SEIC Meeting – February 21, 2020

Minutes

Safety Educations & Instruction Council (SEIC) Meeting
Date:

Friday, February 21, 2020

Location:

Hyatt Place, Fredericksburg, Virginia

In attendance:
Voting Members
Trey Knight
Josh Hall
John Traendly
Steve Hutton
Beth Wiegandt

Crystal Skahan
John Browning
Robin Pope
Elisha Lynn McArthur*
Mike Aronoff

Lydia Wing*
Sam Fowlkes
Matthew Murphy*

Non-voting Members
Rob Kolb – BSA

Tom Dardis - USCG

ACA Staff
Beth Spilman

Kelsey Bracewell

Carrie Schlemmer

Guests
Paula Hubbard

C.C. Williams*

*Call in
**Brittany Wilson, SUP representative, attempted, but was unable to join call online.

Call to Order:
•

The meeting was called to order at 8:05 am EDT by Chair Trey Knight, followed by a welcome,
introductions, explanation of conflicts of interest and declarations of conflicts of interest.

•

A quorum was confirmed with 11 of 17 filled voting positions. See Appendix A for details.

•

No specific conflicts at this time. Will indicate if a conflict develops.

•

Robin, Board Chair and Prone Paddling Committee Chair, provided an overview of recent ACA
activity. Welcomed and thanked the group. Presented Sam Fowlkes with the President’s Award for
over 40 years of service to the ACA. Highlighted that the past year has involved change for the ACA,
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including leadership, follow up on past activities and assumption of responsibilities as an Olympic
National Governing Body (NGB). Noted that one thing that has not changed is the key role of
education in the ACA’s mission.
•

Robin – Summarized the results of the recent member survey. The two top priorities were general
paddlesports education and on-water instruction. Public policy was listed as the number three
priority. Our 4,500 instructors are saving lives. What we are doing is making a difference.

Secretary’s Report – John Traendly
Presented the minutes for the meeting on October 4, 2019. There was a change on one motion vote,
but the outcome did not change. A motion to accept the minutes as presented in the premeeting
package was made by Steve and seconded by Josh. The motion passed by unanimous vote.

SEIC Department Report – SEI Department Manager, Kelsey Bracewell
Kelsey’s report was accompanied by a PDF presentation. See Appendix B. Kelsey covered:
•

Department includes Kelsey and Carrie. Marcel no longer works on the ACA staff. Thanks to Amy,
Emma, LeighAnn and Michelle for their support.

•

Safety Minutes Series – Project includes 5 – 6 videos that are a minute in length and designed to be
released on TV. Made primarily through other projects, but this project emphasized getting the
videos on front of audiences. Have been seen so far in this fiscal year by almost 4 million people.
Covered kayaking, canoeing, SUP and kayak fishing.

•

Geofencing – Sending safety messages to smartphones near one of 650 popular public access points
in Florida and popular kayak fishing tournaments in Texas. Can influence boaters and track
interaction with the application.

•

Applying for four more grants in the coming year.

•

Crystal – On the ACA web site there is a link to update courses on the calendar, many of which may
no longer be able to offer updates based on the policy changes at the last ACA meeting. Kelsey
agreed to follow up and provide additional clarity. (Action item)

•

Trey – Asked about the component of Coastal Kayaking certifications and assessments reported for
students in China.

•

John B. – Much has to do with Chinese students starting at L1 and working through the progression.

•

Kelsey – Will pull out the China based component of the statistics to see what we can learn that will
help grow other disciplines and membership in general. (Action item)

•

Trey – Need to consider how the recreational market in CK can be expanded to include other
disciplines.

•

Beth and John B. – The Chinese value assessments more than other countries. And, a lot of the
students need the ACA assessments for their jobs.

•

Kelsey – Have found a larger number of counterfeit certifications in the past year.
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•

Kelsey – On many APW reports, some participants are listed as endorsed, although they are not and
have not been certified. Course leads need to check certifications prior to filling out course reports.

•

Beth – The CMS will make checking a lot easier.

•

John B. – Need to look at how we retain the 1,300 paddlers in China who have completed
assessments.

•

Lydia – She and Chris taught an L4 ICW in 2017. Their experience was that lack of Internet access
was not an issue. The primary issue in maintaining certifications was the lack of ITs.

•

John B. – Internet access can be an issue, but all of his IC’s have VPNs. They collect fees through
WeChat, then use personal credit cards to remit to the US. The majority of Instructors do not have
access to the ACA web site. Clubs tend to be competitive and do not usually collaborate.

•

Trey – What is the solution?

•

John B. – Need to look at a method of payment. They have PayPal and credit cards, but what they
have does not work in the US.

•

Trey – China is a high demand market, but it has significant barriers to providing support.

•

John B. – Will continue to work on a solution, but have a work around for now.

•

Tom – It would be helpful to know how many people the ACA has instructed.

•

John B. – What is the trend in grants? Increasing? Decreasing? Staying the same?

•

Tom – The ACA receives 2 – 3 grants per year out of approximately 32 awarded each year.
Competing against other non-profit organizations. We have a niche in human powered boating.

Liaison Reports
Boy Scouts of America – Rob Kolb
•

The National Aquatics committee is meeting in two weeks. The committee meets twice each year.
The BSA serves approximately 2 million kids each year and at least half will participate in a boating
activity. Would like to get as much expertise on the committee as possible, if anyone is interested in
serving. Would like to get another volunteer.

•

David Bell is on one of the working committees for the model aquatic health code the CDC is
sponsoring. Working on updates. Forwarded an amendment on life guarding, which is very
important to the BSA.

•

The committee hopes to have the aquatics programs, merit badges and awards, as in line as possible
with NOWS by the end of this year.

•

Excited about the popularity of the aquatics program.

•

Mike – In Maryland, there is some confusion if a lifeguard is required for ACA L1 and L2 courses.

•

Rob – A lifeguard is only required for BSA sponsored events.
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U.S. Coast Guard – Tom Dardis
•

Primary role at the USCG is outreach and education coordinator, including education delivery and
content. Also, technical coordinator for all grants awarded each year.

•

About $5.2 million in grants awarded each year to non-profits.

