Supplementary Regulations, QBA Gold Coast Congress

by David Stevenson

5.  SCORING

5.3 gives rules for the end of the Correction period for scoring for particular sessions and matches.  It is not clear what Correction periods apply for other sessions and matches.  It could be argued that a scoring error in session 1 of the Pairs Finals can be corrected under this regulation just after then end of session 3.  If that is the intention, then it could be clearer.

While it is a good idea to allow leeway for scoring errors, this would seem excessive.  I suggest that scores may be amended for a session until the start of the next session but one, or as in the current regulation, whichever is earlier.

6.2 gives a rule based on an outdated Law book: the rule should be abstracted and quoted in the regulations.  The best method of breaking ties is probably based on results between the pairs first, then on number of results, then total aggregate score, then on drawing of lots.  Furthermore, the tie-splitting procedure should be written into the scoring software [I am not saying it is not, I do not know].  It might be worth looking at the EBU's tie-splitting procedure which covers four pages and I can send to anyone who asks.

9  APPEALS

In #9.1, the wording of the Law book ["Appeals for a Director's ruling ..."] has been retained yet people often find this confusing and do not realise it means "Requests for a Director's ruling ...".  It would be better worded this way.  Also, this regulation follows the Law book in putting this item under Appeals, again confusing people.  I suggest that the heading of 9 be altered to APPEALS AND RULINGS or some such, perhaps a wording such as:

9.  APPEALS AND RULINGS 

9.1.  Requests for a Director's ruling or appeals against a Director's ruling must be notified ....

In #9.3, I do not approve of anything said by the Appeals Advisor being available to the Appeals Committee.  The story he hears is often different.  The whole question of the approach to Appeals is discussed in a separate report headed "Appeals Committees, ABF Summer Festival".

11.  0 - 149 PAIRS.

[Trivial!]  In #11.2 "less" should read "fewer".

12.  TEAMS

In #12.5 the formula is shown for the initial draw.  I am very unhappy with this method and have discussed it in a separate report headed ""The Bloodbath": method of assigning the first round of Swiss Teams".

15.  FORFEITS

Whatever the reason for a forfeit, the principle of Swiss should continue.  If a team is getting 0 VP for a forfeited match then at least they should be assigned on this score.  I suggest that #15.1 be altered so offenders get 0 VP and 0 imp, and that #15.2 be amended so that is does not refer to offenders.

16.  CATEGORY AND SECTIONAL PRIZES

At first sight, it appears that if a mixed team is defined as one with at least one member of each sex then there would be no need for the Best team not eligible for any of the above categories.  But suppose there is no prize in one category because there are fewer than four teams [see #16.3]?  Do such teams go into the Best other team award?  If so, the regulation should be reworded to say so.  If not, then some teams are ineligible for any Category prizes - which seems a little unfair.

I think that the regulations should say that every team will definitely appear in a category for which a prize will be awarded.
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