
not especially close, but a 

model of sportspersonship 

as fielders on two occa-

sions corrected decisions 

wrongly given in their fa-

vour. 

In Division 2 Speeders, 

playing one-short, pipped 

Storm in the tightest of 

games that remained tied 

pretty much until the win-

ning run was scored in the 

bottom of the 7th. Meer-

kats had two 6-run in-

nings against the Sharks 

who rallied a little, but too 

late, while Lightning 

were always ahead against 

the Bullfrogs, though 

might have had a nervous 

moment when the frogs 

scored 8 in the 5th to re-

(Continued on page 2) 

D 
ESPITE the 

cold wet 

weather which 

was appar-

ently confined to the 

northwest, and the grid-

lock on the motorways 

caused by Bruce Spring-

steen fans (who imagined 

there were so many of 

them?) which led several 

teams to start their games 

late or short-handed,  it 

was an evening of topsy-

turvy results, in which the 

Lions were the clear 

beneficiaries as they ex-

tended their 100% record 

with a nervy win against 

the Mutineers. The fe-

lines started slowly and 

were 7-2 down before ral-

lying in the 3rd to take a 

1-run lead which was im-

mediately tied. Only in the 

5th and 6th innings did 

they take control, leaving 

the Mutineers needing 5 in 

the top of the 7th to make 

them bat again, but falling 

short by 2. Thunder, who 

were mercied by the Mavs 

last week, this week gave 

Greensox their second 

loss of the season, and 

quite comfortably. Mean-

while erstwhile leaders the 

Mavericks lost for the 

first time to something of a 

hitting rampage by the 

Dodgers, leaving both 

teams tucked in, one game 

behind the leaders. This 

week’s fixtures could tell 

us a whole lot about how 

the division is going to pan 

out. Let’s also mention the 

Camels-Outlaws game, 

Lions take the initiative 
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Wednesday night post-match venue to change 

As from next week (8th 

June) the post-match 

venue on a Wednesday will 

no longer be at Hough End 

Police Club. Instead we 

will gather at the Cringle-

wood Club, Yew Tree Lane.  

The reason for the change 

comes from Hough End: as 

we reported in BL #4, they 

have expressed concerns at 

the low uptake on food, 

which was not breaking 

even, and had suggested 

that in future only sand-

wiches  might be available. 

The post-match social 

gathering has always been 

an important feature of 

MSL, and ever since we 

have been at Hough End, 

the numbers attending 

after the game 

have been very 

low compared, 

for example, to 

Tuesdays at 

the Parrswood 

pub or more 

recently the 

This week’s 
games 

Including streaks, pitches and 
umpires 

Division 1 
CAM 4L @ MUT 5L  (8, CE) 

GRX 1L  @ MAV 1L  (5, TLF) 

LIO 4W @ DOD 3W (9, BMcG) 

OUT 1W @ THU 1W (3, AG) 

Division 2 

BUL 1L @ MHM 2W (2, HS) 

MKT 2W @ LIG 1W (6, DD) 

SPE 1W @ SHA 1L  (4, MD) 

STO rest 

Division 3 

CM2 3W @ ENF 1W (9, LA) 

MV2 20W @ REB 3L (6, ML) 

MK2 1L @ PIR 1W (8, TS) 

OU2 2W @ HAC 2L (7, AR) 

BAT 3L rest 

Division 4 

COL 2W @ DRZ 2L  (1, SS) 

FRZ 3L @ TIG 1W (4, PN) 

HUR 2W @ RIP 2W (3, SK) 

PHX 3L @ FAL 13L @ (2, IC) 

BFL 4W rest 

Cheshire Line pub. It is not 

surprising: for any player 

living in Stockport or 

around the M60, the Police 

Club represents a 2½-mile 

drive in the wrong direc-

tion. 

(Continued on page 5) 



Page 2 BASES LOADED 

Match reports 

number of strike outs. Dan im-

pressed at short stop, JD was 

the stand out in the outfield, 

Tony was solid at 1st and at 

catcher Caroline  Drake made 

a couple of nice plays to make 

force outs on 1st. 

Tony made a welcome return 

from injury and new recruit 

Jen got to see her first game of 

softball. 

MVPs Thompson, Ronksley (PHX), 

Kokocińska, D Downes (TIG) 

Sharks v Meerkats 
boxscore 

Sharks 1 1 0 2 1 3 0 8 
Meerkats 6 1 6 1 0 1 x 15 
Umpire Mike Davies, Pitch 9 
HRs: SHA Paul Colton; MKT Mark 
Hayward 
SHARKS  AB  R  H RBI BB 
Graeme Nickson (P) 3 0 1 0 1 
Mish Ireland (1B) 3 0 1 0 1 
Stephen Shearer (SS) 3 1 2 0 0 
Kate Shearer (3B) 3 2 3 1 0 
Paul Colton (LF) 3 2 2 2 0 
Claire Riley (RF) 3 2 2 1 0 
Stephen Woods (RC) 3 0 1 1 0 
Lauren Bicknell (LC) 3 0 1 0 0 
Liam Harris (2B) 3 0 1 1 0 
Kaff Longfield (EP) 3 1 1 0 0 
Jeff Ocenasek (EP) 3 0 1 0 0 
Joceline Rosaria (C) 3 0 0 1 0 
MEERKATS  AB  R  H RBI BB 
Mike Lott (P)  4 3 3 0 0 
Kathryn Stockton (C) 4 2 3 3 0 
Mike Hayward (CL) 4 1 3 2 0 
Julie Lott (3B)  4 0 1 0 0 
Nick Plummer (SS) 4 1 2 1 0 
R Campbell-Cook (1B) 4 3 2 1 0 
Lee Coupland (2B) 3 3 2 0 1 
Ann Gledson (LF) 4 1 4 7 0 
Chris Chu (CR) 3 0 0 0 1 
Nadia Peek (RF) 3 1 1 0 0 
 