•

Non-profits have to compete. Waste of USCG funds to award grants for things people are already
doing. Uses Google and other tools to research current programs.

•

Human powered craft have been around for a long time. There is a lot in the market place that we
have to compete against.

•

The USCG wants to increase their reach. How do you plan on expanding activities? Do you just
need funding to expand?

•

Sustainment and viability after the grant money is spent is important. If you do not plan on
supporting a program after the grant money is spent, then you should not have gotten into the
program initially.

•

The ACA does a really great job on skills training. We are the gold standard in the marketplace. Our
grant requests should emphasize that fact and the initiatives we want to sponsor, but need funding.

•

A grant could be used to underwrite the work being done by the ACA to be NOWS compliant in our
curricula.

•

Robin is on a group that will be meeting in a couple of weeks to update a guide on waterways
management. The guide has not been updated in about a decade. Many accidents to be addressed
by this group involve kayakers. Decisions will be made by organizations with significant conflicts of
interest, more than the potential conflicts discussed earlier in this meeting.

•

Recent survey indicated that there are 44 million paddlers. However, much of the grant funds go to
power boaters. Human powered craft should receive a more equal share. It is a user paid system,
$10 for each human powered craft.

•

Recreational boating is broken down into two groups. Recreational boaters and tourists who rent
boats. Most of the problems occur with renters. Now have a grant for rental boat safety – a web
site. An opportunity for the ACA to apply for a grant and do more.

•

Josh – Does the USCG provide funding for high level trainers?

•

Tom – It would be very difficult for that, too far into the ACA’s internal operations. Also, need to
focus on activities that are likely to be US based.

USCG Auxiliary – Robin Pope
•

Two paddle programs – vessel safety checks and liveries. The target audience is not anyone within
the SEIC. The typical paddler that dies is one who has not received instruction and has very limited
experience.

•

The programs are targeted at paddlers not typically reached by the ACA’s instructors who reach
about 1.5 to 2 million paddlers.

•

Offering an on-water program, where the lead has to have completed at least a L2 ACA assessment.
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•

There are about 35,000 auxiliaries and less than 40 are qualified to participate in the on-water
program.

•

Kayaks are the only craft showing an increase in fatalities since 2015, about 12% of all fatalities. All
other craft are holding steady or decreasing.

•

The Auxiliary does not have the resources to address this issue. It is a partnering opportunity for the
ACA that could provide benefits. We could reach paddlers that we are not reaching today, who are
potential members.

•

Could contact the local flotilla to see if there is an opportunity. Remember that many flotilla
members are older power boaters that may take persistent follow up to begin a partnership.

•

Tom – There are barriers to the Auxiliary working with instructors, but there potential volunteers
that would be eager to work with us and becoming ACA members.

•

Tom – Consider getting data on visitors to the ACA web site.

Board Committee Reports
Standards Committee Report – SEIC Chair, Trey Knight
•

Time spent primarily on reviewing IT and ITE applications and renewals.

•

Spending time reviewing waiver requests.

•

Providing input on the new CMS.

•

Have motions that will be discussed later in the meeting.

Nominations Committee Report – Past SEIC Chair, Steve Hutton
•

The nominations process is now in alternate years. Last Fall, we completed the process for SEI
Discipline Committees. This year in the Fall will be elections for SEIC officers.

•

Trey has indicated he will step down as Chair and not seek re-election. So, he will move to the Past
Chair position and Steve will move off of the SEIC Executive Committee.

•

Josh and John are willing to remain on the SEIC as Executive Members.

•

These changes will create one opening on the Executive Committee.

•

Want to get the word out and will need help recruiting. Fresh blood and options would be good.

•

Trey – The SEIC Chair also sits on the Board of Directors and would need to be able to attend those
meetings.

Instruction Committee Report – SEIC Vice Chair, Josh Hall
•

A summary report is in the pre-meeting package.

•

Appreciate the work John Browning has done on the CMS candidate and course evaluations.

•

John B. – Has the committee been seated.

•

Josh – Not yet.
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•

Beth – Is a re-write of the Instructor Manual within the scope of the Instruction Committee?

•

Trey – Yes, it could be.

•

Beth – Receiving feedback that the current manual includes a lot of outdated material.

•

Mike – Suggest having a loose leaf binder format where out-of-date material could be easily
replaced.

•

John B. – In today’s environment, the equivalent solution would be an online manual.

•

Josh – Need to have academics behind it. Content and vetting is key.

•

Trey – Have had a lot of discussions on possible content, but have not been able to follow up.

•

Beth – Need to keep in mind that the majority of the instructors we certify do not have academic
backgrounds, so the manual cannot be too academic. Needs to be concrete and easily understood.

•

Mike – Is there a way we can put together a work order to start the process?

•

Trey – Good question. The process will need someone to oversee the process.

•

Crystal – It would be interesting to have an initial discussion with someone in academia on timeline,
phases, staffing and feasibility as a project.

•

Kelsey – Should decide on what topics should be included.

•

John B. – Need to decide how detailed we want to be in cross discipline content.

•

Josh – Very little research available on non-competitive adventure sports. Even less available on
general paddlesports.

•

Mike – Suggested Bruce Martin as a potential resource.

Curriculum Committee Report – SEIC Secretary, John Traendly
•

Reviewed a PowerPoint on the CMS project. See Appendix C.

•

Reviewed updates to the Instructor Listing capability to better focus on user requirements.

•

Mike – Can the CMS search based on a radius from a ZIP code?

•

John – It could be modified to offer this additional capability, but the capability to search on a
custom multi-state region might be sufficient.

•

The Instructor Listing will change based on recent discussions to display all instructors, ITs and ITEs
who can teach at a specific level.

•

Reviewed the status of development on Candidate Evaluation Templates and the impact of not
having templates.

•

Elisha – Had a problem submitting a course report. What should she do?

•

John T. – Send an email to traendj@bellsouth.net describing the problem. All problems are usually
resolved in a day.

•

Crystal – Do Discipline Chairs have access to credential pages. (Yes) They could help with an audit.

•

Elisha – Likes the idea of spot checking credentials.
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•

Robin – Recommends random audits of a small percent of the total.

