Report of Mixed League Director 2007

This year again saw a large number of players playing in the Mixed League.  There were 129 teams playing in the four divisions, meaning 1548 players playing each week.  There were 2,801 players registered on the new web-site, and a number of teams did not register players this yea- probably over 3,000 individuals played Mixed League tennis this year..

What about the year?  There were the normal challenges:
1. too much rain (hard to imagine given the state of our gardens this summer)
1. too much difficulty getting matches completed or rescheduled
1. a number of occasions where players were playing on teams for more than one club
1. complaints about players playing “out of order” in the matches

In some of these cases, team captains were looking to League chairs or the Mixed League Director to make rulings to “penalize” other teams that they felt were breaking the rules.  The Intercounty Tennis League exists to provide a large number of players the opportunity to play competitive tennis with players from other clubs – players they would rarely have an opportunity to play with otherwise.  The rules are there to guide teams and players in their play, so that the matches that are played can be enjoyable for all participants.  I don’t know very many players who take great pleasure in playing a match they win 6 – 0, 6 – 0.  And I certainly don’t know very many who particularly enjoy losing 6 – 0, 6 – 0.  (Perhaps if they had a chance a match with Roger Federer).   Generally, the objective of Inercounty Tennis is to provide opportunities for peers to play against peers.   And tennis, as much as any other sport, relies on the “honour system” to govern play.  Players, or captains, who dishonour that system, basically dishonour the sport.

There were an increased number of situations this year where teams decided amongst themselves that matches were too difficult to arrange (because of weather), and an appropriate outcome would be to split the points.  In most cases, that is not an acceptable resolution unless it has no impact on league standings.  In most of our divisions promotion and relegation is the consequence of either winning their division, or finishing 7th or 8th.   The rules relating to re-scheduling and defaults are meant to be neutral outcomes, particularly with respect to impact on other teams in the league.

The increase in the number of complaints about difficulties in getting matches rescheduled because the captains couldn’t get their best players, and complaints about teams playing players out of order, were directly the consequence of having a playoff format FUN DAY at Rogers Centre at the end of the year.  Hopefully, if the events is scheduled again next year, those problems will be minimal.

Congratulations to all the division winners.  Some divisions were very close, if not at the top then in the middle of the standings.

I have attached a draft of a league organization, if we were to rely strictly on this past year’s standings.  The organization will change significantly before the new year begins.

For example Howard Park would have all four teams playing the same night- and Don Mills, Bramalea and Newmarket would have three teams playing the same night.   These are conflicts that I know of.   Several other clubs have already advised me that they would like to refuse promotion, and others have requested other changes for next year.  It would be very helpful if clubs could advise me of what they level they want teams in the Mixed league next summer.   Generally, I am able to accommodate a very high percentage of requests.

Thanks to everyone for a good summer, and especially to those who were league chairs this past  year. 


Bill Crothers
Mixed League Director.

