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Q2 Do you think that a Crescent Isles principality is a good idea?
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Q3 Can you give details to your previous answer?
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# RESPONSES DATE

1 There are pros and cons to both sides 1/15/2021 9:06 AM

2 We are not ready to go to principality. The difficulty ultimately of finding suitable candidates
for local and SCANZ offices, and the rotation of those that do take up office, is evidence
that we are not in a position to do this.

1/12/2021 9:47 PM

3 COVID 19 is not going away poor crown attendance of crescent isles dues to costs and
geography

1/12/2021 10:29 AM

4 Too many issues with not enough people to take on kingdom roles Enough visits from
royals to warrant staying with lochac Too small a country to break away I just don’t see why
we need to split away when the system isn’t broken. We have our own Scanz, it creates the
desire to go to different places in lochac and keeps us from becoming insular and not
getting caught up in local politics. The smaller the pool, the smaller the thoughts.

1/11/2021 9:41 PM

5 Too much to weigh up, I think that there are plenty of people that know more about the pros
and cons than I do

1/11/2021 8:50 PM

6 It's not always easy or feasible for a number of people to crosd the tasman both to compete
in crown tournament and subsequent events required. Pretty easy to get around locally
especially now

1/11/2021 7:06 PM

7 Too much faff for so few people. And too much infighting will occur 1/11/2021 7:03 PM

8 More pageantry accessible to more people. 1/11/2021 4:31 PM

9 I’m not sure we have enough active people and new blood. I’m seeing an ageing population
and too few new recruits to justify an new layer of organization.

1/11/2021 11:41 AM

10 But our administration framework would need review to ensure it works- also we need to not
have it as heavy tourney selected.

1/11/2021 11:40 AM

11 Separation by more than the sea! 1/11/2021 10:14 AM

12 It is alex our game to the next step 1/11/2021 9:56 AM

13 We are barely able to find enough people to fill group offices as it is. Unsure how we will fill
principality offices, without the onus being on the same people. Very worried about burn out.

1/11/2021 9:54 AM

14 Not enough active members 1/11/2021 9:28 AM

15 only if an alternate coronet selection process is approved - heavy only just wont work 1/11/2021 9:18 AM

16 Trying to fix the current issues by going principality is like getting married to solve your
relationship problems.

1/11/2021 9:16 AM

17 So NZ can be it's own headache instead of inflicting its woes on the Australians 1/11/2021 9:12 AM

18 It is complicated 1/11/2021 9:07 AM

19 Not at the moment. I don't believe we have the population or activity levels to support a
principality, and currently the balance is very uneven.

1/11/2021 8:56 AM

20 I don't know a lot about how the SCA actually works, and am happy to go with whatever the
people who are more invested in the game want, but I feel like I have nothing to do with the
Australian part of the SCA, and having a NZ group might help forge stronger ties between
groups in NZ.

1/9/2021 9:34 PM

21 I have come to see the imbalance between NZ and Australia with relation to the focus of the
kingdom officers. The new Zealand kingdom officers we have spend almost all their time
having to learn about and manage the Australian groups, and little focus is left for growing
the game here. The groups don't really work together here, a principality would give us a
minimum number of officers that would be working exclusively for our common goals and
needs. It would of course not preclude NZers from becoming kingdom officers if they
wanted. I believe the NZ SCA would be stronger for it

12/13/2020 10:38 PM

22 Several reasons: - It will add pageantry and flavour to our game, and increase the royal
presence here in NZ. - It will be a more accessible office to Kiwis than going for Crown,
particularly if an alternate selection process is opted for. - The P&P will be more accessible,
and having both them and Principality officers will improve our responsiveness to
issues/problems. The P&P could also act as backups to our landed B&Bs, aiding and
reinforcing their local decision-making.

12/13/2020 4:06 PM

23 We haven’t enough active members. 12/11/2020 3:10 PM
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24 I'm a fence sitter regarding the principality question. I can see benefits, but also pitfalls for
moving to a principality

12/7/2020 1:19 PM

25 It would seem we have grown as a group and a principality would recognize this. 12/6/2020 3:47 PM

26 I'm not sure what benefits we'd actually derive from being a principality, but it seems like it
would involve quite a bit more administrative work.

12/3/2020 10:20 PM

27 I started in the Principality of Lochac and it worked fine. 12/2/2020 9:18 PM

28 I want less Southron Gaard bullshit in my life, not more. At the moment, other groups can
mostly ignore the barony’s toxicity (CF aside), but a principality would increase the
likelihood of having to work with certain obnoxious members of the SG populace, or even
placing those people in a position of power over other groups. I know that the shared pool of
SCANZ/ kingdom officers already sees this happen from time to time, but a principality
would make it almost unavoidable. Hard pass.

12/2/2020 2:24 PM

29 There are clear pros and cons. NZ's SCA could benefit greatly from the added autonomy,
but it might backfire if we ended up lacking enough committed players to keep all the key
roles filled.

12/1/2020 10:18 PM

30 More opportunities for experienced officers, more attention from a royal pair, more local
royals, our own set of officers to look after our needs and not worry about Australian
problems.

12/1/2020 12:54 PM

31 It would be good to see New Zealand apart from Australia due to the ever increasing anti-
australianism that is apparent in the groups.

12/1/2020 12:43 PM

32 I think it would be easier for NZ based Scadians to properly coordinate under an NZ SCA
group. At present, organisation above local level means Kingdom, which drags our human
resources away from where they are needed.

12/1/2020 10:08 AM

33 Provides element of independence sufficient to allow management of nz specific laws and
still allows plenty of opportunities to engage with Lochac as and where required

11/30/2020 6:55 PM

34 I think that it could promote cohesion among the nz groups and enable a nationally based
approach to things like marketing etc.

