
Schedule C, new rule 7, regarding player eligibility in each single match 
 
In any single match, at least three players of a fielded team must reside either: (i) within Nottinghamshire; 
or (ii) within 20 miles of their home club. 
 
Proposed by: Jonathan Tait (Mansfield). Seconded by: Dragoljub Sudar (Gambit) 
 
This is (potentially) a draft rule change. I (JT) am willing to consider amendments at the RRM (supposing 
that is permissible under the Constitution). For example, it could be amended to “at least 50% of a fielded 
team” (i.e. three players in a five-board match; two players in a four-board match), or “at least 75% of a 
fielded team” (i.e. four players in a five-board match; three players in a four-board match), or “within 25 
miles of their home club”, or whatever. 
 
 
Some explanatory notes (JT): 
 
As everyone will doubtless appreciate, this rule is aimed primarily at curtailing the ongoing dominance of 
Grantham 1 in Division One. 
 
Firstly, I should make it clear that Grantham 1 are not doing (and have not done) anything wrong. They 
have acted entirely within the rules, and I think their captain (Nigel Birtwistle) is to be commended for 
assembling a strong team, willing to travel long distances, match after match, season after season. Note, 
too, that all their players have been approved (individually, over successive years) by the LMC to play in 
the Notts League. 
 
The question (as it seems to me) is whether it is beneficial to the League to have a manufactured 
(4NCL-type) team of strong players drawn from a uniquely massive catchment area outside the county – 
i.e. the whole of Lincolnshire, plus (currently) Cambridgeshire and South Yorkshire – winning the top 
division year in, year out (in actuality, the last six seasons). For me, the answer to that question is “no”. 
 
Since I have no wish to rescind permission for any particular player(s), the idea of the proposed rule 
change is to introduce a measure of “fair play” (in the style of UEFA regulations) by restricting how 
many “auxiliary” (or “foreign”) players (i.e. those brought in from outside a local catchment area) can 
play at any one time, in any single match. The proposal, as it stands, is that the number of “auxiliary” 
players be limited to two (or one in Division Five). 
 
How this would affect other teams and clubs, I’m not sure. At Mansfield, we have two “auxiliary” players 
(i.e. from outside the county and over 20 miles from Mansfield), one in our first team, one in our second. 
If other teams have more such players and would thus be adversely affected by the rule change as it 
stands, the rule might be amended appropriately. 
 
Practicalities – for instance, how the rule might be administered and enforced – are also open for 
discussion. Obviously it would require player registration of some sort. 
 
 
Drag adds: 
 
Out-of-county players greatly enrich our league and without them it would be much smaller and less 
competitive. Indeed, it can be argued that having two such players has helped Mansfield to sustain two 
teams. Rule C6 used to require clubs to seek permission for new out-of-county players. A few years ago I 
was instrumental in removing that requirement as I believed that all the clubs should play under the same 



rules and conditions. In hindsight, I am beginning to wonder if this was wise. The clubs close to and 
across the county boundary have an in-built advantage from having a larger catchment area. The clubs 
based in the city have to compete with each other for players from a smaller catchment area and their 
strengths are diluted as a result compared to the potential concentration of strength in the other clubs, as 
evidenced by the top three teams in Division One this season. I think this proposal gives the Association 
an opportunity to decide whether the current rules are fair for all our clubs or whether some adjustment is 
necessary. 
 


