By Sean Whittington |

the total overhaul of
the SANFL competi-
tion.

An eight-team league, a re-
vamp of ¢lub boundaries and

" be next to go

thousands of dollars in the red,
South members had to fight

to merge. However, he did agree
the Magpies' proposal would
open the gates for the Panthers
to move further south.

Until now, the State Govern-

Thomas defiantly stated his
club would not go under.

Woodville have spoken.

*“That (a merger) is not an
insurmountable problem ... it
can happen.

“Port’s decision does not
threaten the existence of the
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there was a Woodville-West Tor-
rens merger, they would take

over some of our area.

*“There would have to be a
re-adjustment of boundaries.”

Woodville is one of the richest
clubs in the State.

Although it has struggled for

PANTHERS
and to a lesser extent, Sturt,
rely on playing teams like them

They said it earlier this year just to survive  “Already there are clubs that the Port area, then Central (Dis-  to bolster coffers. They budget
Port Adelaide’s move for the season. have spoken to one another trict) could take back Salisbury, for games against Port, Nor-

Y to join the AFL is set to But South Adelaide general about merging,” ne said. “We West Adplaide would probiably wood and Glenelg.
- g s ide th manager Ray Hendrie refuted spoke with South Adelaide take over all of the Woodville “The next few months will be
e provide the catalyst fOr (jaims nisclubwouwldbetheone  Prior to this, and Torrens and area, and Glenelg would take vital to the survival of football

in SA,” said Mr Lloyd.

Ebert’s

. und rationalisation are like. et hasrefused todesignatea west Adelaide Football Club.  success over the years, it boasts
' Eﬂm be immediate priorities, ¢ In the Noarlunga areafora  “We are one of the wealthier a healthy mEmbeIr:hip of promi- .
‘ They won't be even if Port’s AFL bid fails. sports complex. clubs in the league. Our land is nent businessmen and families. v.ew
friends of mine The question now is which & think the geographics in our own, it is not owned by the  And if club general manager
clubs will merge. Although no the Westem suburbs hold the council as is Port Adelaide’s.  Mr Geoff Hosking was worried : ]
an}'mﬂrﬁ..’ club would EPEH.]: pUb“ﬂf kE‘j" to & MEerger between two And while we have had some about his club's survival, he Port's E‘Eﬂ.tﬂﬁlt DIE}’EI' ﬂf all i.]ﬂ'lE.
about proposals, some directors  ©lubs,” said Mr Hendrie. losses, we have had some very wasn't showing it when he  current Woodville coach Russell
—SA's Mr Football, Central indicated radical changes  “Logically, the local game 800d financical years over a spoke with the Sunday Mail Ebert, believes egos are blocking
District coach Neil Kerle needed to be implemented from  would have to become an eight- Pﬁ%“ﬂ of nine or 10 years. ‘We haven't canvassed the  strajght thinking at Alberton.

good and they have allowed us

the ramifications it might have

18 PANEs Tom Sy current mlmmlgg o oy BN 4o keep on trading profitably on the club,” said Mr Hosking, m ﬂmﬂﬁfh:'heanm dumped as
FOashe bostian Woodville to get together. with a very limited overdraft.  “Until the situation is known coach, Ebert, 41, came ouk pun-
A possibility isthat the expul- wmere je for Joce veneon for . There re no panic stations fully, it would be purely CPing when asked to comment on the

sion of Port Adelaide could
precipate a merger between

{in a merger) because of it ser- o0 i worke ham's 5DN
Torrens and Woodville who wicing the southemn suburbs. S work properly, where-  Guy Lloyd does not believe his 3 oD ko e el Bcketn.
muld take Ak pa]'.t, nf Pﬂﬂ'ﬁ That ha.":‘,. tﬂ b'E‘ our mtl.ﬂf.“ hﬁ' a m T h!l' t-hE Eﬂ.HFL teﬂm 1_5 in danEEr ﬂf Insing [ts 'F-'ﬂl.:lltl dIlJFI m thE fﬂﬁl‘bﬂll bﬂﬂkﬁl’- '

territory, also assisting West by

South Adelaide to get involved

Another team under threat is

at West. We just feel that there
has been so much work done to

would have been successful ina
national competition.

hypothetical to comment.”
Sturt Football Club president

identity or being forced into a

Magpies' entry into the AFL.

