
Proposed changes to rules - 

• Teams must declare if they have substitutes prior to the start of a match, any substitutions 

are optional. 

 

• Games are allowed to be re-arranged ‘up-front’ (especially when you know you won’t be 

able to fulfil fixtures due to holidays, rugby tours etc.) but must be arranged as close to the 

original fixture week as possible. 

 

• Players are not allowed to play for more than one team in a fixture week (for example, if a 

game is postponed from fixture week 6 and you played for your own team in their fixture 

that week, you cannot play for a team who has rearranged their game from fixture week 6, 

as, if the games weren’t rearranged, a player couldn’t play two games for different teams at 

the same time).  

 

These proposals may also need for the window to re-arrange games to be extended to more than 

one week, especially for clubs with low numbers of players or when each team in a club only has low 

numbers of players.  This won’t give any perceived advantage to the larger clubs as each individual 

team is treated the same and as a single entity for that fixture week. 

I believe these proposals will help expand the playing of the sport (by not restricting clubs adding 

more teams and new teams starting) in a friendly (and flexible) environment and will also ensure the 

integrity of the leagues as it will eliminate the appearance of the bigger clubs bringing in ‘ringers’ to 

play in games that effect promotion/relegation (and will also help with any perceived integrity issues 

of playing fixtures up front).  These proposals will mean that players still won’t have to be registered 

to a specific team within a club and players names won’t need to be taken for every game but would 

have to be managed under the integrity of the club/teams involved.  This won’t add extra work to 

the organisers (unless it is flagged up to them that a player has indeed played for 2 teams in a fixture 

week and disciplinary investigations are needed). – this is basically the same as the cup-tied rule, but 

just for a specific fixture week 

 

Reasonings behind proposed rule changes -  

“Teams must declare the use of substitutes prior to the start of a match and the changes must then 

take place.” 

Is there a reason why substitutions must be made if they are declared?  Shouldn’t a team have the 

option to use a substitute if needed/wanted, as long as they are declared as being available before a 

match?  There are numerous reasons why a sub may not be made (injury, illness, due to be there for 

second game only but doesn’t get there in time etc..).  Enforced substitutions are not used in any 

other sport where substitutions are optional.  Would the team have to play with a player less in the 

second game if their sub doesn’t play? – in the 2022 season a player was told he had to substitute in 

for 2nd game even though he said he was injured (his back hadn’t eased enough to play). 

 

“Matches shall not be played in advance, in order to preserve the integrity of the competition.” 

It is not clear how rearranging fixtures ahead of a known absence (for example, if you know you’ll 

have to re-arrange a fixture for holidays etc..) damage the integrity of the league?  - allowing players 

to play for more than one team in a fixture/calendar week damages the integrity of the league much 

more than proactively rearranging a fixture that you know will need re-scheduling. – please see 

below. 



 

Rearrangement of fixtures 

The aims and objectives of the league are - “promoting and expanding the playing of the sport of 

petanque” in a “friendly, social and safe” playing environment. 

The rules of engagement state - “Teams have the flexibility, without penalty, to request a 

postponement”, when they don’t have the players to fulfil a fixture and “a requested postponement, 

must not be unreasonably refused by its opponent” and that “all fixtures shall be played, with no 

points awarded for default.”  

These rules have been put in place so that relegation/promotion places etc.. aren’t decided on the 

fact that a team cannot/does not fulfil a fixture allowing another team to get a 4-0 win. These rules 

don’t appear to have been consistently administered during the 2022 season. (teams told to play as 

opposition refuses postponement as they say club has enough players [even though other teams 

from same club allowed to rearrange games in same fixture week], teams told to ‘bring a barmaid’ to 

make up numbers/play with two players, games being awarded 4-0 when re-arrangement asked for 

due to illness etc..).  Consistent application of the rules is integral to the integrity of any league. 

There has been a lot of mention of ‘larger clubs’ having enough players to play all their fixtures this 

season, but I believe that the restrictions on playing fixture ‘up front’ and also having to play the re-

arranged games within the same (or next) week isn’t fit for purpose, regardless of the size of a club.  

If a team has the majority of its players away on a two week holiday this is not possible. 

I agree that asking players to play for your team from the pool of other players in your club (if you 

have more than one team) when you are short allows less games to be re-arranged but I believe 

there needs to be some structure to this to uphold the integrity of the league. 

“Postponements shall not be granted due merely to the absence of players with higher abilities.” – 

however, teams have brought in players with ‘higher abilities’ than the players in their usual team to 

fulfil re-arranged fixtures when these players have already played for a team higher in the league 

during the same calendar/and or fixture week. This can/has affected the position of teams in the 

relegation/promotion/winners areas of the league.  (It is known that a team in the relegation zone 

postponed a fixture by a day and used a player that played the previous day from a team at the top 

of the table). 

With the rules as they currently stand, if a 1st and 4th division team are playing at home on the same 

day, 2 players could substitute out of the 1st division team after the first game and play for the 4th 

division team (who may be pushing for promotion).  In my opinion this has a massively detrimental 

effect on the integrity of the league. 

Being told that “you have enough players at your club, maybe you have too many teams” does not 

promote the expanding of playing the sport.  Most teams within a club originate from a group of 

players (family/friends) that want to play the sport together.  Should an individual club have to tell 

them they can’t enter a team in the league and they will just have to fill in if other leams are short?  

Also, does this restrict any new clubs that want to join?  If they are a family group of 4-6 players who 

know that they will be at a disadvantage if they wish to go on holiday for a fortnight during the 

season, would they set up a team? – The size of a club should not dictate whether or not re-

arrangements are allowed, individual teams should be treated fairly, equally and on their own merit. 

 

 


