
 
 

Regular Meeting of the Council 

Thursday, October 24, 2013 

9:00 a.m. 

 
The Grand 

4101 East Willow 

Long Beach, California 

 
Agenda 

 

 

1. OPENING BUSINESS DISPOSITION ITEM 

 

 A. Call to order by Jim Monico, President of the Council 
   
 B. Pledge of Allegiance 
 
 C. Roll Call 
 
 D. Introduction of Guests 
 
 E. Adopt Agenda Action 
 

F. Approval of Minutes  
 

  1. Minutes of the April 25, 2013 Council Meeting Action 1F1 
    
2. PUBLIC HEARING SESSION 
 
 A. Recognition of anyone wishing to address the 
  Executive Committee.  Speakers must limit their 
  remarks to three minutes. 
 
3. ACTION ITEMS  
 
 A. STATE FEDERATED COUNCIL ACTION ITEMS 
 

1. CIF Budget, 2013-14 Revisions Action STATE467     
 

2. Proposal to Adjust Fall SOP Dates Bylaw 1108.B Action STATE468  
  
 B. SOUTHERN SECTION ACTION ITEMS 
 

1. Releaguing Appeal Hearings 
   

 



3. ACTION ITEMS (Cont.) DISPOSITION ITEM 

 
a. Coast Area Releaguing Appeal   

 
1. El Segundo High School Exec. Cmte  SS469 

 Not Accepted 14-3-3 
2. Northern Area    

 
1. Royal High School – Football Only Exec Cmte  SS470 

  Accepted 16-2  
 

2. Simi Valley High School – Football Only Exec Cmte  SS471 
  Accepted 18-0   

 
4. NON-ACTION ITEMS 
 
 A. STATE FEDERATED COUNCIL NON-ACTION ITEMS  
  

1. Proposed CIF Swimming and Diving Championships  STATE472  
 

2. Bylaw 600 Revision  STATE473 
 
3. Practice Time Allowance Proposal  STATE474 

 
 B. SOUTHERN SECTION NON-ACTION ITEMS  
 

1. Revision of Proposal from Sunset League Volleyball Discuss SS466 
Bylaw 2911 
 

2. Proposal from Executive Committee to Eliminate  Discuss SS475 
Bylaw 3214.1  

 
3. Proposal from Mountain Pass League to Change Blue  Discuss SS476 

Book Rule Regarding Number of Contests Allowed for  
Tournaments  
(Bylaws 1503.2, 1609.2, 1803.2, 2204.2, 2404.2, 2504.2,  
2906.2, 3004.2) 

         
5. REPORT SESSION 
 
 A. President’s Report  Jim Monico 
 
 B. Treasurer’s Report  Carter Paysinger 
 
 C. Commissioner’s Report  Rob Wigod 
 
6. ADVANCE PLANNING 
 

A. DATES 
 

1. January 18, 2014 – CIF Southern Section Executive Committee Meeting, Palm Springs, 
California 
 

2. January 29, 2014 – CIF Southern Section Council Meeting, Long Beach, California 



7. ADJOURNMENT 
 
 A. Time of Adjournment          



 

 
10932 Pine Street                Telephone: (562) 493-9500  

Los Alamitos, California 90720       FAX: (562) 493-6266 

         

Regular Meeting of the Council 
Thursday, April 25, 2013 

The Grand 

4101 East Willow 

Long Beach, California 
 

Minutes 
 

1. OPENING BUSINESS DISPOSITION ITEM 
 
 A. Call to order by Jim Monico, President of the Council 
 
 B. Pledge of Allegiance 
 
 C. Roll Call 
 
 D. Introduction of Guests/Announcements 
 
There was a motion and a second to adopt the agenda as written. The motion was supported. 
 
 E. Adopt Agenda Approved 
 
 F. Minutes of Previous Meeting  
 
  1. Minutes of the January 31, 2013 Council Meeting Approved 1F1 
 
There was a motion and a second to accept the minutes from the previous meeting as presented. The 
motion was supported. 
 