11/30/2020 5:25 PM

35 I don’t think it’s a good idea right now. Perhaps in the future. 11/30/2020 2:39 PM

36 The smaller the organisation the more susceptible it may be to control by a clique. It may
give us more autonomy but a smaller, lesser pool of talent from which competitiors for
Corwn are drawn

11/30/2020 1:35 PM

37 Being an isolated people, it would be nice to have a royal figurehead within our borders. 11/30/2020 12:46 PM

38 Not today 11/30/2020 11:52 AM

39 We don't have enough people to sustain a principality with sufficient franchise and gravitas.
IMHO we would need four flourishing baronies.

11/30/2020 10:22 AM

40 I have heard pros and cons for the options and haven't decided yet. 11/30/2020 9:49 AM

41 really uncertain that we can find the people to fill the staffing positions needed. Also
definitely not enough heavies to continually find a prince every 6 months

11/29/2020 6:20 PM

42 Too many mundane law discrepancies resulting in un-necessary and annoying constraints 11/29/2020 2:26 PM

43 I think its a good move for the long term, but it does not need to be rushed. 11/29/2020 1:53 PM

44 Would require an additional layer of officers, ect. which would require widespread support.
Seems to be personal project of katherine kerr--not sure about wider support.

11/29/2020 12:42 PM

45 I think it will create a workload for the NZ SCA populace that we can’t sustain over the long
term, and I don’t think it will solve the recruitment etc. problems people think it will. I don’t
think we have so much distance and detachment from “mainland” Lochac to need it, and I
think there are probably better and more sustainable ways to solve the issues we do have.

11/29/2020 8:28 AM

46 Think it will bring the people together, and make them remember why we are part of the sca
...honour,chivalry, no more bitching

11/29/2020 8:24 AM

47 I used to be against the idea, but then read the discussion document by Mistress katherine
kerr and realised the potential benefits. (Not related to this question, but for question 9 I
have selected 'yes' as I am a paid-up member of the SCA. I'm not paid as a member of
SCANZ, but I don't think anyone is. I'm just not sure that I understood the question
correctly).

11/29/2020 8:16 AM
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48 We need a driver to grow 11/28/2020 11:12 PM

49 It gives us opportunities to do things differently and not be tied up with Australian mundane
law.

11/28/2020 10:37 PM

50 Some autonomy from Kingdom requirements which have been determined by mundane
Australian laws and which have no bearing on NZ. Freedom from some of the US laws was
touted as one of the reasons for leaving Caid to join Lochac, and definitely seems to have
been useful.

11/28/2020 10:26 PM

51 Many senior of southern gases have never played well with SCA in the North Island. SG will
be the primary provide the P&P. I.e. this would basically make North Island subjects of SG.

11/28/2020 10:21 PM

52 I see more costs than benefits. It doesn’t seem to address the issues that have been raised
as wanting improvement.

11/28/2020 10:21 PM

53 There are so many pluses and minuses. Overall I think the pros of a principality do outweigh
the cons, but I feel that I don't know enough to make an educated decision as to whether I
fully support the idea.

11/28/2020 10:15 PM

54 Concerned that the coronets will continuously be from a the same region. 11/28/2020 10:09 PM

55 having a separate royalty to endorse the lochac royals(evident after covid bullocks) would
be a great way to encourage and advance the crescent isle game and popularity

11/28/2020 8:49 PM

56 Too small and membership spread out. Principality would require another level of officers
and I am doubtful we have the numbers of high enough active people

11/28/2020 8:09 PM

57 No 11/28/2020 8:04 PM

58 I enjoy being part of the Kingdom of Lochac in the same structure as Australian members. I
also do not want additional hierarchy, court, and pageantry as I feel that this is the second
weakest part of the SCA. The weakest part of the SCA is choosing royalty by heavy
combat and I don't see the point in swapping one discriminatory hierarchy for another.
There's no guarantee of the BOD allowing different selection criteria.

11/28/2020 7:21 PM

59 I believe that becoming a principality will allow better chances for recruitment and more
events.

11/28/2020 7:07 PM

60 It is my opinion that a principality would help to grow and develop and support the game in
New Zealand.

11/28/2020 7:05 PM

61 Not really. It’s a next logical step but I think we need a recruitment drive to bring in young
blood first.

11/28/2020 6:56 PM

62 I think two baronies and one shire is too small a populace. Also the population and size of
groups would mean it's the principality of southron gaard absorbing the rest of NZ.

11/28/2020 6:53 PM

63 Prinicipality has its uses but, like the Caid/Lochac question a decade ago, will certainly be
divisive. I need to see a clear purpose for going P before supporting it; Covid is not that
reason either, because by the time the proposal has been sorted, travel restrictions are
likely to be ended or close to it.

11/28/2020 6:16 PM

64 There is devil in the detail, but I think that it has the potential to add a level of new interest
in the larger structure of the Kingdom, and add some new options for the local (NZ) game.
The detail would be about what new options we would want to explore. One of these new
options is some variation to how the Coronets might be selected.

11/28/2020 5:52 PM

65 Time to grow and learn to manage a new level of independence. We need a local Coronet to
aspire to and point to.

11/28/2020 5:36 PM

66 I'm concerned that the proposal is being put forward as a solution to issues that it is neither
necessary nor sufficient to resolve.

11/28/2020 5:28 PM

67 It's the logical next step in the growth and development of the Crescent Isles into their own
independent kingdom. We don't yet quite have the numbers to be a kingdom but we are well
on our way there, so principality is needed at this stage. Very needed and well overdue, if
we go just on the numbers in Crescent Isles compared to other Principalities.

11/28/2020 5:08 PM

68 Finance. 11/28/2020 4:45 PM

69 More independent and more likely for nz king and queen 11/28/2020 3:51 PM

70 It will give NZ fighters a fairer chance to compete without the financial challenge of getting
to Australia. Also with travel a bit up in the air at the moment local tourneys are great for
moral and playing the game we love.

11/28/2020 3:28 PM
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71 It is a natural geographical boundary with Lochac, &NZ have been independent SCA groups
for 40 years, with never a serious opportunity to hold a Royal Crown in any kingdom

11/28/2020 2:44 PM

72 Yet to hear a particularly convincing argument that the extra effort is likely to be worth it and
that any potential benefits will be worth the friction over whether to do it and the selection
method for coronet.