Speaking on Ken "KG" Cunning-

“I believe (Port's AFL decision) was
done incorrectly,” Ebert said. “Surely

Emotions might expanding its boundaries. West Torrens, operating in the “We don't belleve Port canbe CriBor: ;
say ‘no’ but The positioning of four c¢lubs iﬁ;ﬂuﬁ%‘:?ﬂmﬂmﬁt&mﬂ Eu%cﬁﬁshﬂf nor can it be com- haggnﬁge;tmﬂm?fﬂﬁ ﬁﬂemwgﬂm?aﬁ:ﬁéﬁiﬁaﬂﬁﬁ
commonsense in the general western area has dent Rex Sellers said his club EEII‘LE‘{E h;ri[? Egﬂ}wﬁnmm?mﬁ: ly viable clup,” said Mr Lloyd. and the Sydney Swans mﬂt you can't
will say ‘yes' @ been a major concem for some g1 vgq it alone” and was not  going it alone S oI think the competition just go in without a combined front.
years. Whichever way you 100K  {neerested in an amalgamation.  “I believe the SANFL has to  De¢ds and will need in the years “Unfortunately there are a couple of
president, Bruce Woebar team will have to go, either board or memberssuggestedwe cant get an individual elub 28 possible. individuals bigger than the club.
: through a merger — which are interested in merging,” said putting itself above the league. . AUl ¢lubs in South Australia “And that's not what I have been
seems the more popular avenue  Mr Sellers. “And although the  “That's what Port Adelaideis Wi Suller with Port Adelaidein  taught by Fos Williams (former Port
— or disbandment. club is not actively seeking a doing ... they are absolutely e AFL. They draw about 27  Adelaide coach) and Bob McLean (legen-
The SANFL, and for that merger, it has always stated it devastating 100 years of foot- Per cent of the total football  dary player and administrator). _
matter the league clubs them- would listen to another club ball” public support in this State and “1 was always taught that the club is
selves, can ill afford to have one  about the topic. Mr Thomas said the SANFL that cannot be sneezed at. bigger than the individual.
team out with a bye each week.  “All our middle tenm financial Would be forced to change its It 15 up to us (as a league) to “Unfortunately, there are a couple of
But the question remains, planning hasbeentowards 1993. 2oning toallow severalclubsthe Survive and find ways to keep  pegple down there (Port Adelaide)
which club will take the bit Our plan tobe debt-free by that OPPOrtunity of signing players People going to the football. — whose egos are far too big to see that the
between its teeth and negotiate  time would be stalled if, and at 1OW in Port’s area. The ?Emalgafmatlunlaa;peet 15 club, the competition and the SANFL is
with another club for a merger? this stage it is only if, Port  "Their boundaries would be ORE IOuLe ... IEWer DIAYETS &€ for oraater than they will ever be.
enters the AFL" cut up between the other teams l'E'q_'LIjI“Eﬂ _E.I'Hi a5 a mnﬁequﬂm_ﬁ. “Th
it will open The endangered clubs appear i th = Ul the auallbr of the same will ey have got to be stopped.

: to be South Adelaide, West _ West Adelaide also is In the ,.Mmfc“m-pemm' nmh-:? said. imprgve i ga Ebert's career began with Port in 1968,
poy. S Torrens; Woodville and West. ~ ring line. Earlier this year,club o W bePR AN HEwOdapbly - Wity P e yagpies proven  When he went on to set an Australian
believe will The club in the front line is Officlals held talks with South "L B BERRREL, o crowd pullers even against Fecord of 446 league games and won a

never hunl’ embattled South Adelaide. ah;:;:‘:tmerger possibilitles. Woodville would go down fur- lower teams, clubs such as  record four Magarey Medals.
Already hundreds of general manager DOUE 4y "o pop territory), or if  South, Torrens, West, Woodville
— ..p.url:l
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How war is being waged by letter League

" @ (Port Adelaide)

Here is the bulk of the SANFL
letter being distributed among
AFL clubs to try to persuade them
to reject Port's bid.

Dear Sir, The South Australlan National
Football League urges your club to care-
fully consider the implications — financial
or otherwise — of inviting the Port

Port Adelaide deal very costly to
AFL

You and your club must consider the
financial problems confronting the AFL
and its current clubs on the viability of
Fort Adelaide entering the AFL.

For instance, the AFL commissioners
have guaranteed the Port Adelaide Foot-
ball Club an annual disbursement of

The SANFL directors have resolved not
to allow Port Adelalde to play any AFL
games at Football Park in 1991 and have
also resolved not to allow Port Adelaide
teams to compete in the SANFL competi-
tion in season 1991.