2. PUBLIC HEARING SESSIONS 
 
 A. Recognition of anyone wishing to address the Council. 
  Speakers must limit their remarks to three minutes. 
 
3. ACTION SESSION 
 
 A. STATE FEDERATED COUNCIL 
 
  1. 2013-2014 CIF State Budget Support STATE456 
 
There was a motion and a second to support STATE456. The motion carried. 1F1



 

 
  2. 2013-2014 CIF State Executive Committee Nominations Support STATE457 
 
There was a motion and a second to support STATE457. The motion carried. 
    
  3. Proposal to Bylaw 500.D, Authorized Participation Support STATE458 
   Exhibition 
 
There was a motion and a second to support STATE458. The motion carried. 
 
  4.  Proposal to Bylaw 3103, Wrestling Weight Management Support STATE459  
   Program – Penalty 
 
There was a motion and a second to support STATE459. The motion carried.  
 
  5. Proposal from State Girls Wrestling Advisory Committee, Support STATE460 
   Weight Classifications Re-alignment 
 
There was a motion and a second to support STATE460. The motion carried. 
 
  6. Proposal to Revise Bylaw 100, Amendment of Bylaws and Support STATE462 
   Bylaw 101, Reconsideration of Council Action  
 
There was a motion and a second to support STATE462. The motion carried.  
  
 B. SOUTHERN SECTION ACTION ITEMS 
 
  1. 2013-2014 Southern Section Proposed Budget Support SS454 
 
There was a motion and a second to support STATE454. The motion carried.  
 
  2. Proposal from Officials Fees/Relations Committee Support SS463 
 
There was a motion and a second to support STATE463. The motion carried.  
     
  3. CIF State Swimming Championship Support SS464 
 
There was a motion and a second to support STATE464. The motion carried with a vote of 49 to 15.    
   
4. NON-ACTION SESSION 
 
 A. STATE FEDERATED COUNCIL NON-ACTION ITEMS 
  
  There are no State Federated Council non-action items at this time.  
    
 B. SOUTHERN SECTION NON-ACTION ITEMS 
 
  1. Proposal from Sunset League Volleyball Bylaw 2911 Discuss SS465 
 
This proposal would preclude volleyball players from any club tryouts or practice during the high school 
season of sport (date of the first contest until the school team’s last contest; this could be different for all 
schools based on playoff participation). Concern was raised regarding students “choosing” club 
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volleyball over high school volleyball. This rule will sanction the athlete if a violation occurs. The 
feeling of the Sunset League leans toward clubs moving their “tryouts” accommodating the high school 
calendar. Questions were posed such as, “How many kids constitute a practice?” “What does the penalty 
phase consist of exactly?” “Are clinics included?” A “two for one” penalty was suggested, however 
policing club practice was a major concern. “One on one” instruction was not included in this violation. 
There is not an indication of how many kids constitute a practice. 
 
5. REPORT SESSION 
 
 A. President’s Report  Jim Monico 
 
Jim Monaco commended the CIF Office and Staff for their efforts on the 100th Anniversary celebration. 
He felt prideful regarding the organization and the work that all the schools are doing in support of 
athletics. 
 
 B. Commissioner’s Report  Rob Wigod 
 
Thanks to the CIF-SS Council for communication and feedback on our year. Our new online system is 
making business more efficient with your input being a major contribution. Thank you to the new 
Executive Administrative Assistant, Heather Smith for her work in the Commissioner’s Office. Thank 
you to the Executive Committee for their thoughtful execution in leading the council. This year can be 
defined by the “Big 3”; the 100th Anniversary of CIF, CIF-SS Home, and our new transfer rules.  As you 
leave today, you will receive a 100th Anniversary Yearbook commemorating the organization. Share it 
with your principals, athletic directors and coaches. Huge thanks go out to our intern from CSULB, 
Jacquelyn Herkins, for her creation of the CIF 100th Anniversary Yearbook. She is currently working in 
the Director of Communications, Thom Simmons’ office and has done a fantastic job with all social 
media promoting CIF, among other tasks with which she is involved. CIF-SS Home will be evolving. 
Between our efforts and your suggestions we will work together to complete the online directory 
(VERY IMPORTANT). Please encourage your leagues to input COMPLETE information.  Other 
sections of the state are jumping on board with the online system. The state office has also expressed 
and interest which in turn, will streamline the work even more. As we look back on the year, we are 
hoping for more familiarity and success with the new transfer rules. The legal cost minimization has 
shown that the new policies are financially beneficial to our section.  Please visit with your leagues 
regarding rule 3214.1. The costs involved in sending “at large over .500” teams to the playoffs may be a 
topic to revisit in your league. The deadline for Champions for Character nominations is rapidly 
approaching. Please nominate deserving students immediately. Participation in our golf tournament 
directly funds the event that honors “Champions for Character” recipients, encourages sign up before the 
tournament field fills up. The CIF Southern Section’s goal contains a vision for open communication 
with our membership. We are committed to serving the section. Please call, email, and communicate 
regarding anything and everything you may need.  
  