11/28/2020 1:57 PM

73 To give C.I. a chance to 'shine' by itself instead of being part of large group. But still have
Lochac beside us to play with us.

11/28/2020 1:23 PM

74 Allows for a new dimension of play both within Lochac and the wider SCA. 11/28/2020 1:23 PM

75 I'm not sure we have the numbers to allow official roles to be filled while not overly
burdening the populace.

11/28/2020 1:19 PM

76 I don’t support adding another layer of royalty to the SCA in NZ as I would honestly like to
reduce the amount of royalty, royal power, and royal position within the game. I would like to
see Royalty and Baronages be ceremonial only positions with no power to make rules,
influence awards, etc so I cannot support adding more layers to this.

11/28/2020 1:19 PM

77 I understand there are benifits to it but there is stil alot off things to talk about 11/28/2020 1:08 PM

78 Not sure if we are ready yet 11/28/2020 1:02 PM

79 I think it's putting the cart before the horse; specifically the bit where "it will help with
recruitment". I think, given our aging population, officer-musical-chairs, covid/economic
issues, loss of uni as recruitment bases, etc. that we need to a) understand our
membership/recruitment issues via data, b) create a new recruitment policy/system, and c)
recruit new members who are willing to serve, *before* trying to implement a new system
and then do all the above concurrently with existing resources.

11/28/2020 12:59 PM

80 Good 4 us 11/28/2020 12:55 PM

81 There are (what seem to be) good arguments on either side. I waffle, but at the moment I
am leaning toward yes.

11/28/2020 12:40 PM

82 I think it will just become Southron Guaard bullshit on a country wide scale. 11/28/2020 12:34 PM

83 Pre COVID I would have said no, given the likelihood of ongoing travel restrictions long
term, I have swapped to seeing the value of it.

11/28/2020 12:27 PM

84 Providing more autonomy to NZ based populous, and more royal presence. 11/28/2020 12:25 PM

85 I see a lot of value in a principality if and only if a) it's what most of our people want and b)
we are able to agree on, and obtain, the type of principality most of our people want
(whatever that is). Honestly, I'm not too fussed about either pageantry or administration -
there are challenges and opportunities in both, and I trust we can meet the challenges and
rise to the opportunities. For me, this is about being true to ourselves: growing into the
organisation we want to be, that we can be truly proud of.

11/28/2020 12:21 PM

86 - Better cultural fit for Crescent Isles - More focus on local development and gaining a
sense of local identify - More chances for locals to be royalty and highly influence the SCA
game - Reduces complexities involved in managing different Australian and NZ laws,
regulations, and cultural differences - Chance to try an alternative selection method

11/28/2020 11:58 AM

87 We can do it; benefits outweigh the negatives and we will become stronger in the SCA for
doing so.

11/28/2020 11:57 AM

88 I feel that this is a natural growth and move towards independence also it will signal a
direction to all of the groups

11/28/2020 11:56 AM

89 I like all the potential benefits and believe we have what it takes to make it work really well
here.

11/28/2020 11:56 AM

90 we have the populace and the willingness to take it on 11/28/2020 11:54 AM

91 I think that we have the skills and numbers to succeed and that it is the natural progression
built in to the Society

11/28/2020 11:46 AM

92 Eventually yes but I don't feel we currently have the membership base to sustain one 11/28/2020 11:42 AM
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Q6 Can you comment on the current heavy tournament selection
process?
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# RESPONSES DATE

1 Only gives a small segment of our demographics a chance to reign, and the subset of
heavy fighters available is a declining one in many of our regions.

1/15/2021 9:06 AM

2 It no longer meets the needs of the SCA 1/12/2021 9:47 PM

3 aging aspect of the society where our growth is in other areas 1/12/2021 10:29 AM

4 I have no problem with it as people work hard. Also, what are people’s reasons for wanting
to be king and Queen?

1/11/2021 9:41 PM

5 Elites, and can unfortunately feed egos that are already rather large 1/11/2021 8:50 PM

6 Great tradition 1/11/2021 7:06 PM

7 It's better than any type of vote or other popularity contest. Sometimes the most noticeable
people aren't the best to have in charge.

1/11/2021 7:03 PM

8 Within our current principality, we aren't overall very focused on heavy combat, especially
outside of Christchurch. Having a principality selection process that doesn't accurately
represent the way most people play the game in the crescent isles does disservice to its
people. Additionally, while I think heavy is an important part of the game, I don't think it's so
important that creating a principality that selects its rulers via heavy combat to push more
people towards heavy is a good idea. However. I would rather have a principality where we
select via heavy tourney than not be a principality at all.

1/11/2021 4:31 PM

9 It's the way its always been 1/11/2021 2:45 PM

10 Only allows that small minority of members who are heavy fighters to have a chance 1/11/2021 2:40 PM

11 It favours those with money to spend and free from disability. It has the potential leave us at
the mercy of a racist dudebro

1/11/2021 11:44 AM

12 Heavy combat is dieing due to stagnation and not developing in the face of competition from
Buhurt and HEMA.

1/11/2021 11:41 AM

13 It reduces the SCA by only allowing the crown to be held by a heavy- the SCA is so much
more than a fighters clubs.

1/11/2021 11:40 AM

14 There are more attributes to a person than their ability to wield a weapon. 1/11/2021 10:14 AM

15 It removes a large section of the populace that don't or can't do heavy from wearing the
crown

1/11/2021 9:56 AM

16 Big sticks go boom. 1/11/2021 9:54 AM

17 Seems to have worked ok in past but that is not to say an alternative would not also work 1/11/2021 9:28 AM

18 it's exclusionary and misogynistic - time to change 1/11/2021 9:18 AM

19 It filters for those who have the time to dedicate to the SCA specifically - less prone to
people with only mundane experience winning as could happen with archery or fencing.

