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FOREWORD

Throughout its history there have been regular revisions to the CONGU® handicapping system all with
the aim of assisting club members to have handicaps that truly reflect their playing ability. These
revisions have proved highly beneficial. The system does not stand still and a number of further
refinements, borne out of experience and new evidence, are being introduced with effect from
1 January 2016.

The rationale for change includes the following principles: to
1 encourage participation in both competition and social golf;
1 try and make the system fairer for players of all abilities;
1 try and make the handicapping system more uniform throughout GB&l;
1 develop the system in the light of new evidence.

A great deal of four-ball better ball golf is played throughout the GB&I and research has shown that
setting the handicap allowance at 75% for such competitions is not fair for those players with a higher
handicap. Consequently the allowance has been increased to 90% to ensure more equitable
competition.

It is now possible for handicap committees to allot initial handicaps up to 54 for adults as well as for
juniors. This will give all beginners a yardstick against which their progress can be monitored and can
enable players of declining ability to have a more realistic handicap. Players can submit unlimited
Supplementary Scores so they can have more opportunity to reduce their handicap. It is up to each
club to decide how players with handicaps above the previous maximums (28 for men, 36 for women)
play in competitions alongside those with competition handicaps.

Nine-hole qualifying competitions have proved to be very attractive to many clubs and players. To
encourage growth in this area, it is now be possible to put in Supplementary Scores over nine holes
and nine-hole scores will now be taken into account for an Exceptional Scoring Reduction.

To encourage players to submit more qualifying scores players can now input Supplementary Scores
played at any Club of which they are a Member and not only at their nominated Home Club.

There are also two areas where more assistance is now given to Handicap Committees. Firstly an
adjustment process, the Exceptional Scoring Reduction, was introduced in the last review in respect of
those players who recorded an exceptional scoring pattern. Evidence has now shown that in some
instances the process introduced may have produced punitive decreases for some players. The
process has therefore been softened to make the decreases less harsh. This has been achieved by
reducing the scale of handicap reduction in certain cases and by removing the practice of compounding.
This procedure is not in use in Scotland. The second area which should help committees is in the area
of declining golfers. If a player has a run of 7 consecutive scores when his handicap is increased by
0.1, there is now a report in computer software programs which will alert the Handicap Committee to
this situation and wil|l give the committee a
Annual Review.

In preparation of this manual | would like to thank all members of the Manual Committee for their very
detailed work. Also, on behalf of the Chairman, | would like to thank the past and present members of
the Board and the Sub Committees for all their input over the last four years.

Bob Carrick
Chairman
Council of National Golf Unions Limited

c ha
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HOW TO USE THE MANUAL

Gender
Throughout the manual, reference to the masculine gender includes the feminine. Text and numbers
enclosed in square brackets [ ] apply to women only.

Manual Contents

The Contents pages list the principal elements of the CONGU® Unified Handicapping System and
provide an outline as to how the manual is structured. Most of the time it should be possible to identify
a relevant section simply by reference to the Contents page. In addition, an index is provided at the
end of this manual (pages 104-113) directing readers to the required Clause, Decision or Appendix.

Know the Definitions

Whenever a word or expression is used that is included within the Definitions section, the word or
expression is printed in italics. A good knowledge of the defined terms is necessary for the correct
application and interpretation of the CONGU® Unified Handicapping System.

Understand the Words
The CONGU® Unified Handicapping System is written in a deliberate fashion. The reader should be
aware of and understand the following differences in word use:

may = option / discretion
should = recommendation
must / shall / directs = instruction / responsibility

Supplementary Information

In order to provide enhanced explanation and understanding, the rules and regulations have been
supplemented, where appropriate, by advisory text or questions and answers. Such supplementary
information is contained in the shaded boxes.

Directions and Delegations
There are a number of clauses in the CONGU® Unified Handicapping System that each Union has to
interpret and provide direction for Area Authorities and member clubs, including delegation of authority
where appropriate. The clause numbers of such discretions, directions and delegations are shaded for
ease of identification e.g. 9.3

The directions for each of the GB&I countries are shown following each clause. Overseas Affiliates
should make their own directions for these clauses, where appropriate.

Guidance on the system operation

Additional information on the operation of the system is given on the CONGU® website,
www.congu.com and on the websites of the Home Unions within GB&I. Golfers with queries on the
operation of the CONGU® Unified Handicapping System should seek help from their club handicap
secretaries or club administrators in the first instance. Affiliated Clubs should follow the guidance of
their own Home Union and send enquiries either directly to that Union or, if so directed, to their Area
Authority.
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PRINCIPAL CHANGES INTRODUCED IN THE 2016 REVISION

General

Definitions
Definitions have been introduced for:

1 Away Club, CONGU® Club Handicap, Competition Handicap, CONGU® Disability Golf
Handicap (change of name), Continuous Handicap Review, Designated Nine-Hole Course,
Exceptional Scoring Reduction, Local Rule, Overseas Affiliate; Single CSS Adjustment.

System Changes
71 Dates: The handicap year to follow the calendar year, 1 January to 31 December.

1 Preferred Lies: Each Union/Association has discretion to adopt a preferred lie period within its
jurisdiction.

1 Competition Handicaps: All Unions/Associationsar e required to use th
annotation.

1 Four-Ball Better Ball Handicap Allowance: Increased from 75% to 90% for both stroke play
and match play.

1 CSS Calculation: Category 4 players are now included for both men and women.

1 Three letter identifiers: Have been restructured and a definitive list has been included in the
manual.

1 Initial Handicap Allotment: A new algorithm introduced in line with the Annual Review
algorithm. A handicap may be allotted up to a limit of 54.

1 Handicaps for Golfers with Disabilities: There is now no distinction for Golfers with
Disabilities 1 their handicaps will be managed in exactly the same manner as all CONGU®
Handicaps.

1 Re-activation of handicap: | f a pl ayer | eaves a club with a
valid for the year of resignation and for the full following calendar year, should a player join
another affiliated club.

1 Re-instatement of handicap status: There-i nst at ement of a oc stat
return of 3 qualifying scores. These can be nine-hole scores, 18 hole scores and can include
supplementary scores.

1 Qualifying nine-hole score recording: Playing better than or to the buffer zone still requires
18 points to be added to achieve a similar 18-hole outcome and for players within their buffer
zones or better this points total continues to be recorded on the handicap record. For handicap
purposes only, however, players returning a score outside the buffer zone have their points total
doubled on their handicap record to avoid the occurrence of anomalies within the Annual Review
process.

1 Exceptional Scoring Reductions: ESRs are no longer compounded and to lessen the severity
of the reduction for those players averaging two exceptional scores of -5.5 or -6 the reduction
table has been modified. Also nine-hole scores are included for ESR application purposes with
22 points being the trigger. The application of ESRs is mandatory if a Union adopts this
procedure. (ESRs continue to be inapplicable in Scotland.)

1 Supplementary Scores: Extensions introduced resulting in Supplementary Scores being:
allowed in Scotland for handicaps of 2.5 and above;

acceptable over nine holes for handicaps of Category 2 and above;

allowed at all GB&I clubs of which the player is a Member;

unlimited in number of scores per year for those players with a handicap between the
agreed maximum handicap (28 for men and 36 for women) and 54.

1 Annual Review: There is a new standard report.

O O O O
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1 Continuous Handicap Review: There is now a computer-generated report which flags players
with 7 consecutive 0.1 handicap increases. Handicap Committees are recommended to review
the performance of such players giving due consideration to applying a handicap increase.

1 Suspension and Loss of Handicap: As per clause 26.1 now handicaps can be restored within
12 months of the date the handicap was lost or suspended as opposed to 6 months in the
previous manual.

Decisions

1 Decision 1(a) has been revised to reflect the discretion of the Unions regarding the preferred
lie period.

1 Decision 1(n) has been revised to include the need for contingency arrangements in the event
of computer failure.

1 Decision 2(c) has been withdrawn as its text has been incorporated in the main body of the
manual within Clauses 7 and 8.

9 Decision 3(a) has been withdrawn. Its content has been incorporated into Clause 18.
91 Decision 6(a) has been revised to show an example using 90% handicap allowance

Changes introduced for 2018

Definitions: Add Buffer Zones for 9-hole competitions for completeness

Qualifying Competitions: Consideration of non-qualifying scores should not be restricted to

the Annual Review only

1 CSS Calculation: Clarify thatnon-6 c 6 handi caps are not to be consi
CSS.

1 UHS Compliance List: Confirm that Ireland have the authority to adjust handicaps after non-
gualifying competitions

1 CSS Calculation: Buffer Zone or Better calculation to use the Stableford Adjusted Score for

Medal Competitions to bring into line with Stableford/Par/Bogey competitions.

Initial Handicap Allotment: The f or mul a was mi s s i nigcorected.) &6 maki n

Retirement of Club and Disability Handicaps: These have been removed from the system,

recognising their low impact, and Category 5 for Men and Category 6 for Men and Women

introduced, providing for a maximum handicap of 54.0 for all golfers.

1 Supplementary Scores: Relaxation of rules i no restriction on number per year, no restriction

on number per week.

CSS Calculation: Clarification of the introduction of Category 4 Men into the calculation.

Mixed Tee Competitions: Reinforcement of the One CSS Adjustment Calculation

Definitions: Add initial cards submitted for handicap allotment into the definition of

Qualifying Score.

Handicap Allowances: Further clarification on the treatment of Plus handicaps.

Teeing Ground: Definition moved from Decision 7(a) to Appendix A for clarity.

9-Hole Competitions: Introduce the option of 9-hole Medal Competitions and Open 9-Hole

Competitions. Clarify treatment of handicap allowances for mixed tee 9-hole competitions.

91 Disqualified Scores: Clarify the treatment of use of DMD where first use of a banned function

is now a 2-shot penalty.

Handicap Adjustments: Confirm the order of application when mixed tees are involved.

Handicap Adjustments: Confirm that the adherence to Appendix M for handicap reviews is

mandatory, not optional.

T
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PART ONE

INTRODUCTION

1. Purpose/Operation
2. Definitions
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1. PURPOSE / OPERATION

The purpose of the CONGU® Unified Handicapping System (from now on referred to as the 6 U H &6
to enable golfers of differing abilities, men and women alike, to compete on a fair and equitable basis.

This is achieved by:

1 establishing for each golf course, based on effective playing length and playing difficulty, an 18-
hole Standard Scratch Score that is the mark against which handicaps are allocated and adjusted;

i taking account of the influence on scoring of course and weather conditions on the day of the
competition by calculation of a Competition Scratch Score. This calculation can result in movement
of the Standard Scratch Score upwards or downwards depending on the performance of the
participants relative to the Standard Scratch Score;

1 applying adjustments to handicaps related to tees used, and respective Standard Scratch Score
and course par to enable men and women to compete on an equitable basis;

9 for handicap purposes only, limiting the maximum score that can be recorded on any hole by
application of the Stableford / Nett Double Bogey adjustment in order to make handicaps more
representative of a; playerds potential ability

9 adjusting handicaps, upwards or downwards where appropriate at the completion of each round of
a qualifying competition; and

1 reviewing handicaps annually, or at shorter intervals in exceptional circumstances, to ensure that
handicaps are reflective of current ability.

It is recognised that handicapping, due to the nature of the game of golf with its varying playing
conditions, is not an exact science. A high level of uniformity can be achieved, however, if all
parties honour their obligations by observing the spirit and intent of the system.

The UHS is based on the following fundamental premises:

1 every player will endeavour to make the best score he can at each hole in every qualifying round
he plays and will report all such rounds for handicap purposes;

1 every golf club or handicapping authority will, whenever possible run stroke play competitions as
qualifying competitions, calculate a Competition Scratch Score and make all handicap adjustments
strictly in accordance with the system; and

1 every player will return a sufficient number of qualifying scores to provide reasonable evidence of
his current ability.

It is against the spirit and intent of the system to adjust the terms and conditions of a competition
deliberately, so that it is rendered non-qualifying on a technicality.

Unions have a duty to ensure that Affiliated Clubs discharge their responsibilities in full. Sanctions may
be taken against any party that does not observe either the spirit or intent of the system. Any player
who fails to act with integrity and carry out the responsibilities imposed by the UHS shall not be entitled
to a CONGU® Handicap.

The UHS is administered, reviewed and developed as necessary by the Council of National Golf Unions
Limited (CONGU®)

Handicapping within the UHS is delegated to Affiliated Clubs subject to the overall jurisdiction of the
Union.

The following terms are registered trademarks of the Council of National Golf Unions Limited:
CONGU®, CONGU® Unified Handicapping System and CONGU® Handicap.

10
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2. DEFINITIONS

Whenever a word or expression is used which is defined within the following definitions the word or
expression is printed in italics.

Affiliated Club
An Affiliated Club is a club affiliated to a Union or Area Authority which pays to the Union and/or
Area Authority a specified annual per capita fee in respect of each eligible Member.

Alternate Day Competition

An Alternate Day Competition is a Qualifying Competition that allows players unable to play on
the main competition date e.g. due to work commitments to participate in the same competition,
on an alternate date(s). A separate Competition Scratch Score is calculated for each day of an
Alternate Day Competition.

Annual Review

The Annual Review is a process whereby the Handicap Committee is required to consider the
playing performance of all Members over the preceding year in relation to their current handicap
and make any adjustment considered appropriate.

Area Authority

An Area Authority is any authority appointed by a Union to act on behalf of that Union for the
purposes of the UHS within a specified geographic region e.g. County, (District Executives/
Provincial Councils in Ireland).

Away Club
A p | aAway Gub is an Affiliated Club of which a player is a Member but which does not
administer the playerdos handicap.

Buffer Zone
A score i s wBuffér Zome wihen@ Nett Pifferedtial is within the following bands for
his Handicap Category:

18 Hole 9 Hole
Category 1 Oto +1 36
Category 2 Oto +2 35-36
Category 3 Oto +3 35-36
Category 4 Oto+4 34-36
Category 5 Oto+5 34-36
Category 6 Oto +6 34-36

When a pl ayer 6s BuffenZore his BxactHartdibap remains wnchanged.

Centr al Database of Handicaps (6CDHO)

A CDH is a central database of handicapping information collected electronically from Affiliated
Clubs when they close down Qualifying Competitions. This information is made available for
reference by individual players, Affiliated Clubs and tournament organising bodies on the
internet in accordance with the CDH specifications laid down by the Unions. There are English,
Irish and Scottish/Welsh CDH versions in operation within GB&I to assist with the automatic
return of away scores to the Home Clubs of Members.

Centr al Database of Handicaps | D Number (6CDH
A CDH ID Number is a unique number allocated by a Union to a Member that allows him to be

A

registered and recognised for handicapping purposes within his respectve Uni oné6s CDH

Competition Play Conditions

Competition Play Conditions prevail during Stroke Play, Par/Bogey and Stableford competitions
over 18 holes and for competitions played over a Designated Nine-Hole Course under the Rules
of Golf from Competition Tees. Competition Play Conditions shall not prevail when the length

11
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of the course played varies by more than 100 yards (91 metres) from the length of the Measured

Course.

Note 1. Special rules apply when the length of a Measured Course has been temporarily
reduced or increased i see Clause 13.

Note 2: Special rules apply to Nine-Hole Qualifying Competitions i see Clause 22.

Competition Scratch Score (CSS)
The Competition Scratch Score is the scratch score of the day as determined by applying
Clause 18 together with Appendix B.

Competition Tee

A Competition Tee is the teeing ground, as defined in the Rules of Golf, the front of which should
normally be placed no more than 10 yards (9 metres) in front of, or behind, the relevant Distance
Point. See also Decision 7(a).

Note: Special Rules apply when the length of a Measured Course has been temporarily reduced
or increased - see Clause 13.

CONGU® Handicap

A CONGU® Handicap is a handicap allotted and adjusted by the Home Club of a Member in
accordance with the requirements of the UHS. A CONGU® Handicap must only be allotted to
a Member of an Affiliated Club. Any other handicap is not a CONGU ® Handicap.
The upper limit is 54.0 for both men and women.

Competition Handicap

A Competition Handicap is a CONGU® Handicap of a player who has returned at least three

Qualifying Scores in the current or previous calendar year. Such a handicap is annotated with

a 6cd symbol after the numeric value of the han
status handicap as a qualification for entry to competitions.

Continuous Handicap Review

The Continuous Handicap Review is the process detailed in Clause 23 (D) by which players
whose performance suggests that they may be under-handicapped are identified during the
course of a playing season for consideration by the Handicap Committee for an immediate
handicap increase.

Differentials

(1) The Nett Differential is the difference (+ or -) between the nett score returned by a player in
a Qualifying Competition and the Competition Scratch Score after the application of Clause
19 when appropriate or the result of applying the conversion tables contained in Appendix
D.

(2) The Gross Differential is the sum of the Nett Differential and the Playing Handicap.

Designated Nine-Hole Course

A Designated Nine-Hole Course is a sequence of nine holes that has been rated by the Union
of an Affiliated Club and for which the Union has granted a Standard Scratch Score for the
playing of Nine-Hole Qualifying Competitions in accordance with Clause 22 and for the allotment
of initial handicaps under Clause 16 and Appendix J.

Distance Point
The Distance Point is the position of a permanent marker on a tee from which the length of the
hole has been measured i see Decision 7(b).

Disqualified Score

A Disqualified Score for handicap purposes is any score returned in a Qualifying Competition,
or as a Supplementary Score, when the player has been disqualified by the Committee from the
competition or stipulated round for a breach of the Rules of Golf. Depending upon the nature of
the breach, the score, or adjusted score under Clause 19, may be within the Buffer Zone or

12
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qualify for a handicap reduction. Otherwise an increase in Exact Handicap of 0.1 is applied -
see Appendix P.

Exceptional Scoring Reduction (ESR)

An Exceptional Scoring Reduction (ESR)i s a r educt i dxact Handicap thfisay e r
applied over and above the decrease applied by the UHS when certain patterns of scoring are
triggered by a combination of both the level and frequency of scores. ESRs are calculated in
accordance with the provisions of Clause 23(c) and are applied by Affiliated Clubs at the
discretion of each Union.

General Play Adjustment

A General Play Adjustmenti s a change to a playero6s handic
participation in a Qualifying Competition that is actioned by the Handicap Committee in the
period between Annual Reviews to take account of a significant change in playing performance.

Handicaps

(1) Exact Handicap i A p | a y Exadd slandicap is his handicap to one decimal place,
calculated in accordance with the provisions of the UHS.

(2) Playing Handicap - A p | ay BlayidgsHandicap is his Exact Handicap rounded to the
nearest whole number (0.5 is rounded upwards).

(3) Competition Handicap Allowance i The Competition Handicap Allowance is the
CONGU® Handicap adjusted, where applicable, for the competition type, and the course
and set of tees over which the competition is played.

Handicapping Authority
The Handicapping Authority for a player is his Home Club subject to the overall jurisdiction of
the Union.

Handicap Categories
Handicaps are divided into the following Categories:

22??;2?5 Exact Handicap Playing Handicap
1 Plus to 5.4 Plusto 5
2 55to012.4 6to 12
3 12.5t0 20.4 13to 20
4 20.5t0 28.4 21to 28
5 28.5t0 36.4 29 to 36
6 36.5to 54.0 37 to 54

Handicap Committee
A Handicap Committee is the body appointed by an Affiliated Club to administer the UHS within
the Club 1 see Clause 6.3

Home Club

A p | aBloee Glu is an Affiliated Club of which the player is a Member. If a player is a
Member of more than one Affiliated Club he must nominate one as his Home Club and this club
shal |l administer t.he playero6és handicap

Local Rule
This term has the same meaning as it does within the Rules of Golf.

13
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Measured Course

A Measured Course is any course of an Affiliated Club the measured length of which has been
certified in accordance with the requirements of Clause 11 and for which a Standard Scratch
Score has been allocated by its Union.

Member
A Member is an amateur golfer who is eligible to compete throughout the year in all Qualifying
Competitions arranged by his Affiliated Club(s) subject only to exclusion by virtue of one or more
of the following:
(a) restrictions imposed relating solely to the handicap of the players who may compete; or
(b) restrictions imposed relating solely to the age or gender of the players who may compete;
or
(c) restrictions arising from category of club membership.
A Member must have the opportunity to compete in a reasonable number of Qualifying
Competitions in a calendar year and to submit Qualifying Scores in accordance with Clause 21.
Note: Under this definition a Member as defined by the UHS is not necessarily a member as
defined by the constitution or rules of his Affiliated Club or Clubs.

Non Qualifying Competition

A Non Qualifying Competition is a competition when the requirements of a Qualifying
Competition are not satisfied.

In exceptional circumstances only, or with the authority of the Union, the committee in charge
of a competition may declare it a Non Qualifying Competition before play commences and must
SO advise competitors before they commence play.

Overseas Affiliate
An Overseas Affiliate is an organisation/federation situated outside of GB&I and which has been
granted permission by CONGU Ltd to use the CONGU® UHS within its jurisdiction. An
Overseas Affiliate has the standing of a Union in terms of the roles and responsibilities within
the CONGU® UHS.

Qualifying Competition

A Qualifying Competition is any competition in which Competition Play Conditions prevail and
for handicap adjustment and record purposes full handicap allowance is applied and a
Competition Scratch Score is calculated, subject to restrictions and limitations contained in the
UHS or imposed by a Union i see Clauses 4.1(g) and 17.2(f).

When the conditions of a competition impose handicap limits to establish a result it will be a
Qualifying Competition provided full handicap allowance is applied for handicap adjustment and
record purposes.

Note: A Competition Scratch Score is not calculated for a Nine-Hole Qualifying Competition.

Qualifying Score

A Qualifying Score for handicap purposes is any score, including a &No Returnbéor a score
adjusted under Clause 19, returned in a Qualifying Competition, as a Supplementary Score or
for initial handicap allotment.

Reduction Only

A Qualifying Competition for Reduction Only is determined by the Competition Scratch Score

calculation as specified in Clause 18.4 or by the abandonment of competitions as outlined in

Clause 18.7. (The Committee in charge of a competition must not declare a Qualifying

Competition to be for Reduction Only).

