CCS Basketball Committee Report
REPORT OF THE BASKETBALL COMMITTEE

PROPOSED MAJOR FORMAT CHANGES-Division Placement-- YOoUu will be asked to vote for one.......

IV.
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Proposal #1: (Passed 17 “yes”/2 “No”)

Basketball Committee’s first choice:

Division placement by enroliment. Divide schools into divisions of 25 beginning
with Division |.  (Division V may not, therefore, have 25 schools.)

Rationale: The CCS currently has 122 (boys) and 123 (girls) schools playing
basketball. By using the guidelines of the “Blue Ribbon Committee”, division
placement based on enroliment, will be adjusted so that the size of each division
will be 25 schools, beginning at Division I. All but Division 5 will be insured 25
schools . This would balance the number of schools in each division and insure
that the CCS would qualify 4 teams into the CIF Regional Championships in all but
Division 5 boys.

Proposal #2: (Passed 17 “yes”/ 2 “No”’)-Basketball
Committee’s second choice--Division placement by enroliment.
Divide schools into divisions of 25 beginning with Division I, but insuring
that boys and girls teams from the same school are in the same division.
(Division V may not, therefore, have 25 schools.)

Rationale: Division placement is the same as in proposal #1 but
adjustments may be made to insure that the boys and girls teams from
each school are placed in the same division

Proposal #1: Projected Qualifiers
(based on 2009-10 CBEDS/2008-09 qualifiers)
Boys Girls
# of # # of #
C-Beds schools | qualified C-Beds schools | qualified

D1 1910- 25 19 1858- 25 18
D2 1534-1909 25 19 1518-1857 25 14
D3 1077-1533 25 17 1077-1517 25 17
D4 308-1076 25 13 407-1076 25 15
D5 0-307 22 10 0-406 23 7
total 122 78 123 71

Proposal #2: Projected Qualifiers

(based on 2009-10 CBEDS/2008-09 qualifiers)

Boys Girls
# of # # of #

C-Beds schools | qualified C-Beds schools | qualified

DA 1858- 27 21 1858- 25 13
D2 1479-1858 25 19 1479-1858 26 17
D3 1040-1478 25 17 1040-1478 27 20
D4 250-1039 25 13 250-1039 29 17
D5 0-249 20 8 0-249 16 4
total 122 78 123 71

Proposal #3 League Commissioner Committee Amendment
(based on 2009-10 CBEDS/2008-09 qualifiers)
Boys Girls
C-Beds # of schools | # qualified C-Beds # of schools | # qualified
D1 1991- 21 18 1910- 23 16
D2 | 1564-1990 25 17 1536-1909 25 15
D3 | 1149-1563 25 19 1127-1535 25 19
D4 | 501-1148 22 13 501-1126 23 13
D5 0-500 29 11 0-500 27 8
Total 122 78 123 71

Proposal #3: League Commissioner’'s Amendment:
Place all schools with enrollment of 500 or less in Division 5. Insure
that Divisions 2 & 3 have a minimum of 25 teams. Divide the remaining
school equally into Divisions 1 & 2.

Rationale: Insures that all schools with an enrollment of 500 or less
remain in Division 5 in Cross Country, Volleyball, and Basketball and
insures that Divisions 2 & 3, which historically are our stronger divisions
have 25 schools, thus qualifying four(4) teams to the Northern California
Regional Tournament .
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LEAGUE COMM:

EXEC. COMM:

CCS STAFF:

COMMENTS:

REVIEW / ACTION TAKEN BY OTHER CCS ENTITIES

>RECOMMEND ACCEPTANCE OF REPORT__X_
(non-major changes are approved by this action by the BOM)
Proposal #1: Recommend approval
Proposal #2: Recommend disapproval
League Commissioner Amendment: Recommend Approval

»RECOMMEND ACCEPTANCE OF REPORT__ X __
(non-major changes are approved by this action by the BOM)
Proposal #1: Recommend disapproval
Proposal #2: Recommend disapproval
League Commissioner Amendment: Recommend approval

>»RECOMMEND ACCEPTANCE OF REPORT_ X_
(non-major changes are approved by this action by the BOM)
Proposal #1: no position
Proposal #2: no position
League Commissioner Amendment: Recommend approval

>»RECOMMEND ACCEPTANCE OF REPORT_ X_
(non-major changes are approved by this action by the BOM)
Proposal #1: Recommend disapproval
Proposal #2: Recommend disapproval
League Commissioner Amendment: Recommend approval

Report was accepted at the Board of Managers meeting on April 29, 2009. That acceptance
provides for all the Tournament Guide changes contained in Section I. of this report.
Recommendations are left to the discretion of the Staff.

Major Format Changes: The League Commissioner’s Amendment was approved at the
Oct. 21, 2009 BOM meeting.
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