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ADDITIONAL RULE INTERPRETATIONS 

 
Since the rule changes for 2010 were presented a few weeks ago, additional information has come to our attention.  
 
Front court status (Article 28.1.2)  

 

One of the ways for the ball to achieve frontcourt status is when “the ball touches or is legally touched by an offensive 

player who has both feet in contact with his frontcourt.”  When the question was asked if a foot touching both the mid-court 

line and the frontcourt was in the frontcourt, the answer originally given was “Yes” because that foot was in contact with the 

frontcourt. 

However, when the question was submitted to FIBA, the interpretation given was that both feet had to be 

COMPLETELY in the frontcourt. Therefore, if an offensive player touching the ball which is in the backcourt has any part of 

his foot (feet) still in contact with the backcourt, the ball is still in the backcourt. 

Here are a few cases in point: 

 

Situation :  

From Team A’s backcourt, A1 passes the ball to A2 who has one foot in the frontcourt and the other foot on 

the mid-court line with the toes in contact with the front court. (a) A2 lifts the foot that is on the line and puts it 

back down in the backcourt; (b) A2 passes the ball to A3 who is straddling the mid-court line; (c) A2 starts a 

dribble and goes into the backcourt. Is this legal? 

Answer : 

Yes in (a), (b), and (c). The ball never achieved frontcourt status because A2 never had both feet completely 

in the frontcourt. 

 

Situation :  

From Team A’s backcourt, A1 passes the ball to A2 who has one foot in the frontcourt and the other foot on 

the mid-court line with the toes in contact with the front court. Should the official stop the 8-second count? 

Answer:  No. The ball is still in the backcourt. 

 



Free throw violations (Article 43.3.3)  

 

The stipulation that a violation by the free thrower would take precedence over violations committed by other players 

has been deleted from the rules. Therefore, on a last or only free throw, if we have violation by the free thrower and by an 

opponent (and there is no disconcertion), we have a double violation which results in a jump ball situation. If the free thrower 

was disconcerted by an opponent and, as a result, committed a violation, only the disconcertion would be penalized. 

 

 Case in point: 

 

Situation: 

A last or only free throw is awarded to A1. Before A1 releases the ball, B1 steps into the lane (without 

disconcerting A1) and A1 steps on the free throw line as he is releasing the ball. The free throw is successful. 

What is the proper procedure? 

 

Answer:  

The official blows the whistle. The free throw does not count because of the violation by the free thrower. 

There are violations by both teams resulting in a jump ball situation. Award the ball to the team entitled to the 

next alternating possession at the free throw line extended. Had the free throw been unsuccessful, the same 

procedure would have applied. 

 

The FIBA Technical Commission is holding a meeting in January. One of the outcomes of that meeting should take the form 

of a revised document of official interpretations taking the previous items into account. We will keep you informed as things 

progress.   

  

 

 

CABO WEBMASTER  

 

A few weeks ago, a call for candidates was sent across the country via our national council members. Several applications 

were received by the deadline of October 15. The selection committee is in the process of selecting finalists who will be 

interviewed electronically for the position. Once the webmaster is hired, it will take a bit more time for the website to be 

updated. We thank all of you for your patience and understanding. We are hopeful that the website will become a primary tool 

for keeping touch with you, the grassroots members. 

 

 

FIBA Americas Talent Camp for Potential Referees - Medellin 2010 
 

By Tanner Cervo  
  

A few weeks ago, Michael Weiland and I had the opportunity to attend the first FIBA Americas talent camp for 

potential referees in Medellìn, Colombia. The 30 invited candidates came from all parts of the Americas, with the goal of the 

camp being to develop each referee for future national and international assignments. We participated in a number of 

lectures focusing on areas such as rules knowledge, rules interpretation, game management, court presence, and on-court 



judgment. We also had the opportunity to referee games and receive evaluations of our work from FIBA Instructors and FIBA 

Americas referees.  

 

Presenters and lecturers for the camp included: 

  
Alberto Garcia – Secretary General of FIBA Americas 

Fred Horgan – Chairman of FIBA World Technical Commission 

Mario Hopenhaym – FIBA Instructor and member of FIBA Technical Commission 

Terry Moore – FIBA Instructor 

Geraldo Fontana – FIBA Americas Referee Director 
  

As well, we had the opportunity to work with and learn from four of the top FIBA Americas officials: Pablo Estevez 

(ARG), Cristiano Maranho (BRA), Reynaldo Mercedes (DOM), and Jorge Vázquez (PUR). Steve Seibel was initially invited to 

be a part of the elite referees group of instructors, but was unfortunately unable to attend. The camp was a great success, 

and I know that I speak for Michael when I say that we were fortunate to be a part of such a great opportunity and to learn 

from some of the best in the FIBA Americas organization. 

At the end of the camp, the Argentinian Referee school made a presentation in order to be the host of a similar camp 

in 2011. The cities of Buenos Aires, Córdoba. Mar del Plata and Santa Fe were presented as potential hosts and FIBA 

Americas will make a decision on that soon. 
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