1/11/2021 9:16 AM

20 Should always be round robin to weed out the less fit fighters 1/11/2021 9:12 AM

21 Very exclusive, are we sure people who hit others with sticks are the best people to lead? 1/11/2021 9:07 AM

22 Its what got me into the game and has kept me interested. 1/11/2021 8:49 AM

23 Excludes most people 1/9/2021 9:34 PM

24 It is traditional. Tradition should be respected, but not blindly followed. It has created a very
exclusive club of those that can gain power, and excludes the majority who will never be
elite fighters. There is nothing special about elite fighters that makes them inherently
suitable rulers. This is simply not just or fair, it is merely a hangover from the way it was
done 50 years ago, by a bunch of students starting a club. The SCA has grown and moved
on from then, and this is an area it needs to continue to grow. Heavy combat has almost no
basis in period combat styles, and electing rulers by combat is also not period (unless you
count wars of succession, which are never one on one duels). There is nothing to say the
forms of succession won't produce just as capable rulers.

12/13/2020 10:38 PM

25 While I like the pageantry of the heavy tournament selection system, it would severely limit
the field of P&P candidates in NZ. I think there is a groundswell of support for a system that
enables greater enfranchisement of the many capable people we have in the Crescent Isles
who don't happen to be heavy fighters (or a likely consort of one).

12/13/2020 4:06 PM
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26 It’s outdated and needlessly exclusive. A terrible way to choose leaders 12/11/2020 3:10 PM

27 We are a historical and traditions based society, and our tradition has our royalty decided by
heavy combat. This is no different to period where a royal was either succeeded by their
offspring (not something we should be considering in the society) or by killing off the current
royal and any possible others with claim to the throne

12/7/2020 1:19 PM

28 I don't think the process necessarily needs to be a heavy tournament, but I think that it
should be "prowess" based rather than popularity based. Absolutely not chance based,
(lottery) unless you're actually serious about invoking the gods when you do it.

12/3/2020 10:20 PM

29 Consorts can be anyone so everyone has an opportunity to win, and can then promote their
interests.

12/2/2020 9:18 PM

30 I’d like to see it abolished as the sole means of Crown selection 12/2/2020 2:24 PM

31 Heavy tournaments are a well-established SCA tradition, with a body of unique rituals and
customs that have solidified over the decades. However, the current process seriously
limits who can run for crown, preventing a lot of brilliant and suitable people from ever
having a chance to compete. The crown gets to exert a lot of influence, which can lead to
heavy fighting dominating events and sometimes disrupting or marginalising other activities.

12/1/2020 10:18 PM

32 Right this second, it doesn't work because coronavirus means that there is less chance for
certain Baronies to participate (not just NZ). In general: It means that a vast majority of us
will never have a chance to even stand for crown. It places heavy combat above all the rest
of the things we do, which are equally worthy of honour. Heavy is hard to get into, and
favours tall males.

12/1/2020 12:54 PM

33 I don' think New Zealand is special enough to be given their own way of choosing. 12/1/2020 12:43 PM

34 I acknowledge and respect the serious way that Crowns in Lochac have gone about their
business; but I think it is making the best of a bad situation. The process is exclusionary in
an entirely arbitrary way.

12/1/2020 10:08 AM

35 Selection by heavy combat is exclusionary of all other segments of the society 12/1/2020 7:54 AM

36 This method of selection met a need consistent with the history of the sca however I do
believe there is an opportunity to diversify it enough to provide other opportunities of
selection.

11/30/2020 6:55 PM

37 I’m quite happy with it. 11/30/2020 5:25 PM

38 It’s exclusive and not representative of the way most people in NZ play. 11/30/2020 2:39 PM

39 I have no personal problem with it even though a good fighter may not be a good king 11/30/2020 1:35 PM

40 One does not have to be a good heavy weapons fighter to be a good king/queen. Ultimately,
it is an exclusionary practise.

11/30/2020 12:46 PM

41 It limits the selection to only the most robust physical specimens. Eliminating crafty
weaklings or wise elders that may be beneficent rulers.

11/30/2020 11:52 AM

42 It's fine 11/30/2020 10:22 AM

43 It's a very exclusive system and I think we can do better. 11/30/2020 9:49 AM

44 Too limited - especially in the Crescent Isles 11/30/2020 6:48 AM

45 I think heavy selection currently has good points such as commitment and effort to achieve,
but we (in the Crescent Isles) have too few heavies to make it a good option long term.

11/29/2020 8:48 PM

46 It harks back to the real origins of rulers 11/29/2020 2:26 PM

47 The problem I see with a heavy tournament selection process is the lack of young fighters,
and the lack of people able to equip and or train new fighters. The average age of a heavy
fighter in NZ seems to be 50 years old. In ten years time I expect it to be closer to 60.

11/29/2020 1:53 PM

48 Very restrictive, particularly as requires lots of available capital to fly to crown & fight.
Harder to maintain group of heavy fighters in smaller populations vs. for example, A&S.

11/29/2020 12:42 PM

49 not much heavy fighting going on these days 11/29/2020 12:20 PM

50 Tournament selection does nothing to ensure people are actually fit for the role, in fact it
could be argued it does the opposite in many ways. It is ableist; excludes the vast majority
of the populace from ever being able to reign; selects for people with a history of traumatic
brain injury; and it’s a selection method that selects for aggression and money above

11/29/2020 8:28 AM
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almost everything else. The only thing worse than selection by tournament combat would be
selection by popular vote.

51 You can miss out on some grand people if only pick from heavys 11/29/2020 8:24 AM

52 Stick jocks have all the fun 11/28/2020 11:12 PM

53 There are many wonderful, worthy and capable people that I would like to see given the
opportunity to challenge for the crown that currently cannot.

11/28/2020 10:37 PM

54 Restricts it only to those people physically capable of fighting heavy. Royalty is also a
partnership between two people (and there must be two people in order to try), however,
current selection is entirely about one particular skill of one of those people.

11/28/2020 10:26 PM

55 More or less only SG does heavy. 11/28/2020 10:21 PM

56 No, but expanding on my response to question 5, I still probably wouldn’t support a
principality with an alternative selection process, but I definitely wouldn’t support a
principality with a heavy tournament selection process.

