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WAGS R&D Committee Meeting 
Fairview Park Marriott
March 11, 2010
 
Committee Members Present:  Sally D’Italia (Director), Amy Thompson, Kley Parkhurst, Jean Knotts

 

STER Avalanche Team Members Present: Head Coach, Assistant Coach, 5 parents, 2 players

Meeting Notes
 
STER Avalanche U16D5 Penalty Point Hearing
The meeting started at approximately 7:30pm.  After introductions were made, the R&D Director explained the hearing procedures.

The STER HC stated that the majority of the team had been together since U9, winning the ODSL Sportsmanship Award at U12 and the WAGS Sportsmanship Award at U14.

STER HC stated that he had been in contact with the previous R&D Director regarding referee issues. Game 7737 – in which the team received 14 penalty points - was, he felt, controversial from kick-off, with issues stemming from the team’s 9/13/09 game (game 7708, in which the goalkeeper received a yellow card). Both games were officiated by the same CR.
Game 7737 began with the goalkeeper almost immediately receiving a red card. The STER HC stated that although his team was playing physically, he was in control of the game, and that he felt the CR was “out to teach the team a lesson,” and was not calling fouls against the opposing team. CR ejected a STER parent for OAIL; HC was not aware at the time that the parent had been ejected, but subsequently sat-out the following game in accordance with WAGS rules.

STER HC stated that before the game and during halftime, the CR made disparaging remarks regarding the team. After the game, the CR refused to shake hands with the STER players, and advised the ARs not to shake hands, as well.

STER player #15 stated that she felt the officiating had been biased during the entirety of the game.

An R&D Committee member inquired as the actions of the officials. STER HC stated that the ARs were not interacting with the CR, and that all calls were being made by the CR.

A Committee member asked whether the STER WAGS Club Rep was in attendance. HC responded that the WAGS Club Rep was not in attendance, as there was no permanent  CR in place.
A Committee member asked STER player #15 about the second USB card she received the following day. STER player responded that it was probably due to physical play.

STER HC stated that he has in the past warned his players about referee calls, and has encouraged them to play in a controlled manner.

STER player again stated that calls were biased, and that she felt that the cards were not warranted.

A Committee member asked the STER parent that was ejected what she felt triggered the CR’s issuance of her red card. The parent responded that the CR was “an idiot.” It was her belief that the CR misinterpreted her statements, which she intended as encouragement to the team. She also stated that the referee was out of control, but admitted to becoming a “smart aleck” upon being ejected.
The R&D Director reminded all in attendance of the WAGS Codes of Conduct, which they had signed. The ejected parent stated that she did not cause an outburst. The R&D Director stated that it is the responsibility of the referee to oversee the game, that parents must maintain control on the sidelines and that the ref has ultimate authority over the match. 

STER HC stated that this was an isolated incident, and that the cards received were not typical of the team. After the game, the HC told his players to brush off the referee issues, and to not dwell on the situation. HC completed a Referee Evaluation card and submitted it to R&D.

STER parent stated that both teams and parents were respectful of each other.

A Committee member asked where the team’s TSL was during the game, to which the HC responded that the TSL was present, but that there was no situation that would require action on the part of the TSL.

The Committee directed the following: 

The Committee reminded the team of the Parent and Player Codes of Conduct, which require the team to “be the cooler head.” The Committee was disappointed that the goalkeeper, who received 7 of the team’s Fall 2009 season 18 points, was not in attendance, nor did she submit a written statement, and would like to see a statement from her. The Committee also noted that the TSL was not in attendance. Consequently, STER Avalanche is issued an Oral   Censure, and will carry forward 9 penalty points in the next season in which they play in WAGS. The team is reminded that any accumulation of penalty points will be automatically reviewed by the R&D Committee under WAGS’ Rule N.1.d. 

The STER Avalanche U16 was informed that they have the right to appeal the decision of the WAGS R & D Committee according to Rule O, Protest and Appeals Procedures. 

 

Sincerely,

 

Sally D’Italia, Director, WAGSL R&D Committee
