
 

 

 

 

 

Regular Meeting of the Council 
 

September 28, 2023 

9:00 a.m. 

The Grand Conference Center, Long Beach, CA 

Agenda 

 
 

1. OPENING BUSINESS DISPOSITION ITEM 

 

 A. Call to order by Jim Perry, 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 18, 2023, Executive Committee Action 1F1 

 Meeting  

 

2. PUBLIC HEARING SESSION 

 

 A. Recognition of anyone wishing to address the Council. Speakers must limit their  remarks to three 

minutes. 

 

3.  CIF STATE UPDATE 

 

4. NON-ACTION ITEMS DISPOSITION ITEM 

  

A. STATE FEDERATED COUNCIL NON-ACTION ITEMS  

 

1. Weighted Voting Revision 2023-24 Informational Only 4A1 

 

B. SOUTHERN SECTION NON-ACTION ITEMS  

 

1. Proposed Revision to Bylaw 1904 -  Non-Action SS 656 

                     Cross County Start Date 

 

2. Proposed Revision to Bylaws 3519.1-3519.7, 3520.2 -  Non-Action SS 657 

                           Competitive Equity Playoffs 

 



5. ACTION ITEMS   DISPOSITION ITEM 

 

A. STATE FEDERATED COUNCIL ACTION ITEMS  

 

1. State CIF Executive Committee Vacancy Action STATE 658 

 

 B. SOUTHERN SECTION ACTION ITEMS 

 

1. Releaguing Appeals - Orange County Area 

 

 A. Troy High School Action SS 655 A 

 

 B. Fullerton Union High School Action SS 655 B 

 

 C. La Habra High School Action SS 655 C 

 

 D. Sunny Hills High School Action SS 655 D 

 

 E. Sonora High School Action SS 655 E 

 

6. REPORTS 

 

A. Financial Report   Mitch Carty 

 

B. Treasurer’s Report                           Rich Imbriani 

 

C. President’s Report   Jim Perry 

 

 D. Commissioner’s Report  Mike West 

 

  1. CIF Southern Section 2023-2024 Goals Action 6D1 

 

7. ADVANCE PLANNING 

 

A. DATES 

 

1. October 9, 2023 – Athletic Administrators Summit, Riverside Convention Center, 

Riverside CA 7:30 a.m. 

 

2. October 18, 2023 – CIF Southern Section Hall of Fame/Distinguished Service Awards 

Luncheon, The Grand Conference Center, Long Beach CA 11:30 a.m. 

 

3. January 12-14, 2024 – CIF Southern Section Executive Committee Meeting/Retreat, Mar 

Monte Hotel, Santa Barbara, CA, 9:30 a.m. 

 

4. January 30, 2024 – CIF Southern Section Council Meeting, The Grand Conference Center, 

Long Beach CA 9:00 a.m. 

  

8.  ADJOURNMENT 

 

 A. Time of Adjournment    



Regular Meeting of the Council 

April 18, 2023 

9:00 a.m. 

The Grand Conference Center, Long Beach, CA 

Minutes

1. OPENING BUSINESS

A. Call to order by Jim Perry, President of the Council at 9:03 am

B. Pledge of Allegiance

C. Roll Call

D. Introduction of Guests
Ron Nocetti, CIF State Executive Director
Eric Sondheimer, Los Angeles Times
James Escarcega, San Gabriel Valley Tribune
Paul Caldera, Orange County Area Officials Liaison

DISPOSITION 

E. Adopt Agenda Action

ITEM 

There was a motion by the South Coast League and a second by the Crestview League to adopt
the agenda. There being no discussion, the motion was approved to adopt the agenda as written.
Motion Carried: 72-0-10

F. Approval of Minutes

1. Minutes ofthe January 31, 2023, Council Meeting Action lFl
There was a motion by the Big VIII League and a second by the Citrus Belt League to approve the
minutes ofthe January 31, 2023, Council meeting. There being no discussion, the minutes were
approved as written.
Motion Carried: 73-0-10 

2. PUBLIC HEARING SESSION

There was no one present for public comment. 

3. NON-ACTION ITEMS DISPOSITION ITEM 

A. STATE FEDERATED COUNCIL NON-ACTION ITEMS

There are no CIF State Federated Council non-action items at this time.

B. SOUTHERN SECTION NON-ACTION ITEMS

There are no CIF Southern Section Council non-action items at this time.
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Adopt Agenda

605 Academy Yes Agape Yes Almont Abstain

Ambassador Yes Angelus Yes Arrowhead Yes Baseline Yes

 Bay Yes Big VIII Yes Camino Real Abstain

Channel Yes Citrus Belt Yes Citrus Coast Yes Coast Valley Abstain

Coastal Abstain Coastal Canyon Yes Condor Yes Crestview Yes

Cross Valley Yes Del Rey Yes Del Rio Yes Desert Empire 

Desert Sky Yes Desert Valley Yes Empire Yes Express Yes

Foothill Yes Freeway Yes Frontier Yes Garden Grove Yes

Gateway Yes Gold Coast Yes Golden Abstain Golden West Yes

Hacienda Yes Heritage Independence Yes Inland Valley Yes

International Ivy Yes Liberty Abstain Majestic 

Marmonte Yes Mid-Cities Abstain Miramonte Yes Mission Yes

Mission Valley Yes Mojave River Yes Montview Yes Moore Yes

Mountain Pass Yes Mountain Valley Mt. Baldy Yes Mulholland 

National North Hills Yes Ocean Yes Olympic Yes

Omega Yes Orange Orange Coast Yes Pacific Yes

Pacific Coast Yes Pacific Hills Yes Palomares Yes Pioneer Yes

Prep Yes Rio Hondo Yes River Valley Yes San Andreas Yes

San Joaquin Yes Santa Fe Sea View Yes Skyline Yes

Soledad Yes South Coast Yes South Valley Southwestern Yes

Sunbelt Yes Sunkist Yes Sunset Surf Abstain

Tri-County Premier Yes Tri-Valley Yes Trinity Yes Valle Vista Yes

Victory Wave Abstain Western Abstain Kristen Braun Yes

Joelle Cardona Yes Lauren Kamiyama Yes Michelle Okayama Yes Melissa Vandenbosch Yes

Participant 123

Motion Carried     72 Yes     0 No     10 Abstain 1F1



Approval of Minutes 
Minutes from the January 31, 2023 Council Meeting

605 Academy Yes Agape Yes Almont Yes

Ambassador Yes Angelus Yes Arrowhead Yes Baseline Yes

 Bay Yes Big VIII Yes Camino Real Yes

Channel Yes Citrus Belt Yes Citrus Coast Abstain Coast Valley Yes

Coastal Yes Coastal Canyon Abstain Condor Yes Crestview Yes

Cross Valley Yes Del Rey Abstain Del Rio Yes Desert Empire 

Desert Sky Yes Desert Valley Yes Empire Yes Express Abstain

Foothill Yes Freeway Yes Frontier Yes Garden Grove Yes

Gateway Yes Gold Coast Abstain Golden Yes Golden West Yes

Hacienda Yes Heritage Independence Abstain Inland Valley Yes

International Ivy Abstain Liberty Abstain Majestic 

Marmonte Yes Mid-Cities Yes Miramonte Yes Mission Yes

Mission Valley Yes Mojave River Yes Montview Yes Moore Yes

Mountain Pass Yes Mountain Valley Mt. Baldy Yes Mulholland 

National North Hills Yes Ocean Yes Olympic Yes

Omega Yes Orange Orange Coast Yes Pacific Yes

Pacific Coast Yes Pacific Hills Yes Palomares Yes Pioneer Yes

Prep Yes Rio Hondo Yes River Valley Yes San Andreas Yes

San Joaquin Yes Santa Fe Sea View Yes Skyline Yes

Soledad Yes South Coast Abstain South Valley Southwestern Yes

Sunbelt Yes Sunkist Yes Sunset Surf Yes

Tri-County Premier Yes Tri-Valley Yes Trinity Yes Valle Vista Yes

Victory Wave Yes Western Yes Kristen Braun Yes

Joelle Cardona Yes Lauren Kamiyama Yes Michelle Okayama Yes Melissa Vandenbosch Yes

Participant 123 Abstain

Motion Carried     73 Yes     0 No     10 Abstain 1F1



STATE 647
Proposed CIF State Budget for 2023-2024 School Year

605 Academy Yes Agape Abstain Almont Abstain

Ambassador Yes Angelus Abstain Arrowhead Yes Baseline Yes

 Bay Yes Big VIII Yes Camino Real Yes

Channel Yes Citrus Belt Yes Citrus Coast Yes Coast Valley Yes

Coastal Yes Coastal Canyon Yes Condor Yes Crestview Yes

Cross Valley Yes Del Rey Abstain Del Rio Yes Desert Empire 

Desert Sky Yes Desert Valley Yes Empire Yes Express Yes

Foothill Yes Freeway Yes Frontier Abstain Garden Grove Yes

Gateway Yes Gold Coast Yes Golden Yes Golden West Yes

Hacienda Yes Heritage Independence Yes Inland Valley Yes

International Ivy Abstain Liberty Yes Majestic 

Marmonte Yes Mid-Cities Yes Miramonte Yes Mission Abstain

Mission Valley Yes Mojave River Yes Montview Yes Moore Yes

Mountain Pass Yes Mountain Valley Yes Mt. Baldy Abstain Mulholland 

National North Hills Yes Ocean Yes Olympic Abstain

Omega Yes Orange Yes Orange Coast Abstain Pacific Yes

Pacific Coast Yes Pacific Hills Yes Palomares Yes Pioneer Yes

Prep Yes Rio Hondo Yes River Valley Yes San Andreas Yes

San Joaquin Yes Santa Fe Sea View Yes Skyline Yes

Soledad Abstain South Coast Yes South Valley Southwestern Yes

Sunbelt Yes Sunkist Yes Sunset Surf Yes

Tri-County Premier Yes Tri-Valley Yes Trinity Yes Valle Vista Yes

Victory Wave Yes Western Yes Kristen Braun Yes

Joelle Cardona Yes Lauren Kamiyama Yes Michelle Okayama Yes Melissa Vandenbosch Yes

Participant 123

Motion Carried     73 Yes     0 No     11 Abstain 1F1



STATE 648
CIF State Executive Committee Nominations

605 Academy Yes Agape Yes Almont Yes

Ambassador Yes Angelus Abstain Arrowhead Yes Baseline Yes

 Bay Abstain Big VIII Yes Camino Real Yes

Channel Yes Citrus Belt Yes Citrus Coast Abstain Coast Valley Yes

Coastal Abstain Coastal Canyon Yes Condor Yes Crestview Yes

Cross Valley Yes Del Rey Abstain Del Rio Yes Desert Empire 

Desert Sky Yes Desert Valley Yes Empire Yes Express Yes

Foothill Yes Freeway Yes Frontier Yes Garden Grove Yes

Gateway Yes Gold Coast Abstain Golden Abstain Golden West Yes

Hacienda Yes Heritage Independence Yes Inland Valley Yes

International Ivy Abstain Liberty Yes Majestic 

Marmonte Yes Mid-Cities Yes Miramonte Yes Mission Yes

Mission Valley Yes Mojave River Yes Montview Yes Moore Yes

Mountain Pass Yes Mountain Valley Yes Mt. Baldy Yes Mulholland 

National North Hills Yes Ocean Abstain Olympic Yes

Omega Yes Orange Yes Orange Coast Yes Pacific Yes

Pacific Coast Yes Pacific Hills Yes Palomares Yes Pioneer Abstain

Prep Yes Rio Hondo Yes River Valley Yes San Andreas Yes

San Joaquin Yes Santa Fe Sea View Yes Skyline Yes

Soledad Abstain South Coast Yes South Valley Southwestern Yes

Sunbelt Yes Sunkist Yes Sunset Surf Abstain

Tri-County Premier Yes Tri-Valley Abstain Trinity Yes Valle Vista Yes

Victory Wave Yes Western Yes Kristen Braun Yes

Joelle Cardona Yes Lauren Kamiyama Yes Michelle Okayama Yes Melissa Vandenbosch Yes

Participant 123

Motion Carried     71 Yes     0 No     13 Abstain 1F1



STATE 651
Proposed Amendment to Bylaws 212/510

Amateur Status/Undue Influence

605 Academy Yes Agape Yes Almont Yes

Ambassador Yes Angelus Yes Arrowhead Yes Baseline Yes

 Bay Yes Big VIII Yes Camino Real Yes

Channel Yes Citrus Belt Yes Citrus Coast Yes Coast Valley Yes

Coastal Yes Coastal Canyon Yes Condor Yes Crestview Yes

Cross Valley Yes Del Rey Abstain Del Rio Yes Desert Empire 

Desert Sky Yes Desert Valley Yes Empire Yes Express Abstain

Foothill Yes Freeway Yes Frontier Yes Garden Grove Yes

Gateway Yes Gold Coast Yes Golden Yes Golden West Yes

Hacienda Yes Heritage Independence Yes Inland Valley Yes

International Ivy Abstain Liberty Yes Majestic 

Marmonte Yes Mid-Cities Yes Miramonte Yes Mission Yes

Mission Valley Yes Mojave River Yes Montview Yes Moore Yes

Mountain Pass Yes Mountain Valley Yes Mt. Baldy Yes Mulholland 

National North Hills Yes Ocean No Olympic Yes

Omega Yes Orange Yes Orange Coast Yes Pacific Yes

Pacific Coast Yes Pacific Hills Yes Palomares Yes Pioneer Yes

Prep Yes Rio Hondo Yes River Valley Yes San Andreas Yes

San Joaquin Abstain Santa Fe Sea View Yes Skyline Yes

Soledad Yes South Coast Yes South Valley Southwestern Yes

Sunbelt Yes Sunkist Yes Sunset Surf Yes

Tri-County Premier Yes Tri-Valley Abstain Trinity No Valle Vista Yes

Victory Wave Yes Western Yes Kristen Braun Yes

Joelle Cardona Yes Lauren Kamiyama Yes Michelle Okayama Yes Melissa Vandenbosch Yes

Participant 123

Motion Carried     77 Yes     2 No     5 Abstain 1F1



STATE 652
Proposed Amendment to Bylaws 207/504

Transfer Eligibility/Season of Sport

605 Academy Yes Agape Yes Almont Abstain

Ambassador Yes Angelus Yes Arrowhead Yes Baseline Yes

 Bay Yes Big VIII Yes Camino Real Yes

Channel Yes Citrus Belt Yes Citrus Coast Yes Coast Valley Yes

Coastal Yes Coastal Canyon Yes Condor Yes Crestview No

Cross Valley Yes Del Rey Yes Del Rio Yes Desert Empire 

Desert Sky Yes Desert Valley Yes Empire Yes Express Yes

Foothill Yes Freeway Yes Frontier Yes Garden Grove Yes

Gateway Yes Gold Coast Yes Golden Yes Golden West Yes

Hacienda Yes Heritage Independence Yes Inland Valley Yes

International Ivy Abstain Liberty Yes Majestic 

Marmonte Yes Mid-Cities Yes Miramonte Yes Mission Yes

Mission Valley Yes Mojave River Yes Montview Yes Moore Yes

Mountain Pass Yes Mountain Valley Yes Mt. Baldy Yes Mulholland 

National North Hills No Ocean Yes Olympic Yes

Omega Yes Orange Yes Orange Coast Yes Pacific Yes

Pacific Coast Yes Pacific Hills Yes Palomares Yes Pioneer Yes

Prep Yes Rio Hondo Yes River Valley Yes San Andreas Yes

San Joaquin Abstain Santa Fe Sea View Yes Skyline Yes

Soledad Yes South Coast Yes South Valley Southwestern Yes

Sunbelt Yes Sunkist Yes Sunset Surf Yes

Tri-County Premier Yes Tri-Valley Yes Trinity Yes Valle Vista Yes

Victory Wave Yes Western Yes Kristen Braun Yes

Joelle Cardona Yes Lauren Kamiyama Yes Michelle Okayama Yes Melissa Vandenbosch Yes

Participant 123 Participant 99

Motion Carried     79 Yes     2 No     3 Abstain 1F1



STATE 653
Proposed Addition of Bylaw 2901

CIF State Team Tennis Championships

605 Academy Yes Agape Yes Almont Yes

Ambassador Yes Angelus Abstain Arrowhead Yes Baseline Yes

 Bay Yes Big VIII Yes Camino Real Yes

Channel Yes Citrus Belt Yes Citrus Coast Yes Coast Valley Yes

Coastal Abstain Coastal Canyon Yes Condor Yes Crestview Yes

Cross Valley Yes Del Rey Abstain Del Rio Yes Desert Empire Abstain

Desert Sky Yes Desert Valley Yes Empire Yes Express Yes

Foothill Yes Freeway Yes Frontier Yes Garden Grove Yes

Gateway Yes Gold Coast Yes Golden Yes Golden West Yes

Hacienda Yes Heritage Independence Abstain Inland Valley Yes

International Ivy Abstain Liberty Yes Majestic 

Marmonte Yes Mid-Cities Yes Miramonte Yes Mission Yes

Mission Valley Yes Mojave River Yes Montview Yes Moore Yes

Mountain Pass Yes Mountain Valley Yes Mt. Baldy Yes Mulholland 

National North Hills Yes Ocean Yes Olympic Yes

Omega Yes Orange Yes Orange Coast Yes Pacific Yes

Pacific Coast Yes Pacific Hills Yes Palomares Yes Pioneer Yes

Prep Yes Rio Hondo Yes River Valley Yes San Andreas Yes

San Joaquin Yes Santa Fe Sea View Yes Skyline Yes

Soledad Yes South Coast Yes South Valley Southwestern Yes

Sunbelt Yes Sunkist Yes Sunset Surf Yes

Tri-County Premier Yes Tri-Valley Yes Trinity Yes Valle Vista Yes

Victory Wave Yes Western Yes Kristen Braun Yes

Joelle Cardona Yes Lauren Kamiyama Yes Michelle Okayama Yes Melissa Vandenbosch Yes

Participant 123 Participant 99 Yes

Motion Carried     80 Yes     0 No     6 Abstain 1F1



STATE 654
Proposed Amendment to Article 70

CIF State Executive Committee Addition

605 Academy Yes Agape Yes Almont Yes

Ambassador Yes Angelus Abstain Arrowhead Yes Baseline Yes

 Bay Yes Big VIII Yes Camino Real Yes

Channel Yes Citrus Belt Yes Citrus Coast Yes Coast Valley Yes

Coastal Yes Coastal Canyon Yes Condor Yes Crestview Yes

Cross Valley Yes Del Rey Abstain Del Rio Yes Desert Empire Abstain

Desert Sky Yes Desert Valley Yes Empire Yes Express Yes

Foothill Yes Freeway Yes Frontier Yes Garden Grove Yes

Gateway Yes Gold Coast Yes Golden Yes Golden West Yes

Hacienda Yes Heritage Independence Yes Inland Valley Yes

International Ivy Abstain Liberty Yes Majestic 

Marmonte Yes Mid-Cities Yes Miramonte Abstain Mission Yes

Mission Valley Yes Mojave River Yes Montview Yes Moore Yes

Mountain Pass No Mountain Valley Yes Mt. Baldy Yes Mulholland 

National North Hills Yes Ocean Yes Olympic Yes

Omega Yes Orange Yes Orange Coast Yes Pacific Yes

Pacific Coast Yes Pacific Hills Yes Palomares Yes Pioneer Yes

Prep Yes Rio Hondo Yes River Valley Yes San Andreas Yes

San Joaquin Yes Santa Fe Sea View Yes Skyline Yes

Soledad Yes South Coast Yes South Valley Southwestern Yes

Sunbelt Yes Sunkist Yes Sunset Surf Yes

Tri-County Premier Yes Tri-Valley Yes Trinity Yes Valle Vista Yes

Victory Wave Yes Western Yes Kristen Braun Yes

Joelle Cardona Yes Lauren Kamiyama Yes Michelle Okayama Yes Melissa Vandenbosch Yes

Participant 123 Participant 99 Yes

Motion Carried     80 Yes     1 No     5 Abstain 1F1



SS 649
Proposed 2023-2024 CIF Southern Section Budget

605 Academy Yes Agape Yes Almont Yes

Ambassador Yes Angelus Abstain Arrowhead Yes Baseline Yes

 Bay Yes Big VIII Yes Camino Real Yes

Channel Yes Citrus Belt Yes Citrus Coast Yes Coast Valley Yes

Coastal Yes Coastal Canyon Yes Condor Yes Crestview Yes

Cross Valley Yes Del Rey Abstain Del Rio Yes Desert Empire Abstain

Desert Sky Yes Desert Valley Yes Empire Yes Express Abstain

Foothill Yes Freeway Yes Frontier Yes Garden Grove Yes

Gateway Yes Gold Coast Yes Golden Yes Golden West Yes

Hacienda Yes Heritage Independence Yes Inland Valley Yes

International Ivy Abstain Liberty Yes Majestic 

Marmonte Yes Mid-Cities Yes Miramonte Yes Mission Yes

Mission Valley Yes Mojave River Yes Montview Yes Moore Yes

Mountain Pass Yes Mountain Valley Yes Mt. Baldy Yes Mulholland 

National North Hills Yes Ocean Yes Olympic Abstain

Omega Yes Orange Yes Orange Coast Yes Pacific Yes

Pacific Coast Yes Pacific Hills Yes Palomares Yes Pioneer Yes

Prep Yes Rio Hondo Yes River Valley Yes San Andreas Yes

San Joaquin Yes Santa Fe Sea View Yes Skyline Yes

Soledad Yes South Coast Yes South Valley Southwestern Yes

Sunbelt Yes Sunkist Yes Sunset Surf Abstain

Tri-County Premier Yes Tri-Valley Yes Trinity Yes Valle Vista Yes

Victory Wave Yes Western Yes Kristen Braun Yes

Joelle Cardona Abstain Lauren Kamiyama Yes Michelle Okayama Yes Melissa Vandenbosch Yes

Participant 123 Participant 99 Yes Participant 100 Abstain 1F1



SS 650
Treasurer

(All Leagues Vote)

Vote YES for Dr. Alexis Barile, Principal, Centennial/Corona HS
Vote NO for Rich Imbriani, Athletic Director, Cajon HS

605 Academy Yes Agape Yes Almont No

Ambassador Yes Angelus Yes Arrowhead Yes Baseline No

 Bay No Big VIII Yes Camino Real Yes

Channel Yes Citrus Belt No Citrus Coast No Coast Valley No

Coastal No Coastal Canyon Abstain Condor Yes Crestview No

Cross Valley No Del Rey Del Rio Yes Desert Empire Abstain

Desert Sky No Desert Valley No Empire Yes Express Yes

Foothill No Freeway Yes Frontier Abstain Garden Grove Yes

Gateway No Gold Coast Golden Yes Golden West No

Hacienda Yes Heritage Independence Yes Inland Valley No

International Ivy Liberty Yes Majestic 

Marmonte No Mid-Cities No Miramonte No Mission Yes

Mission Valley No Mojave River No Montview Yes Moore Yes

Mountain Pass No Mountain Valley No Mt. Baldy No Mulholland 

National North Hills No Ocean No Olympic Abstain

Omega No Orange No Orange Coast Yes Pacific Abstain

Pacific Coast Yes Pacific Hills Yes Palomares No Pioneer No

Prep No Rio Hondo No River Valley Yes San Andreas No

San Joaquin Yes Santa Fe Sea View No Skyline No

Soledad Yes South Coast No South Valley Southwestern Abstain

Sunbelt No Sunkist No Sunset Surf Abstain

Tri-County Premier No Tri-Valley Abstain Trinity No Valle Vista Yes

Victory Wave Yes Western Yes Kristen Braun Abstain

Joelle Cardona Yes Lauren Kamiyama No Michelle Okayama No Melissa Vandenbosch Yes

Participant 123 Participant 99 No Participant 100 Abstain

Motion Lost     32 Yes     42 No     10 Abstain 1F1



SS 650
Girls Athletic Director Representative

(All Leagues Vote)

Vote YES for Lauren Kamiyama, Athletic Director, North Torrance HS
Vote NO for Alicia Seevers, Athletic Director, Orange HS

605 Academy No Agape No Almont Abstain

Ambassador No Angelus Yes Arrowhead Yes Baseline Abstain

 Bay Yes Big VIII No Camino Real Yes

Channel No Citrus Belt No Citrus Coast Yes Coast Valley No

Coastal No Coastal Canyon No Condor No Crestview No

Cross Valley No Del Rey Del Rio No Desert Empire Yes

Desert Sky Yes Desert Valley No Empire No Express No

Foothill No Freeway No Frontier Yes Garden Grove No

Gateway Yes Gold Coast Golden Yes Golden West No

Hacienda No Heritage Independence No Inland Valley No

International Ivy Liberty No Majestic 

Marmonte No Mid-Cities Yes Miramonte Abstain Mission Abstain

Mission Valley Yes Mojave River No Montview No Moore Yes

Mountain Pass No Mountain Valley Abstain Mt. Baldy Yes Mulholland 

National North Hills No Ocean Yes Olympic Yes

Omega Yes Orange No Orange Coast No Pacific Abstain

Pacific Coast No Pacific Hills No Palomares No Pioneer Yes

Prep No Rio Hondo No River Valley Abstain San Andreas No

San Joaquin No Santa Fe Sea View No Skyline No

Soledad Abstain South Coast No South Valley Southwestern No

Sunbelt No Sunkist No Sunset Surf No

Tri-County Premier Yes Tri-Valley Abstain Trinity No Valle Vista Yes

Victory Wave No Western No Kristen Braun Yes

Joelle Cardona Yes Lauren Kamiyama Yes Michelle Okayama No Melissa Vandenbosch No

Participant 123 Participant 99 No Participant 100 Yes

Motion Lost     24 Yes     51 No     9 Abstain 1F1



SS 650
Superintendent Representative

(All Leagues Vote)

Vote YES for Dr. Allan Mucerino, Superintendent, Alvord USD
Vote NO for Dr. Reggie Thompkins, Assistant Superintendent, Corona-Norco USD

605 Academy No Agape No Almont No

Ambassador No Angelus No Arrowhead No Baseline No

 Bay No Big VIII No Camino Real No

Channel No Citrus Belt No Citrus Coast No Coast Valley Yes

Coastal No Coastal Canyon Abstain Condor No Crestview No

Cross Valley No Del Rey Del Rio No Desert Empire No

Desert Sky No Desert Valley No Empire No Express No

Foothill No Freeway No Frontier Abstain Garden Grove No

Gateway No Gold Coast Abstain Golden Abstain Golden West No

Hacienda No Heritage Independence No Inland Valley No

International Ivy Liberty No Majestic 

Marmonte No Mid-Cities No Miramonte Abstain Mission No

Mission Valley No Mojave River No Montview No Moore No

Mountain Pass Yes Mountain Valley No Mt. Baldy No Mulholland 

National North Hills No Ocean Yes Olympic Abstain

Omega Abstain Orange No Orange Coast No Pacific Abstain

Pacific Coast No Pacific Hills No Palomares No Pioneer No

Prep Yes Rio Hondo No River Valley No San Andreas No

San Joaquin No Santa Fe Sea View Yes Skyline Abstain

Soledad No South Coast Yes South Valley Southwestern No

Sunbelt No Sunkist No Sunset Surf Yes

Tri-County Premier No Tri-Valley Abstain Trinity No Valle Vista No

Victory Wave Abstain Western No Kristen Braun No

Joelle Cardona No Lauren Kamiyama No Michelle Okayama No Melissa Vandenbosch Yes

Participant 123 Participant 99 No Participant 100 Abstain

Motion Lost     8 Yes     65 No     12 Abstain 1F1



SS 650
Coast Area Representative

(Bay, Moore, Ocean, Pioneer Leagues Vote Only)

Vote YES for Demetre Howard, Athletic Director, Lawndale HS
Vote NO for Dr. Brent Kuykendall, Principal, Peninsula HS

605 Academy Abstain Agape Abstain Almont Abstain

Ambassador Abstain Angelus Abstain Arrowhead Abstain Baseline Abstain

 Bay No Big VIII Abstain Camino Real Abstain

Channel Abstain Citrus Belt Abstain Citrus Coast Abstain Coast Valley Abstain

Coastal Abstain Coastal Canyon Abstain Condor Abstain Crestview Abstain

Cross Valley Abstain Del Rey Del Rio Abstain Desert Empire Abstain

Desert Sky Abstain Desert Valley Abstain Empire Abstain Express Abstain

Foothill Abstain Freeway Abstain Frontier Abstain Garden Grove Abstain

Gateway Abstain Gold Coast Abstain Golden Abstain Golden West Abstain

Hacienda Abstain Heritage Independence Abstain Inland Valley Abstain

International Ivy Liberty Abstain Majestic 

Marmonte Abstain Mid-Cities Abstain Miramonte Abstain Mission Abstain

Mission Valley Abstain Mojave River Abstain Montview Abstain Moore No

Mountain Pass Abstain Mountain Valley Abstain Mt. Baldy Abstain Mulholland 

National North Hills Abstain Ocean Yes Olympic Abstain

Omega Abstain Orange Abstain Orange Coast Abstain Pacific Abstain

Pacific Coast Abstain Pacific Hills Abstain Palomares Abstain Pioneer Yes

Prep Abstain Rio Hondo Abstain River Valley Abstain San Andreas Abstain

San Joaquin Abstain Santa Fe Sea View Abstain Skyline Abstain

Soledad Abstain South Coast Abstain South Valley Southwestern Abstain

Sunbelt Abstain Sunkist Abstain Sunset Surf Abstain

Tri-County Premier Abstain Tri-Valley Abstain Trinity Abstain Valle Vista Abstain

Victory Wave Abstain Western Abstain Kristen Braun Abstain

Joelle Cardona Abstain Lauren Kamiyama Abstain Michelle Okayama Abstain Melissa Vandenbosch Abstain

Participant 123 Participant 99 Abstain Participant 100 Abstain

Motion Lost     2 Yes     2 No     81 Abstain 1F1



League Name Yes No Abstain

Bay xxx

Moore xxxx

Ocean xxx

Pioneer xxx

2 2 0

SS 650

(Bay, Moore, Ocean, Pioneer League Vote Only)

Vote NO for Dr. Brent Kuykendall, Pr., Peninsula HS

Coast Area Representative

Vote YES for Demetre Howard, AD, Lawndale HS

1F1



SS 650
Desert Area Representative
(Golden League Only Votes)

Vote YES for Gil Gomez, Athletic Director, Eastside HS
Vote NO for Nomination from the floor (if there is one)

605 Academy Abstain Agape Abstain Almont Abstain

Ambassador Abstain Angelus Abstain Arrowhead Abstain Baseline Abstain

 Bay Abstain Big VIII Abstain Camino Real Abstain

Channel Abstain Citrus Belt Abstain Citrus Coast Abstain Coast Valley Abstain

Coastal Abstain Coastal Canyon Abstain Condor Abstain Crestview Abstain

Cross Valley Abstain Del Rey Del Rio Abstain Desert Empire Abstain

Desert Sky Abstain Desert Valley Abstain Empire Abstain Express Abstain

Foothill Abstain Freeway Abstain Frontier Abstain Garden Grove Abstain

Gateway Abstain Gold Coast Abstain Golden Yes Golden West Abstain

Hacienda Abstain Heritage Independence Abstain Inland Valley Abstain

International Ivy Liberty Abstain Majestic 

Marmonte Abstain Mid-Cities Abstain Miramonte Abstain Mission Abstain

Mission Valley Abstain Mojave River Abstain Montview Abstain Moore Abstain

Mountain Pass Abstain Mountain Valley Abstain Mt. Baldy Abstain Mulholland 

National North Hills Abstain Ocean Abstain Olympic Abstain

Omega Abstain Orange Abstain Orange Coast Abstain Pacific Abstain

Pacific Coast Abstain Pacific Hills Abstain Palomares Abstain Pioneer Abstain

Prep Abstain Rio Hondo Abstain River Valley Abstain San Andreas Abstain

San Joaquin Abstain Santa Fe Sea View Abstain Skyline Abstain

Soledad Abstain South Coast Abstain South Valley Southwestern Abstain

Sunbelt Abstain Sunkist Abstain Sunset Surf Abstain

Tri-County Premier Yes Tri-Valley Abstain Trinity Abstain Valle Vista Abstain

Victory Wave Abstain Western Abstain Kristen Braun Abstain

Joelle Cardona Abstain Lauren Kamiyama Abstain Michelle Okayama Abstain Melissa Vandenbosch Abstain

Participant 123 Participant 99 Abstain Participant 100 Abstain

Motion Carried     2 Yes     0 No     83 Abstain 1F1



SS 650
Foothill Area Representative

(605, Almont, Del Rio, Foothill, Gateway, Mid-Cities, Mission Valley, 
Pacific, and Rio Hondo Leagues Only Vote)

Vote YES for Ann Fitzgerald, Assistant Superintendent, Whittier UHSD
Vote NO for Julie Stanley, Director of Instructional Personnel, Bellflower USD

605 Academy Abstain Agape Abstain Almont Yes

Ambassador Abstain Angelus Abstain Arrowhead Abstain Baseline Abstain

 Bay Abstain Big VIII Abstain Camino Real Abstain

Channel Abstain Citrus Belt Abstain Citrus Coast Abstain Coast Valley Abstain

Coastal Abstain Coastal Canyon Abstain Condor Abstain Crestview Abstain

Cross Valley Abstain Del Rey Del Rio Yes Desert Empire Abstain

Desert Sky Abstain Desert Valley Abstain Empire Abstain Express Abstain

Foothill Yes Freeway Abstain Frontier Abstain Garden Grove Abstain

Gateway No Gold Coast Abstain Golden Abstain Golden West Abstain

Hacienda Abstain Heritage Independence Abstain Inland Valley Abstain

International Ivy Liberty Abstain Majestic 

Marmonte Abstain Mid-Cities No Miramonte Abstain Mission Abstain

Mission Valley Abstain Mojave River Abstain Montview Abstain Moore Abstain

Mountain Pass Abstain Mountain Valley Abstain Mt. Baldy Abstain Mulholland 

National North Hills Abstain Ocean Abstain Olympic Abstain

Omega Abstain Orange Abstain Orange Coast Abstain Pacific Yes

Pacific Coast Abstain Pacific Hills Abstain Palomares Abstain Pioneer Abstain

Prep Abstain Rio Hondo No River Valley Abstain San Andreas Abstain

San Joaquin Abstain Santa Fe Sea View Abstain Skyline Abstain

Soledad Abstain South Coast Abstain South Valley Southwestern Abstain

Sunbelt Abstain Sunkist Abstain Sunset Surf Abstain

Tri-County Premier Abstain Tri-Valley Abstain Trinity Abstain Valle Vista Abstain

Victory Wave Abstain Western Abstain Kristen Braun Abstain

Joelle Cardona Abstain Lauren Kamiyama Abstain Michelle Okayama Abstain Melissa Vandenbosch Abstain

Participant 123 Participant 99 Abstain Participant 100 Abstain

Motion Carried     4 Yes     3 No     78 Abstain 1F1



SS 650
Northern Area Representative

(Channel, Citrus Coast, Coastal Canyon, Coast Valley, Condor, Frontier, 
Marmonte, and Tri-Valley Leagues Only Vote)

Vote YES for Rob Dearborn, Athletic Director, Moorpark HS
Vote NO for Matt LaBelle, Principal, Camarillo HS

605 Academy Abstain Agape Abstain Almont Abstain

Ambassador Abstain Angelus Abstain Arrowhead Abstain Baseline Abstain

 Bay Abstain Big VIII Abstain Camino Real Abstain

Channel Yes Citrus Belt Abstain Citrus Coast Yes Coast Valley No

Coastal Abstain Coastal Canyon Yes Condor Yes Crestview Abstain

Cross Valley Abstain Del Rey Del Rio Abstain Desert Empire Abstain

Desert Sky Abstain Desert Valley Abstain Empire Abstain Express Abstain

Foothill Abstain Freeway Abstain Frontier Yes Garden Grove Abstain

Gateway Abstain Gold Coast Abstain Golden Abstain Golden West Abstain

Hacienda Abstain Heritage Independence Abstain Inland Valley Abstain

International Ivy Liberty Abstain Majestic 

Marmonte Yes Mid-Cities Abstain Miramonte Abstain Mission Abstain

Mission Valley Abstain Mojave River Abstain Montview Abstain Moore Abstain

Mountain Pass Abstain Mountain Valley Abstain Mt. Baldy Abstain Mulholland 

National North Hills Abstain Ocean Abstain Olympic Abstain

Omega Abstain Orange Abstain Orange Coast Abstain Pacific Abstain

Pacific Coast Abstain Pacific Hills Abstain Palomares Abstain Pioneer Abstain

Prep Abstain Rio Hondo Abstain River Valley Abstain San Andreas Abstain

San Joaquin Abstain Santa Fe Sea View Abstain Skyline Abstain

Soledad Abstain South Coast Abstain South Valley Southwestern Abstain

Sunbelt Abstain Sunkist Abstain Sunset Surf Abstain

Tri-County Premier Abstain Tri-Valley Yes Trinity Abstain Valle Vista Abstain

Victory Wave Abstain Western Abstain Kristen Braun Abstain

Joelle Cardona Abstain Lauren Kamiyama Abstain Michelle Okayama Abstain Melissa Vandenbosch Abstain

Participant 123 Participant 99 Abstain Participant 100 Abstain

Motion Carried     7 Yes     1 No     77 Abstain 1F1



SS 650
Parochial Area Representative

(Angeles, Camino Real, Del Rey, Mission, Santa Fe, and Soledad Leagues Only Vote)

Vote YES for Jamal Adams, Principal, La Salle HS
Vote NO for Jeff Guzman, Principal, Serra HS

605 Academy Abstain Agape Abstain Almont Abstain

Ambassador Abstain Angelus Abstain Arrowhead Abstain Baseline Abstain

 Bay Abstain Big VIII Abstain Camino Real Abstain

Channel Abstain Citrus Belt Abstain Citrus Coast Abstain Coast Valley Abstain

Coastal Abstain Coastal Canyon Abstain Condor Abstain Crestview Abstain

Cross Valley Abstain Del Rey Del Rio Abstain Desert Empire Abstain

Desert Sky Abstain Desert Valley Abstain Empire Abstain Express Abstain

Foothill Abstain Freeway Abstain Frontier Abstain Garden Grove Abstain

Gateway Abstain Gold Coast Abstain Golden Abstain Golden West Abstain

Hacienda Abstain Heritage Independence Abstain Inland Valley Abstain

International Ivy Liberty Abstain Majestic 

Marmonte Abstain Mid-Cities Abstain Miramonte Abstain Mission Abstain

Mission Valley Abstain Mojave River Abstain Montview Abstain Moore Abstain

Mountain Pass Abstain Mountain Valley Abstain Mt. Baldy Abstain Mulholland 

National North Hills Abstain Ocean Abstain Olympic Abstain

Omega Abstain Orange Abstain Orange Coast Abstain Pacific Abstain

Pacific Coast Abstain Pacific Hills Abstain Palomares Abstain Pioneer Abstain

Prep Abstain Rio Hondo Abstain River Valley Abstain San Andreas Abstain

San Joaquin Abstain Santa Fe Sea View Abstain Skyline Abstain

Soledad Yes South Coast Abstain South Valley Southwestern Abstain

Sunbelt Abstain Sunkist Abstain Sunset Surf Abstain

Tri-County Premier Abstain Tri-Valley Abstain Trinity Abstain Valle Vista Abstain

Victory Wave Abstain Western Abstain Kristen Braun Abstain

Joelle Cardona Abstain Lauren Kamiyama Abstain Michelle Okayama Abstain Melissa Vandenbosch Abstain

Participant 123 Participant 99 Abstain Participant 100 Yes 1F1



SS 650
Small Schools Area Representative

(Academy, Agape, Ambassador, Arrowhead, Coastal, Cross Valley, Express, Gold Coast, 
Heritage, Independence, International, Liberty, Majestic, Mulholland, National, Olympic, 

Omega, Prep, San Joaquin, South Valley, Tri-County Premier, Victory, Western 
Leagues Only Vote)

Vote YES for David Parkes, Athletic Director, Ontario Christian HS
Vote NO for Jon Bahnsen, Athletic Director, Capistrano Valley Christian HS

605 Academy No Agape Yes Almont Abstain

Ambassador Yes Angelus Abstain Arrowhead No Baseline Abstain

 Bay Abstain Big VIII Abstain Camino Real Abstain

Channel Abstain Citrus Belt Abstain Citrus Coast Abstain Coast Valley Abstain

Coastal Yes Coastal Canyon Abstain Condor Abstain Crestview Abstain

Cross Valley Yes Del Rey Del Rio Abstain Desert Empire Abstain

Desert Sky Abstain Desert Valley Abstain Empire Abstain Express No

Foothill Abstain Freeway Abstain Frontier Abstain Garden Grove Abstain

Gateway Abstain Gold Coast Yes Golden Abstain Golden West Abstain

Hacienda Abstain Heritage Independence Yes Inland Valley Abstain

International Ivy Liberty Yes Majestic 

Marmonte Abstain Mid-Cities Abstain Miramonte Abstain Mission Abstain

Mission Valley Abstain Mojave River Abstain Montview Abstain Moore Abstain

Mountain Pass Abstain Mountain Valley Abstain Mt. Baldy Abstain Mulholland 

National North Hills Abstain Ocean Abstain Olympic Yes

Omega No Orange Abstain Orange Coast Abstain Pacific Abstain

Pacific Coast Abstain Pacific Hills Abstain Palomares Abstain Pioneer Abstain

Prep No Rio Hondo Abstain River Valley Abstain San Andreas Abstain

San Joaquin No Santa Fe Sea View Abstain Skyline Abstain

Soledad Abstain South Coast Abstain South Valley Southwestern Abstain

Sunbelt Abstain Sunkist Abstain Sunset Surf Abstain

Tri-County Premier Yes Tri-Valley Abstain Trinity Abstain Valle Vista Abstain

Victory Wave Abstain Western No Kristen Braun Abstain

Joelle Cardona Abstain Lauren Kamiyama Abstain Michelle Okayama Abstain Melissa Vandenbosch Abstain

Participant 123 Participant 99 Abstain Participant 100 Abstain

Motion Carried     9 Yes     7 No     69 Abstain 1F1



SS 646
Proposed Revision to Bylaw 1223.3

Summertime Rules

605 Academy Yes Agape Yes Almont Yes

Ambassador Yes Angelus Abstain Arrowhead No Baseline Yes

 Bay Yes Big VIII Abstain Camino Real No

Channel No Citrus Belt No Citrus Coast No Coast Valley Yes

Coastal No Coastal Canyon No Condor Yes Crestview Yes

Cross Valley Yes Del Rey Del Rio Yes Desert Empire No

Desert Sky No Desert Valley No Empire Abstain Express Yes

Foothill No Freeway No Frontier No Garden Grove No

Gateway Yes Gold Coast Yes Golden No Golden West Yes

Hacienda No Heritage Independence Yes Inland Valley No

International Ivy Liberty Yes Majestic 

Marmonte No Mid-Cities Yes Miramonte No Mission Abstain

Mission Valley No Mojave River No Montview No Moore Yes

Mountain Pass No Mountain Valley No Mt. Baldy Yes Mulholland 

National North Hills Yes Ocean Yes Olympic No

Omega Yes Orange Yes Orange Coast No Pacific Yes

Pacific Coast No Pacific Hills No Palomares No Pioneer Yes

Prep Yes Rio Hondo No River Valley No San Andreas No

San Joaquin Abstain Santa Fe Sea View No Skyline No

Soledad No South Coast No South Valley Southwestern No

Sunbelt No Sunkist No Sunset Surf No

Tri-County Premier Abstain Tri-Valley No Trinity No Valle Vista No

Victory Wave Abstain Western Yes Kristen Braun No

Joelle Cardona No Lauren Kamiyama No Michelle Okayama No Melissa Vandenbosch No

Participant 123 Participant 99 No Participant 100 No

Motion Lost     28 Yes     50 No     7 Abstain 1F1



AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION • MEMBER NATIONAL FEDERATION OF STATE HIGH SCHOOL ASSOCIATIONS 

To: Federated Council 

Date: September 7, 2023 

Re: 2023-2024 Weighted Voting 

Proposal Originated:  Staff 

Proposal Reviewed Proposal Recommendation 
07/01/2023 – CIF Staff Forward to Executive Committee 
08/30/2023 – Executive Committee Reviewed and Forwarded to FC 

Type:  Bylaw 

Summary: This item requires no action by the Federated Council as per Bylaw 103. It is for 
information only and is brought to Federated Council to ensure the transparency of the process. 

Fiscal Impact:  None 

Background:    

103. WEIGHTED VOTING
A. Votes cast at any Federated Council meeting shall be determined according to a

weighted voting system. CIF Section votes shall be based upon:
(1) One (1) vote per 0-25 member schools; Plus
(2) One (1) vote per 0-25,000 students enrolled in the Section.

B. The Southern Section shall have weighted votes equal to double the second
largest Section.

C. The composition of member schools and enrollment shall be reviewed every year
based upon the prior year’s CBEDS enrollment and adjusted accordingly.