11/28/2020 10:21 PM

57 Very exclusive 11/28/2020 10:15 PM

58 Heavy fighters are not representative of the populace, and are only one aspect of the
organisation, the leadership of the members should not be determined by 1 group.

11/28/2020 10:09 PM

59 It's open to some cheating, and doesn't really select for people who are going to be good for
the group, except as an accidental byproduct. However, I'm not convinced anything else will
be better

11/28/2020 9:26 PM

60 it works for large kingdoms but with the crescent isles being a more varied and diverse
group it makes sense to be more inclusive with the selection process.

11/28/2020 8:49 PM

61 Seems to work well since day 1 in the SCA but again with a small local pool of heavy
fighters another process may need to be included also

11/28/2020 8:09 PM

62 It is monopolized by the larger early period household who work out who they want to win
and then enter others to help make the road clear for their choice

11/28/2020 8:04 PM

63 It is too limiting to anyone not choosing to go heavy,. 11/28/2020 7:30 PM

64 The current process is discriminatory against people with physical disabilities and health
problems. It also perpetuates the same group of people circulating the Crown and therefore
ignores different perspectives and skills.

11/28/2020 7:21 PM

65 It excludes many from participating, and the stuff about 'you can always be a consort' is not
valid with the fighter pool we have, especially for our male participants who may not be able
to find a fighter willing to participate. The use of rattan swords for a group that claims to
strive for authenticity is also hypocritical.

11/28/2020 7:05 PM

66 Heavy is dieing in its current form and is failing to attract new adherents. We need to
overhaul our armoires combat if it is to survive.

11/28/2020 6:56 PM

67 There are 40 heavies out of 300 paid members, so over 85% of current members cannot or
will not be able to contest for Coronet under the current setup, effectively disenfranchised.
This is also a poor way to select people to fill such an important position. Just because this
is how SCA has done it since 1966, does not mean we have to do it the same way, and this
is a chance for a system that allows others a chance at it.

11/28/2020 6:16 PM

68 Expanding my response to Question 4: I am no more than lukewarm about the current
method for selection of royalty. This is partly because the odds are strongly in favour of the
victor being Australian, and hence having little direct effect on the local activities. If the
local Coronet selection were constrained to these rules, I would feel more strongly about
this being the only method. Expanding my response to Question 5: I would be lukewarm at
best about a Principality proposal which had shut the door on alternative selection methods.
I would not expect any formal Principality proposal to be directly including this aspect, since
it would almost certainly be rejected by SCA US. However, I would support a conventional
Principality proposal being advanced, if there was an underlying agreement that the options
for alternative selection methods would be advanced once the Principality had been
established. Answering Question 6: The current process is traditional. Done well, the
tournaments are a showy spectacle, and enjoyable. The selected Crowns in Lochac to date
have ranged a bit in their royal qualities, but we have not had any real clunkers so far. But
we don't see them so much in NZ, so their personal qualities are less important to most of
us. If NZ were to go Principality, given the limitations of our demographic, this traditional
selection method for Coronet could well start to cycle through the same names after a few
years. This would not be ideal, for the Coronets or for the rest of us.

11/28/2020 5:52 PM
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69 Better to have something than nothing and it IS a spectacle. 11/28/2020 5:36 PM

70 It has advantages in terms of objectivity, and requirement for an extended period of active
engagement with the society. But it has huge issues with inclusiveness.

11/28/2020 5:28 PM

71 It's rather outdated and excludes many capable people from leading in the SCA simply
because they don't do heavy.

11/28/2020 5:08 PM

72 Only the big and strong can be King: brawn rather than guile, which is not how kingdoms
were actually ruled at the time.

11/28/2020 4:45 PM

73 No 11/28/2020 3:51 PM

74 I enjoy watching heavy tourneys and they are to me the most medieval way to earn a place
as a royal.

11/28/2020 3:28 PM

75 Unfortunately, heavy combat is in the doldrums in NZ at pres, so Crown would likely bounce
aroudn only a very limited pool of players. Also, I would like to see women competing for
Crown in their own right. And I think we can set a new standard in teh SCA for innovation
with a more electoral method (as was medievally historical!)

11/28/2020 2:44 PM

76 Whats a mid level West Kingdom fighting award....a coronet. I'm not convinced that we
have/will have sufficient depth in heavy combatants to sustain reasonable numbers for the
coronet lists. Though I guess its not impossible that we may get new combatants coming
through with the hope of winning the coronet.

11/28/2020 1:57 PM

77 The present selection process is good when you have a large selection of participants. C.I.
can't field enough heavy fighters to warrant that type of selection process.

11/28/2020 1:23 PM

78 It does limit the number of potential candidates. 11/28/2020 1:19 PM

79 It is disenfranching as rattan combat is a niche activity. 11/28/2020 1:19 PM

80 no 11/28/2020 1:08 PM

81 It is elitest and exclusionary 11/28/2020 1:02 PM

82 Not only is it incredibly biased and exclusive (for no other reason than outdated & culturally-
specific "tradition"), we're going to run into issues where whole regions have, for either
cultural or health/age reasons, no armoured fighters on which to draw, let alone ones that
will meet the martial, societal, and personal standards of Crown/Coronet Tourney. This will
lead to the absence of some groups from these positions, and the domination of others,
simply by virtue of having bigger populations, easier access to teachers, more support for
regular practice, etc. An on-the-spot tourney selection is also very susceptible to
quarantines/lockdowns, travel cancellations, lack of annual leave, and so on, in a way that a
general, ongoing eligibility process would not be.

11/28/2020 12:59 PM

83 Works well 11/28/2020 12:55 PM

84 Heavy is not a part of the game that holds much interest for me. There are pros and cons to
using it as a selection method for the Crown.

11/28/2020 12:40 PM

85 It's a large part of why I play the game, it's why I've contributed to the game. I'd be really
disappointed to have to find a new game after devoting my adult life to this one.