MVPs K Shearer, Colton (SHA), Chu, 

Stockton (MKT) 

Tigers clip Phoenix wings 

Phoenix 2 0 5 1 3 0 11 
Tigers 6 6 0 4 7 3 26 
RAR, Umpire Mike Goff, Pitch 9 
HRs: PHX Simon Ronksley; TIG Dan 
Downes 2, Tony La Fave, Jon Dow-
nes, Dave Wareham 

PHOENIX Simon Ronksley (P), Angie 
Thompson (CL), Ben Hughes (SS), Amy 
Torkington (C), Joshua Kapp (CR), Ni 
McCann (2B), Ben Heinitz / Dan Hughes 
(LF), Kirsti Ahmed (1B), Stan Johnson 
(3B), Laura Kapp (EP), Matt Humphrey 
(EP), Gemma McGlynn (RF) 

TIGERS Tony La Fave (1B), Emma 
Pritchard (2B), Dan Downes (SS), Helen 
Cook (LF), Jon Downes (LC), Tereza 
Kokocińska (3B), Dave Wareham (P), 
Sandra Zlatinská (RF), Rob Lawrence 
(EP), Caroline Drake (EP), Steve Girling 
(RC), Louise Wellman (C) 

TIGERS were back on the horse 

this week after last week’s re-

verse, chalking up a 6-inning 

mercy win against Phoenix. Ti-

gers were 12–2 up after the first 

two innings and despite a wob-

ble in the 3rd were never in se-

rious danger of losing after 

that. 

There were four people who 

batted 1.000: Dan Downes, 

Helen Cook, Dave Wareham 

and Rob Lawrence were all 4 

for 4, with Emma Pritchard 

best of the rest with some im-

pressive hitting in her 4 for 5 

tally. Dan was the Home Run 

Hero with two, while Jon Dow-

nes, Tony  La Fave and Dave 

also recording 4-baggers. 

In the field Dave both pitched 

and fielded well, recording a 

duce the lead to 3 runs. 

Twenty-four hours earlier, in con-

trastingly warm and sunny condi-

tions, there were two high-scoring 

close games which both saw the 

home team exploit the advantage of 

batting second, as Camels II beat 

Hackers 18-17 while Hurricanes 

won the Thunder mini-derby 

against Drizzle by the odd run in 

37. Camels were always ahead by a 

few runs until Hackers scored 5 in 

the top of the 7th to tie up the 

scores. But Camels got the one run 

needed to give them their fourth 

win this season, and their first in 

five attempts against the Hackers. 

The meeting of the weathermen was 

much closer: runs were traded in 

tight and not-so-tight innings to 

leave it 8-8 after 3, 14-14 after 5. 

Canes took a 2-run lead into the 7th 

but were trailing as they came up to 

bat in the bottom of the inning. But 

they scored the 2 runs needed to 

take the win which also tie this 10-

game all-time series.  

Elsewhere, in Division 3, Mavs II 

march on, their 19-8 defeat of the 

Bats taking their winning streak to 

20 games and counting. Enforcers 

endured the difficulties of pitch 2 to 

beat Moorkats: the sun setting 

directly behind the pitcher makes it 

pretty well impossible for batter, 

catcher and umpire, and in previous 

weeks games have been paused for 

5 minutes.  But a better solution 

would be to move the pitch back to 

its former orientation. And despite 

the 21-2 scoreline, Outlaws II did 

not technically slaughter Rebels. 

In Division 4, Barflies went top 

after reacting to Freeze’s tying run 

in the 5th by doubling their score 

with an 11-run 6th inning. Mean-

while Colt 45s got off to a head 

start with 8 runs in the 1st, but al-

lowed Falcons back into the game 

before accelerating away again in 

the final two innings. And Tigers 

were 12-2 up after two innings 

against Phoenix, and continued in 

much the same vein, completing the  

mercy win in the 6th. 

Lions take the initiative 

(Continued from page 1) 
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Hall-style, make up teams which mix 

and match levels of ability and regu-

lar team affiliations. This could be 

done either by a small committee 

assigning players to teams, or, more 

excitingly, with a draft, in which four 

volunteer captains take turns to pick 

the players, like you did in the play-

ground at school (though maybe to 

protect sensitivities, this would be 

done in private). We would need 

about 50 players of each sex to make 

this viable. 

In any case, the aim is to have three 

rounds of games, one each month 

starting in June, on Thursday nights 

at Parrswood. 

Your views are most welcome, either 

via the review, social media, or by 

email to danny_gunn@hotmail.com. 

Watch this space for a definitive an-

nouncement.      

