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NCAA Division III Membership Survey: 
Comments on Financial Aid 

Comments submitted under this heading, but not germane to this topic, have not been included here. 

 

Athletic leadership should not be held against a student regarding scholarships. 

We disagree with the punitive sanctions because we are not convinced that the way of measuring 
financial aid compliance is acceptable. 

Concerning the consideration of athletics leadership, the current interpretation discriminates and 
puts student-athletes at a disadvantage to general student body.   

Continue the current reporting expectations.  Explore sanctions for those who cannot adequately 
explain awards outside the acceptable variance.  

Concerning the consideration of athletics leadership, it should be given consideration only if an essay 
explaining how involved their service was is included.  Concerning financial aid reporting and 
increased sanctions, it would be helpful if we knew how big a problem there was. 

We favor the current system with a possible exception of financial aid for leaders on athletics teams – 
many student leaders do receive aid for their involvement. 

The reporting process is not necessary every year. 

Current financial aid reporting is fair on each campus, but not fair when comparing different colleges.  
When a college has the ability to provide more aid, then it has the ability to gain a competitive 
advantage over a college who provides low amounts of aid. 

Current practices, including the new financial aid reporting process are sufficient. 

Fine "as is." 

Financial aid reporting must be redefined and must account for packaging strategies that relate to 
first-time freshman versus transfers and residents versus commuters.  

The current financial aid reporting is appropriate and important. Everyone has the same 
opportunities, thereby insuring that the playing field stays the same.  Financial aid should be 
rewarded based on the institution's set criteria.  No favoritism toward athletes should be given.  We 
should not offer leadership scholarships, and do not do so at my institution.   

We like the current reporting procedure. 

Since we have no knowledge of any such sanctions, we can only hope they are appropriate.   

"Leadership Awards" can be subject to abuse. 
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What are the punitive sanctions of financial aid bylaw violations?  This review process has been very 
secretive.   

We are aware that sanctions for financial aid violations may be increasing in the future. 

Division III should not include the awarding of financial aid based upon athletic ability. 

Policies regulating financial aid must be kept in place to keep equity among member institutions. 

We agree with the legislation that was enacted in 2004.  We do not feel there is any reason for more 
or fewer limits at this time. 

Being a team captain is a leadership position and activity not an athletic one and should be a merit 
consideration for financial aid. 

Sanctions should be stronger. 

The current reporting instrument needs to be refined – it needs to be streamlined and simplified.  
Currently the instrument makes it too easy for any institution to be perceived as non-compliant.  
Additionally, the response required by the institution is demanding.  The amount of information 
required for the justifications is too extensive. 

We would be supportive of more restrictions on financial aid reporting.  We believe financial aid 
information should be shared at the NCAA level and the conference level. 

We see no need to change any policy that is currently in place regarding Division III financial aid. 

It is critical that we eliminate any loop holes in financial aid reporting. 

While athletic leadership is an important part of personal development, it would be very difficult to 
administer and control athletic leadership grants. 

We think reporting is important to attempt to establish equity between athletes and non-athletes. It 
would seem schools who have high tuition and high financial aid would have a lot of flexibility with 
the awarding of potential financial aid.   

The 2004 Division III legislation is appropriate.   

Heavily endowed schools can and do treat athletes and non athletes very well with financial aid.  They 
benefit the most from financial aid.  It is a good thing in principle and theory but more negatively 
impacts those who cannot and do not meet demonstrated need. 

Continue the current policy. 

The current financial aid report does not account for transfers that opens the door for abuse of 
Division I or Division II transfers. 
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Division III prohibits financial aid based on athletic ability.  We believe this is a main component of the 
Division III philosophy.  We agree that financial aid decision should be made independently. 

Reporting of student financial aid information is fine, but small institutions may appear to be in 
violation when they are not.  So we disagree with the need for more punitive sanctions without 
further statistical analysis and better knowledge of punitive measures.  True violations should be 
punished. 

We do not want to change the current policy.  The current requirement does require time to compile, 
but we agree it is important; perhaps requiring the reporting of this information could be done every 
other year and still be current and appropriate.  

Quantifying leadership in the awarding of financial aid is virtually impossible. 

 


