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THE MORE
THE MERRIER?

Don’t look now, but NCAA
tournament expansion may
be coming faster than we all
thought. A proposal to inflate
the field from 65 teams to 96
seems to be picking up steam,
meaning March Madness may
soon be more crowded than

ever — possibly as early as
2011. With the NIT having
lost its relevance and the
NCAA potentially opting out
of the final three seasons of
its tournament television
contract with CBS, the jackhammers and sawhorses

may soon be set up to take
apart the brackets as we
know them. Here are four
reasons tournament expansion makes sense, plus four
arguments explaining why
those four sensible reasons
are totally asinine.
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In the coaching ranks,
the most vocal proponents
of tournament expansion
insist it’s all about the
kids. The NCAA
tournament is an
exhilarating and fun-filled
experience, they argue. So
why shouldn’t we give
more hard-working
student-athletes the
opportunity to experience
that rush?
By adding 31 teams to
the bracket, suddenly 400
more kids per season will
have the chance to
sample March Madness.
Right now, the tournament
is too exclusive with too
many good teams and
great players left out. Just
look at Division I football.
This year, 68 out of 120
teams played in a bowl
game. That’s 57 percent.
Yet, in basketball we only
allow 65 out of 334
teams (19 percent) into
the Big Dance? That
doesn’t seem fair.

Stephen Curry.
Remember how Curry
captivated the national
audience and splashed
onto the scene in 2008,
scoring 128 points in four
NCAA tournament games
and taking little Davidson
within a whisker of the
Final Four? That is exactly
the type of unique
underdog storyline the
NCAA tournament is
designed to celebrate.
And you know how Curry
spent the postseason in
2009? Playing NIT games
at South Carolina and
Saint Mary’s.
Because Davidson
wasn’t able to follow up
its regular-season
Southern Conference title
with a conference
tournament championship,
fans were deprived of the
chance to see one of the
best players in the country
on college basketball’s
biggest stage.

Let’s say you play in a
conference that typically
only gets one bid to the
Big Dance — the Big Sky
or the Summit for
example. For four full
months, you prove your
dominance over the rest
of the league, winning
the regular-season title.
And then in a very
narrow window of time at
the conference
tournament, you come
up short and some
undeserving underdog
steals your conference’s
automatic bid to the Big
Dance. Isn’t that unfair?
And wouldn’t conference
play become more
meaningful if winning a
regular-season
championship meant an
automatic NCAA
tournament bid?

What’s one more round
of games when there are
boatloads of money to be
made — by the NCAA, its
member schools and also
by the television
networks? We’d only be
adding 32 games, which
could easily be spread
out over two days. Then,
quickly we’d be back to
the 64-team extravaganza
that everyone so loves.
Meanwhile, the added
money those 32
additional schools earned
could go to help fund
other non-revenue sports
at those institutions. How
could that be a bad
thing?

Nonsense
Anyone who argues that
the near-perfect NCAA
tournament setup needs
to more closely mirror the
flawed and cluttered
football bowl system is
certifiably insane. The 65team NCAA tournament
admirably uses success as
a prerequisite for
invitation. In football, the
sixth-best team in
Conference USA gets to
play in a bowl. Rewarding
mediocrity is plain silly.
Believe me, I’m sure
the kids at Marshall loved
the ambiance of Detroit in
December and will never
forget the thrill of playing
in front of 30,000 fans at
the Little Caesar’s Pizza
Bowl. But that’s hardly a
good enough reason to
overhaul the NCAA
tournament, which, at
present, has exactly the
right mix of
competitiveness and
exclusivity.

Nonsense
Curry’s ’08 tourney
explosion — which
included a 30-point
second half against
Gonzaga in Round 1 and
a 25-point second half
against Georgetown two
days later — will forever
be legendary. But that
season, he and Davidson
earned their NCAA
opportunity as the
Wildcats were clearly one
of the top 40 teams in
the country. Last year?
Well, Davidson did win 27
games but certainly wasn’t
as strong as it had been
a year earlier. Had a 96team field been in place,
yes, Curry would have
gotten a second chance
to work his March magic
in the NCAA brackets. But
honestly, would last year’s
tournament have been
that much more special if
we had gotten to see
Curry score 28 points in
a first-round game against
Penn State?

