MAHA – 2011 Rule Change
Clarifications

On the flow chart - Bottom right corner, section titled "How to supplement players".  What is the purpose of specifying that 1st year players had to be placed on first come, first serve basis?  Wouldn't it make more sense to let the associations decide the process that best supports their draft.  There are multiple problems with this "guideline".  First, what if that player does not want to play full ice?  What if that player is a beginner player that really should be playing on cross ice?   Who decided this?  Is this just a guideline and can an association propose a better way to handle this for their association that takes into appropriate considerations such as skill level, registration date, etc.

 

Atkinson:  The flow chart actually came from D2. Doug put it together and I though it did a good job of giving a visual to what we were trying to explain on paper so I decided to include it with what we were sending out. I did not catch that little note down in the corner though. I agree with you associations should make those decisions. First, if a parents wants to continue in half-ice and not do full-ice they should not be forced to do so. Second, the association would be better served to pick those players from age seven that they feel are more advanced and allow those players to move with the eight year olds. This is a guideline anyway. As I said at the summer meeting the associations will have to make those choices as to who they will allow to move up from the seven year olds. I'll have to have Doug correct the chart.

Does the sliding scale that is defined for the 2012-2013 season apply to the 2011/2012 season for the 2003 Mite B house teams?

 

Atkinson:  I am not sure what you talking about here. There is not sliding scale. It is just a formula to be able to fill out teams if you short. And yes, based on the way the rule was amended and since the cap is 13 players in both years for being able to add players, then the formula to add those players is really the same.

So, dispute the fact that this was labeled as 2012/2013 and was originally an example for next season, does it  apply for the 2003 Mite B teams for this year? 

Atkinson:  Yes, because of the amendment that was added to the second paragraph of #6. It says District council can approve associations to pull up 2004 players to fill up 2003 teams. That cap is set a 13 which is the same as in section 9 above. Only difference is the need district council approval to do it this year.

Why 13 players?  What is the rationale or thought process behind this number?  Our constituents are telling us that this could be an issue considering cost per player of fielding a 13 player team versus a 16 player team for Mite B. 
Atkinson:  There were a number of things discussed when the cap number was selected: 

1) At that age it does not hurt a kid to play every other shift.

2) If we are going to allow teams to pull up younger players we want them to play not sit the bench

3) We don't want teams pulling up a lot of extra younger players. For example you have 10 players at 2003 age group. We want you to pull up enough to make a team, not go overboard. Our fear was if we did not cap it teams would pull up 10 additional players to a roster max of 20 just so they could bring up the most younger players possible. 

4) 13 was a number were told was a break even point teams used to figure their house budgets. There were other numbers, but this one seemed to meet the other objectives as well.

5) 13 = 2 lines, 2 goalies & an extra in case of injury/sickness. Could also be one goalie and one extra forward and defense.

Those are some of the thoughts behind 13 as a cap number. Teams using all older players on their teams can have more than 13 on a team. The cap of 13 is only applies if you pulling up the younger players. So you bigger associations can have more on the teams if they want them.

If an association sells excess ice to an external group that is not associated directly with MAHA or USA Hockey, is there a problem with this?

Atkinson:  This is a sticky question. Certainly if a Livonia had extra ice they have no choice but to sell it since they run the rink too. All others, I would think if they had extra ice, it would go back to the rink and the rink would resell. If associations are facilitating AAU teams by selling them the same ice they would have had normally, I think we would have a problem with that.

Please explain what kind of problem this could be?  Would it specifically be AAU that would be a problem?  Or any other non-USA Hockey groups? 

 
Atkinson:  Yes AAU would be the problem. High schools are recognized by the IIHF so that is not a problem and obviously something like figure skaters or speed skaters would not cause a problem. The problem will be groups who might try to hide the fact they are supporting AAU teams form within their association.
Will Instructional Program Rosters still consist of up to 20 players, or will the number of players on an IP roster be increased to allow associations to place all of their Mites on a single IP roster giving them maximum flexibility to match like vs like? 

 

Mancini:  IP rosters will still only physically consist of 20 players but they are all considered one roster and therefore will give you the maximum flexibility you asked about….players can be listed in order they sign up, alphabetically, randomly, etc…it is all the same

The support documentation that was published is an interpretation of the rule. Where did these come from?  Who decided this was the interpretation that is correct?  This is different than the discussions during the meeting.  

 

Atkinson:  The supporting documentation came from me. We had over a two hour Exec Board conference call the Thursday after the summer meeting to discuss the questions that had come out until that point. We also laid out examples and explanations of the rule to provide a clearer explanation for all associations. The only part that changed if you want to call it that, was the part about allowing spring teams to count as 10-11 teams toward the number you are allowed in 11-12. There was a lot of discussion on that, and although I will agree that was not the intent of most, the way the rule ended up being worded in the end would have allowed that as the season that counted (winter or post season) was not defined. I assume that is what you talking about, everything else should be constant with what was discussed.