 C. Treasurer’s Report  Carter Paysinger 
 
This was a “soft” year for us. We are down $130k for the year. Sports revenue was down about 20 
percent. We had unexpected expenses in staff overlap (retirement, maternity leave and illness). Support 
marketing and revenue will exceed its mark as will TV, Radio, and Web Broadcast Rights. With the 
implementation of CIF-SS Home, we anticipate dramatic drops in office expenses (postage, printing, 
duplicating). This will be a downward trend over the next few years as we get deeper into electronic 
processes. Budget shortfalls will not be on the backs of our member schools. There is no plan for sport 
fee increases, changes to revenue sharing or ticket increases for 2013-2014 school year. 
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6. ADVANCE PLANNING 
 
 A. Dates 
 
  1. May 15, 2013 – CIF Southern Section Executive Committee Meeting, location TBA 
 
7. ADJOURNMENT 
 
 A. Time of adjournment: 10:15   
 
       

1F1



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE467



STATE468



STATE468



SS469 



Date: Aug 1, 2013 

 

To: The Southern Section Council, Re-Leaguing Appeal 

From: Steve Shevlin, Athletic Director, El Segundo High School 

Re: Placement into Ocean League 

 

Background Context: We are currently part of an 18 school South Bay Athletic Association that comprises 3 

leagues; The Bay League, Ocean League, and Pioneer League. In this Association the Bay League is considered 

the strongest, the Ocean League 2nd Strongest and the Pioneer League 3rd strongest. We feel that to meet the 

needs of certain political alliances, El Segundo was placed into a league that does not meet the guidelines set 

forth by the CIF Southern Section:   Enrollment/ Competitive Equity (sports offered)/ Geography.  

Please follow along as I illustrate our member schools, there enrollments, sports offered and the new leagues 

voted in for the Fall 2014. 

 

 

Attendance Figures: 2012 Southern Section CBEDS   * school not reported, figures from cif directory 

Beverly Hills 1960   Morningside 1104 

Centennial 1264   North Torrance2105 

Culver City 2269   Palos Verdes 1689 

El Segundo 1222   Peninsula 2512 

Hawthorne 1950 *   Redondo 2376 

Inglewood 1512   Santa Monica 2973 

Lawndale 2162   South Torrance2138 

Leuzinger 1500 *   Torrance 2066 

Mira Costa 2430   West Torrance 2171 
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Schools by Attendance:  (smallest to largest) 

Morningside 1104  Hawthorne 1950  West Torrance 2171   

El Segundo 1222  Beverly Hills 1960  Culver City 2269    

Centennial 1264  Torrance 2066  Redondo 2376  

Inglewood 1512  North Torrance2105  Mira Costa 2430 

Leuzinger 1500  South Torrance2138  Peninsula 2512 

Palos Verdes 1689  Lawndale 2162  Santa Monica 2973 

 

 

 

Sports offered by each school (SBAA provided – smallest to largest) 

Hawthorne 9  El Segundo 19  Santa Monica 22 

Leuzinger 10  South Torrance20  Palos Verdes 23  

Lawndale 13  North Torrance 20   Mira Costa 24 

Morningside 13  West Torrance 22  Peninsula 24   

Inglewood 14  Culver City 22  Redondo 24   

Centennial 16  Torrance 22  Beverly Hills 24 
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2014-18 SBAA League (Bay League- strongest; Ocean League –2nd strongest; Pioneer  League – 3rd strongest). 

