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My thoughts on lowering the age of the 35+ division....

* the 35+ division historically has not had problems attracting players
* lowering the age from 35 was only proposed after the open division folded
* Roy Hobbs has a 35+ division as well and they "allowed" a certain number under 35 to play, because their younger division folded too
* if we approve going lower, there's no going back up
* there was never a "need" to lower the age, though some want us to believe that our division would shrivel up and go away
* we'll have the same issues if we go to 32+ as we do now, namely players and managers who will ignore the age eligibility rules in order to get their friends or whoever to play
* we had instances of lying about ages this year (claiming they were 35+), so if we move the age down we'll inevitably have guys under 32 who will lie(with or without their manager's knowledge) in order to play....so we'll wind up with 28, 29, 30, 31 y/o's etc. playing
* we have a history of being unwilling to verify player's ages....I followed the rules last year and verified my players' ages and presented a list of my underage guys to my first opposing manager (John), but I did not see this practiced league-wide
* I've talked to several of my players and they agree, there can be a BIG difference in a 32 y/o pitcher/catcher
* I've talked to several of my players and there were votes for all 3 current proposals
* I am a manager and former Board Member, but I represent a lot of guys not just what I think....that's why I wanted thoughts from them before voting on something that will irrevocably change the age eligibility for this division and forever eliminate the 35+ division....proposed only it appears, because the open division couldn't figure out how to sustain itself, therefore we must change?

If we take the unprecedented move to lower the age, are we really going to enforce it (Roy Hobbs does)?  Or will some continue to pick and choose which rules they adhere to and mock those who want to follow them? 

As some of you know, TARBL's 35+ division has had a few managers and players throughout the years who refuse to follow the rules (they justify it of course) and have been caught flat-out cheating/lying.  I don't see this stopping either.  I love it when someone challenges another's manhood as if they are somehow afraid of heightened competition.  No, personally I play 35+, 45+, and 55+ at Roy Hobbs and think I do ok (not as good as I used to!), but I did not play in the Open division because I wanted to play and compete here at 35+ level.

As good as the Red Sox offense was last year, I've got some 35-45 y/o guys who can't touch some of the pitching in the league now, so if 32+ (or younger) can pitch they won't be making much contact, nor will they be eligible for the 45+ division.  It will move farther away from being a "rec league" into a more ultra-competitive league....which only serves the needs of some.

I thought John said it well the last meeting, I don't see why we ever started to entertain this in the first place or something to that effect.

Why haven't we discussed restarting the Open division so that the guys in their 20's to 32 y/o don't get shutout from TARBL baseball, just like our "concern" for the 32-34 y/o's?

Max
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In terms of lowering the age... I think 30 is a no go. I think 32 would be ok but pitching should stay at 35. I'm sure we'll discuss this more tomorrow.

I also want to bring up the son in law issue. My son in law, and son in laws of certain fathers on the team, are playing for my team. Some of them have played for years, even when I was on the classics. Trying to say the only underage players allowed are sons, not in laws, is flat out wrong. When my daughter's married their husbands, their husbands become my son's. End of discussion. And I know other managers agree on this issue.

We can discuss it at the meeting tomorrow but I'm not telling my son in laws they can't play because they're not 32 or 35 or whatever the age limit is.

And if I have a father on my team that had their son in law that wants to play, I'm not going to tell them no either. The rule should be 3 underage on the field that are son/son in laws. 

Mark

	
	Kevin Corradi
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I had some work stuff come up and won’t be there. 
You know where I stand on my vote (unless you want me to type a 193 page email like Max did?)

I vote yes to 32 and up.
Second pick would be 32 up can’t pitch until 35.

I also agree with Mark on the Step Son playing no matter the age.

Cheers,

Kevin 

		Max Take
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I may not make tonight's meeting due to work, so you won't have to listen to me live and in person!

* Son-in-laws....a very difficult and emotional subject to openly discuss, which is why some people talk about it only outside the meetings.  Don't shoot the messenger Mark, but here goes:

I do not recall that son-in-laws were ever approved, rather the Classics kinda did what they wanted and went by a different set rules just for them.  Having only been in the league since 2004, my understanding that allowing sons/daughters (even if in their 20's) was allowed due to the "thrill of playing on the same field" with a child they'd raised/coached all their life.  I get it!  Other managers, Board Members, and players have often questioned how this transitions to a son or daughter getting married and the father getting the same "thrill" playing with their son or daughter-in-law.  Of course it's nice, but even fathers on my team say it's not nearly the same.

Again, we're back to another underage player issue.  I believe we played you last year when you had three 20 something year olds on the field.  Some of my new guys asked at the time how that could be. since it's a "35+ league"....I really couldn't give them a good answer.

If non-blood relatives are allowed, how about a brother-in-law and then are blood relatives like nieces/nephews/cousins/etc. ok too?

Sorry, not trying to be insensitive.  This seems to have come about by a team doing what they wanted (the Classics) and other teams enabling it....and when it's challenged/brought up, the rationale is that it's been tolerated before so therefore it should be approved now.

Several people have complained over the years about the constant underage player drama and suggested we just go 35+....period....no exceptions...."grandfather" the current sons, but end that policy....end of discussion.  There is some logic there.

Perhaps if we had an Open division, then we wouldn't be having to try and address all of these underage issues and calls to lower the age eligibility cutoff!  So, why don't we have an Open division?  We have a 45+ division?  I know some 20-30 y/o's who'd like to play.

Max 
To Kevin - At least you didn't have to listen to the 193 pages live and in-person!
		mark evelo
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Sons and son in laws. Period. Cousins and things aren't nearly the same. I'm not telling my team their sons can't play. And what does it matter if I had 3 underage sons and in laws? They weren't pitching. The one that caught, none of us were allowed to steal as a result. And we only won 6 games last season. They aren't helping us win, they're getting to play with their father in laws. I thoroughly enjoy playing with my daughter's husbands, it's a chance for me to connect with them. In fact, one of my daughter's husbands was planning on catching for me years ago, visiting the mound in the middle of a better, and asking me for permission to marry my daughter. It ended up not happening that way, but the reasons are still there. I know managers who agree with me on the in law issue as well. 

There is no reason we cannot allow son in laws..
		Bill Cook
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I know I may regret it but I am a glutton for punishment as you all know. So please forward me all 193 pages of Max proposals. Also interested in the Bible Atif of playing at the Marianna field as a neutral site. If getting the city to maintain and cut the grass we can always bring a mower with us.
Bill
		Rob Stoner <rstoner@aesirconsulting.net>
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I will do my best to make tonight’s meeting because it sounds like a lot of fun!

Seperate from all other proposals and votes I would like to throw in a proposal as crazy as it sounds that we vote of a rule that once and issue has been voted on it cannot be raised for a vote again for X number of years (let’s say three years but it can be any X). We never have any time of effort to discuss issues like steroids and endorsements deals because every year we are discussing age limits, participation limits of underage players, and allowable ways to avoid the age limits.
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