So are these additional clarifications guidelines or extensions to the rule?  As they are not specified in the rule as it was voted on, there are many questions.

Atkinson:  These are not extensions. to the rule. These are clarifications of the questions that have come up since the meeting. 

For Mite B hockey, can a 2003 play full ice in fall if they played full ice in spring (using 9/1/10 – 7/10/11 dates)?

Gearns:  Yes, if a 2003 player played full ice anytime during those dates they can play full ice for the fall 2011 season under #6.

What is D4's stance on teams joining AAU?  Is there any limit on the number of teams that can join AAU from our District or from any particular Association?

Gearns:  AAU is a separate entity from MAHA/USA Hockey.  

What sort of relationship will there be, if any, between our district and the new AAU league?  

Gearns:  There is not expected to be any kind of relationship between the AAU and MAHA.

Mite House:  How will the draft work?  The rule appears to allow 2003s who played full ice last year to play full ice again this year.  However, if the team is not full, the rule states that we can add players up to 13 total to complete the team.  How are the extra players selected?  By ability?  By registration date? By birth year?

Gearns:  It is expected that each association will use a draft procedure to select Mite House teams.  If additional players are needed to complete a team, an association should define the procedure they will use to fill teams with 2004 players.  

Quite a few of the Mite House rules require, "application to the district council."  Who is the point person and will there be an efficient process for moving forward?

Gearns:  The point person will be your regular association representative.  The D4 Council has not defined a process for this, but will be discussed at the next scheduled board meeting.

RECEIVED 8/1/11
Section 5-B Youth

1.  Section 3. All coaches of cross ice teams as well as players must be registered with USA hockey. Coaches must meet CEP requirements.

Atkinson:  No different than before. all coaches on ice have had to register and have CEP
Question: With U-8 now being an IP program with no full ice games, why is the USA fee remaining at $35 dollars per player? This fee matches all divisions that are allowed to play full ice games. We are being asked to lower our prices, retain more coaches per team, and purchase $2,500 dollars of equipment with no changes in USA hockey fees.

2.  Section 6. Associations violating rules 1-5 may face action by their District Council to remove their association good standing with MAHA.

Question: Rule 1 States: All youth players Eight (8) under and (6) and under must participate in restricted space Cross ice and/or Half ice practice and games.  So as it reads it does not take into account 11 9-1 section #6 granting exceptions to pretty much all of the rules above? It could be stated that all associations with any skaters with a 2003 or younger are in violation? This is why we were all in need of a two page explanation from the Ex Board of this entire rule. 

Atkinson:  No sure what the question is here. 11-12 is a transition year and that is what section 6 is about.
3.   4 encourages use of referees, (not really a rule is it?)

Atkinson:  self explanatory
GENRAL Questions:

4.  Rule 6 attempts to cover some rules on 04 playing on full ice teams, not many coaches really seem to understand it. Most are questioning what is the 2010-2011 season?

Atkinson; 10-11 season that counts toward the rule change ran from 9/1/2010 to 7/10/2011. 
5.  If you did indeed have a Mite A Fall season team and your team carried 04s on it, can those players return to your team or play on another Mite AA team in 2011-2012 season? Keep in mind many of these teams were selected before the July 11th vote.

Atkinson:  Mite AA teams can have 03 & 04 players on them.
6.  U-8 Hockey enrollment was up by 481 players in the 2010-2011 season, was this the best time for this large change in our state of Michigan? 

Atkinson: Yes
7.  Our coaches that have achieved a level 4 and 5 that were planning on moving back down to coach their younger children are upset as they were told once you get your level 4/5 you are done. To achieve these level the cost was $500-$2,000 dollars. What do I tell them?

Atkinson:  They don't have to retake level 4 or 5. All they have to do is take the age specific module which is $10. They will have to do that no matter what level they want to coac

8.  If an association submits a request for an exception to their District Council and is approved or rejected is that the final answer or can the Ex Board overrule the local District?   

Atkinson:  As long as the District is granting exceptions that make sense and follow the rule the Exec Board will not over rule.

9.  In order to make the numbers work out, can the districts allow exceptions to teams to have more than 13 players and still use 2004 players to fill the roster since no Mite team will be going to districts?  (this would be similar to when we do not have enough first or second years to make the sliding scale work).  Dues associated with 13 players per team are cost prohibitive for participation.  16 is a minimum.

Atkinson:  If your moving up 2004s the cap is 13. If you are not and want to make teams larger with what you have that is fine. For example 32 players could be two teams of 16 if an association wants. 

 

10.  Are players allowed to be on a AAU team and a USA Hockey team at the same time?

Atikinson: Yes
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