•

Tom – The Coast Guard Auxiliary has an interpreter corps that may be able to provide foreign
language support for the CMS. The USCG uses this resource when there is a need to translate
documents for Americans whose primary language is not English. Could use a grant to accomplish.
Support for activities in foreign countries cannot be the primary goal.

•

Sam – There needs to be some paper support for ITs in remote areas.

•

Josh – Will have PDFs that can be printed and used to record data until back in areas with Internet
access.

Discipline Committee Reports
Introduction to Paddling Committee – Beth Wiengandt
•

Created CMS templates.

•

Elected Paula as the committee Secretary.

•

Have been working with the CMS team on how best to support PSF courses and have a workable
solution.

•

Waiting on information on PSF programs to be distributed to Instructors, ITs, and ITEs.

•

A lot of people still do not know the programs are there. Should be going out in March in the
eMagazine.

•

Also waiting on information to be distributed on the changes made to the L1 programs to
incorporate the NOWS. Should go out in March.

•

Have a motion that will be reviewed later that had no dissentions within the IPC.

•

The third party review of our compliance with NOWS came to a stop, but Robin is taking the lead on
moving it along.

•

Robin – Had been sent to the NASBLA for third party review. Received a request to make changes in
48 hours. Took some material from a Sea Scout unit that had approval and cut/pasted it to explain
why we do what we do. Now waiting to hear back.

•

Tom – No one requires that ACA courses be third party certified. Unlikely we will be challenged on
our ability to certify our courses. The ACA is the gold standard.

Universal Paddling Committee – Crystal Skahan
•

Working on getting the committee together.

•

Working on documents on what it takes to become an IT or ITE.

•

There are four ACWs that have received grant funding from Joe Moore, Adaptive Expeditions, and
Disabled Sports USA. The ACWs will be offered to instructors at no cost to spread the word about
the program.

•

The “Canoeing and Kayaking for Persons with Disabilities” book is out of print. Looking at creating a
newer edition of that resource.
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Coastal Kayaking Committee – John Browning
•

Have seated all 24 members of the committee. Almost all on the call yesterday.

•

Working on the L5 skills assessment. Hope to have ready for the Fall meeting.

•

Josh – Consider alignment with the instructor side. If we require skills assessments to go to different
venues, we should have the same requirement for instructors.

Prone Paddling Committee – Robin Pope
•

Small group. Plan on working with camps in the summer.

Rafting Committee – Elisa Lynn McArthur
•

Meeting monthly, one new member.

•

Working hard, editing has proven to be a bigger task than anticipated.

•

Biggest focus is on getting the L5, then L3 and L4.

•

Also indoor things and guide search.

•

Tom – Recent legislative language is removing the requirement to carry type 4 throw devices (e.g.
seat cushions) on rafts and replacing that requirement with throw bags, since most folks are wearing
PFDs.

River Canoeing Committee – Mike Aronoff
•

Cleaned up L2 and made consistent with River Kayak, which is the intent of proposals to be
discussed later in the meeting.

•

Trying to make venues consistent and not more difficult than RK.

•

Committee has new officers.

River Kayaking Committee – Lydia Wing
•

In the transition phase with new officers.

•

Big task was working on preparation for CMS.

•

The preparation shed some light on language inconsistencies and ambiguities. Have a
subcommittee working on resolving these issues.

•

Skill assessments in particular seemed to be a forgotten child.

•

Shared approval at the October meeting of the RK best practices for spray skirt use. Many
instructors were not aware that had happened. Planning to implement a process that better
communicates big policy changes.

•

Personally, being part of the Standards Committee reviews has been very illuminating. Has created
an interest in discussing with the committee how to empower and encourage folks to renew their
certifications and continue to maintain high standards. And, encourage participation in the
organization.

•

Have a standing monthly meeting with good participation.
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•

Elisha – Good point on stressing getting information out.

•

Trey – Recommended that disciplines look at what others are doing.

•

Robin – Survey results are being reviewed, but have not been published yet. The results will be
published soon.

River Safety & Rescue – Sam Fowlkes
•

Had an election. The officers did not change.

•

Have gained some new members, a diverse group including hall of fame members.

•

In meetings, the committee drills down on recent fatalities to understand what happened to see
how it would affect what and how we teach.

•

This afternoon, we will be discussing rescue tethers.

•

Meet monthly with good participation.

•

Have significant participation in the International Technical Rescue Association,
https://itra.international/.

•

Will be reviewing a motion from the committee this afternoon.

Surfski Committee – Matthew Murphy
•

Will put the candidate evaluation templates as a top priority

•

Nine certified instructors in the discipline with two thirds due to expire next year. A challenge for
this year will be to encourage renewals and to grow the sport.

•

Safety is also a challenge for this coming year. Safety is not always a priority and the crafts are not
designed to carry a lot of safety equipment.

•

Would welcome suggestions from other committees.

Committees Not Represented
•

Free Style/Canoe Touring

•

Standup Paddleboard

•

Surf Kayaking Committee

Motion 2020-02-21-A
Proposal name: Low Brace Turns
Submitted by: Coastal Kayak Committee
Exact wording of motion:
Add the “low brace turn” to the L2 Essentials of Sit on Top Kayaking Sample Skills Course
and to the L2 Essentials of Sit on Top Kayaking Instructor Criteria.
See pre-meeting package for full motion form, available at this link.
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Discussion/comments:
•

John B. – Introduced the motion and the reasons behind the motion. The decision to include the
low brace turn was not unanimous in the CKC, but it passed.

•

Trey – Was there discussion on communicating this requirement to ITs?

•

John B. – Will likely use the Facebook page which gets a lot of attention.

•

Josh – In the CMS, this requirement will appear in the candidate evaluations.

•

Lydia – What was the feedback from the committee members who voted against including the low
brace turn?

•

John B. – Mainly input from the coastal area in California. There was agreement that it could be
done in an SOT, but that it was not needed until L3. The contrary thought was that it is easy to do
and teach, and it begins the process of learning maneuvers by combining strokes.

Amendments, if any:
None.
Vote: 12 in favor, 1 opposed, 0 abstain. Motion passed. See Appendix A for details.