(Revised May 2000 Federated Council) 

V.B.1.
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2023-24 CIF FEDERATED COUNCIL WEIGHTED VOTES 
 

       BY SECTION 
6/22/2023 

  
  ( ) = number of weighted votes per category as per Bylaw 103 

 
 

CIF 
SECTION 

 
2022-23 

FEDERATED 
COUNCIL 

WEIGHTED 
VOTES 

 
2022-23 

NUMBER 
OF 

SCHOOLS 

 
 

2022-23 
9-12 

ENROLLMENT 

 
2023-24 

FEDERATED 
COUNCIL 

WEIGHTED 
VOTES 

 
2023-24 

NUMBER 
OF 

SCHOOLS 

 
 

2023-24 
9-12 

ENROLLMENT 

 
CENTRAL 

 
14 

 
129 
(6) 

 
177,988 

(8) 
14 

 
139 
(6) 

 
175,067 

(8) 
 

CENTRAL 
COAST 

 

 
 

14 

 
 

160 
(7) 

 
 

165,937 
(7) 

 
 

14 

 
 

159 
(7) 

 
 

161,124 
(7) 

 
LOS 

ANGELES 
 

 
 

14 

 
 

154 
(7) 

 
 

162,328 
(7) 

 
 

14 

 
 

153 
(7) 

 
 

159,111 
(7) 

 
NORTH 
COAST 

 

 
 

16 

 
 

175 
(8) 

 
 

176,034 
(8) 

 
 

15 

 
 

177 
(8) 

 
 

169,982 
(7) 

 
NORTHERN 

 
5 

 
68 
(3) 

 
28,785 

(2) 

 
5 

 
67 
(3) 

 
27,327 

(2) 
 

OAKLAND 
 
3 

 
28 
(2) 

 
14,664 

(1) 

 
3 

 
31 
(2) 

 
15,458 

(1) 
 

SAC-
JOAQUIN 

 

 
 

18 

 
 

195 
(8) 

 
 

230,808 
(10) 

 
 

17 

 
 

195 
(8) 

 
 

222,650 
(9) 

 
SAN DIEGO 

 

 
13 

 
128 
(6) 

 
163,117 

(7) 

 
13 

 
128 
(6) 

 
162,841 

(7) 
 

SAN 
FRANCISCO 

 

 
 

2 

 
 

17 
(1) 

 
 

17,412 
(1) 

 
 

2 

 
 

17 
(1) 

 
 

15,555 
(1) 

 
SOUTHERN 

 
36 
 

 
561 

 
743,200 

 

 
34 
 

 
558 

 
712,956 

 
 

TOTALS 
 

135 
 

1,615 
 

1,880,273 
 

131 
 

1,624 
 

1,822,071 
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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: August 31, 2023 

Submitted by: 

Name of representative: Joel Hartmann 

School of representative: Mater Dei High School Telephone:  (714) 754-0750 

Check one of the following: 

X League Proposal.  Name of League: Trinity League 

  Advisory Committee Proposal.  Committee Name: 

 Executive Committee Proposal.  Submitted by:  

Rule Change: 

Rule Number Affected:  1904  Implementation Date: 2024 

Abstract:  (Please add any supporting documents.) 

Start the Fall Cross Country season 2 week earlier. For 2024, August 19th. 

See attached document 

Council First Read:        Council Action Date: 

Date Proposal will take effect on member schools: August 1, 2024 

See reverse side for additional information. 

SS 656



Financial Impact on Member School and Southern Section (Attach an analysis and supporting 

documents): 

For CIF Southern Section schools fielding Cross Country teams – No financial 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.” 

SS 656



The Trinity League proposes the following changes to the Cross Country bylaws. 

Bylaw 1904 

Proposed language: 

1904. STARTING DATE FOR INDIVIDUAL COMPETITION 

Interscholastic competition in cross country may not start until September 1 August 19. 

Background: The starting date for Cross Country in the Southern Section has traditionally been on or 

about the first Saturday of September. 

Rationale: 

1. 7 of the 8 CIF Sections start the Fall Cross Country Season earlier. See 2023 First Contest dates

below. Length of season for all State Cross Country will now be fairly consistent with all Sections.

Central 8/14 Central Coast 8/24 

Los Angeles 8/11 North Coast 8/7 

Sac-Joaquin 8/18 San Diego 8/15 

Southern 8/31 

2. Majority of CIF Southern Section Fall Sports start earlier than Cross Country. See 2022 First Contest

dates below. Many school districts are starting school prior to the Labor Day weekend. Cross

Country will be able to begin competition earlier consistent with other Fall Sports.

Football  8/18   Girls Volleyball 8/12 

Boys Water Polo 8/21   Girls Tennis 8/21 

Girls Golf 8/21 

3. An earlier start date will not impact the End of Competition date (Bylaw 1906) for Southern Section

teams.

4. An earlier start date will not impact the Maximum Contest requirement set by Bylaw 1206.D of 14

total dual, triangular, or invitational meets during the season for Southern Section teams. Member

schools will still have to abide to this bylaw.

5. Expanded season will allow early meets to be distributed over 3 weekends instead of only one. In

2022 there were 10 meets in the CIF Southern Section the first weekend of competition.

https://prepcaltrack.com/cross-country-schedule/

6. Expanded season will allow schools more meet choices early in the season as well as allow programs

to adjust training which will be more beneficial for each individual program.

7. Many high schools start school earlier now either the 2nd or 3rd week of August.

8. An earlier start could open the possibility of prelims/finals a week earlier, so CIF Southern Section

could get a week off between Finals and/or State.

SS 656
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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: September 1, 2023 

Submitted by: 

Name of representative:  Timothy Walsh – Golden West League Coordinator 

Eric Henninger – Proposal Spokesperson 

School of representative:  Ocean View High School  Telephone: 714-848-0656 

Garden Grove High School  Telephone: 714-663-6115 

Check one of the following: 

 League Proposal.  Name of League: Golden West 

  Advisory Committee Proposal.  Committee Name: 

 Executive Committee Proposal.  Submitted by:   

Rule Change: 

Rule Number Affected: 3519.1 through 3519.7, 3520.2 Implementation Date: July 1, 2024 

Abstract:  (Please add any supporting documents.) 

Schools will be placed into playoff divisions on a yearly basis for the sports listed utilizing a formula 

based upon current regular season results for each sport.  Seeding in each division will follow the final 

rankings regardless of league affiliation or league finish. 

Council First Read: September 28, 2023 Council Action Date: January 30, 2024 

Date Proposal will take effect on member schools: July 1, 2024 

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

documents): 

 

 

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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3519 PLAYOFF GROUPINGS – COMPETITIVE EQUITY 

 
The following procedures for the creation of playoff groupings will be in effect for the sports 

listed below: 

 

Fall Sports – Football, Team Golf (Girls), Tennis (Girls), Volleyball (Girls), Water Polo (Boys) 

Winter Sports –Basketball (Boys/Girls), Soccer (Boys/Girls), Water Polo (Girls) 

Spring Sports – Baseball, Team Beach Volleyball (Girls), Team Golf (Boys), Lacrosse 

(Boys/Girls), Softball, Tennis (Boys), Volleyball (Boys) 

 

3519.1   Individual sSchools will be evaluated and placed into divisions on a yearly basis for the 

sports listed above utilizing a formula based entirely on current regular season results. Final 

rankings and divisional placements will be determined and released at the end of the 

current regular season. Seeding in each division will follow the final rankings, regardless of 

league affiliation or league finish. For example, in a sixteen-team bracket, the #1 seed, 

determined by the final rankings for that division, will play #16, the #2 seed will play #15, 

etc. The higher seeded team will host the first-round contest and then CIF Southern Section 

Bylaw 3504, Host Team After the First Round, will be followed for all subsequent contests. 

which includes the following factors: regular season record, strength of schedule and Southern 

Section playoff performance over a two‐ year period. (For example, in Baseball and Softball, the 

data from the 2019 and 2020 seasons will be used to formulate divisions for the 2021 season. 

After the 2020 season is concluded, the data from the 2019 season will be removed and the data 

from the 2020 and 2021 seasons will be used to formulate divisions for the 2022 season.) The 

formula will be applied to each school resulting in the creation of competitive equity power 

rankings for individual schools, using that school’s competitive performance as the only criteria 

for establishing playoff divisions. 

 

3519.2   Once individual school power rankings for each sport are completed, after the conclusion 

of each sport season, playoff divisions will be created. Playoff divisions will be published in the 

Sport Preview for each sport, along with an explanation of the formula utilized in creating playoff 

divisions for that sport. 

 

3519.3   2  It is MANDATORY that all Southern Section member schools enter the results of 

ALL regular season contests and Southern Section playoff contests into the CIFSSHome system 

immediately following each game. (www.cifsshome.org) within 2 weeks of your team’s last 

contest  

 

3519.4    3   Member schools who fail to accurately enter full and complete regular season results 

and/or Southern Section playoff results into the CIFSSHome system, in any of the sports listed 

above, will not be placed into a playoff division for the upcoming season and will be ineligible to 

participate in the Southern Section Championships in that sport for that year. 

 

3519.5    4   Leagues are guaranteed their appropriate number of entries into the Southern Section 

Championships, per current Southern Section Blue Book Rule 3514. 

 

3519.6 Appeals of divisional placements will only be considered regarding inaccurate 

information provided by member schools. If that is the case, the school must send a request, in 

writing, to the Assistant Commissioner in charge of the particular sport(s), seeking a 

reconsideration of their divisional placement based upon corrected information provided by the 

school. 

  

SS 657
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3519.7   In the sport of 8-Man and 11-Man football, individual schools will be evaluated and 

placed into divisions on a yearly basis utilizing a formula based entirely on current regular season 

results. Final power rankings, and divisional placements, will be determined and released at the 

end of the current regular season. Seeding of all playoff brackets in each division will follow the 

final power rankings in that division, regardless of league affiliation or league finish. For 

example, in the First Round, the #1 seed, determined by the final power rankings for that division, 

will play #16, the #2 seed will play #15, etc. The higher seeded team will host the First-Round 

contest and then CIF Southern Section Bylaw 3304, Host Team After the First Round, will be 

followed for all subsequent contests. 

 

3520.2  Boys and Girls Team Golf – Individual schools will be placed into divisions on a yearly 

basis utilizing a formula including the following factors (previous years’ performance in the CIF 

Southern Section Golf Championships as well as league performance in post‐season play). Data 

will be used from the previous two (2) years to help formulate divisions. This formula will allow 

competitive equity to be used in establishing playoff divisions. Each league will receive, at 

minimum, League Champions for automatic entry, with additional playoff sports available per 

league and division as warranted. 
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AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION • MEMBER NATIONAL FEDERATION OF STATE HIGH SCHOOL ASSOCIATIONS 

To: Federated Council 

Date:  September 7, 2023 

Re: Executive Committee Special Election 

Type:  Election  

Proposal Summary:  As per the CIF Article 70.G.(1), when there is a vacancy on the CIF 
Executive Committee, that committee member shall be replaced at the next Executive 
Committee meeting with the individual receiving the next highest vote during the last regularly 
held election. Since all candidates at the last election are serving on the current Executive 
Committee, the next step is to conduct an election at the October 2023 Federated Council 
meeting in order to fill the vacancy. Nominations were sought from eligible Sections and Allied 
Organizations and the following Federated Council members have volunteered to be candidates 
to serve the remainder of the two-year term on the CIF Executive Committee. 
The following candidates have been nominated and have agreed to place their name for 
consideration to serve a two-year term on the CIF Executive Committee: 
Dr. Paula Hart Rodas, Southern Section 
Robert Poyer, Los Angeles City Section 
Doug Williams, Northern Section 

70.G. Change in Status or in Workplace, Vacancy
(1) Change in Status

With the exception of the Past-President, the representative from the State
Department of Education and representatives of Allied Organizations, any
committee member whose status changes so as not to be directly accountable to, or
a voting member of, a local board of education or school(s) governing body shall
not continue to be a voting member of the Executive Committee. With the
exception of the current officers, that committee member shall be replaced at the
next Executive Committee meeting by the individual (if eligible) receiving the next
highest vote during the last regularly held election, or in the case of an at-large
representative, a new representative will be appointed by the Executive Committee
at its next regularly scheduled meeting. In the event there is no one eligible, an
election will be held to fill the vacancy at the next regularly scheduled Federated
Council meeting.

V.C.1.
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CIF State Executive Committee Nominee 

Name:  Dr. Paula Hart Rodas 

Organization/Position: Director of Secondary Educational Services, Monrovia USD 

CIF Section:  Southern Section  

EXPERIENCE 

Education Administration/ Teaching Positions: 

Director of Secondary Educational Services, Monrovia Unified School District, 2022 – present 

Principal, Lawndale High School, Centinela Valley Union High School District, 2014 - 2022 

Associate Principal of Athletics, Leuzinger High School, Centinela Valley Union High School District, 2013 
- 2014

Vice Principal & Director of Athletics, Mira Costa High School, Manhattan Beach Unified School District, 
2008 - 2012 

Vice Principal, Manhattan Beach Middle School, Manhattan Beach Unified School District, 2007 - 2008 

Microbiology Professor, Marymount College, Palos Verdes, 2006 - 2007 

Science Teacher & Department Chair, Miraleste Intermediate School, Palos Verdes Peninsula Unified 
School District, 1998 - 2007 

Science Teacher & Volleyball Coach, David Starr Jordan High School, Long Beach Unified School District, 
1996 - 1998 

Athletic Administration/Oversight: 

NFL Chargers/Rams League of Champions Girls’ Flag Football Head Coach, Lawndale High School, 2021 
- 2022

United States Youth Volleyball League, Head Coach, 11 & Under (Co-Ed), 2013

Director of Athletics & Vice Principal, Mira Costa High School, 2007- 2012

David Starr Jordan High School Volleyball Coach 
Girls Volleyball Head Coach; Boys Volleyball Assistant Coach, 1996 – 1998 

Other professional positions related to education-based athletics: 

CIF Pursuing Victory with Honor Trainer Certification, 2009 

CIF Southern Section Athletics Administrators Summit, Principal’s Roundtable Panelist, 2021 

CIF Southern Section Executive Committee, President-Elect, 2023 - present 

CIF Federated Council, Southern Section Representative, 2018 - present 

CIF Southern Section Executive Committee, Coast Area Representative, 2014 - 2022 

CIF Southern Section, Athletic Trainer Task Force, 2018 - 19 

CIF Southern Section, Public/Private Committee, 2013 – present 

California PBIS Coalition Annual Conference, Presenter: Building School Culture & Community, 2018 

Citrus Belt Area Athletic Directors’ Association, Women in Sports Conference Presenter, 2018 

Girls Got Game: Women in Sports Celebration & Conference Speaker, 2017 
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Los Angeles Rams Women’s History Month Youth Empowerment Webinar Panelist, 2023 

NFHS Coaching Principles and First Aid for Coaches Trainer Certification, 2011 

NCAA Division II National Tournament, Women’s Volleyball, Regis College, 1989 

Southern California Commission for Women Annual Convening Panelist, Los Angeles County 
Commission for Women, 2023 
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CIF State Executive Committee Nominee 

Name:  Robert Poyer 

Organization/Position:  University Prep Vaue High School 

CIF Section:  CIF City Section  

EXPERIENCE 

Education Administration/ Teaching Positions 
Athletic Administration/Oversight 

Current high school principal for 7 years and 19 years in the Value Schools Charter Management 
Organization.  Served as Dean of Students, Assistant principal in charge of Athletics,  Special Education 
teacher, PE Teacher, Athletic Director and Basketball Coach for 14 seasons before moving into the 
Principal role.  I am currently the President of the CIF City Section Board of Managers. 

Other professional positions related to education-based athletics 

Served on the Board of Managers for the CIF City Section for over 10 years and the executive committee 
for over 4 years.  I am honored to be considered for the executive committee of the CIF Federated 
Council. 
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CIF State Executive Committee Nominee 

Name:  Douglas J. Williams 

Organization/Position:  Principal, Chico High School, NCIF Federated Council Representative 

CIF Section:  Northern Section 

EXPERIENCE: 

Teaching/Admin.: Social Science Teacher 14 yrs., HS Asst. Principal 4 yrs., HS Principal 10 Yrs. 

Athletic Admin./Oversite: AP over Athletics, E.A.L. President 2 terms, NCIF Section President 
Elect, President and Past President, NCIF Federated Council, NCIF Executive Committee. 

Education-based Athletics Positions: CIF Coach Football, Baseball 14 yrs., NCIF rules 
Committee, NCIF League Alignment Chair, NCIF Playoff Committee Chair, Athlete Committed 
program implementation. 

I am proud to be a life-long example of education-based athletics. 

Player:  As a student athlete in high school I played on multiple sports teams at a CIF 
participating school and maintained a high academic GPA while holding student leadership 
positions.  I continued these characteristics at U.C. Davis where I played Football as a 
defensive back and graduated with a B.A. 

Coach:  The focus of my 14 years as a Baseball and Football coach at CIF High Schools 
centered around student athlete successes both on and off the field. 

School Site Admin: I continue to be involved in site, league and section level athletic 
leadership committees and I work to implement State level programs within our section. 

Parent:  I was proud to watch all of my four children excel as student athletes in high school 
in multiple sports with league, section and State level victories/awards. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE APPEAL HEARINGS – FORMAT 

1) Introductions

- President of the Executive Committee (Chairperson for the appeal hearing)

- Appellant

- Respondent

2) Presentations

- Appellant

- Respondent

3) Rebuttal (Anything else, if necessary)

- Appellant

- Respondent

4) Questions, Clarifications from the Executive Committee

5) Open Deliberation by the Executive Committee

6) Motion to Approve – From an Executive Committee member, (Should always be a

positive motion to approve), Second, Discussion…

7) Call for the Vote – From an Executive Committee member

8) Vote – Electronic

9) The decision of the Executive Committee is FINAL
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TROY HIGH SCHOOL 
A 21ST Century National Blue Ribbon High School 

A National New American High School 
A California Distinguished High School 

______________________________________________________________________ 
2200 East Dorothy Lane, Fullerton, California  92831  (714) 626-4400

WILLIAM V. MYNSTER, Ph.D., PRINCIPAL   STEVE McLAUGHLIN, Ed. D., SUPERINTENDENT

BEFORE THE CALIFORNIA INTERSCHOLASTIC FEDERATION-SOUTHERN 

SECTION ON RELEAGUING COMMENCING 2024-2025 SCHOOL YEAR 

In the matter of CIF-SS Releaguing 

Configuration regarding Troy High 

School 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

APPEAL – TROY HIGH 

SCHOOL, Fullerton, CA 

September 7, 2023 

I. INTRODUCTION

Troy High School (“TRHS”), Fullerton, CA, appeals the non-football re-leaguing 

decision of the Orange County Area Placement (“OCAP”) and California Interscholastic 

Federation Southern Section (“CIF-SS”) on May 15, 2023. This appeal is based upon “the re-

leaguing criteria and process” that violated the following Orange County Area Schools 

Releaguing Bylaws, 2024-2026 (“Bylaws”) (Attachment “A”):  

1. Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0, mandating that the re-leaguing proposals must affect the least

amount of member schools as reasonably possible;

2. Bylaw 40.0, mandating that Principals of schools requesting relief begin the meeting with

a five-minute presentation that may include their school information and one (1) new

2024-2026 re-leaguing proposal;

3. Bylaw 22.0, mandating that all “Releaguing Proposals must be written on the Orange

County Area Releaguing Proposal Form”;

4. The introductory section of the Releaguing Bylaws also states that “Releaguing Proposals

protocols and procedures will not discriminate against one or more member schools”; and

5. Bylaws 23.0 and 40.0, mandating that re-leaguing proposals must provide reasonable and

equal application of the following three criteria: competitive equity (strength of program),

geography (travel time), and enrollment (school population).

Important Note: Bylaw 24.0 states, “*Any reference in this document to the word ‘league’ refers 

to a duly constituted league or conference formed in the last Releaguing cycle.” 

II. PROCEDURAL VIOLATIONS

Procedural violations were committed during the OCAP re-leaguing process that require 

granting this TRHS appeal and nullifying TRHS’s placement with respect to the final non-
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football re-leaguing proposal set to commence with the 2024-2025 year. This appeal does not 

pertain to re-leaguing with respect to “football only” Orange County conferencing decision.  

 

The 2024-2026 CIF Releaguing Cycle consolidated all Orange County area schools’ 

football teams into one county-wide conference. During the process, member schools were 

required to vote on football-only re-leaguing proposals before considering the re-leaguing of all 

other CIF sports. As the push to consolidate all Orange County area school’s football teams into 

one football-only conference reflected a larger trend, TRHS agreed to the final Football-Only 

Releaguing Proposal at the May 15, 2023 meeting. TRHS agreed to move the football program 

into this larger conference because discussion around football placement has always been the 

driving factor behind any re-leaguing conversations in the past. All other sports receive 

secondary consideration. TRHS decided that by removing football from the discussions, member 

schools could focus more clearly on the other sports.  The TRHS decision was also a show of 

goodwill and a way to pilot TRHS’s participation in a larger conference prior to re-leaguing all 

other sports. Despite this agreement, TRHS made it abundantly clear throughout the process, 

however, that they did not want to join another league or conference for all other CIF sports.  

 

From the beginning, the 2024-2026 Orange County Area Placement process appeared to 

be explicitly motivated by factors outside the three criteria allowed for consideration under 

Bylaw 23.0 and by discrimination toward member schools in violation of the Introduction of the 

Bylaws against intentional or unintentional discrimination against any member schools. During 

the February 8 and April 24, 2023 re-leaguing meetings, an athletic director from another 

member school openly and blatantly campaigned for the Freeway League’s elimination and 

subsequent placement of TRHS in another league despite no request by TRHS for relief or 

alternative placement. For example, the athletic director bitterly stated, “The Freeway League 

has been together 42 years. It’s time for you guys to play ball and join the rest of us.” This 

athletic director demonstrated other illegitimate reasons in support of the 2024-2026 placement 

by saying, “[His conference’s] goal is to expand. We have 9 teams and would like to get to 15.”  

Furthermore, his and others’ supported proposals discriminated against private schools. This was 

made clear in statements by him and others during the multiple meetings that stated, “We do not 

want schools without borders.” 

 

This same athletic director also repeatedly advocated to disband the Freeway League 

schools under the pretense that Buena Park High School needed relief with statements such as, 

“If I were student or family at Buena Park [High School], I would sue the District for not 

providing relief.” Buena Park High School, however, never requested relief and competes well 

within the Freeway League from year to year. His conference representatives and others, who 

supported the ultimate re-leaguing proposal, demonstrated their complete disregard for the three 

criteria required in Bylaw 23.0 throughout the series of re-leaguing committees that took place 

from February to May 2023. Their open discrimination against private schools was a determining 

factor in the ultimate passage of a proposal that placed TRHS in a different league specifically to 

create a larger conference that would benefit those schools already in that conference. 
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On April 24, 2023, the Athletic Directors approved three Athletic Director Releaguing 

Proposals for non-football sports that were posted in advance of the May 15, 2023 re-leaguing 

meeting. In violation of Bylaw 22.0, not all of these proposals were submitted on the “Orange 

County Area Releaguing Proposal Form” (Attachment B is the only form available on the OCAP 

website).  At least three different forms were used for these proposals.   

 

At the May 15, 2023 meeting for Principals, member schools voted on the final 2024-

2026 Releaguing Proposal based on incomplete information in violation of Bylaw 40.  Per Bylaw 

39.0, the purpose of the May 15, 2023 meeting is for Principals (“Orange County Area 

Representatives”) to “review recommended Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals (from April 

24, 2023) and provide time for member school Principals seeking relief, new member school 

Principals, and each league/conference an opportunity to present one (1) new Relief Releaguing 

Proposal.” At the beginning of this meeting, as required by Bylaw 40, the Principals of schools 

requesting relief were to receive five minutes to present school information regarding their 

reasons for requesting relief as well as 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal. This mandated 

procedure was entirely neglected as the May 15 meeting agenda (Attachment C) and meeting 

minutes (Attachment D) exhibit.   

 

Instead of following this procedure in the Bylaws and giving schools requesting relief 

five minutes to present, the meeting began with a clear focus on solving the Football-Only 

Conferencing question first.  The non-football proposals and counterproposals were addressed 

only after the Football-Only issue was resolved, and member schools requesting relief were 

denied time to present. Without this key information, Principals decided on proposals not 

knowing which schools were requesting relief nor how the proposals would provide relief. As far 

as TRHS knew, the creation of the football-only conference may have solved these relief 

questions but there was no way to know. 

 

At the May 15, 2023 meeting, Principals were presented with three additional non-

football counterproposals that had been compiled during private, informal meetings leading up to 

May 15.  As stated above, none of the original non-football proposals nor counterproposals 

indicated which schools were requesting relief nor how that relief was being satisfied.  The 

discussions following each proposal at the May 15 meeting clearly demonstrated that certain 

existing leagues and conferences supported proposals based on the creation or expansion of 

conferences to benefit their members, without concern for other impacted schools. However, 

expanding a conference is not one of the criteria for re-leaguing as required by Bylaw 23.0. The 

resulting proposed conferences also failed to affect the least number of schools as reasonably 

possible as required in Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0.   

 

Several member schools also directly expressed during the May 15 meeting that they 

would not support proposals that added private schools, or “schools without borders” as they 

referred to them, to their league or conference.  This clear discrimination of private schools not 

only violated the Bylaws, but also severely limited the process of finding the best possible relief 

proposals that would impact the least schools. The only way to increase conference sizes without 
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adding private schools and while addressing schools that requested relief was to break up a 

league whose member schools did not request relief.  

 

For example, one of the new counterproposals, non-Football Proposal 4 (Attachment E), 

that would ultimately become the final 2024-2026 Placement, affected 100% of member schools 

across Orange County. The proposal breached Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0, which state that 

“Releaguing Proposals should affect the least amount of member schools as reasonably 

possible.”  When leagues or conferences affected by any of the proposals could submit new 

counterproposals, the Freeway League representatives, including TRHS, created and presented 

an alternate proposal, non-Football Proposal 7 (Attachment F), in an attempt to affect the least 

schools reasonably possible while also working to satisfy the desire of certain conferences to 

expand or be created.  The Freeway League’s counterproposal not only addressed all schools that 

requested relief, but also affected a smaller number of member schools.  The counterproposal 

also expanded the conferences that wanted expansion and created conferences for member 

schools who wanted it.  Again, some member schools and leagues spoke out against the Freeway 

League counterproposal using the plainly discriminatory reasoning that they did not want private 

schools in their league or conference. 

 

Over the objections of TRHS and other Orange County schools, the non-Football 

Proposal 4 (Attachments G and H) passed although Proposal 4 was the result of meetings that 

failed to comply with the required procedures set forth in multiple Bylaws indicated above.  

Additionally, during the voting process, member schools expressed that they were unable to 

support non-Football Proposal 7 because they were pressured not to upset schools within their 

respective school districts. However, Bylaw 23.0 mandates that schools consider only three 

criteria, one of which does not include a fear of upsetting other schools within their district.  

 

The 2024-2026 OCAP is the unfortunate outcome of a loose process driven by a few 

outspoken participants rather than the Bylaws’ stated intention of preventing “inconsistent and 

unequal application of protocol, procedures, and guidelines that would intentionally or 

unintentionally discriminate against one or more than one member school” while also providing 

reasonable and equal application of the accepted criteria—competitive equity (strength of 

program), geography (travel time), and enrollment (school population).  Creating conferences 

and keeping “schools without borders” out of one’s respective conference were prioritized over 

focusing on the schools that requested relief, making sure proposals affected the least number of 

schools, and considering of the three accepted criteria. 

 

III. SECONDARY CONSIDERATIONS 

 

Though TRHS never requested relief, TRHS will be adversely impacted by the 

significant resources it must divert to accommodate the re-leaguing resulting from the 2024-2026 

OCAP process to ensure its students can safely participate.  For 42 years, TRHS students 

traveled within a five-mile radius to attend games at schools within their own school district 

(Fullerton Joint Union High School District or “FJUHSD”). As a result of short travel times and 

ease of coordination among FJUHSD schools, TRHS could start their games after class hours 
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(8:30 AM – 3:30 PM) and share their resources to participate in CIF-SS. Now in a new 

placement, TRHS student athletes and teachers who coach will potentially have to miss up to 

three classes during away games. TRHS will have to fund increased transportation, purchase 

athletic equipment, and build out their athletic facilities at an incredible expense to maintain 

competitive equity.   

 

Applying the Bylaw’s process for developing Orange County area schools re-leaguing 

requires the reasonable and equal application of three accepted criteria. TRHS finds that the 

2024-2026 placement decreases its competitive equity, increases travel time, and affects 

enrollment. Therefore, TRHS must implement costly changes having been re-leagued without 

having requested relief for a placement that improves its own competitive equity, geography, or 

enrollment. 

 

1. Competitive Equity Impacts  

 

There are many examples of competitive equity throughout the 24 sports in the Freeway 

League including, Baseball, Boys/Girls Basketball, Boys/Girls Soccer, Softball, Boys/Girls 

Swimming & Diving, Boys/Girls Tennis, Boys/Girls Volleyball, Boys/Girls Water Polo, 

Boys/Girls Wrestling, Football, Boys/Girls Golf, Boys/Girls Cross Country, Boys/Girls Track & 

Field. 

Troy High School has been very successful with a high percentage of teams making CIF 

playoffs each year.  For the last two years, here are the Troy High School playoff statistics: 

 

2021/22  

• Football 

• Girls Basketball 

• Boys Soccer 

• Boys and Girls Golf 

• Boys and Girls XC 

• Boys and Girls Swim 

• Boys Water Polo 

• Girls Soccer 

• Boys Volleyball 

• Boys and Girls Track and Field 

• Boys and Girls Tennis 

(70% of teams made CIF playoffs) 

 

2022/23 

• Football 

• Girls Basketball 

• Boys Basketball 

• Boys and Girls Golf 

• Boys and Girls XC 

• Boys and Girls Swim 
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• Boys Water Polo 

• Girls Soccer 

• Boys Volleyball 

• Boys and Girls Track and Field 

• Boys and Girls Tennis 

(70% of teams made CIF playoffs) 

 

2. Geography/Distance 

 

With the proposed re-leaguing placement, TRHS will now be required to travel longer 

distances to athletic contests causing unnecessary attendance issues for both student athletes and 

coaching staff members. 

 

Map 1. Contested 2024-2025 Century Conference. 

 

 

Purple: TRHS 

 

Star icon: Former 

Freeway League 
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Map 2. Freeway League’s Alternate Plan, 2024-2025 Conferences. 

  
 

Century Conference Schools Roundtrip to TRHS (mi) 

Crean Lutheran 41 mi 

Esperanza 12 mi 

Yorba Linda 14 mi 

Pacifica 25 mi 

Brea Olinda 8 mi 

El Dorado 6 mi 

El Modeno 22 mi 

Villa Park 16 mi 

Canyon 18 mi 

Foothill 28 mi 

Cypress 25 mi 

 

TRHS student athletes and teachers will have less time in the classroom because of 

earlier game times and because they will have to travel longer distances for the games. With this 

change that the 2024-2025 Placement imposes on TRHS, TRHS student athletes and teachers 

will have to miss up to three classes and even lunch, depending on what time the game begins. 

As of now, student athletes already use their lunch period to ask teachers for assignments and 

make up quizzes and exams. TRHS students are not on a block schedule, meaning they do not 

have a free period in the day that can be used for those purposes instead. Both athlete students 

and non-athlete students will be affected alike by their teachers frequent and prolonged absence 

from class.  

 

The 2024-2025 Placement will require TRHS to rely on and pay for charter buses to 

travel to their games. Currently, TRHS requires transportation for athletics from 1pm-10pm and 

Red: Century 

Conference 

 

Purple: Freeway 

League 
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is part of a high school-only district that does not provide bussing except for special education 

students. FJUHSD does not own or control a fleet of buses that are available for use after school 

hours like other unified school districts with large bus fleets. To date, FJUHSD made do with 

fewer cars because it will “double up” transportation among the Freeway League’s various 

schools and teams. For example, after an FJUHSD bus drops off Sonora High School’s baseball 

team at TRHS, the same bus will pick up and transport TRHS’s basketball team to their game. 

Traveling short distances between schools has also contributed to making TRHS’s participation 

in the Freeway League possible despite FJUHSD’s shortage on buses. If TRHS competes in the 

Century Conference, using available FJUHSD transportation will be completely untenable, and 

there will be no way to participate in CIF without paying for charter buses throughout the year 

for all teams.  

 

3. Enrollment Impacts 

 

A league/conference’s competitive equity increases with greater similarity among the 

schools’ size and resources. Larger schools have greater talent pools than smaller schools, and 

school districts in higher-income areas are more advantaged.  

 

The current CIF-SS Placement will place TRHS in a league that has greater disparities in 

enrollment size. In the Freeway League, the difference between schools with the most and least 

students enrolled was 865. In the 2024-2025 Century Conference, however, the range in school 

enrollment between schools with the most and least students enrolled is 1,861. Even after taking 

outlier private school, Crean Lutheran, out of the calculation, the difference is still large at 1,384.  

Table 1. Century Conference and Golden Empire Student Enrollment 

High School  

Proposed 2024-26 

Placement 

2022-2023 

Enrollment 

Crean Lutheran Century 959 

Esperanza Century 1436 

Yorba Linda Century 1568 

Pacifica Century 1648 

Brea Olinda Century 1681 

Sonora Century 1730 

Buena Park Golden Empire 1804 

Fullerton Golden Empire 1880 

El Dorado Century 2034 

El Modena Century 2040 

La Habra Century 2054 

Villa Park Century 2110 

Canyon Century 2131 

Foothill Century 2276 

Sunny Hills  Century 2429 

Troy Century 2594 

Cypress Century 2820 
California Department of Education, Annual Enrollment Data, SY 

2022-2023, available at: 

https://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/page2.asp?level=School&subject=

Enrollment&submit1=Submit  
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Demographic differences between schools must also be considered when taking 

enrollment into account as overall numbers of students is not a completely accurate indicator of 

helping to provide competitive equity. 

 

IV. CONCLUSION 

 

Troy High School thanks you for your consideration of its appeal. We would be pleased 

to respond to any questions you may have.  

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

William V. Mynster 

_____________________ 

William V. Mynster, Ph.D. 

 

 

Attachments: 

Attachment A – Orange County Area Placement Bylaws 

Attachment B – Orange County Area Releaguing Proposal Form from OCAP Website 

Attachment C – May 15, 2023 Meeting Agenda 

Attachment D – May 15, 2023 Meeting Minutes 

Attachment E – Non Football Proposal 4 from May 15, 2023 

Attachment F – Freeway League Counterproposal from May 15, 2023 (Non Football Proposal 7) 

Attachment G – May 15, 2023 Voting Results to Determine Final Proposal 

Attachment H – May 15, 2023 Final Voting Result on Non Football Proposal #4 
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Attachment A 

Process:  

Orange County Area Schools Releaguing Bylaws 2024-2026  

The process for developing Orange County Area Schools Releaguing shall:  

1. Provide reasonable and equal application of accepted criteria:  

o Competitive Equity (strength of program)  

o Geography (travel time)  

o Enrollment (student population)  

2. Maintain Brown Act Compliance (“intended to provide public access to meetings”)  

3. Follow CIF Southern Section Blue Book rules and policies  

Orange County Area Placement is a two-year releaguing cycle for all sports. (Approved March 13, 2017). 

Releaguing Proposals: All Releaguing Proposals must provide evidence of the above-accepted criteria.  

Releaguing Proposals protocols and procedures will not discriminate against one or more member schools. 

Releaguing Proposal protocols, procedure and guidelines must be inclusive and applied with consistency and 

equality (same opportunity when policy is applied). We must prevent the inconsistent and unequal application of 

Releaguing Proposal protocols, procedures and guidelines that would intentionally or unintentionally discriminate 

against one or more than one member school while creating single sport alignment, leagues or conferences.  

Releaguing Proposals must include all member schools.  

Blue Book Sections: CIFSS Section Bylaw 32 (pages 37-40) - Area Placement and Releaguing Process/Appeals 

CIFSS Section Bylaw 507 (page 109)- Section Alignment of Leagues  

Bylaws: 

Chairperson, Parliamentarian, Secretary and Dues  

1.0 Mr. Michael P. Brennan will preside as Chairperson with the assistance of Dr. John Dahlem (Parliamentarian) 

and Mr. Joel Hartmann (Secretary). 

2.0 Releaguing Dues will be $50.00 per school. Dues may be used to pay for expenses such as snacks, water, 

location and parking. Checks should be made out to “Trinity League” and mailed to Mater Dei High School c/o 

Mr. Joel Hartmann 1202 West Edinger Ave. Santa Ana, California 92707. If expenses are greater than revenue, 

a simple majority vote will increase Releaguing Dues. Dues is to be paid on or before April 3, 2023, for this 

Releaguing Cycle.  

Membership and Voting Privileges  

3.0 Orange County Area Representative Principals are committee members and thus have voting privileges. 

4.0 Voting is restricted to schools that are members of the organization and in operation with students. This includes 

new member schools recently approved by the CIF SS for Orange County Placement. 

5.0 Schools (not yet opened but have plans to open/no students) assigned through area placement may participate in 

Releaguing (voting privileges) provided a simple majority of voting members approve. 

6.0 If a Principal cannot attend a meeting, he or she must send an Administrative Designee from the same school. 

The Administrative Designee from the same school will have voting privileges based on written authorization. 

Therefore, schools must be present to exercise voting privileges (no proxy votes). 

7.0 If a Principal is unable to attend, the principal must provide written authorization for the Administrative 

Designee (from the same school) to have voting privileges. For voting privileges to occur, written authorization 

must be received in advance of the scheduled meeting start time. If written authorization arrives after the scheduled 

meeting  

begins, the Administrative Designee will forfeit voting privileges for that meeting only, unless a simple majority of 

voting members vote to reinstate voting privileges. Written authorization must be on school letter head, include the 

Principal’s signature and Administrative Designees name and position. Written authorization must be emailed to the 

Releaguing Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org).  
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8.0 At the April 24th Athletic Directors meeting, only Athletic Directors will have voting privileges to determine 

three (3) Athletic Director proposals. Schools must be present to exercise voting privileges (no proxy voting). If an 

Athletic Director cannot attend he/she must send an Athletic Director Designee (from the same school) to have 

voting privileges. For voting privileges to occur, written authorization must be received in advance of the scheduled 

meeting start time. If written authorization arrives after the scheduled meeting begins, the Athletic Director 

Designee will forfeit voting privileges for that meeting only, unless a simple majority of voting members vote to 

reinstate voting privileges. Written authorization must be on school letterhead, include the Athletic Director 

signature, Athletic Director Designees name and position. Written authorization must be emailed to the Releaguing 

Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org). After this meeting, all voting privileges will return to 

Principals. This is the only meeting that Athletic Directors have voting privileges.  

Media, Brown Act, Roberts Rules of Order, Agendas, Videotape and Minutes/Notes  

9.0 Meetings are open to the media. Each media representative must introduce him or herself to the Chairperson, 

Parliamentarian or Secretary. 

10.0 Meetings are subject to the Brown Act and will follow an agenda. 

11.0 Meetings will be conducted and based upon Robert’s Rules of Order.  

12.0 Meeting agendas will be provided five (5) working days before each scheduled meeting. 

13.0 Meeting minutes or notes will be distributed to all Principals within seventy-two (72) hours. 14.0 Agendas must 

be posted at each school site seventy-two (72) hours before scheduled meetings.  

Quorum, Voting and Passage of Motion  

15.0 A simple majority of Orange County Area Representatives will constitute a quorum for all meetings. 

Alphabetical Roll Call by member school will be obtained verbally. 

16.0 Alphabetical Roll Call (by member school) voting will be verbally stated by each member school. Each 

member school verbally states their vote so that all member schools have the opportunity to hear the official vote of 

other member schools. Schools must be present to exercise voting privileges (no proxy voting). Minutes or notes 

will reflect the yeas, nays and abstentions for each vote taken. A record of each Roll Call vote will be attached to the 

minutes and sent to the CIF SS office. Secret ballots are prohibited. The Chairperson will request that an 

administrative designee from each member school verbally state their official vote or votes.  

17.0 The Releaguing Secretary and the Parliamentarian will tabulate Roll Call voting separately. It is recommended 

that each member school tabulate Roll Call voting (auditing). 

18.0 Voting shall be conducted by a 1) Motion 2) Second 3) Discussion 4) Call for Vote 5) Vote. 

19.0 Passage of any motion (not the Final (1) Proposal) to approve requires a majority of those present (50% plus 1 

of casted votes) to vote yea. In the case of a tie, the motion will not be approved. Abstentions are considered a casted 

and official vote.  

20.0 Passage of a motion to vote upon the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal requires a majority vote of those member 

school administrative designees present. Once the motion to vote upon the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal is 

approved, a motion will be made to approve the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal. The Final (1) Releaguing Proposal 

must obtain a sixty percent (60%) majority yea vote of those member school administrative designees present. 

Abstentions are considered a casted vote.  

School Profile, Area Placement Questionnaire and Releaguing Proposal  

21.0 Schools will digitally send (email) a completed official School Profile Form and their Area Questionnaire to the 

Releaguing Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org). This must occur on or before 11:59 p.m. April 

3, 2023. The Releaguing Secretary will post the official School Profile Form and Area Placement Questionnaire on 

the Orange County Area Placement website under resources. Schools must utilize the official School Profile Form 

and Area Placement Questionnaire provided by the Releaguing Secretary. Schools requesting Orange County Area 

Placement or Relief must submit a New League Proposal to Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org) by April 14, 

2023, 11:59 p.m. 22.0 Releaguing Proposals must be written on the Orange County Area Releaguing Proposal Form. 

This form is located on the Orange County Area Placement Website. If a proposal is created at either the Athletic 

Directors or Principals meetings, the Releaguing Proposal Form must be completely filled out. Upon request, 

Releaguing Proposal Form(s) will be sent to the Releaguing Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann 

(jhartmann@materdei.org). The Releaguing Secretary will post Releaguing Proposal Forms (Orange County 

Placement Website) for all member schools to view. 23.0 Releaguing Proposals must provide reasonable and equal 

application of accepted criteria and must include all member schools:  

• ·  Competitive Equity (strength of program)  
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• ·  Geography (travel time)  

• ·  Enrollment (school population)  

See “Process and Releaguing Proposals” page 1 of this document. Athletic Directors Releaguing 

Proposal Meeting  

24.0 Athletic Directors will meet on April 24, 2023 (beginning at 9:00a.m.) Diocese of Orange. At this meeting, 

Athletic Directors/New Member School Athletic Directors are Orange County Area Representative voting members. 

The purpose of this meeting is for Athletic Directors to collegially create a maximum of three (3) Releaguing 

Proposals. The three (3) Releaguing Proposals are based (only) on those schools requesting relief or new member 

schools requesting a league. *Any reference in this document to the word “league” refers to a duly constituted 

league or conference formed in the last Releaguing cycle. All conferences are permitted one vote regardless of how 

many leagues are within said conference. The meeting will begin with (only) member schools Athletic Directors 

requesting relief and new member schools Athletic Directors having five (5) minutes to present their school 

information and Releaguing Proposals. Only one representative per school is permitted to speak. Athletic Directors 

seeking relief will present first, followed by new member school Athletic Directors. Each school may include a 

maximum of two (2) new 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposals. Releaguing Proposals should affect the least amount of 

member schools as reasonably possible. Releaguing Proposals must include all member schools. All member 

schools have voting privileges. Releaguing Proposals must be sent to the Releaguing Secretary, Mr. Joel Hartmann 

(jhartmann@materdei.org) on or before April 14, 2023, 11:59p.m. The Releaguing Secretary will post Releaguing 

Proposals on the Orange County Area Placement Website by 12:00p.m. on April 16, 2023.  

25.0 If a school seeking relief or a new member school creates a proposal for Football Only, all member schools 

must be included within a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s). All CIF criteria will be followed. All member 

schools will be treated consistently and with equality (same opportunity when policy is applied). All member 

schools are permitted to vote for or against a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) per CIF SS. The process, 

beginning with 24.0, will be used to determine if a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) is/are approved or not 

approved by member schools. It must be noted that a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) will be voted upon and 

approved/not approved before all other Sports Releaguing Proposals can be discussed. Football Only Releaguing 

Proposal(s) will be kept separate from all other Sports Releaguing Proposals. At the end of the Releaguing Process, 

two separate Releaguing Proposals must obtain 60 percent (60%) member school approval to be sent to CIF SS as 

our Final Releaguing Proposals (Football Only and all other Sports). Again, if there is a Football Only Releaguing 

Proposal(s), we will follow the process for both Football Only and other Sports Releaguing Proposals.  

26.0 All Leagues/Conferences/Member Schools will have ten (10) minutes to reflect and discuss Releaguing 

Proposals. Upon request, the Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods). 

27.0 League/Conference Presidents or a League/Conference Designee (must be an Athletic Director) from impacted 

leagues/conferences have three (3) minutes to speak for or against presented Releaguing Proposals. One 

representative  

per league/conference may present. At the conclusion of League/Conference Presidents or League/Conference 

Designees speaking, one representative from schools requesting relief and new member schools will have (3) 

minutes to speak for or against. 

28.0 If member schools requesting relief and new member schools are accepted into league/conference of their 

choice, a Releaguing Proposal will be created and then voted upon. Passage of a motion to approve will require a 

simple majority of those member schools or Athletic Directors present. In this case, only one (1) Releaguing 

Proposal would be created and recommended to principals. Final one (1) Athletic Director proposal will 

immediately be placed on the Orange County Releaguing Website.  

29.0 If one (1) or more than one (1) member school requesting relief or new member school(s) is/are not accepted 

into the league/conference of their choice, the Chairperson will call for a twenty (20) minute caucus. The purpose is 

to allow Athletic Directors (from the same league/conference) the opportunity to communicate and develop 

Releaguing Counterproposals. Releaguing Counterproposals must be aligned to the accepted criteria and must 

include schools that requested relief or are new members.  

30.0 Each league/conference will have the opportunity to create one (1) Releaguing Counterproposal. Upon request, 

the Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods). Releaguing Counterproposals must include the 

league/conference name and league/conference vote in support of the league Releaguing Counterproposal. If a 

league/conference does not approve a Releaguing Proposal by a simple majority, the Releaguing Counterproposal 

will not be included and considered obsolete.  
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31.0 Upon request, Releaguing Counterproposals must be emailed to the Releaguing League Secretary Mr. Joel 

Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org). Releaguing Counterproposals will then be posted on the Orange County 

Releaguing Website. 

32.0 League/Conference Presidents or Athletic Directors from leagues/conferences that created a Releaguing 

Counterproposal will have three (3) minutes to speak. There will be only one representative per league/conference 

presenting. Releaguing counterproposals must include member schools requesting relief and new member schools 

requesting a league.  

