
 
 

 

Submission to ITF Seniors Committee 

 

National  Closed tournaments 

 

Background 

• TSA is aware that the current ITF rule is that there should only be one National Closed per 

country per year 

• To a degree, we understand the reasoning behind this - the more Closed events the less 

players may have need for an IPIN, which is a major source of revenue for the ITF 

• We are obligated to meet the needs of competition and social players alike.  Our mission 

which is incorporated in our Constitution, and which is approved by Tennis Australia, states 

that "we are to promote and encourage participation in, and understanding of, competitive 

and social mature age tennis activities..."  Everything we do is driven by our objective of 

increasing participation by senior tennis players, be they IPIN or non-IPIN players.  This is 

an important factor for us. 

• Tennis is actively played in Australia due to our climate and in most States, fine court 

facilities.  Particularly in certain parts of the country, such as Victoria and Western Australia 

and perhaps to a lesser extent New South Wales, there are significant numbers of senior 

players who wish to play more socially inclined tennis within a competitive environment, 

with no desire to earn ranking points. 

• Many of these players will only play tournaments in their local area, and perhaps once a year 

• We have had to forego the ITF status of some tournaments in some areas e.g. Mildura in 

northern Victoria, where there are literally scores of courts and hundreds of players, 

because players do not wish to purchase an IPIN.  Others are experiencing difficulty in 

attracting players partly, we believe, due to the IPIN requirements e.g. Merimbula, TSQ 

Claycourts, Victorian Championships, Western Australian Championships and the ACT 

Championships in 2014 (entries close in 2 days).   However, we want our top players to 

continue to have an incentive to support these tournaments by being able to earn ranking 

points there. 

• Despite the fact that the cost of an IPIN is US$20 (and we accept that the system provides 

significant benefits for organisers and players alike) there is still a view amongst many 

players, particularly pensioners, that this cost is for them, unnecessary and prohibitive. 

• At present date, there are 542 IPIN registrations in Australia for 2014, compared to 1234 for 

2013.  This is an important indicator for us, as our two major IPIN events of the year - the 

Australian Seniors Championships and the B1 Oceania Regional  - have already been played.  

It will be interesting to see how the renewal rate eventuates for the year, but there seems to 

be some evidence in these numbers of a further dismissal of the IPIN.  We do not know the 

numbers (they would be interesting) but we suspect that a large proportion of our IPIN 

issues for 2013 were one-off free IPIN's to play a local tournament.  We will watch these 



statistics with interest, but we could well be requesting the ITF to re-consider the 

introduction of a free IPIN for players who play only one event a year. 

• Our country is vast - it takes 5 hours to fly from Sydney to Perth.  It is too costly for many 

players to attend the one National Closed that we are sanctioned to operate.  In Europe for 

example, it is not difficult to cross a border and play another Closed, provided the National 

rules allow this. 

• Another option is to think of this in terms of ITF Regions.  Is there a possibility to suggest 

that all Regions have a maximum of say 4 National Closed tournaments per year (excepting 

Europe and the US, who already have this number or more we understand) to be allocated 

as the Region deems  appropriate? 

 

Recommendation for consideration 

• In view of the factors above, we believe there is a case to be made for more than one 

National Closed per annum in a country such as Australia 

• While it may have some negative impact on the number of IPIN's on issue, we do not believe 

this will be significant.  Those players wishing to play competitions and earn ranking points 

will continue to renew their IPIN's.  You are going to experience a decline in any event due to 

the removal of the free IPIN 

• Accordingly, we ask the Seniors Committee to give consideration to the granting of a 

minimum of three National Closed events for Australia, preferably with the option to 

convert an already approved 2014 tournament to National Closed status. 

 

 

Venues for World Championships 

 

Background 

• It seems that for many years now, and we apologise for not being specific about this, the 

Seniors and Super Seniors have played the World titles in the same "cycle" i.e. Seniors in 

about April and S/Seniors in October/November. 

• It appears that this pattern will follow under the new regime of Young Seniors, Seniors and 

Super Seniors. 

• In addition, because of a lack of suitably sized facilities, the same venue is used repeatedly 

e.g. Ali Bey.   

• The consequence is that the same group is there on many occasions at the same time of the 

year.  They do not even have the benefit of seeing the local area from a different season 

perspective! 

• For the Super Seniors, some years the event goes well into the beginning of winter - in 2016 

it will go to 6th November 

 

Recommendation for consideration 

• We request that the Seniors Committee give consideration to changing the sequence and 

cycle of events.  For example, schedule the Super Seniors for say June/July.  We understand 

that by doing so, the cycle for an age group may be less than, or more than, a year.  

However, this will be a once-only issue if the "new cycle" is maintained for a number of 



years.  And as it will affect all players within that age group, no-one is relatively 

disadvantaged. 

 

 

ITF Seniors regulations 

 

Background 

There are two (in particular) regulations that we have some difficulty with. 

 

Rule 25 page 31 (2014 Regulations) and Rule 36 (page 49) 

• Rule 25 states that a player can participate in 2 doubles, but in terms of Rule 36, they may 

only enter 1 of those doubles through the ITF website. 

• If they wish to play a second doubles in a different age group, they have to send a manual 

entry to the ITF or do this by way of a wild card entry (we think this is correct) 

• We are finding that more players are wishing to play 2 doubles, partly because, with the 

decline of the number of women players, they are having difficulty finding mixed partners 

• The process is confusing and difficult to communicate to players as I am sure you will 

appreciate 

• When we have questioned this before, I believe we have been advised that there are 

"technical issues" with programming  this change.  In today's world of technical innovation, 

surely this should not be so. 

 

Rule 41 page 55 (2014 Regulations) 

• Our understanding of this rule (and we would appreciate your confirmation that our 

understanding is correct) is that if a player in a doubles team withdraws after the draw is 

done but before play commences, then the other player in that team cannot team up with 

another player. 

• What we are about here is trying to encourage and facilitate participation - that is our 

ultimate goal, and we cannot understand why this rule applies?  Why should the 

"abandoned" player be penalised and not permitted to play? 

 

Recommendations for consideration 

• We ask the Seniors Committee to review these rules with a view to changing them, or 

explaining why they cannot be changed. 

 

 

 

Approved by the Executive, Tennis Seniors Australia 

31st March 2014 

 

 

 

 

 


