Tallahassee Adult Recreation Baseball
Meeting Minutes
February 13, 2018
	Present:
	Beckingham, Baker, Spillias, Swaine, Evelo, Sawicki, Stone, Pearson, Brandon, Duncan.

	Next meeting:
	TBD. Location: TBD

	
	


Announcements
Minutes and important information will be kept at www.adgeo.net/content/TARBL 

· League/Team fee is final.  For 35 and up division, each team will pay $950 and the teams in 45+ will pay $540.  The Hawks and their opponents in the 35 division will have a slightly higher league fee in the event games are scheduled.

· Baseballs will be ordered through B&B Sporting goods.  Each team was to email Duncan directly to “reserve” a number of baseballs.  Price is approximately $45/dozen.
Discussion
· Age Rule: Copy of proposed rule passed around.  After brief discussion it was voted on and approved with the one caveat that each division (35 or 45) can amend the unrestricted/restricted age.  
· The rule as a adopted states:
· Field discussion ensued:
· Fred George Park, at the time of meeting was 2 weeks away from being able to discuss availability.  Max Pearson is handling.
· Woodville will be Saturdays and there is availability on Wednesday evenings.  That comes with a fee of ~$100 per game
· Messer is available – suggestion to use the fields sparingly and possibly for make-up games.
· Tom Brown on Friday nights is available.

· 9 inning games were discussed and a league vote was taken by email on March 5, 2018.  Discussion and vote recorded here.
On Mon, Mar 5, 2018 at 4:20 PM, Chris Beckingham <beckingham@gmail.com> wrote:
Guys,

I've discussed this with Tom, and also just about finished up the first draft of the schedule.

We are looking at a full schedule from April 7 right through July 28.  If we go to 9 inning games on most Saturdays, we are going to end up with the equivelant of a 23-24 game schedule. The more I think about it and look at the actual schedule, the more I think we are pushing it.

There are other issues..  I don't really have a way of indicating "9 inning games" on the website.  I'm sure that will cause confusion...  Tom discussed wanting a "hard time limit" for these games since so many will likely get to 3 hours.  So we'd still have to figure that out with him.  And 9 inning midday games in the July heat might be rough.

Having said all that, I recommend we do not play 9 inning games.  Since Caryville was not going to be playing these games they are not included in this vote.

Please vote YES if you want 9 inning Saturday games (when not playing a double header).  Vote NO if you do not.

Thanks, Chris

On Mar 5, 2018, at 3:47 PM, John Sawicki <jds@johnsawicki.net> wrote:
No 

On Mar 5, 2018, at 4:22 PM, Mark Evelo evolo1958@gmail.com> wrote:
No

On Mar 5, 2018, at 4:28 PM, Kevin Corradi <kcorradi@tallbud.com> wrote:
No

On Mon, 5 Mar 2018, 4:49 pm Adam Duncan, <tarblbaseball@gmail.com> wrote:
No

On Monday, March 5, 2018 5:21 PM, Alan Baker <alan.baker6@gmail.com> wrote:
No 

On Monday, March 5, 2018 6:44 PM, Max Tate < takeittothemax8@yahoo.com > wrote:
TARBL 35+ played 9-inning games for many years on the weekend.  For all those who want us to be more like "baseball"....then 9 innings creates more strategy.  Many in the league play Roy Hobbs too.
My vote is YES!

On Monday, March 5, 2018 10:45 PM, Mark Wiman < boilermark@gmail.com
> wrote:
No 

On Tue, Mar 6, 2018 at 8:49 AM, Chris Beckingham <beckingham@gmail.com> wrote: Thanks for the prompt responses guys.  The NOs have it.  We will not be playing 9 inning games.

Thanks,
Chris
Final tally was 5 - NO’s and 1 – Yes. 2 votes not cast.