Note: A Committee does not have the authority to organise a competition in which handicaps
can be reduced but not increased i.e. pre-determine that a competition is for
handiRedwucoti on Onl yao.

Rules of Golf
The Rules of Golf as approved by R&A Rules Limited and the United States Golf Association.

14
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Single CSS Adjustment

The Single CSS Adjustment is the adjustment, detailed in Appendix B, which may be applied to
the Standard Scratch Score to generate the Competition Scratch Score when Qualifying
Competitions are played under the provisions of Appendix O.

Standard Scratch Score (SSS)
The Standard Scratch Score is the score allocated to an 18 hole golf course (two rounds of a
nine-hole course) in accordance with the requirements of Clause 9.

Supplementary Score

A Supplementary Score is a score in compliance with the requirements of Clause 21, returned
for handicapping purposes at an Affiliated Club of which the player is a Member, other than in
a Qualifying Competition.

UHS
The 6 U HiSthe CONGU® Unified Handicapping System developed by the Council of National
Golf Unions and applies to men and women who are Members of Affiliated Clubs.

Union

The Unions/Associations are the five national governing bodies, namely England Golf, Golf
Unionof WalesLtd, Gol fi ng Union of | r e lLtdandScottish Gol Llid. L a d

15
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PART TWO

RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES

. Rights and Responsibilities of the Council of National Golf Unions
. Rights and Responsibilities of the Union

. Rights and Responsibilities of the Area Authority

. Responsibilities of the Affiliated Club

. Responsibilities of the Handicap Committee

. Responsibilities of the Player
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3. COUNCIL OF NATIONAL GOLF UNIONS LIMITED

The purpose of the Council of National Golf Unions Limited (CONGU®), in consultation with the
constituent Unions, is to monitor, maintain and develop the UHS as, and when, necessary.

CONGU® shall:

3.1 Delegate the jurisdiction for the administration of the UHS within a country to the Union.

3.2 Monitor the application of the UHS to ensure that its purpose, spirit and intent are being
observed by all parties.

3.3 Consider and make determinations on handicapping matters referred to it by Unions or other
golfing bodies.

3.4 Promote knowledge and understanding of the UHS among Affiliated Clubs and their
Members.

3.5 Conduct research in connection with the maintenance and development of the UHS.

3.6 Have the right to obtain information relating to handicapping from Unions at any time.

3.7 At its discretion settle any dispute, complaint or matter of interpretation regarding the
application of the UHS referred to it by a Union that, after consideration, the Union has been
unable to resolve. In such a circumstance the decision of the Council of National Golf Unions
is final.

4. RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE UNION

CONGU® has delegated to the Union the responsibility to monitor and maintain the application of the
UHS in all Affiliated Clubs under its jurisdiction.

4.1 The Union has overall jurisdiction over the administration of the UHS and may delegate any
part of that jurisdiction to an Area Authority.

To discharge its responsibilities the Union must:

(a) appoint a committee to administer the UHS;

(b) have policies for the administration of handicapping that are consistent with the
fundamental principles and regulations of the UHS as outlined below and with the Rules
of Golf as approved by R&A Rules Limited;

(c) have a policy to ensure that all Affiliated Clubs discharge their responsibilities under
Clause 6.2;

(d) establish a procedure to adjudicate upon the provisions of Clause 24 and when required
appoint a committee to perform the duties therein;

(e) specify the appeal procedure to be made available to Members dissatisfied with the
determination made by the Union pursuant to Clauses 23 and 24;

(H atits discretion, settle any dispute referred to it under the UHS, subject to Clause 3.7,

(g) establish within the Union conditions, restrictions and limitations to be imposed in respect
of competitions deemed to be Qualifying Competitions and produce a list that must be
reviewed and published annually i see also Clause 17.2(f);

(h) specify the obligations to be observed by clubs and players in respect of a National
Handicap Database;

(i) conduct an annual audit of the handicap records of members of Affiliated Clubs with, as a
minimum, a handicap of +1 [1] or better; and

() establish a Competition Scratch Score for each round of every Qualifying Competition it
organises.

England, Ireland, Scotland and Wales make no delegations under this clause.
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Purpose of Audit As Required By Clause 4.1(i)

The primary purpose of the audit of low handicap players is to provide assurance that handicap records
have been maintained in accordance with the UHSand t hat 6Awaybd scores
Players as required by Clause 8.10. To facilitate the audit Affiliated Clubs may be required by the Union
to return at the end of the competition season, the Handicap Record (as outlined in Appendix I) for all
Members with, as a minimum requirement, a Playing Handicap of +1 [1] or better.

The audit is based on the comparison of these Handicap Records with the official scores from a wide
range of scratch competitions.

Past experience has established that a number of players failed to report all scores recorded away from
their Home Club. Regrettably, the majority of such omissions were scores that would have attracted an
increase in handicap. The outcome is that players with scores omitted from their record have a handicap
lower than that to which they are entitled. This can have an important bearing on entry into prestigious

competitions. By auditing, Unionsc an better assure 6a | evel pl ayi

who honour their obligations in full at a disadvantage.

Since auditing was introduced it is the experience of the Unions that compliance with the UHS
requirements has improved very significantly.

An additional benefit of the audit is in the selection of teams and coaching squads where emerging
talent is identified where not already known.

4.2 The Union has responsibility for the assessment and allocation of Standard Scratch Scores
in accordance with the requirements of Clauses 9.and 12. In addition, it must:
(a) ensure that Standard Scratch Scores are re-assessed at prescribed intervals in
accordance with the USGA licence agreement; and
(b) determine the manner by which temporary or provisional Standard Scratch Scores are
allocated.
4.3 The Union has the right, at any time, to obtain information concerning a Me mb e harddgap
from an Affiliated Club or, at its discretion, directly from the Member.
4.4 When a player is a Member of more than one golf club and these clubs are affiliated to different
Unions, a Union may request information in regard to handicapping matters from another
Union or, with the prior approval of that Union, directly from the player or his Affiliated Club.

4.5 The Union has some discretionary powers.

(a) It may authorise Home Clubs to increase the handicaps of players in any of the Categories
2, 3, 4 [and 5] in accordance with Clause 23. When such authority has been given, the
requirements of Clauses 23.3 and 23.4 that the increase shall be effected by the Union or
Area Authority shall not apply. If the Union or Area Authority considers that handicaps
have been unjustifiably increased it may require the Home Club to comply with all of the
provisions of Clause 23.

England, Scotland and Wales authorise Home Clubs to make increases under this
clause. In Ireland, Home clubs are not so authorised; all proposed increases in handicaps
must be submitted to the appropriate Provincial Council / District Executive.

(b) It may require a player to return to his Home Club information regarding scores in Non-

Qualifying Competitions as provided by Clause 8.12.
England and Scotland do not require players to report Non-Qualifying scores. Ireland
requires players to return all scores in Non-Qualifying Competitions which have been
played over a Measured Course to which the Unions have allotted a Standard Scratch
Score and where Competition Play Conditions exist. This information is to be used by the
Handicap Committee for immediate consideration/action in accordance with the provisions
of Clause 23(B) with the exception of Category 1 players. Wales and England requires
a player to return to his Home Club information regarding scores in Non-Qualifying
Competitions in accordance with Clause 8.12. This information may only be used by the
Handicap Committee when conducting the Annual Review in accordance with the
provisions of Clause 23.

(c) Itmay restrict increases of Exact Handicaps to a maximum of 1.0 stroke in a calendar year
as provided by Clause 20.10.
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Ireland restricts increases of the lowest Exact Handicap to 1.0 stroke in a calendar year
under this clause. England, Scotland and Wales make no restrictions under this clause.

4.6 When an Affiliated Club is subject to formal insolvency procedures or ceases to trade a
Union may take whatever steps it deems to be practicable and appropriate in the particular
circumstances to assist Members in retaining their handicaps in the short-term or
facilitating the transfer of handicaps to alternative Affiliated Clubs.

5. RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE AREA AUTHORITY

Any part of the overall jurisdiction of the UHS may be delegated by the Union to an Area Authority.

The Area Authority

5.1 Must administer the responsibilities delegated to it by the Union in accordance with the
provisions of Clause 4.1.

5.2 Has the right to obtain information concerning handicaps from Affiliated Clubs at any time.

5.3 When required, must appoint committee(s) to perform the duties referred to in Clauses 23 and
24.

5.4 Must specify the appeal procedure to be made available to Members dissatisfied with the
determination made by the Area Authority pursuant to Clauses 23 and 24.

5.5 Must establish a Competition Scratch Score for each round of every Qualifying Competition it
organises.

6. RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE AFFILIATED CLUB

Handicapping within the UHS is delegated to Affiliated Clubs subject to the overall jurisdiction of the
Union.

To facilitate full compliance with their responsibilities, clubs should conduct, on an annual basis, a
self-audit using the UHS Compliance Checklist contained in Appendix L.

The Affiliated Club must

6.1 Act as the Handicapping Authority for all Members for whom it is the Home Club subject to
the overall jurisdiction of the Union.

6.2 Ensure that the spirit and intent of the UHS is properly applied in the club. Failure by a club
to comply with this requirement may lead to a Unionwi t hdr awing t he cl
Handicapping Authority or imposing such conditions as the Union considers appropriate. (See
Note below)

6.3 Appoint a Handicap Committee comprised of a minimum of three persons, the majority of
whom must be Members.

6.4 Ensure that all handicaps are calculated in accordance with the UHS and issue, when
requested, handicap certificates, which are required to specify a CONGU® Handicap thereon.

6.5 Ensure that, where handicaps are calculated and maintained by computer, the software used,
is provided by an Independent Software Vendor (ISV) currently licensed by CONGU®.

6.6 The Affiliated Club must ensure it complies with Section Three, Parts 9-15, and in particular
Part 11, of this manual and has a current Certificate of Course Measurement for each set of
tees from which Qualifying Competitions are played. The club should also display prominently
a Standard Scratch Score Certificate for each set of tees from which Qualifying Competitions
are played.

6.7 Inform the Union, or Area Authority if so delegated, of course alterations, particularly length
changes (increases and decreases) that may impact on the allotted Standard Scratch Score.

6.8 Ensure that all Qualifying Competitions are played from a Measured Course with due regard
to the definition of a Competition Tee. The Conditions of Competition should be clear and
available to all competitors.
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\ 6.8/1 Conditions of Competition

Rule 33-1 ofthe Rulesof Golfst at es t hat o6The Committee (in char
the conditions under which a competition is to be
responsibility The R&A has produced a document entitled Guidance on Running a Competition.
Implementation of the advice contained therein should avoid unnecessary problems and disputes
related to the running of a competition. Of particular relevance to the successful management of club
competitions are the sections covering eligibility, entry, format, time of starting and groups, handicaps

and the decision of ties.

It is the responsibility of the Committee to interpret the conditions they establish. Consequently the
Conditions of Competition should be clear and precise, be made available to competitors and contain
guidance as to what action should be taken when certain circumstances arise e.g. failure to enter the
competition in the manner set out in the conditions.

Pl ayersd6 responsibilitie®Rulesof&olfcont ained in Rule

6.9 Appoint committees, as and when necessary, to perform the duties referred to in Clauses 23
and 24.

6.10 Specify the appeal procedure to be made available to Members dissatisfied with the
determination made by the club pursuant to Clauses 23 and 24.

6.11 Retain handicap records, in electronic or hard copy, in respect of all present and past
Members for not less than the current and previous two calendar years and retain all score
cards until the end of the current handicap year. Handicap records for all Members must be
returned to the Union or Area Authority should the club cease to be affiliated. It is advisable

to retain at |l east 20 of the playersd most |
rounds in a year, it may be necessary to keep hard copies of their scores for a number of
years.

6.12 Provide the Union with such information as the Union requires to maintain a National Handicap
Database (CDH).

Note: It isthe Ho me  C fespbn8ilsility to ensure that handicaps are maintained in accordance
with the rules laid down by the UHS. Any complaint regarding the application of the UHS
must be made to the Union, or Area Authority if so delegated, which may carry out such
investigation as it shall consider appropriate. If, following such an investigation, it is found
that a Home Club is in breach of its responsibilities, the Home Club shall be directed by the
Union or Area Authority to review all handicaps and must within three months from that
direction report to the Union or Area Authority the manner in which matters have been
rectified. Failure to resolve the matter satisfactorily would justify the Union disaffiliating the
Home Club, or declaring that handicaps at that club are no longer CONGU® Handicaps.

Composition of the Handicap Committee

Itis a requirement of the UHS that the Handicap Committee is comprised of a minimum of three persons
with the majority being Members.

While club secretaries, club managers, administrators or club professionals in some clubs have a
significant role to play in the administration and management of handicaps, an important element of
the UHSi s related to the application and conduct
necessary to administer Clause 23 as intended and this is best fulfilled through the knowledge that
Members have of their fellow Members.

The members of the Handicap Committee need not necessarily be current members of the club
committee. Continuity is important in order that the required knowledge of, and expertise in, the UHS
is retained.

It is recommended that both genders are represented on any joint Handicap Committee.

21



CONGU ® UNIFIED HANDICAPPING SYSTEM

7. RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE HANDICAP COMMITTEE

Subject to the overall jurisdiction of the Union, the Handicap Committee has specific responsibility for
the allotment and maintenance of handicaps as delegated to Affiliated Clubs.

The Handicap Committee must

7.1 Allot and maintain handicaps of its Members in accordance with Clauses 16 and 20 of the
UHS.

7.2 Maintain a record, manually or by computer, in which the names of competitors, on the day of
the competition, must be entered prior to competing in a Qualifying Competition at the club.

7.3 Ensure, so far as possible, that all cards taken out in Qualifying Competitions are returned to
the Handicap Committee including incomplete cards.

7.4 At the conclusion of each round of a Qualifying Competition calculate the Competition Scratch
Score as required by Clause 18 and submit all finalised Qualifying Scores to the CDH, in
accordance with Clause 6.12.

7.5 Display in a prominent position at the club all alterations to Me mber sd Pl ayi ng Ha
immediately they are made.

7.6 Ensure that arecord of Membersd ¢ u ExaceHandicaps and Playing Handicaps is available
in a prominent position at the club.

7.7 When t he c¢ | uHome<Llumtheplandigae Committee must
(@) maintain on his behalf a handicap record sheet which must include all the information

shown in Appendix I, Specimen Player Handicap Record;

(b) ensure his scores are recorded as soon as practicable after completion of each
Qualifying Competition at his Home Club or after the reporting of a Qualifying Score or
Supplementary Score returned elsewhere, either by the Player or automatically via a
Uni o n 6 sand@nhdtldll Exact Handicaps are calculated in relation to scores recorded
in chronological order. Once processed by the Home Club, all scores and associated
handicap adjustments must be uploadedtotheUni oné;s CDH

(c) keep his Exact Handicap up to date at all times;

(d) unless some other body has been appointed by the Home Club for this purpose, exercise
the power to suspend handicaps contained in Clause 24;

(e) when a Member changes his Home Club send to the new Home Club a copy of the
playerbés handicap record for the current year
verification ofthe Me mber 6 s CDH; | D Number

(H  specify the conditions which apply when a player wishes to obtain a handicap under the
provisions of Clause 16;

(g) exerciset he powers to adjust pl aCkese23) handicaps c

(h) as required by Clauses 23.5, 23.8, 23.15 and 23.18 advise players of changes made to
their handicaps under the provisions of Clause 23. It is not sufficient to merely post these
adjustments each player must be advised of them on an individual basis;

(i)  prior to 1% March each year, or such earlier date as directed from time to time by the
Home CI u b,é&eHabdcapdommittee must undertake a review of the handicaps
of all Members for whom the club is the Home Club and make such handicap adjustment
as may be appropriate under the provisions of Clause 23 and Appendix M. Ireland
directs that this should be completed by 315 December each year; and

() specifyt he manner b yQualifyingcScored mustebg @ported by a Member
to his Home Club i see Clause 8.10.

7.8 When the Affiliated Clubi s a pAwayyChil thesHandicap Committee must:

(a) ensure that scores returned in Qualifying Competitions are returned viathe U n i QD8I
where applicable, as soon as practicable after completion of each round; and

(b) ensure that the club discharges its responsibilities under Clause 21.13 in respect of
Supplementary Scores played by its Away Membersover the c¢cl ubds cour s

Note l: l ncompl ete cards and 6éno returnsd haMandicapn ef f e
Committee would be justified in:
@refusing to accept a card or r e dkedindgfteeplagngo r et u
only a few holes;
(b) notissuing cards to players where there is obviously insufficient light for them to complete
their round;
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(c) giving sympathetic consideration to players who have had to discontinue play for any
reason considered to be reasonable by the organising committee.

Affiliated Clubs have the discretion under Clauses 23 and 24 of the UHS to deal with a player

who persistently submits incomplete cards

Note 2: For new members of the Handicap Committee there is a Quick Guide for Handicap Secretaries

8. RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE PLAYER

that can be downloaded from the CONGU® website. There is also a Quick Guide for players
which should be drawn to the attention of Members.

The UHS is based on the premise that a player will endeavour to make the best score he can
at each hole in every qualifying round he plays and will report all such rounds for handicap
purposes.

Any player who fails to carry out any of the responsibilities imposed by the UHS is not entitled to a
CONGU® Handicap.

The player must:

8.1

8.2

Have one Exact Handicap only which must be allotted and adjusted by his Home Club and
produce, if so required, a current, validated CONGU® Handicap Certificate and/or valid CDH
ID Number. The Playing Handicap calculated from this Exact Handicap shall apply elsewhere
including other clubs of which the player is a Member.

If he is a Member of more than one Affiliated Club, select one as his Home Club for
handicapping purposes and notify that club and the others of his choice and supply each away
club his Home Club CDH ID Number.

(@ Inlreland a p | aHome Gub for handicapping purposes must be the club at which he
competes most frequently.

For ease of handicap administration, it is recommended that in circumstances where a player is a
Member of more than one Affiliated Club, he should select as his Home Club, the club at which he
competes most frequently in Qualifying Competitions.

8.3

8.4

8.5

8.6

8.7

8.8

Not change his Home Club except by giving advance notice of the change which can take
effect only at the end of a calendar year unless he has ceased to be a Member of his Home
Club or both clubs agree to the change taking place at an earlier date.

Report to his Home Club the names of all other Affiliated Clubs of which he is, becomes, or
ceases to be, a Member and report to all other Affiliated Clubs of which he is a Member:

(@) the name of his Home Club and any changes of Home Club; and

(b) his Home Club CDH ID Number, and

(c) alterations to his Playing Handicap made by his Home Club.

Prior to playing in any competition ascertain whether all appropriate reductions to Playing
Handicap have been made or alternatively comply with the responsibilities set out in Clause
20.11.

Before commencing play on the day of a Qualifying Competition ensure that his entry has
been registered in the competition record, manually or by computer in the manner required by
the club or committee in charge of the competition.

A player who fails to enter a Qualifying Competition in the required manner is deemed to have
neither a score for the competition nor a score for handicap purposes.

Enter his current Playing Handicap on all cards returned in a Qualifying Competition even
though the event may not be a handicap competition. This is required for the calculation of a
Competition Scratch Score.

Ensure that all competition cards in Qualifying Competitions, whether or not complete, are
returned to the organising committee, and make such computer entries as may be required

i see Decisions, Dec.1(m) and Dec.1(n).

Note: It is expected that every player who enters a Qualifying Competition intends to

complete the round.
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8.9

8.10

When competing away from his Home Club produce, on request, a current CONGU®
Handicap Certificate authenticated by his Home Club and/or a valid CDH ID Number. A
Member playing in a Nine-Hole Qualifying Competition or returning a Nine-Hole
Supplementary Score at his Away club is responsible for verifying that his correct Exact
Handicap is applied in the calculation of Competition Handicap Allowance.

Report to his Home Club as soon as practicable all Qualifying Scores( i ncl udi ng

and Disqualified Scores i see Appendix P) returned away from his Home Club advising the

Home Club of the date of the Qualifying Competition, the venue, Standard Scratch Score and

the Competition Scratch Score together with details specific to the competition format.

(@) After a Stroke Play Qualifying Competition, the gross score returned and any Stableford
/ Nett Double Bogey Adjustment applicable. See Clause 19.1 and the example
referenced 19.1/1. The Home Club may require a copy of the scorecard to be returned
to support the adjustment.

(b) After a Par/Bogey Qualifying Competition, the par of the course and the score versus
par.

(c) After a Stableford Qualifying Competition, the par of the course and the number of points
scored.

In Ireland see also Clause 8.12 and 20.11

Note 1: Players are reminded that failure to report all Qualifying Scores returned away from their

HomeClubs( i ncl udi ng -sedRlue Rox 8.10M bek\d - and Disqualified Scores
T see Appendix P) as required by the UHS could lead to the suspension of offending
pl ayerso6 handicaps CQClaudee24. t he provisions

Note 2: In the event of a Qualifying Competition being declared abandoned or scores returned

being determined by the provisions of Clause 18 to be for Reduction Only, the player must
report the information required by Clause 8.10 to his Home Club.

Note 3: The fact that scores recorded by players competing in competitions away from their Home

Club may be reported to their Home Club by the competition organisers, or through a
Centralised Database of Handicaps (CDH), does not remove the responsibility of
individual players to ensure that all relevant scores are recorded in their Player Handicap
Record.

Note 4: Elite players (i.e. those subject to annual audit by their Union) may be required to return

8.11

8.12

specified overseas scores to their Union or may be directed by their Union to return

specific overseas scores to their Home Club for inclusion directly into their handicap

record.
Authorise, if so requested, his Home Club to provide the Union with such information as his
Union shall reasonably require to maintain a national handicap database and also sign any
relevant document which may be required to comply with or satisfy Data Protection legislation.
Provide to his Home Club information regarding scores in Non-Qualifying Competitions if so
directed by a Union i see Clause 4.5(b).
Ireland directs that it is mandatory for both clubs and players to report to Home Clubs all Non-
Qualifying Scores from Team and Society Golf played over a course for which the Union has
allotted a Standard Scratch score together with notification of the relevant SSS 1 See also
Clauses 4.5 (b) and Note to 23 (B). Wales directs players to return Non Qualifying Scores for
the purposes of the Annual Review. England and Scotland make no directions under this
clause.