Danny Gunn 

WHILE it had been hoped to run 

again two single-sex leagues this 

season, plans are still on hold as we 

seek a format that will suit all play-

ers. There has been considerable 

interest in playing single-sex, but 

the lop-sided nature of last year’s 

league with, especially in the 

women’s league, one team dominat-

ing so strongly, and winning all their 

games by a slaughter, or near 

enough, and the men’s champions 

almost as untouchable, led to calls 

for a restructure. 

As it stands, not enough teams have 

signed up for either league. Practi-

cally speaking we need four teams in 

each. 

One solution suggested would be to 

introduce a handicap system based 

on which division players play in. 

An alternative is to have everyone 

sign up as individuals and then, Alex 

Single-sex league plans still in 
limbo 

Rookie rules 
clinic 

In the first of a semi-regular series, the 

Umpire-in-Chief draws the attention of 

all players, but especially new ones, to 

some of the less well understood rules 

that we play to. 

Infield Fly 
This rule exists to prevent the de-

fense from achieving a double play 

or triple play by deliberately failing 

to catch a ball that an infielder could 

catch with ordinary effort.  

An infield fly occurs if there are run-

ners on either 1st and 2nd or 1st, 

2nd and 3rd, there are less than two 

outs, and in the umpire’s judgement 

a fly ball can be easily caught by any 

infield player and the ball will be 

fair. The umpire indicates the infield 

fly by raising their right arm, point-

ing to the sky and declaring “Infield 

fly, batter is out if fair”. 

The important things to remember 

are that there must be more than 

one runner who is “forced”, and 

there must be less than two outs. 

These are the circumstances under 

which it would be to the defence’s 

advantage to let the ball fall to the 

ground, meaning that all the runners 

are forced to advance. If the ball is 

caught, then only the batter is out. 

The other runners would quite rea-

sonably hold their bases while wait-

ing to see if the ball is caught. So 

that explains why the infield fly rule 

also includes the notion of “ordinary 

effort”. Notice also that it only ap-

plies to an infield pop-up, not an 

outfield hit, or a line-drive. 

The ball remains live during the 

play, unless it drops foul and un-

caught. Runners may advance at 

their own risk, having tagged up if 

the ball is caught. But coaches usu-

ally advise runners that if they hear 

“Infield fly” it means “just stay put”. 

Next week: Obstruction 
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W 
E usually turn to a statistic to prove this 

and that statistic is currently the Home 

Runs trophy. Beyond that it’s wild conjec-

ture and a heated discussion at the bar 

after a game. Why not? Home runs are a nice simple sta-

tistic to measure, they can be easily recorded and admin-

istered from the result sheet at the end of a game. Job 

Done. 

But is it time to look at other batting statistics? There are 

many to choose from (Batting Average, On Base Percent-

age, Slugging, On Base Plus Slugging etc.) and most 

weeks in the Review the author of a match report will 

pass comment on who did well and batted 1.000. Even 

better, last week’s Sharks v Lightning game even had a 

full break down of both teams’ batting performance. We 

are a long established league and I believe we have the 

talent in our collective ranks to collect the relevant data 

over the course of a season. There are even free aps like 

Gamechanger to make it even easier. This will enable us 

to measure something with a bit more precision so we 

can highlight and reward players’ ability. 

Home Runs are impressive, but it’s a crude measurement 

of batting ability and it can favour big hitters. Okay, you 

may get 15 homers over the course of the season and win 

a shiny award at the Midland Hotel, but if at all your 

other plate appearances you are just offering catching 

practice to an outfielder and leaving runners stranded on 

base, your team mates may disagree about your great-

ness.  

What about the place hitter, who 

doesn’t go for raw power, doesn’t 

take the risky option, but thinks 

about where to place the ball and 

regularly finds the gap? They don’t 

give up a Fielder’s Choice, get to 

first, or second, and are credited 

with RBIs week in, week out and 

help to build a successful inning. 

Isn’t it time they were recognised? 

I appreciate that not everyone is a Sabermetrics nerd, so 

here is how some batting stats are calculated. First, some 

basic terminology: 

Plate appearance, PA: Any time you go up to bat. 

At bat, AB: A plate appearance that doesn’t end in a 

walk or a sacrifice. 

Walk, BB: Receiving four balls and getting on base. 

“BB” stands for “Base on Balls”. 

Hit, H (or Base Hit): A batter-runner safely makes it to 

1st base without getting another runner out (Fielder’s 

Choice) or, if you’re scoring strictly, a fielding error. 

Sacrifice fly, SAC: hitting a deep fly ball and getting 

out to enable other runner(s) to get home. 

Fielder’s choice, FC: on a forced play, the fielding side 

chooses to put a runner out rather than throw directly to 

1st base. 

Runs batted in, RBI: any runs scored as a result of 

your plate appearance, including SACs and walks, and 

even FCs (though not, if scoring strictly, fielding errors). 

Now here are some stats that don’t just count home runs: 

Batting Average: the number of times you achieve a hit 

divided by at-bats, this statistic excludes walks and SACs. 

So you put bat to ball and run; how often do you get on 

base and not get a teammate out? This is usually ex-

pressed as a decimal to 3 places, for example .567. 