Nonsense
At present, that may
be the only argument
that even comes close to
selling the positives of
expansion. But
understand the data.
Last season, only five
teams that won regularseason conference titles
outright were left out of
the NCAA tournament. In
2008, four outright
regular-season conference
champs didn’t receive a
bracket invitation.
And just to put a face
on that crisis, last year
we had to press on
through the NCAA
tournament without
conference title teams
like Jacksonville and
Tennessee-Martin,
Creighton and Weber
State. Should we feel
sorry for those teams?
Maybe. But their
presence wouldn’t have
enhanced the tournament
very much.

Nonsense
Reality check: if a 96team bracket were in
place this season, we’d
be looking at possible first
round matchups like 15thseeded Virginia Tech vs.
18th-seeded Kent State;
or No. 9 Ole Miss vs. No.
24 Stony Brook. Are you
really going to play hooky
from work to see that?
Mediocre vs. mediocre
just doesn’t generate the
same buzz.
The NCAA tournament
has always been about
a) crowning a national
champion; and then
b) dishing out a handful
unique and intriguing
matchups where
mammoth underdogs have
a chance to battle college
basketball’s storied
powers. There’s always a
neat appeal to a Radford
playing North Carolina or
a Binghamton facing
Duke.
Oakland vs. Wichita
State? Not so much.
Plus, if the No. 1
priority of the NCAA
tournament is to crown a
national champion, it’s
easy to argue that in 25
years using the 64- or
65-team bracket, no
potential champion has
ever been snubbed.

Jersey Nets next season?
“I’ve not been contacted
by anybody,” Krzyzewski
answered.
Then, he smiled.
“The guy’s Russian,
right? Now, do you think
he’d hire a Polish guy?
Really?”
And if the phone call
ever came?
“Saying ‘nyet’ would be
easy for me,” Krzyzewski
said.
For now, that’s that on
the NBA chatter.
And besides, Krzyzewski
has more to learn right
now than a few Russian
phrases.
After what happened
Saturday at Cameron, he
should have left the gym
and bounced right into
Krzyzewskiville to shout
the afternoon’s most
repeated word.
“Zooooooouuuuuubbbbs!”

Giant impact
That’s right. On a
festive afternoon, with ACC
Player of the Year
frontrunners Jon Scheyer
and Greivis Vasquez going
head to head, the best
player on the floor turned
out to be … Brian Zoubek?
The 7-foot-1 inch senior
has been the butt of many
a joke over the past four
years.
His vertical leap, we’ve
all jabbed, rivals that of a
three-legged rhino.
His senior-season beard,
coupled with his alwaysimposing size, has made
him look a bit like
Treebeard from “Lord of
the Rings.”
And with an ACC-most
84 fouls this season, we’ve
openly wondered if Zoubek
has ever been called for
blocking while brushing his
teeth.
But on Saturday, Zoubek
was no joke. Making his
first start of the season, he
was all over the floor,
contesting shots, grabbing
rebounds, pouring in points.
The final stat sheet had
him for 16 points plus a
career-high 17 rebounds,
eight of them on the
offensive end.
Scheyer wasn’t even
asked a question in the
postgame when he looked
at the media horde
engulfing Zoubek and
smiled.
“I mean, he played his
butt off today,” Scheyer
said. “He’s been working so
hard and has had such a
great attitude the whole
year. It was great to see
him all over the place. He
blew the game open for
us.”
Now soak in this scene
for a second: for about 5
minutes, J.J. Redick
roamed the Duke locker
room with a smile. The
program’s all-time leading
scorer had to skip town
quickly but wanted to
congratulate the Devils
first.
Redick shook Scheyer’s
hand and Nolan Smith’s
too. But he had no way of
getting to Zoubek.
So for a moment,
Redick stood alone in front
of his old locker stall,
peering at the sea of
bodies surrounding Zoubek.
“That’s incredible,”
Redick said.