O6NoO

of

Players should be aware of the significance of the Stableford / Nett Double Bogey Adjustment. This

adjustment allows a player who has a O0badé

SsCcore

reason, to continue to record a score on subsequent holes for handicap purposes. This sustains the

golfing interest and at the same time provides valuable handicap information. See Clause 19.

24

(0]

R

n



CONGU ® UNIFIED HANDICAPPING SYSTEM

\ 8.5/1 Upward Self Adjustment of Playing Handicap

Q. Prior to playing in any competition, | am required by Clause 8.5 to ascertain that all appropriate
reductions to Playing Handicap have been made. As a player who keeps track of my Exact
Handicap at all times why am | not allowed, by the same principle, to increase my handicap
where appropriate?

A. The Rules of Golf require that a player plays from the correct handicap. If a handicap is entered
on the scorecard | ower than the playeroés actua
purposes. If the player plays from a handicap higher than that to which he is entitled he is
disqualified. The self-reducing procedures set out in Clause 20.11 following the return of a score
resulting in a handicap reduction are designed to remove the possibility of disqualification in a
subsequent competition through playing from too high a handicap.

6SelInfcreasingbé6, however, f oll owi ng Buffeh 2onerhas ai r n
number of issues:
Athe player does not always know precisely his Exact Handicap; and
Aupward movement of the CSScan resul t i n a c Buffen fpee thatthe may e p
not be aware of, resulting in the player incorrectly increasing his handicap and possibly being
in the embarrassing position of winning a prize to which he is not entitled.

Consequently to safeguard the player and preserve the integrity of handicapping, increases in
handicap may onl y bHomeGub efterlsgoresshave beanydaly réperted and
posted at the Home Club and/orontheUni onés CDH

8.10/1 Meaning and Usage of the Term O0NoO Re\tur

Strictly, a 6No Returnd is the r eQualfyihgConfipetiion pithea y e r
failing to return his scorecardtothe Co mmi t t ee i n charge of the coampet
each hole of a computer based score recording system.

However, in addition, a ONo Returndé iMadal StookenPtayn U ¢
competition in which the player has failed to record a score at one or more holes and consequently

does not have a score in the Medal Stroke Play competition. Notwithstanding, such an incomplete card

is used for handicap purposes by the application of Clause 19 to establish a Nett Differential.

The term 6No Returndé is commonly abbreviated to |

These differing situations in regard to a NR are demonstrated in the specimen Player Handicap Record

contained in Appendix I:

1 In the Stroke Play competition dated 18/05, the player did not return his scorecard. A6 no s cor
was recorded at each holeandthe i denti fi er ONCO6 is enteANet i n
Differential could not be calculated and his handicap was increased by 0.1

1 In the Stroke Play competition dated 03/06, the player returned his card without a score
recorded on one of the holes and again recorded a NR. On this occasion, however, an adjusted
gross score could be calculated by applying Clause 19. The resulting Nett Differential was within
his Buffer Zone and there was no increase in handicap.
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PART THREE

THE GOLF COURSE / STANDARD
SCRATCH SCORE / COURSE RATING

9. Standard Scratch Score

10. Establishing Par

11. Course Measurement

12. New Courses and Alterations to Existing Courses
13. Permitted Adjustments to a Measured Course

14. Tees

15. Preferred Lies
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9. STANDARD SCRATCH SCORE

9.1 The Standard Scratch Score is the score that a scratch player is expected to return in
normal mid-season course and weather conditions over a Measured Course.
9.2 The allocation of Standard Scratch Scores shall be the responsibility of the Union.
9.3 The Standard Scratch Score of courses under each Union& jurisdiction must be assessed
in accordance with the USGA Course Rating System.
Note: A Standard Scratch Score determined by the Scratch Score System of eithert he Ladi es 6
Golf Union or the Rating System of the EGU is valid until the golf course is re-assessed
under the provisions of Clause 9.3.

The Standard Scratch Score (SSS) is a measure of the playing difficulty of a golf course under normal
mid-season course and weather conditions. The USGA Course Rating System takes account of the

measured length of a golf course together with factors that affect both the playing length and the playing
difficulty (obstacle factors).

The factors that affect the effective playing length of a golf course are:

Roll Wind Forced Lay-up
Dogleg Elevation

The ten obstacle factors that determine the playing difficulty of a golf course are:

Topography Fairway Green Target
Recoverability and Rough Bunkers Out of Bounds/Extreme Rough
Water Hazards Trees Green surface

Psychological

Each hole on the golf course is evaluated on a scale 0-10 for each of the ten obstacles and account
taken of the effective length correction factors e.g. the effective playing length of a fast running links
course is quite different from that of a moorland course with soft fairways.

It is a requirement of the USGA Course Rating System that course raters are trained and team leaders
tested before being accredited to determine course ratings.

To take account of course changes and evolution, established courses are required to be re-rated at
prescribed intervals or in accordance with license agreements, where appropriate.

9.4 A temporary Standard Scratch Score may be allocated in such manner as a Union shall
decide.

9.5 No course of less than 3,000 yards, or fewer than nine holes, shall be allocated a
Standard Scratch Score. In Ireland, the minimum length is 4000 yards (3658 metres)

9.6 Courses between 3,000 and 4,000 yards may be allocated such Standard Scratch Scores
as the Union shall determine. Affiliated Clubs should contact their Union for guidance.

Golf courses in the following categories are exempt from the above
1 Courses of fewer than 3,000 yards allocated a Standard Scratch Score prior to 1 January 1993.
| Courses of fewer than nine holes allocated a Standard Scratch Score prior to 1 January 2000.
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9.

3/1 Par as a Basis for Handicapping

Q.

A.

Professional golf uses par as a measure of comparative playing performance. Why is the
CONGU ®UHS not based on par?

CONGU® does not consider that par provides a suitable basis for a reliable and robust
handicap system. Par is a very crude measure of the playing difficulty of a golf course. Two
courses having the same par may vary in length by many hundred yards. To illustrate how
great this difference can be, consider two courses constructed in similar terrain:

Course A1 Four Par 3 holes each 140 yards in length and fourteen Par 4 holes each 300
yards in length. Total course length 4760 yards. Par 68
Course B - Four Par 3 holes each 220 yards in length and fourteen Par 4 holes each 400 yards
in length. Total course length 6480 yards. Par 68.

Assuming similar relative playing difficulties on each course, the scoring potential of a scratch
golfer on the shorter course A would be quite different from that expected on the much longer
Course B. Although each has a par of 68 the respective Standard Scratch Scores would be of
the order of 63 and 71 respectively. It is obvious therefore, that par does not provide a viable
basis for handicapping.

The above example is bas éusinla primgpledapplytodhe pas &
|l adiesd cour ses.

10. ESTABLISHING PAR

Par is used for Par/Bogey, and Stableford competitions. Par for each hole should be established by
the club in relation to length and playing difficulty, within the following ranges:

Men Women
Yards Yards
Par 3 Up to 250 [Up to 210]
Par 4 2207 500 [1807 430]
Par 5 440-720 [370-620]
Par 6 660+ [560+]

For example, if a hole is 460 [415] yards in length, it may be allocated a par of 4 or 5 depending upon
its playing difficulty.

The par figure for each hole should be printed alongside each hole on the card. The total of the par
figures for each hole of a course will not necessarily coincide with the Standard Scratch Score of that
course. The Standard Scratch Score must not be allocated amongst individual holes, but should be
printed as a total on the card.

11. COURSE MEASUREMENT

Course length is the predominant factor in the evaluation of Standard Scratch Scores. The accurate
measurement of each hole is essential.

Measurement must be along the horizontal plane from the Distance Point to the centre of the green
of each hole. It is a requirement that the actual Distance Point on each tee of a set of tees is marked
by the installation of a permanent marker such as a small concrete block or post.

Measurement must be carried out by a person who is competent and experienced in the use of the

appropriate measuring equipment and familiar with the requirements of Appendix A. To satisfy the

requirement placed on the Affiliated Club by Clause 6.6, a certificate of measurement must be

provided:

(a) showing details of the length of each hole and the total playing length of the course for each set
of tees used, or intended to be used, for Qualifying Competitions; and

(b) recording the type of measuring device used to establish the measurement and its accuracy; and
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(c) identifying any non-compliance, such as incorrectly sited permanent markers or the absence of

such markers.
Note: The certificate of measurement must be retained by the Affiliated Club and made available
to the representatives of the Unions/Associations on request e.g. for course rating purposes.

Subsequent alterations to the length of the course will require a certificate for only the altered hole or
holes.

Appendix A outlines the manner and procedure by which golf courses must be measured to satisfy
the requirements of this clause.

12. NEW COURSES AND ALTERATIONS TO EXISTING COURSES

The Union is responsible for all Standard Scratch Scores in the country over which it has jurisdiction.

12.1 For a new course, a Form of Application must be submitted by the club either directly to the
Union or, if so delegated, through its Area Authority to the Union who will allocate the
Standard Scratch Score.

12.2 When alterations have been carried out to a course which increase or decrease its length
or which may affect the playing difficulty, the Affiliated Club must submit a Form of
Application for reassessment of the Standard Scratch Score(s) either directly to the Union
or through its Area Authority to the Union if so delegated.

Note: A Form of Application may be obtained from the Union.

England and Ireland delegate the authority to receive Forms of Application for new courses and
for the reassessment of Standard Scratch Scores to their Area Authorities.
Scotland and Wales make no delegation under this clause.

13. PERMITTED ADJUSTMENT TO A MEASURED COURSE

Whilst each Affiliated Club must endeavour to maintain the length of its Measured Course for
Qualifying Competitions, Competition Play Conditions nevertheless prevail when the length of a
course has been reduced or increased in the following circumstances:

13.1 When, to allow for the use of temporary, or alternative, tees and not more than two
temporary greens:

- the length of a course has been reduced or increased by not more than 100 yards from
the length of the Measured Course, the Standard Scratch Score remains unaltered;

- to allow work to proceed on course alterations it may be necessary to reduce or increase
the playing length of the Measured Course by between 100 and 300 yards. In these
circumstances, the club must reduce or increase as the case may be the Standard
Scratch Score of the Measured Course temporarily by one stroke and report to the
Union, or Area Authority if so delegated, such alteration and appropriate reasons. The
club must also notify the Union or Area Authority when the course has been restored to
its measured length and the official Standard Scratch Score re-instated.

13.2 Any variations to the above must be referred for consideration to the Union or Area Authority
if so delegated.
Note: The permitted course length adjustments specified in Clauses 13.1 and 13.2 that apply to
courses of 18 holes are halved for Nine-Hole Qualifying Competitions.

England and Ireland delegate responsibility for receiving reports under this clause to their Area
Authorities. Scotland and Wales makes no delegation under this clause.

14. TEES
All clubs with the requisite facilities should have a variety of Competition Tees of differing lengths with
a measurement from the Distance Point on each and a separate Standard Scratch Score. Separate

SSS ratings should be obtained for both men and women from whichever sets of tees each gender
uses for competition and/or handicap purposes.
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Committees should bear in mind the definition of Teeing Ground in the Rules of Golf which states: 6t
is a rectangular area two club lengths in depth, the front and sides of which are defined by the outside
limits of two tee markers.6 '

The tee markers should be placed in such a position that the player has the benefit of the full depth
to which the definition entitles him.

Note: See also Decision 7(b).

To facilitate the use of the appropriate tees it is recommended that tee boxes or other objects in use
to mark the teeing ground should be identified, for example:

Championship Tees Black
White
1 Yellow
Red
Forward Tees Green/Blue

Note: For many courses only some of the above options will be applicable.

Decisions relevant to Clause 14
7(a) Teeing Areas
7(b) Distance Points and Measured Course

15. PREFERRED LIES

The adoption of preferred lies, can allow Qualifying Competitions to be conducted under acceptable
playing conditions. Clubs should, whenever practicable, play competitions as Qualifying Competitions
during the preferred lie period. Reference should be made to Decisions 1(a) and 1(b) that have been
formulated to promote and encourage Qualifying Competitions in the preferred lie period.

When preferred lies are in operation the following points shall be taken into consideration:

15.1 Each Union shall give directions to its Affiliated Clubs defining the period during which
preferred lies may be used, if required. Competition Play Conditions will apply
notwithstanding the application of a Local Rule for preferred lies as a result of adverse
conditions during this period (See Clause 15.3 below). The Local Rule may apply to
specified holes only.

15.2 Outside the period specified in 15.1 Competition Play Conditions will only apply when
preferred lies are in operation if the consent of the Union or Area Authority has been
obtained.

England and Ireland delegate the granting of consent for preferred lies outside the specified
period to their Area Authorities. Scotland and Wales make no delegation under this clause.

15.3 Itis emphasised that preferred lies must apply only when a Local Rule has been made and
published in accordance with Appendix 1, Part A, 3b of the Rules of Golf as follows:

& ball lying on a closely mown area through the green may be lifted without penalty and
cleaned. Before lifting the ball, the player must mark its position. Having lifted the ball,
he must place it on a spot within 6 inches [150mm] of and not nearer the hole than where
it originally lay, that is not in a hazard and not on a putting green.

A player may place his ball only once, and it is in play when it has been placed (Rule
20-4). If the ball fails to come to rest on the spot on which it is placed, Rule 20-3d applies.
If the ball when placed comes to rest on the spot on which it is placed and it subsequently
moves, there is no penalty and the ball must be played as it lies, unless the provisions
of any other Rule apply. If the player fails to mark the position of the ball before lifting it
or moves the ball in any other manner, such as rolling it with a club, he incurs a penalty
of one stroke.

Note: &losely Mown Ar ead0 means any area of the
rough, cut to fairway height or less.

Penalty for breach of Local Rule: Match play i Loss of hole; Stroke play i Two strokes
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If a player incurs the general penalty for a breach of this Local Rule, no additional penalty
under the Local Rule is applied6

Note: Competition Play Conditions will only apply when the specified area is within six
inches (150 mm). See Clause 15.3

When a club considers that adverse conditions warrant an extension of the preferred lie period to all,
or part, of the course, representations should be made by the Green Committee or other agreed body
within the club to the Union / Area Authority (if delegated) they consider most appropriate. For the
purpose of Qualifying Competitions the decision of that Union or Area Authority, if so delegated, should
apply to all sections of the club thereafter. The provisions of Clause 15.3 apply.

To ensure a consistent judgement in regard to extension of the preferred lie period it is desirable that
an official of the appropriate Union or Area Authority should conduct an on-course inspection, where
practicable, before authorisation is granted.

Decisions relevant to Clause 15

1(a) Status of a competition when the use of fairway mats is obligatory

1(b) Status of a competition when artificially surfaced tees are in use

1(c) Statusofacompeti tion when a Il ocal rule allowing reli:
is in operation

1(d) Status of a competition when competitors are required to lift a ball from the fairway and place in
semi-rough.
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PART FOUR

HANDICAPPING

. Allotment of Handicaps
.Qualifying Scores/Qualifying Competitions
. Competition Scratch Score
. Stableford/Nett Double Bogey Adjustment
. Alterations of Handicaps
. Supplementary Scores
. Nine-Hole Qualifying Competitions
. Review of Handicaps
. Suspension and Loss of Handicap
. Status of Handicap
. Regaining a Handicap
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The UHS has been developed to achieve uniformity and equity in handicapping for amateur golfers
throughout Great Britain and Ireland and other countries adopting the UHS. CONGU® Handicaps
can only be issued by a Union or Affiliated Club in full compliance with the requirements of the UHS.

Handicaps issued by other bodies are not CONGU® Handicaps.

To ensure that all Affiliated Clubs are consistent in the interpretation and application of the UHS, each
club should conduct a self-audit, on an annual basis, using the UHS Compliance Checklist contained
in Appendix L.

Note: Reference to the masculine gender includes the feminine. Text and numbers enclosed in
square brackets [ ] apply to women only

16. ALLOTMENT OF HANDICAPS

16.1 A handicap can be allotted only to a Member of an Affiliated Club after full consideration of
his previous playing history, including any handicap held previously at any other club or
under another handicap system.

16.2 To obtain a handicap a player must submit a required number of nine and/or 18-hole cards
played over a Measured Course (rated course) at his Home Club. Any permutation of nine
and 18-hole cards may be submitted but must total a minimum of 54 holes. Cards submitted
over nine holes must be returned from a Designated Nine-Hole Course. Each card must be
marked and signed by a responsible person acceptable to the Handicap Committee. The
requisite cards should normally be submitted within a period of six months.

16.3 The Handicap Committee has the following responsibilities and discretions in regard to the
allotment of handicaps.

(a) If a handicap has been previously held, refer to Clause 26 (Regaining a Handicap).
Otherwise the initial handicap shall be allotted as in (b) below.
(b) The Handicap Committee shall

1. Adjust any score of more than double par at any hole to a score of double par
(i.,e.6 onaPar 3,8 onaPar4and 10 on aPar5).

2. Add the nine-hole scores (if applicable) to make up 18-hole equivalents in
chronological order. If a club has more than one Designated Nine-Hole Courses
each pair of nine-hole scores must be returned over courses having the same
Designated Nine-Hole SSSs for the gender of player concerned.

3. Calculate the Adjusted Gross Differential

(or 18-hole equivalent) scores; these scores being calculated by comparing
the returns relative to tdhe SSSO6s of

AGD = Adjusted Gross Score i SSS for the course/tees used

Determine the Lowest Adjusted Gross
Adjusted Gross Differentials
4. Reduce the resulting LAGD according to the formula;

Initial Handicap = (LAGD + (LAGD*0.13))/ 1.237 truncated to provide a whole
number.

For example, a player with a Lowest Adjusted Gross Differential of 31 is
allotted an initial handicap of 28 (which is recorded as an Exact Handicap of
28.0) as shown below:

Initial Handicap = (31 + (31*0.13))/1.237
= (31 + 4.03)/1.237
= (35.03/1.237)
= 28.31 truncated to 28 and recorded as an Exact Handicap of
28.0.
After these adjustments have been made the whole number Exact Handicap shall,
subject to the provisions of Clauses 16.3(c) and 16.3(e), be allotted.
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(c) The Handicap Committee must consider all the information available to it in relation to
the playerdéds ability and any previously h
After due consideration, the Handicap Committee may allot a player an initial whole
number Exact Handicap less than that calculated as per 16.3(b) above if it has reason

to consider t hat a | ower handicap is mo
exceptional circumstances a higher handicap may be allotted than that indicated
above.

(d) The Handicap Committee should review the initial Qualifying Scores returned by all
Me mb eto Wwhem a handicap has recently been allotted. If the Handicap Committee
determines that an adjustment is required to a Me mb e rec@rdly allotted handicap,
this must be administered in accordance with the provisions of Clause 23 B.

National Unions and their Affiliated Clubsar e seeking O6to grow the game:i
to new and inexperienced players. In support of these initiatives CONGU has increased Handicap
limits to a maximum of 54.

When handicaps are allotted over the previous CONGU® limits for Men and Women (28.0 and 36.0)

the club committee has two options:

1 To allow and encourage players with higher handicaps to participate in club competitions

1 To run separate competitions or separate classes / divisions within club competitions for those
players with higher handicaps.

Clubs are encouraged to recognise and embrace the responsibility they have to attract, encourage and

enthuse those new to the game as well as satisfying the needs of those already in club membership.

(e) A player must not be allotted a Category 1 handicap without the authority of the Union
or Area Authority if so delegated. The Union should record all Category 1 Handicap
allocations authorised.

England and Ireland delegates the authority for the allotment of Category 1 handicaps
to the Area Authorities. Scotland and Wales make no delegation under this clause.
16.4 The maximum CONGU® Handicap eligible for Competition status (Clause 25) that can be
allotted is 54 for both men and women. (Maximum Exact Handicap 54.0).

In the contextof the UHSt hA&f ©i | i aid tleealubGffiliatéddo a Union / Area Authority which pays
to that Union / Area Authority a specified per capita fee in respect of each eligible Member i.e. a golf
club may have morethanon &f é i | i gt eoch eClad G | i @nioe ahd anatheraaffiliataddo e s ¢

t h e Miniordirsthat country.

If a golf club has more than one Affiliated Club and more than one Handicap Committee (Clause 6.3)
they, the Affiliated Clubs / Handicap Committees, should seek to agree common criteria for the
allotment and review of handicaps.

16.3/1 Allotment of Handicap Lower Than That Calculated |

In what circumstances can a club allocate a handicap lower than that calculated by clause 16.3?

O

A. The Handicap Committee may allot an initial whole number Exact Handicap less than the best
adjusted score if it has reason to consider that a lower handicap is more appropriate to the
pl ayerdés ability. Factors to be considered inc
i previous playing history and any lower handicap previously held at the Home Club or at any
other club. This is of paramount importance;
1 time of year and prevailing weather conditions when cards submitted;
I information from peers;

9 ahandicap held under another handicapping system.

Additional information is available in Blue Box 23/5whichgi ves gui dance on 6Adj u
Pl aying Handicaps6 in appropriate circumstances.
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Decisions relevant to Clause 16
8@ Status of 6Handicap Onlyé or 6Competition Handi
membership in the context of CONGU® definition of a Member.

