Zapis ze Zasedani Senioratu Asociadeskomoravského kroketu

konaného e-mailovou korespondenci dne 7.2.2008652008
(30.3. — 14.5. bezdasti vicepresidenta)

Pritomni:

Hana Mareékovéa — president

Michal Borak - vicepresident

Martina Navrétilova — senior - kanélé
Otakar Stankus — senior - praetor

1) WCF COUNCIL MEETING

Unor

Prezidentka se Zastnila 6.2.2008 Council Meeting WCF v ChristchunehNovém Zélandu.
Program jednani a zpravu z tohoto jednani nalezanpiti¢oze 1.

2) REPREZENTANI DRESY

Unor

Prezidentka se domniva, Zze coésskych kroketovych reprezetitach dreg tyce, nemame
dostatek zkuSenosti na to, abychom toto regulaeskriptem, ale navrhuje vydat to zatim
jako doporgeni (nikoli tedy jako reskript, jak bylo jednano resedani v Roznéw lednuy.
Nedorozundnim se diskuse a samotny reskript neobjevily vs&#@e zasedani Senioratu
v Rozno¥ vlednu 2008 a snaha o novou diskusi ze stramgigentky byla Spath
pochopena (a vyloZena jako zruSeni reskriptu),opset Seniorat rozhodl, Ze reskript v této
véci vyda az po péittné diskusi osolin(nikoli mailem).

Brezen

Prokehla pouze kratka diskuse, kdy vicepresidefipgmrel, Ze je teba mit senioratni
reskript na toto téma, i kdyby dnbyt Spatny (Spatny je pad lepSi nez Zadny). S tim
prezidentka zcela nesouhlasila.

3) VYTKY STRAN VYKONAVANI FUNKCE PREZIDENTA

Unor

Vicepresident a praetor oslovili prezidentku iy Ze se od ni na asoémdch strankach
neobjevila ani jedna zprava z MS. Dotazali se @t@rzda neciti, Ze je¢oo Spats, kdyz
informace z Mistrovstvi sita, na kteréCeska republika a @MK vyslala svého zastupce,
nejsou uveejreny na oficialnich strankaateského kroketu a misto toho jsou publikovany na
strankach jednoho z mistnich kiubPrezidentka necitila, Ze by byl@&ao Spats, protoze
nebylo v jejich silach ignaset aktualni informace (jak &mil David Hajn ve spolupraci se
Stépanem Hazdrou) a psat nesouvislé vysledky nepoedgaa efektivni.

4) RRIHLASKA MEZINARODNIHO TYMU DO MacROBERTSONOVA STiTU

Unor

Reg Bamford se obratil mj. ndeskou republiku # hledani podpory pro jeho navrh na
PrihlaSku mezinarodniho tymu do MacRobertson Shieid friloha 2). Seniorat dosp

k nasledujicimu rozhodnuti, které prezidentka pB@onfordovi tlumdila:

Dékujeme Regu Bamfordovi zaidru, s niz se obréatil mj. n@eskou republiku s tim, Ze
jsme schopni v dan&ei zaujmout relevantni stanovisko. Na zakladdaténych informaci,
které nam poskytl Nottingham mailing list, se dowémhe, Ze jsme na &wové kroketové

! Prezidentka také vznesla dotaz na moZnost véstweettranky nejen ¥estire ale i v angkiting. Nicméré po
konzultaci s webmasterem se tatg yevi jako nerealna a to asledku kvanta fekladatelské (t#rné) prace.



scért piilis kratce na to, abychom byli schopni posoudig®es @ihlasku, jej opravénost a
celé pozadi onoho turnaje. Toto je zavaznym stakew senioratu @MK v dané \&ci.
Duben

V piiloze 4 naleznete odp&¥ Rege Bamforda shrnujici dosavadninid ohledr této
prihlasky.

Kvéten

PrihlaSka nakonec nebyldijata.

5) WCF Development Programme

Unor

Prezidentka fedstavila program WCF pro rozvojové kroketové stagykterého se dajerpat
finance na realizaci projeksouvisejicich s rozvojem kroketuQeské republice (Ize teerpat
nag. na zaplaceni cest na mezinarodni turnaje, nahsagcna vytvéeni metodiky, apod.) .
DuleZzitou podminkou pro tento program je, abyMK méla auditované getnictvi. Nicmég
nez se tak stane, Ize si degu rékteré projekty fipravit. Prezidentka proto navrhla, Ze by
nagiklad pipravila projekt na tisk novych pravidel a s@inihoradu a pozadala proto ostatni
seniory, zda by ji dodali pi@bné podklady — kalkulaci, pet kugi, apod.

Vicepresident se nabidl poZzadované Udaje poskythotiuzel tak pozgi newinil a diskuse
se jiz neobnovila.

6) MEZISTATNI UTKANI CESKO-NEMECKO

Unor

Prezidentce bylo Weno, Zeilenové senioratu nejsou @oech kolem utkanCR-SRN vibec
informovanf a musi se to dozvidat odzmych¢leni se znanym ¢asovym zpozéhim. Proto
praetor podal navrh, aby se komunikace&meckou stranou (a ptipact Mirou Pa#d’orou)
ujal vicepresident (hlavnim argumentem bylo, Zesbysice jednalo o mezistatni turnaj/zapas
pod ACMK, ale na nadem Gzemi, coZ ma na starostigpvioepresident).

Brezen

Prezidentka se omluvila za zp&hd nicmér si byla jista, Ze vicepresidentovi o tomto e-
mailu fikala na lednovém zasedani senioratu v Ro&nkde slibila, Ze je8tpied odletem na
Novy Zéland ho senioratugposle, ale bohuZel na to nakonec zap#an

Seniorat se shodl na mistonani v Bezoveé u Karlovych Vdra na terminu 4.-6.9.2008.

Byl diskutovan praetév navrh, kdo se tedy ma timto zaobirat — zda pregpres — pokud
president (coz asi ano, i kdyz z dokunieACMK je to patrné jinak), bylo byiéba k tomu
vydat senioratni reskript Diskuse nakonec skoita dohodou mezi pres a vpres kdy na
prezidentce je domlouvani se o tom kdy, kde a kdi&t poSlou z Nmecka a na
vicepresidentovi je zajistit organizaci turnajéi¢pmz je nutna intenzivni spoluprace mezi
obéma.

Duben

Seniorat byl vyrozurn, Ze z 8mecké stranyifjede nakonec 15 hea.

Kvéten

Po diskusi v senioratu zda chceme, aby byl tentoajutest matchemipnémz se utkaji
nejlepsi gmecti hr&i s éeskymi, nebo abychom rozvijeli druzbu a neformaiiahy, dospl
seniorat k rozhodnuti, Ze jednoZn& podporuje prvni variantu, a proto by¢lm dojit

v o

k redukci pétu hr&u do ,hlavniho® turnaje na 5-7 z kazdé strany.

2 Konkrétre o e-mailu, ktery Joern Vinnen nacasku roku poslal na president@kroket.org, Mirovid®aovi a
Stpanovi Hazdrovi. Tento e-mail obsahovakalik moznych termit vzajemného utkani, které vyhovovaly
némecké straf aby si¢eska strana vybrala ten nejvheji pro ni, a dotaz na misto konani utkani (zdaude
v Karlovych Varech, coz byémecké stratymaximalré vyhovovalo).

® Tento navrhovany senioratni reskript ndedeni posieni a kompetenci mezi pres a vpresipat konani
mezinarodniho utkani n@ském Uzemi nebyl realizovan.



Vicepresident se ve spolupraci s prezidentkou simadkonéném pdtu 6 hr&t z kazdé
strany — &chto 12 hréa si zahraje ,hlavni sogt” (dle systému kombinujici AC a GC),
zbytekceskych a 8meckych hréi se niize utkat v neformalnim ,turnaji.

7) MISTROVSTVICESKE REPUBLIKY V KROKETU 2008 (déle jako MR08)

Unor

Prezidentka oslovila vicepresidenta, zda by mohiasat informovat, jak se vyviji situace
kolem g@iprav MR08, jak to vypada se sponzory, médii atd.

Biezen

Viceprezident informoval o zatintignivé vypadajici situaci se sponzory.

Prezidentka vznesla dotaz na vySi startovného mimer, do kdy ma byt zaplaceno.
Viceprezident stale tuto otazkesil s pdadateli a informoval, Ze vySe startovnéhoissphne
500 korun a Ze fpsné datum pro zaplaceni startovného (a jeho d&ifve spolupréci
s pdadateli) ¥dét nejpozdiji do konce beznd.

Duben

Viceprezident byl opakov&nupozorgn, Ze se na webu stale neobjevila ani zminka o
startovném ani vyzva pro zajemce o kvalifikaturnaj, aby se zali prihlaSovat.