Motion 2020-02-21-B
Proposal name: Change to Variable and Flexible Level 1 Skills Course Duration Times
Submitted by: Introduction to Paddling Committee
Exact wording of motion:
Change to variable and flexible Level 1 skills course duration times, eliminating the need for Quickstart
and Smartstart courses.
Level 1 skills course outlines will be amended to include sample outlines for varying time lengths. This
will eliminate the need for multiple beginner course titles and highlight the basic information that
beginner paddlers should know in the new L1 NOWS documentation. The following changes in general
can be found on the L1 documents.
Course Duration: The course duration should be adjusted to best fit the needs and goals
of the participants. Refer to sample outlines below for content and progression
possibilities based on time allowance. Up to 1 day (8 hours).
Introductory statement changes would then read:
The Level 1 Introduction to (CRAFT) course content includes the National On Water Standards for
Human Powered Craft (https://www.usnows.org/assess-and-update). A full rubric for Level 1 skills can
be found in the above link, pages 17-65.
See pre-meeting package for full motion form, available at this link.
Discussion/comments:
•

Beth introduced the motion and the reason behind the motion.
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•

Some of the highlighting in the documents reflects changes approved at the last meeting, but not
yet published, including the use of spray skirts, a web site name vs. just a hyperlink and language for
wet exits taken directly from the NOWS documents.

•

The additional changes are related to wording on duration. In the sample skills courses, there are
example outlines for courses of different durations.

Amendments, if any:
None.
Vote: 13 in favor, 0 opposed, 0 abstain. Motion passed. See Appendix A for details.

Motion 2020-02-21-C
Proposal name: L3, L4, L5 River Canoeing Discipline revised Instructor Criteria, Sample Skills Course and
Assessment Course Documentation
Submitted by: River Canoe Committee
Exact wording of motion:
Updating current L3 through L5 documentation including: Instructor Criteria, Sample Skills Course and
Skills Assessment. Changes include: Venue descriptions, flat water maneuvers (NOWS) compliant
wording, updating solo canoe carving methods and other related housekeeping changes.
See pre-meeting package for full motion form, available at this link.
Discussion/comments:
•

Mike introduced the motion and explained the background behind the requirement.

•

Changes also intended to establish consistency between RC and RK.

•

Includes a “2 x 4” change related to initiating and holding turns in moderately to heavily rockered
canoes, generally shorter canoes controlled from the bow.

•

Primarily for solo, will be requiring reference to “2 x 4”.

•

Document includes a reference to a good explanatory video by Andrew Westwood,
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7huV-ivbGAs.

•

Steve – Not familiar with the term. Is it used commonly? Is there a term that better describes the
techniques?

•

Mike – The term is used frequently by Canadians who are still deeply involved in canoeing. Feels it is
used frequently and would be understood.

•

Beth – Yes, there will be a learning curve. 2 X 4 is a tool for carving. Similar to “sail”. 8 different
combinations to try. The label is not new. The concept is introduced at L3, where there is a bump
up in strokes and skills.

•

Trey – Sounds like this is a teaching tool for best practices.

SEIC Meeting Minutes (2020-02-21) v1

- 11 -

April 25, 2020

SEIC Meeting – February 21, 2020

Minutes

•

Beth – Had to continue someone in a short boat because they could not make an S turn. The reason
being that they could not transition from a forward stroke to a cross forward stroke and kept trying
to do stern corrections. Sent them away with the 2 x 4 guidance to help them improve.

•

Elisha – Do not have a lot of open boaters in Colorado, but the ones that they do have are paddling
the short, modern boats. Have not heard of the concept before, but it makes a lot of sense. Thinks
it is great.

•

Sam – There is an upcoming Ain’t Louie Fest in east Tennessee where 80% will be Canadians. Many
have no formal education. Good paddlers, but could not tell you what they are doing. “2 x 4” is a
way to explain what you are doing.

•

Lydia – This feels like an approach regarding style. Is there a danger of being dogmatic on how to
teach by including it in curriculum rather than as recommended reference material. What are the
potential repercussions of hard and fast rules for teaching skills?

•

Beth – The committee was tasked with meeting the needs of the sub-10 boats that were not being
met by the existing curriculum. There were too many strokes in the curriculum that were not
effective for them. Rather than create a new solution, they adopted something that was already
being used.

•

Elisha – Could consideration be given to making the use of the “2 x 4” term optional?

•

Lydia – Just want to be sure we are outcome based.

•

Mike – Assessments are outcome based.

Amendments, if any:
None.
Vote: 12 in favor, 0 opposed, 1 abstain. Motion passed. See Appendix A for details.

Motion 2020-02-21-D
Proposal name: L-2,3,4,5 Safety + Rescue Curricula Update
Submitted by: Safety + Rescue Committee
Exact wording of motion:
Safety +Rescue proposes to update L-2,3,4,5 SWR skills, assessments and instructor criteria documents.
See pre-meeting package for full motion form, available at this link.
Discussion/comments:
•

Sam – Introduced motion.

•

C.C. – Some overarching changes. Referenced the River Safety and Rescue terminology.
Development of the reference preceded the work that was done to ensure consistency of
terminology among all instructors.

•

C.C. – Also generalized the discussion so that it would be applicable to multiple craft.

•

C.C. – Updated to match current best practices on rescue strategy.

SEIC Meeting Minutes (2020-02-21) v1

- 12 -

April 25, 2020

SEIC Meeting – February 21, 2020

Minutes

•

C.C. – At L4 and L5, tried to address recent fatalities related to rescue tethers and the quick release
rescue harness.

•

C.C. – Updated the format to streamline the documents, referencing back to the terminology
document and the corresponding skills and assessment courses.

•

C.C. – Tried to provide more objective criteria for scenarios and IT checkoffs.

•

C.C. – Wanted to be sure there were clear differences between levels, particularly L2 and L3.

•

C.C. – At L2, simplified rigging skills, removed stabilization and snag lines, and put emphasis on
hands-on contact and wading rescues for foot entrapment.

•

C.C. – At L3, added strainer bar drill, line astern and wedge wade, one point anchor systems, one to
one with change of direction under craft pin, removed stabilization and snag line from foot
entrapment, emphasizing hands-on contact.

•

Mike – Concerned with asking paddlers to put their hands down in a river with possible hazards.