17. QUALIFYING SCORES / QUALIFYING COMPETITIONS

Although a club committee or Handicapping Authority has the right to deprive certain competitions of
their status as Qualifying Competitions this discretion should not be abused. It is considered to be
outside the spirit and intent of the UHS to adjust the terms and conditions of an otherwise Qualifying
Competition so that it is technically Non-Qualifying. Examples of situations used to circumvent and
abuse the handicapping rules are:
9 the imposition of a limitation to the number of golf clubs a competitor may use. (This does not refer
to traditional five-club competitions and the like which may be run as Non Qualifying Competitions);
1 intentionally moving one or more tees forward when a Measured Course is available and in a
suitable condition for play;
9 imposing a handicap allowance limitation of, for example, 7/8™":
In addition, having allowed a competition to commence, a Committee does not have the right to
subsequently declare a Qualifying Competition 6 n u | | and voidd or O6cancell ed
because a pre-determined number of entries has not been met. Irrespective of the number of
competitors (or entries) a CSS must be calculated and handicaps adjusted as appropriate. The
Committee would, however, be within its rights to withhold prizes should a pre-determined minimum
entry not be reached.

17.1 Scores to be recorded on a Playeré Blandicap Record are:

(@) Qualifying Scores as defined including Supplementary Scores and Nine-Hole Scores
returned in compliance with Clauses 21 and 22 respectively;

(b) Nett Differentials returned in any abandoned round of a Qualifying Competition. In
such circumstances the Competition Scratch Score is equal to the Standard Scratch
Score and handicaps are not increased i See Clause 18.7;

(c) Disqualified Scores in Qualifying Competitions i See Appendix P for interpretation of
acceptable and unacceptable scores;

(d) scores returned in a Qualifying Competition played over nine or 18 holes on a course
reduced in length under the provisions of Clause 13;

(e) scores returned in a Qualifying Competition played over a Measured Course when
Local Rules are in operation for preferred lies (as permitted by Clause 15) or for any
other purpose, provided the rules are in compliance with Appendix 1 of the Rules of
Golf or associated guidance notes or have been approved by the R&A Rules Limited;

(H scores returned in a competition over more than one day (which need not be
consecutive) and in which only one return is permitted; and

(g) scores returned in a competition extended over three or more days solely to
accommodate the number of players entered.

(h) Inlreland, all relevant Non-Qualifying scores.

Note 1:  Qualifying Scores returned in Par/Bogey and Stableford competitions must be

converted into Nett Differentials by using the Table in Appendix D.
Note 2:  For handicap adjustment and record purposes the entry of an incorrect score on
any hole or an incorrect handicap must be corrected. Where no handicap is
recorded the correct Playing Handicap must be applied. 7T See Appendix P
regarding Disqualified Scores.
17.2 The following returns are not acceptable as Qualifying Scores:

(@) scores returned in any four-ball better ball competition;

(b) scores returned in competitions over other than nine or 18 holes;

(c) scores returned in any competition in which the form of play is not covered by the
Rules of Golf and authorised Local Rules;

(d) scores returned in any form of competition in which competitors play in partnership
with another competitor in the same playing group;

(e) scores returned in a competition played with less than full handicap allowance unless
scores are recorded with full handicap applied and a Competition Scratch Score
calculated i see definition of a Qualifying Competition; and

36



CONGU ® UNIFIED HANDICAPPING SYSTEM

(H  scores returned in an event run by any organisation which is not a Handicapping
Authority, unless the event has been previously approved by a Union as a Qualifying
Competition i see Clause 4.1(Q).

In Ireland, all relevant Non-Qualifying Scores mu s t be recorded on a
Record.

17.3 The declaration that a competition is a Non Qualifying Competition disqualifies all scores
returned in that competition from being used directly for handicap purposes. Thus a player
returning a score below his handicap will not have his Exact Handicap reduced nor will a
score above the Buffer Zone increase his Exact Handicap. Performance in Non-Qualifying
Competitions is only one of a number of factors to be considered in any Review of Memberso
handicaps, and especially in the Annual Review.

Decisions relevant to Clause 17

Qualifying Competitions

1(a) Status of a competition when the use of fairway mats is obligatory

1(b) Status of a competition when artificially surfaced tees are in operation

1(c) Statusofacompetiti on when a | ocal rule allowing r
greend is in operation

1(d) Status of a competition when competitors are required to lift a ball from the fairway and
place in semi-rough

1(e) Status of a competition when bunkers are undergoing renovation

1(f)  Status of a competition when green staff have carried out maintenance work during the
course of a competition

1(g) Status of a competition in which shotgun starts are employed or competitors are authorised
by the committee to start other than at the first tee

1(h) Status of a play-off

1() Handicap to be used in event of a Member holding a handicap from more than one
Handicapping Authority

1() Limitation of handicaps in Qualifying Competitions

1(k)  Status of a competition when a local rule permitting the use of electronic distance
measuring devices is in operation

1(1) Status of aggregate competitions

1(m) Competition conditions that apply solely to the UHS

1(n) Failure to comply with a competition condition requiring entry by applying a swipe card to
a computer terminal

1(o) Failuretoreport O Ase@es éffecting handicap

1(p) Failure to return a scorecard on completion of round causing inconvenience to Handicap
Committee

Qualifying Scores

2(a) Competitions extending over more than one round

2(b) Status of scores in extended competitions with eclectic or aggregate awards
2(d) Status of a marker in a Qualifying Competition

2(e) Status of scores returned from outside the jurisdiction of CONGU®

17/ 1 6 R

Q. Are there any circumstances under which a club can run Stroke Play, Par/Bogey or Stableford
competitions where handicaps can be reduced but not increased?

A. Aclub does not have the authority to run competitions in which handicaps can be reduced but not
increased. When a competition is declared Non Qualifying handicaps can neither be reduced nor
increased. There are only two situations within the UHS when handicaps can be reduced but not
increased. These are:

il a competition where application of the CSS calculation determines that the competition is
Reduction Only (R/O). See clause 18.4; and

1 when a competition has been abandoned for a valid reason, reductions of handicap are
made on the basis that the CSS is equal to the SSS. See clause 18.7.
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| 172

Handicap Adjustment in Par/Bogey Competition Is Less than in Stroke Play Equivalent

Q.

A Category One player competing in a Par/Bogey Competition finished one up on a course where
the SSS, CSS and Par were the same. His nett score, had Stroke Play conditions prevailed, would
have been three strokes below the CSS. By how much should his handicap be reduced?

The Table in Appendix D is used to convert Par/Bogey and stableford scores to Nett Differentials.
The Stroke Play score is not relevant. In the above situation 1up converted to a Nett Differential
of -1 resulting in an exact Handicap reduction of 0.1 of a stroke.

‘ 17.3/1 Adjustment of Handicaps in Non-Qualifying Competitions

Q.

The Handicap Committee in our club has taken the decision to make competitions Non Qualifying
for the duration of the preferred lie period. Resulting from this decision a number of competitors
who played below the course SSS in such competitions are seeking a reduction in their Exact
Handicap. Is this permitted?

It is a fundamental tenet of the UHS that handicap adjustments can only be applied in Qualifying
Competitions when handicaps are adjusted, upwards and downwards as appropriate, in relation
to the CSS. To create a situation where handicaps can only be reduced, would distort the balance
on which the system is based. To reduce the handicaps of those players scoring below the SSS
in Non-Qualifying Competitions is considered to be an unacceptable abuse of the system. To
permit the UHS to operate as intended, all competitions should be run, whenever possible, as
Qualifying Competitions. A number of dispensations for winter play have been granted by
CONGU® to encourage this, including preferred lies and use of artificial mats.

In Ireland, scores in relevant Non-Qualifying Competitions must be considered by the Handicap

Committee in accordance with the provisions of Clause 23(B), with the exception of Category 1
players.
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18.

COMPETITION SCRATCH SCORE

The calculation of the Competition Scratch Score is a procedure employed on the day of the competition
to quantify the influence of course and weather conditions on the scoring ability of the field and regulate
adjustments to handicaps accordingly.

The object is to bring the improved pattern of scoring resulting from playing conditions more favourable
than average, or the inferior scoring pattern resulting from conditions more difficult than average, into
line with the expected scoring pattern established for golfers in each of the Handicap Categories in
normal mid-season playing conditions.

18.1

18.2

18.3

18.4

18.5

18.6

18.7

18.8

Note:

18.9

At the conclusion of each round of a Qualifying Competition, with the exception of a Nine-
Hole Qualifying Competition, the Competition Scratch Score must be calculated by following
the procedure set out in Appendix B and applying Table A and, if appropriate, Table B.
(a)For club competitions the procedure specified in sub-clauses 1.1 to 1.16 must be
applied.
(b)If appropriate, the provisions of sub-clause 2.1 to 2.4 for a Single CSS Adjustment may
be applied for both club and open Qualifying Competitions.
(c)F o op edrcdmpetitions the procedure specified in sub-clauses 3.2 to 3.5 must be
applied subject to the provisions of sub-clause 3.1.
In the event of one round of a Qualifying Competition extending over more than one day, a
separate Competition Scratch Score must be calculated for each day.
The tables in Appendix B determine what adjustment, if any, is to be made to the Standard
Scratch Score to provide the Competition Scratch Score or to direct that the scores returned
shall be for Reduction Only (indicated by R/O in the Table column heading). All Nett
Differentials must be calculated in relation to the Competition Scratch Score that is
established.
When the number of competitors in Categories 1, 2, 3 and 4 is fewer than ten a Competition
Scratch Score must initially be calculated as set out in Clause 18.1. If the calculation results
in a Competition Scratch Score of CSS=SSS+3 R/O (indicated by R/O in the Table column
heading), the best nett score above Buffer Zone in Categories 1, 2, 3 and 4 must then be
used in conjunction with Appendix B, Table B to calculate the final Competition Scratch
Score.
When the number of competitors in Categories 1, 2, 3 and 4 is five or fewer and when the
calculated Competition Scratch Score is equal to, or less than the Standard Scratch Score
the Competition Scratch Score shall be the same as the Standard Scratch Score.
If, as a result of either calculation, the Tables indicate that the scores returned are for
Reduction Only, then the Competition Scratch Score shall be deemed to be three strokes
more than the Standard Scratch Score. All players who, after the application of the CSS to
their scores, have returned a Nett Differential below zero, shall have their Exact Handicaps
reduced to the extent dictated by the Nett Differentials so calculated. A Nett Differential of

zero or above shalll not r egagtHandidam an i ncrea:

If a Qualifying Competition is abandoned for any valid reason, the Competition Scratch
Score shall be regarded as equal to the Standard Scratch Score and players returning Nett
Differentials of less than zero shall have their Exact Handicaps reduced to the extent
dictated by the Nett Differential. A Nett Differential of zero or above shall not result in a
handicap increase.

If a player is a Member of two or more Affiliated Clubs and competes in a Qualifying
Competition organised by two or more of those clubs and played over the same course and
the score in one round is used in all the competitions, then the Competition Scratch Score
applicable shall be that applied by his Home Club or, if none of the clubs is his Home Club,
the highest Competition Scratch Score shall be applied.

Unions, Area Authorities and any organisations so authorised by a Union, must establish
the Competition Scratch Score for events they organise i see Clause 4.1(g).

When a club runs two or more separate competitions on the same day and they are of
different formats a separate Competition Scratch Score should be calculated for each
competition. If, however, all competitors in the separate competitions play from the same
or different tees on a given course and the same competition format is used, the Affiliated
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Club may elect to calculate one CSS using the Single CSS Adjustment using the procedure
detailed in Appendix B (Clauses 2.1 to 2.4). Where different tees are used, the Appendix O
adjustment to handicaps would not be relevant and must not be applied.

18.10 When a competition is run over more than one round on the same day, then a separate
Competition Scratch Score shall be calculated for each round.

18.11 When a club runs a single competition in which competitors play from more than one set of
tees over the same course (e.g. mixed or single gender events as detailed in Appendix O)
whenever practicable, a Single CSS Adjustment must be calculated and applied to the
SSS0s of the relevantClasesXlto2id). tees (Appendi x B

18.12 When players compete in a Qualifying Competition with prizes for different classes, divisions
or Handicap Categories only one CSS shall be calculated for the whole field.

‘ 18/1 Calculation of Competition Scratch Score

Q. How is the Competition Scratch Score (CSS) calculated?

A. The CSS table contained in Table A, Appendix B of the UHS is based on a statistical analysis of
the known performance of golfers of different abilities (Handicap Categories) under a range of
golfing conditions. Table A, Appendix B is based on the expectation of players returning nett
scores within their respective Buffer Zones. I n 6normal &6 playing-5tnditic
of participating Category 1 players are expected to return nett scores within their Buffer Zone or
better (SSS+1), In contrast, in the same conditions only 23-45% of Category 3 players are
expected to return nett scores within their Buffer Zone or better (SSS+3), In competition situations
when course conditions are more, or | ess, favou
increase or decrease accordingly, resulting in movement of the SSS as expressed by the CSS.

The mechanics of the CSS calculation are:
1 Establish t he composition o f t h eHandichp €dtedody a s a
excluding Category 5 and 6.
e.g. 10% Cat.1 50% Cat.2 40% Cat.3 + Cat.4
1 Establish the per cCatdt &a.2+ (Cdt.3 +t Gated) with d nett sttdie within
their respective Buffer Zones, or better e.g. 20%
Refer to Table A in Appendix B, and if appropriate Table B.

1
9 Using this example, the CSS would be the SSS +1.

‘ 18.1/1 Why is the CSS Calculation Based on Returns in Players Respective Buffer Zones?

Q. Why is the calculation of the CSS based on the respective Buffer Zones of competitors in
Handicap Categories 1, 2, 3 and 4?

A. When Buffer Zones were first introduced into the CONGU Handicapping System, the Buffer Zone
for all Handicap Categories was established as two strokes (SSS +2).

Differential Buffer Zones were subsequently introduced in line with each respective Handicap
Category. It was established at this time that due to the average composition of fields in Qualifying
Competitions that the resultant CSS calculations using Buffer Zones would not alter significantly
from the existing method of calculation using SSS+2, therefore no change to the method of CSS
calculation was made at this time.

In 2004, the establishment of the UHS introduced Category 4 women into the CSS calculation. In
addition, a significant number of competitions were found to have very small fields. To ensure
parity for such fields it was determined that a move to assessing the scores of players against
their respective Buffer Zones would increase the stability of the CSS calculation, without having
a significant effect on CSS determinations in general.

For 2016, it was established that the scoring pattern for Category 4 Men was more predictable
than originally thought and so these players were also incorporated into the calculation of CSS.
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\ 18.1/2 Influence of CSS Adjustment on Handicapping

Q. How can a situation in which the CSS reduces to one stroke less than the SSS of the course be
justified? This can result in a player being denied a reduction in handicap or scoring outside his
Buffer Zone.

A. The Course Rating system from which the SSS is derived is based on normal mid-season
playing conditions and includes an allowance for average wind speeds at the various golfing
locations. When course or weather conditions are more or less di f f i cul t ,thean
expectation is that scoring will be affected. Scoring conditions more favour abl e t han
include little or no wind, favourable pin positions and additional roll. In such circumstances the
CSS can be one stroke less than the SSS. Conversely in unfavourable weather and course
conditions the CSS can increase by up to three strokes above the SSS.

The intent of the CSS procedurei s t o st andardise the o6rewar do
playing circumstances. For example, by applying the CSS system the performance of a player
who returns a nett score 2 strokes below the SSS on a day of high wind when the CSS is
calculated to be SSS +3 (Nett Differential i 5) equates to that of another player returning a nett
score 6 strokes below the SSS on a day when the CSS is calculated to be SSS-1 (Nett Differential
15).

\ 18.1/3 Separate CSS Calculation for Each Handicap Category

Q. Why is a separate CSS not calculated for each Handicap Category?

A. This question is most commonly posed by the lower handicap players on occasions when the

CSS is calculated to be one stroke below the SSS. A statistical analysis of a wide range of
competitions in which a separate CSS was calculated for each Handicap Category and compared
to the overall CSS has shown that the procedure does not favour or discriminate against any of
the Handicap Categories. Although there may be occasions when one or other of the Handicap
Categories, if calculated separately, would result in a CSS that differed from the overall CSS, on
average there is close agreement between the overall CSS and the separate CSS calculations
for each Handicap Category.
An additional problem in calculating a separate CSS for the Category 1 entrants [Categories 1
and 2 for women] is that they represent, on average, less than 10% of the field in a typical club
competition. This is generally a less meaningful statistical figure and could result in
unrepresentative CSS values. The larger sample provides the more balanced CSS
determination.

18.1/4 Effect of a Low Score(s) on the CSS Calculation

It is a common misconception that an extremely low score(s) has a greater influence on the CSS
calculation outcome than one at the top end of the SSS + Category Buffer Zone range. This is incorrect.
For example, in a competition held on a course with a SSS of 70, a nett 64 has no more influence on
the CSS calculation outcome than a Category 3 player returning a nett 73. It is the total number of
players with a nett score within their Category Buffer Zones or better as a proportion of the number of
participants in the competition together with their Handicap Category that determines the CSS.

\ 18.1/5 Use of Nearest to Buffer Zone CSS Calculation for Fields of Fewer Than Ten Players

Q. Surely using scores of competitors who have not attained a nett score within their Buffer Zone as
a basis for the calculation is contrary to the basic principle of the Competition Scratch Score
calculation?

A. When it was introduced it was not envisaged that the Competition Scratch Score (CSS)

calculation would be used on a regular basis for competitions with fewer than ten players. The
precision of the calculation is significantly affected by the number of competitors. In competitions
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19.

Thep
at

is for
sCco

with 6 f i e | dobfewsrithare ten players the calculation has returned CSS=SSS+3 R/O too
frequently.

In small fields one playerds nett scor e, gi
significant effect on the outcome of the CSS calculation. There is the possibility that no player will
achieve a nett score within his Buffer Zone, even i mid-$easonr cordaitiods with the
resulting CSS calculating as CSS=SSS+3 R/O

This can, for example, result in the situation where a competitor(s) narrowly misses his Buffer
Zone and yet the CSS calculates as CSS=SSS+3R/O. The introduction of the two stage CSS
calculation, using Table B where appropriate, addresses this situation.
Although this change represents a deviation from the standard procedure, it continues to compare
returns to playe r Budfer Zones and produces a CSS that best reflects the playing conditions for
small fields.

STABLEFORD / NETT DOUBLE BOGEY ADJUSTMENT

urpose of the Stableford adjustment is to place a limit on the maximum score that can be recorded

en t#h

any hole in order to make handicaps nfbisentrole pr es e
handicap purposes only. It has been introduced to lessen the impactofthe occasi onal 6

re on a playerods Stroke Pl ay rNet uRent that wed, @b o

occasions, represent an undesirable proportion of the competition entry. It also allows a player who

does

not complete a hole, for any reason, to continue to record a score for handicap purposes, thus

sustaining his golfing interest and at the same time providing useful handicap information. It is important
that competitors are made aware of the intent of this clause and encouraged to take advantage of it.

The Stableford adjustment should be applied to all stroke play Qualifying Scores irrespective of whether
they are made at the Home Club or at another club. See Clause 8.10(a).

19.1 Scores returned in Stroke Play Qualifying Competitions, whether or not all 18 holes have

been completed, must be adjusted to the Nett Differential that would have applied if the
competition had been a Stableford Qualifying Competition. No points shall be recorded on
a hole where there is no score.

19.2 This adjustment is for handicap purposes only and, notwithstanding the provisions of sub-

Clause 23.2, reductions of less than one stroke shall be made under this clause.

Appendix C sets out a short alternative procedure and supplementary recommendation for
calculating Stableford point score reductions authorised by this clause.

\ 19.1/1 Example of Application of Score Adjustment Using Nett Double Bogey

A competitor playing from a handicap of 15 returned a nett score of 70 in a Stroke Play Qualifying
Competition. This equalled the CSS of the day. The scorecard, however, contained an 8 at the par 4,

50 ho

le which was Stroke Index 6. In this instance, therefore, the nett double bogey score was 7

(4+2+1) resulting in the 8 being reduced to 7 (for handicap purposes) with consequent reduction in
nett score to 69 and a handicap reduction of 0.3.

Had

the competitor md tae ratherthancan &ecgohe lesha baltandtdid Bot 5

put another into play, the effect, for handicap purposes would have been exactly the same i.e. a nett
double bogey score of 7.

By taking advantage of this clause and completing subsequent holes, competitors have the
opportunity to return scores below their handicap or within their Buffer Zone even though they do not
have a competition score.

42

red.



CONGU ® UNIFIED HANDICAPPING SYSTEM

20. ALTERATION OF HANDICAPS
20.1 Handicaps are divided into the following Categories:
PEITCIEE Exact Handica Playing Handica
Category P ying P
1 Plus to 5.4 Plus to 5
2 55t012.4 6to 12
3 12.5t0 20.4 13to 20
4 20.5t0 28.4 21to 28
5 28.51t0 36.4 291to 36
6 36.5to 54.0 37to 54
20.2 The recording of scores must be kept by Nett Differential, i.e. the difference (+ or -) between
t he pl ay er 6 gaftemthet dpplicationoaf €lause 19 as appropriate) and the
Competition Scratch Score or, if applicable, the Standard Scratch Score. The date, Nett
Differential, Exact Handicap and Playing Handicap must be recorded in the Player
Handicap Record together with the supplementary information shown in Appendix |,
Specimen Player Handicap Record.
20.3 Ifaplayer returns a Nett Differential within his Buffer Zone (including Clause 19 adjustment,

if appropriate) his Exact Handicap is not changed.

A Buffer Zone is the tolerance, above the calculated Competition Scratch Score, allowed in a nett score
return, before an increase in handicap is applied. The Buffer Zone is one stroke above the calculated
Competition Scratch Score for Category 1 and increases in one stroke increments up to six strokes
above the Competition Scratch Score for Category 6

This increasing tolerance is based on the differing scoring patterns of golfers of varying ability and the
Buffer Zone specific to each Handicap Category has been derived statistically to provide that
competitors from all Handicap Categories in a Qualifying Competition have the same likelihood of
playing to their Buffer Zone or better.

20.4

20.5

Note:

Subject to the provisions of Clauses 18.4 and 18.5, if a player returns a score with a Nett
Differential above his Buffer Zone (including Clause 19 adjustment, if applicable) or records
a &No Returndhis Exact Handicap is increased by 0.1.