33.0 New member school Principals, League/Conference Presidents, or a League/Conference Designee (must be an 

Athletic Director) from impacted leagues, an Athletic Director from schools requesting relief and new member 

schools Athletic Directors will have three (3) minutes to speak for or against Releaguing Counterproposals. There 

will only be one representative per impacted league/conference, member schools requesting relief and new member 

schools speaking. 34.0 Releaguing Counterproposals will have a numbered representation. The Releaguing 

Secretary will number each Releaguing Proposal beginning with one (1).  

35.0 Chairperson will call for a vote. Alphabetical Roll Call voting will begin. Each member school will verbally 

communicate their official vote by stating the school they represent, the numbered Releaguing proposal(s) they are 

supporting and the amount of votes per Releaguing proposal. Each member school will have the opportunity to vote 

for one half (50% rounding down) of total Releaguing Proposals. Therefore, if there were eight (8) Releaguing 

Proposals, each member school would have four (4) votes. If there were nine (9) Releaguing Proposals, each 

member school would have four (4) votes. A member school may use all votes in support of one (1) Releaguing 

Proposal. The top three (3) Releaguing Proposals will be announced. In the case of a tie, there may be more than 

three (3) Releaguing Proposals recommended to member school Principals. Both the Releaguing Secretary and the 

Parliamentarian will tabulate votes. All Athletic Directors are encouraged to tabulate votes (audit).  

36.0 Chairperson will call for a vote. Roll call and verbal voting will begin and each member school including new 

member schools will verbally vote to approve the top three (3) Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals. There is no 

proxy voting. 

37.0 Passage of a motion to approve the top three (3) Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals will require a simple 

majority of those member schools or Athletic Directors present. Each member school will have one (1) vote to 

approve the motion.  

38.0 Final three (3) Athletic Director proposals will immediately be placed on the Orange County Releaguing 

Website. Releaguing Proposals will be recommended to member school Principals.  

Principals Releaguing Proposal and Final Recommended CIF Orange County Releaguing Placement  

39.0 The second and potential final meeting will be May 15, 2023 (9:00 a.m.) Location TBA. At this meeting, 

Principals are considered Orange County Area Representatives. The purpose of this meeting is to review 

recommended Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals (from April 24, 2023) and provide time for member school 

Principals seeking relief, new member school Principals, and each league/conference an opportunity to present one 

(1) new Relief Releaguing Proposal. Principals seeking relief, new member school Principals (only those schools 

that requested relief or new member schools requesting a league/conference at the April 24, 2023 Athletic Director 

meeting) and leagues/conferences must send their one (1) new 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal to the Releaguing 

Secretary, Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org) on or before May 5, 2023 11:59p.m. The Releaguing Secretary 

will post all new Releaguing Proposals on the Orange County Area Placement Website by 12:00p.m. May 7, 2023.  

40.0 The meeting will begin with member school Principals requesting relief and new member school Principals 

having five (5) minutes to present. In their presentation, they may include school information and one (1) new 2024-

2026 Releaguing Proposal. Relief and new member schools Releaguing Proposals must affect the least amount of 

member schools as reasonably possible. Releaguing proposals must include all member schools. Releaguing 

Proposals must follow accepted criteria. All member schools have voting privileges. 

41.0 If a school seeking relief or a new member school creates a proposal for Football Only, all member schools 

must be included within a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s). All CIF criteria will be followed. All member 

schools will be treated consistently and with equality (same opportunity when policy is applied). All member 

schools are permitted to vote for or against a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) per CIF SS. The process, 

beginning with 40.0, will be used to determine if a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) is/are approved or not 

approved by member schools. It must be noted that a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) will be voted upon and 

approved/not approved before all other Sports Releaguing Proposals can be discussed. Football Only Releaguing 

Proposal(s) will be kept separate from all other Sports Releaguing Proposals. At the end of the Releaguing Process, 

two separate Releaguing Proposals must obtain 60 percent (60%) member school approval to be sent to CIF SS as 

our Final Releaguing Proposals (Football Only and all other Sports). Again, if there is a Football Only Releaguing 
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Proposal(s), we will follow the process for both Football Only and other Sports Releaguing Proposals. 

42.0 All leagues/conferences will have ten (10) minutes to discuss Releaguing Proposals. Upon request, the 

Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods). 

43.0 League/Conference Presidents or a League/Conference Designee from impacted leagues/conferences have 

three (3) minutes to speak for or against presented Releaguing Proposals. One representative per league/conference 

may present. At the conclusion of League/Conference Presidents or League/Conference Designees speaking, one 

representative from schools requesting reliefs and new member schools will have (3) minutes to speak for or against. 

44.0 Individual League/Conference 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposals will be presented. Each League/Conference 

President or League/Conference Designee will have (5 minutes) to present their 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal. 

Releaguing Proposals must be aligned to accepted criteria and must include schools seeking relief and new member 

schools requesting a league/conference. 

45.0 All leagues/conferences will have ten (10) minutes to discuss Individual League Releaguing Proposals. Upon 

request, the Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods). 

46.0 League/Conference Presidents or a League/Conference Designee from impacted leagues/conferences have 

three (3) minutes to speak for or against presented Releaguing Proposals. One representative per league/conference 

may present. At the conclusion of League/Conference Presidents or League/Conference Designees speaking, one 

representative from schools requesting reliefs and new member schools will have (3) minutes to speak for or against. 

47.0 Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals (April 24, 2023) will be reviewed by the Releaguing Secretary. 

48.0 Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals will be numbered as one (1), two (2) and three (3). 

49.0 Relief Releaguing Proposals and new member Proposals will begin with the number four (4), unless there were 

more than three (3) Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals. The new League proposals will begin with the number 

that immediately follows Relief and new member proposals. Releaguing Secretary Joel Hartmann will number new 

Proposals under the observation of the parliamentarian (Dr. John Dahlem). 

50.0 Chairperson will call for a vote. Alphabetical Roll Call voting will begin. Each member school Principal will 

verbally state their official vote by stating the school they represent, the numbered Releaguing proposal(s) they are 

supporting and the number of votes per Releaguing proposal (no proxy voting). Each member school will have the  

opportunity to vote for one half (50% rounding down) of total Releaguing Proposals. For example, if there were six 

(6) total first round proposals, each school would have three (3) votes. If there were five (5) total first round 

proposals, each school would have two (2) votes. A member school may use all votes in support of one (1) 

Releaguing Proposal or may divide their votes and vote for more than one proposal. At the end of the first round, the 

top three (3) proposals will move forward to round two (2). Round two (2) will move from three (3) to two (2) 

Releaguing Proposals. During round two and following rounds, each school will have one (1) vote. Round three (3) 

will move from two (2) Releaguing Proposals to the Final (1) CIF Releaguing Proposal. The Releaguing Secretary 

and the Parliamentarian will tabulate votes. All member schools are encouraged to tabulate votes (audit).  

51.0  

Passage of a motion and voting to approve the top three (3) Releaguing Proposals (round 1), final two (2) 

Releaguing Proposals (round 2) and the final CIF Releaguing Proposal (round 3) will be as follows. If we begin this 

process with less than four (4) Releaguing Proposals, we will move directly to the final (2) or possibly the final (1) 

depending on the number of Releaguing Proposals submitted:  

The top three (3) Releaguing Proposals will be those proposals that receive the highest amount of votes. Therefore, 

the highest amount is number one (1); the second highest amount is number two (2), and the third highest amount is 

number three (3).  

The final two (2) Releaguing Proposals will be those proposals which receive the highest amount of votes. 

Therefore, the highest amount is number (1) and the second highest amount is number two (2).  

The final (1) 2022-2024 Releaguing Proposal will be the proposal that receives the highest amount of votes from the 

final two (2). Therefore, the highest amount (out of the final two) will be the Final (1) 2022-2023 Releaguing 

Proposal.  

Passage of a motion to vote on the Final (1) CIF Proposal will be approved by a majority vote. Once approved, a 

motion will be made to approve the Final (1) 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal. The final proposal must be approved 

with a sixty percent (60%) majority vote. If the Final one (1) Releaguing Proposal receives a sixty percent (60%) 

majority vote, voting ceases and that proposal will represent the area as its selection and will be immediately 

forwarded to the CIF Southern Section office.  

52.0 

Releaguing Proposals will be included in the top three (3) or final two (2).For example, if there are two (2) 
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Releaguing Proposals tied for first when determining the top three (3), the top three (3) Releaguing Proposals will 

include the two (2) tied for first plus the second place Releaguing Proposal only.  

53.0 If the Final Releaguing Proposal does not receive a sixty percent (60%) majority vote, there will be a 

League representative caucus for twenty (20) minutes. Per request, the Releaguing Chairperson may approve more 

time (5 minute-periods). League Representatives will meet and prepare a compromise to the Final (1) CIF Proposal. 

The compromise will create a new counterproposal. This new counterproposal must follow the accepted criteria and 

must include schools requesting relief and new member schools requesting a league/conference. Passage of a motion 

to vote on the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal (League Representative Counterproposal) will be approved by a 

majority vote of League Representatives. Once League Representatives approve, a motion will be made to approve 

the Final (1) 2024- 2026 Releaguing Proposal. The Final (1) proposal must be approved with a sixty percent (60%) 

member schools vote. If the Final One Releaguing Proposal receives a sixty percent (60%) majority member school 

vote, voting ceases and 

that proposal will represent the area as its selection and will be immediately forwarded to the CIF Southern Section 

office.  

54.0 All appeals must be in accordance with the CIF Blue Book Page 40 “Releaguing Appeal Procedures.”  
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Attachment B 

2022-2024 OC League Alignment

Century Conference Coastview Conference Empire League

Brea Olinda Aliso Niguel Crean Lutheran

Canyon Capistrano Valley Cypress

El Dorado Dana Hills No Football Kennedy

El Modena El Toro Pacifica, GG

Esperanza Mission Viejo Tustin

Foothill San Clemente Valencia, Placentia

Villa Park San Juan Hills

Yorba Linda Tesoro

Trabuco Hills

Freeway League Garden Grove Leaguue Golden West Conference

Buena Park Bolsa Grande Garden Grove

Fullerton La Quinta Godinez

La Habra Loara Katella

Sonora Los Amigos Ocean View

Sunny Hills Rancho Alamitos Segerstrom

Troy Santiago, GG Westminster

Laguna Beach FB Only

Marina FB Only

Orange League Orange Coast League Pacific Coast Conference

Anaheim Calvary Chapel Beckman

Century Costa Mesa Irvine

Magnolia Estancia Northwood

Santa Ana Valley Orange Portola

Savanna Saddleback University

Western Santa Ana  Woodbridge

St. Margaret's Laguna Hills

Sage Hill No Football

Dana Hills FB Only

Sunset Conference Trinity League New League

Corona del Mar JSerra

Edison Mater Dei

Fountain Valley Orange Lutheran

Huntington Beach Rosary Academy

Los Alamitos Santa Margarita

Newport Harbor Servite

Laguna Beach No Football St. John Bosco

Marina No Football
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Attachment C 
 

CIF Southern Section 
Orange County Area Placement Meeting 2024 - 2026 Releaguing Cycle Agenda 

May 15, 2023 
9:30 a.m. 

Diocese of Orange 
13280 Chapman Avenue Garden Grove, California 92840 

1.0 
2.0Flag Salute 
3.0Moment of Reflection “It is never wrong to do the right thing.” Mark Twain 
4.0Purpose of the Meeting 
5.0Introduction of Guests/Media 
6.0Public Hearing Session-Members of the Public 
7.0 Roll Call (simple majority will constitute a quorum) 
8.0Approval of Minutes April 23, 2023 (Athletic Directors Meeting) 
9.0Review 2024-2026 Bylaws and Protocol for Principals Meeting. 
10.0 Review CIFSS Blue Book Page 39 Bylaw 32 B 4 A (Conference vs. Leagues) 
11.0 Member Schools Relief Proposals 

a. Football Only Conference (FOC) Athletic Directors Relief Proposal presentations 
(Top three), discussion, and vote. 
b. If a simple majority approves FOC top three Athletic Director Relief Proposals, FOC 
new relief proposals and counterproposals will be presented and discussed. 
c. FOC Relief Proposal will be numbered and then a vote to choose the number one FOC 
proposal. 
d. If FOC is approved, and the number one FOC proposal has been chosen, All Other 
Sports Relief Athletic Director Proposals (top three) will be presented and discussed. 
(Does not include Football) 
e. All Other Sports new relief proposals and counterproposals (does not include Football) 
will be presented and discussed. 
    Date: Time: Location: 
Welcome/Call to Order. All Other Sports will be numbered and then a vote to choose the 
number one All Other Sports Proposal. (Does not include Football) 
g. Two Votes-FOC (60% approval) and All Other Sports (60% approval).  
h. If FOC is opposed, All Other Sports (including Football) Relief Proposal presentations 
and discussion, numbering, and voting. 

12.0 Reminders and Information 
13.0 Motion/Approval to Adjourn if necessary TBA. 
92840 
Next Meeting: Only Principals/AD’s 
Diocese of Orange 
13280 Chapman Avenue Garden Grove, California 
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Attachment D 
 

Date: Time: Location: 

CIF Southern Section 
Orange County Area Placement Meeting 2024 - 2026 Releaguing Cycle Minutes 

May 15, 2023 
9:00 a.m. 

Diocese of Orange 
13280 Chapman Avenue Garden Grove, California 92840 

1.0 Welcome/Call to Order 

• Michael Brennan (Chairperson) called the meeting to order at 9:25 a.m. 

• Michael Brennan introduced Joel Hartman (secretary) and Sharon Hodge (CIF SS). He 
stated that Dr. John Dahlem was not feeling well and would not be present. 

2.0 Flag Salute 

• Michael Brennan led the Pledge of Allegiance  
3.0Moment of Reflection 

• “It is never wrong to do the right thing.” Mark Twain 

• Michael Brennan asked member schools to reflect on the quote (1 minute). 
4.0 Purpose of the Meeting 

• Michael Brennan stated, “the purpose of the meeting was to review the three 
Football Only Conference (FOC) proposals and the three All-Sports Proposals 
recommended by Athletic Directors, as well as listen to potential counter proposals. All 
proposals will be heard. We will then discuss and vote to reduce the options for FOC and 
All Other Sports to one proposal each. These proposals will be forwarded to the CIFSS.” 
Michael Brennan thanked athletic directors and principals for attending today’s meeting 
and ensured that all member schools would have an opportunity to be represented in the 
re-leaguing process. 

5.0Introduction of Guests/Media 

• Joel Hartmann announced that Jim Perry was present to represent CIF SS. Michael 
Brennan welcomed Mr. Perry to the meeting. 

6.0 Public Hearing Session-Members of the Public 

• There were no members of the public present. 
7.0 Roll Call (simple majority will constitute a quorum) 

• See attached Excel Spreadsheet  

• There was a quorum present by a simple majority of schools. 76 member schools present; 
39 member schools represented a simple majority; and 46 schools equal a 60% 
threshold. 

• Michael Brennan explained the proxy process by stating, “ some schools present today 
are represented by proxy letters signed by the principal of the school.” 

8.0Approval of Minutes April 23, 2023 (Athletic Directors Meeting) 

• Sage Hill High School asked for a correction of the 4-24-23 minutes, stating that they were 
in support of Option D and opposed to Option E. Michael Brennan state, “I will revise the 
4-24-23 minutes.” 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to approve the April 24,2023 minutes with this 
correction. Villa Park High School moved to approve the April 24, 2023 minutes. Sunny 
Hills High School seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved the April 24, 
2023. 76-0-0 

• Joel Hartmann announced member schools represented by proxy: 
Santa Margarita High School 
Servite High School 
Western High School 
Irvine (Monica Colunga, Principal of Irvine came late) Santa Ana High School 
Yorba Linda High School Tustin High School Saddleback High School Capistrano 
Valley High School Aliso Niguel High School 
Brea Olinda High School 

SS 655 A



19 

 

Corona del Mar High School 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the meeting. San Clemente High School 
motioned to begin the meeting. Saddleback High School seconded the motion. A hand 
vote unanimously approved the beginning of the meeting. 76-0-0 

9.0 Review 2024-2026 Bylaws and Protocol for Principals Meeting. 

• Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions regarding the bylaws. There were no 
questions or concerns. 

10.0 Review CIFSS Blue Book Page 39 Bylaw 32 B 4 A (Conference vs. Leagues) 

• Michael Brennan presented and the above bylaw. He presented and verified that all 
member school understood the difference between a conference and a league. 

o Conference 
o One Criteria-Equity 
o League 
o Three criterion-Equity, Geography and Enrollment 

• Michael Brennan asked for questions. There were no questions.  
11.0 Member Schools Relief Proposals 

• Michael Brennan stated that there are three approved FOC proposals (AD meeting). 
There were two additional FOC proposals provided to Mr. Hartmann. Mike Brennan 
reviewed the protocol for the day: 

a. Football Only Conference (FOC) Athletic Directors Relief Proposal presentations 
(Top three), discussion, and vote. 
b. If a simple majority approves FOC top three Athletic Director Relief Proposals, 
FOC new. relief proposals and counterproposals will be presented and discussed. 
c. FOC Relief Proposal will be numbered and then a vote to choose 
the number one FOC. proposal. 
d. If FOC is approved, and the number one FOC proposal has been chosen, All 
Other Sports Relief Athletic Director Proposals (top three) will be presented and 
discussed. 
(does not include Football) 
e. All Other Sports new relief proposals and counterproposals (does not include 
Football) will be presented and discussed. 
f. All Other Sports will be numbered and then a vote to choose the number one All 
Other Sports Proposal. (Does not include Football) 
g. Two Votes-FOC (60% approval) and All Other Sports (60% approval).  
h. If FOC is opposed, All Other Sports (including Football) Relief Proposal 
presentations and discussion, numbering, and voting. 

Football Only Conference 

• Tustin High School presented FOC proposal #1. Michael Brennan asked if there were any 
questions. There were no questions. 

• Estancia High presented FOC proposal #2.Michael Brennan asked if there were any 
questions. There were no questions. 

• The Freeway League presented FOC proposal #1. Michael Brennan asked if there were 
any questions. There were no questions. 

• Michael Brennan stated that approval was necessary from principals before we move 
forward with FOC proposals. Anaheim High School motion to approve a FOC. Godinez 
High School seconded the motion. A hand vote approved the Football Only Conference 
approval by principals. 75-0-1 

• Los Amigos High School represented the Garden Grove League (counterproposal #4). 
Athletic Directors were invited to speak for or against this FOC counterproposal. In 
support: 

San Clemente High School 
Against: 
Edison High School 
Los Alamitos School 

• Portola High School represented the Pacific Coast League (counterproposal #5). 
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• Athletic Directors were invited to speak for or against this FOC counterproposal. In 
support: 

San Clemente High School Against: 
Edison High School 
Los Alamitos High School 

• Michael Brennan asked for additional counterproposals. There were no additional 
counterproposals. 

• Ten minutes plus five additional minutes were permitted for discussion within individual 
leagues regarding the five FOC proposals. 

• Joel Hartmann asked for additional counterproposals. There were no additional 
counterproposals. 

• Newport Harbor High School entered the meeting. Michael Brennan stated that a motion 
was necessary to reinstate voting privileges to Newport Harbor High School. San 
Clemente High School motioned to reinstate voting privileges to Newport Harbor High 
School. Valencia High seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to 
reinstate Newport Harbor High School voting privileges. 76-0-0. 

• Michael Brennan stated, “it is now time to vote on the FOC options. The final proposals 
must be approved with a 60% (46-member school) vote. He asked for a motion to move 
forward with the vote to choose the number one FOC proposal. Newport Harbor High 
School made a motion to move forward with the vote. San Clemente High School 
seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to move forward with the vote. 
77-0-0. 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the voting process to reduce the FOC 
proposals from five to three. Villa Park High School moved to begin the voting process to 
reduce the FOC proposals from five to three FOC proposals. Laguna Beach High School 
seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to begin the voting process. 
77-0-0 

• A roll call vote reduced the number from five FOC proposals to three FOC proposals, with 
each school getting two votes – FOC proposals #1, #4 and #5 were moved forward. 
(See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the voting process to reduce the FOC 
proposals from three to two FOC proposals. JSerra High School motioned to vote. El 
Dorado High School seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved. 77-0-0 

• A roll call vote reduced the number from three to two FOC proposals, with each school 
getting one vote– #1 and #4 were the top two FOC proposals. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• A request was approved to allow a 5-minute discussion within each league to discuss the 
two final FOC proposals. Time was granted permitting an additional 15 minutes to 
discuss (3 five-minute intervals). 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the voting process to reduce FOC proposals 
from two to one FOC proposal. JSerra High School motioned to move from two to one 
FOC proposal. El Toro High School seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously 
approved to begin the voting process. 77-0-0. 

• A roll call vote reduced the number from two FOC proposals to one FOC proposal, with 
each school getting one vote. Proposal #4 received a majority of votes. (See Excel 
Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to approve Proposal #4 as the final FOC proposal. 
JSerra High School motioned to approve. El 

• Dorado High School seconded the motion. The motion was approved with over 60%. (See 
Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to vote on forwarding Proposal 

• #4 (final FOC proposal) to CIF SS. Sonora High School motioned that FOC Proposal #4 
be forwarded to CIF SS. Anaheim seconded this motion. The motion was approved by a 
majority. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

All-Other Sports Proposals 
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• Michael Brennan stated, it is time to discuss All-Other Sports Proposals. All-Other Sports 
Proposals #1, #2 and #3 were created and recommended by Athletic Directors. There 
are three additional options proposed by the Golden West League, Orange High School, 
and the Empire League.” 

• Kennedy High reviewed proposal #1. 

• Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no questions. 

• Estancia High School reviewed proposal #2 

• Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no questions. 

• Orange High School reviewed proposal #3. 

• Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no questions. 

• Segerstrom High School represented the Garden Grove League (counterproposal #4). 
Athletic Directors were invited to speak for or against this All-Sports counterproposal). In 
support: 

San Clemente High School El Dorado High School Calvary Chapel High School 
Garden Grove High School Crean Lutheran High School Estancia High School 
Santa Ana High School 

Against: 
Portola High School represented the Pacific Coast League. 
Beckman High School Buena Park High School Newport Harbor High School Troy 
High School University High School Fullerton High School Sonora High School 

• Orange High School presented (counterproposal #5). Athletic Directors were invited to 
speak for or against this All-Sports counterproposal. In support: None 
Against: 

Estancia High School 
University High School represented the Pacific Coast League. 
Crean Lutheran High School 
Anaheim High School 
Beckman High School 

• Pacifica High School represented the Empire League (counterproposal #6). Athletic 
Directors were invited to speak for or against this All-Sports counterproposal. In support: 
Crean Lutheran High School El Dorado High School 
Against: 

Sunny Hills High School represented the Freeway League Beckman High School 
Northwood High School represented the Pacific Coast League. 

• A ten-minute discussion period was permitted to discuss proposals and prepare 
league/conference counterproposals. An extra five minutes was granted for a total of 15 
minutes. 

• Michael Brennan asked for league or conference counterproposals. Joel Hartmann stated 
that there was one counterproposal developed during this time period. 

• The Freeway League presented counterproposal #7. Athletic Directors were invited to 
speak for or against: 

In support: 
Beckman High School 
Sage Hill High School Rosary High School 
Against: 
El Dorado High School representing the Century Conference 

• Bylaws were referred to regarding the presentation of All Sports Counterproposal #5 by 
Orange High School. The principal stated that they were seeking relief. Per the Bylaws, 
the counterproposal was permitted. 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to vote to reduce the seven proposals to three 
proposals. Capistrano Valley High School motioned to move from seven to three All-
Sports Proposals. OLU seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to 
reduce the number of options from seven to three. 77-0-0 

• A roll call vote (each school had three votes) reduced the number of All-Sports Proposals 
to three (proposals #2, #4, and #7). (See Excel Spreadsheet) 
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• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to reduce the number of proposals from three to two 
All- Sports Proposals. Laguna Beach High School motioned to reduce the proposals 
from three to two All-Sports Proposals. Anaheim High School seconded the motion. A 
hand vote unanimously approved to reduce the number of options from three to two. 77-
0-0. 

• A roll call vote (each school had one vote) reduced the number of All-Sports Proposals to 
two proposals #4 and #7). (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to reduce the All-Sports Proposals from two to one 
proposal. El Toro High School motioned to move from two to one All-Sports Proposal. 
Villa Park High School seconded the motion. Five minutes were allowed for each 
member school to discuss and review the final two options. An additional five minutes 
was granted. Both All-Sports Proposals were viewed via technology on a large white 
screen above the stage. 

• Michael Brennan presented All-Sports Proposals #4 and #7 for review and asked for 
further discussion. There was no further discussion. A motion to vote had previously 
been made. A hand vote unanimously approved to reduce the number of All-Sports 
Proposals from two to one All-Sports Proposal. 77-0-0 

• A roll call vote (each school had one vote) reduced the number to one All-Sports Proposal. 
The proposal selected was #4. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to approve Proposal #4 as the final All-Sports 
proposal. Villa Park High School motioned to approve. Costa Mesa High School 
seconded the motion. The motion was approved with over 60%. (See Excel 
Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to vote on forwarding Proposal #4 (Final All-Sports 
proposal) to CIF SS. Corona Del Mar High School motioned that the final All-Sports 
Proposal #4 be forwarded to CIF SS. Godinez High School seconded the motion. The 
motion was approved by a majority. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• A roll call vote approved to forward the All-Sports to the CIF SS. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 
12.0 Reminders and Information 

• Michael Brennan thanked Joel Hartmann and Sharon Hodge for their assistance with the 
releaguing process. He asked for everyone to pray for Dr. Dahlem. There was a one- 
minute time period where all members schools prayed for or reflected upon Dr. Dahlem. 

13.0 Motion/Approval to Adjourn 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to adjourn the meeting. Villa Park High School 
motioned to adjourn. Laguna Beach High School seconded the motion. A hand vote 
unanimously approved to adjourn the meeting. 77-0-0. 

• Meeting was adjourned at 1:15 p.m. 
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Attachment E 

 

 

Golden West League

Brea Olinda Aliso Niguel Irvine

Canyon Beckman Laguna Beach

Crean Lutheran Capo Valley Northwood

Cypress Dana Hills Portola

El Dorado El Toro Rosary

El Modena Mission Viejo Sage Hill

Esperanza San Clemente St Margarets

Foothill San Juan Hills University

La Habra Tesoro Woodbridge

Pacifica Trabuco Hills

Sonora

Sunny Hills

Troy

Villa Park

Yorba Linda

Buena Park Anaheim Corona Del Mar

Calvary Chapel Bolsa Grande Edison

Costa Mesa Century Fountain Valley

Fullerton Estancia Huntington Beach

Garden Grove La Quinta Los Alamitos

Godinez Loara Marina

Katella Los Amigos Newport Harbor

Kennedy Magnolia

Laguna Hills Orange

Ocean View Rancho Alamitos

Santa Ana Saddleback

Segerstrom Santiago

Tustin Savanna

Valencia Valley

Westminister Western

Bosco

J Serra

Mater Dei

Orange Lutheran

Santa Margarita

Servite

Century Conference - 15 Coastview Conference - 10 Pacific Coast Conference - 9 Girls / 8 Boys

Golden Empire Conference - 15 Orange Grove Conference - 15 Sunset League - 7

Trinity League - 6 Boys / 4 Girls
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Attachment F 

FWL Counter 5_15_23

Century Conference - 10 guys / 11 girls Coastview Conference - 10 Pacific Coast League - 7

Golden West Conference - 15 Orange Grove Conference - 15 Sunset League - 7

Freeway League - 6

Trinity

Foothill 12 San Clemente 7 Woodbridge 25

Villa Park 13 San Juan Hills 7 Laguna Beach 31

Cypress 15 Aliso Niguel 11 Northwood 37

El Dorado 21 Tesoro 14 University 42

Rosary 23 Capo Valley 20 Portola 44

Canyon 24 Mission Viejo 22 Irvine 50

Yorba Linda 28 Trabuco Hills 25 Beckman 18

Esperanza 30 El Toro 32

St Margarets 40 Dana Hills 33

Brea Olinda 41 Crean Lutheran 36

El Modena 54

.

Pacifica 39 Santiago 56 Los Alamitos 2

Tustin 45 Anaheim 58 Huntington Beach 6

Kennedy 46 Estancia 61 Newport Harbor 9

Garden Grove 48 La Quinta 66 CDM 16

Segerstrom 49 Savanna 67 Edison 17

Laguna Hills 51 Saddleback 68 Fountain Valley 29

Valencia 52 Bolsa Grande 69 Marina 35

Calvary Chapel 53 Los Amigos 70

Ocean View 55 Western 71

Sage Hill 57 Valley 72

Katella 59 Rancho Alamitos 73 Sunny Hills 27

Westminister 62 Loara 74 Sonora 34

Godinez 63 Orange 75 Troy 38

Santa Ana 64 Magnolia 76 La Habra 42

Costa Mesa 65 Century 77 Fullerton 47

Buena Park 60

Mater Dei 1

Servite 3

Santa Margarita 4

Orange Lutheran 5

J Serra 9

Bosco 19
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Attachment G 

Non Football Proposal Vote to 1

School

Proposal 4

Golden West Lg

Proposal 7

Freeway Lg Abstain

Aliso Niguel 1

Anaheim 1

Beckman 1

Bolsa Grande 1

Brea Olinda 1

Buena Park 1

Calvary Chapel 1

Canyon 1

Capistrano Valley 1

Century 1

Corona del Mar 1

Costa Mesa 1

Crean Lutheran 1

Cypress 1

Dana Hills 1

Edison 1

El Dorado 1

El Modena 1

El Toro 1

Esperanza 1

Estancia 1

Foothill 1

Fountain Valley 1

Fullerton 1

Garden Grove 1

Godinez 1

Huntington Beach 1

Irvine 1

JSerra 1

Katella 1

Kennedy 1

La Habra 1

La Quinta 1

Laguna Beach 1

Laguna Hills 1

Loara 1

Los Alamitos 1

Los Amigos 1

Magnolia 1

Marina 1

Mater Dei 1

Mission Viejo 1

Newport Harbor 1

Northwood 1

Ocean View 1

Orange 1

Orange Lutheran 1

Pacifica, GG 1

Portola 1

Rancho Alamitos 1

Rosary Academy 1

Saddleback 1

Sage Hill 1

San Clemente 1

San Juan Hills 1

Santa Ana  1

Santa Ana Valley 1

Santa Margarita 1

Santiago, GG 1

Savanna 1

Segerstrom 1

Servite 1

Sonora 1

St Margarets 1

St. John Bosco 1

Sunny Hills 1

Tesoro 1

Trabuco Hills 1

Troy 1

Tustin 1

University 1

Valencia, Placentia 1

Villa Park 1

Western 1

Westminster 1

Woodbridge 1

Yorba Linda 1

TOTALS 51 26 0

 

SS 655 A



26 

 

Attachment H 

Non Football Proposal #4 -

Final Approval Vote (60%)

School YES NO Abstain

Aliso Niguel 1

Anaheim 1

Beckman 1

Bolsa Grande 1

Brea Olinda 1

Buena Park 1

Calvary Chapel 1

Canyon 1

Capistrano Valley 1

Century 1

Corona del Mar 1

Costa Mesa 1

Crean Lutheran 1

Cypress 1

Dana Hills 1

Edison 1

El Dorado 1

El Modena 1

El Toro 1

Esperanza 1

Estancia 1

Foothill 1

Fountain Valley 1

Fullerton 1

Garden Grove 1

Godinez 1

Huntington Beach 1

Irvine 1

JSerra 1

Katella 1

Kennedy 1

La Habra 1

La Quinta 1

Laguna Beach 1

Laguna Hills 1

Loara 1

Los Alamitos 1

Los Amigos 1

Magnolia 1

Marina 1

Mater Dei 1

Mission Viejo 1

Newport Harbor 1

Northwood 1

Ocean View 1

Orange 1

Orange Lutheran 1

Pacifica, GG 1

Portola 1

Rancho Alamitos 1

Rosary Academy 1

Saddleback 1

Sage Hill 1

San Clemente 1

San Juan Hills 1

Santa Ana  1

Santa Ana Valley 1

Santa Margarita 1

Santiago, GG 1

Savanna 1

Segerstrom 1

Servite 1

Sonora 1

St Margarets 1

St. John Bosco 1

Sunny Hills 1

Tesoro 1

Trabuco Hills 1

Troy 1

Tustin 1

University 1

1

Villa Park 1

Western 1

Westminster 1

Woodbridge 1

Yorba Linda 1

TOTALS 61 12 4

Valencia, Placentia
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Fullerton Joint Union High School District 

181438v1 / FU.99 

 

BEFORE THE CALIFORNIA INTERSCHOLASTIC FEDERATION-SOUTHERN 

SECTION ON RELEAGUING COMMENCING 2024-2025 SCHOOL YEAR 

 

In the matter of CIF-SS Releaguing 

Configuration regarding Fullerton Union 

High School 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

 

APPEAL – FULLERTON UNION 

HIGH SCHOOL, Fullerton, CA 

 

September 7, 2023 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

 

Fullerton Union High School (“FUHS”), Fullerton, CA, appeals the non-football 

releaguing decision of the Orange County Area Placement (“OCAP”) and California 

Interscholastic Federation Southern Section (“CIF-SS”) on May 15, 2023. This appeal is based 

upon “the re-leaguing criteria and process” that violated the following Orange County Area 

Schools Releaguing Bylaws, 2024-2026 (“Bylaws”) (Attachment A):  

 

1. Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0, mandating that the releaguing proposals must affect the least 

amount of member schools as reasonably possible; and  

2. Bylaw 40.0, mandating that Principals of schools requesting relief begin the meeting with 

a five-minute presentation that may include their school information and one (1) new 

2024-2026 releaguing proposal; and 

3. Bylaw 22.0, mandating that all “Releaguing Proposals must be written on the Orange 

County Area Releaguing Proposal Form;” and 

4. The introductory section of the Releaguing Bylaws also states that “Releaguing Proposals 

protocols and procedures will not discriminate against one or more member schools;” and 

5. Bylaws 23.0 and 40.0, mandating that releaguing proposals must provide reasonable and 

equal application of the following three criteria: competitive equity (strength of program), 

geography (travel time), and enrollment (school population). 

 

Important Note: Bylaw 24.0 states, “*Any reference in this document to the word ‘league’ refers 

to a duly constituted league or conference formed in the last Releaguing cycle.”  

 

II. PROCEDURAL VIOLATIONS 

  

Procedural violations were committed during the OCAP releaguing process that require 

granting this FUHS appeal and nullifying FUHS’s placement with respect to the final “non-

football” releaguing proposal set to commence with the 2024-2025 year. This appeal does not 

pertain to releaguing with respect to “football only” Orange County conferencing decision.  
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The 2024-2026 CIF Releaguing Cycle consolidated all Orange County area schools’ 

football teams into one county-wide conference. During the process, member schools were 

required to vote on football-only releaguing proposals before considering the releaguing of all 

other CIF sports. As the push to consolidate all Orange County area school’s football teams into 

one football-only conference reflected a larger trend, FUHS agreed to the final Football-Only 

Releaguing Proposal at the May 15, 2023 meeting. FUHS agreed to move the football program 

into this larger conference because discussion around football placement has always been the 

driving factor behind any releaguing conversations in the past. All other sports receive secondary 

consideration. FUHS decided that by removing football from the discussions, member schools 

could focus more clearly on the other sports.  The FUHS decision was also a show of goodwill 

and a way to pilot FUHS’s participation in a larger conference prior to releaguing all other 

sports. Despite this agreement, FUHS made it abundantly clear throughout the process, however, 

that they did not want to join another league or conference for all other CIF sports.  

 

The 2024-2025 Placement was explicitly motivated by factors outside the three criteria 

that are required under Bylaw 23 as well as sections of the Introduction of the Bylaws aimed at 

preventing intentional or unintentional discrimination against any member schools. During the 

February 8 and April 24, 2023 releaguing meetings, an athletic director in the Century 

Conference blatantly campaigned for the Freeway League’s elimination and, therefore, 

subsequent placement of FUHS in another league despite no request by FUHS for relief or 

alternative placement. For example, he bitterly stated, “The Freeway League has been together 

42 years. It’s time for you guys to play ball and join the rest of us.” This athletic director 

demonstrated other illegitimate reasons in support of the 2024-2025 Placement by saying, 

“[Century Conference’s] goal is to expand. We have 9 teams and would like to get to 15.” His 

proposal additionally discriminated against private schools, which was made clear in his 

statements like, “We do not want private schools,” or “schools without boundaries.” Finally, the 

same athletic director repeatedly advocated to disband the Freeway League schools under the 

pretense that Buena Park High School needed relief with statements such as, “If I were Buena 

Park High School, I would sue.” Buena Park High School, however, never requested relief and 

excels within the Freeway League year-to-year. Century Conference representatives, whose 

releaguing proposal ultimately prevailed, failed to consider competitive equity, geography, and 

enrollment. The 2024-2025 Placement was proposed by Century Conference representatives who 

demonstrated their complete disregard for the three criteria throughout the series of releaguing 

committees that took place from February to May 2023.  

 

On April 24, 2023, the Athletic Directors approved three Athletic Director Releaguing 

Proposals for non-football sports that were posted in advance of the May 15, 2023 releaguing 

meeting. In violation of Bylaw 22.0, not all of these proposals were submitted on the “Orange 
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County Area Releaguing Proposal Form” (Attachment B is the only form available on the OCAP 

website).  At least three different forms were used for these proposals.   

 

At the May 15, 2023 meeting for Principals, member schools voted on the final 2024-

2026 Releaguing Proposal based on incomplete information in violation of Bylaw 40.  Per Bylaw 

39, the purpose of the May 15, 2023 meeting is for Principals (“Orange County Area 

Representatives”) to “review recommended Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals (from April 

24, 2023) and provide time for member school Principals seeking relief, new member school 

Principals, and each league/conference an opportunity to present one (1) new Relief Releaguing 

Proposal.” At the beginning of this meeting, as required by Bylaw 40, the Principals of schools 

requesting relief were to receive five minutes to present school information regarding their 

reasons for requesting relief as well as 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal. This mandated 

procedure was entirely neglected as the May 15 meeting agenda (Attachment C) and meeting 

minutes (Attachment D) exhibit.   

 

Instead of following this procedure in the Bylaws and giving schools requesting relief 

five minutes to present, the meeting began with a clear focus on solving the Football-Only 

Conferencing question first.  The non-football proposals and counterproposals were addressed 

only after the Football-Only issue was resolved, and member schools requesting relief were 

denied time to present. Without this key information, Principals decided on proposals not 

knowing which schools were requesting relief nor how the proposals would provide relief.  As 

far as FUHS knew, the creation of the football-only conference may have solved these relief 

questions, but there was no way to know. 

 

At the May 15, 2023 meeting, Principals were presented with three additional non-

football counterproposals that had been compiled during private, informal meetings leading up to 

May 15.  As stated above, none of the original non-football proposals nor counterproposals 

indicated which schools were requesting relief nor how that relief was being satisfied.  The 

discussions following each proposal at the May 15 meeting clearly demonstrated that certain 

existing leagues and conferences supported proposals based on the creation or expansion of 

conferences to benefit their members, without concern for other impacted schools.  However, 

expanding a conference is not one of the criteria for re-leaguing as required by Bylaw 23.0. The 

resulting proposed conferences also failed to affect the least number of schools as reasonably 

possible as required in Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0.   

 

Several member schools also directly expressed during the May 15 meeting that they 

would not support proposals that added private schools, or “schools without borders” as they 

referred to them, to their league or conference.  This clear discrimination of private schools not 

only violated the Bylaws, but also severely limited the process of finding the best possible relief 
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proposals that would impact the least schools. The only way to increase conference sizes without 

adding private schools and while addressing schools that requested relief was to break up a 

league whose member schools did not request relief.  

 

For example, one of the new counterproposals, non-Football Proposal 4 (Attachment E), 

that would ultimately become the final 2024-2026 Placement, affected 100% of member schools 

across Orange County. The proposal breached Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0, which state that 

“Releaguing Proposals should affect the least amount of member schools as reasonably 

possible.”  When leagues or conferences affected by any of the proposals could submit new 

counterproposals, the Freeway League representatives, including FUHS, created and presented 

an alternate proposal, non-Football Proposal 7 (Attachment F), in an attempt to affect the least 

schools reasonably possible while also working to satisfy the desire of certain conferences to 

expand or be created.  The Freeway League’s counterproposal not only addressed all schools that 

requested relief, but also affected a smaller number of member schools.  The counterproposal 

also expanded the conferences that wanted expansion and created conferences for member 

schools who wanted it.  Again, some member schools/leagues spoke out against the Freeway 

League counterproposal using the plainly discriminatory reasoning that they did not want private 

schools in their league/conference. 

 

Over the objections of FUHS and other Orange County schools, the non-Football 

Proposal 4 (Attachments G and H) passed though it was the result of meetings that failed to 

comply with the required procedures set forth in multiple Bylaws indicated above.  Additionally, 

during the voting process, member schools expressed that they were unable to support the non-

Football Proposal 7 because they were pressured not to upset schools within their respective 

school districts.  However, Bylaw 23.0 mandates that schools consider only three criteria, none 

of which include a fear of upsetting other schools within their district. 

 

The 2024-2026 OCAP is the unfortunate outcome of a loose process driven by a few 

outspoken participants rather than the Bylaws’ stated intention of preventing “inconsistent and 

unequal application of protocol, procedures, and guidelines that would intentionally or 

unintentionally discriminate against one or more than one member school” while also providing 

reasonable and equal application of the accepted criteria—competitive equity (strength of 

program), geography (travel time), and enrollment (school population).  Creating conferences 

and keeping “schools without borders” out of one’s respective conference were prioritized over 

focusing on the school that requested relief, making sure proposals affected the least number of 

schools, and considering of the three accepted criteria. 
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III. SECONDARY CONSIDERATIONS FOR THE IMPACT ON THE THREE 

CRITERIA  

 

Though FUHS never requested relief, FUHS will be adversely impacted by the 

significant resources it must divert to accommodate the releaguing resulting from the 2024-2026 

OCAP process to ensure its students can safely participate.  For 42 years, FUHS students 

traveled within a five-mile, tri-city radius to attend games at schools within their own school 

district (Fullerton Joint Union High School District or “FJUHSD”). As a result of short travel 

times and ease of coordination among FJUHSD schools, FUHS could start their games after 

class hours (8:30 AM – 3:30 PM) and share their resources to participate in CIF-SS. Now in a 

new placement, FUHS student athletes and teachers who coach will potentially have to miss up 

to three classes during away games. FUHS will have to purchase increased transportation, 

purchase athletic equipment, and build out their athletic facilities at an incredible expense to 

maintain competitive equity.   

 

Applying the Bylaw’s process for developing Orange County area schools releaguing 

requires the reasonable and equal application of three accepted criteria. FUHS finds that the 

2024-2026 placement decreases its competitive equity, increases travel time, and affects 

enrollment. Therefore, FUHS must implement costly changes having been releagued without 

having requested relief for a placement that does not improve its own competitive equity, 

geography, or enrollment. 

 

1. Competitive Equity Impacts   

 

There are many examples of competitive equity throughout the 24 sports in which FUHS 

participates in the Freeway League including close to consistent playoff participation from the 

following sports, Baseball, Boys, Boys Soccer, Softball, Boys/Girls Swimming & Diving, 

Boys/Girls Tennis, Boys/Girls Volleyball, Boys/Girls Water Polo, Boys/Girls Wrestling, 

Football, Boys/Girls Golf, Boys/Girls Cross Country, Boys/Girls Track & Field. Competitive 

equity also goes beyond athletic success and needs to be considered with respect to athletic 

facilities and athletics costs as well.   

 

2. Geography/Distance Impacts  

 

With the proposed releague, FUHS will now be required to travel longer distances.  
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Map 1. Contested 2024-2025 Golden Empire Conference. 

 
Map 2. Freeway League’s Alternate Plan, 2024-2025 Conferences. 

 

Purple: FUHS 

 

Star icon: Former 

Freeway League 

Yellow: Golden 

Empire 

 

Purple: Freeway 

League 
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Golden Empire Schools Roundtrip to FUHS (mi) 

Calvary Chapel 32 mi 

Ocean View 33 mi 

Laguna Hills 52 mi 

Costa Mesa 41 mi 

Tustin 28 mi 

Godinez 30 mi 

Kennedy 19 mi 

Garden Grove 16 mi 

Segerstrom 31 mi 

Valencia 7 mi 

Katella 12 mi 

 

Games will be scheduled earlier, prior to the end of the school academic day. All 

Freeway League students end class at 3:30 pm. In the Golden Empire Conference, FUHS athletes 

may miss up to three class periods.  FUHS student athletes and teachers will have less 

instructional time because of earlier game times and because they will have to travel longer 

distances for the games. With this change that the 2024-2025 Placement imposes on FUHS, 

student athletes and teachers will have to miss up to two classes and even lunch, depending on 

what time the game begins. As of now, student athletes already use their lunch period to ask 

teachers for assignments and make up quizzes and exams. FUHS students are not on a block 

schedule, meaning they do not have a free period in the day that can be used for those purposes. 

Some coaches on our staff are also full-time teachers and along with student athletes, non-athlete 

students will be affected alike by their teachers frequent and prolonged absence from class.  

 

The 2024-2025 Placement will require FUHS to spend a considerable amount more to 

outsource transportation costs. Currently, FUHS needs athletics transportation from 1pm-10pm 

and is part of a high school-only district that does not provide bussing except for special 

education students. FJUHSD does not own or control a fleet of buses that are available for use 

after school hours like other unified school districts with large bus fleets. To date, FJUHSD 

made do with fewer buses because it “doubles up” transportation among the Freeway League’s 

various schools and teams. For example, after an FJUHSD bus drops off Sonora High School’s 

baseball team at FUHS, the same bus will pick up and transport FUHS’s basketball team to their 

game. Traveling short distances between schools has also contributed to making FUHS’s 

participation in the Freeway League possible despite FJUHSD’s shortage on buses. If FUHS 

competes in the Golden Empire Conference, using available FJUHSD transportation will be 

completely untenable, and there will be no way to participate in CIF without paying for higher 
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fees and having to contract with outside bus companies throughout the year for all teams.  

