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The majority of the board approved, by email vote beginning on March 22, 2022, the following motions. Any 
abstentions or no votes are noted following the motions. 
 
Motion 1 (Mr. Arias): To confirm the appointment of April Alford to the Election Committee. 
 
Rationale: Michael McTigue has resigned from the Election Committee after several years of excellent service. 
Because the committee is charged with running elections this spring for the Hall of Fame and Referees’ 
Commission, it needs a full complement of members as constituted by the Bylaws. Ms. Alford is an active referee 
and a high school science and math teacher who brings important diversity to the committee. She has agreed to serve 
if confirmed and has looked for ways of becoming more involved in USA Fencing governance. 
 
One Abstention. 
 

Motion 2 (Mr. Alperstein): To amend the FenceSafe Review Group Procedures by adding thereto the following 
new provision: 

Should any of the three members of the FenceSafe Review Group be unable to participate in 
its proceedings by virtue of conflict of interest, illness, or other reason, the Chair of the Board of Directors 
is authorized to appoint on an ad hoc and interim basis any other member of the Board of Directors to 
serve instead of the unavailable director until they are able to return to their duties. 

Rationale: The FenceSafe Review Group is a subcommittee of the Board of Directors that acts for the Board in the 
initial review of disciplinary matters. By rule, the FSRG can discharge the responsibilities delegated to it only by the 
unanimous action of its three members. It is unclear from the policy as currently written whether when one or more 
of the three members is unable to act in a case for any reason, the remaining members can act on their own or, 
because of the unanimity rule, cannot act and must defer to the Board as a whole. In the former case, fewer than 
three directors would be acting for the full Board; in the latter case, the purpose of the FSRG (to react more quickly 
to exigent matters than the entire Board can) would be defeated. The proposed amendment would resolve the 
ambiguity and preserve the function of the FSRG by providing an efficient mechanism to assure that when 
needed three directors will be available to address disciplinary matters. 
 
One Abstention. 

 