•

C.C. – Need to educate students on the hazards.

•

Robin – Part of this is recognizing where it (four point crawl) will be used. Look where you are
placing your hand and place gently.

•

Beth – Like the simplification, but then added a major skill with significant risk and investment of
class time with the strainer bar drills. Prefer not having it in there at L3.

•

C.C. – The reason the strainer drill was added back in was due to the incidents we were seeing with
people in strainers. However, there are several ways to set up a strainer bar drill. On the one hand,
there is the complex scenario with an anchored bar and ropes in the water that does take a long
time to set up. The way the S+R committee understood the drill would be conducted is with two
people holding the bar which would be quicker to set up and safer to manage.

•

Beth – If you are doing this in current in a narrow channel, is there an issue with finding an
appropriate venue?

•

Elisha – That’s how she always teaches the strainer bar drill. Just use a rock to form a channel near
shore, and have an assistant hold the bar.

•

C.C. – Do not need a lot of current. Difficult to manage in a strong current. Needs to be some
education during the roll out of this requirement on how it is done safely.

•

Mike – In his area, have lost two competent whitewater lady paddlers recently. His customers want
this drill. Best if you can find a venue with the appropriate current. For instructor certifications,
need to have this drill. For assessments, puts an instructor in the position of managing the drill, not
an IT.

•

C.C. – Already allowing L4 instructors to manage the drill. Just bringing it down to L3.

•

Beth – The explanation was helpful. Not what she was envisioning from the curriculum description.
Feels that language should be added to better describe the venue where the drill is to be conducted.

•

C.C. – Happy to add some minor language that clarifies that the drill is accomplished by holding the
bar.

•

Trey – Would it be simpler to edit the handbook that covers definitions? Easier to edit.
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•

Robin – When the committee approved this drill, it did say handheld strainer bar. Part of the criteria
the instructor is being evaluated on is picking the right venue.

•

C.C. – In the Instructor Criteria, special mention is made of strainer drill venue selection and risk
management.

•

C.C. – Again at L3, added one point anchor system with the corresponding locks and equipment.

•

Mike – Suggest adding back the “handheld” wording.

•

C.C. – Will add to the terminology document.

•

Elisha – Thoughts on time management with adding this additional content?

•

C.C. – To cover all of the content at L3 would take 3 days. The strainer bar drill could be done in 30
40 minutes.

•

Robin – The original content could be covered in a busy 8 hours. Now the content would take 10 –
12 hours, not counting site changes.

•

Elisha – Concerned that she is already taking 2 days for L3 and 3 days for L4. Although some
instructors are offering 2 day L4’s. Worried that everything is already not being covered.

•

C.C. – The nature of a skills course is that not everything gets covered. The lead can determine what
is covered.

•

Elisha – Was thinking about assessments.

•

Mike – Always take 2 days for the course. The skills course needs to prepare students for the
assessment.

•

C.C. – Substantial changes at L4. Removed the b rower from the skills and assessment courses,
requiring that an instructor candidate participate in a b rower. Reason is that students would not
likely be able to handle the set up properly in a timely fashion. Taking a simpler approach for
releasing from a harness.

•

C.C. – At L5, fairly small changes. Tuned to match the rest of the curriculum.

•

Trey – Options discussed for handling concerns regarding the strainer drill. Add “handheld” back to
the curriculum or add appropriate wording to the River Safety Handbook.

•

Mike – Should be part of the course.

•

Kelsey – For committees with motions, send a clean version of the motion to Kelsey in Word.
(Action item)

•

Sam and C.C. – Ok with the friendly amendment.

•

Robin – The terminology document will go up on the web site. Provided a shout out for C.C. on the
work he did.

Amendments, if any:
Add “handheld” to the description of the strainer drill in the curriculum. And, define what is meant by
handheld in the terminology document.
Vote: 12 in favor, 0 opposed, 1 abstain. Motioned passed. See Appendix A for details.
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Presentation by Beth Spilman
•

Thanked all for coming to the meeting.

•

Shared an ACA plate dated 1927 – single blade first award.

•

On stable footing financially after a rough couple of years with the difficulties due in part to
becoming an NGB and loosing Subaru funding.

•

In the fiscal year ending September 2018, we lost a couple of hundred thousand dollars.

•

Last year, we lost a little less than a hundred thousand dollars.

•

This year, we expect to break even due to a lot more discipline around spending money and a
reduction in staff from an ED and COO to just an ED. Kelsey and Amy have stepped in to take on
more responsibility.

•

Funding from the USOPC has doubled this year.

•

Received two donations from private sources for specific purposes.

•

A donor in Texas donated $150,000. The purpose is to support the establishment and growth of
sprint club development around the country. The intention is to find three places where we can
help fund the purchase of boats and underwrite club growth.

•

David Kurtz donated $75,000 for a Slalom publicity program.

•

The Board will be working on a strategic plan this weekend. Have been on defense since last June
due to accounting and other issues.

•

The goals will include determining how to be more valuable to our members and growing
membership. The first step is the survey sent out by Robin. Received 1240 responses or 8.5% of our
membership.

•

Robin – Sent to general membership. 40% of respondents were instructors. 4% were competitors.
The remainder were regular members. 89.7% plan to renew their membership, 2.7% do not plan to
renew.

•

Robin – The number one mission members feel we have is on water education. The number two
mission is general paddlesports education. The number three mission is public policy outreach on
factors that impact paddlers.

•

Robin – The things we can do better include course reporting and course management. Thanked
John T. for agreeing to fix that. Also, the web site needs work.

•

Robin – Many respondents indicated that they were proud and happy to be members of the ACA.

•

Beth – Many indicated an interest in volunteering and becoming more involved.

•

Beth – CMS is a huge step forward in process improvement. Other improvements have been
identified. Taking a hard lot at everything we do and trying to see if there is a better way.

•

Beth – Because we are an NGB, we are a member of SafeSport and pay a flat to be a member. Any
of our members can take the training for free. If you or anyone you know works with minor
athletes, you may want to take the training. It is offered online through the SafeSport web site.

•

Mike – Do we have a contact for the program.
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•

Beth – Can contact Beth for access to the training. Now the link is under Competition, but will add
it to the Instruction side of the web site. (Action item)

•

Crystal – There is a refresher course that other NGB’s are requiring you to take every year. The
refresher course takes about 30 minutes.