Kvéten

Zverejréna vySe startovného (300¢Ka datum zaplaceni (20. &en, prezentovany jako
posledni pjatelny termin). Za dosti ,Sibefni* termin zaplaceni sklidil vpres od senioratu
znanou kritiku.

Viceprezident informoval, Ze hrd, ktgi dle jeho soudu maji na to hrat MR, kontaktuje
osobrt zejména po telefonu, coz je dl€j podstatijSi nez zvolani v newsech. Praetor a
prezidentka se nicmérshodli, Ze i pesto by se informace o kvalifigaim turnaji n¢ly na
webu v newsech obijevit.

Ohledrg prezentace tisku tlundd vpres zZadost padateh o pomoc p ,protlaceni se” do
televize.

Viceprezident informoval, Ze padatelm se podalo ziskat sponzorské dary, které ght
vyuzit hlavré na Gpravu RSt a ndkup branek.

Ubytovani: praetor upozornil na fakt, Ze si &irdMR budou hradit ubytovani sami.
Vicepresident to nasledrkonzultoval s ptadateli s vysledkem, Ze otazku ubytovanigest
zvazi (vychazeli totiz z premisy, Ze ubytovanigk tevné, Ze si je kazdy lréniaze dovolit
zaplatit a sougedili se spiS na to, aby si kazdyadtnik mistrovstvi odnesl hodnotny a
funkéni dar).

8) WEB

Biezen

Resil se problém s opo¥ym proplacenim naklad webmasterovi, ktery byl Zgoben
nedorozuminim mezi kanclikou a webmasterem (kdy stipsobnim setkani na zasedani
v Roznow nestanovili pesné datum zaplaceni). Po vzajemném rozhovoruisesivyesila

a bylo domluveno, Ze k platldojde na Velikonénim turnajt.

Zawrem vicepresident upozornil, Ze by proplaceni &errvat tak dlouho.

Kvéten

Vicepresident informoval, Ze se na nedavnéisch s webmasterem dohodli na réauti
golfkroketového Zeticku. S dokomienim této ¢asti webovych stranek proto navrhuje
zaukolovat webmastera dalSimicmi, které stale na webu chybi — zejména fotogaldia
toto reagoval praetor, odp&iny za webové strdnky, Ze budeipbbvat ¥dét vice — kdo to
bude uploadovat, upravovat, v jakém formatu/velikadd.

* Pricemz kvalifikanti prosli kvalifikanim turnajem by zaplatili a potvrdilicast do tydne po kvalifikaci.
® A tak se také nakonec stalo.



Vicepresident podal navrh, Ze by se fiené osob zasilaly fotky (elektronicky), ta by je
shlédla, shledala vhodnymi k uegni, upravila a zviejnila (st&ilo by kolem 12 fotek na
turnaj). Dale konzultoval s webmasterem moznosecaat na webu zpravu — z vyjezdu na
MS, do Anglieci jinam, kde se hkA ocitnou — a pisel na mysSlenku vytvdt ,,odkladisg
dokument“, kam by bylo mozno (f&s po¥ienou osobu) napsat zpravu z cest nebo blizsi
informace k MRCi dalSi ci, které maji jen anonci v newsech a odskok dozjgk".

9) Souznitad

Brezen

V ¢éasti 02 (b) R chybi ,a pravidel Golfkroketu“. Seniorat se shath, k doplgni tétocasti
dojde bez vydani nového SR.

Je nutné ,zaSedit* na webovych strankéach jiz neglatenioratni reskripty. Dle informaci
viceprezidenta, ma jejich seznam vypracovan Jamé&reh brzy jej rozesle.

Kvéten

V letoSni sezdh se zdalo s ngienim rychlosti kufi. Byla dokomena metodika a
viceprezident ji co nejive zapracuje do Satinihoiadu.

DalSi zalezitosti byldeSenicasovych her u golfkroketu — tedy co se stane, kgyiSicas a
vysledek je nerozhodny. Praetor poznamenal, Zeojelibudeme fechazet s nefsi
pravdEpodobnosti na pravidla WCF v golfkroketu, navrhpijevzit i jejich ndizeni tykajici se
¢aso¥ omezenych her (hra po vyprsawisového limitu pokrauje osmi Uudery — dima na
kouli — poté hra pokraje pouze v fipad, Ze je remizovy stav a S&asré remiza neni
akceptovatelnym vysledkem).

10) Delta State Nigeria Croquet Association

Brezen

Seniorat kontaktovala Nigerijska kroketova asogideeby rada vyslala¢kolik svych hr&a
do CR na training tour (v kitnu) a byla by ochotna za to zaplatit 2000USD s tie by si
jeji hr&i vSe — ubytovani, stravovani, dopravu) hradili sam

Po dalSi zpray kde se dotazovali na kapacitu ,nasSeho” hoteluyépla prezidentka
viceprezidenta, aby @fil, zda tuto akci nedomlouval Mira Rédra Ehem ®&asti na MS
v golfkroketu v J.A.R. a ipadre prowiil, zda by bylo mozno tuto akci usfzmlat ve
spolupraci s nim (resp. zda by poskyib® a ubytovaci kapacity).

Duben

Jelikoz se prezidentce k tétécv nikdo neozval (ani vicepresident, ani Mira faia), podala
navrh na zruSeni této akce a vyrozamnigerijské strany, Ze bohuzel neni v naSichckila
v takto kratkém terminu vSeipravit a zajistit.

ProtoZe na tento navrh rig)a Zzadna odpad’ a nedostatekasu jiz nefipoustl jiné reSeni,
prezidentka tuto akci zrusila.

11) Mistrovstvi kontinentélni Evropy (MKE)

Brezen

Béhem nedavného MS v golfkroketu v J.A.R. byl pod&uwrh, zda by se mohl hrat
»Mainland Europe Championship“. Tento navrh bylstean hréi nadSen piijat a ze strany
FEC podpeen. Navrh spéiva v hrani evropského turnaje bezdira Britskych ostrow, ¢imz
by se hréska urové mezi jednotlivymi souzicimi zhruba vyrovnala. Vice viZifpha 3.

Na starost si to vzala Italsk4 kroketova federaddera vyzvala ostatni ,kontinentalni
asociace”, aby prezentovaly sva stanoviska a zaroebidla, Ze by se prvni &k mohl
konat jiZz 4.-5.10.2008 préw Italii.

Seniorat tento navrh vita jako dobrou myslenkurykt@cmeérg potebujecas pro dolazeni
vSech patebnych detail.



Duben

ACMK se zaadila mezi asociace, jez MKE podporuji a jefeamosiiuji asocigni kroket a
herni forméty, které jej budou preferovat.

Kvéten

MKE ma v sodasné dob podporu 11 z 12 kroketovych asociaci, jichz sétyjouze Rusko
se vyjadilo, Ze zatim nedisponuje dostatgm zazemim a zkuSenostmi pro to, aby se mohlo
z(Castnit¢i se jinak spolupodilet na organizaci. Dale AndPeavettoni nastinil mozny herni
format kombinujici AC a GC (vice vizitoha 3).

12) Prezidentska e-mailova adresa

Duben

Prezidentka informovala seniorat feppvavajicich problémech s nalogovanim prezidengské
mailové schranky na Novém Zélandu, coZ ji dovedlmahodnuti zaloZit si novou e-
mailovou adresu na www.hotmail.com: presidentACMKa@mail.com.

13) Karlovy Vary — Bezova

Kvéten

Dle informaci viceprezidenta by se v nejblizSi &lab¢la sejit valna hromada sportovni
organizace v Bezové u Karlovych Var a upravit své stanovy tak, aby vyhovovaly nejen
Ministerstvu vnitra, ale i AMK a klub tak mohl byt zaregistrovan. Podle Miryz@ary se
tak stane do konce ktna.

14) Turnaje

Kvéten

Viceprezident schvalil prohozeni termiin turnajovém kalendéu turnaji Vicepresidentv
pohar a Mill cup. @vodem byl argument, Ze Mira Rigra byl hrat v Anglii a protoze mu
bylo umozrno vyhlasit Mill cup turnajem otéenym (open), tak se mu povedlo dle slov
vicepresidentaiakat i rekteré anglické hi&e zvienych jmen. AvSak termin 2&rvence je
pro ony Brity jediny vhodny. TakZe pro zvy3eni pgsCR a ACMK ve swté viceprezident
zmenu terminu povolil.

Seniorat ovSem se skdtesti, Ze byl Mill cup vyhlaSen open turnajem, ratlyeznamen a
vicepresidentovi bylo proto nasletinvycteno, pr@ stim seniorat neseznamil v dob
zvazovani.