Port Adelaide home games will have to
be played at Alberton Oval which has a
capacity to hold arocund only 12,000

lobby
making
ground

is plotting a Adelaide Football Club to join the ranks of $1 million and have also agreed to pay all people, no parking facllities and limited
coiivee of the Australian Football League. mﬁhma air fares of approximately th&r;ufmthI:la. e A desperate, last-ditch lobby yes-
In Ehﬂl't, suc_h a move would i ” ] Per year. t a i elaiae reserves tEl‘dE b‘ a u Glf 11 S-E'niﬂr
self-destruction. trous for Individual HF“EIUE :':'stal'?ﬁ To fund this additional $1.1 million cost, and under-19 teams will not be permitted SﬁNFj‘FL c{uh ﬂ%aﬂ seemed to be
—President of  AFL, the AFL itself, the SANFL, and the the income to be received by the AFL via Into the SANFL will mean an additional  ¢)mine a number of Melbourne-

the SANFL, Max Bashaor

general development of Australian Rules
Football.

Why Port Adelaide and not the
SANFL

i the SANFL had been offered a deal
equivalent to that offered to the Port

the equalisation fund will
$330,000.

The AFL has also deferred the payment
of Port Adelalde’s $4 million licence fee
over 10 years from 1993 and free of any
interest. This “loan” has been offered to a
¢lub with total net assets of $27,674 as at

only be

burden on the AFL to have these teams in
s competition.

Say “no” to Port Adelaide

These are some of the very real reasons
why your club should reject the entry of
the Port Adelaide Football Club to the AFL
and we urge you to vote "no" on Monday

based AFL clubs against the histor-
ic bid by Port Adelaide to join the
national competition in 1991.

A Norwood delegation yesterday went to
Melbourne to convinee Fitzroy and Rich-
mond officials that the Port Adelaide pro-

Adelaide Football Club, the SANFL December 31, 1989, Current net assets of night. - ject should be totally rejected.
directors would almost certainly have the SANFL totalled $9 million at June 30, How the clubs The syndicate, president Nerio Ferraro,
voled towards having a team in the AFL, 1990 SANFL director Bob Famham and finan-
Importantly, the fundamental basis of i iats driving the AFL commis. Eﬁlﬁmﬁr Murray Bray, met Fitzoy
any SANFL proposal to join the AFL has e o Likely votes of the 14.clubs at|  OILcials before yesterday's match against
always been the need to guarantee the You must also question the Integrity of this stage are: ond and outlined why the Lions
SANFL to ongoing viabliity of the SANFL competi- .1® AFL commissioners on this matter. Brisbane ............... No.| Should not back the idea in total
carefully tion to'ensure that competition enabled They have previously undertaken to deal Carlton. . ........ Undecided. Famham said u:l'ﬂt t-hE' Pﬂﬂ- ﬂdElE;EdE'
the continued strong development of oY With the SANFL on the issue of a Collingwood . ........... No.|  DProposal had been “conceived in haste”.
analyse the Australian Rules Football South Australlan team entering the AFL Essendon ......... Likely no. Fﬁnﬂwmdem‘ihed the Port Adelaide
hun-nms’ The net income to be earned by an SOMPpetition. FHZroy ............ Likely no proposal as “'deceitful” because it had been
SANFL team in the AFL competition was . '//thout any notice or advice to the E;::t‘;:m"' """"""" ?h:; done without telling the SANFL and the
— Australlan Football Lesgue  always earmarked to be shared among the SANFL, the AFL entered into negotiations eri i S O Chiras member clubs.
executive commissioner, Alan and finalised an agreement with the Port awthom ......... ey He said the terms offered to Port Adelaide
SEhWaB » < 13 % aroag re oo SANFL clubs to ensure their viability. The 4 Melbourne ........ Likely no e generous thn offered to South
Port Adelaide proposal makes no financial Ad;:'::“ﬁﬁ“g.ﬂ”% Poit Adelilde North Melbourne . Undecided. Amm";jcat Eﬁnd would prove very expensive
» o Port Adelaide | Richmond......... ikely no. pens
volopment. . Y Such continued d&* yqqme in SANFL StKilda v .. Undocidea.| 1oF the Meloourne clubs.
SydneySwans......... Yas.
80+ SUNDAY MAIL, Adgust 5,.1990 WestCoast ............ Yes,
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‘Kicked in the guts’

By MARIA ARMSTRONG

South Australian
footballers generally
acknowledge that
Port's move to the AFL
was an inevitable one,
though they're not too
impressed about they
way it was done.

They are concerned about the
elffects on the SA.competition in
the shott term and also about
the effect the move will have on
vounger players.

Most vocal opponent to Port's
move i3 Glenelg's "Captain
Courapeous” Chris MeDermott.