•

Beth – Have already completed this course for another program.

•

Crystal – Currently have this certification. Who do you send it to in the ACA?

•

Beth – Were able to hire a part time compliance manager, Cathlyn, using funding from the USOPC.
Have created a matrix of highest risk and easiest to enforce. Selected our coaches, Board and staff.

•

Kelsey – If you have taken the course and have the PDF certificate, send it to Kelsey or Cathlyn,
chuitt@amerciancanoe.org. If you do not have the certificate, the ACA has access to a SafeSport list
for all organizations. We just need to know what organization sponsored your certificate.

•

Beth – It is currently mandatory for the SEIC. Have not yet gotten to all instructors. SafeSport has
told us that every instructor should be certified.

•

John T. – Does the SafeSport list have the ACA member number?

•

Beth – No. Also does not have SSN. It does have NGB name. So there is some manual reconciliation
of similar names.

•

Crystal – Some NGBs require instructors to have the SafeSport certification. Will we be making it a
requirement for ACA instructors?

•

Beth – Not able to make that decision without additional input. SafeSport would likely say yes. Will
leave it to the SEIC.

•

Trey – The challenge is education and communication. What does the timeline look like? What is
someone’s status who has not taken it yet. Today, you must have first aid and CPR certifications for
your instructor certification to be valid. How would we handle the SafeSport requirement?

•

Mike – All for the program, but some of his instructors never work with children. They may resist
any additional training requirements if they do not see a need for it.

•

Elisha – Feels it should be encouraged for instructors who work with kids, but not necessarily for
others who do not.

•

Crystal – The curriculum applies to more than those who work with minors. Applicable to any
power dynamic. As an instructor, if you are in a position of power over a student it applies. So, it
does apply to all instructors.

•

John B. – If we do make it mandatory, we need to have an exception for our non-U.S. instructors.
His employer requires him to go through sexual harassment training each year to remain eligible for
employment.

•

John T. – The CMS credentials page could support whatever policy is adopted.

•

Beth – The Center for SafeSport has published guidelines. In some areas, we do have to follow their
requirements. In other areas, there is some grey and we have discretion on what we need to do.
Contact with minor athletes that is frequent and direct requires SafeSport certification. First step
might be to include a notice that if you have frequent and direct contact with minor athletes, you
must be certified. That would begin to cover our requirement.
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•

Beth – A workgroup should come up with a proposal.

•

John B. – But this group (SEIC) must be certified.

•

Beth – Yes. You will get an email with a link and code from Cathlyn. (Action item)

•

Steve – The Board needs to give us some direction.

•

Trey – Send him an email if you are interested in participating in the work group. (Action item)

•

Kelsey – Need to focus on how the requirement is communicated to instructors. Should be a
separate page on our web site using language our instructors will appreciate. Could initially invite
our instructors to participate and then later require it for specific groups.

•

Elisha – Now the only thing you can click when taking the course is “Coach”, which might confuse
some instructors. There is not something obvious that applies to us. Need some guidance.

•

Trey – The logic to do it seems clear. Need to be strategic in how it is communicated and
implemented so we do not loose valuable members.

•

Beth W. – Still feels that staff workload is not yet in a sustainable place. Is there a plan to make it
sustainable.

•

Beth – Have been able to bring on people due to funding from the USOPC, like Cathlyn who has only
been on board for about 4 weeks. Have done a lot of crossing training which helps if someone is
out. CMS will also help a lot. Looking at the root cause of problems and solving those to eliminate
rework. Looking at using social media to generate more revenue which could support more staff.

•

John B. – Do we get much from the Amazon Smile program? Do people know about it?

•

Beth – Some but not much. We can put something in the magazine about the program. (Action
item)

•

Beth – Had over a thousand people donate to the ACA last year, but most are donating $5. Which is
helpful, but larger donations would have a more significant impact. Something to work on.

•

Trey – Kyle is not on the call, so we will not be able to address the one remaining item under old
business. Will move on to new business.

New Business
•

Trey – Since Motions 2020-02-21-E and 2020-02-21-F were not available in time to be included in
the premeeting package, there needs to be a vote on whether to consider them in this meeting or
wait until the next meeting. The vote to consider will cover both motions.

•

John B. – Moved to consider. Steve seconded.

•

Steve – Request to summarize, followed by Trey summarizing.

•

All were in favor of considering the motions with none opposed or abstaining.
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Motion 2020-02-21-E
Proposal name: Instructional Program Incident Report Requirement
Submitted by: Standards Committee
Exact wording of motion:
Add the below text as Chapter 1.F. of the SEIC Policy Manual
If during an ACA instructional program there is an incident that causes the loss of property valued at
$500 or greater or the loss of a craft that was part of the ACA instructional course, the instructor(s),
instructor trainer(s), or instructor trainer educator(s) will submit an incident report to the SEI
Department in a timely fashion.
See pre-meeting package for full motion form, available at this link.
Discussion/comments:
•

Trey – Summarized the motion and indicated that there has been email discussions with differing
views on how to proceed.

•

Mike – Regardless of what we do, we are required to follow USCG reporting requirements which has
a $2,000 lower limit.

•

Trey – Unless the state has a lower limit.

•

Mike – The ACA is not responsible, since the courses are not ACA courses.

•

Trey – Correct, but the perception is that instructors are agents of the organization. We want that
information in a timely manner.

•

Mike – Don’t want to put us in a box where we appear to be responsible. Don’t want to take on a
responsibility that we do not currently have.

•

Crystal – Creates an opportunity for the ACA to be informed, so there are no surprises.

•

Mike – Should get a legal opinion on whether this is helpful or harmful to the ACA.

•

Elisha – Understand that an incident report does not imply liability. On the river where they are a
licensed operator, they have to submit an incident report to the governing body, the state park.
They (state) are not liable, they just want the information on what went wrong.

•

Sam – Liability depends on what you put in the report. Report what happened, but not why. These
reports are discoverable in a legal action.

•

Steve – The motion seems very broad. Do we want to put any limitations on it? Such as insured
courses? Certification courses?