Vicepresident oponoval, Ze Mill cup konzultoval ragtorem, kdyz si s Mirovym &gnim
newdél rady. Nasled&é dal Mirovi podminky, za nichZ je open moznorduat: vSichni
¢lenové ACMK piihlaseni do ufitého data (tyden fied turnajem) maji misto v zakladni
skupirg; dale zahragni (&astnici; a poté vsichnitinladeni po terminu a slenové ACMK si
mohou zahrat kvalifikaci na turnaj, tak aby doplpdcet hr&u.

Navic pres informoval seniorat, Ze Mira Bafa tento turnaj nahlasil do kaledtddurnaf ve
swte, aniz by konzultoval. A v bere za to, Ze hlaSeny turnaj je automaticky opakoveto
jednani se v senioratu setkalo s odporem a prekialee rozhodla v tomto jednat s WCF, kdy
pozadala sekretd WCF Briana Storeyho, aby doéswého kalend& turnaji zapisoval
pouze turnaje, o kterych bude obeslan z prezidéhtsknaild.

15) SKOLENI ROZHOIm'ICH

Kvéten

Praetor byl osloven vegui Skoleni rozhotich, zda by byl schopen udipdat jedt alespd
jedno toto Skoleni v této sezbhn

® Pokud bude obeslan z jiné e-mailové adresy, peetid pozadala, abyqd zvéejrénim v kalend# turnaj
konzultoval vedeni AMK.



PRILOHA 1 — WCF COUNCIL MEETING
ZPRAVA Z WCF COUNCIL MEETING 6.2.2008

1. Shrnuti posledniho General Meeting — kratké ¢atrypochvalné (David Openshaw
vyzved| préaci pedsedy egyptské kroketové asociace, ktery se Zalstovelkou
popularizaci GC)

2. David Openshaw probral stng hlavni body ,The WCF Management Committee
Report 2005-2007“ — Zdaznil zejména WCF Development Programme a jeho
moznosti pro novéleny a vyzval je, aby se nebalchto pewz vyurit zejména na
training a coaching courses

3. &etnictvi — shrnuti €etni bilance za rok 2006

APPENDIX D

- Ceska republika byla oficiaénpotvrzena jako observer member

- Rakousko, Isle of Man, Svycarsko a Siako oficialrs potvrzeni jako associate
member

- Guernsey bylo z WCF odejito prodnenost

APPENDIX E

1. WADA - dlouha diskuse, ktera skola piijetim navrhu Davida Openshawa, ktery
nabadal WCF neusgphat v této zalezitosti a néjde vytvait WCF (anti)doping
policy, vyjasnit situaci (zejména ohledalkoholu a beta-blokatdy a teprve pak se
rozhodnout, zdaifjmout WADA (jednozn&né pro byl Novy Zéland a Australie,
zdrzenlijSi Anglie)
Golfcroguet Rules Committee — neproSlo
Association Croquet Laws Committee - navrh naejdundovan
Notice of Resolutions- schvaleno se¢mwu navrhovanou Australii v b&@03.1.3
Nationality and Eligibility — schvéaleno

akwn

Discipline — schvaleno
Proposed Text — schvalen navrh 1 (Amendment 1)
Results — schvaleno

Propsal by Australan Croquet Association — navibyhsekundovan (zema 303.1.3 byla
adoptovano v fislusném boé jednani)

ME tyma by se ndlo konat ot v roce 2009 (sponzor Mitsubishi)
MS dopordeno do Australie (GC i AC)

Vice viz http:/www.wcfcroquet.org/Organisation/meetings.htm



World Croquet Federation

WCF Council Meeting held at the Fendalton Park Croquet Club Christchurch NZ 6th
February 2008

Present

David Openshaw President WCF

Charles Jones WCF Management Committee
Max Murray WCF Management Committee

Sue Piper President CNZ
Gordon Smith CNZ

Tony Hall Australia

Kevin Beard Australia
Stephen Mulliner England
Colin Irwin England
Kevin Wells IOM

Chris Williams Wales

Liz Williams Wales

Jim Bast USA

Bruno Hess Germany
Juan Ojeda Spain

Mrs Juan Ojeda Spain
Reg Bamford South Africa
Jonathan Kirby Scotland

1. Minutes of previous Meeting

The minutes were accepted with the change thati€hadones (NZ and WCF) was added to
the list of those present.

2. Report of the WCF Management Committee

David Openshaw opened the report by thanking Bsimmey WCF Secretary General for his
work on behalf of the WCF and said that Brian’sstariding commitment had made a really
big difference to the progress the WCF had made thneelast five years. This was endorsed
by the Meeting.

David also advised the meeting of the major countidn that Amir Ramsis President
Egyptian Croquet Federation and member of the W@Rddement Committee had made to
supporting International Golf Croquet. Without bigoport many of the advances made
around the world in Golf Croquet would not haverbpessible.

A written document entitled The WCF Management Catte Report 2005-2007 had been
circulated to all members



David Openshaw summarised the main points.
The WCF Regulations had been further developedipddted.

» Successful events had been held as follows:
Women’s GC Cairo 2005 and Dublin 2007
World GC Championship Hawkes Bay NZ 2006
The 1st European Team Championship (AC and GC)t@ttem England 2007
* The Forward Schedule for events was
May 2009 World AC Championship Florida USA
Women’s GC preferred bidder Australia 2009/2010
World AC Championship preferred bidder Australid 20
World GC 2010 has no preferred bidder.
« The financial formula for hosting WCF events hadved very successful in all recent
championships. Host countries had obtained coradtiebenefits.
* A Development Programme had been put in place earat gid had been given in 11
cases.
A WCF Hall of Fame had been introduced
* The Website had been expanded and developed &t epproaching 1000 pages
* The Golf Croquet laws had been considerably revised
* The Financial position of the WCF remains strond &rs intended to increase the
level of support for development programmes.

3. Statements of Accounts

The audited 2006 accounts were approved
4. Applications for Membership

The Czech Republic was formally admitted to menttiprsThe membership of Guernsey
was terminated because there was no longer anverptpyed there

5. Revisions of Association Status

The Meeting Agreed the following changes of status
Admitted to membership since the last WCF Coun@kelihg
Czech Republic CA

The following Observer Associations have been aenhito Associate status:-
Austria CA

Isle of Man CA

Switzerland CA

Spain CA

The following Observer Member Association has beeminated:
Guernsey CA

6. Applications for Championships to be recognised



None
7. To consider resolutions for which due notice haseen received

7.1 To consider the adoption or otherwise of the Witdl Anti-Doping Agency Code on
anti-doping.

The WCF MC (Management Committee) had been ask#x girevious council meeting to
propose actions relating to WADA. A paper was pre@dor this meeting. But the WCF MC
did not propose particular actions. The Presidepkaéned that the very different and diverse
views of the MC had not enabled them to agree aaxmsus or majority approach.

The President further explained that whilst foriovadl Associations there was usually no cost
of joining WADA, for the WCF the costs would be aeooff cost of 5000USD and an annual
cost of 2000USD.

Stephen Mulliner said that cost should not normiadlya reason for rejecting action which
was otherwise considered beneficial.

The adoption of the World Anti-Doping Agency Codethe WCF was strongly supported by
both CNZ and ACA.

The following points were made by other delegates

Since the WCF was at present and for the foresedatire not able to participate in the
World Games or Commonwealth Games then this waa nedson for the WCF to join
WADA. (Colin Irwin)

The potential costs of litigation resulting fronstieg should be seriously considered. (Jim
Bast)

The administration cost to smaller associationtiqadarly in terms of human resources was
not worth any benefits received (Jonathan Kirby)

Some of the WADA drug policy seemed to be at odills what was legal in certain countries
eg Holland (Reg Bamford)

Beta Blockers appeared to be performance enhancicrgquet therefore within a WCF
WADA policy there was clearly a case for banningitluse. (Kevin Wells)

Sue Piper proposed that the WCF should evaluate thabstacles to the WCF adopting
the WADA code and to propose the measures necessaoyovercome these obstacles.
This was agreed.

7.2 Golf Croquet Rules Committee
Proposed by the Australian Croquet Association

Current Rule:-

"(106.3) The WCF Golf Croquet Rules Committee (GGRRKall comprise six members who
will elect their own chairman. The (English) Crogdssociation, Croquet Australia,
Egyptian Croquet Federation, the New Zealand CroGoencil and the United States
Croquet Association will each appoint one membée flemaining Full Member Associations
will elect a sixth member. Procedures for the @ecbf this committee will be determined by
the Management Committee”.

The following amendment was proposed:-



It is moved that Rule 106.3 of the WCF Constituti®amended to read:

"(106.3) The WCF Golf Croquet Rules Committee (GGRRall comprise five members who
will elect their own chairman. Members will be @kd for terms to be determined by the
Management Committee using procedures to be detechiiy the Management Committee.”