If a player returns a Nett Differential of less than zero his Exact Handicap is reduced by an
amount per stroke that the Nett Differential is below zero, the amount per stroke being
determined by his Handicap Category.

Qualifying Scores returned in Par/ Bogey and Stableford competitions must be converted
into Nett Differentials by using the Table in Appendix D.
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20.6 Exact Handicaps must be adjusted as follows:

If Nett Differential is
_ Above
Handicap Exact Within Buffer Buffer Below Buffer
. Zone Zone
Category Handicap Zone
No change Add Subtract for each
stroke below
1 Plusto 5.4 Oto+1 0.1 0.1
2 5.5t012.4 Oto +2 0.1 0.2
3 12.5t020.4 Oto+3 0.1 0.3
4 20.5t0 28.4 Oto +4 0.1 0.4
5 28.5t0 36.4 Oto +5 0.1 0.5
6 36.5to 54.0 Oto +6 0.1 0.6

(See Appendix E for detailed handicap adjustments.)

For Example:

If a player with an Exact Handicap of 11.2 returns a score with Nett Differential of +4 his Exact Handicap
becomes 11.3. If he then returns a score with a Nett Differential of -7 his Exact Handicap is reduced by
7 x 0.2 = 1.4. i.e. to an Exact Handicap of 9.9 and his Playing Handicap is 10 which immediately
becomes his new handicap.

2007 When a playerdéds handicap is to bHandcapC€ategmyd s o t |
to a lower Handicap Category, it must be reduced at the rate appropriate to the higher
Category only so far as brings his Playing Handicap into the lower Handicap Category and
the balance of the reduction shall be at the rate appropriate to the lower Handicap Category.

For Example:
If a player with an Exact Handicap of 21.2 returns a score with Nett Differential of -6 i.e. 6 strokes below
his Playing Handicap of 21, his Exact Handicap is reduced as follows:

21.2 - (2x0.4) = 20.4
20.4 - (4 x0.3) = 19.2

20.8 A player whose Exact Handicap is X.5 or above must be given the next higher handicap,
e.g. An Exact Handicap of 12.5 would be rounded to a Playing Handicap of 13. This applies
when handicaps are increased or reduced.

Note: An Exact Handicap of +0.5 is rounded up to a Playing Handicap of scratch (0) and not

+1. Likewise, an Exact Handicap of +3.5 is rounded up to a Playing Handicap of +3.

20.9 Alterations to Playing Handicaps, increases and decreases, must be made as soon as
practicable after the close of a competition or after the score(s) becomes known to the
Home Club. The alterations must be displayed immediately in a prominent position at the
club and posted by the Home Club to the CDH.

20.10 Increases in Exact Handicaps should not be subject to restriction unless a Union so directs.
A Union may restrict the increase of Exact Handicaps to a maximum of 1.0 stroke in a
calendar year except for increases granted under Clause 23.

Ireland directs that the increase of the lowest Exact Handicap under this clause is restricted
to a maximum of 1.0 stroke for Category 2 and above, it does not apply to Category 1
players. England, Scotland and Wales make no direction under this clause.

20.11 If a player returns a Qualifying Score or Scores below his Playing Handicap at his Home
Club or away and is unable to:
(@) report an away score(s) to his Home Club; or
(b) ascertain whether or not his Playing Handicap has been reduced as a result of the
score(s)
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he must, before playing in another competition at his Home Club or away, for that competition
make such reduction to his Playing Handicap as shall be appropriate under the UHS by
applying the Competition Scratch Score if known, otherwise the Standard Scratch Score, to
calculate his Nett Differential and handicap reduction.
Should a player not know his Exact Handicap, such reduction should be made from his Playing
Handicap less 0.5, (e.g. If Playing Handicap is 16 then reduction should be from 15.5).

20.12 Handicap reductions only shall be applied under this sub-clause. Handicap increases
may only be mad é&onbelulaafterisareshave been duly reported and
published in accordance with Clause 20.9.

Decisions relevant to Clause 20
4(a) Alteration of handicaps in the course of a competition over more than one round.

21. SUPPLEMENTARY SCORES

The UHS is based on the expectation that every player will return a sufficient number of scores to provide
reasonable evidence of his current ability. To operate in the intended manner, the UHS requires
information i.e. the return of Qualifying Scores to produce handicaps that reasonably reflect current ability.

Although golf club committees and administrators may consider that in the course of a playing season
they organise an adequate number of competitions to provide ample opportunity for Members to
participate, investigation has confirmed that a substantial number of Members do not return sufficient
scores in the period between Annual Reviews to maintain a handicap that reasonably reflects their current
ability. This may in part be due to:

1 work or family commitments preventing participation in competitions;

9 difficulty in obtaining an acceptable starting time on competition days in clubs with a large playing
membership; or

1 adeclining desire to play regular competitive golf.

Supplementary Scores provide players in the above situations and the like an alternative format in which
to submit scores for handicap purposes and augment the often sparse information derived from
competition play. They can provide more evidence of playing ability for a wider range of players so making
handicapping more equitable and golf under handicap conditions more meaningful for all concerned. This
recognises that the more scores entered on to a players handicap record, the more accurate their
handicap will be.

A Member may return a Supplementary Score for handicapping purposes in compliance with the
conditions set out below.

21.1 Supplementary Scores apply to all Handicap Categories (subject to 21.4 below).

21.2 A Supplementary Score may be returned at any Affiliated Club of which the player is a Member.
21.3 An acceptable score for Supplementary Score purposes is any authenticated score under

Competition Play Conditions in compliance with the conditions listed in this clause and

played over either:

(a) an 18-hole Measured Course in either Stroke Play or Stableford format; or

(b) a Designated Nine-Hole Course in a Stableford format.

21.4 A Member is limited to a number of Supplementary Scores in each year as detailed in below:

(a) subject to (c) below, Category 1 players may only return Supplementary Scores during
the period 1 September to 31 December and only to the extent necessary to ensure that
the minimum requirement for Qualifying Scores under Clause 25 is met. Category 1
players may only return Supplementary Scores over 18 holes;

(b) any number of Supplementary Scores may be returned annually by players in Categories
210 6;

(c) a Union has the discretion to permit Category 1 players with handicaps in the range 2.5
to 5.4 to return Supplementary Scores in a calendar year. Such scores may only be
returned at t Home chulb awitkir 6tkat Uniond s jurisd
Scotland directs that Category 1 players within this handicap range may take up this
discretion. England, Ireland, and Wales make no such direction.
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215
21.6

21.7

21.8

21.9
21.10

2111
21.12

21.13

Note:

There is no limit to the number of Supplementary Scores returned in a week.
A player intending to return a Supplementary Score is required to signify his intention
prior to commencement of play in the manner determined by the Affiliated Club.
A Competition Scratch Score is not calculated and adjustments to handicap, in accordance
with Clause 20.6 for 18-hole scores, shall be made in respect of the Standard Scratch Score.
For nine-hole Supplementary Scores adjustments to handicaps shall be made in accordance
with Clauses 22.5 to 22.9.
Stroke Play returns are subject to Stableford/Nett Double Bogey Adjustment in compliance
with Clause 19.
The Supplementary Score must be recorded in the Player Handicap Record.
If a player who has registered for a Supplementary Score subsequently does not return a card
an increase in handicap of 0.1 must be applied.
Returns may be subject to action under Clause 23 B if malpractice is suspected.
When Supplementary Scores are returned at an Away club the Member:
(a) must register his/her intent to play in the manner directed by that club;
(b) must return the card to the Away Club; and
(c) mustensure that the score is returned to his/her Home Club, taking a copy or duplicate
card if necessary.
When a Member returns a Supplementary Score at an Away Club that club:
(a) must retain the card as for cards submitted by Home players;
®)shoul d, if the clubdéds |1 SV software s
return it to the Home Club via the CDH; and
(c) shall assist the Home Club, if necessary, in confirming whether the player has
discharged his/her responsibilities in ensuring that all Supplementary Scores from
Away clubs have been returned.

In submitting Supplementary Scores, players need to ensure that they are not in breach of
Rule 7 (Practice) of the R&A Rules of Golf. A club committee may apply the Note to Rule 7-
1 and allow a Supplementary Score to be returned following the playing of a stroke play round
earlier in the day.

(0]

211

Return of a Supplementary Score in a Non Qualifying Competition

Q. A club committee has declared a competition to be a Non-Qualifying Competition. May
competitors play in the competition and concurrently return a Supplementary Score?

A. No.

22.

NINE-HOLE QUALIFYING COMPETITIONS

Evidence from golf clubs indicates that a significant number of Members, due to increasing demands
on their working and family life for example, are unable to play 18-hole Qualifying Competitions
frequently enough to establish and maintain a handicap representative of their potential ability.

Consequently, in response to the changing needs of the game and the Members of our Affiliated Clubs,
Qualifying Competitions over nine holes continue to be offered within the UHS to provide additional
opportunities for the return of Qualifying Scores.

Nine-Hole Qualifying Competitions are proving to be particularly attractive to clubs and their Members
in summer evenings and in the restricted daylight hours of winter weekends. They are also the means
by which a greater number of senior golfers are making returns for handicap purposes.

The format for Nine-Hole Qualifying Competitions is either Stableford or Medal; however all scores

are treated as Stableford for handicap adjustment purposes. A Oneutral 6 18 poi

not played is added to the nine-hole Stableford score to determine whether players have played
within, or better than, their Buffer Zones. For handicap purposes, when a player fails to return a
score within their Buffer Zone the points accumulated over the nine holes played is doubled. This
provides a more realistic indication of ability for handicap review than the former practice of adding 18
points to the outside of Buffer Zone scores.
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Whilst the UHS offers opportunities to play Nine-Hole Qualifying Competitions there is no desire to
change the traditional way in which competitive golf is played over 18 holes.

Representations to CONGU® have suggested that it would be of benefit to clubs to be able to offer 9-
Hole Open Competitions. Accordingly these have been incorporated into the UHS, to be run in the
same way as Club 9-Hole competitions.

Qualifying Competitions over Designated Nine-Hole Courses may be conducted by Affiliated Clubs for
all Members, (i.e. both Home and Away players) and Visitors in Open Competitions. The scores must
be recorded as Qualifying Scores in the Player Handicap Records (or returned to the Visitors Home
Club in an Open Competition via the CDH), subject to the following provisions:

22.1 The Designated Nine-Hole Course shall have a Standard Scratch Score issued by the Union
and expressed as an 18-hole value. Standard Scratch Scores may be allocated for any
number of tees over the Designated Nine-Hole Course.

22.2 Nine-Hole Qualifying Competitions may be in Stableford or Medal format, though
those in Medal format are simply a Result Presentation Option and handicap
adjustments will be made on the basis of the Stableford Points generated as a result
of the strokes on each hole.

22.3 A Nine-Hole Competition Handicap Allowance must be calculated as follows:

[Exact Handicap + Nine-Hole SSS T (Nine-Hole Par x2)]/ 2
For example, if the player has an Exact Handicap of 12.8 and the Nine-Hole SSS and Par
are 69 and 34 respectively the Nine-Hole Competition Handicap Allowance is:

[12.8+697 (34x2)]/2=[12.8+ 6971 68]/2=6.9 rounded to 7.
Where the Nine-Hole Competition Handicap Allowances calculated for players differ from
their Playing Handicaps, the Committee must make the players aware of their total stroke
allowances for the competition. It is recommended that the Nine-Hole Competition Handicap
Allowancei s recorded onrdadaer dpl alyen @siPidangHandicapp | ay
(see also Note 1 below).

22.4 Handicap strokes must be taken according to the Stroke Index for the Designated Nine-Hole
Course.

For example, in the nine holes to be played the stroke indices in hole-number sequence are as follows:
Hole No. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Sl from the 18-

14 10 4 16 2 8 6 12 18
hole scorecard

Sl for the nine-

7 5 2 8 1 4 3 6 9
hole scorecard

The player in the example outlined in Clause 22.3, in receipt of 7 strokes for the nine holes, would
receive them at holes 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7 and 8.

22.5 Players in all Handicap Categories may return scores for handicap purposes in Nine-Hole
Qualifying Competitions.

22.6 |Initially, eighteen Stableford points must be added to the result over Nine-Holes to obtain a
Qualifying Score which is assessed against the nine-hole SSSand t he pl-lmlger
Buffer Zone for handicap purposes. Players returning Nett Differentials below the Standard
Scratch Score shall have their Exact Handicaps reduced to the extent dictated by that Nett
Differential. Players with Nett Differentials within the relevant Buffer Zone shall not have any
adjustment to their Exact Handicaps. Players with Nett Differentials above the relevant
Buffer Zone shall have their Exact Handicaps increased by 0.1.

22.7 For the purposes of the Handicap Record, and hence the Annual Review, the treatment of
scores above the Buffer Zone is different. Players returning a Nett Differential above the
relevant Buffer Zone shall have recorded a sum equal to double the number of actual points
scored over the nine holes. Players returning a Nett Differential within or below the relevant

(@)
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Buffer Zone shall continue to have recorded the sum of the actual number of points scored
over the nine holes plus the neutral eighteen points.

22.8 A Competition Scratch Score shall not be calculated. If a competition is abandoned for any
valid reason players returning Nett Differentials below the Standard Scratch Score must have
their Exact Handicaps reduced to the extent dictated by the Nett Differential. A Nett
Differential of zero or above shall not result in a handicap increase.

22.9 The following Buffer Zones apply to Qualifying Scores over Nine-Holes:

Handicap Category Buffer Zone (Stableford Points)
1 36
2&3 35-36
4,5&6 34-36

22.10 A Qualifying Competition over nine holes must not be part of an 18-hole Qualifying
Competition.

Note: When playing in nine-hole Qualifying Competitions or submitting a nine-hole Supplementary
Score at an Away Club of which he is a Member or as a Visitor in an Open Competition, the
player is responsible for verifying that his correct Exact Handicap is used in the calculation
of the Competition Handicap Allowance under 22.3 above.

23. REVIEW OF HANDICAPS

The Annual Review (AR) is an essential part of the handicapping process. The AR is an audit procedure
whereby the Handicap Committee assesses annually the handicaps of all Members so that it is satisfied
t hat pHardigaps refléct, as far as practicable, their current playing abilities.

It cannot be over-emphasised that uniformity of handicapping can only be achieved if all Handicap
Committees apply the same basic principles in the same way. This applies as much to the conduct and
application of the Annual Review and General Play Adjustments as it does to ensuring that all the
correct procedures are followed in the routine administration of handicaps relatedtop | ay er s i
Qualifying Competitions.

Many Handicap Committees will consider they have the experience to carry out the AR without help,
but even these committees may not approach the assessment of player performance in the same way,
and may reach different conclusions based on the same data. After considerable research into scoring
patterns and player performance a computerised system of player assessment has been developed to
assist Handicap Committees conduct the AR. Since the introduction of the AR procedure it has been
established that the process, as presented in the Annual Review report prepared by the licensed
handicapping software, provides a robust method for assessing p | a y searisgotential based on the
returns made in Qualifying Competitions and their abilities as represented by their handicaps.

In carrying out the AR, Handicap Committees should recognise that the majority of players who have
returned a reasonable number of Qualifying Scores through the year will most probably have had
appropriate handicap adjustments applied by the UHS to take account of any change in playing ability.
However, there are occasionally players who may be improving somewhat faster than the handicap
changes performed by the handicapping process, or who are declining in ability at a rate that the
application of the 0.1 increase per round is insufficient to reflect the deterioration in scoring potential. It
is this latter group in particular that the AR process can identify and allow Handicap Committees to
apply increases to rectify the imbalance that has developed betweent h e p Ihandieap angplaying
ability.

As three Qualifying Scores are the accepted minimum number to maintain a competition handicap the
AR procedure does recommend handicap adjustments for players who have returned between three
and seven Qualifying Scores. Such a low number of Qualifying Scores does not allow for the
assessment of player ability from the pattern of scores. The recommendations for handicap
adjustments for players submitting fewer than seven scores per annum are, therefore, made only after
applying a much larger margin for error, than that applied to players who have returned seven or more
scores.
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(A) ANNUAL REVIEW

23.1

23.2

23.3

23.4

23.5

The Handicap Committee is required to carry out an Annual Review of the handicaps of all
Members for whom it is the Home Club i see Clause 7.7(i). This review must be conducted
in compliance with the requirements of Appendix M.

If the Handicap Committeed et er mi ne s t ExactHaradicgp Is tog legh @énd does

not reflect his current playing ability the Handicap Committee should, subject to the

provisions of Clause 23.4, reduce his Exact Handicap to the figure it considers to be
appropriate. Except when a Union determines otherwise, the reduction must not be less
than one whole stroke. Fractional reductions in excess of one stroke are permitted.

In Ireland, fractional reductions of less than one whole stroke are permitted.

(@ If the Handicap Committeed et er mi ne s t Bxact Haadicap lis 409 lew aind
does not reflect his current playing ability the Handicap Committee should, subject to
the provisions of Clause 23.4, recommend to the Union, or Area Authority if so
delegated, that his Exact Handicap should be increased to the figure it considers
appropriate. Except when a Union determines otherwise, the increase shall be not
less than one whole stroke. Fractional increases in excess of one stroke are permitted.
In Ireland, fractional increases of less than one stroke are permitted.

(b) In the event of a Union delegating to Home Clubs the unconditional authority to
increase the handicaps of players in any of the Categories 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 Home Clubs
need not submit to the Union or Area Authority proposals in respect of any changes of
handicaps of players in the nominated Categories.

In Ireland this authority is not so delegated and all proposed increases in handicap
must be submitted to the appropriate Area Authority for prior approval.

When the Handicap Committee has decided that the:

(a) Exact Handicap of a Category 1 player should be reduced or increased; or the

(b) Exact Handicap of a Category 2 player should be reduced into Category 1; or the

(c) Exact Handicap of any player should be increased (subject to any direction made
pursuant to Clause 4.5(a) and 23.3(b))

then the Handicap Committee must refer the matter to the Union, or Area Authority if so
delegated, with its recommended adjustment. The Union or Area Authority shall then
authorise the recommended variation, reject the recommendation or refer the matter back
to the Handicap Committee for further consideration. The Union or Area Authority must be
supplied with all the information upon which the recommendation is based and with any
further information required.

England and Ireland delegate responsibility for the approval of Category 1 adjustments to

their Area Authorities. Scotland and Wales make no delegation under this clause.

The Handicap Committee must advise a player of any change of handicap under this clause

and the change will become effective when the player becomes aware of the adjustment.

Unlike changes to handicap resulting from participation in Qualifying Competitions, adjustments of
handicap under this Clause are not of a routine nature and often cannot be anticipated by the players
affected. Consequently, it is not considered to be sufficient for a Handicap Committee merely to post a
list of changes on the club notice board. Individual Members should be notified in writing or by some
other agreed method of communication adopted by the club.

23.6

Note:

The Union, Area Authority or Home Club shall direct the appeal procedure to be made
available to a player should he be dissatisfied with a determination under the foregoing sub-
clauses.

A computer generated report has been designed to assist the Handicap Committee in the
Annual Review 1 see Appendix M
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\ 23/1 Requirement for an Annual Review of Handicaps

Q. Why is an Annual Review of handicaps necessary? Surely the UHS, by using Qualifying Scores
to adjust handicaps does this routinely.

A. For the majority of players who play regularly in competitions this is correct. However, there are
a number of reasons why the Handicap Committee must carry out an Annual Review including
the following:

1 even for those players who take part with reasonable regularity in Qualifying Competitions,
particularly those of declining ability, the system can be too slow to react to changes in their
standard of play and, by looking at all the returns over the twelve month period, trends that may
not be apparent on a week-to-week basis are highlighted;

1 to promote fair and equitable handicapping, it is just as important to increase handicaps, where
necessary, as it is to reduce them;

1 in general, players who have been recently allotted a handicap have the potential to improve
more rapidly than the system can take account of, and such players should be reviewed at the
end of their early seasons to ensure that they are correctly handicapped;

1 players may be infrequent competitors in Qualifying Competitions and so have few opportunities
to reduce their handicaps in line with their improved standard of play. They may compete
frequently, however, with success in other forms of golf and their handicaps may require
adjustment to reflect this.

For these reasons the Annual Review is an important element in the handicapping process at
every club. It should be carried out by the Handicap Committee which should have as much
information as is available to it when conducting the review.

‘ 23/2 Conducting the Annual Review

Q. The Handicap Committee is required to review the handicaps of all Members annually. Our club
has a large membership, is a review of this nature not an impossible task?

A. ltisrecognised that, for large memberships, the Annual Review is difficult to undertake effectively.
To address this problem a feature, @he Annual Review Report6 has been incorporated into the
licensed software packages. This report is designed to assess the performance of all players who
have returned three or more Qualifying Scores in the review period and is based on the
expected playing performance of players with respect to their Handicap Category. The report
6fd$wmmd pl ayer s wh o tion asqetdiled & AgpendisM. i should be emphasised
that it is not the intention thateveryp | ayer -0p d® aggeldi fi es automaticall
decrease in handicap. Any adjustment should only be made when all the evidence available on
the player has been considered.

It is recommended that the Annual Review should be conducted over the winter period from 1

October at a time convenient to the Handicap Committee or as directed from time to time by the
Union
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\ 23/3 Why are the Annual Review Recommendations not Automatically Processed?

Q.

A.

If CONGU® is satisfied that the AR procedure provides a robust method of assessing the
correctness of a playerods handicap why are

The formula linking scores to handicap is based on players fulfilling their responsibilities under
the UHS; i.e. trying at all times to make the best score possible on the day, and where this is the
case there is substantial evidence that the procedure does reflect reality.

It is known that there are players who do not always fulfil their responsibilities and use the system
to increase their chances of success. It is impossible for a computer program to differentiate
between the player who is genuinely trying his best but struggling to play to his handicap and the
player who is deliberately building a handicap. An automatic system based purely on the scores
submitted would increase the handicap of the latter which could allow the player to gain further
advantage. In addition, the software can only take into account Qualifying Scores. Many players
play a substantial number of match play and other Non-Qualifying Competitions which are not
included in the analysis. It is only the Handicap Committee taking all factors into consideration
before ratifying any recommendation that can make the necessary differentiation and
determination.

t

\ 23/4 Applying the Recommendations of the Annual Review

A player having been increased after the AR appeals as he does not want a higher handicap than
he had. Would the Handicap Committee be justified in rescinding the recommended handicap

h e

increase as it considers having a player with

to play to his handicap and affects no-one else?