On Base Percentage, OBP: number of hits and walks 

divided by plate appearances, again, expressed as a deci-

mal to three places. As the name suggests, this is a meas-

ure of how many times you get on base as opposed to 

getting yourself or someone else out. 

Total Bases: on a successful hit, the batter is credited 

with the number of bases advanced.  A single would 

count as 1, whilst a home run would count as 4. 

Slugging Average: total bases divided by at-bats. This 

is a measure of how far you get when batting and ex-

cludes walks. In theory the perfect slugging average (if 

you hit only home runs) is 4.000. 

On Base Plus Slugging, OPS: Adding your OBP and 

Slugging Average together. 

 

My idea is that at the end of the 

season a team submits its top three 

male and female batters according 

to the stats (PAs, ABs, RBIs, hits 

and walks) and they are compiled 

and collated to reveal the best bat-

ter in each division at the End of 

Season Ball. It’s not compulsory, 

and would be in addition to, not 

instead of, the Home Run trophy, 

but if you want a team mate to be recognised for their 

batting prowess, then the onus is on your team to record 

their achievements accurately over the course of a sea-

son. 

What do you think? 
Is this a good idea? How many teams/clubs out there 

currently keep good enough records? How many plate 

appearances do you need to qualify? Which statistic 

should we reward? Is it worth trialling it this season, with 

teams who already keep batting stats?  Do we trust teams 

not to cook their scorecards? 

Please email the Review and opinions will be shared later 

in the season. 

Who is the best batter?                 asks Chris Drayton 



No such excuse with the Cringlewood Club. Everyone 

driving to USG will have driven past this club (on your 

left just after you turn right off Rackhouse Road) and 

probably never noticed it. It is on the way home wher-

ever you live (assuming you do not take the illegal cut-

through onto Princess Parkway), just 0.7 miles from the 

USG car park, as the map below shows. 

Kids welcome 
League Head Dave Dean and Secretary Harry Somers 

scouted out the venue last week. It is a private members’ 

club, with no under-16s allowed in the main bar after 

8pm. But we will be using the function room (pictured 

below) where there are no age restrictions. 

So anyone who brings their family to the 

games, either as players or spectators, can 

bring them to the club afterwards. The 

same does not apply to dogs, however, 

which must be left outside, along with any 

muddy boots. 

As you can see from the picture, there is 

plenty of room for everyone, with a seating 

arrangement that encourages teams to sit 

together, or mingle freely. With a nice big 

stage, we might even think of putting on 

some entertainment .... 

There is ample car-parking too: the first 60 

cars get to park right outside the club, after 

that you’ll have to park on the road.  

And if it is sunny, there is some seating 

(Continued from page 1) 
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round the other side, overlooking the bowling green. 

Varied menu 
Refreshments will be available. There is a similar range 

of beers available as at Hough End, at a reasonable 

£2.80 (average) a pint. And there will be food available 

from a pretty decent-looking menu: burgers from £2.20, 

chips £1.80, nachos £2.50, lasagne and chips (that well-

known athlete’s favourite) £3.95. 

The menu may well vary from week 

to week once the chef gets to know 

what goes down well. 

For those of you with an attach-

ment to Hough End, this is not nec-

essarily goodbye. The Outlaws club 

will continue to be based there, 

with their pitching machine (Iron 

Mike) hopefully back on-line soon, 

and of course we are hoping that 

Hough End will be the venue for 

the planned “Northern Farnham” 

softball/baseball facility.  

But for the time being, we hope 

that everyone will make their way 

after the game to the Cringlewood 

Club for a drink, some food, a nat-

ter, and – for those of us who remember it – to recreate 

the social atmosphere that was the making of MSL back 

in the days before they discovered asbestos in the old 

club-house at USG. 

It’s (almost) like back to our roots! 

New Wednesday post-match venue 
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ACEBOOK friends of Camels II’s 

Dave Dean were amused last 

week by his postings on the 

vagueries of MVP awards, shown here. 

The following day, the Sharks’ Paul 

Colton hit four home runs in five plate 

appearances, two of them grand slams, 

but still missed out on the MVP vote. 

We’ve been here before. In July 2009 

(MSL Review Vol. 15 No. 12) we pub-

lished this article by “Two-out Tim”: 

The questions he asked are still valid, 

and I suspect the same arguments will 

come up: does it make sense to have to 

nominate an MVP from a team that has 

just been thrashed in a 4½-inning 

slaughter? Eight years ago, the sugges-

tion that we just have two MVPs per 

game (one male, one female) rather 

than two per team was overruled on the 

ground that it’s nice to give out awards, 

which, as I wrote then, has an unfortu-

nate side-effect: because the divisional 

MVP award is based on MVP nomina-

tions throughout the season it quite 

often happens that an outstanding 

player on an otherwise moderate team 

(probably with an overall losing record) 

gets the nod week after week, and ends 

up being recognised as “the most valu-

able player in the division”. It would be 

like if Gareth Barry got an award for 

being the best player in the Prem 

(obligatory Everton mention). 

Some teams are 

starting to use scor-

ing software that 

provides almost 

unlimited stats after 

each game, though 

even these can be 

open to interpreta-

tion. For example, 

who is more valu-

able, the player who 

gets on base time 

after time and leads 

the RBI list, or the 

big hitter who gets a 

home run every 

other game, but flies 

out in centre field a 

lot of the time? Is 

the (wo)man at 1st 

base with the solid 

glove who retrieves 

the short stop’s wild 

throws less valuable 

than the outfielder 

who took that one 

stunning catch? 