This motion was defeatedA majority wished to retain the nominated placeghan
committee for specific National Associations.

7.3 Association Croquet Laws Committee

Proposed by the Australian Croquet Association

It is moved that the following is inserted in Rd@6 of the WCF Constitution:-
"(106.5) The WCF Association Croquet Laws Commi(i®ELC) shall comprise five
members who will elect their own chairman. Memheitsbe elected for terms to be
determined by the Management Committee using ptoesdo be determined by the
Management Committee."

This motion was defeatedA majority wished to retain the current IRLC Lawsr@mittee.

7.4 Notice of Resolutions

A change to the Notice of Resolutions was propdsethe WCF Management Committee
The Current Rule states:-

109. NOTICE OF RESOLUTIONS
(109.1) Resolutions may be proposed only by an éiason or by the Committee.

(109.2) Written notice of a resolution to be progubey an Association, and any supporting
documentation, may be sent to the Secretary-Geateaaly time. The Secretary-General shall
arrange for such resolutions to be consideredeabéixt General Meeting to be held that will
allow him to give each Association notice of thegmsed motion at least 60 days before the
"end date", defined in Rule 108.2.

(109.3) If no General Meeting is scheduled at gr@mriate time, the Committee may
instruct the Secretary-General to give notice ttheassociation at least 60 days before the
"end date" that the resolution will be put to atpbsote.

(109.4) If notice of a resolution has been giverahyAssociation under Rule 109 or Rule
207, or the Committee intends to propose a reswoluthe Secretary-General shall give notice
of

the details of the resolution and any supportingudtentation provided by the proposer to
each Association at least 60 days before the "atel' defined under Rule 108.2.

(209.5) Any documents outlining arguments for caiagt the resolution shall reach the
Secretary-General at least 40 days before thedatef. The Secretary-General shall give
notice of these documents, together with a votiayggp, to each Association at least 30 days
before the "end date". In the case of a Generalikigehe Secretary-General shall include in
this notice details of all the business to be taated at the Meeting.



(109.6) A resolution of which due notice has narbgiven may be discussed at an Ordinary
General Meeting as a matter of urgency if a matotinat effect is carried by a two-thirds
majority of the votes recorded in respect therkaf.is so decided, it shall be deemed that
due notice of the resolution has been given.

(109.7) No resolution may be proposed by an Assiociavhich would have the effect of
reversing a resolution adopted at the immediatedgqding General Meeting unless a motion
to that effect is carried by a two-thirds majomtfythe votes recorded in respect thereof.
-end-

The proposed amendments are shown below in reckital

109.5) Any documents outlining arguments for oriagfathe resolutioyor any proposed
amendment to the proposed resolution, shall reach the Secretary-General at least 40 days
before the "end date". The Secretary-General ghadlnotice of these documents, together
with a voting paper, to each Association at le@stidys before the "end date". In the case of a
General Meeting, the Secretary-General shall irecladhis notice details of all the business

to be transacted at the Meeting.

(109.6) A resolutionand any proposed amendment, of which due notice has not been given
may be discussed at an Ordinary General Meetirggnaatter of urgency if a motion to that
effect is carried by a two-thirds majority of thetes recorded in respect thereof. If it is so
decided, it shall be deemed that due notice ofékelution and any proposed amendment,

has been given.

(109.7) No resolutioyor any proposed amendment, may be proposed by an Association
which would have the effect of reversing a resolutadopted at the immediately preceding
General Meeting unless a motion to that effectrsied by a two-thirds majority of the votes
recorded in respect thereof.

Rationale for the above amendments

At the last WCF Council meeting and later, in atpbgote, a decision was made by the
voting membership to significantly shorten the titaken in the proposal and voting
processes for resolutions and elections.

Despite WCF best efforts, one thing not considevad to possibly allow amendments to
resolutions to be made prior to a vote, particylarla postal vote.

These amendments were passed.

7.5 Nationality and Eligibility

The following changes were proposed by the WCF idansent Committee
7.5a) Qualification to represent a country.
Rationale

The WCF Nationality eligibility statute needs soamanges. They describe limitations only
for International 26 point games, which by infererpplies only to AC events. No mention



is made of GC events at all. Note:- WCF polictoisnterpret the statute as also applying to
GC events even though there is no mention of threthe text.

In addition, the 36 month limitation for changingaionality was long thought by some to
be onerous and did not easily reflect today’s ni@nesient society. As a consequence, a
WCF working party was set up to examine the Stadntethis reported back in late 2006.

1.The Current WCF Statute read as follows
303. Qualification of player to represent a country
(303.1) A player is qualified to represent a coyimra croquet event if:

(303.1.1) he was born in the countoy

(303.1.2) either of his natural or adoptive parevas born in the countyryr

(303.1.3) he is a citizen of the country, is eatlitto hold a passport issued by the country and
has lived there for thirty-six consecutive monthsamne timeor

(303.1.4) he has been a permanent resident obtingny for a period of twenty-four Months
immediately prior to the event.

(303.2) In (303.1.3) and (303.1.4) above:

(303.2.1) residence solely for the purpose of etiloicat a school, technical college or
university shall not be includednd

(303.2.2) absences not exceeding 90 consecutiverdlting to holidays or travelling on
business shall not be relevant.

(303.3) A player who has represented a countrydf point International Association
croquet event controlled by the WCF or by the pgréiting Governing Bodies may not
represent another country for which he is qualifietess a period of 36 consecutive months
has elapsed since his last appearance for his faoomtry.

-end-

The proposed WCF amendment was as follows:-
303 Quialification of player to represent a country
(303.1) A player is qualified to represent a coyirtra croquet event if:

(303.1.1) he was born in the countoy

(303.1.2) either of his natural or adoptive parevas born in the countyryr

(303.1.3) he is a citizen of the country, is eatlitto hold a passport issued by the country and
has lived there for thirty-six consecutive monthsamne timeor

(303.1.4) he has been a permanent resident obtgry for a period of twelve months
immediately prior to the event.

(303.2) In (303.1.3) and (303.1.4) above:

(303.2.1) residence solely for the purpose of etilbicat a school, technical college or
university shall not be includednd

(303.2.2) if a player lives in two countries he musminate one country as his home country.
A player must live there for a minimum of four mbstper year.

(303.3) A player who has represented a countryiimeernational croquet event controlled

by the WCF or by one or more of the participatirgtibihal Governing Bodies may not



represent another country for which he is qualifiatess a period of 12 consecutive months
has elapsed since his last appearance for his faouatry.

(303.4)Where, in the opinion of the World Croqueti€ration, unusual circumstances exist
regarding a players nationality and/or residencstiom, or where a player qualifies only for a
non member country or association, the World Crogeeeration Management Committee
shall determine that persons eligibility and quedifion for one or more member associations,
and/or their suitability for participating in angtérnational croquet event controlled by the
WCF or by one or more of the participating NatioGalverning Bodies.

-end-

The proposed amendments to 303.1.4, 303.2.2 and 30&ere agreed. The change
proposed to 303.3 was agreed with a further amendmethat twelve months should be
replaced by thirteen months.

Regarding 303.3 the President explained that atileRobertson Shield Meeting held on 4
Feb 2008 (two days earlier) a similar eligibiliggulation had been agreed for that
competition except that the twelve months had lmb@mged to thirteen months. This was to
cover situations where an annual event happenked pdayed with an interval of slightly

more than twelve months. The president proposeair@ndment to the motion on 303.3.
There was a question from the floor as to how aanatould be amended at short notice. The
president replied that if the meeting considereddimange urgent by a 2/3 majority then an
amendment could be put. He explained that he cereidthe change urgent so that the WCF
regulations on eligibility were the same as thasdtie MacRobertson Shield. The meeting
agreed that this amendment should be put by thessacy 2/3rds majority. It was then agreed
to change the twelve months in the proposed 3@3tRitteen months and the amended
motion was then carried.

7.5b) The extent to which WCF statutes are bindingn members in relation to
eligibility criteria.

Rationale

In 2007, a discussion arose about Nationality lelity and the applicability of the statute in
relation to the WCF European Team Championshiptia@dK “Home Internationals”.
Effectively, a WCF member association requestedcadwm how a change of nationality
within 2 months of last playing for another countrguld affect their future WCF status.

What was proposed

It was proposed that the WCF Council consider abrimof proposals and alternatives that
would clarify the extent to which the WCF natiotaktatutes is binding on its members.

Proposed Text of the Amendments

Amendment 1

(303.5) 303.1, 303.2, 303.3 and 303.4 abovejep all International croquet events
played under the authority of a member associatidhe World Croquet Federation.

This amendment was agreedAlternative amendments therefore were not put.



7.5¢c) The meeting then moved on to consider how teal with multi association-team
events.