FUHS will need increased security prior to the end of the school day as rival teams and 

their guests/fans will arrive on FUHS campus for games that begin before the end of the school 

day.  To host events in the Golden Empire Conference, games will have to start earlier than when 

in the Freeway League. 

 

There are a certain number of campus staff that must be present for every sport, and 

FUHS must also hire substitute teachers for up to two class periods for each coach who teaches 

class. The earlier game start times and the additional travel time to Golden Empire Conference 

schools that are up to 16 miles away, as opposed to Freeway League schools that are a maximum 

of 5 miles away, will take coaches away from the classrooms they teach.  

 

FUHS is a Title I school. Attending games in the Golden Empire Conference that not 

only start earlier, but also take place further away, will be prohibitively burdensome for many 

parents to attend.  Having fewer parents, and likely fewer students attend, not only will alter 

school culture, but will also result in lower gate fees. Currently, within the Freeway League, 

FJUHSD high schools work collaboratively to ensure its Title I high school sports are resourced.  

 

3. Enrollment 

 

A league/conference’s competitive equity increases with greater similarity among the 

schools’ size and resources. Larger schools have greater talent pools than smaller schools, and 

school districts in higher-income areas are more advantaged. The CIF-SS Placement for the 24-

25 season, will place FUHS in a conference that has greater disparities in enrollment size. In the 

Freeway League, the difference between schools with the most and least students enrolled was 

865. In the 2024-2025 Century Conference, however, the range in school enrollment between 

schools with the most and least students enrolled is 1,861. Even after taking outlier private 

school, Crean Lutheran, out of the calculation, the difference is still large at 1,384.  

 

Table 1. Golden Empire Conference Student Enrollment 

High School  Conference 2022-2023 Enrollment 

Calvary Chapel Golden Empire 1,000 

Ocean View Golden Empire 1258 

Laguna Hills Golden Empire 1434 

Costa Mesa Golden Empire 1776 

Buena Park Golden Empire 1804 

Fullerton Golden Empire 1880 

Tustin Golden Empire 1990 

Godinez Golden Empire 2026 
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Kennedy Golden Empire 2080 

Garden Grove Golden Empire 2247 

Segerstrom Golden Empire 2489 

Valencia Golden Empire 2543 

Katella Golden Empire 2587 

Westminster Golden Empire 2637 

Santa Ana Golden Empire 3134 
California Department of Education, Annual Enrollment Data, SY 

2022-2023, available at: 

https://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/page2.asp?level=School&subject=Enrol

lment&submit1=Submit  

 

IV. Conclusion 

 

 Fullerton Union High School thanks you for your consideration of its appeal. We would 

be pleased to respond any questions you may have.  

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

_____________________ 

Dr. Laura Rubio 

Principal, Fullerton Union High School 

 

 

Attachments: 

Attachment A – Orange County Area Placement Bylaws 

Attachment B – Orange County Area Releaguing Proposal Form from OCAP Website 

Attachment C – May 15, 2023 Meeting Agenda 

Attachment D – May 15, 2023 Meeting Minutes 

Attachment E – Non Football Proposal 4 from May 15, 2023 

Attachment F – Freeway League Counterproposal from May 15, 2023 (Non Football Proposal 7) 

Attachment G – May 15, 2023 Voting Results to Determine Final Proposal 

Attachment H – May 15, 2023 Final Voting Result on Non Football Proposal #4
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Attachment A 

Process:  

Orange County Area Schools Releaguing Bylaws 2024-2026  

The process for developing Orange County Area Schools Releaguing shall:  

1. Provide reasonable and equal application of accepted criteria:  

o Competitive Equity (strength of program)  

o Geography (travel time)  

o Enrollment (student population)  

2. Maintain Brown Act Compliance (“intended to provide public access to meetings”)  

3. Follow CIF Southern Section Blue Book rules and policies  

Orange County Area Placement is a two-year releaguing cycle for all sports. (Approved March 13, 2017). 

Releaguing Proposals: All Releaguing Proposals must provide evidence of the above-accepted criteria.  

Releaguing Proposals protocols and procedures will not discriminate against one or more member schools. 

Releaguing Proposal protocols, procedure and guidelines must be inclusive and applied with consistency and 

equality (same opportunity when policy is applied). We must prevent the inconsistent and unequal application of 

Releaguing Proposal protocols, procedures and guidelines that would intentionally or unintentionally discriminate 

against one or more than one member school while creating single sport alignment, leagues or conferences.  

Releaguing Proposals must include all member schools.  

Blue Book Sections: CIFSS Section Bylaw 32 (pages 37-40) - Area Placement and Releaguing Process/Appeals 

CIFSS Section Bylaw 507 (page 109)- Section Alignment of Leagues  

Bylaws: 

Chairperson, Parliamentarian, Secretary and Dues  

1.0 Mr. Michael P. Brennan will preside as Chairperson with the assistance of Dr. John Dahlem (Parliamentarian) 

and Mr. Joel Hartmann (Secretary). 

2.0 Releaguing Dues will be $50.00 per school. Dues may be used to pay for expenses such as snacks, water, 

location and parking. Checks should be made out to “Trinity League” and mailed to Mater Dei High School c/o 

Mr. Joel Hartmann 1202 West Edinger Ave. Santa Ana, California 92707. If expenses are greater than revenue, 

a simple majority vote will increase Releaguing Dues. Dues is to be paid on or before April 3, 2023, for this 

Releaguing Cycle.  

Membership and Voting Privileges  

3.0 Orange County Area Representative Principals are committee members and thus have voting privileges. 

4.0 Voting is restricted to schools that are members of the organization and in operation with students. This includes 

new member schools recently approved by the CIF SS for Orange County Placement. 

5.0 Schools (not yet opened but have plans to open/no students) assigned through area placement may participate in 

Releaguing (voting privileges) provided a simple majority of voting members approve. 

6.0 If a Principal cannot attend a meeting, he or she must send an Administrative Designee from the same school. 

The Administrative Designee from the same school will have voting privileges based on written authorization. 

Therefore, schools must be present to exercise voting privileges (no proxy votes). 

7.0 If a Principal is unable to attend, the principal must provide written authorization for the Administrative 

Designee (from the same school) to have voting privileges. For voting privileges to occur, written authorization 

must be received in advance of the scheduled meeting start time. If written authorization arrives after the scheduled 

meeting  

begins, the Administrative Designee will forfeit voting privileges for that meeting only, unless a simple majority of 

voting members vote to reinstate voting privileges. Written authorization must be on school letter head, include the 
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Principal’s signature and Administrative Designees name and position. Written authorization must be emailed to the 

Releaguing Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org).  

8.0 At the April 24th Athletic Directors meeting, only Athletic Directors will have voting privileges to determine 

three (3) Athletic Director proposals. Schools must be present to exercise voting privileges (no proxy voting). If an 

Athletic Director cannot attend he/she must send an Athletic Director Designee (from the same school) to have 

voting privileges. For voting privileges to occur, written authorization must be received in advance of the scheduled 

meeting start time. If written authorization arrives after the scheduled meeting begins, the Athletic Director 

Designee will forfeit voting privileges for that meeting only, unless a simple majority of voting members vote to 

reinstate voting privileges. Written authorization must be on school letterhead, include the Athletic Director 

signature, Athletic Director Designees name and position. Written authorization must be emailed to the Releaguing 

Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org). After this meeting, all voting privileges will return to 

Principals. This is the only meeting that Athletic Directors have voting privileges.  

Media, Brown Act, Roberts Rules of Order, Agendas, Videotape and Minutes/Notes  

9.0 Meetings are open to the media. Each media representative must introduce him or herself to the Chairperson, 

Parliamentarian or Secretary. 

10.0 Meetings are subject to the Brown Act and will follow an agenda. 

11.0 Meetings will be conducted and based upon Robert’s Rules of Order.  

12.0 Meeting agendas will be provided five (5) working days before each scheduled meeting. 

13.0 Meeting minutes or notes will be distributed to all Principals within seventy-two (72) hours. 14.0 Agendas must 

be posted at each school site seventy-two (72) hours before scheduled meetings.  

Quorum, Voting and Passage of Motion  

15.0 A simple majority of Orange County Area Representatives will constitute a quorum for all meetings. 

Alphabetical Roll Call by member school will be obtained verbally. 

16.0 Alphabetical Roll Call (by member school) voting will be verbally stated by each member school. Each 

member school verbally states their vote so that all member schools have the opportunity to hear the official vote of 

other member schools. Schools must be present to exercise voting privileges (no proxy voting). Minutes or notes 

will reflect the yeas, nays and abstentions for each vote taken. A record of each Roll Call vote will be attached to the 

minutes and sent to the CIF SS office. Secret ballots are prohibited. The Chairperson will request that an 

administrative designee from each member school verbally state their official vote or votes.  

17.0 The Releaguing Secretary and the Parliamentarian will tabulate Roll Call voting separately. It is recommended 

that each member school tabulate Roll Call voting (auditing). 

18.0 Voting shall be conducted by a 1) Motion 2) Second 3) Discussion 4) Call for Vote 5) Vote. 

19.0 Passage of any motion (not the Final (1) Proposal) to approve requires a majority of those present (50% plus 1 

of casted votes) to vote yea. In the case of a tie, the motion will not be approved. Abstentions are considered a casted 

and official vote.  

20.0 Passage of a motion to vote upon the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal requires a majority vote of those member 

school administrative designees present. Once the motion to vote upon the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal is 

approved, a motion will be made to approve the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal. The Final (1) Releaguing Proposal 

must obtain a sixty percent (60%) majority yea vote of those member school administrative designees present. 

Abstentions are considered a casted vote.  

School Profile, Area Placement Questionnaire and Releaguing Proposal  

21.0 Schools will digitally send (email) a completed official School Profile Form and their Area Questionnaire to the 

Releaguing Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org). This must occur on or before 11:59 p.m. April 

3, 2023. The Releaguing Secretary will post the official School Profile Form and Area Placement Questionnaire on 

the Orange County Area Placement website under resources. Schools must utilize the official School Profile Form 

and Area Placement Questionnaire provided by the Releaguing Secretary. Schools requesting Orange County Area 

Placement or Relief must submit a New League Proposal to Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org) by April 14, 

2023, 11:59 p.m. 22.0 Releaguing Proposals must be written on the Orange County Area Releaguing Proposal Form. 

This form is located on the Orange County Area Placement Website. If a proposal is created at either the Athletic 
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Directors or Principals meetings, the Releaguing Proposal Form must be completely filled out. Upon request, 

Releaguing Proposal Form(s) will be sent to the Releaguing Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann 

(jhartmann@materdei.org). The Releaguing Secretary will post Releaguing Proposal Forms (Orange County 

Placement Website) for all member schools to view. 23.0 Releaguing Proposals must provide reasonable and equal 

application of accepted criteria and must include all member schools:  

• Competitive Equity (strength of program)  
• Geography (travel time)  
• Enrollment (school population)  

See “Process and Releaguing Proposals” page 1 of this document. Athletic Directors Releaguing 

Proposal Meeting  

24.0 Athletic Directors will meet on April 24, 2023 (beginning at 9:00a.m.) Diocese of Orange. At this meeting, 

Athletic Directors/New Member School Athletic Directors are Orange County Area Representative voting members. 

The purpose of this meeting is for Athletic Directors to collegially create a maximum of three (3) Releaguing 

Proposals. The three (3) Releaguing Proposals are based (only) on those schools requesting relief or new member 

schools requesting a league. *Any reference in this document to the word “league” refers to a duly constituted 

league or conference formed in the last Releaguing cycle. All conferences are permitted one vote regardless of how 

many leagues are within said conference. The meeting will begin with (only) member schools Athletic Directors 

requesting relief and new member schools Athletic Directors having five (5) minutes to present their school 

information and Releaguing Proposals. Only one representative per school is permitted to speak. Athletic Directors 

seeking relief will present first, followed by new member school Athletic Directors. Each school may include a 

maximum of two (2) new 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposals. Releaguing Proposals should affect the least amount of 

member schools as reasonably possible. Releaguing Proposals must include all member schools. All member 

schools have voting privileges. Releaguing Proposals must be sent to the Releaguing Secretary, Mr. Joel Hartmann 

(jhartmann@materdei.org) on or before April 14, 2023, 11:59p.m. The Releaguing Secretary will post Releaguing 

Proposals on the Orange County Area Placement Website by 12:00p.m. on April 16, 2023.  

25.0 If a school seeking relief or a new member school creates a proposal for Football Only, all member schools 

must be included within a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s). All CIF criteria will be followed. All member 

schools will be treated consistently and with equality (same opportunity when policy is applied). All member 

schools are permitted to vote for or against a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) per CIF SS. The process, 

beginning with 24.0, will be used to determine if a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) is/are approved or not 

approved by member schools. It must be noted that a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) will be voted upon and 

approved/not approved before all other Sports Releaguing Proposals can be discussed. Football Only Releaguing 

Proposal(s) will be kept separate from all other Sports Releaguing Proposals. At the end of the Releaguing Process, 

two separate Releaguing Proposals must obtain 60 percent (60%) member school approval to be sent to CIF SS as 

our Final Releaguing Proposals (Football Only and all other Sports). Again, if there is a Football Only Releaguing 

Proposal(s), we will follow the process for both Football Only and other Sports Releaguing Proposals.  

26.0 All Leagues/Conferences/Member Schools will have ten (10) minutes to reflect and discuss Releaguing 

Proposals. Upon request, the Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods). 

27.0 League/Conference Presidents or a League/Conference Designee (must be an Athletic Director) from impacted 

leagues/conferences have three (3) minutes to speak for or against presented Releaguing Proposals. One 

representative  

per league/conference may present. At the conclusion of League/Conference Presidents or League/Conference 

Designees speaking, one representative from schools requesting relief and new member schools will have (3) 

minutes to speak for or against. 

28.0 If member schools requesting relief and new member schools are accepted into league/conference of their 

choice, a Releaguing Proposal will be created and then voted upon. Passage of a motion to approve will require a 

simple majority of those member schools or Athletic Directors present. In this case, only one (1) Releaguing 

Proposal would be created and recommended to principals. Final one (1) Athletic Director proposal will 

immediately be placed on the Orange County Releaguing Website.  

29.0 If one (1) or more than one (1) member school requesting relief or new member school(s) is/are not accepted 

into the league/conference of their choice, the Chairperson will call for a twenty (20) minute caucus. The purpose is 

to allow Athletic Directors (from the same league/conference) the opportunity to communicate and develop 
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Releaguing Counterproposals. Releaguing Counterproposals must be aligned to the accepted criteria and must 

include schools that requested relief or are new members.  

30.0 Each league/conference will have the opportunity to create one (1) Releaguing Counterproposal. Upon request, 

the Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods). Releaguing Counterproposals must include the 

league/conference name and league/conference vote in support of the league Releaguing Counterproposal. If a 

league/conference does not approve a Releaguing Proposal by a simple majority, the Releaguing Counterproposal 

will not be included and considered obsolete.  

31.0 Upon request, Releaguing Counterproposals must be emailed to the Releaguing League Secretary Mr. Joel 

Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org). Releaguing Counterproposals will then be posted on the Orange County 

Releaguing Website. 

32.0 League/Conference Presidents or Athletic Directors from leagues/conferences that created a Releaguing 

Counterproposal will have three (3) minutes to speak. There will be only one representative per league/conference 

presenting. Releaguing counterproposals must include member schools requesting relief and new member schools 

requesting a league.  

33.0 New member school Principals, League/Conference Presidents, or a League/Conference Designee (must be an 

Athletic Director) from impacted leagues, an Athletic Director from schools requesting relief and new member 

schools Athletic Directors will have three (3) minutes to speak for or against Releaguing Counterproposals. There 

will only be one representative per impacted league/conference, member schools requesting relief and new member 

schools speaking. 34.0 Releaguing Counterproposals will have a numbered representation. The Releaguing 

Secretary will number each Releaguing Proposal beginning with one (1).  

35.0 Chairperson will call for a vote. Alphabetical Roll Call voting will begin. Each member school will verbally 

communicate their official vote by stating the school they represent, the numbered Releaguing proposal(s) they are 

supporting and the amount of votes per Releaguing proposal. Each member school will have the opportunity to vote 

for one half (50% rounding down) of total Releaguing Proposals. Therefore, if there were eight (8) Releaguing 

Proposals, each member school would have four (4) votes. If there were nine (9) Releaguing Proposals, each 

member school would have four (4) votes. A member school may use all votes in support of one (1) Releaguing 

Proposal. The top three (3) Releaguing Proposals will be announced. In the case of a tie, there may be more than 

three (3) Releaguing Proposals recommended to member school Principals. Both the Releaguing Secretary and the 

Parliamentarian will tabulate votes. All Athletic Directors are encouraged to tabulate votes (audit).  

36.0 Chairperson will call for a vote. Roll call and verbal voting will begin and each member school including new 

member schools will verbally vote to approve the top three (3) Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals. There is no 

proxy voting. 

37.0 Passage of a motion to approve the top three (3) Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals will require a simple 

majority of those member schools or Athletic Directors present. Each member school will have one (1) vote to 

approve the motion.  

38.0 Final three (3) Athletic Director proposals will immediately be placed on the Orange County Releaguing 

Website. Releaguing Proposals will be recommended to member school Principals.  

Principals Releaguing Proposal and Final Recommended CIF Orange County Releaguing Placement  

39.0 The second and potential final meeting will be May 15, 2023 (9:00 a.m.) Location TBA. At this meeting, 

Principals are considered Orange County Area Representatives. The purpose of this meeting is to review 

recommended Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals (from April 24, 2023) and provide time for member school 

Principals seeking relief, new member school Principals, and each league/conference an opportunity to present one 

(1) new Relief Releaguing Proposal. Principals seeking relief, new member school Principals (only those schools 

that requested relief or new member schools requesting a league/conference at the April 24, 2023 Athletic Director 

meeting) and leagues/conferences must send their one (1) new 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal to the Releaguing 

Secretary, Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org) on or before May 5, 2023 11:59p.m. The Releaguing Secretary 

will post all new Releaguing Proposals on the Orange County Area Placement Website by 12:00p.m. May 7, 2023.  

40.0 The meeting will begin with member school Principals requesting relief and new member school Principals 

having five (5) minutes to present. In their presentation, they may include school information and one (1) new 2024-

2026 Releaguing Proposal. Relief and new member schools Releaguing Proposals must affect the least amount of 
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member schools as reasonably possible. Releaguing proposals must include all member schools. Releaguing 

Proposals must follow accepted criteria. All member schools have voting privileges. 

41.0 If a school seeking relief or a new member school creates a proposal for Football Only, all member schools 

must be included within a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s). All CIF criteria will be followed. All member 

schools will be treated consistently and with equality (same opportunity when policy is applied). All member 

schools are permitted to vote for or against a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) per CIF SS. The process, 

beginning with 40.0, will be used to determine if a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) is/are approved or not 

approved by member schools. It must be noted that a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) will be voted upon and 

approved/not approved before all other Sports Releaguing Proposals can be discussed. Football Only Releaguing 

Proposal(s) will be kept separate from all other Sports Releaguing Proposals. At the end of the Releaguing Process, 

two separate Releaguing Proposals must obtain 60 percent (60%) member school approval to be sent to CIF SS as 

our Final Releaguing Proposals (Football Only and all other Sports). Again, if there is a Football Only Releaguing 

Proposal(s), we will follow the process for both Football Only and other Sports Releaguing Proposals. 

42.0 All leagues/conferences will have ten (10) minutes to discuss Releaguing Proposals. Upon request, the 

Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods). 

43.0 League/Conference Presidents or a League/Conference Designee from impacted leagues/conferences have 

three (3) minutes to speak for or against presented Releaguing Proposals. One representative per league/conference 

may present. At the conclusion of League/Conference Presidents or League/Conference Designees speaking, one 

representative from schools requesting reliefs and new member schools will have (3) minutes to speak for or against. 

44.0 Individual League/Conference 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposals will be presented. Each League/Conference 

President or League/Conference Designee will have (5 minutes) to present their 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal. 

Releaguing Proposals must be aligned to accepted criteria and must include schools seeking relief and new member 

schools requesting a league/conference. 

45.0 All leagues/conferences will have ten (10) minutes to discuss Individual League Releaguing Proposals. Upon 

request, the Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods). 

46.0 League/Conference Presidents or a League/Conference Designee from impacted leagues/conferences have 

three (3) minutes to speak for or against presented Releaguing Proposals. One representative per league/conference 

may present. At the conclusion of League/Conference Presidents or League/Conference Designees speaking, one 

representative from schools requesting reliefs and new member schools will have (3) minutes to speak for or against. 

47.0 Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals (April 24, 2023) will be reviewed by the Releaguing Secretary. 

48.0 Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals will be numbered as one (1), two (2) and three (3). 

49.0 Relief Releaguing Proposals and new member Proposals will begin with the number four (4), unless there were 

more than three (3) Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals. The new League proposals will begin with the number 

that immediately follows Relief and new member proposals. Releaguing Secretary Joel Hartmann will number new 

Proposals under the observation of the parliamentarian (Dr. John Dahlem). 

50.0 Chairperson will call for a vote. Alphabetical Roll Call voting will begin. Each member school Principal will 

verbally state their official vote by stating the school they represent, the numbered Releaguing proposal(s) they are 

supporting and the number of votes per Releaguing proposal (no proxy voting). Each member school will have the  

opportunity to vote for one half (50% rounding down) of total Releaguing Proposals. For example, if there were six 

(6) total first round proposals, each school would have three (3) votes. If there were five (5) total first round 

proposals, each school would have two (2) votes. A member school may use all votes in support of one (1) 

Releaguing Proposal or may divide their votes and vote for more than one proposal. At the end of the first round, the 

top three (3) proposals will move forward to round two (2). Round two (2) will move from three (3) to two (2) 

Releaguing Proposals. During round two and following rounds, each school will have one (1) vote. Round three (3) 

will move from two (2) Releaguing Proposals to the Final (1) CIF Releaguing Proposal. The Releaguing Secretary 

and the Parliamentarian will tabulate votes. All member schools are encouraged to tabulate votes (audit).  

51.0  

Passage of a motion and voting to approve the top three (3) Releaguing Proposals (round 1), final two (2) 

Releaguing Proposals (round 2) and the final CIF Releaguing Proposal (round 3) will be as follows. If we begin this 

process with less than four (4) Releaguing Proposals, we will move directly to the final (2) or possibly the final (1) 

depending on the number of Releaguing Proposals submitted:  

The top three (3) Releaguing Proposals will be those proposals that receive the highest amount of votes. Therefore, 

the highest amount is number one (1); the second highest amount is number two (2), and the third highest amount is 

number three (3).  
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The final two (2) Releaguing Proposals will be those proposals which receive the highest amount of votes. 

Therefore, the highest amount is number (1) and the second highest amount is number two (2).  

The final (1) 2022-2024 Releaguing Proposal will be the proposal that receives the highest amount of votes from the 

final two (2). Therefore, the highest amount (out of the final two) will be the Final (1) 2022-2023 Releaguing 

Proposal.  

Passage of a motion to vote on the Final (1) CIF Proposal will be approved by a majority vote. Once approved, a 

motion will be made to approve the Final (1) 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal. The final proposal must be approved 

with a sixty percent (60%) majority vote. If the Final one (1) Releaguing Proposal receives a sixty percent (60%) 

majority vote, voting ceases and that proposal will represent the area as its selection and will be immediately 

forwarded to the CIF Southern Section office.  

52.0 

Releaguing Proposals will be included in the top three (3) or final two (2).For example, if there are two (2) 

Releaguing Proposals tied for first when determining the top three (3), the top three (3) Releaguing Proposals will 

include the two (2) tied for first plus the second place Releaguing Proposal only.  

53.0 If the Final Releaguing Proposal does not receive a sixty percent (60%) majority vote, there will be a 

League representative caucus for twenty (20) minutes. Per request, the Releaguing Chairperson may approve more 

time (5 minute-periods). League Representatives will meet and prepare a compromise to the Final (1) CIF Proposal. 

The compromise will create a new counterproposal. This new counterproposal must follow the accepted criteria and 

must include schools requesting relief and new member schools requesting a league/conference. Passage of a motion 

to vote on the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal (League Representative Counterproposal) will be approved by a 

majority vote of League Representatives. Once League Representatives approve, a motion will be made to approve 

the Final (1) 2024- 2026 Releaguing Proposal. The Final (1) proposal must be approved with a sixty percent (60%) 

member schools vote. If the Final One Releaguing Proposal receives a sixty percent (60%) majority member school 

vote, voting ceases and 

that proposal will represent the area as its selection and will be immediately forwarded to the CIF Southern Section 

office.  

54.0 All appeals must be in accordance with the CIF Blue Book Page 40 “Releaguing Appeal Procedures.”  
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Attachment B 

 

 

2022-2024 OC League Alignment

Century Conference Coastview Conference Empire League

Brea Olinda Aliso Niguel Crean Lutheran

Canyon Capistrano Valley Cypress

El Dorado Dana Hills No Football Kennedy

El Modena El Toro Pacifica, GG

Esperanza Mission Viejo Tustin

Foothill San Clemente Valencia, Placentia

Villa Park San Juan Hills

Yorba Linda Tesoro

Trabuco Hills

Freeway League Garden Grove Leaguue Golden West Conference

Buena Park Bolsa Grande Garden Grove

Fullerton La Quinta Godinez

La Habra Loara Katella

Sonora Los Amigos Ocean View

Sunny Hills Rancho Alamitos Segerstrom

Troy Santiago, GG Westminster

Laguna Beach FB Only

Marina FB Only

Orange League Orange Coast League Pacific Coast Conference

Anaheim Calvary Chapel Beckman

Century Costa Mesa Irvine

Magnolia Estancia Northwood

Santa Ana Valley Orange Portola

Savanna Saddleback University

Western Santa Ana  Woodbridge

St. Margaret's Laguna Hills

Sage Hill No Football

Dana Hills FB Only

Sunset Conference Trinity League New League

Corona del Mar JSerra

Edison Mater Dei

Fountain Valley Orange Lutheran

Huntington Beach Rosary Academy

Los Alamitos Santa Margarita

Newport Harbor Servite

Laguna Beach No Football St. John Bosco

Marina No Football
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Attachment C 
 

CIF Southern Section 
Orange County Area Placement Meeting 2024 - 2026 Releaguing Cycle Agenda 

May 15, 2023 
9:30 a.m. 

Diocese of Orange 
13280 Chapman Avenue Garden Grove, California 92840 

1.0 
2.0Flag Salute 
3.0Moment of Reflection “It is never wrong to do the right thing.” Mark Twain 
4.0Purpose of the Meeting 
5.0Introduction of Guests/Media 
6.0Public Hearing Session-Members of the Public 
7.0 Roll Call (simple majority will constitute a quorum) 
8.0Approval of Minutes April 23, 2023 (Athletic Directors Meeting) 
9.0Review 2024-2026 Bylaws and Protocol for Principals Meeting. 
10.0 Review CIFSS Blue Book Page 39 Bylaw 32 B 4 A (Conference vs. Leagues) 
11.0 Member Schools Relief Proposals 

a. Football Only Conference (FOC) Athletic Directors Relief Proposal presentations 
(Top three), discussion, and vote. 
b. If a simple majority approves FOC top three Athletic Director Relief Proposals, FOC 
new relief proposals and counterproposals will be presented and discussed. 
c. FOC Relief Proposal will be numbered and then a vote to choose the number one FOC 
proposal. 
d. If FOC is approved, and the number one FOC proposal has been chosen, All Other 
Sports Relief Athletic Director Proposals (top three) will be presented and discussed. 
(Does not include Football) 
e. All Other Sports new relief proposals and counterproposals (does not include Football) 
will be presented and discussed. 
    Date: Time: Location: 
Welcome/Call to Order. All Other Sports will be numbered and then a vote to choose the 
number one All Other Sports Proposal. (Does not include Football) 
g. Two Votes-FOC (60% approval) and All Other Sports (60% approval).  
h. If FOC is opposed, All Other Sports (including Football) Relief Proposal presentations 
and discussion, numbering, and voting. 

12.0 Reminders and Information 
13.0 Motion/Approval to Adjourn if necessary TBA. 
92840 
Next Meeting: Only Principals/AD’s 
Diocese of Orange 
13280 Chapman Avenue Garden Grove, California 
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Attachment D 
 

Date: Time: Location: 

CIF Southern Section 
Orange County Area Placement Meeting 2024 - 2026 Releaguing Cycle Minutes 

May 15, 2023 
9:00 a.m. 

Diocese of Orange 
13280 Chapman Avenue Garden Grove, California 92840 

1.0 Welcome/Call to Order 

• Michael Brennan (Chairperson) called the meeting to order at 9:25 a.m. 

• Michael Brennan introduced Joel Hartman (secretary) and Sharon Hodge (CIF SS). He 
stated that Dr. John Dahlem was not feeling well and would not be present. 

2.0 Flag Salute 

• Michael Brennan led the Pledge of Allegiance  
3.0Moment of Reflection 

• “It is never wrong to do the right thing.” Mark Twain 

• Michael Brennan asked member schools to reflect on the quote (1 minute). 
4.0 Purpose of the Meeting 

• Michael Brennan stated, “the purpose of the meeting was to review the three Football Only 
Conference (FOC) proposals and the three All-Sports Proposals recommended by Athletic 
Directors, as well as listen to potential counter proposals. All proposals will be heard. We 
will then discuss and vote to reduce the options for FOC and All Other Sports to one 
proposal each. These proposals will be forwarded to the CIFSS.” Michael Brennan 
thanked athletic directors and principals for attending today’s meeting and ensured that all 
member schools would have an opportunity to be represented in the releaguing process. 

5.0Introduction of Guests/Media 

• Joel Hartmann announced that Jim Perry was present to represent CIF SS. Michael 
Brennan welcomed Mr. Perry to the meeting. 

6.0 Public Hearing Session-Members of the Public 

• There were no members of the public present. 
7.0 Roll Call (simple majority will constitute a quorum) 

• See attached Excel Spreadsheet  

• There was a quorum present by a simple majority of schools. 76 member schools present; 
39 member schools represented a simple majority; and 46 schools equal a 60% 
threshold. 

• Michael Brennan explained the proxy process by stating, “ some schools present today 
are represented by proxy letters signed by the principal of the school.” 

8.0Approval of Minutes April 23, 2023 (Athletic Directors Meeting) 

• Sage Hill High School asked for a correction of the 4-24-23 minutes, stating that they were 
in support of Option D and opposed to Option E. Michael Brennan state, “I will revise the 
4-24-23 minutes.” 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to approve the April 24,2023 minutes with this 
correction. Villa Park High School moved to approve the April 24, 2023 minutes. Sunny 
Hills High School seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved the April 24, 
2023. 76-0-0 

• Joel Hartmann announced member schools represented by proxy: 
Santa Margarita High School 
Servite High School 
Western High School 
Irvine (Monica Colunga, Principal of Irvine came late) Santa Ana High School 
Yorba Linda High School Tustin High School Saddleback High School Capistrano 
Valley High School Aliso Niguel High School 
Brea Olinda High School 
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Corona del Mar High School 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the meeting. San Clemente High School 
motioned to begin the meeting. Saddleback High School seconded the motion. A hand 
vote unanimously approved the beginning of the meeting. 76-0-0 

9.0 Review 2024-2026 Bylaws and Protocol for Principals Meeting. 

• Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions regarding the bylaws. There were no 
questions or concerns. 

10.0 Review CIFSS Blue Book Page 39 Bylaw 32 B 4 A (Conference vs. Leagues) 

• Michael Brennan presented and the above bylaw. He presented and verified that all 
member school understood the difference between a conference and a league. 

o Conference 
o One Criteria-Equity 
o League 
o Three criterion-Equity, Geography and Enrollment 

• Michael Brennan asked for questions. There were no questions.  
11.0 Member Schools Relief Proposals 

• Michael Brennan stated that there are three approved FOC proposals (AD meeting). 
There were two additional FOC proposals provided to Mr. Hartmann. Mike Brennan 
reviewed the protocol for the day: 

a. Football Only Conference (FOC) Athletic Directors Relief Proposal presentations 
(Top three), discussion, and vote. 
b. If a simple majority approves FOC top three Athletic Director Relief Proposals, 
FOC new. relief proposals and counterproposals will be presented and discussed. 
c. FOC Relief Proposal will be numbered and then a vote to choose 
the number one FOC. proposal. 
d. If FOC is approved, and the number one FOC proposal has been chosen, All 
Other Sports Relief Athletic Director Proposals (top three) will be presented and 
discussed. 
(does not include Football) 
e. All Other Sports new relief proposals and counterproposals (does not include 
Football) will be presented and discussed. 
f. All Other Sports will be numbered and then a vote to choose the number one All 
Other Sports Proposal. (Does not include Football) 
g. Two Votes-FOC (60% approval) and All Other Sports (60% approval).  
h. If FOC is opposed, All Other Sports (including Football) Relief Proposal 
presentations and discussion, numbering, and voting. 

Football Only Conference 

• Tustin High School presented FOC proposal #1. Michael Brennan asked if there were any 
questions. There were no questions. 

• Estancia High presented FOC proposal #2.Michael Brennan asked if there were any 
questions. There were no questions. 

• The Freeway League presented FOC proposal #1. Michael Brennan asked if there were 
any questions. There were no questions. 

• Michael Brennan stated that approval was necessary from principals before we move 
forward with FOC proposals. Anaheim High School motion to approve a FOC. Godinez 
High School seconded the motion. A hand vote approved the Football Only Conference 
approval by principals. 75-0-1 

• Los Amigos High School represented the Garden Grove League (counterproposal #4). 
Athletic Directors were invited to speak for or against this FOC counterproposal. In 
support: 

San Clemente High School 
Against: 
Edison High School 
Los Alamitos School 

• Portola High School represented the Pacific Coast League (counterproposal #5). 
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• Athletic Directors were invited to speak for or against this FOC counterproposal. In 
support: 

San Clemente High School Against: 
Edison High School 
Los Alamitos High School 

• Michael Brennan asked for additional counterproposals. There were no additional 
counterproposals. 

• Ten minutes plus five additional minutes were permitted for discussion within individual 
leagues regarding the five FOC proposals. 

• Joel Hartmann asked for additional counterproposals. There were no additional 
counterproposals. 

• Newport Harbor High School entered the meeting. Michael Brennan stated that a motion 
was necessary to reinstate voting privileges to Newport Harbor High School. San 
Clemente High School motioned to reinstate voting privileges to Newport Harbor High 
School. Valencia High seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to 
reinstate Newport Harbor High School voting privileges. 76-0-0. 

• Michael Brennan stated, “it is now time to vote on the FOC options. The final proposals 
must be approved with a 60% (46-member school) vote. He asked for a motion to move 
forward with the vote to choose the number one FOC proposal. Newport Harbor High 
School made a motion to move forward with the vote. San Clemente High School 
seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to move forward with the vote. 
77-0-0. 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the voting process to reduce the FOC 
proposals from five to three. Villa Park High School moved to begin the voting process to 
reduce the FOC proposals from five to three FOC proposals. Laguna Beach High School 
seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to begin the voting process. 
77-0-0 

• A roll call vote reduced the number from five FOC proposals to three FOC proposals, with 
each school getting two votes – FOC proposals #1, #4 and #5 were moved forward. 
(See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the voting process to reduce the FOC 
proposals from three to two FOC proposals. JSerra High School motioned to vote. El 
Dorado High School seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved. 77-0-0 

• A roll call vote reduced the number from three to two FOC proposals, with each school 
getting one vote– #1 and #4 were the top two FOC proposals. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• A request was approved to allow a 5-minute discussion within each league to discuss the 
two final FOC proposals. Time was granted permitting an additional 15 minutes to 
discuss (3 five-minute intervals). 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the voting process to reduce FOC proposals 
from two to one FOC proposal. JSerra High School motioned to move from two to one 
FOC proposal. El Toro High School seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously 
approved to begin the voting process. 77-0-0. 

• A roll call vote reduced the number from two FOC proposals to one FOC proposal, with 
each school getting one vote. Proposal #4 received a majority of votes. (See Excel 
Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to approve Proposal #4 as the final FOC proposal. 
JSerra High School motioned to approve. El 

• Dorado High School seconded the motion. The motion was approved with over 60%. (See 
Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to vote on forwarding Proposal 

• #4 (final FOC proposal) to CIF SS. Sonora High School motioned that FOC Proposal #4 
be forwarded to CIF SS. Anaheim seconded this motion. The motion was approved by a 
majority. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

All-Other Sports Proposals 
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• Michael Brennan stated, it is time to discuss All-Other Sports Proposals. All-Other Sports 
Proposals #1, #2 and #3 were created and recommended by Athletic Directors. There 
are three additional options proposed by the Golden West League, Orange High School, 
and the Empire League.” 

• Kennedy High reviewed proposal #1. 

• Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no questions. 

• Estancia High School reviewed proposal #2 

• Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no questions. 

• Orange High School reviewed proposal #3. 

• Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no questions. 

• Segerstrom High School represented the Garden Grove League (counterproposal #4). 
Athletic Directors were invited to speak for or against this All-Sports counterproposal). In 
support: 

San Clemente High School El Dorado High School Calvary Chapel High School 
Garden Grove High School Crean Lutheran High School Estancia High School 
Santa Ana High School 

Against: 
Portola High School represented the Pacific Coast League. 
Beckman High School Buena Park High School Newport Harbor High School Troy 
High School University High School Fullerton High School Sonora High School 

• Orange High School presented (counterproposal #5). Athletic Directors were invited to 
speak for or against this All-Sports counterproposal. In support: None 
Against: 

Estancia High School 
University High School represented the Pacific Coast League. 
Crean Lutheran High School 
Anaheim High School 
Beckman High School 

• Pacifica High School represented the Empire League (counterproposal #6). Athletic 
Directors were invited to speak for or against this All-Sports counterproposal. In support: 
Crean Lutheran High School El Dorado High School 
Against: 

Sunny Hills High School represented the Freeway League Beckman High School 
Northwood High School represented the Pacific Coast League. 

• A ten-minute discussion period was permitted to discuss proposals and prepare 
league/conference counterproposals. An extra five minutes was granted for a total of 15 
minutes. 

• Michael Brennan asked for league or conference counterproposals. Joel Hartmann stated 
that there was one counterproposal developed during this time period. 

• The Freeway League presented counterproposal #7. Athletic Directors were invited to 
speak for or against: 

In support: 
Beckman High School 
Sage Hill High School Rosary High School 
Against: 
El Dorado High School representing the Century Conference 

• Bylaws were referred to regarding the presentation of All Sports Counterproposal #5 by 
Orange High School. The principal stated that they were seeking relief. Per the Bylaws, 
the counterproposal was permitted. 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to vote to reduce the seven proposals to three 
proposals. Capistrano Valley High School motioned to move from seven to three All-
Sports Proposals. OLU seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to 
reduce the number of options from seven to three. 77-0-0 
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• A roll call vote (each school had three votes) reduced the number of All-Sports Proposals 
to three (proposals #2, #4, and #7). (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to reduce the number of proposals from three to two 
All- Sports Proposals. Laguna Beach High School motioned to reduce the proposals 
from three to two All-Sports Proposals. Anaheim High School seconded the motion. A 
hand vote unanimously approved to reduce the number of options from three to two. 77-
0-0. 

• A roll call vote (each school had one vote) reduced the number of All-Sports Proposals to 
two proposals #4 and #7). (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to reduce the All-Sports Proposals from two to one 
proposal. El Toro High School motioned to move from two to one All-Sports Proposal. 
Villa Park High School seconded the motion. Five minutes were allowed for each 
member school to discuss and review the final two options. An additional five minutes 
was granted. Both All-Sports Proposals were viewed via technology on a large white 
screen above the stage. 

• Michael Brennan presented All-Sports Proposals #4 and #7 for review and asked for 
further discussion. There was no further discussion. A motion to vote had previously 
been made. A hand vote unanimously approved to reduce the number of All-Sports 
Proposals from two to one All-Sports Proposal. 77-0-0 

• A roll call vote (each school had one vote) reduced the number to one All-Sports Proposal. 
The proposal selected was #4. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to approve Proposal #4 as the final All-Sports 
proposal. Villa Park High School motioned to approve. Costa Mesa High School 
seconded the motion. The motion was approved with over 60%. (See Excel 
Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to vote on forwarding Proposal #4 (Final All-Sports 
proposal) to CIF SS. Corona Del Mar High School motioned that the final All-Sports 
Proposal #4 be forwarded to CIF SS. Godinez High School seconded the motion. The 
motion was approved by a majority. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• A roll call vote approved to forward the All-Sports to the CIF SS. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 
12.0 Reminders and Information 

• Michael Brennan thanked Joel Hartmann and Sharon Hodge for their assistance with the 
releaguing process. He asked for everyone to pray for Dr. Dahlem. There was a one- 
minute time period where all members schools prayed for or reflected upon Dr. Dahlem. 

13.0 Motion/Approval to Adjourn 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to adjourn the meeting. Villa Park High School 
motioned to adjourn. Laguna Beach High School seconded the motion. A hand vote 
unanimously approved to adjourn the meeting. 77-0-0. 

• Meeting was adjourned at 1:15 p.m. 
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Attachment E 

 

 

 

Golden West League

Brea Olinda Aliso Niguel Irvine

Canyon Beckman Laguna Beach

Crean Lutheran Capo Valley Northwood

Cypress Dana Hills Portola

El Dorado El Toro Rosary

El Modena Mission Viejo Sage Hill

Esperanza San Clemente St Margarets

Foothill San Juan Hills University

La Habra Tesoro Woodbridge

Pacifica Trabuco Hills

Sonora

Sunny Hills

Troy

Villa Park

Yorba Linda

Buena Park Anaheim Corona Del Mar

Calvary Chapel Bolsa Grande Edison

Costa Mesa Century Fountain Valley

Fullerton Estancia Huntington Beach

Garden Grove La Quinta Los Alamitos

Godinez Loara Marina

Katella Los Amigos Newport Harbor

Kennedy Magnolia

Laguna Hills Orange

Ocean View Rancho Alamitos

Santa Ana Saddleback

Segerstrom Santiago

Tustin Savanna

Valencia Valley

Westminister Western

Bosco

J Serra

Mater Dei

Orange Lutheran

Santa Margarita

Servite

Century Conference - 15 Coastview Conference - 10 Pacific Coast Conference - 9 Girls / 8 Boys

Golden Empire Conference - 15 Orange Grove Conference - 15 Sunset League - 7

Trinity League - 6 Boys / 4 Girls
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Attachment F 

 

 

FWL Counter 5_15_23

Century Conference - 10 guys / 11 girls Coastview Conference - 10 Pacific Coast League - 7

Golden West Conference - 15 Orange Grove Conference - 15 Sunset League - 7

Freeway League - 6

Trinity

Foothill 12 San Clemente 7 Woodbridge 25

Villa Park 13 San Juan Hills 7 Laguna Beach 31

Cypress 15 Aliso Niguel 11 Northwood 37

El Dorado 21 Tesoro 14 University 42

Rosary 23 Capo Valley 20 Portola 44

Canyon 24 Mission Viejo 22 Irvine 50

Yorba Linda 28 Trabuco Hills 25 Beckman 18

Esperanza 30 El Toro 32

St Margarets 40 Dana Hills 33

Brea Olinda 41 Crean Lutheran 36

El Modena 54

.