•

Mike – Can very easily incur $500 damage on an expensive boat.

•

Matthew – What property is covered? Can easily loose a smartphone, sunglasses, etc.

•

Crystal – Requirement to report in a timely fashion is a red flag. Too subjective, needs to be more
specific. The reporting requirement we have now is 7 days. Need to be in sync with that
requirement. Would make sense to update the current incident report form which is focused on
medical incidents to create more content around property loss. It would be more comprehensive
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and in line with best practices. Also should update the Policy Manual to reference the incident
report form.
•

Mike – What would the ACA do if an incident is not reported? Being the devil’s advocate.

•

Crystal – Might also include behavioral incidents.

•

Paula – Concerned about the $500 limit. Limit seems low and easy to incur in a typical, high level
surfing course.

•

Crystal – Don’t know if we need to include any dollar amount.

•

Trey – If you have damage in excess of $2,000 and don’t report it, you are in violation of federal law.

•

Robin – The law was originally written with power boats in mind and this motion is based on a
specific incident that was not reported.

•

Crystal – What does the insurance cover?

•

Robin – Covers you as the instructor if you are sued.

•

Crystal – Would be helpful to create more structure around incident reporting and more direction in
the policy manual. What is an incident? How do we define it? How and in what timeframe do we
report it?

•

John B. – If we are going to legislate property reporting in the policy manual, we also need to
legislate personal injury.

•

Beth – Since the ACA’s offices are in Virginia, can we not use the language provided by the Virginia
Department of Game and Inland Fisheries – damage over $2,000 to vessel or its equipment, injury
requiring medical help beyond first aid, loss of life and/or disappearance of any person on board a
vessel? Since we are incorporated in New Yok, will need to research the NY wording (it is $1,000).

•

Josh and Crystal – Is there language in the waiver that indicates where a suit would be heard?

•

Mike – The ACA insurance is not the ACA, it is just offered through the ACA. The waiver is the
insurance company waiver.

•

Crystal – The language “requiring medical help beyond first aid”, excludes some of the behavioral
aspects that some people do not see as injuries that we may want to capture.

•

Trey – Do not want to wait until a determination is made regarding negligence.

•

Crystal – Is there disciplinary action in the Policy Manual pending an investigation or around a
determination of negligence?

•

Mike – An ACA determination could weigh on a legal determination, but the ACA is not responsible.

•

Beth – The ACA just wants to know if an incident occurred.

•

Mike – Fine with reporting. The questions are what and when to report.

•

Crystal – Preference would be to add more content around incident reporting and update the
incident report to be more comprehensive. If everyone else would like to add this now, propose to
change timely fashion to 7 days and take some of the cost out since there are variations between
states.

•

John B. – Could change the dollar amount to $1,000. There is a reason for that amount.
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•

Steve – Suggest we table the motion, since there is not enough consensus on what to include.

•

Trey – Suggest we withdraw the motion and work on a more comprehensive solution. Who would
like to work with Trey on this item? John B. volunteered. (Action item)

Vote: Motion withdrawn.

Motion 2020-02-21-F
Proposal name: Course Management Transition & IT Requirements for Instructors
Submitted by: Standards Committee
Exact wording of motion:
Add the below text as appropriate for the instructor, IT, and ITE requirements in the SEIC Policy
Manual. Chapter 2.B.4 | Chapter 3.B.4 | Chapter 4.B.4
4. Instructors (Instructor Trainers | Instructor Trainer Educators) must use ACA Course Management
System and adhere to policies for it set forth by the SEI department for course registration, reporting,
credentialing, insurance, and any other requirements from the SEI Department. *This will go into effect
fully after transition period as designated by the ACA National Office SEI Department.
5. Instructors (Instructor Trainers | Instructor Trainer Educators) must have a current and accessible
email address and routine internet access. This is required to interact with the ACA Course Management
System.
See pre-meeting package for full motion form, available at this link.
Discussion/comments:
•

Trey – Introduced the motion. There are some ITs who will not use the CMS until it is required in
policy.

•

John T. – We need to support Kelsey when she gets push back on using the new system.

•

Crystal – If we are requiring, are we creating any barriers for someone in China or someone who
truly needs to use a paper form.

•

Kelsey – There are some ITs who are incapable, do not have email. If they cannot record the
information manually and enter it later, there needs to be a processing fee for the time Kelsey will
need to take to process the information.

•

Trey – The current motion provides the staff with the ability to define appropriate procedures.

•

Mike – You make rules, then manage exceptions. Make this the rule.

•

Kelsey – There are a handful of people at issue, who will not use the system until it is required.

•

John B. – Have not met anyone in China who did not have an email address or access to the Internet.
The issue is access to the ACA web site. There are workarounds, but even he occasionally cannot get
on the Internet and he has a very powerful VPN. He feels it is up to him as the provider to find a
workaround.

•

Trey – The staff would set an effective date.
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•

Crystal – Would the italicized portion go into the policy manual or is it just an implementation note?

•

Steve – Either.

•

Crystal – Like 4. without the italicized note. 5. Is redundant.

•

Kelsey – Have some Instructors and ITs who do not have email capability and have their neighbor
email Kelsey on their behalf.

•

Robin – Part of the intent of this motion is that as an Instructor, you are agreeing to receive
communication from the ACA via email.

•

John B. – How many people are we talking about? Can’t be too many.

•

Can think of 7.

•

Crystal – Would it solve the problem if we required people to log in with their email address and
password?

•

Kelsey – A majority of members do not use their email address to log in.

•

Crystal – Could move something about email into 4. and eliminate 5.

•

John B. – Could put into Chapter 1, F on instructional policies.

Amendments, if any:
Revised wording: “SEIC business is conducted via electronic communication. All Instructors, Instructor
Trainers, Instructor Trainer Educators must provide valid email addresses and use the Course
Management System for course registration, reporting and insurance requests.”
Vote: 13 in favor, 0 opposed, 0 abstain. Motion passed. See Appendix A for details.

Fees and Penalties Discussion
•

Kelsey – Need to resolve inconsistencies regarding insurance related rush and late fees.

•

Web site says there is an additional $25 rush fee on top of a $20 sanctioning fee, if an insurance
request is received less than 10 business days prior to a course. Also says insurance requests must
be received at least 1 business day prior to course. It can be confusing.