The following motion was put.

(303.6) Where a team or teams in an Internatioreajuet event is comprised of players
from more than one World Croquet Federation merabsociation, the players must declare
which constituent member association they are sgmteng prior to participation within it, be
bound by any previous relevant eligibility statusl @acknowledge that any lawful change of
eligibility will affect their status pursuant to 3@, 303.2, 303.3, 303.4 and 303.5 above.
This was agreed.

7.5d) The meeting then considered how to deal withansgressions of eligibility or
gualification.

Rationale

There must be a sanction of players, teams or measseciations should it be discovered
that a player is ineligible to play in an Interoaial or WCF event.

The following proposal was put.

303.7_Discipline

Where a player is found to transgress 303.1 to638Bove:-

303.7.1 Before an event.

Upon discovery the relevant member association snagtitute another eligible player. In
addition, the relevant player is not disqualifieanh participation in any other International
croguet event for a member association for whom éne eligible.

303.7.2 During an event

All matches played by the relevant player in a lg@a@vent, or by the team in a team event,
which included the active participation of the xelet player, shall be declared, at the
discretion of the organising body, lost to the valg opponent(s), by the maximum score

allowed under the Laws or Rules of the Game oiifradlcompletely.

The relevant player is disqualified from furthertpapation in any International croquet
event for two years.

In a team event, the member association may cantmplay in the event provided they do
not use the relevant player.

303.7.3 After an event has finished

All matches played by the relevant player in al@sag@vent, or by the team in a team event,
which included the active participation of the xelet player, shall be declared, at the



discretion of the organising body, lost to the val®@ opponent(s), by the maximum score
allowed under the Laws or Rules of the Game oiifradlcompletely.

The relevant player is disqualified from furthertgapation in any International croquet
event for two years.

This proposal was agreed.

7.5e) the meeting considered how to adjust Internainal croquet event results to reflect
the punishments

Rationale

Following the proposed 303.7 above, if discovemnade during or immediately after the
completion of a group or similar round-robin stagie,ineligible player will become
disqualified and their results become nullifiecergby allowing another player to potentially
take the place of the offending player in a knogksiage.

If it is discovered after a knock out stage hasmamced, the offending player would be
disqualified and their place in any subsequentddaken by their current or next opponent.

Due to time constraints, it may not be possibleetadjust a group after the knock out stage
commences or replay some rounds and hence adjustareonly be accomplished after
discovery of the ineligibility.

This will normally be dealt with by a Tournament ager or if the rules of the event allow,
an Appeals Committee.

The following proposal was put.

303.8 Adjustment of results of competitions

Where a relevant player has been adjudged to hee ibeligible during an International
croguet event or after it has finished, the relégmverning body of the event shall decide
whether to:-

1. allow the overall results of the event to staord,;

2.adjust the results of the event or part of iYjihg regard to the stage of the event when
discovery of the ineligibility was made and ovefallness to other players in the event.

This proposal was agreed

7.5f) A separate proposal by the Australian Croquet Aatioa on qualification to represent
a country mirrored the one proposed by the WCFM& @assed by the meeting. This
proposal was therefore withdrawn.

8. Confirm, Revise or Remove penalties imposed uRdée 31 or 32.

None



9. To elect auditors as appropriate

The current auditors, David Tomlin were reappointed
10. Transact any other business of the Federation
There was no other business

The meeting was declared closed

Detailed Voting on Motions at the WCF Council Meegti6th Feb 2008
Voting Scrutineers Chris Williams, Kevin Wells

Motion Number AUS ENG NZL USA RSA SCO JAP Total Result
3 3 3 3 1 1 1

1 For 1 1 No Vote
Against 0O O

2 For 3 1 4
Against 3 3 3 1 1 11 Failed

3 For 1 1 No seconder
Against 0

4 For 3 3 3 3 1 1 1 15 Carried
Against 0

5ai For 3 3 3 3 1 13 Carried
Against A 1 1

5aii For 3 3 3 3 12 Carried
Against A 1 1 2

Saiii For 3 3 3 3 1 13 Carried
Against A 1 1

5aiv For 3 3 3 3 1 1 1 15 Carried
Against 0

5b For 3 3 3 1 1 1 12 Carried
Against 3 3

5¢c For 3 3 3 1 1 1 12 Carried
Against 3 3

5d For 3 3 3 1 1 1 12 Carried
Against 3 3

5e For 3 3 3 3 1 1 1 15 Carried
Against 0

5f For 1 1 No seconder
Against 0

Ther remaining FULL members did not attend or voBanada, Egypt, Ireland, Italy.



PRILOHA 2
DRAFT

Application for an International Team to play in th e MacRobertson Shield

To: The governing croquet bodies of England, Australia, New Zealand and the United States.

On behalf of*: The governing croquet bodies of Canada, South Africa, Jersey, Isle of Man, Norway,
Spain, ltaly, Switzerland, Belgium, Sweden, Austria and Egypt.

* This application has the support (either through formal authority from their governing bodies or verbal support from executives
on behalf of their associations in anticipation of a formal endorsement) of these member countries of the World Croquet
Federation (hereinafter referred to as the WCF).

We are waiting on the following member countries of the WCF to give their support: Ireland, Guernsey,
Palestine, Russia, Czech Republic, Finland, France, Germany and Japan.
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INTRODUCTION

The MacRobertson Shield (hereafter referred to as the Mac) is the world’s premier Association
Croquet team event, played by Great Britain, New Zealand, Australia and the United States (the Mac
countries). This document serves as an application of an International Team to participate in the next
event.

The regulations of the Mac stipulate that...“Other countries may apply to enter the competition and will
be accepted on the unanimous agreement of the existing participants.” This application therefore asks
that:

« the word “countries” be replaced by, or interpreted as, the word “teams”, and
e an International Team is accepted into the Mac.

NEW ADMISSIONS



New Zealand and the United States were admitted as teams in 1930 and 1993 respectively. There is a
precedent for additional teams to be accepted into the Mac. We understand, too, that Ireland was
asked recently to lodge an application (and have done so). This suggests that the Mac countries are
prepared to accept new teams into the event.

NAME

We have proposed calling the team “The International Team”. An alternative is a “Rest of the World” or
“Rest” team, to more readily identify with those countries NOT already representing a country.

REASONS FOR AN INTERNATIONAL TEAM

There is a clear way for a country to apply. They can send in a formal application and, subject to
certain criteria, may or may not be admitted. This seems to be the case with Ireland.

If there is any appetite at all from the Mac countries to allow any other team to compete, it can only
happen in one of three ways.

> Sporadic country applications in the future.

At the moment, there seems little chance of any other country having the strength in depth required to
lodge an application. In addition, such a strategic approach by the Mac countries will always expose it
to the criticism of non-Mac countries of the event not being a true world team championship.

> Holding a B Division or 2nd Tier Event, with the winning team having the right to challenge
for a place in the Mac.

Without this “right to challenge”, there seems little reason for the Mac countries to even take an
interest in the event, and there is probably little rationale for the B Division countries to compete.

For a number of reasons, we believe that this fails the Reality Test. In other words, it is simply not
going to happen:

« First and foremost, no Mac country will agree to the prospect of a play-off and the possibility of
losing a place in the Mac. The Mac belongs to the 4 Mac countries, and anything to
compromise that will not be accepted,

« We do not see how the non-Mac countries will each assemble a team of players (even four
will be difficult) to play against each other,

« Even if they could, we don't see why they would do so if there is no prospect of a winner
having the right to challenge, and

« Apart from Ireland (possibly), no other country has the depth and strength of players to field a
team of 6 that would be acceptable to the Mac countries.

So we believe it is an exercise in futility to debate how a nhumbers of countries can somehow challenge
either each other or an existing team in the Mac. We don't believe that will happen, so we don't
propose that. We would rather focus on the feasibility of an International Team.

> Admit an International Team

This would be the only feasible way to allow any non-Mac country and their players to play in the Mac.

PLAYER ELIGIBILITY
Any player is eligible, as long as they:
< Are eligible to represent a country or association other than those already included in the Mac,

and
« Meet the requirements set out by the WCF.



SELECTION

A selection committee will consist of a member from each of the full member countries (with voting
rights) of the WCF not already represented by another team in the Mac. This means that the selection
committee would be made up of a representative of the following member countries of the WCF:

* lreland

+ Canada

*  South Africa
e Japan

e ltaly

* Egypt

This committee will invite players for the team, and ensure that the selection process is followed
properly. The 6 invitations will be sent as follows:

1. The WCF Rankings are used as of the date 15 months before the next event.

2. The 5 top ranked players eligible for selection are invited, plus one more player as follows:

* |F there is another eligible player (or players) within either 25 Grade points or 10 Ranking
positions of the 6" ranked eligible player, THEN the player (from this group of 2 or more
players) whose country is least represented in the 5 selected above*, ELSE

* The 6" Ranked player.
* |F more than one player has the least representatives in the top 5, THEN the top ranked player Oof this group will be invited.