Also evidenced by playoff placement with CIF  

 

 

Bay League (Strongest) 

School  Enrollment Sport Offered   

Morningside  1104  13 

Inglewood  1512  14 

Palos Verdes  1689  23 

Redondo  2376  24 

Mira Costa  2430  24 

Peninsula  2512  24 

 

 

Ocean League (2nd Strongest)     Pioneer League (3rd Strongest) 

School  Enrollment Sport Offered   School  Enrollment Sport Offered 

El Segundo 1222  19    Centennial 1264  16 

Hawthorne 1950  9    Leuzinger 1500  10  

Beverly Hills 1960  24    Torrance 2066  20 

Lawndale 2162  13    North Torrance 2105  20 

Culver City 2269  22    South Torrance 2138  22 

Santa Monica 2973  22    West Torrance 2171  22 
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CIF Playoff Placement Groupings: to help illustrate competitive strength of each SBAA League Football 

Playoff Placement: 

Bay League  Northern (including Foothill/Pac 7 leagues) 

Ocean –  Western  (including Mission/Los Padres leagues) 

Pioneer –  Northwest 

Baseball Playoff Placement 

Bay and Ocean League   Division III 

Pioneer  League     Division IV 

Boys Tennis Placement–  

Bay  League   Division I 

Ocean League   Division II 

Pioneer League  Division III 

Girls Tennis Placement 

Bay League  Division I 

Ocean League   Division II 

Pioneer League Division IV 

 

In this current configuration, neither enrollment nor competitive equity was truly considered when forming 

these new leagues. In our case, El Segundo (1222 students) has been placed in the Ocean league with Santa 

Monica (2973 students)and Culver City (2269 students). El Segundo is the 2nd smallest enrollment  SBAA school 

being placed in a league with the biggest SBAA enrollment school in Santa Monica and 4th biggest enrollment 

with Culver City. Obviously the concern for catastrophic injury, levels of depth, and competitive equity are 

serious considerations when all we here about are the safety/ needs to protect our student athletes.  

Not only does this affect our association with El Segundo, but in addition the smallest enrollment SBAA school 

(Morningside)  has been placed into the strongest league. Given that we are an 18 school association, we feel 

there are much bigger enrollment and more competitive  schools that would meet these criteria. When 

looking at the competitive equity /sports offered guideline, El Segundo (19 sports offered) being placed with 

Hawthorne (9 sports offered) does not follow the competitive equity guideline when the SBAA schools are 

considered. 

As an Association, the SBAA agreed the geography would not be a consideration in the realignment. Carter 

Paysinger, who did an excellent job following the process and directing our association in the re-leaguing 
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process, was asked this question at the Feb 5, 2013 league meeting when re-leaguing was first discussed. All 

schools agreed that geography should not be a consideration. 

We ask that the Council accept this appeal and ask out Re-Leaguing Chair to reconvene and consider 

suggestions. 

The current league alignment for the SBAA is this: 

Bay League   Ocean League    Pioneer League 

Leuzinger   Beverly Hills    Centennial 

Mira Costa   Culver City    El Segundo  

Palos Verdes   Hawthorne    Lawndale 

Peninsula   Inglewood    Torrance 

Redondo   Morningside    North Torrance 

West Torrance   Santa Monica    South Torrance 

 Here is a list of comparable scores of El Segundo football games from Ocean League games in past: 

1996 Culver City 50 El Segundo 3 

1996 Beverly Hills 49 El Segundo 0 

1997 El Segundo 37 Culver City 27 

1997 Beverly Hills 55 El Segundo 6 

2000 Santa Monica 43 El Segundo  16 

2001 Santa Monica 44 El Segundo 14 

2002 Culver City 26 El Segundo  13 

2003 Culver City 35 El Segundo 0 

2004 Culver City 22 El Segundo 0 

2005 Culver City 40 El Segundo 7 

Totals: Wins -1 Losses – 9  

Points Allowed:  401 Points Scored 86 

   40.1 Ave  8.6 Ave 
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(Revised) 

2014-18 Alternative SBAA Re-alignment Proposal:  

 It is very important to the South Bay that the Bay, Ocean, Pioneer Leagues stay  intact and follow the 

CIF criteria of competitive equity, geography and enrollment in formulating our leagues for the 2014-18 

cycle. The following is a SBAA realignment that allows for competitive equity, while meeting criteria 

addressed by Administrators  of the 6 social-economic disadvantaged  schools to be balanced amongst 

the 3 Leagues. Enrollment is balanced and competitive equity is a strong consideration in their 

placement. Geography is not a consideration in our area. 