11/28/2020 12:39 PM

86 Its exclusive, heavy is minimally done in NZ, it just doens't fit. 11/28/2020 12:34 PM

87 I feel it’s exclusionary, and it values a fighting skill set for selecting leaders that have a real
role in the society. We should at least support a rotation of disciplines, but honestly a
straight vote or nominated lottery both retain the pageantry and would allow for better
possible pool of leadership candidates

11/28/2020 12:27 PM

88 The candidate pool in nz is too small, and there are many many people excluded by having
only heavy.

11/28/2020 12:25 PM

89 Well, the kingdom of Lochac has had 36 reigns so far ... and Crown Tournament has been
won by 0 women, 0 people from NZ, 0 people from Western Australia, 0 people from
Tasmania. Some say there are no barriers to being a consort, but we have had only 3
consorts who were not the romantic partners of the sovereign. Two of those three are
married to a knights (just not the knight they reigned with). The other was the mother of the
knight she reigned with. I think it's safe to say that if heavy fighting is not a central part of
your SCA experience (whether or not you are a combatant) then there are very high barriers
indeed to becoming a consort. So while we often have excellent Crowns - people with
integrity, good sense, and good intent - their *experience* of the SCA is remarkably similar,
and not particularly representative. Our Crowns always have "heavy fighting and supporting

11/28/2020 12:21 PM
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heavy fighting" as a central part of their SCA life, and always come from groups where
heavy fighting is vibrant. I think heavy fighting is a wonderful thing, a glorious and valuable
art, and I esteem those who practise it. But we have many glorious and valuable art, and
many - equally worthy of esteem - enrich our society in ways that may never so much as
touch on heavy fighting. So to sum up: I think choosing Crown by heavy tournament only
sucks. Not because it selects winners who are bad people, but because it can only ever
select winners from a very narrow range of people, and we are so much bigger than that.
Finally: it's *particularly* egregious that the groups it most favours for (physically-able men,
good at sport, who have time and money to travel, plus their romantic partners) are already
amongst the most privileged in our broader society (outside the SCA).

90 Even though it has been part of the SCA's tradition since the beginning, it is a biased
system in favour of a small subset of our society. Most people never having a chance at
being royalty, and our game is poorer because of this. Although as a way to recreate
historical separation between most of the populace and the nobility, it works quite well (this
is not a feature - it is a bug). New Zealand is unlikely to ever have it's due proportion of
Crowns of Lochac under the current system. After nearly 20 years, we have had none, and
the prospects of anyone winning Crown are becoming smaller by the year, as armoured
combat is diminishing across the country (and Kingdom). The current system will continue
to favour the east coast baronies of Australia.

11/28/2020 12:11 PM

91 It is too restrictive 11/28/2020 12:05 PM

92 Pro: Demonstrates a certain amount of commitment to the SCA as winning heavy
tournaments requires time, resources and effort. Cons: Significantly limits who can be
selected, even via consorts. Not particularly inclusive of those who are unable to fight but
wish to be selected on their own merits.

11/28/2020 11:58 AM

93 It has history behind it in more ways than one but has become too restrictive/non-inclusive. 11/28/2020 11:57 AM

94 I have looked at other processes being proposed and they all have at least the same
drawbacks as heavy only and are all open to more abuse.

11/28/2020 11:56 AM

95 I could live with heavy-only for now - but from day one I'd far rather have heavy as one of
several rotating methods, so that more of our capable people have access to the P&P role.
The current approach is fine for the 1960s - this is the 2020s.

11/28/2020 11:56 AM

96 It excludes people that would like to reign but for the many varied reasons don't or can't take
up heavy

11/28/2020 11:54 AM

97 I think that it is the foundation our society is built on, that it shows Chivalry, and our
romantic roots

11/28/2020 11:46 AM

98 We are the SCA. I would have to feel an alternative upholds the ideology of the SCA to be
convincd

11/28/2020 11:42 AM
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Q7 Do you have ideas for alternative selection processes?
Answered: 88 Skipped: 49
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# RESPONSES DATE

1 Open to rotating archery and/or fencing and or other contests. 1/15/2021 9:06 AM

2 best of three heavy rapier and archery 1/12/2021 10:29 AM

3 Rotating? 1/11/2021 8:50 PM

4 No 1/11/2021 7:06 PM

5 Chess. It's period (or at least has period forms), it has objective winners and it allows
competitors of all physical ability.

1/11/2021 4:31 PM

6 No 1/11/2021 2:45 PM

7 Multiple equally weighted competitions that can be fought by either of the couple. Heavy,
fencing, archery, not sure how you would do A&S. Or alternate which competition decides
this years Prince and Princess.

1/11/2021 11:41 AM

8 Many. I would like to see a popular vote being one of the rotated options - I want as many
aspects of the SCA to considered for crown- service, art, combat, and populace opinion;
because after all it is a social game.

1/11/2021 11:40 AM

9 Similar to the barony elections where a person is proposed and votes made. 1/11/2021 10:14 AM

10 Utilise all the arts martial and other aspects of the sca 1/11/2021 9:56 AM

11 No. But consideration to rapier might be interesting. Any other selection process including
a&s is not appropriate IMHO.

1/11/2021 9:54 AM

12 No but needs to be something not subjective ie relies on judges etc. 1/11/2021 9:28 AM

13 As a minimum rotate through the various combat forms, but variants on a plebiscite or
elector barons could also work

1/11/2021 9:18 AM

14 Not archery - too easily won by someone with only mundane experience - same is true of
fencing. Not A&S as it's entirely subjective, and the topic would determine who won.

1/11/2021 9:16 AM

15 No 1/11/2021 9:12 AM

16 Pentathalon, demonstrating prowess in the four peerages and suitability for
royalty/leadership

1/11/2021 9:07 AM

17 I don't support other methods. 1/11/2021 8:49 AM

18 No. 1/9/2021 9:34 PM

19 A mix of selection process. I'm not particularly keen on voting for rulers, though it would be
the least ablest. I do like selection process that can be visible and the behaviour of people
judgable in public, so tournaments. I would be very happy with a rotation through forms of
martial arts, heavy rapier and archery. I like the idea of arts and sciences, but cannot think
of a way it could work, to me it is too subjective a selection process.