One reaction to Dave’s post was the 

suggestion that umpires choose the 

MVP. Although this is done at tourna-

ments, as an umpire myself I would 

find it an intolerable extra burden. I 

watch the 

game play by 

play, and 

rarely have a good feel for how the 

game as a whole is going: for example I 

am often surprised to find that one 

team is leading the other by a far 

greater score than I imagined. So if I 

had to choose an MVP, I would be much 

more likely to choose someone who had 

made a single memorable play rather 

than someone who had had a consis-

tently good game. Again, to use a foot-

ball analogy, it’s like how they so often  

give the award to the forward who 

scored the winning goal rather than the 

guy who ran the midfield for 90 min-

utes. 

I guess when all is said and done, it’s 

just a bit of fun. Coming back to the 

end-of-season awards ceremony, it has 

been said that the awards go on too long, 

and the divisional MVP awards, often 

shared between several players, do con-

tribute to this. I am always struck by the 

number of players who don’t value this 

particular award enough to make the 

effort to come to 

the ball (am I 

being unfair?) as 

evidenced by the 

pile of unclaimed trophies cluttering 

various Exec members’ attics. And I was 

reminded this week about the error 

made by the engravers one year, which 

lead to players getting plaques inscribed 

“MOIST VALUABLE PLAYER”. Al-

though the engravers of course offered to 

replace them at no extra charge, a lot of 

the winners preferred this more unusual 

keepsake. 

S 
O maybe that’s what we should be 

awarding from now on. And given 

our Mancunian love of rain, there 

will be plenty of candidates. Particularly 

Dave’s pitcher who was subbed out after 

five innings (see what I did there?) 

Harry Somers 

MVP nominations and how to get them 

The suggestion was that we have two 
MVPs per game rather than per team 
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Last week we asked the following 

question: There are two outs. A run-

ner coming in to score misses home 

plate. His momentum takes him off 

the field of play (i.e. beyond the dead 

ball line). For the umpire which of 

the following applies? 

(a) You give the runner out for leav-

ing the field of play. 

(b) You give the runner out for miss-

ing home plate. 

(c) You do and say nothing other 

than call “Time”. If the missed 

base is then correctly appealed, 

you give the runner out. 

(d) You do and say nothing other 

than call “Time”, and if there is 

no appeal, the run scores. 

2. If a subsequent runner had come 

in to score, does that run count under 

any of the above scenarios? 

3. The runner realises (or is told) 

Blu corner 

Meet (just) Bruce, our new 
Comms officer 

In answer to question 2, the subsequent 

run also scores if there has been no ap-

peal. But if the first runner is out on 

appeal, as it is the third out, no suc-

ceeding runs can score, even if they 

crossed the plate before the appeal was 

made. 

As for question 3, once they have 

crossed the dead-ball line, runners can-

not re-enter the field of play to touch a 

missed base. And even if they had not 

crossed the dead-ball line, they cannot 

return to touch the base once a suc-

ceeding runner has scored. This is ex-

plicit in the rules  (Rule 8.4f). It is too 

late to do anything about the missed 

base, and the runner should just hope 

that no-one noticed. In this respect, the 

3rd-base coach would also be well ad-

vised not to scream instructions at the 

runner, as this will only draw attention 

to the mistake. Ahem. 

I love getting Bases Loaded by 

email! As a slight point of infor-

mation: in my Mavs write up, you 

added my name to the description 

of “a brilliant 4-5 double 

play”.  It was actually from 

Wendell Jones at 2B to me at 

3B. I only name checked 

Wendell, as it was he who was 

“brilliant”: I just caught the 

ball and did a tag play. 

Jan Bradley 

that they have missed the base, so 

they run back to touch it. Does the run 

score under any of the above scenar-

ios (including 2)? 

Answers 
Both (c) and (d) are correct possi-

ble answers to the first question. 

The umpire treats a missed base as 

if it had been touched unless the 

defence appeal for the missed base. 

This applies equally to home plate 

as to any other base. And having 

passed home plate, the runner is 

perfectly entitled to leave the field 

without penalty. So (a) is not a pos-

sibility in any eventuality and (b) 

should only be as a result of a legal 

dead-ball appeal. “Leaving the field 

of play” only applies if the runner 

runs outside the dead-ball line 

while circling the bases.  

Letter to the Editor 

Following our call-out a couple of 

weeks ago, we are delighted to wel-

come to the Exec Committee our new 

Communications officer, Bruce. New 

to softball last year with the Mav IIs, 

after a winter of indoor he has put 

together our new-

est team, the 

Urmston Rippers, 

flying high in Di-

vision 4 after five 

weeks of the sea-

son. Full name 

Alan Bruce, he 

likes to be known 

as just Bruce, and 

is certainly well 

qualified for the 

role. With a de-

gree in Computer 

Studies, he is cur-

rently working as 

a solution architect and system 

engineer for a multi-billion 

pound gaming software com-

pany. He is an accomplished 

artworker using Photoshop and 

has even created a few plugins 

of his own. 

He currently 

maintains the 

Rippers’ website 

and previously 

helped out Jan 

Bradley with the 

Mavs website.    