Pacifica 39 Santiago 56 Los Alamitos 2

Tustin 45 Anaheim 58 Huntington Beach 6

Kennedy 46 Estancia 61 Newport Harbor 9

Garden Grove 48 La Quinta 66 CDM 16

Segerstrom 49 Savanna 67 Edison 17

Laguna Hills 51 Saddleback 68 Fountain Valley 29

Valencia 52 Bolsa Grande 69 Marina 35

Calvary Chapel 53 Los Amigos 70

Ocean View 55 Western 71

Sage Hill 57 Valley 72

Katella 59 Rancho Alamitos 73 Sunny Hills 27

Westminister 62 Loara 74 Sonora 34

Godinez 63 Orange 75 Troy 38

Santa Ana 64 Magnolia 76 La Habra 42

Costa Mesa 65 Century 77 Fullerton 47

Buena Park 60

Mater Dei 1

Servite 3

Santa Margarita 4

Orange Lutheran 5

J Serra 9

Bosco 19
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Attachment G 

 

 

Non Football Proposal Vote to 1

School

Proposal 4

Golden West Lg

Proposal 7

Freeway Lg Abstain

Aliso Niguel 1

Anaheim 1

Beckman 1

Bolsa Grande 1

Brea Olinda 1

Buena Park 1

Calvary Chapel 1

Canyon 1

Capistrano Valley 1

Century 1

Corona del Mar 1

Costa Mesa 1

Crean Lutheran 1

Cypress 1

Dana Hills 1

Edison 1

El Dorado 1

El Modena 1

El Toro 1

Esperanza 1

Estancia 1

Foothill 1

Fountain Valley 1

Fullerton 1

Garden Grove 1

Godinez 1

Huntington Beach 1

Irvine 1

JSerra 1

Katella 1

Kennedy 1

La Habra 1

La Quinta 1

Laguna Beach 1

Laguna Hills 1

Loara 1

Los Alamitos 1

Los Amigos 1

Magnolia 1

Marina 1

Mater Dei 1

Mission Viejo 1

Newport Harbor 1

Northwood 1

Ocean View 1

Orange 1

Orange Lutheran 1

Pacifica, GG 1

Portola 1

Rancho Alamitos 1

Rosary Academy 1

Saddleback 1

Sage Hill 1

San Clemente 1

San Juan Hills 1

Santa Ana  1

Santa Ana Valley 1

Santa Margarita 1

Santiago, GG 1

Savanna 1

Segerstrom 1

Servite 1

Sonora 1

St Margarets 1

St. John Bosco 1

Sunny Hills 1

Tesoro 1

Trabuco Hills 1

Troy 1

Tustin 1

University 1

Valencia, Placentia 1

Villa Park 1

Western 1

Westminster 1

Woodbridge 1

Yorba Linda 1

TOTALS 51 26 0
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Attachment H 

 

 

Non Football Proposal #4 -

Final Approval Vote (60%)

School YES NO Abstain

Aliso Niguel 1

Anaheim 1

Beckman 1

Bolsa Grande 1

Brea Olinda 1

Buena Park 1

Calvary Chapel 1

Canyon 1

Capistrano Valley 1

Century 1

Corona del Mar 1

Costa Mesa 1

Crean Lutheran 1

Cypress 1

Dana Hills 1

Edison 1

El Dorado 1

El Modena 1

El Toro 1

Esperanza 1

Estancia 1

Foothill 1

Fountain Valley 1

Fullerton 1

Garden Grove 1

Godinez 1

Huntington Beach 1

Irvine 1

JSerra 1

Katella 1

Kennedy 1

La Habra 1

La Quinta 1

Laguna Beach 1

Laguna Hills 1

Loara 1

Los Alamitos 1

Los Amigos 1

Magnolia 1

Marina 1

Mater Dei 1

Mission Viejo 1

Newport Harbor 1

Northwood 1

Ocean View 1

Orange 1

Orange Lutheran 1

Pacifica, GG 1

Portola 1

Rancho Alamitos 1

Rosary Academy 1

Saddleback 1

Sage Hill 1

San Clemente 1

San Juan Hills 1

Santa Ana  1

Santa Ana Valley 1

Santa Margarita 1

Santiago, GG 1

Savanna 1

Segerstrom 1

Servite 1

Sonora 1

St Margarets 1

St. John Bosco 1

Sunny Hills 1

Tesoro 1

Trabuco Hills 1

Troy 1

Tustin 1

University 1

1

Villa Park 1

Western 1

Westminster 1

Woodbridge 1

Yorba Linda 1

TOTALS 61 12 4

Valencia, Placentia
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BEFORE THE CALIFORNIA INTERSCHOLASTIC FEDERATION-SOUTHERN 

SECTION ON RELEAGUING COMMENCING 2024-2025 SCHOOL YEAR 

 

In the matter of CIF-SS Releaguing 

Configuration regarding La Habra High 

School 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

 

APPEAL – LA HABRA HIGH 

SCHOOL, LA HABRA, CA 

 

September 8, 2023 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

 

La Habra High School (“LHHS”), La Habra, CA, appeals the non football releaguing 

decision of the Orange County Area Placement (“OCAP”) and California Interscholastic 

Federation Southern Section (“CIF-SS”) on May 15, 2023. This appeal is based upon “the re-

leaguing criteria and process” that violated the following Orange County Area Schools 

Releaguing Bylaws, 2024-2026 (“Bylaws”) (Attachment “A”):  

 

1. Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0, mandating that the releaguing proposals must affect the least 

amount of member schools as reasonably possible; and  

2. Bylaw 40.0, mandating that Principals of schools requesting relief begin the meeting with 

a five-minute presentation that may include their school information and one (1) new 

2024-2026 releaguing proposal; and 

3. Bylaw 22.0, mandating that all “Releaguing Proposals must be written on the Orange 

County Area Releaguing Proposal Form;” and 

4. The introductory section of the Releaguing Bylaws also states that “Releaguing Proposals 

protocols and procedures will not discriminate against one or more member schools;” and 

5. Bylaws 23.0 and 40.0, mandating that releaguing proposals must provide reasonable and 

equal application of the following three criteria: competitive equity (strength of program), 

geography (travel time), and enrollment (school population). 

 

Important Note: Bylaw 24.0 states, “*Any reference in this document to the word ‘league’ refers 

to a duly constituted league or conference formed in the last Releaguing cycle.” 
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II. PROCEDURAL VIOLATIONS 

  

Procedural violations were committed during the OCAP releaguing process that require 

granting LHHS this appeal and nullifying LHHS’s placement with respect to the final “non-

football” releaguing proposal set to commence with the 2024-2025 year. This appeal does not 

pertain to releaguing with respect to “football only” Orange County conferencing decision.  

 

The 2024-2026 CIF Releaguing Cycle consolidated all Orange County area schools’ 

football teams into one county-wide conference. During the process, member schools were 

required to vote on football-only releaguing proposals before considering the releaguing of all 

other CIF sports. As the push to consolidate all Orange County area school’s football teams into 

one football-only conference reflected a larger trend, LHHS agreed to the final Football-Only 

Releaguing Proposal at the May 15, 2023 meeting. LHHS agreed to move the football program 

into this larger conference because discussion around football placement has always been the 

driving factor behind any re-leaguing conversations in the past. All other sports receive 

secondary consideration. LHHS decided that by removing football from the discussions, member 

schools could focus more clearly on the other sports.  The LHHS decision was also a show of 

goodwill and a way to pilot LHHS’s participation in a larger conference prior to releaguing all 

other sports. Despite this agreement, LHHS made it abundantly clear throughout the process, 

however, that they did not want to join another league or conference for all other CIF sports.  

 

From the beginning, the 2024-2026 Orange County Area Placement process appeared to 

be explicitly motivated by factors outside the three criteria that are required under Bylaw 23 and 

Introduction of the Bylaws aimed at preventing intentional or unintentional discrimination 

against any member schools. During the February 8 and April 24, 2023 re-leaguing meetings, an 

athletic director from another member school openly and blatantly campaigned for the Freeway 

League’s elimination and subsequent placement of LHHS in another league despite no request 

by LHHS for relief or alternative placement. For example, the athletic director bitterly stated, 

“The Freeway League has been together 42 years. It’s time for you guys to play ball and join the 

rest of us.” This athletic director demonstrated other illegitimate reasons in support of the 2024-

2026 placement by saying, “[His conference’s] goal is to expand. We have 9 teams and would 

like to get to 15.”  Furthermore, his and others’ supported proposals discriminated against private 

schools. This was made clear in statements by him and others during the multiple meetings that 

stated, “We do not want schools without or borders.” 

 

This same athletic director also repeatedly advocated to disband the Freeway League 

schools under the pretense that Buena Park High School needed relief with statements such as, 
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“If I were student or family at Buena Park [High School], I would sue the District for not 

providing relief.” Buena Park High School, however, never requested relief and competes well 

within the Freeway League from year to year. His conference representatives and others, who 

supported the ultimate re-leaguing proposal, demonstrated their complete disregard for the three 

criteria required in Bylaw 23 throughout the series of re-leaguing committees that took place 

from February to May 2023. Their open discrimination against private schools was a determining 

factor in the ultimate passage of a proposal that placed LHHS in a different league specifically to 

create a larger conference that would benefit those schools already in that conference. 

 

On April 24, 2023, the Athletic Directors approved three Athletic Director Releaguing 

Proposals for non-football sports that were posted in advance of the May 15, 2023 releaguing 

meeting. In violation of Bylaw 22.0, not all of these proposals were submitted on the “Orange 

County Area Releaguing Proposal Form” (Attachment B is the only form available on the OCAP 

website).  At least three different forms were used for these proposals.   

 

At the May 15, 2023 meeting for Principals, member schools voted on the final 2024-

2026 Releaguing Proposal based on incomplete information in violation of Bylaw 40.  Per Bylaw 

39, the purpose of the May 15, 2023 meeting is for Principals (“Orange County Area 

Representatives”) to “review recommended Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals (from April 

24, 2023) and provide time for member school Principals seeking relief, new member school 

Principals, and each league/conference an opportunity to present one (1) new Relief Releaguing 

Proposal.” At the beginning of this meeting, as required by Bylaw 40, the Principals of schools 

requesting relief were to receive five minutes to present school information regarding their 

reasons for requesting relief as well as 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal. This mandated 

procedure was entirely neglected as the May 15 meeting agenda (Attachment C) and meeting 

minutes (Attachment D) exhibit.   

 

Instead of following this procedure in the Bylaws and giving schools requesting relief 

five minutes to present, the meeting began with a clear focus on solving the Football-Only 

Conferencing question first.  The non-football proposals and counterproposals were addressed 

only after the Football-Only issue was resolved, and member schools requesting relief were 

denied time to present. Without this key information, Principals decided on proposals not 

knowing which schools were requesting relief nor how the proposals would provide relief. As far 

as LHHS knew, the creation of the football-only conference may have solved these relief 

questions but there was no way to know. 
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At the May 15, 2023 meeting, Principals were presented with three additional non-

football counterproposals that had been compiled during private, informal meetings leading up to 

May 15.  As stated above, none of the original non-football proposals nor counterproposals 

indicated which schools were requesting relief nor how that relief was being satisfied.  The 

discussions following each proposal at the May 15 meeting clearly demonstrated that certain 

existing leagues and conferences supported proposals based on the creation or expansion of 

conferences to benefit their members, without concern for other impacted schools. However, 

expanding a conference is not one of the criteria for re-leaguing as required by Bylaw 23.0. The 

resulting proposed conferences also failed to affect the least number of schools as reasonably 

possible as required in Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0.   

 

Several member schools also directly expressed during the May 15 meeting that they 

would not support proposals that added private schools, or “schools without borders” as they 

referred to them, to their league or conference.  This clear discrimination of private schools not 

only violated the Bylaws, but also severely limited the process of finding the best possible relief 

proposals that would impact the least schools. The only way to increase conference sizes without 

adding private schools and while addressing schools that requested relief was to break up a 

league whose member schools did not request relief.  

 

For example, one of the new counterproposals, non-Football Proposal 4 (Attachment E) 

that would ultimately become the final 2024-2026 Placement, affected 100% of member schools 

across Orange County. This violates Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0, which expressly state that 

“Releaguing Proposals should affect the least amount of member schools as reasonably 

possible.”  When leagues/conferences affected by any of the proposals could submit new 

counterproposals, the Freeway League representatives, including LHHS, created and presented 

an alternate proposal, non-Football Proposal 7 (Attachment F), in an attempt to affect the least 

schools reasonably possible while also working to satisfy the desire of certain conferences to 

expand or be created.  The Freeway League’s counterproposal not only addressed all schools that 

requested relief but also affected a smaller number of member schools, which is mandated by 

Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0.  The counterproposal also expanded the conferences that wanted 

expansion and created conferences for member schools who wanted it.  Again, some member 

schools and leagues spoke out against the Freeway League counterproposal giving the explicit, 

discriminatory reasoning that they did not want “schools without borders” (i.e. private schools) 

in their league or conference. 

 

Over the objections of LHHS and other Orange County schools, the non-Football 

Proposal 4 (Attachments G and H) passed though it was the result of meetings that failed to 
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comply with the required procedures set forth in multiple Bylaws indicated above.  Additionally, 

during the voting process, member schools expressed that they were unable to support the non-

Football Proposal 7 because they were pressured not to upset schools within their respective 

school districts.  However, Bylaw 23.0 mandates that schools consider only three criteria, none 

of which include a fear of upsetting other schools within their district. 

 

The 2024-2026 OCAP is the unfortunate outcome of a loose process driven by a few 

outspoken participants rather than the Bylaws’ stated intention of preventing “inconsistent and 

unequal application of protocol, procedures, and guidelines that would intentionally or 

unintentionally discriminate against one or more than one member school” while also providing 

reasonable and equal application of the accepted criteria—competitive equity (strength of 

program), geography (travel time), and enrollment (school population). Creating conferences and 

keeping “schools without borders” out of one’s respective conference were prioritized over 

focusing on the school that requested relief, making sure proposals affected the least number of 

schools, and  considering of the three accepted criteria. 

 

III. SECONDARY CONSIDERATIONS 

 

Though LHHS never requested relief, LHHS will be adversely impacted by the 

significant resources it must divert to accommodate the releaguing resulting from the 2024-2026 

OCAP process to ensure its students can safely participate.  For 42 years, LHHS students 

traveled within a five-mile radius to attend games at schools within their own school district 

(Fullerton Joint Union High School District or “FJUHSD”). As a result of short travel times and 

ease of coordination among FJUHSD schools, LHHS could start their games after class hours 

(8:30 AM – 3:30 PM) and share their resources to participate in CIF-SS. Now in a new 

placement, LHHS student athletes and teachers who coach will potentially have to miss up to 

three classes during away games. LHHS will have to purchase increased transportation, purchase 

athletic equipment, and build out their athletic facilities at an incredible expense to maintain 

competitive equity.   

 

Applying the Bylaw’s process for developing Orange County area schools releaguing 

requires the reasonable and equal application of three accepted criteria. LHHS finds that the 

2024-2026 placement decreases its competitive equity, increases travel time, and affects 

enrollment. Therefore, LHHS must implement costly changes having been releagued without 

having requested relief for a placement that improves its own competitive equity, geography, or 

enrollment. 
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1. Competitive Equity Impacts  

 

There are many examples of competitive equity throughout the 23 non-football sports in 

the Freeway League as 87% (20 of 23) of our athletic programs (Baseball, Boys/Girls Basketball, 

Boys/Girls Soccer, Softball, Boys/Girls Swimming & Diving, Girls Volleyball, Boys/Girls Water 

Polo, Boys/Girls Wrestling, Boys/Girls Golf, Boys/Girls Cross Country, and Boys/Girls Track & 

Field, Cheer) demonstrated competitive equity in their current league placement as they have 

qualified or had individuals qualify for the CIF playoffs in the last three years. 

 

Competitive equity also goes beyond athletic success and needs to be considered with 

respect to athletic facilities and athletics costs as well.  Though LHHS does have a District 

stadium, it does not have an all-weather track nor is it equipped with the field lights necessary for 

safely hosting non-football/soccer games. Competing intra-district allowed LHHS to use 

facilities at other schools within the Freeway League when necessary. Under the 2024-2026 

Placement, however, the only two Freeway League schools equipped with field lights and all-

weather tracks, Buena Park High School and Fullerton High School, are no longer placed in a 

league with LHHS. Whereas before, LHHS would have used the field lights and all-weather 

tracks at Buena Park High School or Fullerton High School, now LHHS must purchase and 

install field lights and all-weather tracks in time for the 2024-2025 year. Otherwise, the events 

will either take place in the dark or be moved to earlier in the day, which will remove student 

athletes and coaches from additional classroom time for home games. 

 

2. Geography/Distance Impacts 

 

With the proposed releaguing placement, LHHS will now be required to travel longer 

distances (round trip) to athletic contests causing unnecessary attendance issues for both student 

athletes and coaching staff members. 

 

[continued on the next page] 
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Map 1. Contested 2024-2025 Century Conference. 

 
Map 2. Freeway League’s Alternate Plan, 2024-2025 Conferences.  
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Century Conference School Roundtrip to LHHS (mi) 

Crean Lutheran 56 mi 

Esperanza 24 mi 

Yorba Linda 22 mi 

Pacifica 26 mi 

Brea Olinda 12 mi 

El Dorado 18 mi 

El Modena 38 mi 

Villa Park 32 mi 

Canyon 32 mi 

Foothill 42 mi 

Cypress 22 mi 

 

LHHS student athletes and teachers will have less time in the classroom because of 

earlier game times and because they will have to travel longer distances for the games. With this 

change that the 2024-2026 Placement imposes on LHHS, LHHS student athletes and teachers 

will have to miss up to two classes and even lunch, depending on what time the game begins. As 

of now, student athletes already use their lunch period to ask teachers for assignments and make 

up quizzes and exams. LHHS students are not on a block schedule, meaning they do not have a 

free period in the day, that can be used for those purposes instead. Both athlete students and non-

athlete students will be affected alike by their teachers’ frequent and prolonged absence from 

class.  

 

The 2024-2026 Placement will place stress on LHHS from a transportation perspective as 

well since it may require LHHS to rely on and pay for charter buses to travel to their games. 

Currently, LHHS needs athletics transportation from 1pm-10pm and is part of a high school-only 

district that does not provide bussing except for special education students. FJUHSD does not 

own or control a fleet of buses that are available for use after school hours as a unified school 

districts with large bus fleets. To date, FJUHSD made do with fewer buses because it will 

“double up” transportation among the Freeway League’s various schools and teams. For 

example, after an FJUHSD bus drops off Sonora High School’s baseball team at LHHS, the 

same bus will pick up and transport LHHS’s baseball team to their game. Traveling short 

distances between schools has also contributed to making LHHS’s participation in the Freeway 

League possible despite FJUHSD’s shortage on buses. If LHHS competes in a new league, using 

available FJUHSD transportation will be completely untenable, and there will be no way to 

participate in CIF without paying for charter buses throughout the year for all teams.  
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There are a certain number of campus staff that must be present for every sport, and 

LHHS must also hire substitute teachers for up to two class periods for each coach who teaches 

class. The earlier game start times and the additional travel time to Century Conference schools 

that are up to 32 miles away, as opposed to Freeway League schools that are a maximum of 5 

miles away, will take coaches away from the classrooms they teach. 

 

3. Enrollment Impacts 

 

A league/conference’s competitive equity increases with greater similarity among the 

schools’ size and resources. Larger schools have greater talent pools than smaller schools, and 

school districts in higher-income areas are more advantaged.  The new placement will place 

LHHS in a league that has greater disparities in enrollment size. In the Freeway League, the 

difference between schools with the most and least students enrolled was 865. In the 2024-2026 

placement, however, the range in school enrollment between schools with the most and least 

students enrolled is 1,861. Even after taking the outlier school, Crean Lutheran, out of the 

calculation, the difference is still large at 1,384.  

 

Table 1. Century Conference and Golden Empire Conference Student Enrollment 

High School 
Proposed 2024-26 
Placement 

2022-2023 
Enrollment 

Crean Lutheran Century 959 

Esperanza Century 1436 

Yorba Linda Century 1568 

Pacifica Century 1648 

Brea Olinda Century 1681 

Sonora Century 1730 

Buena Park Golden Empire 1804 

Fullerton Golden Empire 1880 

El Dorado Century 2034 

El Modena Century 2040 

La Habra Century 2054 

Villa Park Century 2110 

Canyon Century 2131 

Foothill Century 2276 

Sunny Hills Century 2429 

Troy Century 2594 

Cypress Century 2820 
California Department of Education, Annual Enrollment Data, SY 2022-2023, 

available at: 
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https://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/page2.asp?level=School&subject=Enrollment&subm

it1=Submit  

  

Demographic differences between schools must also be considered when taking 

enrollment into account as overall numbers of students is not a completely accurate indicator of 

helping to provide competitive equity. 

 

IV. CONCLUSION 

 

 La Habra High School thanks you for your consideration of its appeal. We would be 

pleased to respond to any questions you may have.  

 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

_____________________ 

Mr. Steve Garcia 

Principal, La Habra High School  

 

 

Attachments: 

Attachment A – Orange County Area Placement Bylaws 

Attachment B – Orange County Area Releaguing Proposal Form from OCAP Website 

Attachment C – May 15, 2023 Meeting Agenda 

Attachment D – May 15, 2023 Meeting Minutes 

Attachment E – Non Football Proposal 4 from May 15, 2023 

Attachment F – Freeway League Counterproposal from May 15, 2023 (Non Football Proposal 7) 

Attachment G – May 15, 2023 Voting Results to Determine Final Proposal 

Attachment H – May 15, 2023 Final Voting Result on Non Football Proposal #4 
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Attachment A 

Process:  

Orange County Area Schools Releaguing Bylaws 2024-2026  

The process for developing Orange County Area Schools Releaguing shall:  

1. Provide reasonable and equal application of accepted criteria:  

o ·  Competitive Equity (strength of program)  

o ·  Geography (travel time)  

o ·  Enrollment (student population)  

2. Maintain Brown Act Compliance (“intended to provide public access to meetings”)  

3. Follow CIF Southern Section Blue Book rules and policies  

Orange County Area Placement is a two-year releaguing cycle for all sports. (Approved March 13, 2017). 

Releaguing Proposals: All Releaguing Proposals must provide evidence of the above-accepted criteria.  

Releaguing Proposals protocols and procedures will not discriminate against one or more member schools. 

Releaguing Proposal protocols, procedure and guidelines must be inclusive and applied with consistency and 

equality (same opportunity when policy is applied). We must prevent the inconsistent and unequal application of 

Releaguing Proposal protocols, procedures and guidelines that would intentionally or unintentionally discriminate 

against one or more than one member school while creating single sport alignment, leagues or conferences.  

Releaguing Proposals must include all member schools.  

Blue Book Sections: CIFSS Section Bylaw 32 (pages 37-40) - Area Placement and Releaguing Process/Appeals 

CIFSS Section Bylaw 507 (page 109)- Section Alignment of Leagues  

Bylaws: 

Chairperson, Parliamentarian, Secretary and Dues  

1.0 Mr. Michael P. Brennan will preside as Chairperson with the assistance of Dr. John Dahlem (Parliamentarian) 

and Mr. Joel Hartmann (Secretary). 

2.0 Releaguing Dues will be $50.00 per school. Dues may be used to pay for expenses such as snacks, water, 

location and parking. Checks should be made out to “Trinity League” and mailed to Mater Dei High School c/o 

Mr. Joel Hartmann 1202 West Edinger Ave. Santa Ana, California 92707. If expenses are greater than revenue, 

a simple majority vote will increase Releaguing Dues. Dues is to be paid on or before April 3, 2023, for this 

Releaguing Cycle.  

Membership and Voting Privileges  

3.0 Orange County Area Representative Principals are committee members and thus have voting privileges. 

4.0 Voting is restricted to schools that are members of the organization and in operation with students. This includes 

new member schools recently approved by the CIF SS for Orange County Placement. 

5.0 Schools (not yet opened but have plans to open/no students) assigned through area placement may participate in 

Releaguing (voting privileges) provided a simple majority of voting members approve. 

6.0 If a Principal cannot attend a meeting, he or she must send an Administrative Designee from the same school. 

The Administrative Designee from the same school will have voting privileges based on written authorization. 

Therefore, schools must be present to exercise voting privileges (no proxy votes). 

7.0 If a Principal is unable to attend, the principal must provide written authorization for the Administrative 

Designee (from the same school) to have voting privileges. For voting privileges to occur, written authorization 
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must be received in advance of the scheduled meeting start time. If written authorization arrives after the scheduled 

meeting  

begins, the Administrative Designee will forfeit voting privileges for that meeting only, unless a simple majority of 

voting members vote to reinstate voting privileges. Written authorization must be on school letter head, include the 

Principal’s signature and Administrative Designees name and position. Written authorization must be emailed to the 

Releaguing Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org).  

8.0 At the April 24th Athletic Directors meeting, only Athletic Directors will have voting privileges to determine 

three (3) Athletic Director proposals. Schools must be present to exercise voting privileges (no proxy voting). If an 

Athletic Director cannot attend he/she must send an Athletic Director Designee (from the same school) to have 

voting privileges. For voting privileges to occur, written authorization must be received in advance of the scheduled 

meeting start time. If written authorization arrives after the scheduled meeting begins, the Athletic Director 

Designee will forfeit voting privileges for that meeting only, unless a simple majority of voting members vote to 

reinstate voting privileges. Written authorization must be on school letterhead, include the Athletic Director 

signature, Athletic Director Designees name and position. Written authorization must be emailed to the Releaguing 

Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org). After this meeting, all voting privileges will return to 

Principals. This is the only meeting that Athletic Directors have voting privileges.  

Media, Brown Act, Roberts Rules of Order, Agendas, Videotape and Minutes/Notes  

9.0 Meetings are open to the media. Each media representative must introduce him or herself to the Chairperson, 

Parliamentarian or Secretary. 

10.0 Meetings are subject to the Brown Act and will follow an agenda. 

11.0 Meetings will be conducted and based upon Robert’s Rules of Order.  

12.0 Meeting agendas will be provided five (5) working days before each scheduled meeting. 

13.0 Meeting minutes or notes will be distributed to all Principals within seventy-two (72) hours. 14.0 Agendas must 

be posted at each school site seventy-two (72) hours before scheduled meetings.  

Quorum, Voting and Passage of Motion  

15.0 A simple majority of Orange County Area Representatives will constitute a quorum for all meetings. 

Alphabetical Roll Call by member school will be obtained verbally. 

16.0 Alphabetical Roll Call (by member school) voting will be verbally stated by each member school. Each 

member school verbally states their vote so that all member schools have the opportunity to hear the official vote of 

other member schools. Schools must be present to exercise voting privileges (no proxy voting). Minutes or notes 

will reflect the yeas, nays and abstentions for each vote taken. A record of each Roll Call vote will be attached to the 

minutes and sent to the CIF SS office. Secret ballots are prohibited. The Chairperson will request that an 

administrative designee from each member school verbally state their official vote or votes.  

17.0 The Releaguing Secretary and the Parliamentarian will tabulate Roll Call voting separately. It is recommended 

that each member school tabulate Roll Call voting (auditing). 

18.0 Voting shall be conducted by a 1) Motion 2) Second 3) Discussion 4) Call for Vote 5) Vote. 

19.0 Passage of any motion (not the Final (1) Proposal) to approve requires a majority of those present (50% plus 1 

of casted votes) to vote yea. In the case of a tie, the motion will not be approved. Abstentions are considered a casted 

and official vote.  

20.0 Passage of a motion to vote upon the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal requires a majority vote of those member 

school administrative designees present. Once the motion to vote upon the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal is 

approved, a motion will be made to approve the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal. The Final (1) Releaguing Proposal 

must obtain a sixty percent (60%) majority yea vote of those member school administrative designees present. 

Abstentions are considered a casted vote.  

SS 655 C



 

3 

School Profile, Area Placement Questionnaire and Releaguing Proposal  

21.0 Schools will digitally send (email) a completed official School Profile Form and their Area Questionnaire to the 

Releaguing Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org). This must occur on or before 11:59 p.m. April 

3, 2023. The Releaguing Secretary will post the official School Profile Form and Area Placement Questionnaire on 

the Orange County Area Placement website under resources. Schools must utilize the official School Profile Form 

and Area Placement Questionnaire provided by the Releaguing Secretary. Schools requesting Orange County Area 

Placement or Relief must submit a New League Proposal to Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org) by April 14, 

2023, 11:59 p.m. 22.0 Releaguing Proposals must be written on the Orange County Area Releaguing Proposal Form. 

This form is located on the Orange County Area Placement Website. If a proposal is created at either the Athletic 

Directors or Principals meetings, the Releaguing Proposal Form must be completely filled out. Upon request, 

Releaguing Proposal Form(s) will be sent to the Releaguing Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann 

(jhartmann@materdei.org). The Releaguing Secretary will post Releaguing Proposal Forms (Orange County 

Placement Website) for all member schools to view. 23.0 Releaguing Proposals must provide reasonable and equal 

application of accepted criteria and must include all member schools:  

• Competitive Equity (strength of program)  
• Geography (travel time)  
• Enrollment (school population)  

See “Process and Releaguing Proposals” page 1 of this document. Athletic Directors Releaguing 

Proposal Meeting  

24.0 Athletic Directors will meet on April 24, 2023 (beginning at 9:00a.m.) Diocese of Orange. At this meeting, 

Athletic Directors/New Member School Athletic Directors are Orange County Area Representative voting members. 

The purpose of this meeting is for Athletic Directors to collegially create a maximum of three (3) Releaguing 

Proposals. The three (3) Releaguing Proposals are based (only) on those schools requesting relief or new member 

schools requesting a league. *Any reference in this document to the word “league” refers to a duly constituted 

league or conference formed in the last Releaguing cycle. All conferences are permitted one vote regardless of how 

many leagues are within said conference. The meeting will begin with (only) member schools Athletic Directors 

requesting relief and new member schools Athletic Directors having five (5) minutes to present their school 

information and Releaguing Proposals. Only one representative per school is permitted to speak. Athletic Directors 

seeking relief will present first, followed by new member school Athletic Directors. Each school may include a 

maximum of two (2) new 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposals. Releaguing Proposals should affect the least amount of 

member schools as reasonably possible. Releaguing Proposals must include all member schools. All member 

schools have voting privileges. Releaguing Proposals must be sent to the Releaguing Secretary, Mr. Joel Hartmann 

(jhartmann@materdei.org) on or before April 14, 2023, 11:59p.m. The Releaguing Secretary will post Releaguing 

Proposals on the Orange County Area Placement Website by 12:00p.m. on April 16, 2023.  

25.0 If a school seeking relief or a new member school creates a proposal for Football Only, all member schools 

must be included within a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s). All CIF criteria will be followed. All member 

schools will be treated consistently and with equality (same opportunity when policy is applied). All member 

schools are permitted to vote for or against a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) per CIF SS. The process, 

beginning with 24.0, will be used to determine if a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) is/are approved or not 

approved by member schools. It must be noted that a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) will be voted upon and 

approved/not approved before all other Sports Releaguing Proposals can be discussed. Football Only Releaguing 

Proposal(s) will be kept separate from all other Sports Releaguing Proposals. At the end of the Releaguing Process, 

two separate Releaguing Proposals must obtain 60 percent (60%) member school approval to be sent to CIF SS as 

our Final Releaguing Proposals (Football Only and all other Sports). Again, if there is a Football Only Releaguing 

Proposal(s), we will follow the process for both Football Only and other Sports Releaguing Proposals.  

26.0 All Leagues/Conferences/Member Schools will have ten (10) minutes to reflect and discuss Releaguing 

Proposals. Upon request, the Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods). 

27.0 League/Conference Presidents or a League/Conference Designee (must be an Athletic Director) from impacted 
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leagues/conferences have three (3) minutes to speak for or against presented Releaguing Proposals. One 

representative  

per league/conference may present. At the conclusion of League/Conference Presidents or League/Conference 

Designees speaking, one representative from schools requesting relief and new member schools will have (3) 

minutes to speak for or against. 

28.0 If member schools requesting relief and new member schools are accepted into league/conference of their 

choice, a Releaguing Proposal will be created and then voted upon. Passage of a motion to approve will require a 

simple majority of those member schools or Athletic Directors present. In this case, only one (1) Releaguing 

Proposal would be created and recommended to principals. Final one (1) Athletic Director proposal will 

immediately be placed on the Orange County Releaguing Website.  

29.0 If one (1) or more than one (1) member school requesting relief or new member school(s) is/are not accepted 

into the league/conference of their choice, the Chairperson will call for a twenty (20) minute caucus. The purpose is 

to allow Athletic Directors (from the same league/conference) the opportunity to communicate and develop 

Releaguing Counterproposals. Releaguing Counterproposals must be aligned to the accepted criteria and must 

include schools that requested relief or are new members.  

30.0 Each league/conference will have the opportunity to create one (1) Releaguing Counterproposal. Upon request, 

the Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods). Releaguing Counterproposals must include the 

league/conference name and league/conference vote in support of the league Releaguing Counterproposal. If a 

league/conference does not approve a Releaguing Proposal by a simple majority, the Releaguing Counterproposal 

will not be included and considered obsolete.  

31.0 Upon request, Releaguing Counterproposals must be emailed to the Releaguing League Secretary Mr. Joel 

Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org). Releaguing Counterproposals will then be posted on the Orange County 

Releaguing Website. 

32.0 League/Conference Presidents or Athletic Directors from leagues/conferences that created a Releaguing 

Counterproposal will have three (3) minutes to speak. There will be only one representative per league/conference 

presenting. Releaguing counterproposals must include member schools requesting relief and new member schools 

requesting a league.  

33.0 New member school Principals, League/Conference Presidents, or a League/Conference Designee (must be an 

Athletic Director) from impacted leagues, an Athletic Director from schools requesting relief and new member 

schools Athletic Directors will have three (3) minutes to speak for or against Releaguing Counterproposals. There 

will only be one representative per impacted league/conference, member schools requesting relief and new member 

schools speaking. 34.0 Releaguing Counterproposals will have a numbered representation. The Releaguing 

Secretary will number each Releaguing Proposal beginning with one (1).  

35.0 Chairperson will call for a vote. Alphabetical Roll Call voting will begin. Each member school will verbally 

communicate their official vote by stating the school they represent, the numbered Releaguing proposal(s) they are 

supporting and the amount of votes per Releaguing proposal. Each member school will have the opportunity to vote 

for one half (50% rounding down) of total Releaguing Proposals. Therefore, if there were eight (8) Releaguing 

Proposals, each member school would have four (4) votes. If there were nine (9) Releaguing Proposals, each 

member school would have four (4) votes. A member school may use all votes in support of one (1) Releaguing 

Proposal. The top three (3) Releaguing Proposals will be announced. In the case of a tie, there may be more than 

three (3) Releaguing Proposals recommended to member school Principals. Both the Releaguing Secretary and the 

Parliamentarian will tabulate votes. All Athletic Directors are encouraged to tabulate votes (audit).  

36.0 Chairperson will call for a vote. Roll call and verbal voting will begin and each member school including new 

member schools will verbally vote to approve the top three (3) Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals. There is no 

proxy voting. 

37.0 Passage of a motion to approve the top three (3) Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals will require a simple 
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majority of those member schools or Athletic Directors present. Each member school will have one (1) vote to 

approve the motion.  

38.0 Final three (3) Athletic Director proposals will immediately be placed on the Orange County Releaguing 

Website. Releaguing Proposals will be recommended to member school Principals.  

Principals Releaguing Proposal and Final Recommended CIF Orange County Releaguing Placement  

39.0 The second and potential final meeting will be May 15, 2023 (9:00 a.m.) Location TBA. At this meeting, 

Principals are considered Orange County Area Representatives. The purpose of this meeting is to review 

recommended Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals (from April 24, 2023) and provide time for member school 

Principals seeking relief, new member school Principals, and each league/conference an opportunity to present one 

(1) new Relief Releaguing Proposal. Principals seeking relief, new member school Principals (only those schools 

that requested relief or new member schools requesting a league/conference at the April 24, 2023 Athletic Director 

meeting) and leagues/conferences must send their one (1) new 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal to the Releaguing 

Secretary, Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org) on or before May 5, 2023 11:59p.m. The Releaguing Secretary 

will post all new Releaguing Proposals on the Orange County Area Placement Website by 12:00p.m. May 7, 2023.  

40.0 The meeting will begin with member school Principals requesting relief and new member school Principals 

having five (5) minutes to present. In their presentation, they may include school information and one (1) new 2024-

2026 Releaguing Proposal. Relief and new member schools Releaguing Proposals must affect the least amount of 

member schools as reasonably possible. Releaguing proposals must include all member schools. Releaguing 

Proposals must follow accepted criteria. All member schools have voting privileges. 

41.0 If a school seeking relief or a new member school creates a proposal for Football Only, all member schools 

must be included within a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s). All CIF criteria will be followed. All member 

schools will be treated consistently and with equality (same opportunity when policy is applied). All member 

schools are permitted to vote for or against a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) per CIF SS. The process, 

beginning with 40.0, will be used to determine if a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) is/are approved or not 

approved by member schools. It must be noted that a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) will be voted upon and 

approved/not approved before all other Sports Releaguing Proposals can be discussed. Football Only Releaguing 

Proposal(s) will be kept separate from all other Sports Releaguing Proposals. At the end of the Releaguing Process, 

two separate Releaguing Proposals must obtain 60 percent (60%) member school approval to be sent to CIF SS as 

our Final Releaguing Proposals (Football Only and all other Sports). Again, if there is a Football Only Releaguing 

Proposal(s), we will follow the process for both Football Only and other Sports Releaguing Proposals. 

42.0 All leagues/conferences will have ten (10) minutes to discuss Releaguing Proposals. Upon request, the 

Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods). 

43.0 League/Conference Presidents or a League/Conference Designee from impacted leagues/conferences have 

three (3) minutes to speak for or against presented Releaguing Proposals. One representative per league/conference 

may present. At the conclusion of League/Conference Presidents or League/Conference Designees speaking, one 

representative from schools requesting reliefs and new member schools will have (3) minutes to speak for or against. 

44.0 Individual League/Conference 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposals will be presented. Each League/Conference 

President or League/Conference Designee will have (5 minutes) to present their 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal. 

Releaguing Proposals must be aligned to accepted criteria and must include schools seeking relief and new member 

schools requesting a league/conference. 

45.0 All leagues/conferences will have ten (10) minutes to discuss Individual League Releaguing Proposals. Upon 

request, the Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods). 

46.0 League/Conference Presidents or a League/Conference Designee from impacted leagues/conferences have 

three (3) minutes to speak for or against presented Releaguing Proposals. One representative per league/conference 

may present. At the conclusion of League/Conference Presidents or League/Conference Designees speaking, one 

representative from schools requesting reliefs and new member schools will have (3) minutes to speak for or against. 

47.0 Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals (April 24, 2023) will be reviewed by the Releaguing Secretary. 

48.0 Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals will be numbered as one (1), two (2) and three (3). 

49.0 Relief Releaguing Proposals and new member Proposals will begin with the number four (4), unless there were 

more than three (3) Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals. The new League proposals will begin with the number 

that immediately follows Relief and new member proposals. Releaguing Secretary Joel Hartmann will number new 
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Proposals under the observation of the parliamentarian (Dr. John Dahlem). 

50.0 Chairperson will call for a vote. Alphabetical Roll Call voting will begin. Each member school Principal will 

verbally state their official vote by stating the school they represent, the numbered Releaguing proposal(s) they are 

supporting and the number of votes per Releaguing proposal (no proxy voting). Each member school will have the  

opportunity to vote for one half (50% rounding down) of total Releaguing Proposals. For example, if there were six 

(6) total first round proposals, each school would have three (3) votes. If there were five (5) total first round 

proposals, each school would have two (2) votes. A member school may use all votes in support of one (1) 

Releaguing Proposal or may divide their votes and vote for more than one proposal. At the end of the first round, the 

top three (3) proposals will move forward to round two (2). Round two (2) will move from three (3) to two (2) 

Releaguing Proposals. During round two and following rounds, each school will have one (1) vote. Round three (3) 

will move from two (2) Releaguing Proposals to the Final (1) CIF Releaguing Proposal. The Releaguing Secretary 

and the Parliamentarian will tabulate votes. All member schools are encouraged to tabulate votes (audit).  

51.0  

Passage of a motion and voting to approve the top three (3) Releaguing Proposals (round 1), final two (2) 

Releaguing Proposals (round 2) and the final CIF Releaguing Proposal (round 3) will be as follows. If we begin this 

process with less than four (4) Releaguing Proposals, we will move directly to the final (2) or possibly the final (1) 

depending on the number of Releaguing Proposals submitted:  

The top three (3) Releaguing Proposals will be those proposals that receive the highest amount of votes. Therefore, 

the highest amount is number one (1); the second highest amount is number two (2), and the third highest amount is 

number three (3).  

The final two (2) Releaguing Proposals will be those proposals which receive the highest amount of votes. 

Therefore, the highest amount is number (1) and the second highest amount is number two (2).  

The final (1) 2022-2024 Releaguing Proposal will be the proposal that receives the highest amount of votes from the 

final two (2). Therefore, the highest amount (out of the final two) will be the Final (1) 2022-2023 Releaguing 

Proposal.  

Passage of a motion to vote on the Final (1) CIF Proposal will be approved by a majority vote. Once approved, a 

motion will be made to approve the Final (1) 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal. The final proposal must be approved 

with a sixty percent (60%) majority vote. If the Final one (1) Releaguing Proposal receives a sixty percent (60%) 

majority vote, voting ceases and that proposal will represent the area as its selection and will be immediately 

forwarded to the CIF Southern Section office.  

52.0 

Releaguing Proposals will be included in the top three (3) or final two (2).For example, if there are two (2) 

Releaguing Proposals tied for first when determining the top three (3), the top three (3) Releaguing Proposals will 

include the two (2) tied for first plus the second place Releaguing Proposal only.  

53.0 If the Final Releaguing Proposal does not receive a sixty percent (60%) majority vote, there will be a 

League representative caucus for twenty (20) minutes. Per request, the Releaguing Chairperson may approve more 

time (5 minute-periods). League Representatives will meet and prepare a compromise to the Final (1) CIF Proposal. 

The compromise will create a new counterproposal. This new counterproposal must follow the accepted criteria and 

must include schools requesting relief and new member schools requesting a league/conference. Passage of a motion 

to vote on the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal (League Representative Counterproposal) will be approved by a 

majority vote of League Representatives. Once League Representatives approve, a motion will be made to approve 

the Final (1) 2024- 2026 Releaguing Proposal. The Final (1) proposal must be approved with a sixty percent (60%) 

member schools vote. If the Final One Releaguing Proposal receives a sixty percent (60%) majority member school 

vote, voting ceases and 
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that proposal will represent the area as its selection and will be immediately forwarded to the CIF Southern Section 

office.  

54.0 All appeals must be in accordance with the CIF Blue Book Page 40 “Releaguing Appeal Procedures.”  
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Attachment B 

 

 

2022-2024 OC League Alignment

Century Conference Coastview Conference Empire League

Brea Olinda Aliso Niguel Crean Lutheran

Canyon Capistrano Valley Cypress

El Dorado Dana Hills No Football Kennedy

El Modena El Toro Pacifica, GG

Esperanza Mission Viejo Tustin

Foothill San Clemente Valencia, Placentia

Villa Park San Juan Hills

Yorba Linda Tesoro

Trabuco Hills

Freeway League Garden Grove Leaguue Golden West Conference

Buena Park Bolsa Grande Garden Grove

Fullerton La Quinta Godinez

La Habra Loara Katella

Sonora Los Amigos Ocean View

Sunny Hills Rancho Alamitos Segerstrom

Troy Santiago, GG Westminster

Laguna Beach FB Only

Marina FB Only

Orange League Orange Coast League Pacific Coast Conference

Anaheim Calvary Chapel Beckman

Century Costa Mesa Irvine

Magnolia Estancia Northwood

Santa Ana Valley Orange Portola

Savanna Saddleback University

Western Santa Ana  Woodbridge

St. Margaret's Laguna Hills

Sage Hill No Football

Dana Hills FB Only

Sunset Conference Trinity League New League

Corona del Mar JSerra

Edison Mater Dei

Fountain Valley Orange Lutheran

Huntington Beach Rosary Academy

Los Alamitos Santa Margarita

Newport Harbor Servite

Laguna Beach No Football St. John Bosco

Marina No Football
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Attachment C 
 

CIF Southern Section 
Orange County Area Placement Meeting 2024 - 2026 Releaguing Cycle Agenda 

May 15, 2023 
9:30 a.m. 

Diocese of Orange 
13280 Chapman Avenue Garden Grove, California 92840 

1.0 
2.0Flag Salute 
3.0Moment of Reflection “It is never wrong to do the right thing.” Mark Twain 
4.0Purpose of the Meeting 
5.0Introduction of Guests/Media 
6.0Public Hearing Session-Members of the Public 
7.0 Roll Call (simple majority will constitute a quorum) 
8.0Approval of Minutes April 23, 2023 (Athletic Directors Meeting) 
9.0Review 2024-2026 Bylaws and Protocol for Principals Meeting. 
10.0 Review CIFSS Blue Book Page 39 Bylaw 32 B 4 A (Conference vs. Leagues) 
11.0 Member Schools Relief Proposals 

a. Football Only Conference (FOC) Athletic Directors Relief Proposal presentations 
(Top three), discussion, and vote. 
b. If a simple majority approves FOC top three Athletic Director Relief Proposals, FOC 
new relief proposals and counterproposals will be presented and discussed. 
c. FOC Relief Proposal will be numbered and then a vote to choose the number one FOC 
proposal. 
d. If FOC is approved, and the number one FOC proposal has been chosen, All Other 
Sports Relief Athletic Director Proposals (top three) will be presented and discussed. 
(Does not include Football) 
e. All Other Sports new relief proposals and counterproposals (does not include Football) 
will be presented and discussed. 
    Date: Time: Location: 
Welcome/Call to Order. All Other Sports will be numbered and then a vote to choose the 
number one All Other Sports Proposal. (Does not include Football) 
g. Two Votes-FOC (60% approval) and All Other Sports (60% approval).  
h. If FOC is opposed, All Other Sports (including Football) Relief Proposal presentations 
and discussion, numbering, and voting. 

12.0 Reminders and Information 
13.0 Motion/Approval to Adjourn if necessary TBA. 
92840 
Next Meeting: Only Principals/AD’s 
Diocese of Orange 
13280 Chapman Avenue Garden Grove, California 
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Attachment D 
 

Date: Time: Location: 

CIF Southern Section 
Orange County Area Placement Meeting 2024 - 2026 Releaguing Cycle Minutes 

May 15, 2023 
9:00 a.m. 

Diocese of Orange 
13280 Chapman Avenue Garden Grove, California 92840 

1.0 Welcome/Call to Order 

• Michael Brennan (Chairperson) called the meeting to order at 9:25 a.m. 

• Michael Brennan introduced Joel Hartman (secretary) and Sharon Hodge (CIF SS). He 
stated that Dr. John Dahlem was not feeling well and would not be present. 

2.0 Flag Salute 

• Michael Brennan led the Pledge of Allegiance  
3.0Moment of Reflection 

• “It is never wrong to do the right thing.” Mark Twain 

• Michael Brennan asked member schools to reflect on the quote (1 minute). 
4.0 Purpose of the Meeting 

• Michael Brennan stated, “the purpose of the meeting was to review the three Football Only 
Conference (FOC) proposals and the three All-Sports Proposals recommended by Athletic 
Directors, as well as listen to potential counter proposals. All proposals will be heard. We 
will then discuss and vote to reduce the options for FOC and All Other Sports to one 
proposal each. These proposals will be forwarded to the CIFSS.” Michael Brennan 
thanked athletic directors and principals for attending today’s meeting and ensured that all 
member schools would have an opportunity to be represented in the releaguing process. 

5.0Introduction of Guests/Media 

• Joel Hartmann announced that Jim Perry was present to represent CIF SS. Michael 
Brennan welcomed Mr. Perry to the meeting. 

6.0 Public Hearing Session-Members of the Public 

• There were no members of the public present. 
7.0 Roll Call (simple majority will constitute a quorum) 

• See attached Excel Spreadsheet  

• There was a quorum present by a simple majority of schools. 76 member schools present; 
39 member schools represented a simple majority; and 46 schools equal a 60% 
threshold. 

• Michael Brennan explained the proxy process by stating, “ some schools present today 
are represented by proxy letters signed by the principal of the school.” 

