Seeding in pairs tournaments

by David Stevenson

In my paper on Swiss Teams, entitled '"The Bloodbath": Method of assigning the first round of Swiss Teams', I have suggested [apart from other arguments] that seeding people below half-way is unnecessary and demeaning.

I saw one pairs tournament where everyone was seeded.  There were four sections, and in every section the best players started at table one, then next best at table two, and so on.  This meant that the eight pairs numbered nine knew they were considered the poorest in the field by the organisers.  Furthermore, their opponents knew it: they might just as well worn a T-shirt with "I am a bunny!" on it.

Does anyone really believe this is good for bridge, or does anything except demean the game?  There is no adavantage in seeding below half-way, and it leads to argument as to seeding, and it makes players less happy.

It is accepted throughout the world that some form of seeding is desirable in pairs tournaments so as to balance the lines.  As a player of near international standard, I have always believed this to be arrant nonsense, but I appreciate that I am in a minority, and it is somewhat exacerbated by the fact that tournaments are not always scored across the field.

But below half-way, or whatever level the organisers deem reasonable, the draw should be random.  There is no need to insult people by placing them at the bottom table nor to tell their opponents that they are playing the worst pairs NOW.  The balancing of lines only really applies to top players, and few tournaments need to seed more than one-third of  the pairs, and half should be the absolute limit.  I cannot believe the seeding below halfway is accurate [probably done on master-point rank, at a guess] and has no advantages whatever.

Of course, people are used to this in Australia, and it may be thought they have accepted it.  I am quite sure that players who feel demeaned by being seeded bottom will not complain about it: they will merely fail to play in future years.  Lack of complaints should not be confused with acceptance.

I understand that extensive seeding was also done at the Gold Coast Pairs.  I do not know how but my comments apply to any tournament which seeds beyond half-way which is a very undesirable method.
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