This will ensure that a team is:

* as widely representative of the membership of the WCF as possible, and
« selected automatically without subjective bias.

There is a real benefit to world croquet to be gained from this selection process and the admission of
an International Team. At long last, there is a clear path for an individual player, who previously had
absolutely no chance to play in the Mac, to improve their playing skills to get automatic selection into
what is the greatest croquet team event. Witness Rutger Beijderwellen, a player from the Netherlands
(a country not even a member of the WCF) who has surged up the rankings. Now imagine 10 such
players who sniff the opportunity of automatic selection. How exciting is that for world croquet and for
player strength in the developing nations!

TEAM AND PLAYER STRENGTH

The message loud and clear from those involved in the Mac is that the player strength must not be
comprised by allowing in teams of questionable strength. Given that the players eligible for the
International Team will, by definition, come from countries not already represented in the Mac, careful
consideration must be given to the playing strength of the team as a whole and to the players
individually. Accordingly, we will put in place two guarantees:

e Team Strength
« Player Strength
> Team Strength
The average strength of the team, as measured as an average of each players’ Grade (as determined

by the World Ranking System) will be a) NO WORSE THAN 100 Grade points less than the weakest
team from the previous Mac event, or b) NO WORSE THAN 2,300.



> Player Strength

Every player selected for the International Team will have a Grade that is a) NO WORSE THAN 100
Grade points lower than the lowest ranked player from the previous series, or b) NO WORSE THAN
2,200.

> Previous Team and Player Strength

Based on the World Rankings as at 12" February 2008, the following analysis can be made from the
players who played in the last Mac of 2006:

* Great Britain (Average Grade of 2667 and worst player grade 2513)
* New Zealand (Average Grade of 2483 and worst player grade 2300)
* Australia (Average Grade of 2399 and worst player grade 2285)

* United States (Average Grade of 2366 and worst player grade 2219)

In the event that an International Team cannot be selected under the above criteria (either because
the team’s average grade is too low or an individual player’'s grade is too low), a team will not be
submitted. Sufficient notice will be given to account for event organisation.

POSSIBLE INTERNATIONAL TEAM

An International team could draw on the following players* (based on player information as of 13"
February 2008):

* Reg Bamford (SA) — Ranked 3, Grade 2743

¢ Rutger Beijderwellen (Netherlands) — Ranked 4, Grade 2709
¢ Mark Mclnerney** (Ireland) — Not Ranked, Grade 2556

e Leo McBride (Canada) — Ranked 20, Grade 2508

¢ Ronan Mclnerney** (Ireland) — Not Ranked, Grade 2464

e Brian Cumming (Canada) — Ranked 28, Grade 2458

e Andrew Johnston (Ireland) — Ranked 46, Grade 2373

e Simon Williams (Ireland) — Ranked 55, Grade 2344

* We have excluded players from Jersey, Wales and Scotland, given that their current status is as part of the GB team.

** Mark and Ronan Mclnerney have not played in the past 12 months and therefore are not listed on the current Rankings. Their
Grades shown are their current Grades as reflected in the Rankings system.

A full strength team would have an average Grade of 2573 (putting it second, on paper, in the previous
Mac, and a worst player Grade of 2458 (again, second in the previous Mac). In fact, far from devaluing
the Mac, it would appear that an International Team could even STRENGTHEN it.

HOSTING AND FUNDING

The International Team will not host a Mac event. This is due to the lack of facilities and resources in
hosting such an event. Notwithstanding, the International Team will incur their share of the hosting
costs, as long as these are not unreasonably punitive or incurred in the same proportions as the
existing Mac countries.

This funding will be sourced via the selected players, their associations, the sponsor associations and

various benefactors (in various proportions).

FORMAT



The current format of the Mac is suited to four teams; an all-play-all series of tests. Notwithstanding
the fact that five teams will make the event more difficult to organise, we understand that Ireland’s
recent application as a team would have resulted in such a scenario, so we are assuming that such
alterations to the format have already been considered.

Before we give our views on the format and possible changes to it, we would like to acknowledge how
highly regarded and revered the Mac is, particularly by those players who have had the honour to play
in it, with respect to its format and playing conditions. Not only does it represent the pinnacle of team
competition, but its duration and purity have made a lasting impact on its players. So we approach this
subject with a degree of caution, having ourselves never experienced this before.

If a fifth team is admitted, the reality is that the existing format would be almost unsustainable. An all-
play-all format, with each test match taking 5 or 6 days would mean an event of more than a month.
Our view on a format with more than four teams is the following:

> A Final

We would prefer to see a proper Final Test match at the conclusion of the Mac, with the two top teams
competing for the Shield. Played at the same time, we would like to see a playoff for third and fourth
place, while the fifth team is knocked out. This would ensure that the event remains alive as a contest
(for places one through four) right up to the last day or two.

> Shorter Duration of Tests

While we would prefer to see a shortening of the event from its current 3 weeks, it is the length of each
test match that may be mechanism to achieve an all-play-all, plus a Final. In order to accommodate a
fifth team, plus a final, we would ask that consideration be given to reducing the number of matches
played in a Test.

> Our Proposal
We would propose, on the basis that there are 5 teams:

e The event lasts 18 days (incorporating 3 weekends);

e Each country plays 4 tests (an all-play-all format), with each test lasting 3 days. All 5 teams
would have a rest period of 3 days.

« A test would consist of a first day of singles, a second day of doubles and a third day of
singles. This gives a total of 15 matches in a test, with 8 wins securing a victory.

* These five rounds of tests would last 15 days.

« The Final and Playoffs are played over the final 3 days, with the fifth placed team sitting out for
a second time.

An alternative may be to have an even shorter format, with 2 day tests (one day of singles and one
day of doubles, with a total of 9 matches). This could shorten the duration of the Mac from 18 days to
14 days (which may have the added benefit of being around 2 weeks), with the Final round increased
to 4 days.

We have deliberately omitted calling for a reduction in the size of the team from 6 players. Unless it is
reduced to four (which it won't be), there is no real advantages to planning a format with five players.
Anyway, the Mac has traditionally had teams of 6, and we are confident that a format can be found to
accommodate a full team of 6.

We have also not commented on a format for a 6 team Mac.

While we would be happy to contribute further on these opinions if requested, we would accept any
format laid down for the Mac event.

COUNTRY VS TEAM



We ask that the Mac governing bodies allow the term “team” rather than “country” and then ask that
the International Team be accepted on the grounds of being a “Team”, by having regard to the
following:

1. The original Mac bequest was for a Test series between England and Australia. It is clear that in
subsequent events, the England team has expanded to include, at various times, Scotland, Wales,
Jersey and Ireland. The team was described as England from 1925 to 1963. It became Great Britain
in 1969 and Great Britain & Ireland in 1990. It, arguably, expanded again in 2003 to include Jersey.
Thus, there is a precedent that the geographical make-up of a team — as originally prescribed in the
original bequest — allows for changes.

2. England, Wales and Scotland are all “member countries” of the WCF. Each has the right of
allocation of players in World Championships. Whether each of these four members countries
constitute a “country” for the purposes of having a team represent them in croquet (or any other sport)
is subject to some debate. The WCF itself refers to England as a “member country” (see
http://www.wcfcroquet.org/Organisation/membercountries.php as at 16/02/2008). But there is certainly
no hard-and-fast rule. For example, in Rugby Union, Cricket and Football, the countries of England,
Wales, Scotland and Ireland are represented individually and not as one country. In Rugby League,
Tennis and the Olympics, on the other hand, the country of Great Britain is represented as one.
Indeed, English athletes compete for England in the Commonwealth Games and for Great Britain in
the Olympics and World Championships.

Given that, in croquet, each of these three WCF member countries (England, Wales and Scotland) are
presented as countries for the purposes of allocation of players at World Championships, and play test
matches against each other (the Home Internationals, for example), we would put forward that there is
a precedent that a consolidation of countries (as they are treated in croquet) has been set.

3. In the 1990 Mac, the Team of “Great Britain and Ireland” won the event. There is no disputing that
(the Republic of) Ireland is a separate country to that of England (or Great Britain). This is the clearest
precedent that a consolidation of countries is permitted.

4. In the 2003 Mac, the Team of “Great Britain” selected Matt Burrow of Jersey. Jersey, a WCF
member “country”, is part of the British Isles, but not of Great Britain. Again, a clear precedent of a
changing team constitution.