8.0Approval of Minutes April 23, 2023 (Athletic Directors Meeting) 

• Sage Hill High School asked for a correction of the 4-24-23 minutes, stating that they were 
in support of Option D and opposed to Option E. Michael Brennan state, “I will revise the 
4-24-23 minutes.” 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to approve the April 24,2023 minutes with this 
correction. Villa Park High School moved to approve the April 24, 2023 minutes. Sunny 
Hills High School seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved the April 24, 
2023. 76-0-0 

• Joel Hartmann announced member schools represented by proxy: 
Santa Margarita High School 
Servite High School 
Western High School 
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Irvine (Monica Colunga, Principal of Irvine came late) Santa Ana High School 
Yorba Linda High School Tustin High School Saddleback High School Capistrano 
Valley High School Aliso Niguel High School 
Brea Olinda High School 
Corona del Mar High School 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the meeting. San Clemente High School 
motioned to begin the meeting. Saddleback High School seconded the motion. A hand 
vote unanimously approved the beginning of the meeting. 76-0-0 

9.0 Review 2024-2026 Bylaws and Protocol for Principals Meeting. 

• Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions regarding the bylaws. There were no 
questions or concerns. 

10.0 Review CIFSS Blue Book Page 39 Bylaw 32 B 4 A (Conference vs. Leagues) 

• Michael Brennan presented and the above bylaw. He presented and verified that all 
member school understood the difference between a conference and a league. 

o Conference 
o One Criteria-Equity 
o League 
o Three criterion-Equity, Geography and Enrollment 

• Michael Brennan asked for questions. There were no questions.  
11.0 Member Schools Relief Proposals 

• Michael Brennan stated that there are three approved FOC proposals (AD meeting). 
There were two additional FOC proposals provided to Mr. Hartmann. Mike Brennan 
reviewed the protocol for the day: 

a. Football Only Conference (FOC) Athletic Directors Relief Proposal presentations 
(Top three), discussion, and vote. 
b. If a simple majority approves FOC top three Athletic Director Relief Proposals, 
FOC new. relief proposals and counterproposals will be presented and discussed. 
c. FOC Relief Proposal will be numbered and then a vote to choose 
the number one FOC. proposal. 
d. If FOC is approved, and the number one FOC proposal has been chosen, All 
Other Sports Relief Athletic Director Proposals (top three) will be presented and 
discussed. 
(does not include Football) 
e. All Other Sports new relief proposals and counterproposals (does not include 
Football) will be presented and discussed. 
f. All Other Sports will be numbered and then a vote to choose the number one All 
Other Sports Proposal. (Does not include Football) 
g. Two Votes-FOC (60% approval) and All Other Sports (60% approval).  
h. If FOC is opposed, All Other Sports (including Football) Relief Proposal 
presentations and discussion, numbering, and voting. 

Football Only Conference 

• Tustin High School presented FOC proposal #1. Michael Brennan asked if there were any 
questions. There were no questions. 

• Estancia High presented FOC proposal #2.Michael Brennan asked if there were any 
questions. There were no questions. 

• The Freeway League presented FOC proposal #1. Michael Brennan asked if there were 
any questions. There were no questions. 

• Michael Brennan stated that approval was necessary from principals before we move 
forward with FOC proposals. Anaheim High School motion to approve a FOC. Godinez 
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High School seconded the motion. A hand vote approved the Football Only Conference 
approval by principals. 75-0-1 

• Los Amigos High School represented the Garden Grove League (counterproposal #4). 
Athletic Directors were invited to speak for or against this FOC counterproposal. In 
support: 

San Clemente High School 
Against: 
Edison High School 
Los Alamitos School 

• Portola High School represented the Pacific Coast League (counterproposal #5). 

• Athletic Directors were invited to speak for or against this FOC counterproposal. In 
support: 

San Clemente High School Against: 
Edison High School 
Los Alamitos High School 

• Michael Brennan asked for additional counterproposals. There were no additional 
counterproposals. 

• Ten minutes plus five additional minutes were permitted for discussion within individual 
leagues regarding the five FOC proposals. 

• Joel Hartmann asked for additional counterproposals. There were no additional 
counterproposals. 

• Newport Harbor High School entered the meeting. Michael Brennan stated that a motion 
was necessary to reinstate voting privileges to Newport Harbor High School. San 
Clemente High School motioned to reinstate voting privileges to Newport Harbor High 
School. Valencia High seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to 
reinstate Newport Harbor High School voting privileges. 76-0-0. 

• Michael Brennan stated, “it is now time to vote on the FOC options. The final proposals 
must be approved with a 60% (46-member school) vote. He asked for a motion to move 
forward with the vote to choose the number one FOC proposal. Newport Harbor High 
School made a motion to move forward with the vote. San Clemente High School 
seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to move forward with the vote. 
77-0-0. 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the voting process to reduce the FOC 
proposals from five to three. Villa Park High School moved to begin the voting process to 
reduce the FOC proposals from five to three FOC proposals. Laguna Beach High School 
seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to begin the voting process. 
77-0-0 

• A roll call vote reduced the number from five FOC proposals to three FOC proposals, with 
each school getting two votes – FOC proposals #1, #4 and #5 were moved forward. 
(See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the voting process to reduce the FOC 
proposals from three to two FOC proposals. JSerra High School motioned to vote. El 
Dorado High School seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved. 77-0-0 

• A roll call vote reduced the number from three to two FOC proposals, with each school 
getting one vote– #1 and #4 were the top two FOC proposals. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• A request was approved to allow a 5-minute discussion within each league to discuss the 
two final FOC proposals. Time was granted permitting an additional 15 minutes to 
discuss (3 five-minute intervals). 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the voting process to reduce FOC proposals 
from two to one FOC proposal. JSerra High School motioned to move from two to one 
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FOC proposal. El Toro High School seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously 
approved to begin the voting process. 77-0-0. 

• A roll call vote reduced the number from two FOC proposals to one FOC proposal, with 
each school getting one vote. Proposal #4 received a majority of votes. (See Excel 
Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to approve Proposal #4 as the final FOC proposal. 
JSerra High School motioned to approve. El 

• Dorado High School seconded the motion. The motion was approved with over 60%. (See 
Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to vote on forwarding Proposal 

• #4 (final FOC proposal) to CIF SS. Sonora High School motioned that FOC Proposal #4 
be forwarded to CIF SS. Anaheim seconded this motion. The motion was approved by a 
majority. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

All-Other Sports Proposals 

• Michael Brennan stated, it is time to discuss All-Other Sports Proposals. All-Other Sports 
Proposals #1, #2 and #3 were created and recommended by Athletic Directors. There 
are three additional options proposed by the Golden West League, Orange High School, 
and the Empire League.” 

• Kennedy High reviewed proposal #1. 

• Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no questions. 

• Estancia High School reviewed proposal #2 

• Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no questions. 

• Orange High School reviewed proposal #3. 

• Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no questions. 

• Segerstrom High School represented the Garden Grove League (counterproposal #4). 
Athletic Directors were invited to speak for or against this All-Sports counterproposal). In 
support: 

San Clemente High School El Dorado High School Calvary Chapel High School 
Garden Grove High School Crean Lutheran High School Estancia High School 
Santa Ana High School 

Against: 
Portola High School represented the Pacific Coast League. 
Beckman High School Buena Park High School Newport Harbor High School Troy 
High School University High School Fullerton High School Sonora High School 

• Orange High School presented (counterproposal #5). Athletic Directors were invited to 
speak for or against this All-Sports counterproposal. In support: None 
Against: 

Estancia High School 
University High School represented the Pacific Coast League. 
Crean Lutheran High School 
Anaheim High School 
Beckman High School 

• Pacifica High School represented the Empire League (counterproposal #6). Athletic 
Directors were invited to speak for or against this All-Sports counterproposal. In support: 
Crean Lutheran High School El Dorado High School 
Against: 

Sunny Hills High School represented the Freeway League Beckman High School 
Northwood High School represented the Pacific Coast League. 
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• A ten-minute discussion period was permitted to discuss proposals and prepare 
league/conference counterproposals. An extra five minutes was granted for a total of 15 
minutes. 

• Michael Brennan asked for league or conference counterproposals. Joel Hartmann stated 
that there was one counterproposal developed during this time period. 

• The Freeway League presented counterproposal #7. Athletic Directors were invited to 
speak for or against: 

In support: 
Beckman High School 
Sage Hill High School Rosary High School 
Against: 
El Dorado High School representing the Century Conference 

• Bylaws were referred to regarding the presentation of All Sports Counterproposal #5 by 
Orange High School. The principal stated that they were seeking relief. Per the Bylaws, 
the counterproposal was permitted. 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to vote to reduce the seven proposals to three 
proposals. Capistrano Valley High School motioned to move from seven to three All-
Sports Proposals. OLU seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to 
reduce the number of options from seven to three. 77-0-0 

• A roll call vote (each school had three votes) reduced the number of All-Sports Proposals 
to three (proposals #2, #4, and #7). (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to reduce the number of proposals from three to two 
All- Sports Proposals. Laguna Beach High School motioned to reduce the proposals 
from three to two All-Sports Proposals. Anaheim High School seconded the motion. A 
hand vote unanimously approved to reduce the number of options from three to two. 77-
0-0. 

• A roll call vote (each school had one vote) reduced the number of All-Sports Proposals to 
two proposals #4 and #7). (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to reduce the All-Sports Proposals from two to one 
proposal. El Toro High School motioned to move from two to one All-Sports Proposal. 
Villa Park High School seconded the motion. Five minutes were allowed for each 
member school to discuss and review the final two options. An additional five minutes 
was granted. Both All-Sports Proposals were viewed via technology on a large white 
screen above the stage. 

• Michael Brennan presented All-Sports Proposals #4 and #7 for review and asked for 
further discussion. There was no further discussion. A motion to vote had previously 
been made. A hand vote unanimously approved to reduce the number of All-Sports 
Proposals from two to one All-Sports Proposal. 77-0-0 

• A roll call vote (each school had one vote) reduced the number to one All-Sports Proposal. 
The proposal selected was #4. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to approve Proposal #4 as the final All-Sports 
proposal. Villa Park High School motioned to approve. Costa Mesa High School 
seconded the motion. The motion was approved with over 60%. (See Excel 
Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to vote on forwarding Proposal #4 (Final All-Sports 
proposal) to CIF SS. Corona Del Mar High School motioned that the final All-Sports 
Proposal #4 be forwarded to CIF SS. Godinez High School seconded the motion. The 
motion was approved by a majority. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• A roll call vote approved to forward the All-Sports to the CIF SS. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 
12.0 Reminders and Information 
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• Michael Brennan thanked Joel Hartmann and Sharon Hodge for their assistance with the 
releaguing process. He asked for everyone to pray for Dr. Dahlem. There was a one- 
minute time period where all members schools prayed for or reflected upon Dr. Dahlem. 

13.0 Motion/Approval to Adjourn 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to adjourn the meeting. Villa Park High School 
motioned to adjourn. Laguna Beach High School seconded the motion. A hand vote 
unanimously approved to adjourn the meeting. 77-0-0. 

• Meeting was adjourned at 1:15 p.m. 
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Attachment E 

 

 

 

Golden West League

Brea Olinda Aliso Niguel Irvine

Canyon Beckman Laguna Beach

Crean Lutheran Capo Valley Northwood

Cypress Dana Hills Portola

El Dorado El Toro Rosary

El Modena Mission Viejo Sage Hill

Esperanza San Clemente St Margarets

Foothill San Juan Hills University

La Habra Tesoro Woodbridge

Pacifica Trabuco Hills

Sonora

Sunny Hills

Troy

Villa Park

Yorba Linda

Buena Park Anaheim Corona Del Mar

Calvary Chapel Bolsa Grande Edison

Costa Mesa Century Fountain Valley

Fullerton Estancia Huntington Beach

Garden Grove La Quinta Los Alamitos

Godinez Loara Marina

Katella Los Amigos Newport Harbor

Kennedy Magnolia

Laguna Hills Orange

Ocean View Rancho Alamitos

Santa Ana Saddleback

Segerstrom Santiago

Tustin Savanna

Valencia Valley

Westminister Western

Bosco

J Serra

Mater Dei

Orange Lutheran

Santa Margarita

Servite

Century Conference - 15 Coastview Conference - 10 Pacific Coast Conference - 9 Girls / 8 Boys

Golden Empire Conference - 15 Orange Grove Conference - 15 Sunset League - 7

Trinity League - 6 Boys / 4 Girls
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Attachment F 

 

 

FWL Counter 5_15_23

Century Conference - 10 guys / 11 girls Coastview Conference - 10 Pacific Coast League - 7

Golden West Conference - 15 Orange Grove Conference - 15 Sunset League - 7

Freeway League - 6

Trinity

Foothill 12 San Clemente 7 Woodbridge 25

Villa Park 13 San Juan Hills 7 Laguna Beach 31

Cypress 15 Aliso Niguel 11 Northwood 37

El Dorado 21 Tesoro 14 University 42

Rosary 23 Capo Valley 20 Portola 44

Canyon 24 Mission Viejo 22 Irvine 50

Yorba Linda 28 Trabuco Hills 25 Beckman 18

Esperanza 30 El Toro 32

St Margarets 40 Dana Hills 33

Brea Olinda 41 Crean Lutheran 36

El Modena 54

.

Pacifica 39 Santiago 56 Los Alamitos 2

Tustin 45 Anaheim 58 Huntington Beach 6

Kennedy 46 Estancia 61 Newport Harbor 9

Garden Grove 48 La Quinta 66 CDM 16

Segerstrom 49 Savanna 67 Edison 17

Laguna Hills 51 Saddleback 68 Fountain Valley 29

Valencia 52 Bolsa Grande 69 Marina 35

Calvary Chapel 53 Los Amigos 70

Ocean View 55 Western 71

Sage Hill 57 Valley 72

Katella 59 Rancho Alamitos 73 Sunny Hills 27

Westminister 62 Loara 74 Sonora 34

Godinez 63 Orange 75 Troy 38

Santa Ana 64 Magnolia 76 La Habra 42

Costa Mesa 65 Century 77 Fullerton 47

Buena Park 60

Mater Dei 1

Servite 3

Santa Margarita 4

Orange Lutheran 5

J Serra 9

Bosco 19
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Attachment G 

 

 

 

Non Football Proposal Vote to 1

School

Proposal 4

Golden West Lg

Proposal 7

Freeway Lg Abstain

Aliso Niguel 1

Anaheim 1

Beckman 1

Bolsa Grande 1

Brea Olinda 1

Buena Park 1

Calvary Chapel 1

Canyon 1

Capistrano Valley 1

Century 1

Corona del Mar 1

Costa Mesa 1

Crean Lutheran 1

Cypress 1

Dana Hills 1

Edison 1

El Dorado 1

El Modena 1

El Toro 1

Esperanza 1

Estancia 1

Foothill 1

Fountain Valley 1

Fullerton 1

Garden Grove 1

Godinez 1

Huntington Beach 1

Irvine 1

JSerra 1

Katella 1

Kennedy 1

La Habra 1

La Quinta 1

Laguna Beach 1

Laguna Hills 1

Loara 1

Los Alamitos 1

Los Amigos 1

Magnolia 1

Marina 1

Mater Dei 1

Mission Viejo 1

Newport Harbor 1

Northwood 1

Ocean View 1

Orange 1

Orange Lutheran 1

Pacifica, GG 1

Portola 1

Rancho Alamitos 1

Rosary Academy 1

Saddleback 1

Sage Hill 1

San Clemente 1

San Juan Hills 1

Santa Ana  1

Santa Ana Valley 1

Santa Margarita 1

Santiago, GG 1

Savanna 1

Segerstrom 1

Servite 1

Sonora 1

St Margarets 1

St. John Bosco 1

Sunny Hills 1

Tesoro 1

Trabuco Hills 1

Troy 1

Tustin 1

University 1

Valencia, Placentia 1

Villa Park 1

Western 1

Westminster 1

Woodbridge 1

Yorba Linda 1

TOTALS 51 26 0
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Attachment H 

 

 

Non Football Proposal #4 -

Final Approval Vote (60%)

School YES NO Abstain

Aliso Niguel 1

Anaheim 1

Beckman 1

Bolsa Grande 1

Brea Olinda 1

Buena Park 1

Calvary Chapel 1

Canyon 1

Capistrano Valley 1

Century 1

Corona del Mar 1

Costa Mesa 1

Crean Lutheran 1

Cypress 1

Dana Hills 1

Edison 1

El Dorado 1

El Modena 1

El Toro 1

Esperanza 1

Estancia 1

Foothill 1

Fountain Valley 1

Fullerton 1

Garden Grove 1

Godinez 1

Huntington Beach 1

Irvine 1

JSerra 1

Katella 1

Kennedy 1

La Habra 1

La Quinta 1

Laguna Beach 1

Laguna Hills 1

Loara 1

Los Alamitos 1

Los Amigos 1

Magnolia 1

Marina 1

Mater Dei 1

Mission Viejo 1

Newport Harbor 1

Northwood 1

Ocean View 1

Orange 1

Orange Lutheran 1

Pacifica, GG 1

Portola 1

Rancho Alamitos 1

Rosary Academy 1

Saddleback 1

Sage Hill 1

San Clemente 1

San Juan Hills 1

Santa Ana  1

Santa Ana Valley 1

Santa Margarita 1

Santiago, GG 1

Savanna 1

Segerstrom 1

Servite 1

Sonora 1

St Margarets 1

St. John Bosco 1

Sunny Hills 1

Tesoro 1

Trabuco Hills 1

Troy 1

Tustin 1

University 1

1

Villa Park 1

Western 1

Westminster 1

Woodbridge 1

Yorba Linda 1

TOTALS 61 12 4

Valencia, Placentia
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BEFORE THE CALIFORNIA INTERSCHOLASTIC FEDERATION-SOUTHERN 
SECTION ON RELEAGUING COMMENCING 2024-2025 SCHOOL YEAR 

In the matter of CIF-SS Releaguing 
Configuration regarding Sunny Hills 
High School 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

APPEAL – SUNNY HILLS HIGH 
SCHOOL, Fullerton, CA 

September 7, 2023 

I. INTRODUCTION

Sunny Hills High School (“SHHS”), Fullerton, CA, appeals the non football releaguing 
decision of the Orange County Area Placement (“OCAP”) and California Interscholastic Federal 
Southern Section (“CIF-SS”) on May 15, 2023. This appeal is based upon “the re-leaguing 
criteria and process” that violated the following Orange County Area Schools Releaguing 
Bylaws, 2024-2026 (“Bylaws”) (Attachment A):  

1. Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0, mandating that the releaguing proposals must affect the least
amount of member schools as reasonably possible; and

2. Bylaw 40.0, mandating that Principals of schools requesting relief begin the meeting with
a five-minute presentation that may include their school information and one (1) new
2024-2026 releaguing proposal; and

3. Bylaw 22.0, mandating that all “Releaguing Proposals must be written on the Orange
County Area Releaguing Proposal Form;” and

4. The introductory section of the Releaguing Bylaws also states that “Releaguing Proposals
protocols and procedures will not discriminate against one or more member schools;” and

5. Bylaws 23.0 and 40.0, mandating that releaguing proposals must provide reasonable and
equal application of the following three criteria: competitive equity (strength of program),
geography (travel time), and enrollment (school population).

Important Note: Bylaw 24.0 states, “*Any reference in this document to the word ‘league’ refers 
to a duly constituted league or conference formed in the last Releaguing cycle.” 
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II. PROCEDURAL VIOLATIONS 
  

Procedural violations were committed during the OCAP releaguing process that require 
granting SHHS appeal to nullify SHHS’s placement with respect to the final “non-football” 
releaguing proposal set to commence with the 2024-2025 year. This appeal does not pertain to 
releaguing with respect to “football only” Orange County conferencing decision.  
 

The 2024-2026 CIF Releaguing Cycle consolidated all Orange County area schools’ 
football teams into one county-wide conference. During the process, member schools were 
required to vote on football-only releaguing proposals before considering the releaguing of all 
other CIF sports. As the push to consolidate all Orange County area school’s football teams into 
one football-only conference reflected a larger trend, SHHS agreed to the final Football-Only 
Releaguing Proposal at the May 15, 2023 meeting. Moving the football program into this larger 
conference was agreed to by SHHS since discussion around football placement has always been 
the driving factor behind any releaguing conversations in the past with secondary consideration 
given to all other sports. SHHS decided that by removing football from the discussions, member 
schools could focus more clearly on the other sports.  The SHHS decision was also a show of 
goodwill and a way to pilot SHHS’s participation in a larger conference prior to releaguing all 
other sports. Despite this agreement, SHHS made it abundantly clear throughout the process, 
however, that they did not want to join another league or conference for all other CIF sports.  
 

From the beginning, the 2024-2026 Orange County Area Placement process appeared to 
be explicitly motivated by factors outside the three criteria that are required under Bylaw 23 as 
well as sections of the Introduction of the Bylaws aimed at preventing intentional or 
unintentional discrimination against any member schools. During the February 8 and April 24, 
2023 releaguing meetings, an athletic director from another member school openly and blatantly 
campaigned for the Freeway League’s elimination and, therefore, subsequent placement of 
SHHS in another league despite no request by SHHS for relief or alternative placement. For 
example, he bitterly stated, “The Freeway League has been together 42 years. It’s time for you 
guys to play ball and join the rest of us.” This athletic director demonstrated other illegitimate 
reasons in support of the 2024-2026 placement by saying, “[His conference’s] goal is to expand. 
We have 9 teams and would like to get to 15.”  Furthermore, his and other’s supported proposals 
discriminated against private schools. This was made clear in statements by him and others 
during multiple meetings that stated, “We do not want schools without borders.” Finally, the 
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same athletic director repeatedly advocated to disband the Freeway League schools under the 
pretense that Buena Park High School needed relief with statements such as, “If I were a student 
or family at Buena Park [High School], I would sue the District for not providing relief.” Buena 
Park High School, however, never requested relief and competes well within the Freeway 
League from year-to-year. His conference representatives and others, who supported the ultimate 
releaguing proposal, demonstrated their complete disregard for the three criteria required in 
Bylaw 23 throughout the series of releaguing committees that took place from February to May 
2023. Their open discrimination against private schools was a determining factor in the ultimate 
passage of a proposal that disregarded SHHS and placed SHHS in a different league expressly to 
create a larger conference that would benefit those schools already in that conference. 
 

On April 24, 2023, the Athletic Directors approved three Athletic Director Releaguing 
Proposals for non-football sports that were posted in advance of the May 15, 2023 releaguing 
meeting. In violation of Bylaw 22.0, not all of these proposals were submitted on the “Orange 
County Area Releaguing Proposal Form” (Attachment B is the only form available on the OCAP 
website).  At least three different forms were used for these proposals.   

 
At the May 15, 2023 meeting for Principals, member schools voted on the final 2024-

2026 Releaguing Proposal based on incomplete information in violation of Bylaw 40.  Per Bylaw 
39, the purpose of the May 15, 2023 meeting is for Principals (“Orange County Area 
Representatives”) to “review recommended Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals (from April 
24, 2023) and provide time for member school Principals seeking relief, new member school 
Principals, and each league/conference an opportunity to present one (1) new Relief Releaguing 
Proposal.” At the beginning of this meeting, as required by Bylaw 40, the Principals of schools 
requesting relief were to receive five minutes to present school information regarding their 
reasons for requesting relief, as well as a 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal. This mandated 
procedure was entirely neglected as can be shown by the May 15 meeting agenda (Attachment 
C) and meeting minutes (Attachment D).  Instead of following this procedure in the Bylaws and 
giving these schools the opportunity to speak, the meeting began with a clear focus on solving 
the Football-Only Conferencing question first.  The non-football proposals and counterproposals 
were addressed only after the Football-Only issue was resolved, and member schools requesting 
relief were denied time to present.  Without this key information being presented, there was no 
clear indication of what schools were requesting relief nor how they proposed achieving this 
relief for the Principals to consider when deciding on proposals.  As far as SHHS knew, the 
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creation of the football-only conference may have solved these relief questions, but there was no 
way to know. 

 
At the May 15, 2023 Principals meeting, member schools were presented with three 

additional non-football counterproposals to consider that had been compiled during private, 
informal meetings leading up to May 15.  Again, none of the original non-football proposals or 
counterproposals explicitly explained who the schools were that were requesting relief or how 
that relief was being satisfied with each proposal.  The ensuing discussions about each proposal 
made it clear that certain existing leagues and conferences expressly cared about expanding or 
creating conferences only to benefit their members without regard to which other member 
schools were impacted.  As discussed previously, expanding a conference is not one of the 
criteria for releaguing as required by Bylaw 23.0 nor do the types of placements proposed affect 
the least amount of schools as reasonably possible as required in Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0.  It was 
during these discussions that several member schools also directly expressed that they would not 
support proposals which added private schools, or “schools without borders” as they referred to 
them, to their league or conference.  This clear discrimination of private schools not only 
violated the Bylaws, but also severely limited the process of finding the best possible relief 
proposals that would impact the least amount of schools.  The only way to increase conference 
sizes without adding private schools and while addressing schools that requested relief was to 
break up a league whose member schools did not request relief. 

 
For example, one of the new counterproposals, non-Football Proposal 4 (Attachment E) 

which would ultimately become the final 2024-2026 Placement, affected 100% of member 
schools across Orange County. Again, this is a violation of Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0, which 
expressly state that “Releaguing Proposals should affect the least amount of member schools as 
reasonably possible.”  When leagues/conferences affected by any of the proposals could submit 
new counterproposals, the Freeway League representatives, including SHHS, created and 
presented an alternate proposal, non-Football Proposal 7 (Attachment F) in an attempt to affect 
the least amount of schools reasonably possible while also working to satisfy the desire of certain 
conferences to expand or be created.  The Freeway League’s counterproposal not only addressed 
all schools that requested relief but also affected a smaller number of member schools, which is 
mandated by Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0.  The counterproposal also expanded the conferences that 
wanted expansion and created conferences for member schools who wanted it.  Again, some 
member schools/leagues spoke out against the Freeway League counterproposal giving the 
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explicit, discriminatory reasoning that they did not want “schools without borders” (i.e. private 
schools) in their league or conference. 

 
Over the objections of SHHS and other Orange County schools, the non-Football 

Proposal 4 passed (Attachments G and H) yet that result does not overcome the failure of the 
meetings to comply with the required procedures set forth in multiple Bylaws indicated above.  
Additionally, during the voting process, member schools expressed their inability to support the 
non-Football Proposal 7 due to being pressured to not upset schools within their respective 
school districts.  However, Bylaw 23.0 mandates that schools consider only three criteria, none 
of which include a fear of upsetting other schools within their district.   

 
The 2024-2026 OCAP is the unfortunate outcome of a loose process driven by a few 

outspoken participants rather than the Bylaws’ stated intention of preventing “inconsistent and 
unequal application of protocol, procedures, and guidelines that would intentionally or 
unintentionally discriminate again one or more member school” while also providing reasonable 
and equal application of the accepted criteria—competitive equity (strength of program), 
geography (travel time), and enrollment (school population).  It is clear from above that a focus 
on conference creation and keeping “schools without borders” out of one’s respective conference 
took a priority over focusing on the school who requested relief, making sure proposals affected 
the least number of school, and proper consideration of the three accepted criteria. 

 
III. SECONDARY CONSIDERATIONS 

 
Though SHHS never requested relief, SHHS will be adversely impacted by the 

significant resources it must divert to accommodate the releaguing resulting from the 2024-2026 
OCAP process to ensure its students can safely participate.  For 42 years, SHHS students 
traveled within a five-mile radius to attend games at schools within their own school district 
(Fullerton Joint Union High School District or “FJUHSD”). As a result of short travel times and 
ease of coordination among FJUHSD schools, SHHS could start their games after class hours 
(8:30 AM – 3:30 PM) and share their resources to participate in CIF-SS. Now in a new 
placement, SHHS student athletes and teachers who coach will potentially have to miss up to 
three classes during away games. SHHS will have to purchase increased transportation, purchase 
athletic equipment, and build out their athletic facilities at an incredible expense to maintain 
competitive equity.   
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Applying the Bylaw’s process for developing Orange County area schools releaguing 

requires the reasonable and equal application of three accepted criteria decreases. SHHS finds 
that the 2024-2026 placement decreases its competitive equity, increases travel time, and affects 
enrollment. Therefore, SHHS must implement costly changes having been releagued without 
having requested relief for a placement that improves its own competitive equity, geography, or 
enrollment. 

 
1. Competitive Equity Impacts  

 
There are many examples of competitive equity throughout the 24 non-football sports in 

the Freeway League including, Baseball, Boys/Girls Basketball, Boys/Girls Soccer, Softball, 
Boys/Girls Swimming & Diving, Boys/Girls Tennis, Boys/Girls Volleyball, Boys/Girls Water 
Polo, Boys/Girls Wrestling, Football, Boys/Girls Golf, Boys/Girls Cross Country, Boys/Girls 
Track & Field.  Over the past three years, SHHS athletics teams demonstrated very solid 
competitive equity in their current league placement with 47%, 56%, and 60% of their teams 
making the playoffs in the last three years respectively. 
 

Competitive equity also goes beyond athletic success and needs to be considered with 
respect to athletic facilities and athletics costs as well.  SHHS is not equipped with the field 
lights or all-weather tracks necessary for safely hosting games. Competing intra-district allowed 
SHHS to use facilities at other schools within the Freeway League when necessary. Under the 
2024-2026 Placement, however, the only two Freeway League schools equipped with field lights 
and all-weather tracks, Buena Park High School and Fullerton High School, are no longer placed 
in a league with SHHS. Whereas before, SHHS would have used the field lights and all-weather 
tracks at Buena Park High School or Fullerton High School, now SHHS must purchase and 
install field lights and all-weather tracks in time for the 2024-2025 year. Otherwise, the events 
will either take place in the dark or be moved to earlier in the day, which will remove student 
athletes and coaches from additional classroom time for home games. 
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2. Geography/Distance Impacts 
 

With the proposed releaguing placement, SHHS will now be required to travel longer 
distances to athletic contests causing unnecessary attendance issues for both student athletes and 
coaching staff members. 

Map. Freeway League vs. 2024-2026 Conferences.  

  
Century Conference School Roundtrip to SHHS (mi) 
Crean Lutheran 28 mi 
Esperanza 22 mi 
Yorba Linda 20 mi 
Pacifica 24 mi 
Brea Olinda 14 mi 
El Dorado 14 mi 
El Modena 30 mi 
Villa Park 27 mi 
Canyon 28 mi 
Foothill 32 mi 
Cypress 20 mi 

Red: Proposed 
Century 
Conference 
 
Purple: Current 
Freeway League 
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SHHS student athletes and teachers will have less time in the classroom because of 

earlier game times and because they will have to travel longer distances for the games. With this 
change that the 2024-2026 Placement imposes on SHHS, SHHS student athletes and teachers 
will have to miss up to two classes and even lunch, depending on what time the game begins. As 
of now, student athletes already use their lunch period to ask teachers for assignments and make 
up quizzes and exams. SHHS students are not on a block schedule, meaning they do not have a 
free period in the day that can be used for those purposes instead. Both student athletes and non-
student athletes will be affected alike by their teachers’ frequent and prolonged absence from 
class.  

 
The 2024-2026 Placement will place stress on SHHS from a transportation perspective as 

well, since it may require SHHS to rely on and pay for charter buses to travel to their games. 
Currently, SHHS needs athletics transportation from 1:00 pm-10:00pm and is part of a high 
school-only district that does not provide bussing except for special education students. FJUHSD 
does not own or control a large enough fleet of buses that are available for use after school hours 
as a other unified school district with large bus fleets. To date, FJUHSD made do with fewer 
buses because it could “double-up” transportation among the Freeway League’s various schools 
and teams. For example, after an FJUHSD bus drops off Sonora High School’s baseball team at 
SHHS, the same bus will pick up and transport SHHS’s baseball team to their game. Traveling 
short distances between schools has also contributed to making SHHS’s participation in the 
Freeway League possible despite FJUHSD’s shortage on buses. If SHHS competes in a new 
league, using available FJUHSD transportation will be completely untenable, and there will be 
no way to participate in CIF without paying for charter buses throughout the year for all teams.  

 
There are a certain number of campus staff that must be present for every sport, and 

SHHS must also hire substitute teachers for up to two class periods for each coach who teaches 
class. The earlier game start times and the additional travel time to Century Conference schools 
that are up to 16 miles away, as opposed to Freeway League schools that are a maximum of 5 
miles away, will take coaches away from the classes they teach. 
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3. Enrollment Impacts 
 
A league/conference’s competitive equity increases with greater similarity among the 

schools’ size and resources. Larger schools have greater talent pools than smaller schools, and 
school districts in higher-income areas are more advantaged.  The new placement will place 
SHHS in a league that has greater disparities in enrollment size. In the Freeway League, the 
difference between schools with the most and least students enrolled was 865. In the 2024-2026 
placement, however, the range in school enrollment between schools with the most and least 
students enrolled is 1,861. Even after taking the outlier school, Crean Lutheran, out of the 
calculation, the difference is still large at 1,384.  
 

Century Conference and Golden Empire Conference 
Table 1. Student Enrollment 

High School  
Proposed 2024-26 
Placement 

2022-2023 
Enrollment 

Crean Lutheran Century 959 
Esperanza Century 1436 
Yorba Linda Century 1568 
Pacifica Century 1648 
Brea Olinda Century 1681 
Sonora Century 1730 
Buena Park Golden Empire 1804 
Fullerton Golden Empire 1880 
El Dorado Century 2034 
El Modena Century 2040 
La Habra Century 2054 
Villa Park Century 2110 
Canyon Century 2131 
Foothill Century 2276 
Sunny Hills  Century 2429 
Troy Century 2594 
Cypress Century 2820 

California Department of Education, Annual Enrollment Data, SY 
2022-2023, available at: 
https://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/page2.asp?level=School&subject=Enrol
lment&submit1=Submit  
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Demographic differences between schools must also be considered when taking 

enrollment into account, as the overall number of students is not a completely accurate indicator 
of helping to provide competitive equity. 
 

IV. CONCLUSION 
 
 Sunny Hills High School thanks you for your consideration of its appeal. We would be 
pleased to respond to any questions you may have.  
 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 

 
Mr. Craig Weinreich 
Principal, Sunny Hills High School  
 
 
Attachments: 
Attachment A – Orange County Area Placement Bylaws 
Attachment B – Orange County Area Releaguing Proposal Form from OCAP Website 
Attachment C – May 15, 2023 Meeting Agenda 
Attachment D – May 15, 2023 Meeting Minutes 
Attachment E – Non Football Proposal 4 from May 15, 2023 
Attachment F – Freeway League Counterproposal from May 15, 2023 (Non Football Proposal 7) 
Attachment G – May 15, 2023 Voting Results to Determine Final Proposal 
Attachment H – May 15, 2023 Final Voting Result on Non Football Proposal #4 
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Orange County Area Schools

Releaguing Bylaws

2024-2026

Process: The process for developing Orange County Area Schools Releaguing shall:

1. Provide reasonable and equal application of accepted criteria:
· Competitive Equity (strength of program)
· Geography (travel time)
· Enrollment (student population)

2. Maintain Brown Act Compliance (“intended to provide public access to meetings”)
3. Follow CIF Southern Section Blue Book rules and policies

Orange County Area Placement is a two-year releaguing cycle for all sports. (Approved March 13, 2017).

Releaguing Proposals:  All Releaguing Proposals must provide evidence of the above-accepted criteria.

Releaguing Proposals protocols and procedures will not discriminate against one or more member
schools. Releaguing Proposal protocols, procedure and guidelines must be inclusive and applied with
consistency and equality (same opportunity when policy is applied). We must prevent the inconsistent
and unequal application of Releaguing Proposal protocols, procedures and guidelines that would
intentionally or unintentionally discriminate against one or more than one member school while creating
single sport alignment, leagues or conferences.

Releaguing Proposals must include all member schools.

Blue Book Sections:   CIFSS Section Bylaw 32 (pages 37-40) - Area Placement and Releaguing
Process/Appeals CIFSS Section Bylaw 507 (page 109)- Section Alignment of Leagues        

Bylaws:

Chairperson, Parliamentarian, Secretary and Dues

1.0               Mr. Michael P. Brennan will preside as Chairperson with the assistance of Dr. John Dahlem (Parliamentarian)
and Mr. Joel Hartmann (Secretary).
2.0               Releaguing Dues will be $50.00 per school. Dues may be used to pay for expenses such as snacks, water,
location and parking. Checks should be made out to “Trinity League” and mailed to Mater Dei High School c/o Mr.
Joel Hartmann 1202 West Edinger Ave. Santa Ana, California 92707. If expenses are greater than revenue, a simple
majority vote will increase Releaguing Dues. Dues is to be paid on or before April 3, 2023, for this Releaguing Cycle.

Membership and Voting Privileges

3.0 Orange County Area Representative Principals are committee members and thus have voting privileges.
4.0 Voting is restricted to schools that are members of the organization and in operation with students. This includes
new member schools recently approved by the CIF SS for Orange County Placement.
5.0 Schools (not yet opened but have plans to open/no students) assigned through area placement may participate in
Releaguing (voting privileges) provided a simple majority of voting members approve.
6.0 If a Principal cannot attend a meeting, he or she must send an Administrative Designee from the same school.
The Administrative Designee from the same school will have voting privileges based on written authorization. Therefore,
schools must be present to exercise voting privileges (no proxy votes).
7.0               If a Principal is unable to attend, the principal must provide written authorization for the Administrative
Designee (from the same school) to have voting privileges. For voting privileges to occur, written authorization must be
received in advance of the scheduled meeting start time. If written authorization arrives after the scheduled meeting

Attachment A Attachments 
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begins, the Administrative Designee will forfeit voting privileges for that meeting only, unless a simple majority of
voting members vote to reinstate voting privileges. Written authorization must be on school letter head, include the
Principal’s signature and Administrative Designees name and position. Written authorization must be emailed to the
Releaguing Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org).
8.0               At the April 24th Athletic Directors meeting, only Athletic Directors will have voting privileges to determine
three (3) Athletic Director proposals. Schools must be present to exercise voting privileges (no proxy voting). If an
Athletic Director cannot attend he/she must send an Athletic Director Designee (from the same school) to have voting
privileges. For voting privileges to occur, written authorization must be received in advance of the scheduled meeting
start time. If written authorization arrives after the scheduled meeting begins, the Athletic Director Designee will forfeit
voting privileges for that meeting only, unless a simple majority of voting members vote to reinstate voting privileges.
Written authorization must be on school letterhead, include the Athletic Director signature, Athletic Director Designees
name and position. Written authorization must be emailed to the Releaguing Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann
(jhartmann@materdei.org). After this meeting, all voting privileges will return to Principals. This is the only meeting that
Athletic Directors have voting privileges.

Media, Brown Act, Roberts Rules of Order, Agendas, Videotape and Minutes/Notes

9.0               Meetings are open to the media. Each media representative must introduce him or herself to the Chairperson,
Parliamentarian or Secretary.
10.0            Meetings are subject to the Brown Act and will follow an agenda.
11.0            Meetings will be conducted and based upon Robert’s Rules of Order.
12.0            Meeting agendas will be provided five (5) working days before each scheduled meeting.
13.0            Meeting minutes or notes will be distributed to all Principals within seventy-two (72) hours.
14.0            Agendas must be posted at each school site seventy-two (72) hours before scheduled meetings.

Quorum, Voting and Passage of Motion

15.0            A simple majority of Orange County Area Representatives will constitute a quorum for all meetings.
Alphabetical Roll Call by member school will be obtained verbally.
16.0            Alphabetical Roll Call (by member school) voting will be verbally stated by each member school. Each member
school verbally states their vote so that all member schools have the opportunity to hear the official vote of other member
schools. Schools must be present to exercise voting privileges (no proxy voting). Minutes or notes will reflect the yeas,
nays and abstentions for each vote taken. A record of each Roll Call vote will be attached to the minutes and sent to the
CIF SS office. Secret ballots are prohibited. The Chairperson will request that an administrative designee from each
member school verbally state their official vote or votes.

 

17.0            The Releaguing Secretary and the Parliamentarian will tabulate Roll Call voting separately. It is recommended
that each member school tabulate Roll Call voting (auditing).
18.0            Voting shall be conducted by a 1) Motion 2) Second 3) Discussion 4) Call for Vote 5) Vote.
19.0            Passage of any motion (not the Final (1) Proposal) to approve requires a majority of those present (50% plus 1
of casted votes) to vote yea. In the case of a tie, the motion will not be approved. Abstentions are considered a casted and
official vote.
20.0            Passage of a motion to vote upon the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal requires a majority vote of those member
school administrative designees present. Once the motion to vote upon the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal is approved, a
motion will be made to approve the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal. The Final (1) Releaguing Proposal must obtain a sixty
percent (60%) majority yea vote of those member school administrative designees present. Abstentions are considered a
casted vote.

School Profile, Area Placement Questionnaire and Releaguing Proposal
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21.0 Schools will digitally send (email) a completed official School Profile Form and their Area Questionnaire to the
Releaguing Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org). This must occur on or before 11:59 p.m.  April 3,
2023. The Releaguing Secretary will post the official School Profile Form and Area Placement Questionnaire on the
Orange County Area Placement website under resources. Schools must utilize the official School Profile Form and Area
Placement Questionnaire provided by the Releaguing Secretary. Schools requesting Orange County Area Placement or
Relief must submit a New League Proposal to Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org) by April 14, 2023, 11:59 p.m.
22.0            Releaguing Proposals must be written on the Orange County Area Releaguing Proposal Form. This form is
located on the Orange County Area Placement Website. If a proposal is created at either the Athletic Directors or
Principals meetings, the Releaguing Proposal Form must be completely filled out. Upon request, Releaguing Proposal
Form(s) will be sent to the Releaguing Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org). The Releaguing
Secretary will post Releaguing Proposal Forms (Orange County Placement Website) for all member schools to view.
23.0 Releaguing Proposals must provide reasonable and equal application of accepted criteria and must include all
member schools:

· Competitive Equity (strength of program)
· Geography (travel time)
· Enrollment (school population)

   See “Process and Releaguing Proposals” page 1 of this document.

Athletic Directors Releaguing Proposal Meeting

24.0            Athletic Directors will meet on April 24, 2023 (beginning at 9:00a.m.) Diocese of Orange.  At this meeting,
Athletic Directors/New Member School Athletic Directors are Orange County Area Representative voting members. The
purpose of this meeting is for Athletic Directors to collegially create a maximum of three (3) Releaguing Proposals. The
three (3) Releaguing Proposals are based (only) on those schools requesting relief or new member schools requesting a
league. *Any reference in this document to the word “league” refers to a duly constituted league or conference formed in
the last Releaguing cycle. All conferences are permitted one vote regardless of how many leagues are within said
conference. The meeting will begin with (only) member schools Athletic Directors requesting relief and new member
schools Athletic Directors having five (5) minutes to present their school information and Releaguing Proposals. Only
one representative per school is permitted to speak. Athletic Directors seeking relief will present first, followed by new
member school Athletic Directors. Each school may include a maximum of two (2) new 2024-2026 Releaguing
Proposals. Releaguing Proposals should affect the least amount of member schools as reasonably possible. Releaguing
Proposals must include all member schools. All member schools have voting privileges. Releaguing Proposals must be
sent to the Releaguing Secretary, Mr. Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org) on or before April 14, 2023, 11:59p.m.
The Releaguing Secretary will post Releaguing Proposals on the Orange County Area Placement Website by 12:00p.m.
on April 16, 2023.
25.0 If a school seeking relief or a new member school creates a proposal for Football Only, all member schools must
be included within a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s). All CIF criteria will be followed. All member schools will be
treated consistently and with equality (same opportunity when policy is applied). All member schools are permitted to
vote for or against a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) per CIF SS. The process, beginning with 24.0, will be used to
determine if a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) is/are approved or not approved by member schools. It must be
noted that a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) will be voted upon and approved/not approved before all other Sports
Releaguing Proposals can be discussed. Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) will be kept separate from all other Sports
Releaguing Proposals. At the end of the Releaguing Process, two separate Releaguing Proposals must obtain 60 percent
(60%) member school approval to be sent to CIF SS as our Final Releaguing Proposals (Football Only and all other
Sports). Again, if there is a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s), we will follow the process for both Football Only and
other Sports Releaguing Proposals.
26.0            All Leagues/Conferences/Member Schools will have ten (10) minutes to reflect and discuss Releaguing
Proposals. Upon request, the Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods).
27.0            League/Conference Presidents or a League/Conference Designee (must be an Athletic Director) from impacted
leagues/conferences have three (3) minutes to speak for or against presented Releaguing Proposals. One representative
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per league/conference may present. At the conclusion of League/Conference Presidents or League/Conference Designees
speaking, one representative from schools requesting relief and new member schools will have (3) minutes to speak for
or against.
28.0            If member schools requesting relief and new member schools are accepted into league/conference of their
choice, a Releaguing Proposal will be created and then voted upon. Passage of a motion to approve will require a simple
majority of those member schools or Athletic Directors present. In this case, only one (1) Releaguing Proposal would be
created and recommended to principals. Final one (1) Athletic Director proposal will immediately be placed on the
Orange County Releaguing Website.
29.0            If one (1) or more than one (1) member school requesting relief or new member school(s) is/are not accepted
into the league/conference of their choice, the Chairperson will call for a twenty (20) minute caucus. The purpose is to
allow Athletic Directors (from the same league/conference) the opportunity to communicate and develop Releaguing
Counterproposals. Releaguing Counterproposals must be aligned to the accepted criteria and must include schools that
requested relief or are new members.
30.0            Each league/conference will have the opportunity to create one (1) Releaguing Counterproposal. Upon request,
the Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods). Releaguing Counterproposals must include the
league/conference name and league/conference vote in support of the league Releaguing Counterproposal. If a
league/conference does not approve a Releaguing Proposal by a simple majority, the Releaguing Counterproposal will
not be included and considered obsolete.
31.0            Upon request, Releaguing Counterproposals must be emailed to the Releaguing League Secretary Mr. Joel
Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org). Releaguing Counterproposals will then be posted on the Orange County
Releaguing Website.
32.0            League/Conference Presidents or Athletic Directors from leagues/conferences that created a Releaguing
Counterproposal will have three (3) minutes to speak. There will be only one representative per league/conference
presenting. Releaguing counterproposals must include member schools requesting relief and new member schools
requesting a league.
33.0            New member school Principals, League/Conference Presidents, or a League/Conference Designee (must be an
Athletic Director) from impacted leagues, an Athletic Director from schools requesting relief and new member schools
Athletic Directors will have three (3) minutes to speak for or against Releaguing Counterproposals. There will only be
one representative per impacted league/conference, member schools requesting relief and new member schools speaking.
34.0            Releaguing Counterproposals will have a numbered representation. The Releaguing Secretary will number each
Releaguing Proposal beginning with one (1).
35.0            Chairperson will call for a vote. Alphabetical Roll Call voting will begin. Each member school will verbally
communicate their official vote by stating the school they represent, the numbered Releaguing proposal(s) they are
supporting and the amount of votes per Releaguing proposal. Each member school will have the opportunity to vote for
one half (50% rounding down) of total Releaguing Proposals. Therefore, if there were eight (8) Releaguing Proposals,
each member school would have four (4) votes. If there were nine (9) Releaguing Proposals, each member school would
have four (4) votes. A member school may use all votes in support of one (1) Releaguing Proposal. The top three (3)
Releaguing Proposals will be announced. In the case of a tie, there may be more than three (3) Releaguing Proposals
recommended to member school Principals. Both the Releaguing Secretary and the Parliamentarian will tabulate votes.
All Athletic Directors are encouraged to tabulate votes (audit).
36.0            Chairperson will call for a vote. Roll call and verbal voting will begin and each member school including new
member schools will verbally vote to approve the top three (3) Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals. There is no proxy
voting.
37.0            Passage of a motion to approve the top three (3) Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals will require a simple
majority of those member schools or Athletic Directors present. Each member school will have one (1) vote to approve
the motion.
38.0            Final three (3) Athletic Director proposals will immediately be placed on the Orange County Releaguing
Website. Releaguing Proposals will be recommended to member school Principals.