· League Age Rule:

· Senior Division
· Pitching Age: 45
· Unrestricted: 42
· Restricted: 41 and younger
· Junior Division
· Pitching Age: 35
· Unrestricted: 32
· Restricted: 31 and younger

· Sons are permitted to play as restricted players.  Other immediate family members may be permitted by majority approval of the other managers in their league (see round table discussion in next section).  A person is considered to be of a particular age if they will reach that age in the current Calendar Year.
· Restricted players must follow these rules:
· May not Steal
· Must bat at bottom of lineup
· May catch but their team can't steal after they enter the game at Catcher.
· May not Bunt
· Only 3 in defensive or offensive lineup (more than 4 and then the players can line share).  Restricted players in the lineup should be identified to opposing manager before the game.
· AMENDMENT: The two divisions can choose to change the age cutoffs for the categories if they so wish.
Roundtable
Son-in-law discussion for player eligibility as a restricted player.  The motion did not pass at the meeting but was voted on and approved via email discussion.
-On Feb 14, 2018, at 12:28 PM, Chris Beckingham <beckingham@gmail.com> wrote:
Guys, Mark Evelo of the Capitals has requested approval for his two Son in laws Cameron and Michael to play.  They both played last year, and with the two of them he has 11 on his roster.  I hope we can accommodate him.

Evelo will have to recuse himself from the vote since he is making the request.  4 yes votes out of the remaining 7 teams will be required to approve the request.

Please reply with a Yes or No vote.
Chris

-On Wed, Feb 14, 2018 at 12:34 PM, Kevin Corradi <kcorradi@tallbud.com> wrote:
Yes, yes, yes, yes. Boom handled.
Kevin J. Corradi 

-On Feb 14, 2018 1:04 PM, "John Sawicki" <jds@johnsawicki.net> wrote:
Procedurally, I think it's premature to deal with a request for a rule waiver until we've handled the issue of restricted players.  They may ultimately end up being allowed to play legally as restricted players, thereby making the request for for an exception moot.  That said, if the league insists on this going forward now, I'd like additional information about ages of the individuals and idea of how long they've been sons-in-law.  I'd note that the fact that they played illegally last year doesn't sway me to approve this now.

For the reasons above, I vote no at this time.

-On Wed, Feb 14, 2018 at 1:13 PM, mark evelo <evelo1958@gmail.com> wrote:
I think we already decided sons are the only restricted allowed to play and all other family members have to be voted in. It was written on the rule we passed last night, so I'm confused by what you meant.

That's why Chris posted the vote, because we passed the rule last night of only sons, and others to be voted in.

-On Wed, Feb 14, 2018 at 1:24 PM, Chris Beckingham <beckingham@gmail.com> wrote:
Agreed, we passed the rule with the one amendment at the bottom.

I don't see any issues around restricted players that need to be resolved.  

-On Wed, Feb 14, 2018 at 1:31 PM, John Sawicki <jds@johnsawicki.net> wrote:
If that's the case and we've limited to sons only, I'll withdraw my objection.  I have no problem with the exception for the 30 year old.  I do have serious concerns about allowing an exception for a 22 year old.  That said if the other managers vote to approve it, I'll support it.

-On Wed, Feb 14, 2018 at 1:32 PM, Chris Beckingham <beckingham@gmail.com> wrote:
Yep that's definitely the case.
-Chris

-On 15 Feb 2018 11:37 am, "Mark Wiman" <boilermark@gmail.com> wrote:
I vote Yes for Mark's sons-in-laws.

-On Thu, Feb 15, 2018 at 11:53 AM, Alan Baker <alan.baker6@gmail.com> wrote:
Yes

-On Feb 15, 2018 12:03 PM, "Chris Beckingham" <beckingham@gmail.com> wrote:
That's 4 Yes votes.  Evelo's Son in Laws playing as restricted players is approved.
-Chris
Next meeting agenda items:
· Starting vs. not starting an underage catcher
· Rules Committee and review of current rules as written
· Locking in rules for a number of years so they are not changed annually
· "Courtesy Runner" rule  presentation from Rules Committee 
· Scheduling

*If anyone has items for the agenda please notify the Board prior to the meeting to have them included.  For corrections or omissions please submit them to Alan Baker (alan.baker6@gmail.com) 
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