Working with 

emerging tech-

nologies in his 

industry (betting) 

he is well up to 

speed with all the 

new technology of 

any interest,  and 

has an in-depth knowledge of social 

media, search engine optimisation and 

web marketing all of which will be a 

major asset in this role. He is also inter-

ested in monetisation of websites and 

how to turn brand recognition sites into 

revenue streams ... Could be a way for-

ward for MSL. 

Welcome aboard Bruce! 



Division 1 

Dodgers @ Camels (5, MD) Last meeting 29 May 2013, 

Dodgers won 19-5, a win that put Camels in the POD, the 

first step on a slippery slope that would have seen them in 

Division 3 but for a refused promotion. However, Camels 

are back, and eager to address the 3-8 deficit in all games. 

Greensox @ Outlaws (9, BMcG) Last meeting 22 July 

2015, Greensox won 24-19 and lead 13-3 overall. 

Mavericks @ Lions (8, DD) Last meeting 19 August 

2015, Lions won 19-8 to tie the 26-game series at 13-13. If 

Lions win next week, they will have a winning record over 

every team in the league bar one. 

Thunder @ Mutineers (4) Last meeting 1 May 2013, 

Thunder won 21-1 (4 inns) and lead 6½-2½. 

Division 2 

Lightning @ Speeders (2, AG) Last meeting 24 June 

2016, Lightning won 11-8, but trail 4-3 in all meetigns. 

Mayhem @ Meerkats (3, HS) Last meeting 19 August 

2015 (Division 1), Mayhem won 10-8 but the win could 

not save them from the drop, along with their opponents. 

But it did give them a 3-2 lead in all meetings. 

Sharks @ Storm (6, CE) Last meeting 25 August 2015 

(Division 3), Storm won 18-11 to complete a treble of wins 

and also clinch the title.  

Bullfrogs rest  

Division 3 

Enforcers @ Out-

laws II (2, SS) A 

first ever Outlaws 

derby for these two. 

Hackers @ Mavericks II (4, IC/MG) Last meeting 18 

August 2015 (Division 4), Mavs won 18-14 and so con-

firmed the divisional title. Although Hackers ended up 

3rd, they accepted a promotion place thanks to league 

restructuring, and have an opportunity to get their first 

win at the third attempt. 

Pirates @ Camels II (1,ML) Last meeting 23 June 2015, 

Camels won a close game 21-20: after taking a command-

ing lead they allowed the Pirates back into the game with 

two bat-arounds, but held on and lead 4-2 overall. 

Rebels @ Bats (3, PN)Last meeting 1 September 2015, 

Bats won 10-7 in what was to be Mayhem II’s last ever 

game, and have won all three encounters 

Moorkats rest  

Division 4 

Drizzle @ Phoenix (6, SK) Last meeting 11 August 2015, 

Drizzle won 26-9 (5 inns), to extend their all-time record 

to 5-1. 

Falcons @ Freeze (7,LA) Only previous meeting 18 Au-

Bats  Sue Gibson Max Fagan 

Barflies Helen Smith Chris Radford 

Bullfrogs Christine Hunter Adam Faloona 

Camels  Fliss Fagan James Wooderson 

Camels II  Rebecca Ebo Richard Jameson 

Colt 45s  Rachel Jones John Kaye 

Dodgers Ali Marrs Tyler Lappage 

Drizzle  Sadie Light Brad Hadwin 

Enforcers Katerina Davies Bradley Holmes 

Falcons Phil Norton  Laura Bintcliffe 

Freeze  Addie Gorely Adam Ashby   

Greensox Vicky Green  Paul Fagan 

Hackers Kay Carter Ian Mills 

Hurricanes  Sharon Fletcher Mario Escobado 

Lightning Becci Wadeson Tom Munro 

Lions  Kim Pfiffer Gordon Milson  

Mavericks Tanya Burton David Kirby (MV2) 

Mavericks II Ian Yates Nicola Brown 

Mayhem Jenna Mullins Steve Howard 

Meerkats Chris Chu Kath Stockton 

Moorkats        Lisa Weaver Ian Blease 

Mutineers Kate Villiamson Joe Grantham 

Outlaws  Charlie Cook Stuart Roscoe 

Outlaws II Beth Rowlands Greg Spiers  

Phoenix  Angie Thompson Simon Ronksley 

Pirates   Su O’Brien Shane Coyles 

Rebels   Sarah Cassin Dave Eaton 

Rippers  Izzy Wakefield Ed Woodcock 

Sharks   Kate Shearer Paul Colton 

Speeders  Kate Barlow    The most under-
rated player in British 
softball, Stuart Collier 

Storm   Aleza Martinez Mike Goff 

Thunder  Kellie Whitaker (HUR) Tom Russell 

Tigers   Tereza Kokocinska Dan Downes 

Next week’s games Last week’s MVPs 

Page 8 BASES LOADED 

Apologies for the missing text at the end of last week’s 

“Next week’s games”. The missing text read as follows: 

... [and] it was mercifully all over after 3½ innings. 

The last line indicating that Barflies were resting this 

week was also missing. 

Correction 

gust 2015, Freeze won 10-4. 

Rippers @ Colt 45s (8, TS) First ever meeting. 