12/13/2020 10:38 PM

20 I think some sort of rotation system, which would spread the coronet around capable people
in different disciplines. Again this maximises enfranchisement, which I think is a principle
that as Kiwis we are keen to embrace.

12/13/2020 4:06 PM

21 Rotate through A&S, Rapier, heavy, archery etc 12/11/2020 3:10 PM

22 - 12/7/2020 1:19 PM

23 Any selection method that chooses a person for excellence in a field without a popularity
bias has my support. Ruler through prowess and not election is the defining characteristic of
the SCA as far as I'm concerned. I don't mind which of the various skills are tested, as long
as the candidate has to show excellence in it.

12/3/2020 10:20 PM

24 I think the benefits of a tourney is that we get a person who likes to perform in public, and
can make decisions under pressure. People who demonstrate attention to detail in a low
pressure environment (like A&S and target archery) are probably better suited for
administrative roles.

12/2/2020 9:18 PM

25 A combination of combat, A&S and service record, plus feedback from the populace. 12/2/2020 2:24 PM

26 I like the idea of the reigning crown nominating the format for the next tourney. It needs to
be something different from the tourney they won to become crown, but otherwise it could
be any form of art, fighting, or science, within reason. This idea would need work: in
particular, there'd need to be a fair process for ensuring that each contest is in a field that's

12/1/2020 10:18 PM
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able to yield a clear winner, and not so obscure or niche as to be utterly inaccessible and
uncompetitive. If it was done right, though, it could allow for engaging and dynamic displays
of prowess that would make crown a possibility for people who would be perfect for the role,
but would always be sidelined by the current system.

27 Rotate between rapier, target archery and heavy combat. If we could work out how to
choose someone from A&S, that would be another rotation or two.

12/1/2020 12:54 PM

28 Heavy combat. 12/1/2020 12:43 PM

29 Much the same way we choose Barons and Baronesses. 12/1/2020 10:08 AM

30 A ballot system of some kind. 12/1/2020 7:54 AM

31 None that haven't already been voiced. Though the more it heads towards a voting
assessment criteria the harder or more unwieldy it will become due to more subjectivity.
Though the existing model also has its issues.

11/30/2020 6:55 PM

32 Not really. 11/30/2020 5:25 PM

33 Rotating through different methods - A&S, fencing, archery, heavies, etc? 11/30/2020 2:39 PM

34 Choosing Crown on the basis of service or arts contests may involve comparing apples with
olives. A voting system may be simpler as long as the winner is the best candidate rather
than the best politician

11/30/2020 1:35 PM

35 A rotation of heavy weapons, rapier, and archery tournaments, and then for arts/sciences - a
vote by the populace.

11/30/2020 12:46 PM

36 Nope. Too much a nube. 11/30/2020 11:52 AM

37 No 11/30/2020 10:22 AM

38 Practically any other thing that we have competitions in would work. 11/30/2020 9:49 AM

39 Archery or rapid or heavy 11/30/2020 8:04 AM

40 I think any selection needs to be face to face one on one combat. I think fencing IS a
suitable alternative. Target archery is NOT combat. Combat archery would be interesting
and entertaining as all hell to watch.

11/29/2020 2:26 PM

41 I'm going to be bold, and say that the critical mass for a tournament selection process in the
Crescent Ilse now lies in the rapier community, not the rattan community.

11/29/2020 1:53 PM

42 Could rotate through several types of contests (various martial ones then A&S, etc). Voting
possible as well, I suppose.

11/29/2020 12:42 PM

43 Lottery of nominated candidates, with the list vetted by a reasonably small but diverse
range of peers, landed gentry, and representatives of the general populace.

11/29/2020 8:28 AM

44 Make the tournament only part of the processe,fighting ,arts .make 3 categories that need
to be part of the processes

11/29/2020 8:24 AM

45 Other martial arts or maybe a&s. I'd like a brewing crown 11/28/2020 11:12 PM

46 Not really. 11/28/2020 10:37 PM

47 If the US-BoD insist that it must be strength of arms, then rotate among the combat forms.
So that heavy, rapier and archery all get a turn. However, another period system (such as
the Venetian Voting system) seems a more fair and equitable method.

11/28/2020 10:26 PM

48 One group get to provide candidates, on a rotating schedule. All SCA NZ get to vote on
those candidates. I.e. SG provide candidates for one rain, Ildhafen next times third time
Darrin etc

11/28/2020 10:21 PM

49 I haven’t seen one I’m particularly taken with. 11/28/2020 10:21 PM

50 Revolving selection processes covering several/many areas. 11/28/2020 10:15 PM

51 A “competition” I. Which points are given for different events, (1st, 2nd, 3rd & 4th) for active
participation, in each of the different aspects - heavy, rapier, archer, A&S as well as a
general knowledge of SCA and rules etc.

11/28/2020 10:09 PM

52 having bi annual (6monthly) tourney for principality selection but having it alternate over 2
years eg. 1st half A&S select, 2nd half Heavy, 1st half Archery, 2nd half Rapier

11/28/2020 8:49 PM

53 Willing candidates and a vote 11/28/2020 8:09 PM
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54 No 11/28/2020 8:04 PM

55 Rapier as an option. I'd like to see a sort of pentathlon of 5 or decathlon of ten different
aspects of SCA and the winner from scores totalled over the lot. ie: people's choice of 5 (or
10) aspects: Rapier, heavy, sewing project, medieval masterclass- cooking, singing,
archery, etc.

11/28/2020 7:30 PM

56 A selection of nominated candidates on a circulating basis amongst the groups. 11/28/2020 7:21 PM

57 I like the proposal of round-robin, including the Ventian voting system. 11/28/2020 7:05 PM

58 I like the idea of an SCA pentathlon that can involve either or both applicants. 11/28/2020 6:56 PM

59 If there was a voting system is like to see candidates rotated from the different groups. So
one coronet is ildhafn, next Darton, next SG etc.