“I'mdead against it [think it's
a real kiek in the guts for the
SANFL and for footy in general
in South Australia.

"All this stuff about it being
beneficial for Seuth Australan
footy is crap. The only thing its
beneficial for is Port Adelaide
football club.

*It's just another example of
blokes in power putting the club
before football when footy
should be stronger than the ¢lub
or the individual.

“They sav they wanted the
SANFL to support them yet they
went behind their back. The only
way for it to have succeeded
wolld have been for the SANFL
to support it and control it

McDermott sald no-one could
tell what the eventual outcome
would be for SA footy.

"Obviously it's got to have
some detrimental effect on the
local competition. When you
take away one of the foot
powers it's going to leave a big
hile.

“If they put in a composite
side, you would have got blokes
from each club. But this way I
Just can’t see blokes Hke Andrew
J{‘iﬂm%{l}'"{ Dlirren .{armanT i:lnrr a

reg Whittlesea polng to play for
Port Adelaide. They'd probably
prefer to go to Victoria, rather
than play for Port Adelaide”

McDermott savs there are
many more tough decisions

I donm't

&l play for
reach

they had a lot of
i options’

) Thomas (left),
1 '(Young players) |
won't ge )

they want to and
the best
competition’

Happier (right).

Captain
Courageous
hits out at
Port move

which still have to be made.

“I guess somebody’s got to bite
the bullet and merge, for the
benefit of footy.”

MeDermott believes Port
would have to cull its players
and recruit new ones to have the
:chIriﬁsaw strength to play in the

“At least a few of the blokes in
the slde won't be playing next
year. For Port to be competitive
they're going to have to do some
recruiting”

West Torrens captain Bruce
Lindzay doesn't agree with the
way Port went “behind every-
one’s back and agalnst general
votlng".

‘ This stuff
about it being
beneficial for
SA footy is

crap ,

Nevertheless, he said the terms
Port received look to be excel-
lent and appear to be what the
SANFL have been walting for to
enter the competition.

“I think what is required now
is an elght-team competition lo-
see that

— Keith

able to
the club

— David

sorty for younger plavers.

m]l'r and the time is right to do
Lln-usa:. sald.

"I think Fort’s step has forced
the SANFL to address this prob-
lem, and it goes to show that the
stumbling biocks previously en-
countered can be negotiated.”

Lindsay said Port should have &

had the sanection of the SANFL
“but obviously they had been
down that track and it didn't
work".

West Torrens footballer
Andrew Payze savs the immedi
ate concern should be to get on
with the rest of the SA football
SEAS00.

But he added: “I think it wasa
little bit sinister the way Port

went behind the back of the §=

SANFL. who have tried so hard
to find ocut what the public
wants,"”

Payze said it is difficult to

predict what will happen to SA

football.

“Certainly there are going to |

be some great changes,” he said.
Norwood f[ootballer Keith
Thomasisin favor of Port's move
to join the AFL.
“I don't agree with the way
Port nave done it but I don't see
that they had a lot of options.”

Thomas said. “If vou believe that

national competition is the way
to go then Port Adelalde’s action
is probably going to bring that
about gquicker than the way the
SANFL was going about it

“I think in a few vears history
will show the Port move did a lot
more good for the game than
bad.”

Wevertheless, Thomas Savs
local football will be hurt in the
short term.

“But its hurting already and I
think we are forgetting that. The
fact is very few teams are being
supported strongly enough and
even with the retention scheme
in place we are still losing a lot of
players to the AFL," he said.

“Drastic steps needed to be Lo
taken but they haven't. The [
slgms have been there for several §

years and nothing has been
done.

“The Port move gives us the b

opportunity to make some ad-
justments. Clubs In the past
have rejected the ldea of mer-
ging, but with the game in tur-

moil, it has to be done. I don't -

know what the eriterda will be for

merging but it has to be basedon kil
the fnancial viability of the

clubs.”

South Adelaide footballer £

David Kappler sald Port's move
wouldn't affeet him. but he was

“They (voung playershwon't be
able to play for the club they
want to and reach the best
competition they can in the
State. They h:;nt: {0 try for some-
thing bigger.”

Loyalty out the win

Like most South Austra-

Glanelg capmin Chris McDermotft Is ‘dead
elaide decision to move to the

jerships from 1966 the “Champion of

lians I am staggered and
angered by the self-
indulgent, selfish Emup of
men who have trayed
South Australia in their
quest to place the Port Adel-
alde Football Club in the
AFL competition.