The Handicap Committee would be incorrect in thinking that having too low a handicap only
affects the individual. In fact not acting on recommendations leaving players with handicaps that
are too low could well affect every other handicap in the club, due to the potential impact on the
Competition Scratch Score (CSS). This is particularly relevant in Qualifying Competitions with
small field sizes. Increases recommended in the AR Report should be implemented unless the
Handicap Committee has good reason (e.g. performance in Non Qualifying Competitions, match
play etc) not to apply an adjustment.

(B) GENERAL PLAY ADJUSTMENT

23.7 In exceptional circumstances the Handicap Committee may adjust the handicap of a player

in the period between Annual Reviews if there is compelling evidence that his Exact
Handicap does not reflect his current playing ability. Appendix M must be consulted for
guidance.
In Ireland, where appropriate, handicaps shall also be adjusted in respect of relevant Non-
Qualifying Scores 1 see Clause 4.5(b). Adjustments must be calculated on the Nett
Differential between the actual score, adjusted under Clause 19 if required, and the SSS of
the course played.

23.8 General Play Adjustments should be made in accordance with the provisions of Clauses
23.2 to 23.6. Since a General Play Adjustment is not an adjustment that a player can
anticipate Handicap Committees must advise players when such an adjustment has been
applied.

23.9 The Handicap Committee or other body organising a competition at a club which is not the
p | ayHlomé Glub may, if it considers that his handicap is too high, reduce that handicap.
Any reduction made under this clause shall apply only to the competition for which it is made.

Note: If the handicap of any player is reduced other than to the extent required by Clause 20 or by

the correct application of Clause2 3, t he pl ayer 6 s GGNGU® Hardigapwi |

and must not be used in any competition for which a CONGU® Handicap is required.
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(C) EXCEPTIONAL SCORING REDUCTION (ESR)

It is accepted within the UHS that a player may on occasion return a low nett Qualifying Score.
Such a score will automatically attract a handicap reduction withinthe UHS, r el at i ve t o t he
Handicap Category.

However, if a player returns more frequent low scores than would be expected for their Handicap

Category this probably indicates a significant change of golfing ability. This can occur, for

example, if a beginner or junior golfer is rapidly improving, ifa pl ayer 6s circumst a
changed allowing him/her to play more competitive golf or if an initial handicap allotment has

been made based on limited information available on anew Member6 s g ol f andgequeeb i | i t y
realignment. The ESR mechanism makesaf ur t her reduction ibaseddne pl ay
both the level of the scores returned and their frequency, in accordance with the Exceptional

Scoring Reduction Table below.

When a player returns a Qualifying Score with a Nett Differential of -4, or below, in a calendar
year this triggers the ESR algorithm, setting an initial marker. An ESR calculation will be initiated
the next time a Nett Differential of -4 or lower is returned by the player. The average Nett
Differential of the two scores is then compared to the number of rounds in the sequence to
establish an ESR. For this reason reductions of less than one stroke may be recommended as,
when combined with the decrease applied by the system, the overall reduction will always be
more than one stroke.

The case for applying an ESR increases as the average of the two Nett Differentials becomes
lower and the number of scores in the sequence reduces.

23.10 At the discretion of the Union, Handicap Committees must, following submission of two low
Qualifying Scores (Nett Differential of -4 or better), by a Member, within a calendar year
apply an Exceptional Scoring Reduction which.  wi I'| further decrease a
over and above any handicap decreases already applied by the UHS.

EXCEPTIONAL SCORING HANDICAP REDUCTION TABLE

Number of Qualifying Scores in the
sequence
4 or less 5to0 9 10 or more
-4.0 to -6.0 1 stroke 0.5 stroke No change
Average of the two
Loy Quslitying -6.5t0 -9.5 2 strokes 1 stroke 0.5 stroke
Score Nett
Differentials
! ! -10 or less 3 strokes 2 strokes 2 strokes

England, Ireland and Wales direct that the ESR process is applied by Affiliated Clubs
within their jurisdictions. Scotland directs that the ESR process is not applied.

23.11 The Exceptional Scoring Reduction does not apply to Category 1 players.

23.12 An ESR will be restricted where it would reduce a Category 2 player into Category 1.
Handicap reductions in such situations will only be able toreduceap |l ayer 6 s tohandi c
5.5.

23.13 Each chronological pair of ESRs in each calendar year is considered independently of the
next or previous pair of ESRs; there is no compounding of scores.

23.14 An ESR is triggered within a Nine-Hole Qualifying Competition by a score of 22 points or
more for the nine holes played i.e a score of 40 points once the neutral 18 points have been
added.

23.15 Although calculated automatically by the ISV software, such adjustments are not ones that
can be anticipated by players. Accordingly, Handicap Committees must advise players
when such a reduction has been applied and the handicap adjustment only comes into
effect when the player has been so advised.
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Application of the Exceptional Scoring Reduction Table

Example 1:

1 A player with an Exact Handicap of 18.6 returns a sequence of Nett Differentials -4, 8, 7, 5, 11, 3,
-7, ending after the last score with a CONGU® UHS calculated Exact Handicap of 15.7, Playing
Handicap 16;

The first -4 Nett Differential returned triggers the ESR process;

The -7 Nett Differential initiates an ESR calculation;

The number of rounds in the sequence is 7;

The average Nett Differential of the two Exceptional Scores returned is -5.5;

From the above Exceptional Scoring Reduction Table an ESR of 0.5 stroke is applied further
reducingt h e p |ICONM@ERU® &xact Handicap to 15.2, Playing Handicap 15.

e

Example 2:

1 A player of Exact Handicap 7.6 has the same Nett Differentials as in Example 1 above and his
CONGU® UHS calculated Exact Handicap at the end of the sequence was 5.9;

1 The ESR process makes a further reduction of 0.5 stroke to that applied automatically;

! Howeverast his woul d reduce t hétheieSRipyoeessovsuldtadjustdoigivea p t
a 0.4 stroke reduction taking the player to the lower limit of Category 2, i.e. a revised CONGU®
Handicap of 5.5.

23/5 Adjusting Newly Allocated Playing Handicaps

Q. Handicap Committees are advised to monitor the early returns of players with newly allocated
handicaps. In what circumstance should the Handicap Committee take action?

A. Assigning handicaps to new members is one of the most important functions of a Handicap
Committee. Following the inputting of the score details from the requisite number of cards, the
computer program calculates a handicap. This should be regarded as a recommendation that
should be reviewed with reference to factors such as time of year, prevailing weather conditions,
previous playing history, and the most recent past handicap held, where applicable, before a
handicap is allotted.

The following are examples of instances where the Handicap Committee did not, or was not able to,
determine this essential information and the players were awarded initial handicaps that were higher
than the players were entitled to.

Handicap Early Scoring
eV Allocated Sequence Sl
A 23 -2,-2,NR, -2, -5 After 6 months handicap was 12.7
B 15 0,-3,0,-6 After 12 Competitions handicap was 8.1
C 27 -1,0,-7,1 After 12 Competitions handicap was 20.2

In allocating and reviewing a new handicap the Handicap Committee has to be seen to be fair not only
to the player but also the rest of the membership. If initial handicaps allocated to new members are too
liberal the new members enjoy an unfair competitive advantage.

In the examples cited above, the Handicap Committee would be justified in applying a General Play
Adjustment after the return of early scores to adjust the respective handicaps to a level more reflective
of playing ability.
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\ 23/6 Arbitrary General Play Adjustments

Q. My club routinely reduces the handicap of players who play more than five shots under their
handicap by at least one shot more than the reduction applied by the UHS. They call this a
General Play cut is this acceptable?

A. Absolutely not, if the score is just one isolated score. Except in the case of a newly handicapped
Me mb e initlab Qualifying Score(s), an extra handicap reduction on the basis of just one
exceptional score cannot be justified in any circumstances. A General Play Adjustment is exactly
that - a reduction / increase based on the general play of the player. However, if there is a pattern
over time that indicates the player is playing better than expected for his Handicap Category then
a Handicap Committee would be justified in applying a General Play Adjustment.

General Play Adjustments are merely reactions to exceptional situations that can occur through
the season e.g. within small field competitions where handicap increases may be restricted due
to the CSS calculating as CSS=SSS+3 R/O. Any adjustments should be made under the same
criteria used in the Annual Review. It would not be expected, on other than medical grounds, for
a General Play Adjustment to be used to make an upward adjustment of handicap. Any such
adjustment should be applied at the Annual Review.

(D) CONTINUOUS HANDICAP REVIEW

Examination of scoring patterns shows that a series of seven or more consecutive increases of 0.1 is
indicative that a player may be under-handicapped The most frequent causes of such a situation are:

1 a decline in the playerdéds ability often associat
health or other personal circumstances; and
1 a previous | arge reduction in mamdi capmrker mugdp ua

uncharacteristic of the general performance of a player and which is likely to be unsustainable.
In such cases, the rebalancing mechanism of 0.1 increases can take a long time for a player to
reach a handicap reflective of underlying ability.

For Handicap Committees it is often difficult to identify such players at an early stage with the result
that the player may lose interest in competing. In addition, under-handicapped players who do compete
can exert unwarranted upward pressure on the CSS calculation. To assist in identifying such players a
report has been developed within the ISV software to list players who have seven or more consecutive
0.1 increases (excluding any Reduction Only CSS competitions or abandoned competitions). Advice
on using the report is now available on the CONGU® website and must be used in conjunction with
this clause of the UHS.

23.16 Handicap Committees should review the handicaps of players to identify those players who are
under-handicapped by running the Continuous Review Report on a quarterly basis during the playing
season. This report runs on a rolling basis and does not re-set at the end of a calendar year.

23.17 Using the principles of the Annual Review, the General Play Adjustment and the advice
document on the CONGU® website, Handicap Committees should apply a Continuous Review
Increase (CRI) when deemed appropriate and continue to monitor the performance of such players
closely.

23.18 As a CRIis not an adjustment that a player can anticipate Handicap Committees must advise
players when such an increase has been applied.

Decisions relevant to Clause 23

5(a) Consequences if a reduction of handicap under Clause 23 (Review of Handicaps) is
inappropriately applied.
5(b) General Play Adjustment applied at a time when the player has not returned relevant 6 Awa y 0

scores i consequent action.
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SUSPENSION AND LOSS OF HANDICAP
SUSPENSION AND LOSS OF HANDICAP

24.1 The handicap of a player shall be suspended by a Union, Area Authorityo r a pHomg e r G

Club if in its opinion he has:

(a) constantly or blatantly failed to comply with the obligations and responsibilities imposed

by the UHS, or

(b) conducted himself in a manner prejudicial to the interests of his Union, Area Authority or

Home Club or to the Game of Golf.

The player must be notified of the period of suspension and of any other conditions imposed.

A playerodos handicap must not be suspended w
appearing before the disciplinary committee or other body.

24.2 Disciplinary proceedings in respect of an alleged offence committe d at a Hagmle Glybe r 6
shall be initiated and determined by his Home Club. In all other cases, Unions shall direct
whether the Union, Area Authority or Home Club shall hear and determine the issue. If a
player is a Member of more than one club, a club that is not his Home Club may not suspend
his handicap.

24.3 Any player who requests his Home Club to confirm or certify his handicap for competition
entry purposes shall be deemed to have had adequate opportunity of reporting to his
Home Club any relevant away scores on or prior to the date and time at which the
confirmation or CONGU® Handicap Certificate of handicap is requested. If it is
established to the satisfactionof t h e p | Homee Club safter due investigation, that a
player has so failed to report away scores his handicap may be suspended for such
period as his Home Club considers appropriate.

Whilst his handicap is suspended a player shall not be eligible to compete in or enter any
golf event which requires a CONGU® Handicap as a condition of entry.

Following a written request from a player whose handicap has been suspended
accompanied by full details of all relevant omitted scores, his Home Club may reinstate his
handicap appropriately adjusted. Home Clubs do not require the authority of the Union or
Area Authority to proceed under this sub-clause.

24.4 The Union, Area Authority or Home Club shall direct the appeal procedure to be made
available to a player should he be dissatisfied with a determination under the foregoing sub-
clauses.

245 |I'f a player 6s member sHamp Clubdis mndisap shallthesdspended m h
automatically until his membership is reinstated.

246 The suspension of a pl ay eAffiiated Glaba af whickathbe payera | |
is or becomes a Member during the period of suspension.

247 A player6s handicap i s | os MembanaoiandAffigatecClup orh e
loses his amateur status.

248 Whil st a playerb6s handicap is suspended or
any competition which requires a competitor to be the holder of a CONGU ® Handicap as
designated by the UHS.

249 If a player resigns from, or is expelled by, his Home Club whilst his handicap is suspended,
he cannot be allotted a handicap by another club until the period of suspension has expired.
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STATUS OF HANDICAP

25.1 The handicap of any player, in Categories 1 to 6 who returns a minimum of three Qualifying
Scores, during the previous calendar year

with a 6cdé annotation. | f a p | aofQualifyihgeScotes t o

in any calendar year the Competition Handicap status is lost but will be regained once the
player has complied with the procedure set out in Clause 26.3.

25.2 A Union or Affiliated Club may direct the status of handicap that is acceptable for entry into
competitions where a CONGU® Handicap is required.
Note 1: Handicap Committees have discretionary powers in very exceptional circumstances to

s h a
m e

allow the retention of a 6Competition HKHandica

player from returning the specified number of scores in accordance with Clause 25.1.

Note 2:  The scores submitted for the Initial Handicap allotment under Clause 16 are Qualifying
Scores and, if all are returned within a calendar year, therefore satisfy the minimum
requirement under this clause.

REGAINING A HANDICAP
FOLLOWING SUSPENSION AND LOSS OF HANDICAP

26.1 A CONGU® Handicap is lost when a player ceases to be a Member of an Affiliated Club.
When a player resigns from a club and joins another there is often a time interval between
the two memberships. If the handicap of a player is to be restored within twelve months of
the date on which his handicap was lost, or suspended, it must be reinstated at the same
handicap the player last hel d. I n restorin
has been |1 ost i n s ucdtatugshall cemamsvalid forche semaindex of 6
the calendar year of resignation and for the full following calendar year. In all other cases
the player shall be allotted a new handicap after he has complied with the requirements of
Clause 16.

g
c

Whenaplayer has transferred to a new club within t
transfers with him. Clubs must obtain that number from the player (even if there has been a period

of time when the player was not a Member of either club) and must follow the guidance of the
software provider(s) to ensure that the CDH number s transferred correctly.

In Ireland, a player transferring to a new club obtains a new CDH number.

26.2 When restoring a handicap which has been lost or suspended for more than twelve months
the Handicap Committee, in addition to proceeding as required by Clause 16, must give due
and full consideration to the handicap the player last held (see Clause 16.3). A Category 1
handicap must not be allotted without the approval of the Union or Area Authority if so
delegated.
England and Ireland delegate responsibility for approval of Category 1 restorations to their
Area Authorities. "Scotland and Wales make no delegation under this clause.

ALTERING THE STATUS OF A HANDICAP

26.3 A player whose status of handicap has under the provision of Clause 25.1 or Clause 25.3
not been mar ked as a cdrOegaipaeQGoingetitianStattseHandlicap a p 6
by submitting 3 qualifying scores which could be 18 hole competitions, nine-hole
competitions or Supplementary Scores. Each of these scores shall be entered in the
pl ayer6s Handicap Re c obExatt Handichp is Acaordanceaniti ties t
provisions of Clause 17 or Clause 22, as appropriate. Once the requisite returns have been
entered into the playerods Handi cap Rnstatedr d
subject to a review by the Handicap Committee as detailed in Clause 26.4 below.
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26.4 When a Competition Handicap status is being regained in accordance with Clause 26.3 and
once the requisite scores have been entere
Handicap Committee should review the handicap in a manner consistent with the principles
of an Annual Review. The options available are:
fRe-al |l ot the playerds handicap at a differe

previous handicap, current ability and previous golfing achievements into account; or
fTRe-al | ot t hhandipap at therev&ed exact handicap; or
9 Defer the re-allotment for further consideration by the Handicap Committee.

26.5 The review under Clause 26.4 may not be used to reduce the Exact Handicap of a player to
Category 1 without the approval of the Union or Area Authority if so delegated.

England and Ireland delegate responsibility for approval of reductions of Exact Handicaps
to Category 1 to their Area Authorities. "Scotland and Wales make no delegation under
this clause.
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PART FIVE

APPENDICES

A. Golf Course Measurement

B. Competition Scratch Score

C. Stableford/Nett Double Bogey Adjustment
D

E

F

. Par and Stableford Conversion Table
. Table of Handicap Adjustments
. Handicap Allowances for Different Formats of Competition
G. Handicap Stroke Index
H. Computer Software Requirements
|. Player Handicap Information
J. CONGU® Club Handicaps
K. Handicaps for Players with Disabilities
L. UHS Compliance Checklist
M. Guidelines for Annual Review/general Play Adjustment
N. Resolution of Ties
O. Events in which Competitors Play from Different Sets of Tees
P. Disqualified Scores in Qualifying Competitions
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APPENDIX A
GOLF COURSE MEASUREMENT

It is important that golf courses are measured accurately. Measurement must be conducted using
surveying equipment having an accuracy of +/- 6 inches at a distance of 250 yards.

1. 6Competent 6 Person
Measurement must be carried out by a person competent (e.g. a civil engineer, quantity
surveyor or architect etc) trained in the use of the use of the surveying equipment, subject to
review by the Union that is responsible for the issue of Standard Scratch Scores to Affiliated
Clubs.

2. Measurement

2.1 Each hole must be measured from the Distance Point to the centre of the green in the
horizontal plane along the designed line of play, relative to each tee.

2.2 The Distance Points used as the starting points in the measurements should satisfy
the requirements of Decision 7(b)

2.3 A hole with a dogleg must be measured in a straight line from the tee to the pivot point
and then to the centre of the green or the next pivot point, if applicable.

2.4 Measurements must be made for every set of tees used for Qualifying Competitions.

3. Measuring Procedure
Examples of a procedure for the measurement of a par 3, par 4 and par 5 hole are illustrated
in Figures 1, 2 and 3 respectively.
In the case of a hole with a dogleg if the pivot point is not easily discernible, a pivot point that
is approximately 250 [210] yards from the set of tees that are most commonly used for
Qualifying Competitions should be selected.

i
1 |
| |
! [
!

! {

Figure 1 Figure 2 Figure 3
Measuring set-up for a Par-3 Hole Measuring set-up for a Par-4 Hole Measuring set-up for a Par-5 Hole
Key: A Instrument Set-Up )J.,I Reflector Set-Up

4. Tee Definition
Clubs should endeavour to maintain their course at its measured length at all times for
Qualifying Competitions. However, it is accepted that the placing of tees for competitions will
be subject to many influencing factors, particularly the condition of teeing grounds, which may
mean on some occasions the precise definition of the Competition Tee cannot be satisfied.
This should not, of itself, render the competition Non-Qualifying. Such a tee placement may be
regarded as temporary and the provisions of Clause 13.1 would then apply, provided that the
0Temporarydé tee stild]l nRallestosGolf. Thas inrinstgnoes wherma nt s o f
tee(s), does not meet the precise Competition Tee definition, provided that the course is not
shortened (or lengthened) overall by more than 100 yards the Competition should remain
Qualifying and the allocated Standard Scratch Score will apply.
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If for any reason the course has been shortened, or lengthened, by more than 100 yards, but less
than 300 yards overall, then the competition should be allowed to remain Qualifying even if the
deviation is discovered after the competition has commenced. In such circumstances the allocated
Standard Scratch Score should be reduced / increased by one as required by Clause 13.2.

It should be understood that in this context ©6ov
length with each reduction in hole length being subtracted from, and each increase added to the

measured yardage.
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APPENDIX B

COMPETITION SCRATCH SCORE PROCEDURE

Number of Competitors
(including dNo Returnso Percentages Rounded %
and 6DQ6sd)
Category 1 A Ax100+D F F to nearest 10% I
Category 2 B Bx100+D G G to nearest 10% J
Categories 3 & 4 C 100 minus boxes | & J K
Total D Total 100%
Number of Nett Scores
in Category Buffer Zone or E Ex100=D H Box H to nearest L
better whole number
(Categories 1,2,3 &4)

PROCEDURE
1. Club Competitions

1.1 Enter in Boxes A, B and C the number of competitors holding a CONGU ® Handicap,
including &No Returnséand those disqualified for any reason, from each of the Categories
1,2,3and4.Not e t hat pl ayer shandicapshoad ba excludédcfrom st at u s
this calculation

1.2 Enter the total number of such competitors in Categories 1, 2, 3 and 4 in Box D.

1.3 Enter in Box E the number of such competitors in Categories 1, 2, 3 and 4 who have
returned nett scores, including those corrected under the provision of Clause 17.1(c),
(Disqualified Scores) in their Handicap Category Buffer Zone and better before the
application of Clause 19.

For Par/Bogey and Stableford Competitions the lower Buffer Zone boundaries are:

Handicap Lower Buffer Zone Boundary

Category Stableford Points Par/Bogey
1 36 + (Par - SSS) -1 (Par - SSS) -1
2 36 + (Par - SSS) -2 (Par - SSS) -2
3 36 + (Par - SSS) -3 (Par - SSS) -3
4 36 + (Par - SSS) -4 (Par - SSS) -4

For example, a Category 2 player playing a golf course with a SSS of 71 and a Par of
70 would have a Lower Buffer Boundary of 36 + (70-71) i 2 i.e. 33 Stableford Points.