Principals Releaguing Proposal and Final Recommended CIF Orange County Releaguing Placement    
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39.0            The second and potential final meeting will be May 15, 2023 (9:00 a.m.) Location TBA. At this meeting,
Principals are considered Orange County Area Representatives. The purpose of this meeting is to review recommended
Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals (from April 24, 2023) and provide time for member school Principals seeking
relief, new member school Principals, and each league/conference an opportunity to present one (1) new Relief
Releaguing Proposal. Principals seeking relief, new member school Principals (only those schools that requested relief or
new member schools requesting a league/conference at the April 24, 2023 Athletic Director meeting) and
leagues/conferences must send their one (1) new 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal to the Releaguing Secretary, Joel
Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org) on or before May 5, 2023 11:59p.m. The Releaguing Secretary will post all new
Releaguing Proposals on the Orange County Area Placement Website by 12:00p.m. May 7, 2023.
40.0            The meeting will begin with member school Principals requesting relief and new member school Principals
having five (5) minutes to present. In their presentation, they may include school information and one (1) new 2024-2026
Releaguing Proposal. Relief and new member schools Releaguing Proposals must affect the least amount of member
schools as reasonably possible. Releaguing proposals must include all member schools.  Releaguing Proposals must
follow accepted criteria. All member schools have voting privileges.
41.0            If a school seeking relief or a new member school creates a proposal for Football Only, all member schools must
be included within a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s). All CIF criteria will be followed. All member schools will be
treated consistently and with equality (same opportunity when policy is applied). All member schools are permitted to
vote for or against a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) per CIF SS. The process, beginning with 40.0, will be used to
determine if a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) is/are approved or not approved by member schools. It must be
noted that a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) will be voted upon and approved/not approved before all other Sports
Releaguing Proposals can be discussed. Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) will be kept separate from all other Sports
Releaguing Proposals. At the end of the Releaguing Process, two separate Releaguing Proposals must obtain 60 percent
(60%) member school approval to be sent to CIF SS as our Final Releaguing Proposals (Football Only and all other
Sports). Again, if there is a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s), we will follow the process for both Football Only and
other Sports Releaguing Proposals.
42.0            All leagues/conferences will have ten (10) minutes to discuss Releaguing Proposals. Upon request, the
Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods).
43.0            League/Conference Presidents or a League/Conference Designee from impacted leagues/conferences have three
(3) minutes to speak for or against presented Releaguing Proposals. One representative per league/conference may
present. At the conclusion of League/Conference Presidents or League/Conference Designees speaking, one
representative from schools requesting reliefs and new member schools will have (3) minutes to speak for or against.
44.0 Individual League/Conference 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposals will be presented. Each League/Conference
President or League/Conference Designee will have (5 minutes) to present their 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal.
Releaguing Proposals must be aligned to accepted criteria and must include schools seeking relief and new member
schools requesting a league/conference.
45.0 All leagues/conferences will have ten (10) minutes to discuss Individual League Releaguing Proposals. Upon
request, the Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods).
46.0 League/Conference Presidents or a League/Conference Designee from impacted leagues/conferences have three
(3) minutes to speak for or against presented Releaguing Proposals. One representative per league/conference may
present. At the conclusion of League/Conference Presidents or League/Conference Designees speaking, one
representative from schools requesting reliefs and new member schools will have (3) minutes to speak for or against.
47.0 Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals (April 24, 2023) will be reviewed by the Releaguing Secretary.
48.0 Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals will be numbered as one (1), two (2) and three (3).
49.0 Relief Releaguing Proposals and new member Proposals will begin with the number four (4), unless there were
more than three (3) Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals. The new League proposals will begin with the number that
immediately follows Relief and new member proposals. Releaguing Secretary Joel Hartmann will number new Proposals
under the observation of the parliamentarian (Dr. John Dahlem).
50.0            Chairperson will call for a vote. Alphabetical Roll Call voting will begin. Each member school Principal will
verbally state their official vote by stating the school they represent, the numbered Releaguing proposal(s) they are
supporting and the number of votes per Releaguing proposal (no proxy voting). Each member school will have the
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opportunity to vote for one half (50% rounding down) of total Releaguing Proposals. For example, if there were six (6)
total first round proposals, each school would have three (3) votes. If there were five (5) total first round proposals, each
school would have two (2) votes. A member school may use all votes in support of one (1) Releaguing Proposal or may
divide their votes and vote for more than one proposal. At the end of the first round, the top three (3) proposals will move
forward to round two (2). Round two (2) will move from three (3) to two (2) Releaguing Proposals.  During round two
and following rounds, each school will have one (1) vote. Round three (3) will move from two (2) Releaguing Proposals
to the Final (1) CIF Releaguing Proposal. The Releaguing Secretary and the Parliamentarian will tabulate votes. All
member schools are encouraged to tabulate votes (audit).

51.0            Passage of a motion and voting to approve the top three (3) Releaguing Proposals (round 1), final two (2)     
   Releaguing Proposals (round 2) and the final CIF Releaguing Proposal (round 3) will be as follows. If we
   begin this process with less than four (4) Releaguing Proposals, we will move directly to the final (2) or   
   possibly the final (1) depending on the number of Releaguing Proposals submitted:

 
The top three (3) Releaguing Proposals will be those proposals that receive the highest amount of votes.

Therefore, the highest amount is number one (1); the second highest amount is number two (2), and the third
highest amount is number three (3).

 
The final two (2) Releaguing Proposals will be those proposals which receive the highest amount of votes.

Therefore, the highest amount is number (1) and the second highest amount is number two (2).
 

The final (1) 2022-2024 Releaguing Proposal will be the proposal that receives the highest amount of votes
from the final two (2). Therefore, the highest amount (out of the final two) will be the Final (1) 2022-2023
Releaguing Proposal.

Passage of a motion to vote on the Final (1) CIF Proposal will be approved by a majority vote. Once
approved, a motion will be made to approve the Final (1) 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal. The final proposal
must be approved with a sixty percent (60%) majority vote. If the Final one (1) Releaguing Proposal receives
a sixty percent (60%) majority vote, voting ceases and that proposal will represent the area as its selection
and will be immediately forwarded to the CIF Southern Section office.

52.0    If there is a tie when determining the top three (3) or the final two (2) Releaguing Proposals, all tied 
Releaguing Proposals will be included in the top three (3) or final two (2).For example, if there are two (2)  Releaguing
Proposals tied for first when determining the top three (3), the top three (3) Releaguing Proposals will include the two (2)
tied for first plus the second place Releaguing Proposal only.

53.0            If the Final Releaguing Proposal does not receive a sixty percent (60%) majority vote, there will be a
League representative caucus for twenty (20) minutes. Per request, the Releaguing Chairperson may approve more time
(5 minute-periods).  League Representatives will meet and prepare a compromise to the Final (1) CIF Proposal. The
compromise will create a new counterproposal. This new counterproposal must follow the accepted criteria and must
include schools requesting relief and new member schools requesting a league/conference. Passage of a motion to vote on
the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal (League Representative Counterproposal) will be approved by a majority vote of
League Representatives. Once League Representatives approve, a motion will be made to approve the Final (1) 2024-
2026 Releaguing Proposal. The Final (1) proposal must be approved with a sixty percent (60%) member schools vote. If
the Final One Releaguing Proposal receives a sixty percent (60%) majority member school vote, voting ceases and
that proposal will represent the area as its selection and will be immediately forwarded to the CIF Southern Section office.

54.0            All appeals must be in accordance with the CIF Blue Book Page 40 “Releaguing Appeal Procedures.”
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Attachment C 
 

CIF Southern Section 
Orange County Area Placement Meeting 2024 - 2026 Releaguing Cycle Agenda 

May 15, 2023 
9:30 a.m. 

Diocese of Orange 
13280 Chapman Avenue Garden Grove, California 92840 

1.0 
2.0Flag Salute 
3.0Moment of Reflection “It is never wrong to do the right thing.” Mark Twain 
4.0Purpose of the Meeting 
5.0Introduction of Guests/Media 
6.0Public Hearing Session-Members of the Public 
7.0 Roll Call (simple majority will constitute a quorum) 
8.0Approval of Minutes April 23, 2023 (Athletic Directors Meeting) 
9.0Review 2024-2026 Bylaws and Protocol for Principals Meeting. 
10.0 Review CIFSS Blue Book Page 39 Bylaw 32 B 4 A (Conference vs. Leagues) 
11.0 Member Schools Relief Proposals 

a. Football Only Conference (FOC) Athletic Directors Relief Proposal presentations 
(Top three), discussion, and vote. 
b. If a simple majority approves FOC top three Athletic Director Relief Proposals, FOC 
new relief proposals and counterproposals will be presented and discussed. 
c. FOC Relief Proposal will be numbered and then a vote to choose the number one FOC 
proposal. 
d. If FOC is approved, and the number one FOC proposal has been chosen, All Other 
Sports Relief Athletic Director Proposals (top three) will be presented and discussed. 
(Does not include Football) 
e. All Other Sports new relief proposals and counterproposals (does not include Football) 
will be presented and discussed. 
    Date: Time: Location: 
Welcome/Call to Order. All Other Sports will be numbered and then a vote to choose the 
number one All Other Sports Proposal. (Does not include Football) 
g. Two Votes-FOC (60% approval) and All Other Sports (60% approval).  
h. If FOC is opposed, All Other Sports (including Football) Relief Proposal presentations 
and discussion, numbering, and voting. 

12.0 Reminders and Information 
13.0 Motion/Approval to Adjourn if necessary TBA. 
92840 
Next Meeting: Only Principals/AD’s 
Diocese of Orange 
13280 Chapman Avenue Garden Grove, California 

SS 655 D



Attachment D 
 

Date: Time: Location: 
CIF Southern Section 

Orange County Area Placement Meeting 2024 - 2026 Releaguing Cycle Minutes 
May 15, 2023 

9:00 a.m. 
Diocese of Orange 

13280 Chapman Avenue Garden Grove, California 92840 
1.0 Welcome/Call to Order 

• Michael Brennan (Chairperson) called the meeting to order at 9:25 a.m. 
• Michael Brennan introduced Joel Hartman (secretary) and Sharon Hodge (CIF SS). He 

stated that Dr. John Dahlem was not feeling well and would not be present. 
2.0 Flag Salute 

• Michael Brennan led the Pledge of Allegiance  
3.0Moment of Reflection 

• “It is never wrong to do the right thing.” Mark Twain 
• Michael Brennan asked member schools to reflect on the quote (1 minute). 

4.0 Purpose of the Meeting 
• Michael Brennan stated, “the purpose of the meeting was to review the three Football Only 

Conference (FOC) proposals and the three All-Sports Proposals recommended by Athletic 
Directors, as well as listen to potential counter proposals. All proposals will be heard. We 
will then discuss and vote to reduce the options for FOC and All Other Sports to one 
proposal each. These proposals will be forwarded to the CIFSS.” Michael Brennan 
thanked athletic directors and principals for attending today’s meeting and ensured that all 
member schools would have an opportunity to be represented in the releaguing process. 

5.0Introduction of Guests/Media 
• Joel Hartmann announced that Jim Perry was present to represent CIF SS. Michael 

Brennan welcomed Mr. Perry to the meeting. 
6.0 Public Hearing Session-Members of the Public 

• There were no members of the public present. 
7.0 Roll Call (simple majority will constitute a quorum) 

• See attached Excel Spreadsheet  
• There was a quorum present by a simple majority of schools. 76 member schools present; 

39 member schools represented a simple majority; and 46 schools equal a 60% 
threshold. 

• Michael Brennan explained the proxy process by stating, “ some schools present today 
are represented by proxy letters signed by the principal of the school.” 

8.0Approval of Minutes April 23, 2023 (Athletic Directors Meeting) 
• Sage Hill High School asked for a correction of the 4-24-23 minutes, stating that they were 

in support of Option D and opposed to Option E. Michael Brennan state, “I will revise the 
4-24-23 minutes.” 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to approve the April 24,2023 minutes with this 
correction. Villa Park High School moved to approve the April 24, 2023 minutes. Sunny 
Hills High School seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved the April 24, 
2023. 76-0-0 

• Joel Hartmann announced member schools represented by proxy: 
Santa Margarita High School 
Servite High School 
Western High School 
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Irvine (Monica Colunga, Principal of Irvine came late) Santa Ana High School 
Yorba Linda High School Tustin High School Saddleback High School Capistrano 
Valley High School Aliso Niguel High School 
Brea Olinda High School 
Corona del Mar High School 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the meeting. San Clemente High School 
motioned to begin the meeting. Saddleback High School seconded the motion. A hand 
vote unanimously approved the beginning of the meeting. 76-0-0 

9.0 Review 2024-2026 Bylaws and Protocol for Principals Meeting. 
• Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions regarding the bylaws. There were no 

questions or concerns. 
10.0 Review CIFSS Blue Book Page 39 Bylaw 32 B 4 A (Conference vs. Leagues) 

• Michael Brennan presented and the above bylaw. He presented and verified that all 
member school understood the difference between a conference and a league. 

o Conference 
o One Criteria-Equity 
o League 
o Three criterion-Equity, Geography and Enrollment 

• Michael Brennan asked for questions. There were no questions.  
11.0 Member Schools Relief Proposals 

• Michael Brennan stated that there are three approved FOC proposals (AD meeting). 
There were two additional FOC proposals provided to Mr. Hartmann. Mike Brennan 
reviewed the protocol for the day: 

a. Football Only Conference (FOC) Athletic Directors Relief Proposal presentations 
(Top three), discussion, and vote. 
b. If a simple majority approves FOC top three Athletic Director Relief Proposals, 
FOC new. relief proposals and counterproposals will be presented and discussed. 
c. FOC Relief Proposal will be numbered and then a vote to choose 
the number one FOC. proposal. 
d. If FOC is approved, and the number one FOC proposal has been chosen, All 
Other Sports Relief Athletic Director Proposals (top three) will be presented and 
discussed. 
(does not include Football) 
e. All Other Sports new relief proposals and counterproposals (does not include 
Football) will be presented and discussed. 
f. All Other Sports will be numbered and then a vote to choose the number one All 
Other Sports Proposal. (Does not include Football) 
g. Two Votes-FOC (60% approval) and All Other Sports (60% approval).  
h. If FOC is opposed, All Other Sports (including Football) Relief Proposal 
presentations and discussion, numbering, and voting. 

Football Only Conference 
• Tustin High School presented FOC proposal #1. Michael Brennan asked if there were any 

questions. There were no questions. 
• Estancia High presented FOC proposal #2.Michael Brennan asked if there were any 

questions. There were no questions. 
• The Freeway League presented FOC proposal #1. Michael Brennan asked if there were 

any questions. There were no questions. 
• Michael Brennan stated that approval was necessary from principals before we move 

forward with FOC proposals. Anaheim High School motion to approve a FOC. Godinez 
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High School seconded the motion. A hand vote approved the Football Only Conference 
approval by principals. 75-0-1 

• Los Amigos High School represented the Garden Grove League (counterproposal #4). 
Athletic Directors were invited to speak for or against this FOC counterproposal. In 
support: 

San Clemente High School 
Against: 
Edison High School 
Los Alamitos School 

• Portola High School represented the Pacific Coast League (counterproposal #5). 
• Athletic Directors were invited to speak for or against this FOC counterproposal. In 

support: 
San Clemente High School Against: 
Edison High School 
Los Alamitos High School 

• Michael Brennan asked for additional counterproposals. There were no additional 
counterproposals. 

• Ten minutes plus five additional minutes were permitted for discussion within individual 
leagues regarding the five FOC proposals. 

• Joel Hartmann asked for additional counterproposals. There were no additional 
counterproposals. 

• Newport Harbor High School entered the meeting. Michael Brennan stated that a motion 
was necessary to reinstate voting privileges to Newport Harbor High School. San 
Clemente High School motioned to reinstate voting privileges to Newport Harbor High 
School. Valencia High seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to 
reinstate Newport Harbor High School voting privileges. 76-0-0. 

• Michael Brennan stated, “it is now time to vote on the FOC options. The final proposals 
must be approved with a 60% (46-member school) vote. He asked for a motion to move 
forward with the vote to choose the number one FOC proposal. Newport Harbor High 
School made a motion to move forward with the vote. San Clemente High School 
seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to move forward with the vote. 
77-0-0. 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the voting process to reduce the FOC 
proposals from five to three. Villa Park High School moved to begin the voting process to 
reduce the FOC proposals from five to three FOC proposals. Laguna Beach High School 
seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to begin the voting process. 
77-0-0 

• A roll call vote reduced the number from five FOC proposals to three FOC proposals, with 
each school getting two votes – FOC proposals #1, #4 and #5 were moved forward. 
(See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the voting process to reduce the FOC 
proposals from three to two FOC proposals. JSerra High School motioned to vote. El 
Dorado High School seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved. 77-0-0 

• A roll call vote reduced the number from three to two FOC proposals, with each school 
getting one vote– #1 and #4 were the top two FOC proposals. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• A request was approved to allow a 5-minute discussion within each league to discuss the 
two final FOC proposals. Time was granted permitting an additional 15 minutes to 
discuss (3 five-minute intervals). 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the voting process to reduce FOC proposals 
from two to one FOC proposal. JSerra High School motioned to move from two to one 
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FOC proposal. El Toro High School seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously 
approved to begin the voting process. 77-0-0. 

• A roll call vote reduced the number from two FOC proposals to one FOC proposal, with 
each school getting one vote. Proposal #4 received a majority of votes. (See Excel 
Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to approve Proposal #4 as the final FOC proposal. 
JSerra High School motioned to approve. El 

• Dorado High School seconded the motion. The motion was approved with over 60%. (See 
Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to vote on forwarding Proposal 
• #4 (final FOC proposal) to CIF SS. Sonora High School motioned that FOC Proposal #4 

be forwarded to CIF SS. Anaheim seconded this motion. The motion was approved by a 
majority. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

All-Other Sports Proposals 
• Michael Brennan stated, it is time to discuss All-Other Sports Proposals. All-Other Sports 

Proposals #1, #2 and #3 were created and recommended by Athletic Directors. There 
are three additional options proposed by the Golden West League, Orange High School, 
and the Empire League.” 

• Kennedy High reviewed proposal #1. 
• Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no questions. 
• Estancia High School reviewed proposal #2 
• Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no questions. 
• Orange High School reviewed proposal #3. 
• Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no questions. 
• Segerstrom High School represented the Garden Grove League (counterproposal #4). 

Athletic Directors were invited to speak for or against this All-Sports counterproposal). In 
support: 

San Clemente High School El Dorado High School Calvary Chapel High School 
Garden Grove High School Crean Lutheran High School Estancia High School 
Santa Ana High School 

Against: 
Portola High School represented the Pacific Coast League. 
Beckman High School Buena Park High School Newport Harbor High School Troy 
High School University High School Fullerton High School Sonora High School 

• Orange High School presented (counterproposal #5). Athletic Directors were invited to 
speak for or against this All-Sports counterproposal. In support: None 
Against: 

Estancia High School 
University High School represented the Pacific Coast League. 
Crean Lutheran High School 
Anaheim High School 
Beckman High School 

• Pacifica High School represented the Empire League (counterproposal #6). Athletic 
Directors were invited to speak for or against this All-Sports counterproposal. In support: 
Crean Lutheran High School El Dorado High School 
Against: 

Sunny Hills High School represented the Freeway League Beckman High School 
Northwood High School represented the Pacific Coast League. 
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• A ten-minute discussion period was permitted to discuss proposals and prepare 
league/conference counterproposals. An extra five minutes was granted for a total of 15 
minutes. 

• Michael Brennan asked for league or conference counterproposals. Joel Hartmann stated 
that there was one counterproposal developed during this time period. 

• The Freeway League presented counterproposal #7. Athletic Directors were invited to 
speak for or against: 

In support: 
Beckman High School 
Sage Hill High School Rosary High School 
Against: 
El Dorado High School representing the Century Conference 

• Bylaws were referred to regarding the presentation of All Sports Counterproposal #5 by 
Orange High School. The principal stated that they were seeking relief. Per the Bylaws, 
the counterproposal was permitted. 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to vote to reduce the seven proposals to three 
proposals. Capistrano Valley High School motioned to move from seven to three All-
Sports Proposals. OLU seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to 
reduce the number of options from seven to three. 77-0-0 

• A roll call vote (each school had three votes) reduced the number of All-Sports Proposals 
to three (proposals #2, #4, and #7). (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to reduce the number of proposals from three to two 
All- Sports Proposals. Laguna Beach High School motioned to reduce the proposals 
from three to two All-Sports Proposals. Anaheim High School seconded the motion. A 
hand vote unanimously approved to reduce the number of options from three to two. 77-
0-0. 

• A roll call vote (each school had one vote) reduced the number of All-Sports Proposals to 
two proposals #4 and #7). (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to reduce the All-Sports Proposals from two to one 
proposal. El Toro High School motioned to move from two to one All-Sports Proposal. 
Villa Park High School seconded the motion. Five minutes were allowed for each 
member school to discuss and review the final two options. An additional five minutes 
was granted. Both All-Sports Proposals were viewed via technology on a large white 
screen above the stage. 

• Michael Brennan presented All-Sports Proposals #4 and #7 for review and asked for 
further discussion. There was no further discussion. A motion to vote had previously 
been made. A hand vote unanimously approved to reduce the number of All-Sports 
Proposals from two to one All-Sports Proposal. 77-0-0 

• A roll call vote (each school had one vote) reduced the number to one All-Sports Proposal. 
The proposal selected was #4. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to approve Proposal #4 as the final All-Sports 
proposal. Villa Park High School motioned to approve. Costa Mesa High School 
seconded the motion. The motion was approved with over 60%. (See Excel 
Spreadsheet) 

• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to vote on forwarding Proposal #4 (Final All-Sports 
proposal) to CIF SS. Corona Del Mar High School motioned that the final All-Sports 
Proposal #4 be forwarded to CIF SS. Godinez High School seconded the motion. The 
motion was approved by a majority. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

• A roll call vote approved to forward the All-Sports to the CIF SS. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 
12.0 Reminders and Information 
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• Michael Brennan thanked Joel Hartmann and Sharon Hodge for their assistance with the 
releaguing process. He asked for everyone to pray for Dr. Dahlem. There was a one- 
minute time period where all members schools prayed for or reflected upon Dr. Dahlem. 

13.0 Motion/Approval to Adjourn 
• Michael Brennan asked for a motion to adjourn the meeting. Villa Park High School 

motioned to adjourn. Laguna Beach High School seconded the motion. A hand vote 
unanimously approved to adjourn the meeting. 77-0-0. 

• Meeting was adjourned at 1:15 p.m. 
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BEFORE THE CALIFORNIA INTERSCHOLASTIC FEDERATION-SOUTHERN 

SECTION ON RELEAGUING COMMENCING 2024-2025 SCHOOL YEAR 

) 

In the matter of CIF-SS Releaguing ) 

Configuration regarding Sonora High ) 

School ) 

) 

 

APPEAL – SONORA HIGH 

SCHOOL, La Habra, CA 

 

September 7, 2023 

  ) 
 

I. INTRODUCTION 

 
Sonora High School (“SOHS”), La Habra, CA, appeals the “other sports releaguing” 

decision of the Orange County Area Placement (“OCAP”) and California Interscholastic 

Federation Southern Section (“CIF-SS”) on May 15, 2023. This appeal is based upon “the re- 

leaguing criteria and process” that violated the following Orange County Area Schools 

Releaguing Bylaws, 2024-2026 (“Bylaws”) (Attachment A): 

 
1. Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0, mandating that the releaguing proposals must affect the least 

amount of member schools as reasonably as possible; 

2. Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0, mandating that Principals of schools requesting relief begin the 

meeting with a five-minute presentation that may include their school information and 

one (1) new 2024-2026 releaguing proposal; 

3. Bylaws 23.0 and 40.0, mandating that releaguing proposals must provide reasonable and 

equal application of the following three criteria: competitive equity (strength of program), 

geography (travel time), and enrollment (school population); 

4. Bylaw 22.0, mandating that all “Releaguing Proposals must be written on the Orange 

County Area Releaguing Proposal Form;” and 

5. The introductory section of the Releaguing Bylaws also states that “Releaguing Proposals 

protocols and procedures will not discriminate against one or more member schools.” 

 

Important Note: Bylaw 24.0 states, “*Any reference in this document to the word ‘league’ refers 

to a duly constituted league or conference formed in the last Releaguing cycle.” 

 

II. PROCEDURAL VIOLATIONS 

 
Significant procedural violations were committed during the releaguing process that 

require granting this appeal and nullifying SOHS’s placement in the Century Conference with 

respect to “other sports” commencing with the 2024-2025 year. 
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The 2024-2026 CIF Releaguing cycle consolidated all Orange County Area Schools’ 

football teams into one conference. Member schools were required to vote on the Football-Only 

Releaguing Proposal before considering the releaguing of all other CIF sports. As the push to 

consolidating all Orange County Area Schools football teams into one football conference 

reflected a larger CIF trend, SOHS agreed to the Football-Only Releaguing Proposal. Moving the 

football program into a larger conference was SOHS’s show of good will and a way to pilot 

SOHS’s participation in a larger conference prior to releaguing all other sports. SOHS refused, 

however, to join another conference for all other CIF sports. SOHS never formally requested 

relief, yet, along with the other members of the Freeway League, was moved in order to create a 

conference. Throughout the process, SOHS has maintained it does not want to join another 

league or conference for all other CIF sports. 

 
The 2024-2026 Orange County Area Placement process was explicitly motivated by 

factors outside the three criteria allowed for consideration under Bylaw 23.0 as well as by 

discrimination toward member schools in violation of the Introduction of the Bylaws against 

intentional or unintentional discrimination against any member schools. During the February 8 

and April 24, 2023 releaguing meetings, an athletic director in the Century Conference blatantly 

campaigned for the Freeway League’s elimination. For example, he bitterly stated, “The 

Freeway League has been together 42 years. It’s time for you guys to play ball and join the rest 

of us.” This athletic director demonstrated other illegitimate reasons in support of the 2024-2025 

Placement by saying, “[Century Conference’s] goal is to expand. We have 9 teams and would 

like to get to 15.” Furthermore, his and others’ supported proposals discriminated against private 

schools. This was made clear by him and others during multiple meetings in which they stated, 

“We do not want schools without boundaries [or borders].” Finally, the same athletic director 

repeatedly advocated to disband the Freeway League schools under the pretense that Buena Park 

High School needed relief with statements like, “If I were student or family at Buena Park [High 

School], I would sue the District for not providing relief.” Buena Park High School, however, 

never requested relief and excels within the Freeway League year-to-year. Century Conference 

representatives, who supported the ultimate releaguing proposal, demonstrated their complete 

disregard for the three criteria throughout the series of releaguing committees that took place 

from February to May 2023. 

 
On April 24, 2023, the Athletic Directors approved three Athletic Director Releaguing 

Proposals for non-football sports that were posted in advance of the May 15, 2023 releaguing 

meeting. In violation of Bylaw 22.0, not all of these proposals were submitted on the Orange 

County Area Releaguing Proposal Form. (Attachment B is the only form available on the OCAP 

website). According to Bylaw 24.0, these proposals should also have affected “the least amount 

of member schools as reasonably possible.” Yet, the ultimate releaguing proposal in fact 

impacted all schools in Orange County. 
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At the May 15, 2023 meeting for Principals, member schools voted on the final 2024- 

2026 Releaguing Proposal based on incomplete information in violation of Bylaw 40.0. Per 

Bylaw 39.0, the purpose of the May 15, 2023 meeting was for Principals (“Orange County Area 

Representatives”) to “review recommended Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals (from 

April 24, 2023) and provide time for member school Principals seeking relief, new member 

school Principals, and each league/conference an opportunity to present one (1) new Relief 

Releaguing Proposal.” At the beginning of this meeting, as required by Bylaw 40, the Principals 

of schools requesting relief were to receive five minutes to present school information regarding 

their reasons for requesting relief as well as 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal. This mandated 

procedure was entirely neglected as the May 15 meeting agenda (Attachment C) and meeting 

minutes (Attachment D) exhibit. 

 
Instead of following this procedure in the Bylaws and giving schools requesting relief 

five minutes to present, the meeting began with a clear focus on solving the Football-Only 

Conferencing question first. The non-football proposals and counterproposals were addressed 

only after the Football-Only issue was resolved, and member schools requesting relief were 

denied time to present. Without this key information, Principals decided on proposals not 

knowing which schools were requesting relief nor how the proposals would provide relief. 

 
At the May 15, 2023 meeting, Principals were presented with three additional non- 

football counterproposals that had been compiled during private, informal meetings leading up to 

May 15. As stated above, none of the original non-football proposals nor counterproposals 

indicated which schools were requesting relief nor how that relief was being satisfied. The 

discussions following each proposal at the May 15 meeting clearly demonstrated that certain 

existing leagues and conferences supported proposals based on the creation or expansion of 

conferences to benefit their members, without concern for other impacted schools. However, 

expanding a conference is not one of the criteria for re-leaguing as required by Bylaw 23.0. The 

resulting proposed conferences also failed to affect the least number of schools as reasonably 

possible as required in Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0. 

 
Several member schools also directly expressed that they would not support proposals 

which added private schools, or “schools without borders” as they referred to them, to their 

league or conference. This expressed discrimination of private schools not only violated the 

Bylaws but also severely limited the process of finding the best possible relief proposals. The 

only way to increase conference sizes without adding private schools and while addressing 

schools that requested relief was to break up a league whose member schools did not request 

relief. 

 
For example, one of the new counterproposals, non-Football Proposal 4 (Attachment E) that 

ultimately became the final 2024-2026 Placement, affected 100% of member schools across 
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Orange County. The proposal breached Bylaws 24.0 and 40.0, which state that “Releaguing 

Proposals should affect the least amount of member schools as reasonably possible.” When 

leagues or conferences affected by any of the proposals could submit new counterproposals, the 

Freeway League representatives, including SOHS, created and presented an alternate proposal, 

non-Football Proposal 7 (Attachment F), to affect the least schools reasonably possible while 

also working to satisfy the desire of certain conferences to expand or be created. The Freeway 

League’s counterproposal not only addressed all schools that requested relief, but also affected a 

smaller number of member schools. The counterproposal also expanded the conferences that 

wanted expansion and created conferences for member schools who wanted it. Again, some 

member schools or leagues spoke out against the Freeway League counterproposal giving the 

explicit, discriminatory reasoning that they did not want “schools without borders” (i.e. private 

schools) in their league or conference. 

 
The 2024-2026 OCAP is the unfortunate outcome of a free-wheeling process driven by a 

few outspoken participants rather than the Bylaws’ process of providing reasonable and equal 

application of the accepted criteria—competitive equity (strength of program), geography (travel 

time), and enrollment (school population). Though SOHS never requested relief, SOHS will be 

adversely impacted by the significant resources it must divert to accommodate the releaguing 

2024-2026 OCAP process to ensure its students can safely participate. For 42 years, SOHS 

students traveled within a five-mile radius to attend games at schools within their own school 

district (Fullerton Joint Union High School District or “FJUHSD”). As a result of short travel 

times and ease of coordination among FJUHSD schools, SOHS could start their games after 

class hours (8:30 AM – 3:30 PM) and share their resources to participate in CIF-SS. Now in the 

Century Conference, SOHS student athletes will have to miss up to three classes during away 

games. SOHS will have to purchase increased transportation, purchase athletic equipment, and 

build out their athletic facilities at an incredible expense to maintain competitive equity. 

 
III. THREE CRITERIA 

 
Applying the Bylaw’s process for developing Orange County Area Schools Releaguing 

requires the reasonable and equal application of three accepted criteria. SOHS finds that the 

2024-2026 OCAP decreases its competitive equity, increases travel time, and affects enrollment. 

 
1. Competitive Equity 

 

There are many examples of competitive equity throughout the 24 sports in the Freeway 

League including, Baseball, Boys/Girls Basketball, Boys/Girls Soccer, Softball, Boys/Girls 

Swimming & Diving, Boys/Girls Tennis, Boys/Girls Volleyball, Boys/Girls Water Polo, 

Boys/Girls Wrestling, Football, Boys/Girls Golf, Boys/Girls Cross Country, Boys/Girls Track & 
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Field. Over the past two years, SOHS athletic teams have demonstrated a fair competitive equity 

in the current league placement with 43% and 39% have qualified or had individuals qualify for 

the CIF playoffs respectively. 

 
Competitive equity also goes beyond athletic success and needs to be considered with 

respect to athletic facilities and athletics costs as well. SOHS is not equipped with the field lights 

or all-weather tracks necessary for safely hosting games. Those were the only schools in the 

Freeway League that had all-weather tracks and field lights. Competing intra-district allowed 

SOHS to use facilities at other schools within the Freeway League when necessary. Under the 

2024-2026 Placement, however, the only two Freeway League schools equipped with field lights 

and all-weather tracks, Buena Park High School and Fullerton High School, are no longer placed 

in a league with SOHS. Whereas before, SOHS would have used the field lights and all-weather 

tracks at Buena Park High School or Fullerton High School, now SOHS must purchase and 

install field lights and all-weather tracks in time for the 2024-2025 year. Otherwise, the events 

will either take place in the dark or be moved to earlier in the day, which will remove student 

athletes and coaches from additional classroom time for home games. 

 
2.  Geography/Distance 

 

With the proposed releaguing placement, SOHS will now be required to travel longer 

distances to athletic contests causing unnecessary issues for both student athletes and coaching 

staff members. 

 
[continued on the next page] 
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Map 1. Contested 2024-2025 Century Conference. 
 

 

Map 2. Freeway League’s Alternate Plan, 2024-2025 Conferences. 
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Century Conference School Roundtrip to SOHS (mi) 

Crean Lutheran 52 mi 

Esperanza 19 mi 

Yorba Linda 18 mi 

Pacifica 43 mi 

Brea Olinda 7 mi 

El Dorado 13 mi 

El Modena 33 mi 

Villa Park 27 mi 

Canyon 28 mi 

Foothill 36 mi 

Cypress 25 mi 

 

SOHS student athletes and teachers will have less time in the classroom because of 

earlier game times and because they will have to travel longer distances for the games. With this 

change that the 2024-2026 Placement imposes on SOHS, SOHS student athletes and teachers 

will have to miss up to two classes and even lunch, depending on what time the game begins. As 

of now, student athletes already use their lunch period to ask teachers for assignments and make 

up quizzes and exams. SOHS students are not on a block schedule, meaning they do not have a 

free period in the day that can be used for those purposes instead. Both athlete students and non- 

athlete students will be affected alike by their teachers’ frequent and prolonged absence from 

class. 

The 2024-2026 Placement will place stress on SOHS from a transportation perspective as 

well since it may require SOHS to rely on and pay for charter buses to travel to their games. 

Currently, SOHS needs athletics transportation from 1pm-10pm and is part of a high school-only 

district that does not provide bussing except for special education students. FJUHSD does not 

own or control a fleet of buses that are available for use after school hours as a unified school 

districts with large bus fleets. To date, FJUHSD made do with fewer cars because it will “double 

up” transportation among the Freeway League’s various schools and teams. For example, after 

an FJUHSD bus drops off Sonora High School’s baseball team at SOHS, the same bus will pick 

up and transport SOHS’s baseball team to their game. Traveling short distances between schools 

has also contributed to making SOHS’s participation in the Freeway League possible despite 

FJUHSD’s shortage on buses. If SOHS competes in a new league, using available FJUHSD 

transportation will be completely untenable, and there will be no way to participate in CIF 

without paying for charter buses throughout the year for all teams. 

 
There are a certain number of campus staff that must be present for every sport, and 

SOHS must also hire substitute teachers for up to two class periods for each coach who teaches 

class. The earlier game start times and the additional travel time to Century Conference schools 
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that are up to 16 miles away, as opposed to Freeway League schools that are a maximum of 5 

miles away, will take coaches away from the classrooms they teach. 

 
3. Enrollment 

 

A league/conference’s competitive equity increases with greater similarity among the 

schools’ size and resources. Larger schools have greater talent pools than smaller schools, and 

school districts in higher-income areas are more advantaged. The current CIF-SS Placement will 

place SOHS in a league that has greater disparities in enrollment size. In the Freeway League, 

the difference between schools with the most and least students enrolled was 865. In the 2024- 

2025 Century Conference, however, the range in school enrollment between schools with the 

most and least students enrolled is 1,861. Even after taking outlier private school, Crean 

Lutheran, out of the calculation, the difference is still large at 1,384. 

 
Table 1. Student Enrollment in Proposed Century Conference. 

 
High School 

 
Conference 

2022-2023 

Enrollment 

Crean Lutheran Century 959 

Esperanza Century 1436 

Yorba Linda Century 1568 

Pacifica Century 1648 

Brea Olinda Century 1681 

Sonora Century 1730 

El Dorado Century 2034 

El Modena Century 2040 

La Habra Century 2054 

Villa Park Century 2110 

Canyon Century 2131 

Foothill Century 2276 

Sunny Hills Century 2429 

Troy Century 2594 

Cypress Century 2820 

California Department of Education, Annual Enrollment Data, SY 2022- 

2023, available at: 

https://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/page2.asp?level=School&subject=Enrollment 

&submit1=Submit 

 

Demographic differences between schools must also be considered when taking 

enrollment into account as overall numbers of students is not a completely accurate indicator of 

helping to provide competitive equity. 
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IV. CONCLUSION 

 
Sonora High School thanks you for your consideration of its appeal. We would be 

pleased to respond any questions you may have. 

 

 
Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

 

Mr. Steven A. Cazares 

Principal, Sonora High School 

 

 
Attachments: 

Attachment A – Orange County Area Placement Bylaws 

Attachment B – Orange County Area Releaguing Proposal Form from OCAP Website 

Attachment C – May 15, 2023 Meeting Agenda 

Attachment D – May 15, 2023 Meeting Minutes 

Attachment E – Non Football Proposal 4 from May 15, 2023 

Attachment F – Freeway League Counterproposal from May 15, 2023 (Non Football Proposal 7) 

Attachment G – May 15, 2023 Voting Results to Determine Final Proposal 

Attachment H – May 15, 2023 Final Voting Result on Non Football Proposal #4 
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Orange County Area Schools 

Releaguing Bylaws 

2024-2026 

 

Process: The process for developing Orange County Area Schools Releaguing shall: 
 

1. Provide reasonable and equal application of accepted criteria: 

· Competitive Equity (strength of program) 

· Geography (travel time) 

· Enrollment (student population) 

2. Maintain Brown Act Compliance (“intended to provide public access to meetings”) 

3. Follow CIF Southern Section Blue Book rules and policies 

 

Orange County Area Placement is a two-year releaguing cycle for all sports. (Approved March 13, 2017). 

 

Releaguing Proposals: All Releaguing Proposals must provide evidence of the above-accepted criteria. 
 

Releaguing Proposals protocols and procedures will not discriminate against one or more member 

schools. Releaguing Proposal protocols, procedure and guidelines must be inclusive and applied with 

consistency and equality (same opportunity when policy is applied). We must prevent the inconsistent 

and unequal application of Releaguing Proposal protocols, procedures and guidelines that would 

intentionally or unintentionally discriminate against one or more than one member school while creating 

single sport alignment, leagues or conferences. 

 

Releaguing Proposals must include all member schools. 
 

Blue Book Sections: CIFSS Section Bylaw 32 (pages 37-40) - Area Placement and Releaguing 

Process/Appeals CIFSS Section Bylaw 507 (page 109)- Section Alignment of Leagues 

Bylaws: 

 

Chairperson, Parliamentarian, Secretary and Dues 
 

1.0 Mr. Michael P. Brennan will preside as Chairperson with the assistance of Dr. John Dahlem (Parliamentarian) 

and Mr. Joel Hartmann (Secretary). 

2.0 Releaguing Dues will be $50.00 per school. Dues may be used to pay for expenses such as snacks, water, 

location and parking. Checks should be made out to “Trinity League” and mailed to Mater Dei High School c/o Mr. 

Joel Hartmann 1202 West Edinger Ave. Santa Ana, California 92707. If expenses are greater than revenue, a simple 

majority vote will increase Releaguing Dues. Dues is to be paid on or before April 3, 2023, for this Releaguing Cycle. 

Membership and Voting Privileges 

 

3.0 Orange County Area Representative Principals are committee members and thus have voting privileges. 

4.0 Voting is restricted to schools that are members of the organization and in operation with students. This includes 

new member schools recently approved by the CIF SS for Orange County Placement. 

5.0 Schools (not yet opened but have plans to open/no students) assigned through area placement may participate in 

Releaguing (voting privileges) provided a simple majority of voting members approve. 

6.0 If a Principal cannot attend a meeting, he or she must send an Administrative Designee from the same school. 

The Administrative Designee from the same school will have voting privileges based on written authorization. Therefore, 

schools must be present to exercise voting privileges (no proxy votes). 

7.0 If a Principal is unable to attend, the principal must provide written authorization for the Administrative 

Designee (from the same school) to have voting privileges. For voting privileges to occur, written authorization must be 

received in advance of the scheduled meeting start time. If written authorization arrives after the scheduled meeting 
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begins, the Administrative Designee will forfeit voting privileges for that meeting only, unless a simple majority of 

voting members vote to reinstate voting privileges. Written authorization must be on school letter head, include the 

Principal’s signature and Administrative Designees name and position. Written authorization must be emailed to the 

Releaguing Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org). 

8.0 At the April 24th Athletic Directors meeting, only Athletic Directors will have voting privileges to determine 

three (3) Athletic Director proposals. Schools must be present to exercise voting privileges (no proxy voting). If an 

Athletic Director cannot attend he/she must send an Athletic Director Designee (from the same school) to have voting 

privileges. For voting privileges to occur, written authorization must be received in advance of the scheduled meeting 

start time. If written authorization arrives after the scheduled meeting begins, the Athletic Director Designee will forfeit 

voting privileges for that meeting only, unless a simple majority of voting members vote to reinstate voting privileges. 

Written authorization must be on school letterhead, include the Athletic Director signature, Athletic Director Designees 

name and position. Written authorization must be emailed to the Releaguing Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann 

(jhartmann@materdei.org). After this meeting, all voting privileges will return to Principals. This is the only meeting that 

Athletic Directors have voting privileges. 

 

Media, Brown Act, Roberts Rules of Order, Agendas, Videotape and Minutes/Notes 
 

9.0 Meetings are open to the media. Each media representative must introduce him or herself to the Chairperson, 

Parliamentarian or Secretary. 

10.0 Meetings are subject to the Brown Act and will follow an agenda. 

11.0 Meetings will be conducted and based upon Robert’s Rules of Order. 

12.0 Meeting agendas will be provided five (5) working days before each scheduled meeting. 

13.0 Meeting minutes or notes will be distributed to all Principals within seventy-two (72) hours. 

14.0 Agendas must be posted at each school site seventy-two (72) hours before scheduled meetings. 
 

Quorum, Voting and Passage of Motion 

 

15.0 A simple majority of Orange County Area Representatives will constitute a quorum for all meetings. 

Alphabetical Roll Call by member school will be obtained verbally. 

16.0 Alphabetical Roll Call (by member school) voting will be verbally stated by each member school. Each member 

school verbally states their vote so that all member schools have the opportunity to hear the official vote of other member 

schools. Schools must be present to exercise voting privileges (no proxy voting). Minutes or notes will reflect the yeas, 

nays and abstentions for each vote taken. A record of each Roll Call vote will be attached to the minutes and sent to the 

CIF SS office. Secret ballots are prohibited. The Chairperson will request that an administrative designee from each 

member school verbally state their official vote or votes. 

 

 

17.0 The Releaguing Secretary and the Parliamentarian will tabulate Roll Call voting separately. It is recommended 

that each member school tabulate Roll Call voting (auditing). 

18.0 Voting shall be conducted by a 1) Motion 2) Second 3) Discussion 4) Call for Vote 5) Vote. 

19.0 Passage of any motion (not the Final (1) Proposal) to approve requires a majority of those present (50% plus 1 

of casted votes) to vote yea. In the case of a tie, the motion will not be approved. Abstentions are considered a casted and 

official vote. 

20.0 Passage of a motion to vote upon the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal requires a majority vote of those member 

school administrative designees present. Once the motion to vote upon the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal is approved, a 

motion will be made to approve the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal. The Final (1) Releaguing Proposal must obtain a sixty 

percent (60%) majority yea vote of those member school administrative designees present. Abstentions are considered a 

casted vote. 