Tigers @ Barflies (9, AR)  First ever meeting . 

Hurricanes rest  



Monday   Caroline Drake (Tigers) 

Tuesday Sarah Hidgett (Speeders), Charlotte Lamb 

(Hackers), Dave Warren (Rippers) 

Thursday Andy Cocking (Tigers) 

Saturday Kellie Whitaker (Hurricanes) 

Sunday Michelle Fisher (Phoenix) 
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Birthdays 

Enforcers 0 4 4 0 2 4 5 19 
Moorkats 0 0 0 5 2 1 3 11 
Umpire Paul Fagan, Pitch 2 
HRs: ENF Katrina Davies 2, Brad 
Holmes 

 
Hackers 1 3 2 3 2 1 5 17 
Camels II 2 4 3 2 2 4 1 18 
Umpire Tony Stonard, Pitch 4 
HRs: HAC Darren Corner 2; CM2 Craig 
Lawson, Richard Jameson, David Dean 

 

Outlaws II 5 5 1 0 4 1 5 21 
Rebels 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 
Umpire Pete Nightingale, Pitch 3 
HRs: OU2 Greg Spiers 2, Richard Goar, 
Rolf Herbert 
 

Division 4 

Barflies 8 1 1 0 1 11 0 22 
Freeze 2 5 0 0 4  0  2 13 
Umpire Ian Caird, Pitch 6 
HRs: BFL Chris Smith, Chris Radford, 
Paul Warburton 
 

Drizzle 2 6 0 6 0 1 3 18 
Hurricanes 2 5 1 3 3 3 2 19 
Umpire Mike Lott, Pitch 8 
HRs: HUR Mario Escobedo 2, Mark Grif-
fin 2 

 

Falcons 1 2 1 4 5 0 0 13 
Colt 45s 8 1 3 0 3 4 x 19 
Umpire Shawn Khwaja, Pitch 7 
HR: COL Tadgh Tobin GS 

 

Phoenix 2 0 5 1 3 0 11 
Tigers 6 6 0 4 7 3 26 
RAR, Umpire Mike Goff, Pitch 9 
HRs: PHX Simon Ronksley; TIG Dan 
Downes 2, Tony La Fave, Jon Downes, 
Dave Wareham 

(Continued from page 10) 

Division 1 – Female 

1 – Nancy Bennett (OUT), Michelle 

Collier (LIO), Liz Lyon (MUT), Kath 

Mullin (GRX) 

Division 1 – Male 

3 – Danny Gunn (GRX, 1GS), Vince 

Lui (LIO) 

2 – Tom Atkinson (CAM), Peter 

Buckley (OUT), Anthony Garcia 

Reyes (DOD), Joe Grantham (MUT, 

1GS) 

1 – Lubomir Durisin (MAV), David 

Dyson (DOD), Chris Fulton (LIO), 

Nathan Gulam (GRX, GS), Ali Halls-

worth (MUT), Simon Hepburn 

(DOD), Duncan Jones (MUT), Tyler 

Lappage (DOD), Gordon Milson 

(LIO), Pete Nightingale (MAV, GS), 

Laurence Pearlmain (MAV), Sam 

Steele (LIO) 

Division 2 – Female 

1 – Alexa Martinez (STO), Jenna 

Mullins (MHM), Becky Wadeson 

(LIG) 

Division 2 – Male 

6 – Paul Colton (SHA, 2GS) 

3 – Ed Covington (MHM) 

2 – Adam Faloona (BUL), Liam 

Harris (SHA), Dave Martin Boaz 

(SHA) 

1 – Stuart Collier (SPE), Paul Finney 

(LIG), Mark Heyward (MKT), Steve 

Kellett (BUL), Shawn Khwaja 

(MHM), Chris Lennon (SPE), Mike 

Lott (MKT), Hector Martínez (STO), 

Graham Nickson (SHA), 

Richard Sarver (LIG, GS) 

Division 3 – Female 

2 – Sarah Cassin (REB), 

Katrina Davies (ENF) 

(pictured) 

1 – Jan Bradley (MV2), 

Lyndsey Bygraves (CM2), 

Jo Griffin (ENF) 

Home runs Division 3 – Male 

6 – Adrian Holmes (ENF) 

3 – Aleck Aspinall (MK2), Dar-

ren Corner (HAC), Greg Spiers 

(OU2), Ian Yates (MV2) 

2 – David Dean (CM2), Bradley 

Holmes (ENF), Richard 

Jameson (CM2), Ian Mills 

(HAC), James Ridgway (PIR), 

Taj Udin (MK2) 

1 – Steve Beddows (REB), Ian 

Blease (MK2), Shane Coyles 

(PIR), Chris Drayton (CM2), 

Dave Eaton (REB), Andrew 

Gardner (MV2), Richard Goar 

(OU2), Chris Gresty (MV2), Rolf 

Herbert (OU2), Matt Jacobs 

(PIR), Craig Lawson (CM2), 

Rory Lynch (BAT), Matt Tho-

mas (REB), Ian Williams (PIR), 

Jono Wrigley (MK2, GS) 

Division 4 – Male 

5 – Phil Cosgrove (COL) 

4 – Jonathan Downes (TIG), 

Mario Escobado (HUR),  John 

Kaye (COL) 