On the other hand, a Category 2 player playing a golf course with a SSS of 71 and a Par
of 72 would have a Higher Buffer Boundary of 36 +(72-71) -2 i.e. 35 Stableford points.

1.4 In Boxes F, G and H enter the percentages of the adjacent boxes in relation to Box D
as indicated.

15 Round the number in Box F to the nearest 10% and enter the result in Box I. (5%

upwards).

1.6 Round the number in Box G to the nearest 10% and enter the result in Box J. (5%
upwards).

Note: Occasionally the rounding of Boxes F and G will produce a total of Boxes | and J in excess of
100. When this occurs, round the number in Box G downwards and insert the amended number
in Box J.
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1.7

1.8

19

1.10

1.11

1.12

1.13

1.14

1.15

1.16

Enter in Box K the total of Boxes | and J deducted from 100. (The percentage in Box
K may not coincide with the rounded percentage Box C would give if calculated.)

Round the number in Box H to the nearest whole number (0.5 upwards) and enter the
result in Box L.

Refer to Table A in Appendix B and select the row that contains the percentages
shown in Boxes I, J and K.

In the row selected, find the column which includes the number in Box L. The
Standard Scratch Score adjustment is shown in the heading of that column and that
number is added to or deducted from the Standard Scratch Score to provide the
Competition Scratch Score. For each Qualifying Competition the Competition Scratch
Score replaces the Standard Scratch Score for all handicap purposes. The Buffer
Zones are applied to the Competition Scratch Score and not to the Standard Scratch
Score. (A worked example is given below on pages 66-68.)

For competitions with ten or more competitors in Handicap Categories 1, 2, 3 and 4, the
heading R/O at the top of a column in the Table indicates that scores returned shall not
result in handicap increases. Reductions of handicap will be made on the basis that the
Competition Scratch Score is three strokes higher than the Standard Scratch Score.

When in competitions with fewer than ten competitors in Categories 1, 2, 3 and 4 no
player has returned a nett score in their Buffer Zone or better, the best nett score
returned by a player in Category 1, 2, 3 or 4 will be used in conjunction with Table B to
determine the Competition Scratch Score. Refer to the appropriate field size row and
select the score from the top row that reflects the difference between the best nett score
returned and t he ByfféerdZone to desermine thkepgC&S dalculat®n. See
example calculations below Table B.

When the number of competitors in Categories 1, 2, 3 and 4 is five or fewer and if the
calculated Competition Scratch Score is equal to or less than the Standard Scratch
Score the Competition Scratch Score shall be the same as the Standard Scratch Score.

When a competition has been abandoned for any valid reason, reductions of handicaps
shall be on the basis that the Competition Scratch Score is equal to the Standard Scratch
Score, but no handicaps shall be increased - see Clause 18.7.

In the event of all the competitors in a Qualifying Competition holding handicaps in
Category 5 for women, the Competition Scratch Score shall be the Standard Scratch
Score.

Except as allowed in 1.11 1.12, and 1.14 above, a Handicap Committee is not
permitted to declare that a Qualifying Competition shall be for Reduction Only
(R/O).

2. The Single CSS Adjustment

The Single CSS Adjustment can be applied in both Club and Open competitions for situations
where the provisions of Appendix O (Players playing from different sets of tees) are applicable. It
is recommended when all players play a Qualifying Competition over a single course but more than
one set of tees are used, each set of tees having a SSS relevant to the gender of the players
playing from those tees. The procedure is set out below.

2.1

2.2

Use the total number of players in Categories 1 to 4 playing from the different sets of
tees to calculate the percentage composition of the field as for steps 1.1, 1.2 and 1.4 to
1.7 above.

Determine the number of players in Categories 1 to 4 who have played in the Buffer
Zone relative to the SSS of the tees from which they have played to as for step 1.3 above
and calculate boxes H and L as for step 1.8 above.
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2.3 Perform steps 1.9 and 1.10 as above using the information calculated for the whole field
to determine the adjustment (-1, zero, +1, +2, +3, +3R/0O). Apply this adjustment to the
SSS of each of the tees used in the competition. (See examples 4 and 5 following Tables
A and B below).

2.4 The provisions of Clauses 1.11 to 1.16 (and, if applicable Clauses 2.1 to 2.5 above) are
also applicable to the Single CSS Adjustment calculation.

3. ®pend Competitions

In competitions in which there are players playing at a course at which they have playing rights
asaMember( 6Homed pl ayers) aMerdberp ¢lsewhere G.e. &wWiios iatroer s 6)
following conditions shall apply in the calculation of the Competition Scratch Score.
3.1  When the number of either Home players or Visitors is fewer than twenty in Categories
1, 2, 3 and 4 one CSS must be calculated for the entire field and all handicap
adjustments must be based on that CSS.
3.2 When the number of Home players and Visitors in Categories 1, 2, 3 and 4 are
each twenty or more a separate CSSmustbe cal cul ated for both 0
and Visitors.
3.3 If the CSS calculated for Home players is higher than that calculated for the Visitors the
CSS calculation should default to a single CSS calculation as provided in Clause 1
above.
3.4  When a player is a Member of the club hosting the Open Competition or has playing
rights over the competition course but has nominated another club as his Home Club,
for the purposes of the CSS calculation he shall be regarded as a Home player.
3.5 The procedure for calculation of a CSS under this clause shall be in compliance with
sub-clauses 1.1 to 1.16 above.

Home advantage is recognised as an influencing factor in most forms of sporting contest. The
advantage, in the context of golf played under handicap conditions, was confirmed and quantified
during an extensive investigation into the possible value of introducing Slope Rating into the CONGU®
UHS. The investigation examined the comparative scoring performance of Home players and Visitors
in a wide range of Open competitions.

It was established that players competing at their home course enjoyed, on average, an advantage
over visiting players of between one and two strokes.

Furthermore, an additional analysis of Open competition returns revealed that when separate CSS
calculations were retrospectively c aVistarsetde C8Sufor f or 0
the visiting players was frequently:

- higher than that calculated for the Home players; and

- higher than the original CSS calculated for the overall field.

Consequently by carrying out separate CSS calculations in the manner detailed in Clauses 2.1 to 2.5
above and applying the resultant Competition Scratch Scores to the Home player and Visitor returns,
for the purposes of handicapping, the imbalance is substantially reduced with more visiting players
returning nett scores to their Buffer Zone or better.

This feature of the UHS means that there is no valid reason for clubs to declare an Open competition
to be Non- Qualifying for fear that some players may be reluctant to enter because of a perceived
concern of a handicap increase each time they compete away from their Home Club.

The separate CSS calculations for Home players and Visitors in Open competitions is for handicap
purposes only and does not impact upon the results of the competition or allocation of prizes i.e. host
club membersmaybenef it fr om & h o meof@agingfonthexanediition prizes. e r ms
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APPENDIX B

TABLE A - COMPETITION SCRATCH SCORE TABLE

Handicap Categories

Adjustments to SSS to Determine the CSS

1 2 3&4

+3 (R/O) +3 +2 +1 0 -1

0 % 0% | 100 %
0 % 10 % 90 %
0% 20 % 80 %

0% 30 % 70 %
0% 40 % 60 %
0% 50 % 50 %

0% 60 % 40 %
0 % 70 % 30 %
0 % 80 % 20 %

0 % 90 % 10 %
0% | 100 % 0%

10 % 0% 90 %
10 % 10 % 80 %
10 % 20 % 70 %

10 % 30 % 60 %
10 % 40 % 50 %
10 % 50 % 40 %

10 % 60 % 30 %
10 % 70 % 20 %
10 % 80 % 10 %

10 % 90 % 0 %

20 % 0% 80 %
20 % 10 % 70 %
20 % 20 % 60 %

20 % 30 % 50 %
20 % 40 % 40 %
20 % 50 % 30 %

20 % 60 % 20 %
20 % 70 % 10 %
20 % 80 % 0 %

30 % 0 % 70 %
30 % 10 % 60 %
30 % 20 % 50 %

30 % 30 % 40 %
30 % 40 % 30 %
30 % 50 % 20 %

30 % 60 % 10 %
30 % 70 % 0 %

0-6 % 7-9 % | 10-15 % | 16-22 % | 23-45 % 46+
0-6 % 7-9 % | 10-15 % | 16-22 % | 23-45 % 46+
0-6 % 7-9 % | 10-15 % | 16-22 % | 23-45 % 46+

0-6 % 7-10 % | 11-16 % | 17-23 % | 24-47 % 48+
0-6 % 7-10 % | 11-16 % | 17-23 % | 24-47 % 48+
0-6 % 7-10 % | 11-16 % | 17-23 % | 24-47 % 48+

0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-17 % | 18-25 % | 26-49 % 50+
0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-17 % | 18-25 % | 26-49 % 50+
0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-17 % | 18-25 % | 26-49 % 50+

0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-17 % | 18-25 % | 26-49 % 50+
0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+

0-6 % 7-9 % | 10-15 % | 16-22 % | 23-45 % 46+
0-6 % 7-10 % | 11-16 % | 17-23 % | 24-47 % 48+
0-6 % 7-10 % | 11-16 % | 17-23 % | 24-47 % 48+

0-6 % 7-10 % | 11-16 % | 17-23 % | 24-47 % 48+
0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-17 % | 18-25 % | 26-49 % 50+
0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-17 % | 18-25 % | 26-49 % 50+

0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-17 % | 18-25 % | 26-49 % 50+
0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-17 % | 18-25 % | 26-49 % 50+
0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+

0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+

0-6 % 7-10 % | 11-16 % | 17-23 % | 24-47 % 48+
0-6 % 7-10 % | 11-16 % | 17-23 % | 24-47 % 48+
0-6 % 7-10 % | 11-16 % | 17-23 % | 24-47 % 48+

0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-17 % | 18-25 % | 26-49 % 50+
0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-17 % | 18-25 % | 26-49 % 50+
0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-17 % | 18-25 % | 26-49 % 50+

0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+
0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+
0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+

0-6 % 7-10 % | 11-16 % | 17-23 % | 24-47 % 48+
0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-17 % | 18-25 % | 26-49 % 50+
0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-17 % | 18-25 % | 26-49 % 50+

0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-17 % | 18-25 % | 26-49 % 50+
0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+
0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+

0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+
0-7 % 8-12 % | 13-19 % | 20-28 % | 29-55 % 56+

%
%
%

%
%

] J K

Values of L (Percentages)
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APPENDIX B

TABLE A - COMPETITION SCRATCH SCORE TABLE

Handicap Categories

Adjustments to SSS to Determine the CSS

1 2 3&4 | +3(R/O) +3 +2 +1 0 -1
40 % 0 % 60 % 0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-17 % | 18-25 % | 26-49 % 50+ %
40 % 10 % 50 % 0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-17 % | 18-25 % | 26-49 % 50+ %
40 % 20 % 40 % 0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+ %
40 % 30 % 30 % 0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+ %
40 % 40 % 20 % 0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+ %
40 % 50 % 10 % 0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+ %
40 % 60 % 0% 0-7 % 8-12 % | 13-19 % | 20-28 % | 29-55 % 56+ %
50 % 0% 50 % 0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+ %
50 % 10 % 40 % 0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+ %
50 % 20 % 30 % 0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+ %
50 % 30 % 20 % 0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+ %
50 % 40 % 10 % 0-7 % 8-12 % | 13-19 % | 20-28 % | 29-55 % 56+ %
50 % 50 % 0 % 0-7 % 8-12 % | 13-19 % | 20-28 % | 29-55 % 56+ %
60 % 0% 40 % 0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+ %
60 % 10 % 30 % 0-6 % 7-11 % | 12-18 % | 19-26 % | 27-51 % 52+ %
60 % 20 % 20 % 0-7 % 8-12 % | 13-19 % | 20-28 % | 29-55 % 56+ %
60 % 30 % 10 % 0-7 % 8-12 % | 13-19 % | 20-28 % | 29-55 % 56+ %
60 % 40 % 0% 0-7 % 8-12 % | 13-19 % | 20-28 % | 29-55 % 56+ %
70 % 0% 30 % 0-7 % 8-12 % | 13-19 % | 20-28 % | 29-55 % 56+ %
70 % 10 % 20 % 0-7 % 8-12 % | 13-19 % | 20-28 % | 29-55 % 56+ %
70 % 20 % 10 % 0-7 % 8-12 % | 13-19 % | 20-28 % | 29-55 % 56+ %
70 % 30 % 0% 0-7 % 8-12 % | 13-19 % | 20-29 % | 30-57 % 58+ %
80 % 0% 20 % 0-7 % 8-12 % | 13-19 % | 20-28 % | 29-55 % 56+ %
80 % 10 % 10 % 0-7 % 8-12 % | 13-19 % | 20-28 % | 29-55 % 56+ %
80 % 20 % 0% 0-7 % 8-12 % | 13-19 % | 20-29 % | 30-57 % 58+ %
90 % 0% 10 % 0-7 % 8-12 % | 13-19 % | 20-29 % | 30-57 % 58+ %
90 % 10 % 0% 0-7 % 8-12 % | 13-19 % | 20-29 % | 30-57 % 58+ %
100 % 0 % 0 % 0-7 % 8-12 % | 13-19 % | 20-29 % | 30-57 % 58+ %
I J K Values of L (Percentages)

TABLE B - SMALL FIELD COMPETITION SCRATCH SCORE TABLE

Lowest Nett Score Relative to Field Size
Handicap Category Buffer Zone
+4 or more +3 +2 +1
R/O SSS+3 | SSS+2 | SSS+1 1
R/O SSS+3 | SSS+2 | SSS+1 2
R/O SSS+3 | SSS+2 | SSS+1 3
R/O SSS+3 | SSS+2 | SSS+1 4
R/O R/O SSS+3 | SSS+2 5
R/O R/O SSS+3 | SSS+2 6
R/O R/O R/O SSS +3 7
R/O R/O R/O SSS +3 8
R/O R/O R/O SSS + 3 9
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Examples of Competition Scratch Score (CSS) Calculations:

Example 1:
A Ladiesd competition had an entry of 35 players,

Category 1 Category 2 Category 3 Category 4 Category 5
1 2 7 20 5

Five players returned nett scores equal to their Category Buffer Zone, or better.

Number of Competitors
(including &No Returnsd Percentages Rounded %
and 6DQO6s0)
Category 1 A=1 Ax100+D F=3.3% F to nearest 10% 1=0%
Category 2 B=2 Bx100+D G=6.6% G to nearest 10% J=10%
Categories 3& 4 C=27 100 minus boxes | & J | K=90%
Total D=30 Total 100%
_Number of Nett Scores
in Category Bufferzone | 5 | £x100+D  |H=16.7% Box fhionearest | L=1796
(Categories 1,2,3 &4)

Referring to the row in Table A corresponding to the field composition of 0%/10%/90%, where 17% of
the field returned nett scores within their Category Buffer Zones i.e. in the range 16-22%, gives a
Competition Scratch Score of SSS+1.

Example 2:
A Menbs competit i8Boplayersgadfollaws: ent ry of

Category 1 Category 2 Category 3 Category 4
9 32 34 5

Twenty-three players returned nett scores equal to their Category Buffer Zone, or better.

Number of Competitors
(including &No Returnso Percentages Rounded %
and 6DQO6s0)
Category 1 A=9 Ax100+D | F=11.3% F to nearest 10% 1=10%
Category 2 B=32 Bx100+D | G=40.0% G to nearest 10% J=40%
Categories 3& 4 C=39 100 minus boxes | & J | K=50%
Total D=80 Total 100%
_Number of Nett Scores
Y ooy ' | E=23 | Ex100-D |H=288%  BOXHionearest ) _pq,
(Categories 1,2,3 &4)

Referring to the row in Table A corresponding to the field composition of 10%/40%/50%, where 29% of
the field returned nett scores within their Category Buffer Zones i.e. in the range 26-49%, gives a
Competition Scratch Score equal to the SSS.
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A Ladiesd competition had an

No player returned a nett score equal to her Buffer Zone, or better. Two players returned nett scores

ent

that were one stroke outside their respective Category Buffer Zones.

ry

o f Categariesptod.y er s,

Category 1 Category 2 Category 3 Category 4 Category 5
1 1 5 0 3
Number of Competitors
including dNo Returnso Percentages Rounded %
and 6DQO6s o6
Category 1 A=1 Ax100+D |F=14,3% F to nearest 10% 1=10%
Category 2 B=1 Bx100+D |G=14.3% G to nearest 10% J=10%
Categories 3& 4 C=5 100 minus boxes | & J | K=80%
Total D=7 Total 100%
Number of Nett Scores
in Category Buffer Zone
gory E=0 Ex 100 <D H=0% Box H to nearest L=0%

and better

(Categories 1,2,3 &4)

whole number

Referring to the row in Table A, corresponding to the field composition of 10%/10%/80%, where 0% of
the field returned a nett score within her Category Buffer Zone i.e. in the range 0-6%, gives a
Competition Scratch Score of SSS+3 R/O.

As the size of this field in Handicap Categories 1 to 4 was less than 10, and the CSS calculation

resulted in a Competition Scratch Score equal to SSS+3R/O. Reference must now be made to Table

B.

The relevant row in Table B is that for the field size of 7 players, where the lowest score of +1 outside

the relevant Category Buffer Zones indicates a Competition Scratch Score of SSS+3.

Example 4

I n a club junior

played from

a

set

competition

t he

boys played
BES df B e The distribution & enwamtmand rumber of players
in their respective Buffer Zones was as follows:

No. of Boys | No.in BZ | No. of Girls | No.in BZ | Total Total in BZ

Category 2 1 1 - - 1 1

Category 3 3 1 1 0 4 1

Category 4 4 0 1 0 5 0

Category 5 - - 2 1 2 1

Total 8 2 4 1 12 3

Total in CSS 8 2 2 0 10 2
calculation

If separate CSS calculations are made then 2 out of 8 boys i.e. 25% are in their Buffer Zone. Using

from a

Table A and the row for 0% Category 1, 10% Category 2 and 90% Category 3 and 4 the CSS = SSS.

The girls6CSS, on the other hand, initially would calculate as Reduction Only but the Category 3 girl

was 3 strokes outside her Buffer Zone and the Category 4 girl was 5 strokes outside hers. From
Table B with 2 players in the field and the better performing player being 3 strokes outside her Buffer

Zone the CSS = SSS+3.
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By combining the fields to use the Single CSS Adjustment there would now be 2 players out of 10 in
their respective Buffer Zones i.e. 20%. The row in Table A is the same as before but the CSS = SSS
+1. This adjustment would be applied to the respective SSS6s of the tees ubé€REd
would be 71 and the girls6CSS would be 73.

Example 5

I n a mends o0 p e ncommiteepdieetteédtthat layers ith @ategories 1 to 3 would play from
the traditional medal tees (SSS = 72) but that the Category 4 players would play from the forward
tees (SSS = 69) because of a difficult carry over a ravine from two of the medal tees. The distribution
of entrants and players within their buffer zones was as follows:

No. of No. of No. of No. of Total Total
Home Home Visitors Visitors in Players Players in
Players Players in Bz BZ
BZ
Category 1 1 1 8 2 9 3
Category 2 5 2 22 2 27 4
Category 3 9 4 30 3 39 7
Total (Medal 15 7 60 7 75 14
tees)
Category 4 11 2 30 1 41 3
(forward tees)
Total in CSS 26 9 90 8 116 15
calculation

If separate CSS calculations were performed for the medal tees and the forward tees then there were
insufficient Home players for separate Home and Visitor CSS calculations although it is clear from the
results from both sets of tees that the Home players performed better in proportion to their numbers
than did the Visitors. 14 players out of 75 (18.6%) who played from the medal tees buffered thus
giving an adjustment of +1 so the CSS for the medal tees would have been 73. Only 3 players from
41 (7.3%) who played from the forward tees buffered resulting in an adjustment of +3, i.e. a CSS of
72.

If the Single CSS Adjustment were used then with a total of 27 Home players separate calculations
would have been carried out for the Home players and for the Visitors. Of the 26 Home players 9
(34.6%) buffered so the CSS = SSS and neither SSS would have been adjusted. For the 90 Visitors,
however, only 8 (8.9%) buffered resulting in an adjustment of +3 to both sets of tees, i.e. the CSS
from the medal tees would have been 72 for Home players and 75 for Visitors whilst the CSS from
the forward tees would have been 69 for the Home players and 72 for the Visitors.
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APPENDIX C

STABLEFORD / NETT DOUBLE BOGEY ADJUSTMENT

1. The purpose of applying a Stableford point calculation under Clause 19 handicap reductions is to
reduce the impact of an extremely bad score(s) on a hole(s) in Stroke Play Qualifying Competitions
that are not truly representative of a playerés g

2. If a player applies the course stroke index relevant to his handicap and scores a nett Par on each
hole in a Stableford Qualifying Competition he will have a score equal to the Par of the course. If
the Par is less than the Standard Scratch Score he will have recorded a nett score below his
handicap by the difference between Par and the Standard Scratch Score. If Par is more than the
Standard Scratch Score the reverse applies. It is by applying this principle that point scores in a
Stableford Qualifying Competition are converted into Nett Differentials.

3. Any hole in a Stableford Qualifying Competition upon which a player records no score and
accordingly is not awarded any points indicates that the player would, if the hole had been
completed, have scored not less than a Nett Double Bogey.

For example, on a Par 4 hole a player who scores no Stableford points would, if he had completed
the hole, have taken 6 or more strokes if the index did not provide a stroke on that hole, 7 strokes
or more if he had received a stroke or 8 strokes or more if he had received two strokes.

4. By applying these principles it is possible to convert a stroke play score into the Nett Differential
which would have applied if the same scores had been recorded in a Stableford competition
without calculating the points on each hole. Further it is not necessary to make an adjustment
when the Par and Standard Scratch Score are not the same. It is also possible to calculate a Nett
Differential in a stroke play event when one or more holes have not been completed.