Grand slam
If he thought that was
incredible, then there’s no
telling what went through
his head with 17:05 to play
when Zoubek delivered the
signature play of the
afternoon. It came after a

4C

% Duke dominated this
matchup by shooting 41.5
percent and locking down
the Terrapins, who finished
25 points below their
season average.
% Greivis Vasquez scored
17 points and Cliff Tucker
added 12 to lead the
Terrapins (16-7, 6-3
% Nolan Smith had 14
points and Kyle Singler
finished with 10 for the
Blue Devils — who have
won four straight, six of
seven overall and 40 in a
row at home against
unranked teams.

missed Kyle Singler 3pointer caromed
harmlessly into the air.
Yet Zoubek maneuvered
through the lane like a
snow plow, sprung a good
14 inches off the ground
and delivered a vicious tip
dunk.
Duke led 48-26. The
Cameron Crazies were in
hysterics.
Scheyer couldn’t believe
his eyes.
“I seriously had to take
a double-look,” he said. “I
didn’t know who that was.”
Indeed, it was Zoubek,
doing what few of his
teammates or coaches had
ever seen him do.
“They were such
uplifting buckets,”
Krzyzewski said. “He was
even playing above the
rim. I’m going to try to
figure out what he did last
night and what he had for
training meal (today). ”
Zoubek revealed his
magic breakfast was a
heavy helping of silver
dollar pancackes.
“Then he’s having them
all the time now,”
Krzyzewski said.
The Blue Devils know
better than to expect this
kind of explosion from
Zoubek all the time. But
they also know his
contributions this season
have been more valuable
than most people realize.
And Saturday, when it all
clicked, Zoubek was the 7foot-1, 260-pound
exclamation point on
Krzyzewski’s Cameron
birthday bash and his 781st
win as Duke’s coach.
“A guy hasn’t had a
better job than I’ve had for
the last 30 years,”
Krzyzewski told the crowd
just after the final buzzer.
Days like Saturday
certainly help.
Staff writer Dan Wiederer can be
reached at
wiedererd@fayobserver.com or 4863536.

No. 8 Duke 77,
Maryland 56
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Milbourne 27
1-6
0-0
1-3 0 3 2
Williams 24
3-9
0-1
3-7 0 3 6
Hayes
31
3-7
2-2
0-1 3 0 8
Mosley
24
2-6
0-0
2-4 2 2 4
Vasquez 33
7-12 1-2
3-7 4 4 17
Bowie
8
1-4
0-0
1-4 1 1 2
Tucker
24
5-13 2-2
1-2 0 2 12
Gregory 21
0-3
3-4
2-3 0 2 3
Padgett
8
1-1
0-0
1-3 0 1 2
Totals
200 23-61 8-11 16-37 10 18 56
Percentages: FG .377, FT .727. 3-Point Goals:
2-13, .154 (Vasquez 2-3, Mosley 0-1, Bowie 0-1,
Milbourne 0-2, Hayes 0-2, Tucker 0-4). Team Rebounds: 3. Blocked Shots: 6 (Gregory 4, Milbourne 2). Turnovers: 14 (Hayes 4, Vasquez 3,
Tucker 2, Bowie 2, Mosley, Williams, Gregory).
Steals: 4 (Milbourne, Williams, Mosley,
Vasquez). Technical Fouls: None.
Singler
38
4-14 0-0
2-6 1 1 10
Thomas 26
1-3
2-4
2-3 2 0 4
Zoubek
22
7-10 2-2
8-17 1 3 16
Smith
35
5-14 4-4
2-2 6 4 14
Scheyer
36
6-12 7-8
1-3 1 1 22
MaPlmlee 17
2-4
3-4
1-3 1 2 7
Dawkins 10
0-3
0-0
0-1 0 0 0
MiPlumlee 11
1-2
0-0
1-4 0 2 2
Kelly
3
1-2
0-0
0-0 0 0 2
Davidson 2
0-1
0-0
0-0 0 0 0
Totals
200 27-65 18-22 20-44 12 13 77
Percentages: FG .415, FT .818. 3-Point Goals:
5-15, .333 (Scheyer 3-4, Singler 2-6, Dawkins 0-1,
Kelly 0-1, Smith 0-3). Team Rebounds: 5.
Blocked Shots: 6 (Singler 3, Zoubek 2, Ma.Plumlee). Turnovers: 7 (Ma.Plumlee 2, Zoubek, Smith,
Mi.Plumlee, Scheyer, Singler). Steals: 5 (Smith 2,
Mi.Plumlee, Thomas, Singler). Technical Fouls:
None.

Maryland
Duke
A-9,314.

24 32—56
40 37—77

Duke coach
Mike
Krzyzewski
acknowledges
a former
player after
being
awarded a
jersey for
coaching
1,000 Duke
games.
AP photo