5. There are various high-profile examples of consolidated teams that represent more than one
country. The Ryder Cup, with its origin in 1927, was originally played between the US and Great
Britain. Ireland was added in 1973. In 1979, the event expanded to incorporate a Europe team. In
Rugby Union, the Lions have a famous history — it is considered a great honour to play for them (and a
great thrill to beat them) - and this is a team selected from players from the 4 home unions, made up
of England, Wales, Scotland and the Republic of Ireland. These are clearly precedents of separate
countries making up a consolidated team.

6. The constitution of the Mac stipulates that “...for the purposes of the competition Great Britain is
deemed to be one country”. There is a clear implication that it can be argued that Great Britain might
not be considered as one country, or that the players selected come from geographical areas outside
of Great Britain (like the Channel Islands and Ireland).

We ask that these factors be taken into account when making your decision about changing the Mac
regulations allowing other “teams” (rather than “countries”).
WORLD CROQUET FEDERATION

The WCF have endorsed the Mac as the World Team Championship. Notwithstanding that the four
strongest countries play in it,

e itis not open to other countries, and
< the strongest players in the world do not play in it.



One can understand that several of the world’s top golfers are excluded from the Ryder Cup, but then
the Ryder Cup is not put forward by the Royal and Ancient as a world team championship. The Dunhill
Cup, on the other hand, is endorsed as golf's world team championship — and of course every country
in the world (and by default, each player) has an opportunity to play in the event.

Finally, the Mac is considered — alongside the World Championships — as one of the two great
challenges in croquet. Yet two of the top four players in the world (Reg Bamford, a two-time World
Champion, and Rutger Beijderwellen, the NZ Open Champion) are excluded from the event. The
inclusion of an International Team would, at a stroke, eliminate the two politically-sensitive issues
identified above.

We also support the move to have the have the Mac fall under the control of the WCF. However, given
its unique history, would support “grandfather” rights for the original four Mac countries, and these
could include (amongst others);

e Veto rights to format changes,
« Regularity of the event, and
e Team participation in perpetuity.

OTHER WCF MEMBER COUNTRIES

Apart from Ireland, it is inconceivable that any of the non-Mac countries would be able to assemble a
strong 6-person team. Until the early nineties, South Africa had many top-class players, but this is no
longer the case. Canada has two strong players but little depth.

We would also like to make mention of Scotland, Wales and the Channel Islands (Jersey, Guernsey
and the Isle of Man). These WCF member countries are currently included in the make-up of the Great
Britain team. While this is not a condition of this application, we would accept their eligibility for an
International Team if the relevant governing bodies agree to it. If this was indeed to happen, we feel
that this would:

e strengthen the International Team,

« improve the sustainability of a strong International Team in the future,

* increase the playing strength of the Mac as a whole,

« eliminate the anomaly of England being a full member country of the WCF, but not seen as
such in the Mac, and

* make for a more competitive Mac.

We only raise these points for the possibilities that they bring and some (emotive and political)
answers that they might solve.

REASONS TO SUPPORT THIS APPLICATION

We believe there are some compelling reasons for the Mac countries to accept this application:

> Addition of a strong international team

It is likely, on paper anyway, that the International Team will be as strong as the three non-British
teams, and likely to give a good account of itself. By implication, this would increase the playing
strength in the event

> Including every top player in the world

The anomaly of not having two of the top four players in the world (one of whom is a two-time world
champion) eligible to play in the event would be eliminated, and the event can then claim to represent

the very best players in the world.

> A more competitive event



The dominance of Great Britain in the event is clear. The presence of an International Team may allow
for a return to the original England team, and countries like Scotland, Wales and the Channel Islands
to represent and bolster the International Team.

> Acceptance by every other WCF member country

The Mac began its life as a competition for two countries (England and Australia), with players likely to
be rich and privileged. Through the ease of international travel and the success of the WCF in
expanding the game, the croquet community now spans the globe. Accepting this International Team
would send a strong message that the four Mac countries not only recognise but have taken into
account the aspirations of those countries and their players.

> The removal of the “right to challenge”

Without an International Team, the only other way for minor countries to participate in this “World
Team Championship” is to have a second tier championship. The real-politic of such an event is that
there will never be a right to challenge, so it is pointless to pretend it will ever come about. Turkeys
don't vote for Christmas, and no Mac country will ever be prepared to subject themselves to a
challenge match with even the remotest possibility of falling out of the Mac. An International Team
eliminates all the agonising over how to include the other countries of the WCF and presents a simple
and elegant solution to the question of future team applications.

> Other country applications

The International Team does not compromise any country’s application to the Mac. In fact, it may
enhance it, given that it's players will have already experienced the Mac through participating in the
Mac. What an excellent way to foster growth in player strength in the developing nations!

REASONS TO REJECT THIS APPLICATION

We acknowledge that players from the Mac countries will want to reject this application, so we felt it
necessary to address the reasons that may be put forward. We have used this opportunity to put
forward reason(s) to reject those grounds:

> The International Team is not strong enough

If the team is not strong enough, it will not submit a team. If it is strong enough, it will. Those criteria
can be set by the Mac countries themselves, though we have already stipulated our own criteria for
team and player strength.

> The International Team may be a one-off and unsus tainable

Again, if the team is not strong enough in the future, it won’t submit a team. Nothing is lost.

> The International Team will not be able to afford the entry

This application will be fully funded. If a future team cannot afford to fund its participation, it will not
submit a team.

> An additional team will make the format difficult

We accept that, but there are some intelligent people within the Mac countries and a consensus on a
suitable playing format can always be reached.

> Players in an International won’t have the same p  assion
It's difficult to know just how much passion a player would have, but all top-class croquet players have

their own pride in performance. In any event, one doubts whether that passion for the team would be
any less than:



e A Scotsman playing for Great Britain in the Mac

* An Englishman playing for Great Britain and Ireland in the Mac
¢ An Irishman playing for the Lions in Rugby Union

* A German playing for Europe in the Ryder Cup

> Ireland have already submitted a team

We acknowledge that, and acceptance of two new teams (Ireland and an International Team) would
be significant and historic. But again, a format can be found to accommodate six teams. And to reject
this application on the grounds of it being in the “too difficult” or “let's wait till the next Mac” would not
respect the effort put in or support that this application has received.

> The International Team is not a “country”

We accept that. But we do not accept that to do so on a matter of principle is an acceptable reason to
reject the application. To do so would be unprincipled and based on false logic.

If we accept the principle that “only a country can compete in the Mac”, then we must, by definition,
accept that the original two participants in the Mac, England and Australia, are countries (for the
purposes of competing in the Mac). If that is true, then Great Britain (or any other combination of Great
Britain that was applied in the past) is not a country (for the purposes of competing in the Mac). If
Great Britain is not a country (for the purposes of competing in the Mac), it is false logic to reject an
International Team because the principle is currently not being applied.

Let's try to structure the logic the other way round: If Great Britain is a country (for the purposes of
competing in the Mac), then England is not a country (for the purposes of competing in the Mac). So
how was England able to compete in the Mac in the first place?

The most compelling piece of evidence is the participation of Great Britain and Ireland. In all accepted
language and sports, Great Britain and Ireland are two distinct countries.

It is clear then that the history of the Mac and the principle of “a team must represent a country” are
mutually exclusive. So to reject an International Team on the principle that it is not a country is to
ignore (at best) or reject (at worst) the historical precedents set in the past. We maintain that the
rejection of this application on the grounds of not representing a country would be unprincipled and
evidence of applying false logic.

We appeal to both the rationalists and the traditionalists in the Mac. You've accepted teams that don’t
represent countries in the past — so please continue to do so now.

PLAYER FEEDBACK

The decision-making pool of people who will decide this application is quite small. In many cases, they
are people who may not have played in the Mac or who currently don't play top-class croquet. In order
to allow them to gauge the feelings of the relevant players and people, we will poll:

« the top 50 players in the world as per the latest WCF Rankings,
e every player who has played in a previous Mac series, and
e the Chairman or President of every WCF Member Country association

on the following four questions:

1. Do you support the inclusion of an International Team (representing players not eligible to play
for the other Mac countries, and of suitable playing strength) in the Mac?

2. If an International Team IS admitted, do you think that the “Great Britain” team that competes
in the Mac should be reconstituted as “England”, with the players from Scotland, Wales,
Jersey, Guernsey and the Isle of Man eligible for the International Team?



3. Do you consider the MacRobertson Shield to be the “World Team Championship” of
Association Croquet?

4. If an International Team is admitted, would you consider the MacRobertson Shield to be the
“World Team Championship” of Association Croquet?

We will collate these responses, by nationality, and make them available to the Mac governing bodies
for their consideration. Responses may be made confidentially, though their nationality must be noted.
We hope that this will be a helpful initiative in order for you to make an informed decision.

