Regitration of experienced players with no current ECF Grade.
We have an ongoing issue with how to deal with the registration of players who are returning to league play with no current grade but have a historical ECF grade. Last season we debated the case of Derek Laight, who had been mistakenly registered in Bushbury B team when his historical grade would have clearly placed him in the A team. The records secretary apologised for an error in entering Derek into the system. He had pushed the wrong button and inadvertently registered Derek for the B team.
The occurrence led us to discuss the issue more widely at our March committee meeting.
We decide then to reinforce the rule by adopting the same wording that is used by BDCL in guiding clubs on registering players in order of strength. We agreed it makes good sense to have a rule which mirrors the BDCL as many clubs play in both WDCL and BDCL and clubs will be confused if we have different rules to manage the same issue.
This season we have another instance of a former strong player returning to league play with no current grade. Alan Crombleholme had a grade of 1998 in 2023 and was registered for Mercia B when the lowest graded player registered in Meria A was 1904K. 
Alan’s grade has actually gone up to 2026 (Dec 2025). Mercia have agreed a solution to this registration issue with the records secretary, and it is resolved.
 However:
The question for this meeting is:
Can we clarify further the rule around registration of returning players who have a historical grade but do not have a current ECF grade?

There have been two or three contributions to the email debate, but the Joint Committee and Rules Committee need to come to a conclusion.

My summary of the status is:
The view so far is that we do need to be more specific and detail a rule to be used for registering players with only a historical grade and no current grade, so that they are not misplaced in the wrong team. Our rule state that players must be registered in order of grade strength.
We have the following suggestions:
1.  That we provide greater clarity to the registration process by adopting the same 75 point tolerance we use in rule 6. and say that the assumed strength of returning players, who no longer have a current ECF grade, must be within 75 points of their last published grade. 
The logic being that as rule 6 allows a 75 point tolerance for board order (on current grades) if we adopt the same tolerance for registration we have consistency in our approach and no argument about which rule take precedence.
2. That we adopt a sliding scale and assume the returning players grade is 10 points lower than their last published ECF K grade, for each year that has lapsed since they attained that grade, with a max of 100 points deduction. Rule 6 with it’s 75 point tolerance would still apply to the calculated assumed grade.
3. Other proposals?
 