- Enrollment is based off the 2012 CBEDS, reported to the State Board of Education 

- The competitive equity  formula  is based on the following: 

If 12 or more of the 18 schools offered the sport all schools received a score in that sport, with their 

place of finish for the Spring of 11-12, and the Fall/Winter 12-13 school year  .  If a school did not offer 

that sport they received a 6 (for last place). 

Place of finish was added up for each school, divided by 13 (the amount of sports) and a competitive 

equity number was assigned.  For example, Santa Monica has an equity factor of 1.7, which means that 

they have finished in 1st place or 2nd on average, amongst those 13 common sports in our association. 

Conversely, Morningside has a 5.0 factor which means they have finished 5th or 6th in those common 

sports. 

Following the criteria of Enrollment and Competitive Equity the following leagues could be set up. This 

would be for all sports: 

 

Bay League  Enrollment  Competitive Equity Factor 

Lawndale  2407   5.0 

Inglewood  1933   4.5 

Mira Costa  2482   2.3  

Palos Verdes  1802   2.7 

Redondo  2472   2.3 

Santa Monica  2984   1.7 
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Ocean League  Enrollment  Competitive Equity Factor 

Culver City  2187   2.6 

Hawthorne  1912   4.8 

Leuzinger  1462   5.3 

Peninsula  2518   3.6 

South Torrance  2174   2.3 

West Torrance  2212   4.2 

 

 

 

Pioneer League  Enrollment  Competitive Equity Factor 

Beverly Hills  1861   2.6 

Centennial  1044   5.0 

El Segundo  1224   3.3 

Morningside  1151   5.0 

Torrance  2076   2.7 

North Torrance  2101   2.4 

 

 

In this configuration, all schools are broken down by enrollment or competitive equity. Where there is 

an imbalance in competitive equity, enrollment took precedence. 

Something like this is what is best as an association for all 18 schools. It is broken down by numbers and 

is a pragmatic solution, since our Association chooses not to align by sport. This formula recognizes 

enrollment, and overall sports success, while still respecting the wishes of the social-economically 

disadvantaged schools to be balanced amongst the 3 leagues. 
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October 7, 2013 
 
 
Southern Section CIF 
Southern Section Council 
 
Dear Council Members, 
 
Simi Valley High School- MAC Football Association Proposal 2014-17 Seasons 
Simi Valley was originally placed in an association for football only for this cycle.  The group 
voted to align us in two equal leagues rather than the association rules to have a “higher” and a 
“lower” league based on competitive equity.  Simi Valley appealed this to the Executive 
Committee and they agreed with our appeal unanimously 18-0.  We brought this information 
back to our group and they again did not listen to the Executive Committee’s recommendation 
and voted to stay in two equal leagues (by a 5-5 vote).  Our final option is to bring it to the 
Southern Section Council to hopefully have you set our leagues (as the Executive Committee 
requested) in a “high” “low” split.  According to the attached figures by MaxPreps and CalPreps, 
the schools are divided exactly the same looking over two, three and four year data.  We 
therefore ask for that to be the starting configuration for our Association.  It is as follows: 
Football Association Comprised of the following two leagues: 
 

Marmonte League: 
Westlake 
Moorpark 
Thousand Oaks 
Newbury Park 
Camarillo 
 
Camino League: 
Royal 
Simi Valley 
Agoura 
Calabasas 
Oak Park

SSIIMMII  VVAALLLLEEYY  HHIIGGHH  SSCCHHOOOOLL  
55440000  CCoocchhrraann  SSttrreeeett  

SSiimmii  VVaalllleeyy,,  CCaalliiffoorrnniiaa  9933006633  

((880055))  557777--11440000      FFaaxx::  ((880055))  552200--66663333  
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This would be on a two year cycle with after two years the bottom two teams from Marmonte 
league move down and the top two teams from Camino league move up.  This would be based 
on a two year average on how each team did just their league games.   
Ties for movement down would be broken based on the following: 
 

1.  Ties between two teams would be first based on head to head over two years, if 

still tied then would be based on record vs. top 2 teams over two years(better 

record stays), if still tied then would be based on winner/loser of most recent 

season.  Winner would stay in upper league and loser would move down. 