Even if vou were to forgive this group
for the manner in which the whnole
situation was formulated. which I
doubt whether anyvone could, how
could anyone condone their actions in
piacing themselves above 113 years of
footpall nistory. in this State,

It's all very well for them to boast
that Port Adelaide is South Australia's
most decorated football club,

But let's not forget it has been the
SANFL and the strength of 1ts com-
p&tut‘ur mer the ¥ears that has

provideds ¥ Aoy b b § %

the vehicle for the Magpies to obtain
that profile.

And for Port Adelaide's president
Bruce Weber to claim, quote: “Let's
face it footbali in South Australia ls
Port Adelaide” only highlights once
more that the directives and egos of
the Port board are totally miseulded.

They have obviously forgotten that
the majority of clubs ln our current
competition have played a major part
in the hismr:,r of foothall in this State.

{The aty of Sthurtiwipning five p&-m ba»e
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Australia" titles won by -North Adel-
aide, Norwood and West Adelalde; the
fact Norwood will be playlng in their
19th finals series on the trot this year:
plus the classic rivalry that has de-
veloped between North and Glenelg in
the past decade only dabbles in the
eontributions that other clubs have
made.

And you could mention some of the
great champions that our ¢lubs have

. produced like Bob Hank, Lindsay

Head, Gary Window, John Flatten,
Malcolm Blight, Jim Deane, Mark
Maiey, Barrie Eobran and the list

g0es OI.

WNo-one deubts the input and the
mark Port has made. but to say
football in South Australia i3 Port
Adelzide 15 a ludicrous comment.

The current Magpie board members
rmmay be feeling flattered and content
with the progress they have made in
thelr ﬁ:d b join, the

ade oné! grﬁ rpisdaleulation. |

AFL. But they

That is, the loyalty and parochialism
of every other South Australian, to
expect these people to support such an
ill-conceived cause wil be their
undoing.

The concept of South Australia hav-
ing a side in the AFL can only work
with the total support of the whole
State,

I have never in my lfe witnessed
such a devipus wrong doing and it
appalls me to think a group of men
could =ell out South Australia,

To say they wish to work in assocla-
tipn with the SANFL for the better-
ment of football in this State is a gross
contradiction. If that had been the
case, earlier negotitions would have
een held with the league.

Port Adelaide have looked after one
thing — that is, themselves, In thelr
guest for preservation at the expense
of all others concerned.

It's been proven through the entre-
prepeurial ventures of Dr Edelsten,
Powerplay, Chrigtopher Skase and the
Igdidn Pacific cpmipady that private

inst’ the Port

1 won't
join black
and whites’
— Jarman

Champion Norwood
centreman Andrew
Jarman says he will
honor his contract
with the Redlegs
and would never
contemplate join-
ing Port Adelaide

in the AFL.

“I'll never weara black and’
white jJumper — never,”
JArmAan said.

“I intend to play my vears
out with the Norwood
Football Ciub.

“That's It. I don't care
wiat club offers me this
of that.

“I'm not going through
what I went through at
the beginning of the
season. My alleglance is
to Norwood."

Jarman, the 1987 Magarey
Medallist, joined the
Redlegs at the start of
the season after a con-
troversial switeh from
the North Adelaide.

“I don't know all the de-
talls, but I feel sorry for
the Max Basheer. Leigh
Whicker and those peo-

le who have worked 50
ard.

“Evervone's been scream-
ing we should join, but
we have to join for the
right reasons.

“Look at the Bwans and
Brishane. They've got
no money and they are
stuggling.

“Hopefully something
might happen in the
next week or so and
someone might sav
Iet’s start again and do
it properly with every-
one involved

“But from & players point
of view it's scary.

“We just don't know where
WE are going now.”

If Port Adelaide’s proposal
goes ahead, Jarman's

- ornly hope of playing in
a national competition
would be with the
Magpies.

dow

ownership or teams outside the
umbrella of e State’s recognised league
are doomed for failure,

And how Port Adelalde can possibly
feel they will be any different without
the support of the SANFL and the
malority of the community defles logic.

If they are aceepted by the AFL they
will not be competitive and the suppor-
ters of Port Adelaide will have thelr
loyalty tested through watching a side
that loses consistently. If you thought
1833 was bad (when you finished sixthi
and attendances dropped accordingly.
you'll be in for a horrible shotk next
Year.

That shock will ¢reate the financial
strain that will lead this venture to
inevitable failure.

My analogy of the Port Adelzide
board members in their treatment 1o
South Australian football It's like
running off with your best mates wife
and then asking him for a lend of his
car to go off to a motel!

* Ethical? Not in the!slightest. -
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