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Short Title: Anti-Zone 2

Moved, To amend, effective as of the close of the 2007 Westercon, portions of Article 3 of the Westercon Bylaws by striking out and inserting text as shown, for the purpose of modifying the site rotation scheme to a system where, generally speaking, only sites not in the zone currently hosting the Westercon are eligible.

3.1 Eligibility of Sites

Any site on the North American continent west of the 104th west meridian, or in the state of Hawaii, shall be eligible to be the site of a Westercon, except as restricted by the provisions of these bylaws. […]

3.2 North-South Rotation

Only sites north of the 37th north parallel shall be eligible in odd-numbered years, and only sites south of that parallel shall be eligible in even-numbered years. If no eligible bids are filed by the January 1st of the year of the site-selection balloting, then all sites defined in section 3.1 shall be eligible, except as provided in section 3.3.

3.2 Site Selection Zones

The following Site Selection Zones are defined within the area defined in section 3.1:

3.2.1: North: North America north of the 42nd north parallel.

3.2.2: Central: North America between the North and South zones.

3.2.3: South: Hawaii; California south of and including San Luis Obispo, Kern, and San Bernardino Counties; Nevada south of and including Clark County; Arizona; New Mexico; and all countries, states, provinces, territories, or other political subdivisions southward within North America.

3.2.4: Other: Any location otherwise eligible under section 3.1 not part of the above zones.

3.3 Exclusion Zone

No site within seventy-five (75) miles of the Site Selection Zone containing the site of the Westercon administering the site-selection shall be eligible to bid, except as provided in section 3.6

Comments: This proposal is substantially identical to the “Anti-Zone” proposal that passed at Westercon 57 in Arizona in 2004, except that it includes a delayed-implementation phrase in its enacting clause. (It also corrects a minor drafting error in the original proposal.) If passed at the 2005 Westercon and ratified at the 2006 Westercon, it would not take effect until the conclusion of the 2007 Westercon, and the first election affected by it would be for the 2010 Westercon, to be selected in 2008.

The original version of “Anti-Zone” did not include a delayed-implementation clause, and the makers acknowledge this as an oversight; any significant change to site selection should always include a reasonable period (probably two years) of transition or delayed implementation, to allow bidders to adjust to the new system. Some have proposed that the 2005 Westercon include a delayed action clause in the ratification. Ideally we would add such a clause now in 2005, delaying the implementation of this proposal until the close of the 2006 Westercon and thus first affecting the 2009 site selection to be held in 2007. Unfortunately, under Westercon rules, bylaw amendments may not be modified at the ratification stage. The only way to add a delayed-action clause is to reject the proposal awaiting ratification and to reintroduce it with the correction. This restarts the proposal’s ratification clock and means the earliest this proposal could take effect is at the close of the 2007 Westercon, and the first site selection to be affected would be the 2010 site selection to be held in 2008.