•

On course reporting, the web site says course reports are due within 7 days for a skills course, 30
days for an assessment course and 30 days for a certification course. Course reports submitted
more than 30 days after a course incur a $25 late fee and a $75 late fee for course reports submitted
more than 90 days late. We have never enforced the $75 late fee.

•

Trey – We should enforce the $75 late fee.

•

Kelsey – Agree. There are instructors who report a course a year and a half late, then request rush
processing.

•

Kelsey – Is everyone in favor of a $25 late fee?

•

Crystal – Were these fees set by the insurance company?

•

Kelsey – No, just an internal ACA decision.
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•

Beth – Feels we should definitely have late fees for reporting.

•

Steve – From a Standards Committee prospective, we have a lot of instructors and ITs who don’t
have any courses reported.

•

Kelsey – Focusing on insured courses now. LeighAnn and Kelsey want support for when they start
enforcing the policy.

•

Robin – Could we take the 7 day skills course requirement and change it to 30 days.

•

Kelsey – Yes, that is what is being requested.

•

Crystal – With CMS, course reporting will happen more immediately.

•

John T. – Currently, the CMS will compute what instructors owe, but we cannot monitor what they
actually pay in the eStore. In a planned enhancement, we will close this loop and only allow
instructors to pay the amount computed by the CMS. Event fees will work the same way.

•

Crystal – When this feature goes live, would be a good time to send a policy reminder.

•

Trey – Need to communicate changes to all instructors.

•

Beth – Feel that there should be a late fee for the late reporting of certification courses.

•

John T. – The CMS will know when a course ended and when it was reported. We can keep score on
timely reporting.

•

Steve – Can we incorporate this into the IT renewal process?

•

John T. – Yes. Can include in Instructor renewals and IT/ITE applications and renewals. We can also
provide this information to instructors, so they can monitor their own statistics.

•

John B. – Would like to be proactive and follow up on poor performance before it comes time for
renewal.

•

Trey – You have our support. Late reporting, whether the course is insured or not, needs to incur a
fee. Not usually a lack of understanding. Usually a lack of follow through. Suggest that the staff
come up with a recommendation. Poor performance is detrimental to the organization and the
brand.

Plus/Delta for Meeting
•

Sam – Appreciate the job Kelsey and Carrie are doing, and the job Trey is doing running the meeting.
Appreciate all of the time John T. has put in. Good meeting location.

•

Robin – Always impressed at how much gets done in these meetings. Get to see outcomes. Thank
you to all.

•

Paula – Meeting was extremely well run. Thanked John and Kelsey for the information they provide,
particularly on the CMS. Going to be phenomenal. Promoting it with instructors.

•

John B. – Great to have a conference calling system that now works. Good lunch. Good location.

•

Kelsey – Thanked everyone for coming. Happy to see all. Proud of us all. Very challenging year.
Might not be here except for this group.

•

Carrie – Sincerely appreciate all of the time and effort. Thanked all for coming.
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•

Mike – Always good to see everyone. Feel the power of the CMS. Beginning to get a sense of the
effort put in by a few to help everyone. Well run meeting. Appreciate having Beth S. and Robin
attend the meeting and provide their perspective on our direction.

•

Crystal – Great opportunity, first time in an SEIC meeting as a Discipline Chair. Enjoyed being here.
Great meeting, great planning, great venue, great progress. Thank you to all for the work put in.

•

Beth – Thanks. Thank you for the new audio system.

•

Rob – As a beneficiary of all your hard work and expertise, than you. Really appreciate it. Lots of
scouts depending on it.

•

Josh – Appreciate everyone’s hard work and time. Will need to put more time into addressing
inconsistencies between disciplines that can be seen through the CMS. Thank you to John T. and
everyone who has been working on the CMS.

•

Steve – Lots of good stuff. Appreciate everyone’s professionalism. Trey’s leadership. John T’s work
on a lot of fronts. Much appreciated the new audio system. Since stewardship is a major tenant of
the ACA, we should not be using plastic water bottles. We can do better.

•

John T. – Great meeting, always learn a lot. Amazing on how productive the meetings are. Thank
you to Trey for running an excellent meeting. Thanks to all for the support of the CMS, the
constructive feedback and patience.

•

Matthew – Learned a lot. Thank you.

•

Elisha – Shout out to the Canoe Committee for fixing the discrepancies with RK on venue
requirements. Thanks to everyone for all of the hard work and especially John T. on the CMS, pretty
amazing.

•

Lydia – Thanked all for the hard work on all fronts. Special appreciation for the Safety + Rescue
Committee. Leading the way with some important adjustments.

•

Trey – Thank you for calling in. Appreciate all for the thanks. Remember that he will not be in the
Chair role after December, so if you know anyone who would be good in any of the Exec Comm
roles, please share that information. The next meeting will be in Richmond. Date TBD. Planning to
do a national conference event as part of the 140th anniversary celebration that would be
appropriate for all members.

Need a motion to adjourn. Steve so moved. Sam seconded. Meeting adjourned at 4:30 pm EST.

Respectfully submitted
John Traendly
SEIC Secretary
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Y
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**Unable to join call

Opposed >>>

1

0

0

0

0

Abstaining >>>

0

0

1

1

0

Pass

Pass

Pass

Pass

Pass

Result >>>
SEIC Operating Procedures a/o 3/3/2019
E. The voting members of the SEIC Board may consist of a:
• Chair
• Vice Chair
• Secretary
• Immediate Past Chair
• one(1) National Board of Director appointed by the ACA National Board President
• one(1) appointment by the SEIC Board Chair
• two(2) International Representatives
• two(2) At-Large members
• six(6) Actively Engaged Athlete Representatives (ACA Board Policy ATH-001:
AthleteRepresentative Classifications)
• the Chair of each Discipline Committee
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Quorum Determination
A Quorum shall be 40% of filled voting members.
Voting positions = 28
Filled voting positions = 20
Voting members present = 13
Quorum = 8
n/a = position not filled
n/p = not present at the time of the vote
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Appendix B: SEI Department Report
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Appendix C: Course Management System (CMS) Update
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