	Division II
	DV2
	1900-1984
	13
	in their own age group, then

	Division III
	DV3
	1900-1984
	13
	they may compete in the next

	Open Team
	OPN
	1900-1984
	13
	higher age competition. An

	Junior (Under 19)
	JUN
	.1979-1984
	13
	athlete may continue to fence in

	Under 19 Team
	U19
	.1979-1984
	13
	higher age categories, provided

	Cadet: (Under I 6).
	CDT
	1981-1984
	13
	they continue to earn points in

	Youth 14
	Y14
	1984-1986
	11
	the higher competitions.

	Youth 12
	Y l2
	1986-1988
	9
	

	Youth 10
	Y10
	1988-1990
	7
	NO EXCEPTIONS PERMITTED

	Veterans:
	V40
	1948-1957
	40-49
	

	Veterans:
	V50
	1938-1947
	50-59
	

	Veterans:
	V60
	1928-1937
	60-69
	

	Veterans:
	V70
	1918-1927
	70-79
	

	Veterans:
	V80
	1908-1917
	80-89
	


Data on the number of athletes competing in higher age competitions, and the impact on the level of fencing, will be evaluated after the 1998-99 competitive season.  At that time, the Coaches Committee will re-evaluate the age floors and exception bases and determine if adjustments should be made or if the need for exceptions are still warranted.
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A. First Hearing

1. Policy on Age Group Competitions – Robert Largman, Coaches Committee
Note: At the September 1995 Board meeting, a motion was passed referring to the Coaches Committee the task of establishing a policy on age group competitions. Currently, U-11 (and older) men’s and women’s epee and U-11 (and older) men’s saber are included in the Junior Olympics and NACs. The Coaches Committee was asked to have a recommendation for the Board at the February meeting. At that meeting, Mr. Largman stated that the Coaches Committee would not meet until after the Board meeting; this item will be resubmitted as a First Hearing item at the June Board meeting.

Comments from the USFA Coaches Committee

The United States Fencing Associations National Board of Directors requested the Coaches Committee (CC) to provide input on a policy regarding age group competitions. The CC met at the 1996 National Junior Olympic Championships in Louisville, Kentucky to discuss the issue and develop the following report. 
There are many issues to consider when developing policy that could restrict the ability of USFA members to compete at certain levels. Each of these factors need to be considered specifically, yet a view towards the impact on the future of the sport and its members, at developmental, recreational, and competitive levels, requires a broad view.
There are two primary issues to consider when reviewing an age group policy. This requires obtaining the optimal balance between athlete development and safety. Currently, the USFA is considering a massive restructure of its tournaments. The establishment of three major events (National Championships, Junior Olympic Championships, and National Convention) and the new qualifying methodologies that are being developed and implemented over the next several years should also provide the opportunity to establish an age group policy that can be implemented simultaneously. However, it is difficult to set a policy when it is not yet clear as to these qualifying paths. That is, whether division, region, or section qualifying tournaments will be used and in what fashion. The CC hopes to work closely with the committee formed to study the qualifying paths. 
The CC identified many issues to consider. Some of the more prominent ones discussed in the examination of an age group policy included:
· advantages are provided to younger fencers, at the expense of older competitors
· restriction in allowing athletes to compete could create a breakdown in the existing selection system of athletes for National Teams
· is it fair to impose floors on open events (the primary concern) and not to have any for the age group events (some of the age groups are competitive in the open division)
· what are the opportunities for injury through extreme mismatches
· what is the best path for developing athletes, both physically and psychologically
· what is the responsibility of the coach
· is it fair to ask an experienced fencer to hold back on their competitive abilities if they have to compete against much younger, less experienced competitors
· once age group criteria is established, an exception basis for talented and gifted performers needs to be included to increase exposure at more competitive levels
Given all of the uncertainties surrounding the future of tournaments, the CC is concerned that the establishment of an age group policy at this time would be quickly outdated and require restructuring. It would be more efficient and serve the membership better if an age group policy were developed in conjunction with the tournament restructure. However, the CC does have some recommendations to offer at this time:
· Effective for the 1996-97 competitive season, a floor of 11 years should be in place for all open competitions sponsored under the auspices of the USFA.
· During the interim period, coaches should be encouraged to use common sense when their students enter different grades of competitions. Variables might include the experience level of the athlete, physical maturity, and mental maturity.
· At such time when division age group tournaments reach 50+ people for U11/U13 events and section/region competitions for U11/U13 reach 100+, further consideration can be given to more restrictive age group criteria.
· The Coaches Committee wishes to provide input to the tournament restructure committee, in terms of qualifying paths and age group restrictions so as to help shape the future direction of competitions for the benefit of all athletes. As that develops, a more robust age group policy can be instituted.
The Coaches Committee respectfully submits these observations and recommendations to the USFA National Board of Directors for their consideration. 
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B. First Hearing

1. Policy on Age Group Competitions – Robert Largman, Coaches Committee
Note: At the September 1995 Board meeting, a motion was passed referring to the Coaches Committee the task of establishing a policy on age group competitions. Currently, U-11 (and older) men’s and women’s epee and U-11 (and older) men’s sabre are included in the Junior Olympics and NACs. The Coaches Committee was asked to have a recommendation for the Board at the February meeting. At that meeting, Mr. Largman stated that the Coaches Committee would not meet until after the Board meeting; this item will be resubmitted as a First Hearing item at the June Board meeting.

Mr. Largman spoke briefly on the Coaches Committee’s position on this issue. The four items listed on p. 155 in the agenda will be presented to the Board at the fall meeting.
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SECOND HEARING

2. Coaches Committee on Age Group Competitions……….App. AL/page 89

Motion (Mr. Largman): To accept the age limit recommendations of the Coaches Committee.    

Motion Carries
Mr. Largman pointed out a typographical error on page two of the coaches committee recommendations. The age floor recommendation for the Under-19 Championships should be 11 years of age, not 7. There are no exceptions.
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