11/28/2020 6:53 PM

60 Multidisciplinary contest perhaps: Heavy + other martial contest + Arts & Sciences +
perhaps knowledge of SCA practises and history. Absolutely NOT a simple voting based
system - any form of popularity contest will quickly become political and be prone to block
voting and other manipulation.

11/28/2020 6:16 PM

61 There are several methods that have been proposed which I think could be made to work.
The more significant challenge would be the negotiation with SCA US to be allowed to use
these. But there _are_ ways to effectively use an alternative selection method while
technically complying with the current rules.

11/28/2020 5:52 PM

62 I like the Venetian Vote selection presented by Mistress Kerr, it is still a popularity contest
but it reduces it to an acceptable level.

11/28/2020 5:36 PM

63 Random selection, with explicit requirements of engagement to be eligible. Definitely nothing
that involves subjective judging (e.g., A&S competition).

11/28/2020 5:28 PM

64 A four tier competition of Heavy, Rapier, Archery and A&S that the couple that wish to be
reigning monarch compete in. Only one half of the couple may participate in each of the
tiers, but it is up to them to decide which of them does what and how many. The couple with
the Highest number of points from the combined scores of the heavy, rapier, archery and
A&S comps wins the crowns.

11/28/2020 5:08 PM

65 An element of cunning. 11/28/2020 4:45 PM

66 Archery 11/28/2020 3:51 PM

67 No 11/28/2020 3:28 PM

68 The election methods used in the Italian medieval republics can be looked at and easily
adapted to a modern format (modern sensibilities - women voting, and modern formats -
electronically/internet). We're smart peopel!!

11/28/2020 2:44 PM

69 To he left as is 11/28/2020 2:44 PM

70 No. 11/28/2020 1:57 PM

71 yes: 1)rotational selection from the archery, heavy and rapier. 2) a points system of fights -
heavy versus heavy / rapier v rapier / archery v archery - and points are collated for the
winners. The winner that gets the most points overall wins the title.

11/28/2020 1:23 PM

72 Filk battle!! 11/28/2020 1:19 PM

73 I think everyone should have a chance 11/28/2020 1:08 PM

74 Including the other martial arts 11/28/2020 1:02 PM

75 Something like Mistress katherine's Venetian system could work, with a weighting system
given to multiple levels of achievement/service, creating an eligibility for nomination with a
shortlist chosen by Peers, Landed pointyhats, and nominated Group members, and
"winners" then drawn from that list by lottery (with the results given formal Assent by the
Crown). I really think that the nominations/eligibility process is the essential nuts-&-bolts of
the thing, rather than the selection/judging/"winning" itself, because it dictates the minimum
quality & skillsets of the candidates as a whole. The lottery removes some of the
(theoretical) possibility of deck-stacking by households or coteries that could occur with
voting.

11/28/2020 12:59 PM

76 No 11/28/2020 12:55 PM

77 Prefer a method that widens the field to allow reigns from the many other people who would
make great Crowns.

11/28/2020 12:40 PM
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78 Rotating through things, fighting and A&S related maybe? Maybe people just meet a criteria
(travel/game time/game commitment related?) and then put their name in a hat and a pair
gets drawn?

11/28/2020 12:34 PM

79 I most support a rotating pool of methods, covering a broad range of skills in the society 11/28/2020 12:25 PM

80 I strongly prefer the Venetian system, as modified by katherine kerr (possibly with some
further tweaking). I want a system where any SCA member can aspire to reign. I also want
a system that has some checks - that isn't completely random, that in some way selects for
good character/reputation. I also want a system that discourages the more destructive
types of electioneeering, and promotes community. I think the Venetian system does all of
these. - anyone can "enter" - the voting aspects will exclude people generally deemed to be
unwise, unkind, or too inexperienced - the question is not "who is your first choice?" (which
promotes electioneering) but "could you see this person/pair as a good ruler?" (which
encourages us to consider unexpected choices, too look look for the best in each other - it
promotes community) Frankly, the Venetian system is bloody brilliant. It worked in Venice
for centuries. Similar systems worked equally well in many, many places. It'd work for us
...and it's got great pageantry as well! It could be just as spectacular, and as nail-biting, as a
tournament! I'm a little disappointed not to see in this survey (but I understand this is just a
first testing-of-the-water).

11/28/2020 12:21 PM

81 I favour the venetian system suggested by Mistress katherine kerr. I believe it would be
much more inclusive than the current system; some have suggested that it would open the
way for unexperienced rulers - I think exactly the opposite - it would be a good system for
properly considering the pros and cons of the candidates and finding ones who are generally
accepted. Question 8 needs an "Other" category, otherwise it is pre-judging some of the
options. I think that the results of question 8 should largely be discarded at this time.

11/28/2020 12:11 PM

82 I like voting but agree that it is hard to judge others. 11/28/2020 12:05 PM

83 - Choose by lot among approved nominees - Election or similar e.g. Venetian system -
Alternating/rotating between various martial and A&S contests

11/28/2020 11:58 AM

84 A combination of lottery and vote (needs to be combined to reduce the weaknesses of
either), rotating between the heavy, rapier and archery formats. (ie H, L/V, R, L/V, A, L/V)

11/28/2020 11:57 AM

85 Experiment for the first few years by rotating methods including each martial form, a
different A&S form (at least as often as a martial form) and katherine's Venetian style
selection. Poll after X years to decide whether to keep rotating, or narrow down to a certain
range of methods.

11/28/2020 11:56 AM

86 The SCA has several other forms of martial activity like Rapier, Cut and Thrust, and Archery
all of which require just as much skill and practice as heavy does. It would incorporate a lot
more of the populace and improve participation in events.

11/28/2020 11:54 AM

87 No 11/28/2020 11:46 AM

88 No 11/28/2020 11:42 AM
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