2. Ties between three or more teams would first be based on head to head between 

tied schools over two years, would rank those teams based on wins/loss amongst 

themselves, if still tied then would go with record vs. remaining top teams in league 

and would use that record to rank teams, if still tied then would go to head to head 

in last year, if still tied then coin flip. 

Ties for movement up would be broken based on the following: 
 

1.  Ties between two teams would be first based on head to head over two years, if 

still tied then would be based on record vs. bottom 2 teams over two years(better 

record moves up), if still tied then would be based on winner/loser of most recent 

season.  Winner would move to upper league and loser would stay down. 

2. Ties between three or more teams would first be based on head to head between 

tied schools over two years, would rank those teams based on wins/loss amongst 

themselves, if still tied then would go with record vs. remaining bottom teams in 

league and would use that record to rank teams, if still tied then would go to head 

to head in last year, if still tied then coin flip. 

 

 

Thank you, 
 
 
Stephen Pietrolungo, Ed.D 
Principal 
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2014  MCF Association- 2yr Max Preps 
 

2014  MCF Association- 2yr Cal Preps 
 

  

2014 

MAX PREPS STATE POWER 

RANKING  2014 

CAL PREPS STATE POWER 

RANKING  

Marmonte League 

2YR 

AVE. 2012 2011    Marmonte League 

2YR 

AVE. 2012 2011    
WESTLAKE 34.5 65 4      WESTLAKE 54.5 43 66      
MOORPARK 62 60 64     MOORPARK 43.2 44 42.4     
Thousand Oaks 111 160 62     Thousand Oaks 36.2 29.5 42.9     
NEWBURY PARK 187.5 113 262     NEWBURY PARK 32.75 43.9 21.6     
CAMARILLO 189.5 120 259     CAMARILLO 27.75 33.9 21.6     
                          

Camino League 

2YR 

AVE. 2012 2011      Camino League 

2YR 

AVE. 2012 2011      
ROYAL 204 243 165     SIMI VALLEY 27 15 39     
SIMI VALLEY 210 335 85     ROYAL 26.1 22.2 30     
AGOURA 394 398 390     AGOURA 12.15 11.1 13.2     
CALABASAS 460.5 462 459     CALABASAS 8.25 7.3 9.2     
OAK PARK 493 444 542      OAK PARK 5.55 8 3.1      

2014  MCF Association- 3yr Max Preps 
 

2014  MCF Association- 3yr Cal Preps 
 

  

2014 

MAX PREPS STATE POWER 

RANKING  2014 

CAL PREPS STATE POWER 

RANKING  

Marmonte League 

3YR 

AVE. 2012 2011 2010   Marmonte League 

3YR 

AVE. 2012 2011 2010   
WESTLAKE 26.6 65 4 11    WESTLAKE 55.4333 43 66 57.3    
MOORPARK 67.3 60 64 78    MOORPARK 41.5667 44 42.4 38.3    
Thousand Oaks 93 160 62 57    Thousand Oaks 37.7 29.5 42.9 40.7    
CAMARILLO 166.6 120 259 121    NEWBURY PARK 29.9333 43.9 21.6 24.3    
NEWBURY PARK 193.3 113 262 205    CAMARILLO 29.0667 33.9 21.6 31.7    
                          

Camino League 

3YR 

AVE. 2012 2011 2010    Camino League 

3YR 

AVE. 2012 2011 2010    
ROYAL 210 243 165 222    ROYAL 25.0333 22.2 30 22.9    
SIMI VALLEY 262 335 85 366    SIMI VALLEY 22.5667 15 39 13.7    
AGOURA 366 398 390 310    AGOURA 13.9 11.1 13.2 17.4    
CALABASAS 402.3 462 459 286    CALABASAS 11.9333 7.3 9.2 19.3    
OAK PARK 481.3 444 542 458    OAK PARK 6.7 8 3.1 9    

2014  MCF Association- 4yr Max Preps 
 

2014  MCF Association- 4yr Cal Preps 
 

  