CONCLUSION

The International Team would like to participate in the 2010 Mac, and we trust that this team would
enhance and strengthen an already excellent and revered competition. We believe that we have put
forward the intellectual argument in support of this.

But we recognise that decisions like these are often not based on logic, but on gut instinct or self
interest or politics or simply one’s own perspective of what is right or wrong. This is the emotional
argument that we have to win, too, and sometimes no amount of rational argument can do that. So we
ask you to look beyond the intellectual argument and the borders of your own four countries.

You and your players love the Mac. The long history of the event has turned its children into lifelong
devotees. We don't wish to change that — in fact, we wish to sustain it. We, too, want it to remain an
elite event, competed for by the very best in the world; playing Association Croquet only, competed for
by 6 team mates, and playing under extreme pressure; where winning or losing means something to
you and everything your team mates. Pressure is a privilege, and we would want to ensure that the
experiences enjoyed in the past are enjoyed in the future.

But there is something larger at stake. Acceptance of an International Team would be an historic
decision. The Mac would gain acceptance from the entire croquet community. It would be a decision
that would be taken in the best interests of the world of croquet, and a strong message that you care
about, and prepared to listen to, them. We plead with you to see this event through the eyes of the rest
of the croquet-playing countries. That is the case that we put forward.

Reg Bamford
Reg.bamford@ l1stcontact.com
-44 - 7780 661 468




PRILOHA 3
BREZEN

Mili pratelé,

béhem nedavného MS v golfkroketu konaného v J.A.Rau& Gollhoffers (Rakousko) podal
navrh, zda by se mohl hrat "Mainland

Europe Championship (MEC)" (votgd. - Mistrovstvi kontinentalni EVropy...pokud mate
n¢kdo lepSi navrh naipklad sem s nim...

p& mé nic nenapadd). Tento navrh byl ze stranyiréadSen piijat a ze strany F.E.C.
podpden prezidentem Stephenem Mullinerem

i sekretédem Kevinem Garradem.

Navrh sp@iva v hrani evropského turnaje bezdira Britskych ostrow, ¢imz by se hré&ska
arover mezi jednotlivymi
sougzicimi zhruba vyrovnala.

Béhem MS probhla kratka diskuse o harmonogramu a systému tad@tpionatu. Hié&
kontinentalni EVropy, ki se @&astnili

MS dosgli k zawru, Ze MEc by se hral kazdé dva rokyicpmz by se gtdal s Mistrovstvim
Evropy tymi: protoze Mistrostvi Evropy tytn

se bude konat v roce 2009 v Anglii (Kivsponzofim, kurtim a dalSim ¥cem, které uz jsou
zajiseny), prichazi v tvahu hrat

MEC v roce 2008 nebo 2010. Pro rok 2008 howabidka Italie, ktera by byla schopna prvni
MEC uspdadat na z&tku

fijna, zatimco pro rok 2010 navrhuje S. Mullinergakisto gjaky anglicky klub (nap
Surbiton) a to z @vodu &tSiho

poctu kurth a lepSi vybavenosti nez jakéihe nabidnout jakykoli kontinentalni klub, a také
proto, Ze nebudou tak velké

rozdily mezi hréi, ktefi budou cestovat dcejiSte Sampionatu.

Herni format MECu by rl vychazet zejména z aso&mho kroketu, protozeipdevsim v
ném je rozdil mezi Britskymi ostrovy a

zbytkem Evropy nejvice patrny. Nicmg&golfkroket mize byt do MECu také zahrnut, i kdyz
zde tento rozdil neni tak velky.

Abychom se vyhnuli nectiié konkurenci s Mistrostvim Evropy na Jersey, ijgste MEC
bude konat wijnu 2008, bylo by

golfkroketové mistrostvi (které by také nekladlk v@lké pozadavky na nezbytnou velikost
poradajiciho kroketového klubu).

Navrhovany format na italsky Golfkroketovy Sampibjgd 16 hr&a rozctlenych do 4 skupin,
poté knock-out, ktery by sadil

hr&e od 1 do 16; cely Sampionat by se hral na&né zapasy, paralelni hry b&sového
limitu.

Turnaj by se mohl odehratteem vikendu, coz by ovSenigplstavovalo vcelku nabity rozvrh,
nebo Bhem 3 dii ve vice uvoliném

tempu. Kazda kontinentalni kroketova asociace lmid¢gedno misto a zbyla mista budou
doplrena divokymi kartami.



Jak mizete vidt, vSe vySe uvedené je pouze vychozim bodem, Hadkdkterého se
doufejme vytvaéi obecna dohoda, abychom

mohli z&it feSit vSechny otazky spojené s organizaci a managemeMECu: ¢Sime se na
vSechny nézory arfpominky k této

VECi.

Italska kroketova federace by byla velmi rada, kdgiohla hostit tento turnaj 4-gjna 2008,
aby mohl byt poloZen prvni

kamen pro dobré vztahy mezi tira

TéSime se na vaSe ohlasy

Srdeng

Andrea Pravettoni

KVETEN:

Mainland Europe Championship ma v &asné dob podporu 11 z 12 kroketovych
asociacich, jichz se tyka, pouze Rusko se W@de zatim nedisponuje dostatgm
zdzemim a zkuSenostmi pro to, aby se mohtagihitéi se jinak spolupodilet na organizaci.

V této chvili je rozloZeni preferenci mezi AC a G&sledovné:

* Rakousko — AC a GC, protoze se domnivaji, Zze v xgtnoznane dominovali
Italie a Svycarsko

* Francie - GC

» Svycarsko — GC

« Spartlsko — AC, protoze GCubec nehraji
» Cesko - AC.

Andrea Pravettoni nastinil mozny format kombinughbé dvé varianty, kdy AC by se hrél

v sobotu a GC v neti: byl by to jednoduchy knock-out (¥gzovak®) jak pro AC tak i pro
GC s moznosti pro vypadnuvsi v prvnich kolech zagirg@st jeden z4pas (with the chance
of one more match for the losers int the first i&)ntakze by kazdému krdbyly zarweny
alespa dva zapasy od kazdé varianty (GC i AC). Kazdy lmapoté ziskal @ité body,
odpovidajici jeho umishi v kazdém z obou ,pzovak® (napt. 20 bodi pro vigze, 15 pro
finalistu, 12 pro oba semifinalisty, 8 prod&ze ¢tvrtfindlovych zapas, 4 pro porazené
¢tvrtfinalisty, 2 pro viéze zapas mezi first round losers (¥gzenymi v prvnim kole) a O pro
ostatni vyazené v prvnim kole), takZetitreme ziskat celkové umési po obou odehranych
systémech (pro AC i GC) i pro kazdy zwlas

Pokud souhlasite, mohly by se uskuaietii rizné turnaje ve stejnou dobu:



* Absolute Mainland Europe Championship
* AC Mainland Europe Championship
e GC Mainland Europe Championship

AC a GC turnaje by sy po 16 &astnicich, zatimco absolut by mohl mit vice nezddlize
by néjaci hr&i chtli sougzit pouze v jednom z drubkroketu (mam na mysli Sp&ské
hrate, ktgi by asi v GC {liS bodi nenahrali, ale ii@sto by mohli #stat v boji o celkové
vitézstvi, jestlize nafpklad vyhraji AC turnaj a mezi prvnimi v AC nebudi&do z hréu,
kteri byli mezi prvnimi v GC).

Jo a na zaver bych jeste mela prosbu na Otu: nmyshirtd prosim do news na webu hodit
odkazy na ty open turnaje v ltalii (znovu jsem gelita do prilohy) a jeste jeden v Nemecku??
Byl bys moc hodnej, protoze ja to tady nejsem soaapostat do pdf...Stacilo by jenom neco
v kratkosti jako, pro zajemce o kroket mimo CR rigkopen turnaju letosniho roku...diky
moc

Tot ode mne zatim vse
preji hezky den
Hanka



PRILOHA 4
Dear Otakar,

| want to thank you for your contribution in helgime lodge an
official application for an International Team tongpete in the
MacRobertson Shield.

May | provide some context: | was asked duringrédeent World
Championships in Christchurch to put forward anliappon for an
International Team to compete in the MacRobertdurl®&. Having made
further enquiries amongst many in our croquet comtguboth from
within and outside of the four Mac playing coundriefound widespread
support for such an application.

Accordingly, | have written to the croquet govegninodies of the four
countries involved in the Mac, and | have attachedpy of the formal
application for your information.

| have asked them to consider the application aak forward to
hearing back from them in due course. | will letiyjonow of any
developments that arise.

Kind regards,
Reg

Reg Bamford CA(SA)

CEO

1st Contact Group

Direct: 020 7759 5328

Fax: 0845 880 1265

Mobile: 07780 661 468

www.1stcontact.com kttp://www.1stcontact.corm/