3 – Dan Downes (TIG), Chris 

Smith (BFL) 

2 – Mark Griffin (HUR), Dan 

Lord (HUR), Chris Radford 

(BFL), Simon Ronksley (PHX), 

Ed Woodcock (RIP, 1GS) 

1 – Steve Aguirre (TIG, GS), 

Scott Barton (RIP), Mike 

Cooney (BFL), Chris Grady 

(RIP), Stan Johnson (PHX), 

Tony La Fave (TIG), Adam Mor-

rison (HUR), Philip Norton 

(FAL), Tadgh Tobin 

(COL, GS), Paul War-

burton (BFL), Dave 

Wareham (TIG), Dave 

Warren (RIP) 

 



 P W T L F RS RC Pct GB 

Division 1 

▲Lions 4 4 0 0 0 70 37 1.000 – 

▲Dodgers 4 3 0 1 0 86 43 .750 1 

▼Mavericks 4 3 0 1 0 78 38 .750 1 

▲Thunder 4 2 0 2 0 50 50 .500 2 

▼Greensox  4 2 0 2 0 51 52 .500 2 

►Outlaws 4 2 0 2 0 66 78 .500 2 

►Mutineers 4 0 0 4 0 37 79 .000 4 

►Camels 4 0 0 4 0 41 102 .000 4 

Dodgers above Mavericks on head-to-head 

Division 2 

▲Meerkats 3 3 0 0 0 47 25 1.000 – 

▼Bullfrogs 4 3 0 1 0 76 40 .750 ½ 

▲Lightning 3 2 0 1 0 45 43 .667 1 

▼Mayhem 3 2 0 1 0 48 23 .667 1 

▲Speeders 3 1 0 2 0 31 47 .333 2 

▼Sharks 4 1 0 3 0 46 72 .250 2½ 

►Storm 4 0 0 4 0 21 64 .000 3½ 

Division 3 

►Mavericks II 4 4 0 0 0 71 30 1.000 – 

►Camels II  5 4 0 1 0 81 70 .800 ½ 

►Enforcers 4 3 0 1 0 69 54 .750 1 

▲Outlaws II 4 2 0 2 0 45 42 .500 2 

▼Bats 5 2 0 3 0 62 67 .400 2½ 

▼Moorkats 5 2 0 3 0 83 80 .400 2½ 

►Hackers 4 1 0 3 0 50 66 .250 3 

▲Pirates 4 1 0 2 1 41 63 .250 3⅓ 

▼Rebels 5 1 0 4 0 62 92 .200 3½ 

Division 4 

▲Barflies 5 4 0 1 0 84 73 .800 – 

▼Rippers 4 3 0 1 0 77 38 .750 ½ 

►Tigers 5 3 1 1 0 98 67 .700 ½ 

▲Colt 45s 5 3 0 2 0 79 66 .600 1 

►Hurricanes 5 3 0 2 0 76 70 .600 1 

▼Drizzle 4 1 1 2 0 49 54 .375 2 

►Freeze 4 1 0 3 0 35 64 .250 2½ 

►Phoenix 4 1 0 3 0 48 74 .250 2½ 

►Falcons 4 0 0 4 0 26 66 .000 3½ 

Lightning above Mayhem on head-to-head 

Results and standings - Week 5, 24/25 May 
Division 1 

Camels 1 3 4 0 4 2 1 15 
Outlaws 6 5 1 7 1 2 x 22 
Umpire Harry Somers, Pitch 4 
HRs: CAM Mike Gaskell, James 
Wooderson 
 

Mavericks 0 1 1 1 5 1 3 12 
Dodgers 1 4 5 6 1 5 x 22 
Umpire Charlie Everitt, Pitch 2 
HR: DOD Anthony Garcia Reyes 
 

Mutineers 2 5 0 1 0 0 3 11 
Lions 1 1 6 0 2 3 x 13 
Umpire Tony La Fave, Pitch 3 
HR: LIO Gordon Milson 
 

Thunder 0 6 0 1 1 0 6 14 
Greensox 1 0 2 0 0 2 2 7 
Umpire David Dean, Pitch 8 
HRs: THU Luis Arrevillagas, Em-
manuel Estevez Santos, David 
Leverton, Benkei Johnson; GRX 
Andy Rawson, Danny Gunn 
 

Division 2 

Lightning 1 3 5 2 1 0 4 16 
Bullfrogs 1 0 0 1 8 0 1 11 
Umpire Alan Green, Pitch 5 
HRs: LIG Paul Finney 2; BUL 
Adam Faloona 2 
 

Sharks 1 1 0 2 1 3 0 8 
Meerkats 6 1 6 1 0 1 x 15 
Umpire Mike Davies, Pitch 9 
HRs: SHA Paul Colton; MKT Mark 
Hayward 
 

Storm 0 1 1 3 0 2 1 8 
Speeders 1 0 4 0 2 1 1 9 
Umpire Brendán MacGabhann, 
Pitch 6 
HRs: STO Chris Dave Harper; 
SPE Kate Barlow 
 

Division 3 

Bats 4 0 0 1 0 2 1 8 
Mavericks II 2 4 0 4 4 5 x 19 
Umpire Stephen Shearer, Pitch 1 
HRs: MV2 Ian Yates 2 

 

(Continued on page 9) 