2014 

MAX PREPS STATE POWER 

RANKING  2014 

CAL PREPS STATE POWER 

RANKING  

Marmonte League 

4YR 

AVE. 2012 2011 2010 2009  Marmonte League 

4YR 

AVE. 2012 2011 2010 2009  
WESTLAKE 21 65 4 11 4  WESTLAKE 56.975 43 66 57.3 61.6  
MOORPARK 52.5 60 64 78 8  MOORPARK 45.475 44 42.4 38.3 57.2  
Thousand Oaks 106.25 160 62 57 146  Thousand Oaks 36.025 29.5 42.9 40.7 31  
CAMARILLO 144.75 120 259 121 79  NEWBURY PARK 32.15 43.9 21.6 24.3 38.8  
NEWBURY PARK 163.5 113 262 205 74  CAMARILLO 31.4 33.9 21.6 31.7 38.4  
                          

Camino League 

4YR 

AVE. 2012 2011 2010 2009  Camino League 

3YR 

AVE. 2012 2011 2010 2009  
ROYAL 233 243 165 222 302  ROYAL 23.25 22.2 30 22.9 17.9  
SIMI VALLEY 351.25 335 85 366 619  SIMI VALLEY 16.925 15 39 13.7 0  
AGOURA 359.25 398 390 310 339  AGOURA 14.325 11.1 13.2 17.4 15.6  
CALABASAS 467.25 462 459 286 662  CALABASAS 8.35 7.3 9.2 19.3 -2.4  
OAK PARK 503.25 444 542 458 569  OAK PARK 5.675 8 3.1 9 2.6  
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10932 Pine Street                Telephone: (562) 493-9500 

Los Alamitos, California 90720       FAX: (562) 493-6266 

         

CIF SOUTHERN SECTION COUNCIL PROPOSAL FORM** 

 

In accordance with Blue Book Article 3, Bylaw 30.1, the following proposal is submitted for Council 
consideration. 
 

“CIF Southern Section Council may entertain proposals submitted to the governing body 
on the appropriate proposal form from duly appointed advisory committees, leagues or 
the Executive Committee.”  All items coming before the Southern Section Council must 

contain the financial implications on member schools, leagues and the Southern 

Section. 
 
 
Date: 5/23/2013 
 
Submitted by: 
Name of representative: Rich Boyce 
 
School of representative: Edison  Telephone:  714-962-1356 x 4275 
 
 
Check one of the following: 

 League Proposal.  Name of League: Sunset 
 

  Advisory Committee Proposal.  Committee Name:       
 

 Executive Committee Proposal.  Submitted by:       
 
 
Rule Change: 
Rule Number Affected: 2911  Implementation Date: Fall 2014 
 
Abstract:  (Please add any supporting documents.) 
 
      
 

Council First Read:        Council Action Date:       
 
Date Proposal will take effect on member schools:       
 
 
           Proposal Number 

                          

See reverse side for additional information. 
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Financial Impact on Member School and Southern Section (Attach an analysis and supporting 

documents): 
 
The Sunset League Proposes the following addition to the Girls Volleyball Bylaws.  Bylaw 2911 
Outside competition by an Individual 
 
Tryouts for club teams during the high school season are not permitted.  Practices during the high school 
season of sport with an outside team are considered a violation of this bylaw.     
 
Punishment for violation of this bylaw is at the discretion of the Commisioner of Volleyball. 
 
No fiscal impact.   
 
 
All Council Proposals must be submitted according to the timelines published in the Blue Book.  If they 
are not received in a timely manner, they will be postponed until the next meeting. 
 
Council Proposals that do not contain the information in the fields provided on both pages will not be 
considered. 
 
Sport advisory committees are advised to confine their proposals to the sport(s) under their advisement.  
Any proposals that do not affect Articles 1400 – 3100 must contain a rationale as to why the sport 
advisory committee is requesting action. 
 
Procedure for Proposed Bylaw Changes: 
 

1. Identify the bylaw, by number, to be changed or eliminated. 
2. Type the bylaw, using normal font face, for language that will remain unchanged. 
3. Use strikethrough to identify language to be eliminated or changed. 
4. Identify proposed language using bold type. 

 
For example, if a league wants to address the color of jerseys in basketball, the proposal may read: 
 
 The     League proposes the following changes to the basketball bylaws. 
    (your league name) 
 
 Bylaw 1623 Color of Jerseys 
 
 Proposed language: 
 
 “In all basketball games played between member schools of the CIF Southern Section, 
 The host team shall wear white dark colored jerseys.” 
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