School Profile, Area Placement Questionnaire and Releaguing Proposal 
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21.0 Schools will digitally send (email) a completed official School Profile Form and their Area Questionnaire to the 

Releaguing Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org). This must occur on or before 11:59 p.m. April 3, 

2023. The Releaguing Secretary will post the official School Profile Form and Area Placement Questionnaire on the 

Orange County Area Placement website under resources. Schools must utilize the official School Profile Form and Area 

Placement Questionnaire provided by the Releaguing Secretary. Schools requesting Orange County Area Placement or 

Relief must submit a New League Proposal to Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org) by April 14, 2023, 11:59 p.m. 

22.0 Releaguing Proposals must be written on the Orange County Area Releaguing Proposal Form. This form is 

located on the Orange County Area Placement Website. If a proposal is created at either the Athletic Directors or 

Principals meetings, the Releaguing Proposal Form must be completely filled out. Upon request, Releaguing Proposal 

Form(s) will be sent to the Releaguing Secretary Mr. Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org). The Releaguing 

Secretary will post Releaguing Proposal Forms (Orange County Placement Website) for all member schools to view. 

23.0 Releaguing Proposals must provide reasonable and equal application of accepted criteria and must include all 

member schools: 

· Competitive Equity (strength of program) 

· Geography (travel time) 

· Enrollment (school population) 
 

See “Process and Releaguing Proposals” page 1 of this document. 

 

Athletic Directors Releaguing Proposal Meeting 
 

24.0 Athletic Directors will meet on April 24, 2023 (beginning at 9:00a.m.) Diocese of Orange. At this meeting, 

Athletic Directors/New Member School Athletic Directors are Orange County Area Representative voting members. The 

purpose of this meeting is for Athletic Directors to collegially create a maximum of three (3) Releaguing Proposals. The 

three (3) Releaguing Proposals are based (only) on those schools requesting relief or new member schools requesting a 

league. *Any reference in this document to the word “league” refers to a duly constituted league or conference formed in 

the last Releaguing cycle. All conferences are permitted one vote regardless of how many leagues are within said 

conference. The meeting will begin with (only) member schools Athletic Directors requesting relief and new member 

schools Athletic Directors having five (5) minutes to present their school information and Releaguing Proposals. Only 

one representative per school is permitted to speak. Athletic Directors seeking relief will present first, followed by new 

member school Athletic Directors. Each school may include a maximum of two (2) new 2024-2026 Releaguing 

Proposals. Releaguing Proposals should affect the least amount of member schools as reasonably possible. Releaguing 

Proposals must include all member schools. All member schools have voting privileges. Releaguing Proposals must be 

sent to the Releaguing Secretary, Mr. Joel Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org) on or before April 14, 2023, 11:59p.m. 

The Releaguing Secretary will post Releaguing Proposals on the Orange County Area Placement Website by 12:00p.m. 

on April 16, 2023. 

25.0 If a school seeking relief or a new member school creates a proposal for Football Only, all member schools must 

be included within a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s). All CIF criteria will be followed. All member schools will be 

treated consistently and with equality (same opportunity when policy is applied). All member schools are permitted to 

vote for or against a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) per CIF SS. The process, beginning with 24.0, will be used to 

determine if a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) is/are approved or not approved by member schools. It must be 

noted that a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) will be voted upon and approved/not approved before all other Sports 

Releaguing Proposals can be discussed. Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) will be kept separate from all other Sports 

Releaguing Proposals. At the end of the Releaguing Process, two separate Releaguing Proposals must obtain 60 percent 

(60%) member school approval to be sent to CIF SS as our Final Releaguing Proposals (Football Only and all other 

Sports). Again, if there is a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s), we will follow the process for both Football Only and 

other Sports Releaguing Proposals. 

26.0 All Leagues/Conferences/Member Schools will have ten (10) minutes to reflect and discuss Releaguing 

Proposals. Upon request, the Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods). 

27.0 League/Conference Presidents or a League/Conference Designee (must be an Athletic Director) from impacted 

leagues/conferences have three (3) minutes to speak for or against presented Releaguing Proposals. One representative 
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per league/conference may present. At the conclusion of League/Conference Presidents or League/Conference Designees 

speaking, one representative from schools requesting relief and new member schools will have (3) minutes to speak for 

or against. 

28.0 If member schools requesting relief and new member schools are accepted into league/conference of their 

choice, a Releaguing Proposal will be created and then voted upon. Passage of a motion to approve will require a simple 

majority of those member schools or Athletic Directors present. In this case, only one (1) Releaguing Proposal would be 

created and recommended to principals. Final one (1) Athletic Director proposal will immediately be placed on the 

Orange County Releaguing Website. 

29.0 If one (1) or more than one (1) member school requesting relief or new member school(s) is/are not accepted 

into the league/conference of their choice, the Chairperson will call for a twenty (20) minute caucus. The purpose is to 

allow Athletic Directors (from the same league/conference) the opportunity to communicate and develop Releaguing 

Counterproposals. Releaguing Counterproposals must be aligned to the accepted criteria and must include schools that 

requested relief or are new members. 

30.0 Each league/conference will have the opportunity to create one (1) Releaguing Counterproposal. Upon request, 

the Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods). Releaguing Counterproposals must include the 

league/conference name and league/conference vote in support of the league Releaguing Counterproposal. If a 

league/conference does not approve a Releaguing Proposal by a simple majority, the Releaguing Counterproposal will 

not be included and considered obsolete. 

31.0 Upon request, Releaguing Counterproposals must be emailed to the Releaguing League Secretary Mr. Joel 

Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org). Releaguing Counterproposals will then be posted on the Orange County 

Releaguing Website. 

32.0 League/Conference Presidents or Athletic Directors from leagues/conferences that created a Releaguing 

Counterproposal will have three (3) minutes to speak. There will be only one representative per league/conference 

presenting. Releaguing counterproposals must include member schools requesting relief and new member schools 

requesting a league. 

33.0 New member school Principals, League/Conference Presidents, or a League/Conference Designee (must be an 

Athletic Director) from impacted leagues, an Athletic Director from schools requesting relief and new member schools 

Athletic Directors will have three (3) minutes to speak for or against Releaguing Counterproposals. There will only be 

one representative per impacted league/conference, member schools requesting relief and new member schools speaking. 

34.0 Releaguing Counterproposals will have a numbered representation. The Releaguing Secretary will number each 

Releaguing Proposal beginning with one (1). 

35.0 Chairperson will call for a vote. Alphabetical Roll Call voting will begin. Each member school will verbally 

communicate their official vote by stating the school they represent, the numbered Releaguing proposal(s) they are 

supporting and the amount of votes per Releaguing proposal. Each member school will have the opportunity to vote for 

one half (50% rounding down) of total Releaguing Proposals. Therefore, if there were eight (8) Releaguing Proposals, 

each member school would have four (4) votes. If there were nine (9) Releaguing Proposals, each member school would 

have four (4) votes. A member school may use all votes in support of one (1) Releaguing Proposal. The top three (3) 

Releaguing Proposals will be announced. In the case of a tie, there may be more than three (3) Releaguing Proposals 

recommended to member school Principals. Both the Releaguing Secretary and the Parliamentarian will tabulate votes. 

All Athletic Directors are encouraged to tabulate votes (audit). 

36.0 Chairperson will call for a vote. Roll call and verbal voting will begin and each member school including new 

member schools will verbally vote to approve the top three (3) Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals. There is no proxy 

voting. 

37.0 Passage of a motion to approve the top three (3) Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals will require a simple 

majority of those member schools or Athletic Directors present. Each member school will have one (1) vote to approve 

the motion. 

38.0 Final three (3) Athletic Director proposals will immediately be placed on the Orange County Releaguing 

Website. Releaguing Proposals will be recommended to member school Principals. 

Principals Releaguing Proposal and Final Recommended CIF Orange County Releaguing Placement 
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39.0 The second and potential final meeting will be May 15, 2023 (9:00 a.m.) Location TBA. At this meeting, 

Principals are considered Orange County Area Representatives. The purpose of this meeting is to review recommended 

Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals (from April 24, 2023) and provide time for member school Principals seeking 

relief, new member school Principals, and each league/conference an opportunity to present one (1) new Relief 

Releaguing Proposal. Principals seeking relief, new member school Principals (only those schools that requested relief or 

new member schools requesting a league/conference at the April 24, 2023 Athletic Director meeting) and 

leagues/conferences must send their one (1) new 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal to the Releaguing Secretary, Joel 

Hartmann (jhartmann@materdei.org) on or before May 5, 2023 11:59p.m. The Releaguing Secretary will post all new 

Releaguing Proposals on the Orange County Area Placement Website by 12:00p.m. May 7, 2023. 

40.0 The meeting will begin with member school Principals requesting relief and new member school Principals 

having five (5) minutes to present. In their presentation, they may include school information and one (1) new 2024-2026 

Releaguing Proposal. Relief and new member schools Releaguing Proposals must affect the least amount of member 

schools as reasonably possible. Releaguing proposals must include all member schools. Releaguing Proposals must 

follow accepted criteria. All member schools have voting privileges. 

41.0 If a school seeking relief or a new member school creates a proposal for Football Only, all member schools must 

be included within a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s). All CIF criteria will be followed. All member schools will be 

treated consistently and with equality (same opportunity when policy is applied). All member schools are permitted to 

vote for or against a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) per CIF SS. The process, beginning with 40.0, will be used to 

determine if a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) is/are approved or not approved by member schools. It must be 

noted that a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) will be voted upon and approved/not approved before all other Sports 

Releaguing Proposals can be discussed. Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s) will be kept separate from all other Sports 

Releaguing Proposals. At the end of the Releaguing Process, two separate Releaguing Proposals must obtain 60 percent 

(60%) member school approval to be sent to CIF SS as our Final Releaguing Proposals (Football Only and all other 

Sports). Again, if there is a Football Only Releaguing Proposal(s), we will follow the process for both Football Only and 

other Sports Releaguing Proposals. 

42.0 All leagues/conferences will have ten (10) minutes to discuss Releaguing Proposals. Upon request, the 

Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods). 

43.0 League/Conference Presidents or a League/Conference Designee from impacted leagues/conferences have three 

(3) minutes to speak for or against presented Releaguing Proposals. One representative per league/conference may 

present. At the conclusion of League/Conference Presidents or League/Conference Designees speaking, one 

representative from schools requesting reliefs and new member schools will have (3) minutes to speak for or against. 

44.0 Individual League/Conference 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposals will be presented. Each League/Conference 

President or League/Conference Designee will have (5 minutes) to present their 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal. 

Releaguing Proposals must be aligned to accepted criteria and must include schools seeking relief and new member 

schools requesting a league/conference. 

45.0 All leagues/conferences will have ten (10) minutes to discuss Individual League Releaguing Proposals. Upon 

request, the Releaguing Chairperson may grant more time (5-minute periods). 

46.0 League/Conference Presidents or a League/Conference Designee from impacted leagues/conferences have three 

(3) minutes to speak for or against presented Releaguing Proposals. One representative per league/conference may 

present. At the conclusion of League/Conference Presidents or League/Conference Designees speaking, one 

representative from schools requesting reliefs and new member schools will have (3) minutes to speak for or against. 

47.0 Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals (April 24, 2023) will be reviewed by the Releaguing Secretary. 

48.0 Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals will be numbered as one (1), two (2) and three (3). 

49.0 Relief Releaguing Proposals and new member Proposals will begin with the number four (4), unless there were 

more than three (3) Athletic Director Releaguing Proposals. The new League proposals will begin with the number that 

immediately follows Relief and new member proposals. Releaguing Secretary Joel Hartmann will number new Proposals 

under the observation of the parliamentarian (Dr. John Dahlem). 

50.0 Chairperson will call for a vote. Alphabetical Roll Call voting will begin. Each member school Principal will 

verbally state their official vote by stating the school they represent, the numbered Releaguing proposal(s) they are 

supporting and the number of votes per Releaguing proposal (no proxy voting). Each member school will have the 
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opportunity to vote for one half (50% rounding down) of total Releaguing Proposals. For example, if there were six (6) 

total first round proposals, each school would have three (3) votes. If there were five (5) total first round proposals, each 

school would have two (2) votes. A member school may use all votes in support of one (1) Releaguing Proposal or may 

divide their votes and vote for more than one proposal. At the end of the first round, the top three (3) proposals will move 

forward to round two (2). Round two (2) will move from three (3) to two (2) Releaguing Proposals. During round two 

and following rounds, each school will have one (1) vote. Round three (3) will move from two (2) Releaguing Proposals 

to the Final (1) CIF Releaguing Proposal. The Releaguing Secretary and the Parliamentarian will tabulate votes. All 

member schools are encouraged to tabulate votes (audit). 

51.0  Passage of a motion and voting to approve the top three (3) Releaguing Proposals (round 1), final two (2) 

Releaguing Proposals (round 2) and the final CIF Releaguing Proposal (round 3) will be as follows. If we 

begin this process with less than four (4) Releaguing Proposals, we will move directly to the final (2) or 

possibly the final (1) depending on the number of Releaguing Proposals submitted: 

 
The top three (3) Releaguing Proposals will be those proposals that receive the highest amount of votes. 

Therefore, the highest amount is number one (1); the second highest amount is number two (2), and the third 

highest amount is number three (3). 

 
The final two (2) Releaguing Proposals will be those proposals which receive the highest amount of votes. 

Therefore, the highest amount is number (1) and the second highest amount is number two (2). 

 
The final (1) 2022-2024 Releaguing Proposal will be the proposal that receives the highest amount of votes 

from the final two (2). Therefore, the highest amount (out of the final two) will be the Final (1) 2022-2023 

Releaguing Proposal. 

 

Passage of a motion to vote on the Final (1) CIF Proposal will be approved by a majority vote. Once 

approved, a motion will be made to approve the Final (1) 2024-2026 Releaguing Proposal. The final proposal 

must be approved with a sixty percent (60%) majority vote. If the Final one (1) Releaguing Proposal receives 

a sixty percent (60%) majority vote, voting ceases and that proposal will represent the area as its selection 

and will be immediately forwarded to the CIF Southern Section office. 

52.0 If there is a tie when determining the top three (3) or the final two (2) Releaguing Proposals, all tied 

Releaguing Proposals will be included in the top three (3) or final two (2).For example, if there are two (2) Releaguing 

Proposals tied for first when determining the top three (3), the top three (3) Releaguing Proposals will include the two (2) 

tied for first plus the second place Releaguing Proposal only. 

53.0 If the Final Releaguing Proposal does not receive a sixty percent (60%) majority vote, there will be a 

League representative caucus for twenty (20) minutes. Per request, the Releaguing Chairperson may approve more time 

(5 minute-periods). League Representatives will meet and prepare a compromise to the Final (1) CIF Proposal. The 

compromise will create a new counterproposal. This new counterproposal must follow the accepted criteria and must 

include schools requesting relief and new member schools requesting a league/conference. Passage of a motion to vote on 

the Final (1) Releaguing Proposal (League Representative Counterproposal) will be approved by a majority vote of 

League Representatives. Once League Representatives approve, a motion will be made to approve the Final (1) 2024- 

2026 Releaguing Proposal. The Final (1) proposal must be approved with a sixty percent (60%) member schools vote. If 

the Final One Releaguing Proposal receives a sixty percent (60%) majority member school vote, voting ceases and 

that proposal will represent the area as its selection and will be immediately forwarded to the CIF Southern Section office. 

 
54.0 All appeals must be in accordance with the CIF Blue Book Page 40 “Releaguing Appeal Procedures.” 
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Attachment B 

2022-2024 OC League Alignment 
 

 

CenturyConference Coastvicw Conference Empire League 

Brea Olinda  Aliso Niguel  Crean Lutheran  

Canyon  Capistrano Valley  Cvnress  

El Dorado  Dana Hills No Football Kennedy  

El Modena  El Toro  Pacifica, GG  

Esoeranza  Mission Vieio  Tustin  

Foothill  San Clemente  Valencia. Placentia  

Villa Park  San Juan Hills   

Yorba Linda  Tesoro  

 Trabuco Hills  

 

Freeway League Garden Grove Leaguue Golden West Conference 

Buena Park  Bolsa Grande  Garden Grove  

Fullerton  La Quinta  Godinez  

La Habra  Loara  Katella  

Sonora  Los Amigos  Ocean View  

Sunny Hills  Rancho Alamitos  S erstrom  

Troy  Santiaito, GG  \Vestmins.ter  

 Laguna Beach FBOnly 

Marina FBOnly 

 

Orange League Orange Coast league Pacific Coast Conference 

Anaheim  Calvary Chanel  Beckman  

Century  Costa Mesa  Irvine  

Magnolia  Estancia  Northwood  

Santa Ana Valley  Orange  Portola  

Savanna  Saddleback  University  

\Ve.stem  Santa Ana  Woodbridge  

 St. Margaret's  Laguna Hills  

 Sage Hill No Football 

Dana Hills FBOnly 

 

Sunset Conference Trinity League New League 

Corona del Mar  JSerra    

Edison  MaterDei    

Fountain Valley  Orange Lutheran    

Huntington Beach  Rosary Academy    

Los Alamitos  Santa Margarita    

Newnort Harbor  Servile    

Laguna Beach No Football St. John Bosco    

Marina No Football    SS 655 E



CIF Southern Section 

Orange County Area Placement Meeting 

2024 - 2026 Releaguing Cycle 

Agenda 

 
Date: May 15, 2023 

Time: 9:30 a.m. 

Location: Diocese of Orange 

13280 Chapman Avenue 

Garden Grove, California 92840 

 
1.0 Welcome/Call to Order 

2.0Flag Salute 

3.0 Moment of Reflection “It is never wrong to do the right thing.” Mark 

Twain 

4.0 Purpose of the Meeting 

5.0 Introduction of Guests/Media 

6.0 Public Hearing Session-Members of the Public 

7.0 Roll Call (simple majority will constitute a quorum) 

8.0 Approval of Minutes April 23, 2023 (Athletic Directors Meeting) 

9.0Review 2024-2026 Bylaws and Protocol for Principals Meeting. 

10.0 Review CIFSS Blue Book Page 39 Bylaw 32 B 4 A (Conference vs. Leagues) 

11.0 Member Schools Relief Proposals 

a. Football Only Conference (FOC) Athletic Directors Relief Proposal 

presentations 

(Top three), discussion, and vote. 

b. If a simple majority approves FOC top three Athletic Director 

Relief Proposals, FOC new 

relief proposals and counterproposals will be presented and 

discussed. 

c. FOC Relief Proposal will be numbered and then a vote to choose 

the number one FOC 

proposal. 

d. If FOC is approved, and the number one FOC proposal has been 

chosen, All Other 

Sports Relief Athletic Director Proposals (top three) will be 

presented and discussed. 

(Does not include Football) 

e. All Other Sports new relief proposals and counterproposals (does 

not include Football) will be 

presented and discussed. 
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f. All Other Sports will be numbered and then a vote to choose the 

number one All Other Sports 

Proposal. (Does not include Football) 

g. Two Votes-FOC (60% approval) and All Other Sports (60% approval). 

h. If FOC is opposed, All Other Sports (including Football) Relief 

Proposal presentations and 

discussion, numbering, and voting. 

12.0 Reminders and Information 

13.0 Motion/Approval to Adjourn Next Meeting: Only 

if necessary TBA. 

 
 
 

 
92840 

Principals/AD’s 

Diocese of Orange 

13280 Chapman Avenue 

Garden Grove, California 
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CIF Southern Section 

Orange County Area Placement Meeting 

2024 - 2026 Releaguing Cycle 

Minutes 

 
Date: May 15, 2023 

Time: 9:00 a.m. 

Location: Diocese of Orange 

13280 Chapman Avenue 

Garden Grove, California 92840 

 
1.0 Welcome/Call to Order 

● Michael Brennan (Chairperson) called the meeting to order at 9:25 

a.m. 

● Michael Brennan introduced Joel Hartman (secretary) and Sharon 

Hodge (CIF SS). He stated that Dr. John Dahlem was not feeling well 

and would not be present. 

2.0 Flag Salute 

● Michael Brennan led the Pledge of Allegiance 

3.0Moment of Reflection 

“It is never wrong to do the right thing.” Mark Twain 

● Michael Brennan asked member schools to reflect on the quote (1 

minute). 

4.0 Purpose of the Meeting 

● Michael Brennan stated, “the purpose of the meeting was to review 

the three Football Only Conference (FOC) proposals and the three 

All-Sports Proposals recommended by Athletic Directors, as well as 

listen to potential counter proposals. All proposals will be heard. We 

will then discuss and vote to reduce the options for FOC and All Other 

Sports to one proposal each. These proposals will be forwarded to the 

CIFSS.” Michael Brennan thanked athletic directors and principals for 

attending today’s meeting and ensured that all member schools would 

have an opportunity to be represented in the releaguing process. 

5.0Introduction of Guests/Media 

● Joel Hartmann announced that Jim Perry was present to represent CIF 

SS. Michael Brennan welcomed Mr. Perry to the meeting. 

6.0 Public Hearing Session-Members of the Public 

● There were no members of the public present. 

7.0 Roll Call (simple majority will constitute a quorum) 

● See attached Excel Spreadsheet 
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● There was a quorum present by a simple majority of schools. 76 

member schools present; 39 member schools represented a simple 

majority; and 46 schools equal a 60% threshold. 

● Michael Brennan explained the proxy process by stating, “ some 

schools present today are represented by proxy letters signed by the 

principal of the school.” 

 
 
 

 
8.0Approval of Minutes April 23, 2023 (Athletic Directors Meeting) 

● Sage Hill High School asked for a correction of the 4-24-23 minutes, 

stating that they were in support of Option D and opposed to Option 

E. Michael Brennan state, “I will revise the 4-24-23 minutes.” 

● Michael Brennan asked for a motion to approve the April 24,2023 

minutes with this correction. Villa Park High School moved to 

approve the April 24, 2023 minutes. Sunny Hills High School 

seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved the April 

24, 2023. 76-0-0 

● Joel Hartmann announced member schools represented by proxy: 

Santa Margarita High School 
Servite High School 
Western High School 
Irvine (Monica Colunga, Principal of Irvine came late) 
Santa Ana High School 
Yorba Linda High School 
Tustin High School 
Saddleback High School 
Capistrano Valley High School 
Aliso Niguel High School 
Brea Olinda High School 
Corona del Mar High School 

● Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the meeting. San 

Clemente High School motioned to begin the meeting. Saddleback 

High School seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously 

approved the beginning of the meeting. 76-0-0 

9.0 Review 2024-2026 Bylaws and Protocol for Principals Meeting. 

● Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions regarding the 

bylaws. There were no questions or concerns. 

10.0 Review CIFSS Blue Book Page 39 Bylaw 32 B 4 A (Conference vs. 

Leagues) 
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● Michael Brennan presented and the above bylaw. He presented and 

verified that all member school understood the difference between a 

conference and a league. 

o Conference 

One Criteria-Equity. 

o League 

Three criterion-Equity, Geography and Enrollment 

● Michael Brennan asked for questions. There were no questions. 

11.0 Member Schools Relief Proposals 

● Michael Brennan stated that there are three approved FOC proposals 

(AD meeting). There were two additional FOC proposals provided to 

Mr. Hartmann. Mike Brennan reviewed the protocol for the day: 

a. Football Only Conference (FOC) Athletic Directors Relief Proposal 

presentations 

(Top three), discussion, and vote. 

b. If a simple majority approves FOC top three Athletic Director 

Relief Proposals, FOC new. 

relief proposals and counterproposals will be presented and 

discussed. 

c. FOC Relief Proposal will be numbered and then a vote to choose 

the number one FOC. 

proposal. 

 
d. If FOC is approved, and the number one FOC proposal has been 

chosen, All Other 

Sports Relief Athletic Director Proposals (top three) will be 

presented and discussed. 

(does not include Football) 

e. All Other Sports new relief proposals and counterproposals (does 

not include Football) will be 

presented and discussed. 

f. All Other Sports will be numbered and then a vote to choose the 

number one All Other Sports 

Proposal. (Does not include Football) 

g. Two Votes-FOC (60% approval) and All Other Sports (60% approval). 

h. If FOC is opposed, All Other Sports (including Football) Relief 

Proposal presentations and 

discussion, numbering, and voting. 

 
Football Only Conference 

● Tustin High School presented FOC proposal #1. 
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Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no 

questions. 

● Estancia High presented FOC proposal #2. 

Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no 

questions. 

● The Freeway League presented FOC proposal #1. 

Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no 

questions. 

● Michael Brennan stated that approval was necessary from principals 

before we move forward with FOC proposals. Anaheim High School 

motion to approve a FOC. Godinez High School seconded the 

motion. A hand vote approved the Football Only Conference approval 

by principals. 75-0-1 

● Los Amigos High School represented the Garden Grove League 

(counterproposal #4). Athletic Directors were invited to speak for or 

against this FOC counterproposal. 

In support: 

San Clemente High School 

Against: 

Edison High School 

Los Alamitos School 

● Portola High School represented the Pacific Coast League 

(counterproposal #5). 

● Athletic Directors were invited to speak for or against this FOC 

counterproposal. 

In support: 

San Clemente High School 

Against: 

Edison High School 

Los Alamitos High School 

● Michael Brennan asked for additional counterproposals. There were 

no additional counterproposals. 

● Ten minutes plus five additional minutes were permitted for 

discussion within individual leagues regarding the five FOC proposals. 

● Joel Hartmann asked for additional counterproposals. There were no 

additional counterproposals. 

 
 

● Newport Harbor High School entered the meeting. Michael Brennan 

stated that a motion was necessary to reinstate voting privileges to 

Newport Harbor High School. San Clemente High School motioned 
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to reinstate voting privileges to Newport Harbor High School. 

Valencia High seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously 

approved to reinstate Newport Harbor High School voting privileges. 

76-0-0. 

● Michael Brennan stated, “it is now time to vote on the FOC options. 

The final proposals must be approved with a 60% (46-member school) 

vote. He asked for a motion to move forward with the vote to choose 

the number one FOC proposal. Newport Harbor High School made a 

motion to move forward with the vote. San Clemente High School 

seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to move 

forward with the vote. 77-0-0. 

● Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the voting process to 

reduce the FOC proposals from five to three. Villa Park High School 

moved to begin the voting process to reduce the FOC proposals from 

five to three FOC proposals. Laguna Beach High School seconded the 

motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to begin the voting 

process. 77-0-0 

● A roll call vote reduced the number from five FOC proposals to three 

FOC proposals, with each school getting two votes – FOC proposals 

#1, #4 and #5 were moved forward. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

● Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the voting process to 

reduce the FOC proposals from three to two FOC proposals. JSerra 

High School motioned to vote. El Dorado High School seconded the 

motion. A hand vote unanimously approved. 77-0-0 

● A roll call vote reduced the number from three to two FOC proposals, 

with each school getting one vote– #1 and #4 were the top two FOC 

proposals. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

● A request was approved to allow a 5-minute discussion within each 

league to discuss the two final FOC proposals. Time was granted 

permitting an additional 15 minutes to discuss (3 five-minute 

intervals). 

● Michael Brennan asked for a motion to begin the voting process to 

reduce FOC proposals from two to one FOC proposal. JSerra High 

School motioned to move from two to one FOC proposal. El Toro 

High School seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously 

approved to begin the voting process. 77-0-0. 

● A roll call vote reduced the number from two FOC proposals to one 

FOC proposal, with each school getting one vote. Proposal #4 received 

a majority of votes. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

● Michael Brennan asked for a motion to approve Proposal #4 as the 

final FOC proposal. JSerra High School motioned to approve. El 
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Dorado High School seconded the motion. The motion was approved 

with over 60%. (See Excel Spreadsheet) 

● Michael Brennan asked for a motion to vote on forwarding Proposal 

#4 (final FOC proposal) to CIF SS. Sonora High School motioned that 

FOC Proposal #4 be forwarded to CIF SS. Anaheim seconded this 

motion. The motion was approved by a majority. (See Excel 

Spreadsheet) 

 
All-Other Sports Proposals 

● Michael Brennan stated, it is time to discuss All-Other Sports 

Proposals. All-Other Sports Proposals #1, #2 and #3 were created and 

recommended by Athletic Directors. There are three additional 

options proposed by the Golden West League, Orange High School, 

and the Empire League.” 

 
● Kennedy High reviewed proposal #1. 

Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no 

questions. 

● Estancia High School reviewed proposal #2 

Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no 

questions. 

● Orange High School reviewed proposal #3. 

Michael Brennan asked if there were any questions. There were no 

questions. 

● Segerstrom High School represented the Garden Grove League 

(counterproposal #4). Athletic Directors were invited to speak for or 

against this All-Sports counterproposal). 

In support: 

San Clemente High School 

El Dorado High School 

Calvary Chapel High School 

Garden Grove High School 

Crean Lutheran High School 

Estancia High School 

Santa Ana High School 

Against: 

Portola High School represented the Pacific Coast 

League. 

Beckman High School 

Buena Park High School 

Newport Harbor High School 

SS 655 E



Troy High School 

University High School 

Fullerton High School 

Sonora High School 

● Orange High School presented (counterproposal #5). Athletic 

Directors were invited to speak for or against this All-Sports 

counterproposal. 

In support: 

None 

Against: 

Estancia High School 

University High School represented the Pacific Coast 

League. 

Crean Lutheran High School 

Anaheim High School 

Beckman High School 

● Pacifica High School represented the Empire League 

(counterproposal #6). Athletic Directors were invited to speak for or 

against this All-Sports counterproposal. 

In support: 

Crean Lutheran High School 

El Dorado High School 

 
 

Against: 

Sunny Hills High School represented the Freeway League 

Beckman High School 

Northwood High School represented the Pacific Coast 

League. 

● A ten-minute discussion period was permitted to discuss proposals 

and prepare league/conference counterproposals. An extra five 

minutes was granted for a total of 15 minutes. 

● Michael Brennan asked for league or conference counterproposals. 

Joel Hartmann stated that there was one counterproposal developed 

during this time period. 

● The Freeway League presented counterproposal #7. Athletic Directors 

were invited to speak for or against: 

In support: 

Beckman High School 

Sage Hill High School 

Rosary High School 
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Against: 

El Dorado High School representing the Century 

Conference 

● Bylaws were referred to regarding the presentation of All Sports 

Counterproposal #5 by Orange High School. The principal stated 

that they were seeking relief. Per the Bylaws, the counterproposal 

was permitted. 

● Michael Brennan asked for a motion to vote to reduce the seven 

proposals to three proposals. Capistrano Valley High School 

motioned to move from seven to three All-Sports Proposals. OLU 

seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to 

reduce the number of options from seven to three. 77-0-0 

● A roll call vote (each school had three votes) reduced the number 

of All-Sports Proposals to three (proposals #2, #4, and #7). (See 

Excel Spreadsheet) 

● Michael Brennan asked for a motion to reduce the number of 

proposals from three to two All- Sports Proposals. Laguna Beach 

High School motioned to reduce the proposals from three to two 

All-Sports Proposals. Anaheim High School seconded the motion. 

A hand vote unanimously approved to reduce the number of 

options from three to two. 77-0-0. 

● A roll call vote (each school had one vote) reduced the number of 

All-Sports Proposals to two proposals #4 and #7). (See Excel 

Spreadsheet) 

● Michael Brennan asked for a motion to reduce the All-Sports 

Proposals from two to one proposal. El Toro High School 

motioned to move from two to one All-Sports Proposal. Villa Park 

High School seconded the motion. Five minutes were allowed for 

each member school to discuss and review the final two options. 

An additional five minutes was granted. Both All-Sports Proposals 

were viewed via technology on a large white screen above the 

stage. 

● Michael Brennan presented All-Sports Proposals #4 and #7 for 

review and asked for further discussion. There was no further 

discussion. A motion to vote had previously been made. A hand 

vote unanimously approved to reduce the number of All-Sports 

Proposals from two to one All-Sports Proposal. 77-0-0 

● A roll call vote (each school had one vote) reduced the number to 

one All-Sports Proposal. The proposal selected was #4. (See Excel 

Spreadsheet) 
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● Michael Brennan asked for a motion to approve Proposal #4 as the

final All-Sports proposal. Villa Park High School motioned to

approve. Costa Mesa High School seconded the motion. The

motion was approved with over 60%. (See Excel Spreadsheet)

● Michael Brennan asked for a motion to vote on forwarding

Proposal #4 (Final All-Sports proposal) to CIF SS. Corona Del Mar

High School motioned that the final All-Sports Proposal #4 be

forwarded to CIF SS. Godinez High School seconded the motion.

The motion was approved by a majority. (See Excel Spreadsheet)

● A roll call vote approved to forward the All-Sports to the CIF SS.

(See Excel Spreadsheet)

12.0 Reminders and Information 

● Michael Brennan thanked Joel Hartmann and Sharon Hodge for

their assistance with the releaguing process. He asked for everyone

to pray for Dr. Dahlem. There was a one- minute time period

where all members schools prayed for or reflected upon Dr.

Dahlem.

13.0 Motion/Approval to Adjourn 

● Michael Brennan asked for a motion to adjourn the meeting. Villa

Park High School motioned to adjourn. Laguna Beach High School

seconded the motion. A hand vote unanimously approved to

adjourn the meeting. 77-0-0.

● Meeting was adjourned at 1:15 p.m.
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Attachment E 

Golden West League

Brea Olinda Aliso Niguel Irvine
Canyon Beckman Laguna Beach
Crean Lutheran Capo Valley Northwood
Cypress Dana Hills Portola
El Dorado El Toro Rosary
El Modena Mission Viejo Sage Hill
Esperanza San Clemente St Margarets
Foothill San Juan Hills University
La Habra Tesoro Woodbridge
Pacifica Trabuco Hills
Sonora
Sunny Hills
Troy
Villa Park
Yorba Linda

Buena Park Anaheim Corona Del Mar
Calvary Chapel Bolsa Grande Edison
Costa Mesa Century Fountain Valley
Fullerton Estancia Huntington Beach
Garden Grove La Quinta Los Alamitos
Godinez Loara Marina
Katella Los Amigos Newport Harbor
Kennedy Magnolia
Laguna Hills Orange
Ocean View Rancho Alamitos
Santa Ana Saddleback
Segerstrom Santiago
Tustin Savanna
Valencia Valley
Westminister Western

Bosco
J Serra
Mater Dei
Orange Lutheran
Santa Margarita
Servite

Century Conference - 15 Coastview Conference - 10 Pacific Coast Conference - 9 Girls / 8 Boys

Golden Empire Conference - 15 Orange Grove Conference - 15 Sunset League - 7

Trinity League - 6 Boys / 4 Girls
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FWL Counter 5_15_23 
 
 

         

         

Century Conference - 10 guys / 11 girls Coastview Conference - 10  Pacific Coast League - 7  

Foothill 12  San Clemente 7  Woodbridge 25  

Villa Park 13  San Juan Hills 7  Laguna Beach 31  

Cypress 15  Aliso Niguel 11  Northwood 37  

El Dorado 21  Tesoro 14  University 42  

Rosary 23  Capo Valley 20  Portola 44  

Canyon 24  Mission Viejo 22  Irvine 50  

Yorba Linda 28  Trabuco Hills 25  Beckman 18  

Esperanza 30  El Toro 32     

St Margarets 40  Dana Hills 33     

Brea Olinda 41  Crean Lutheran 36     

El Modena 54        

.         

         

Golden West Conference - 15  Orange Grove Conference - 15  Sunset League - 7   

Pacifica 39  Santiago 56  Los Alamitos 2  

Tustin 45  Anaheim 58  Huntington Beach 6  

Kennedy 46  Estancia 61  Newport Harbor 9  

Garden Grove 48  La Quinta 66  CDM 16  

Segerstrom 49  Savanna 67  Edison 17  

Laguna Hills 51  Saddleback 68  Fountain Valley 29  

Valencia 52  Bolsa Grande 69  Marina 35  

Calvary Chapel 53  Los Amigos 70     

Ocean View 55  Western 71     

Sage Hill 57  Valley 72  Freeway League - 6   

Katella 59  Rancho Alamitos 73  Sunny Hills 27  

Westminister 62  Loara 74  Sonora 34  

Godinez 63  Orange 75  Troy 38  

Santa Ana 64  Magnolia 76  La Habra 42  

Costa Mesa 65  Century 77  Fullerton 47  

      Buena Park 60  

Trinity         

Mater Dei 1        

Servite 3        

Santa Margarita 4        

Orange Lutheran 5        

J Serra 9        

Bosco 19        
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Non Football Proposal Vote to 1 

 
School 

Proposal 4 
Golden West Lg 

Proposal 7 
Freeway Lg 

 
Abstain 

Aliso Niguel 1   

Anaheim 1   

Beckman  1  

Bolsa Grande 1   

Brea Olinda 1   

Buena Park  1  

Calvary Chapel 1   

Canyon 1   

Capistrano Valley 1   

Century  1  

Corona del Mar 1   

Costa Mesa 1   

Crean Lutheran  1  

Cypress 1   

Dana Hills 1   

Edison 1   

El Dorado 1   

El Modena 1   

El Toro 1   

Esperanza 1   

Estancia 1   

Foothill 1   

Fountain Valley 1   

Fullerton  1  

Garden Grove 1   

Godinez 1   

Huntington Beach 1   

Irvine  1  

JSerra  1  

Katella 1   

Kennedy 1   

La Habra  1  

La Quinta 1   

Laguna Beach  1  

Laguna Hills  1  

Loara 1   

Los Alamitos  1  

Los Amigos 1   

Magnolia 1   

Marina 1   

Mater Dei  1  

Mission Viejo 1   

Newport Harbor 1   

Northwood  1  

Ocean View 1   

Orange 1   

Orange Lutheran  1  

Pacifica, GG 1   

Portola  1  

Rancho Alamitos 1   

Rosary Academy  1  

Saddleback 1   

Sage Hill  1  

San Clemente 1   

San Juan Hills 1   

Santa Ana 1   

Santa Ana Valley 1   

Santa Margarita  1  

Santiago, GG 1   

Savanna 1   

Segerstrom 1   

Servite  1  

Sonora  1  

St Margarets 1   

St. John Bosco  1  

Sunny Hills  1  

Tesoro 1   

Trabuco Hills 1   

Troy  1  

Tustin 1   

University  1  

Valencia, Placentia 1   

Villa Park 1   

Western  1  

Westminster 1   

Woodbridge  1  

Yorba Linda 1   

TOTALS 51 26 0 

SS 655 E



Non Football Proposal #4 - 
Final Approval Vote (60%) 

School YES NO Abstain 

Aliso Niguel 1 

Anaheim 1 

Beckman 1 

Bolsa Grande 1 

Brea Olinda 1 

Buena Park 1 

Calvary Chapel 1 

Canyon 1 

Capistrano Valley 1 

Century 1 

Corona del Mar 1 

Costa Mesa 1 

Crean Lutheran 1 

Cypress 1 

Dana Hills 1 

Edison 1 

El Dorado 1 

El Modena 1 

El Toro 1 

Esperanza 1 

Estancia 1 

Foothill 1 

Fountain Valley 1 

Fullerton 1 

Garden Grove 1 

Godinez 1 

Huntington Beach 1 

Irvine 1 

JSerra 1 

Katella 1 

Kennedy 1 

La Habra 1 

La Quinta 1 

Laguna Beach 1 

Laguna Hills 1 

Loara 1 

Los Alamitos 1 

Los Amigos 1 

Magnolia 1 

Marina 1 

Mater Dei 1 

Mission Viejo 1 

Newport Harbor 1 

Northwood 1 

Ocean View 1 

Orange 1 

Orange Lutheran 1 

Pacifica, GG 1 

Portola 1 

Rancho Alamitos 1 

Rosary Academy 1 

Saddleback 1 

Sage Hill 1 

San Clemente 1 

San Juan Hills 1 

Santa Ana 1 

Santa Ana Valley 1 

Santa Margarita 1 

Santiago, GG 1 

Savanna 1 

Segerstrom 1 

Servite 1 

Sonora 1 

St Margarets 1 

St. John Bosco 1 

Sunny Hills 1 

Tesoro 1 

Trabuco Hills 1 

Troy 1 

Tustin 1 

University 1 

Valencia, Placentia 1 

Villa Park 1 

Western 1 

Westminster 1 

Woodbridge 1 

Yorba Linda 1 

TOTALS 61 12 4 SS 655 E
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2023-2024 CIF Southern Section Goals 
Mike West, Commissioner of Athletics 

1. Continue to Enhance Communication Between the CIF Southern Section Office, Member
Schools, and the Executive Committee

a. Expand the use of social media in communications with member schools, the public and
media outlets.

b. Continue to enhance the mobile version of the website including links with social media
platforms.

c. Publish periodic Messages from the Commissioner on Southern Section website and all
social media platforms.

d. Prepare and distribute frequent Executive Committee Updates.
e. Directly communicate information by email to entire section membership and selected

groups.
f. Offer opportunities and conduct personal interviews with media members from

throughout the various geographic areas of the section.
g. Conduct Fall Workshops at various geographic locations throughout the Southern Section.
h. Conduct Athletic Director Workshops in the Winter.
i. Conduct League Coordinator Workshops in Fall and Winter.
j. Continue official’s recruitment program utilizing section website and social media

platform.

2. Title Sponsorship/Media Rights/Linear Television
a. Secure a multi-year title sponsorship agreement.
b. Secure a multi-year media rights agreement.
c. Secure the opportunity to televise CIF Southern Section sports on a linear television

platform.

3. Continue Implementation of CIFSSHome 2.0 for CIF Southern Section Member Schools – Year 2
a. Along with staff, facilitate numerous training sessions for member schools.
b. Along with staff, provide ongoing training and assistance to member schools daily.
c. Continue to develop and expand features of CIFSSHome 2.0.
d. Explore the feasibility of a “Data Hub” to assist coaches and athletic directors to input

scores on multiple platforms all at once.

4. Investigate & Implement Opportunities for Students with Disabilities to Participate
a. Refine and promote current Unified Track and Field Championship events.
b. Develop and Implement event(s) for students with disabilities to participate at our CIF SS

Swim Championships

5. Implement Girls Flag Football as a CIF Approved Sport
a. Establish rules to be followed over the season.
b. Initiate registration process for member schools.
c. Identify format and qualification for the potential Championships.
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6. Implement/Ratify New Rules Changes
a. CIF Bylaw 212.
b. CIF Bylaw 510.
c. CIF Bylaw 207/504 - Transfer Eligibility/Season of Sport - with respect to students who

transfer to a CIF member school from an academy program.
d. Constitutional Amendment Article 22 – Conditions of Membership, Participation Census

by member schools.
e. Support the ratification of an amendment to Bylaw 3519, Playoff Groupings - Competitive

Equity, which would change the current playoff grouping system in many of our sports to a
same season grouping system similar to the one currently being used in Football.

7. Provide Professional Growth Opportunities for Member Schools
a. Launch Year 8 of the MVP AD Program.
b. Conduct CIF Southern Section Athletic Administrators Summit.

i. Provide Administrator, Athletic Director, and Athletic Trainer Tracks during the
summit.

8. Financial Matters
a. Expand CIF Southern Section investment opportunities under approved CIF Southern

Section Investment Policy.
b. Along with CIF Sports Properties, increase revenue share in Year 7 of the CIF State

Marketing Plan.
c. Continue online ticketing, through the GoFan platform, for all Southern Section playoff

events.
d. Continue to facilitate official’s payments for all Southern Section Playoffs from the section

office through Arbiter.
e. Facilitate the distribution of grant monies received from the California Department of

Education in support of the organization’s mission and member schools.
f. Continue to promote and onboard member schools to receive all payments from the CIF

Southern Section electronically via Automated Clearing House (ACH) network instead of
mailing checks.

9. Examine and Explore Issues Involving Public and Private Schools
a. Continue to work with the CIF Southern Section Public/Private Committee on an ongoing

basis.
b. Continue to work with the Private School Leadership Advisory Committee on an ongoing

basis.
c. Continue to engage in a constructive dialogue with member schools, both public and

private, on public/private issues.
d. Serve as a resource for member schools, leagues, and areas of the CIF Southern Section by

attending league meetings, area meetings and athletic director association meetings.
e. Continue to emphasize adherence to the current CIF State Constitution and Bylaws and

CIF Southern Section Blue Book rules that apply to all schools.
f. Implement and evaluate amendments to CIF Bylaws 212 & 510 related to NIL and

recommend edits to the 510 Chart.
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KEY 

- Denotes Existing Goals that continued in 2023-2024. 

- Denotes New Goals for 2023-2024. 

- March 19, 2024 - Responses to 2023-2024 Goals (Existing and New) 

 
 

10. Work Cooperatively with the CIF State Office and the Other 9 Sections  
a. Generate a sectional identity that provides leadership, along with being cooperative and 

sensitive to the needs of the CIF and the other sectional organizations. 
b. Develop strategies that recognize and support the needs of the CIF and the other sections 

without sacrificing the strengths and interests of the CIF Southern Section. 
c. Serve as a resource, along with members of the CIF Southern Section Staff, to the CIF 

State Office in the management and conducting of CIF State Regional and CIF State 
Championship events and other State Committees. 
 - Rob Wigod (Commissioner Emeritus) – Director, CIF State Football Championships. 

              - Mike West – Member, CIF State Sports Medicine Advisory Committee. 
              - Kristine Palle – Member, CIF Constitution and Bylaws Editorial Committee. 

– Member, State Swimming and Diving Advisory Committee. 
              - Thom Simmons – Director, CIF Southern Regional Basketball Championships. 
 

11. Expand Relationships with the National Federation of State High School Associations 
a. Along with staff, serve on various national committees affiliated with the National 

Federation of State High School Associations. 
              - Kristine Palle – Chair, NFHS Water Polo Rules Committee. 
              - Thom Simmons – Southern Section Coordinator, NFHS Network. 

b. Assist the NFHS Network in implementing the Pixellot for All Program. 
c. Assist in content creation for the NFHS.learn site in the production of a new “Officiating 

Water Polo” instructional video. 
d. Fund a scientific study conducted by DePauw University to determine the safe use of 

backstroke starting ledges in the Spring of 2024. 
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