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NCAA Division III Membership Survey: 
Comments on Academic Performance and Continuing Eligibility 

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

 

No red shirting.  Participation keys eligibility.  The conferences can always adopt stricter policies. 

This must be each institution's discretion within the current NCAA legislation.  Do not add more 
reporting requirements.   

Should remain institutionally controlled with standards applied to all students at the university for 
satisfactory progress and good standing. 

The current standard of the institutional control is working well.  We favor maintaining this model. 

Schools should be required to publish and adhere to the standards they set. 

Current practices are sufficient and remain central tenants of Division III – that is institutional 
autonomy and the ability for each institution to determine its academic performance criteria and 
apply those standards across the entire student body.  

A prohibition on red-shirting should remain a core principle of Division III athletics.  We would favor a 
higher threshold for changing such principles. 

We do not need additional NCAA requirements, although reporting to conferences on team GPA's is 
appropriate.  

If NCAA could come up with a standard for reporting academic standards, that would be good.  It 
would be hard to equate GPA's, etc.  If the school's set the standard, they can help athletes to achieve 
both in and out of the classroom.  I believe it should be up to the institution discretion to set the 
academic standard to which all students are held.  

Schools should be required to publish and adhere to the standards they set. 

We would like to see satisfactory progress defined. 

We do not need another reporting requirement that would be redundant with IPEDS. 

We believe conferences should set minimum standards expected of all athletes.  We prefer the old 
Division III red-shirt rule – season of competition, not participation. 

Red-shirting or other practices that encourage or cause time to degree to exceed four years have no 
place in Division III. 

Because of the diversity of institutions, each institution should be able to set its own standards of 
academic performance and continuing eligibility. 
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We fully support academic performance and continuing eligibility standards as well as high 
graduation rates and hope the NCAA keeps these as cornerstones in the Division III philosophy.  

We are happy with our high standards for academic performance of athletes and want the ability to 
set standards that fit our institutional culture.  We are less concerned about the standards of our 
conferences peers, believing that they should be free to set standards for themselves.   

Conferences should be allowed to set their own standards, but we prefer it left to individual colleges. 

We understand the concern over the practice of red-shirting, but we also have fundamental concerns 
over the application of a season of participating during competition in the non-traditional segment.  
We believe the entire "red-shirting" issue is better suited to be addressed at the conference level. 

Institutional autonomy is important.  Academic performance linked to recruiting is critical to 
membership structure.  Redshirting is not generally applicable to us, however greater competitive 
equity is the goal. 

A minimum standard is fine, but we do not want someone else dictating what the standards should 
be.  Overall, if Division III’s philosophy is based on the whole student-athletes, then the legislation 
should encompass the same. 

This all should be left to individual institutions and conferences. 

Division III schools should not report on high school academic performance or on individual academic 
performance of college student-athletes.  An aggregated college report is okay. 

Conferences should set minimum standards. 

While we strongly believe in institutional autonomy, we also feel that more consistent academic 
standards from school to school and conference to conference need to be considered.   

We support current standards that allow for institutional autonomy.  We currently have conference 
standards for eligibility.   

We like that the NCAA sets minimum standards and each conference and institution can determine 
whether or not they require additional standards. 

The present system is fine.  Within that system, our conference is more restrictive at a level which we 
believe would be reasonable for all Division III schools.  However, this more restrictive approach is 
handled appropriately at the conference level.   

Institutional autonomy is much preferred as long as all schools maintain basic NCAA eligibility 
requirements. 

Division III is founded on the principles of institutional autonomy and freedom to select on the basis 
of their individual preferences.  If student athletes are to be treated the same as non-athlets, there 
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should not be different or separate standards established.   

We support institutional autonomy in matters pertaining to academic performance, progress and 
eligibility.  Are all schools conducting their programs with academic integrity? 

While we feel that academic progress rules are essential, our rules are more stringent than the NCAA 
rules.   

 This is not necessary for high school students because of the diversity of the high schools we 
recruit from.   

 We don't have a problem reporting academic performance of our current student athletes.  

 Competition is more valid than participation.  Competition involves more commitment.  We are 
not in favor of "red shirting" for the convenience of an athlete or coach to stockpile talent.  We 
do, however, understand the window of opportunity for a student-athlete is very short and to 
reach full potential we would be inclined to do whatever it takes to achieve full potential.   

 