These adjustments are achieved as follows:

(@) All holes completed

The player's Nett Differential is reduced by the number of strokes he has scored on any hole in
excess of Nett Double Bogey. Except for plus handicap players, only scores of 6 or more can be
reduced on par 3 holes, 7 or more on Par 4s and 8 or more on Par 5s. For plus handicap players,
on the holes where they give shots back to the course, only scores of 5 or more can be reduced
on Par 3 holes, 6 or more on par 4s and 7 or more on par 5s. An examination of the scores on the
par 3 holes will usually identify no adjustment on those holes and thereafter only scores of 7 or
more require examination (8 or more if the player's handicap is more than 18). If a reduction is
appropriate the Adjusted Gross Score is entered in column 14 of the Player Handicap Record of
Appendix | and other numbers appropriately adjusted.

(b) Holes with no score recorded
The assessment is made as in (a) above by reducing all scores to Nett Double Bogey. A gross
score that would result in a Nett Double Bogey is entered at holes where no score is recorded. The
scores are totalled and the player's handicap applied. Scores are then entered in the Player
Handicap Record of Appendix | commencing at column 14,

5. Clubs are reminded that Stableford adjustments under Clause 19 are made for handicap adjustment
and record purposes only.
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APPENDIX D

TABLE FOR CONVERTING PAR/BOGEY AND STABLEFORD SCORES
TO NETT DIFFERENTIALS

(Note - the Table is based on full playing handicap allowance)

7 6 5 4 3 2 1 All 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Scores versus PAR down | down | down [ down | down | down | down |Square| up up up up up up up
STABLEFORD

Points scored 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43
Par 7 less than CSS 0 -1 -2 -3 -4 -5 -6 -7 -8 9 | -0 -11] 12| -13 | -14
Par 6 less than CSS +1 0 -1 -2 -3 -4 -5 -6 -7 -8 -9 -10 | -11 | -12 | -13
Par 5 less than CSS +2 +1 0 -1 -2 -3 -4 -5 -6 -7 -8 -9 -10 | -11 | -12
Par 4 less than CSS +3 +2 +1 0 -1 -2 -3 -4 -5 -6 -7 -8 -9 -10 | -11
Par 3 less than CSS +4 +3 +2 +1 0 -1 -2 -3 -4 -5 -6 -7 -8 -9 -10
Par 2 less than CSS +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 -1 -2 -3 -4 -5 -6 -7 -8 -9
Par 1 less than CSS +6 +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 -1 -2 -3 -4 -5 -6 -7 -8
Par Equal to CSS +7 | 46 | +5 | +4 | +3 | +2 | +1 0 -1 -2 -3 -4 -5 -6 -7
Par 1 more than CSS +8 +7 +6 +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 -1 -2 -3 -4 -5 -6
Par 2 more than CSS +9 +8 +7 +6 +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 -1 -2 -3 -4 -5
Par 3 more than CSS +10 | +9 +8 +7 +6 +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 -1 -2 -3 -4
Par 4 more than CSS +11 | +10 | +9 +8 | +7 +6 | +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 -1 -2 -3
Par 5 more than CSS +12 | +11 | +10 | +9 [ +8 | +7 +6 +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 -1 -2
Par 6 more than CSS +13 | +12 | +11 | +10 | +9 +8 +7 +6 +5 +4 +3 +2 +1 0 -1
EXAMPLES

(&) 3 upon a Par 72 course with a CSS of 70. Par is 2 more than CSS so Nett Differential = -1. Exact Handicap
reduction depends upon Handicap Category .

(b) 37 Stableford points on a course with Par 68 and CSS 69. Paris 1 less than CSS so Nett Differential = -2. Exact
Handicap reduction depends upon Handicap Category .

(c) 3 down or 33 Stableford points on a course with Par and CSS of 72. Nett differential is +3 and is within Buffer
Zone of Categories 3, 4 [and 5]. Exact Handicaps in Categories 1 and 2 will be increased by 0.1.
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APPENDIX E
TABLE OF HANDICAP ADJUSTMENTS

Over

Nett Buffer

Differentials -1 -2 -3 -4 -5 -6 -7 -8 -9 -10 -11 -12 Zone

Exact Handicaps:

Upto 5.4 -0.1 0.2 -0.3 -0.4 -0.5 -0.6 -0.7 -0.8 -0.9 -1.0 -1.1 -1.2 0.1
55-56 -0.2 -0.3 -0.4 -0.5 -0.86 -0.7 -0.8 -0.9 -1.0 -1.1 -1.2 -1.3 0.1
57-58 0.2 -0.4 -0.5 0.6 -0.7 -0.8 -0.9 -1.0 -1.1 -1.2 -1.3 -1.4 0.1
59-8.0 0.2 -0.4 -0.6 -0.7 -0.8 -0.9 -1.0 -1.1 -1.2 -1.3 -1.4 -1.5 0.1
6.1-8.2 -0.2 -0.4 -0.6 -0.8 -0.9 -1.0 -1.1 -1.2 -1.3 -14 -15 -16 0.1
63-6.4 0.2 -0.4 0.6 -0.8 -1.0 -1.1 -1.2 -1.3 -1.4 -1.5 -1.6 -1.7 0.1
65-66 0.2 -0.4 -0.6 -0.8 -1.0 -1.2 -1.3 -1.4 -1.5 -16 -1.7 -1.8 0.1
67-88 -0.2 -0.4 -0.6 -0.8 -1.0 1.2 -1.4 -1.5 -1.6 -1.7 -1.8 -1.9 0.1
69-7.0 0.2 -0.4 0.6 -0.8 -1.0 -1.2 -1.4 -1.6 -1.7 -1.8 -1.9 -2.0 0.1
71-72 0.2 -0.4 -0.6 -0.8 -1.0 -1.2 -1.4 -1.6 -1.8 -1.9 20 -2.1 0.1
73-74 -0.2 -0.4 -0.6 -0.8 -1.0 1.2 -1.4 -1.8 -1.8 -20 -2.1 -22 0.1
75-78 0.2 -0.4 0.6 -0.8 -1.0 -1.2 -1.4 -1.6 -1.8 -2.0 2.2 -2.3 0.1
77-124 0.2 -0.4 -0.6 -0.8 -1.0 -1.2 -1.4 -1.6 -1.8 20 22 -24 0.1
125-127 -0.3 -0.5 -0.7 -0.9 -1.1 1.3 -1.5 -1.7 -1.9 -2.1 -23 -25 0.1
12.8-13.0 0.3 0.8 -0.8 -1.0 -1.2 -1.4 -1.6 -1.8 -2.0 2.2 2.4 -26 0.1
13.1-13.3 -0.3 -0.6 -0.8 -1.1 -1.3 -1.5 -1.7 -1.9 -2.1 23 -25 27 0.1
13.4-136 -0.3 -0.6 -0.9 1.2 -1.4 -1.8 -1.8 -2.0 22 24 -26 -28 0.1
13.7-13.9 0.3 0.8 -0.9 -1.2 -1.5 1.7 -1.9 -2.1 2.3 25 2.7 -2.9 0.1
14.0-14.2 -0.3 -0.6 -0.8 1.2 -1.5 -1.8 -2.0 22 -24 -26 -28 -3.0 0.1
143-145 -0.3 -0.6 -0.9 1.2 -1.5 -1.8 -2.1 -23 -25 27 -29 -3.1 0.1
14.6-14.8 0.3 0.8 -0.9 -1.2 -1.5 -1.8 -2.1 -2.4 -26 -2.8 -3.0 -3.2 0.1
14.9-15.1 -0.3 -0.6 -0.8 1.2 -1.5 -1.8 -2.1 -24 27 29 -3.1 -3.3 0.1
15.2-154 -0.3 -0.6 -0.9 1.2 -1.5 -1.8 -2.1 -24 27 -3.0 -3.2 -34 0.1
15.5-15.7 -0.3 -0.6 -0.9 -1.2 -1.5 -1.8 -2.1 -2.4 27 -3.0 -3.3 -35 0.1
15.8-204 -0.3 -0.6 -0.9 1.2 -1.5 -1.8 -2.1 -24 27 -3.0 -3.3 -36 0.1
20.5-20.8 0.4 0.7 -1.0 -1.3 -1.6 -1.9 2.2 25 -2.8 -3.1 -3.4 -3.7 0.1
209-212 -0.4 -0.8 -1.1 -1.4 1.7 -2.0 2.3 -28 -29 -3.2 -35 -3.8 0.1
21.3-216 -0.4 -0.8 1.2 -1.5 -1.8 -2.1 24 27 -3.0 -3.3 -36 -3.9 0.1
21.7-22.0 0.4 -0.8 1.2 -1.6 -1.9 2.2 2.5 -2.8 -3.1 -3.4 -3.7 -4.0 0.1
22.1-224 -0.4 -0.8 1.2 -1.8 -2.0 2.3 28 -29 -3.2 -35 -3.8 -4.1 0.1
225-228 -0.4 -0.8 1.2 -1.8 -2.0 24 2.7 -3.0 -3.3 -36 -39 -4.2 0.1
229-232 0.4 -0.8 1.2 -1.6 -2.0 2.4 -2.8 -3.1 -3.4 -3.7 -4.0 -4.3 0.1
23.3-236 -0.4 -0.8 1.2 -1.8 -2.0 2.4 -2.8 -3.2 -35 -3.8 -4.1 -4.4 0.1
23.7-240 -0.4 -0.8 1.2 -1.8 -2.0 24 -2.8 -3.2 -36 -39 -4.2 -45 0.1
24.1-24.4 0.4 -0.8 1.2 -1.6 -2.0 2.4 -2.8 -3.2 -3.6 -4.0 -4.3 -4.6 0.1
245-248 -0.4 -0.8 1.2 -1.8 -2.0 2.4 -2.8 -3.2 -36 -4.0 -4.4 -47 0.1
249-28.0 -0.4 -0.8 1.2 -1.8 -2.0 24 -2.8 -3.2 -36 -4.0 -4.4 -48 0.1
28.1-28.4 0.4 -0.8 1.2 -1.6 -2.0 2.4 -2.8 -3.2 -3.6 -4.0 -4.4 -4.8 0.1
28.5-28.9 -0.5 -0.9 -1.3 1.7 -2.1 2.5 2.9 -3.3 -3.7 -4.1 -45 -4.9 0.1
29.0-294 -0.5 -1.0 -1.4 -1.8 2.2 28 -3.0 -3.4 -3.8 -4.2 -46 -5.0 0.1
29.5-29.9 0.5 -1.0 -1.5 -1.9 2.3 2.7 -3.1 -3.5 -3.9 -4.3 -4.7 -5.1 0.1
30.0-30.4 -0.5 -1.0 -1.5 -2.0 2.4 -2.8 -3.2 -38 -4.0 -4.4 -4.8 -5.2 0.1
30.5-30.9 -0.5 -1.0 -1.5 -2.0 25 2.9 -3.3 -3.7 -4.1 -45 -4.9 -53 0.1
31.0-31.4 0.5 -1.0 -1.5 -2.0 25 -3.0 -3.4 -3.8 -4.2 -4.6 -5.0 -5.4 0.1
31.5-319 -0.5 -1.0 -1.5 -2.0 2.5 -3.0 -3.5 -3.9 -4.3 -47 -5.1 -55 0.1
32.0-324 -0.5 -1.0 -1.5 -2.0 25 -3.0 -3.5 -4.0 -4.4 -48 52 -56 0.1
32.5-32.9 0.5 -1.0 -1.5 -2.0 25 -3.0 -3.5 -4.0 -4.5 -4.9 5.3 -5.7 0.1
33.0-33.4 -0.5 -1.0 -1.5 -2.0 2.5 -3.0 -3.5 -4.0 -4.5 -5.0 -5.4 -58 0.1
33.5-33.9 -0.5 -1.0 -1.5 -2.0 25 -3.0 -3.5 -4.0 -4.5 -5.0 -55 -59 0.1
34.0-36.4 0.5 -1.0 -1.5 -2.0 25 -3.0 -3.5 -4.0 -4.5 -5.0 -55 -6.0 0.1
36.5-37.0 -0.6 -1.1 -1.8 -2.1 28 -3.1 -3.6 -4.1 -4.6 -5.1 -56 -6.1 0.1
37.1-376 -0.6 -1.2 1.7 2.2 2.7 -3.2 -3.7 -4.2 -4.7 52 57 -6.2 0.1
37.7-38.2 0.6 1.2 -1.8 2.3 -2.8 3.3 -3.8 -4.3 -4.8 5.3 -58 -6.3 0.1
38.3-38.8 -0.6 -1.2 -1.8 2.4 2.9 -3.4 -3.9 -4.4 -4.9 -5.4 -5.9 -6.4 0.1
38.9-39.4 -0.6 -1.2 -1.8 2.4 -3.0 -3.5 -4.0 -4.5 -5.0 -55 -6.0 -85 0.1
38.5-40.0 0.6 1.2 -1.8 2.4 -3.0 -3.6 -4.1 -4.6 -5.1 -56 -6.1 -6.6 0.1
40.1-40.6 -0.6 -1.2 -1.8 2.4 -3.0 -3.6 -4.2 -4.7 -52 -5.7 6.2 -6.7 0.1
40.7-41.2 -0.6 1.2 -1.8 2.4 -3.0 -3.8 -4.2 -4.8 53 -58 -6.3 -6.8 0.1
41.3-41.8 0.8 -1.2 -1.8 2.4 -3.0 -3.6 -4.2 -4.8 -5.4 -5.9 6.4 -6.9 0.1
41.9-424 -0.6 -1.2 -1.8 2.4 -3.0 -3.6 -4.2 -4.8 -54 -6.0 -6.5 -7.0 0.1
42.5-43.1 -0.6 1.2 -1.8 2.4 -3.0 -3.8 -4.2 -4.8 54 -6.0 -6.6 =71 0.1
43.2-54.0 0.8 -1.2 -1.8 2.4 -3.0 -3.6 -4.2 -4.8 -5.4 -6.0 6.6 -7.2 0.1
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APPENDIX F

HANDICAP ALLOWANCES FOR DIFFERENT FORMATS OF COMPETITION

Affiliated Clubs must use the following handicap allowances for the undernoted forms of competition
when played as handicap events and, where relevant, for the calculation of the Competition Scratch
Score in scratch competitions. The reference to handicaps in all cases refers to Playing Handicaps.
Strokes must be taken according to the Handicap Stroke Index.

Match Play Singles Full difference between the handicaps of the players
Foursomes 1/2 difference between combined handicaps of each side
Four-ball Back marker to concede strokes to the other 3 players
(better ball) based on 90% of the difference between the full handicaps
Stroke Play Singles Full handicap
Foursomes 1/2 combined handicap of partners
Four-ball Each partner receives 90% of full handicap
(better ball)
Par/Bogey Singles Full handicap
Foursomes 1/2 combined handicap of partners
Four-ball Each partner receives 90% of full handicap
(better ball)
Stableford Singles Full handicap
Foursomes 1/2 combined handicap of partners
Four-ball Each partner receives 90% of full handicap
(better ball)
Note 1. Half Strokes. Half strokes or over to be counted as one; smaller fractions to be disregarded

Note 2:

Note 3:

Note 4:

Note 5.

except in Foursomes Stroke Play when 1/2 strokes are counted as such.

Handicap Allowances. In a handicap competition played in any of the above formats the
allowances must be laid down by the Committee in the Conditions of the Competition (Rules
of Golf 33-1) in accordance with the above direction.

36 Holes. In handicap competitions over 36 holes strokes should be given or taken on the
basis of two 18 hole rounds in accordance with the 18 hole Handicap Stroke Index unless the
Committee introduces a special Stroke Index.

Hole-by-hole play-off (sudden-death). When extra holes are played in handicap
competitions, strokes should be taken in accordance with the Handicap Stroke Index.

Decisions on ties. For guidance as to how decide ties see Appendix N (page 87).

Other Forms of Play
CONGU® recommends the following allowances:

Greensomes Stroke Play - Lower handicap x 0.6 plus higher handicap x 0.4

Notes:
1 To facilitate the calculation of the Greensomes Handicap Allowance a Table is
provided below.
1 Match Play i Full Difference between Greensomes Handicaps

1 Competitions where players play from different Tees
1 When applying the allowances above in these competitions, handicap adjustments (see
Appendix O) should be made before applying the allowance for the type of competition
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Decisions relevant to Appendix F
1 6(a) Plushandicapsi strokes conceded when other than full handicap allowance applied.

1 6(b) Handicap Adjustments made for competitions where competitors play from different
tees and when there are also handicap allowances to be applied for the type of competition.
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GREENSOMES HANDICAP ALLOWANCE TABLE

-6 -5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
-6 60 56 52 48 44 40 36 32 -28 24 -20 -16 -12 08 -04 0.0 0.4 0.8 12 1.6 2.0 2.4 2.8 32 3.6
-5 56 50 46 42 -38 34 30 -26 -22 -18 -14  -10 06 02 0.2 0.6 1.0 14 18 2.2 2.6 3.0 34 38 4.2
-4 52 46 40 36 32  -28 -24 20 -16 -12 -08  -04 0.0 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6 2.0 2.4 2.8 3.2 3.6 4.0 4.4 4.8
-3 -4.8 4.2 -3.6 -3.0 26 22 -18 -14 -10 06 -02 0.2 0.6 1.0 14 18 22 2.6 3.0 34 3.8 4.2 4.6 5.0 54
-2 44 38 32 26 -20 -16 -12 08 -04 00 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6 2.0 2.4 2.8 3.2 3.6 4.0 4.4 48 5.2 5.6 6.0
-1 40 34 -28 22 -16 -10 06 02 02 0.6 1.0 14 18 2.2 2.6 3.0 3.4 3.8 4.2 4.6 5.0 5.4 5.8 6.2 6.6
0 36 30 24 18 12 06 0.0 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6 2.0 24 2.8 3.2 3.6 4.0 4.4 4.8 5.2 5.6 6.0 6.4 6.8 7.2
1 32 26 20 14 08 02 0.4 1.0 14 18 22 26 30 34 38 4.2 46 5.0 5.4 5.8 6.2 6.6 7.0 74 78
2 28 22 -16  -10 -04 0.2 0.8 14 2.0 2.4 2.8 32 3.6 40 44 48 5.2 5.6 6.0 6.4 6.8 7.2 7.6 8.0 8.4
3 24 18 -12 @ -06 0.0 0.6 12 18 24 3.0 34 38 42 4.6 5.0 5.4 5.8 6.2 6.6 7.0 74 78 8.2 8.6 9.0
4 20 @ 14 -08 @ -02 0.4 1.0 1.6 2.2 2.8 34 4.0 4.4 48 5.2 5.6 6.0 6.4 6.8 7.2 7.6 8.0 8.4 8.8 9.2 9.6
5 16 0 10 -04 0.2 0.8 14 2.0 2.6 3.2 3.8 44 5.0 54 5.8 6.2 6.6 7.0 7.4 7.8 8.2 8.6 9.0 94 98 102
6 12 0 -06 0.0 0.6 1.2 18 2.4 3.0 3.6 4.2 48 5.4 6.0 6.4 6.8 7.2 7.6 8.0 8.4 8.8 9.2 96 100 104 108
7 08 @ -02 0.4 1.0 16 2.2 2.8 3.4 4.0 4.6 5.2 5.8 6.4 7.0 74 7.8 8.2 8.6 9.0 9.4 98 102 106 110 114
8 -0.4 0.2 0.8 14 2.0 2.6 3.2 38 4.4 5.0 5.6 6.2 6.8 74 8.0 8.4 8.8 9.2 96 100 104 108 112 116 120
9 0.0 0.6 12 18 24 3.0 3.6 4.2 48 5.4 6.0 6.6 7.2 7.8 8.4 9.0 9.4 9.8 102 106 11.0 114 118 @122 126
10 0.4 1.0 16 2.2 2.8 3.4 4.0 4.6 5.2 5.8 6.4 7.0 7.6 8.2 8.8 94 100 | 104 108 @ 112 116 @ 120 124 128 132
11 0.8 14 2.0 2.6 3.2 3.8 4.4 5.0 5.6 6.2 6.8 74 8.0 8.6 9.2 98 104 | 110 114 118 122 126 130 134 138
12 1.2 18 2.4 3.0 3.6 42 4.8 5.4 6.0 6.6 7.2 7.8 8.4 9.0 96 | 102 108 | 114 120 124 128 132 136 140 144
13 1.6 2.2 2.8 34 4.0 4.6 5.2 5.8 6.4 7.0 7.6 8.2 8.8 94 100 106 112 118 124 130 134 138 142 146 150
14 2.0 2.6 3.2 38 4.4 5.0 5.6 6.2 6.8 14 8.0 8.6 9.2 98 104 | 110 116 | 122 128 134 140 144 148 152 156
15 24 3.0 3.6 42 4.8 5.4 6.0 6.6 7.2 78 8.4 9.0 96 | 102 108 | 114 120 126 132 138 144 150 154 158 162
16 2.8 3.4 4.0 4.6 5.2 5.8 6.4 7.0 7.6 8.2 8.8 94 100 106 112 118 124 130 136 142 148 154 160 164 16.8
17 32 3.8 44 5.0 5.6 6.2 6.8 74 8.0 8.6 9.2 9.8 104 110 116 122 128 134 140 146 152 158 164 170 174
18 3.6 4.2 48 54 6.0 6.6 7.2 7.8 8.4 9.0 96 | 102 108 ' 114 120 126 132 138 144 150 156 162 168 174 180
19 4.0 4.6 5.2 5.8 6.4 7.0 7.6 8.2 8.8 94 100 106 112 118 124 130 136 142 148 154 160 166 172 178 184
20 4.4 5.0 5.6 6.2 6.8 7.4 8.0 8.6 9.2 98 104 110 116 122 128 134 140 146 152 158 164 170 176 182 1838
21 4.8 5.4 6.0 6.6 72 7.8 8.4 9.0 96 102 108 114 120 126 132 138 144 150 156 ' 162 168 @ 174 180 186 192
22 5.2 5.8 6.4 7.0 7.6 8.2 8.8 94 100 106 112 118 124 130 136 142 148 154 160 166 172 178 184 190 196
23 5.6 6.2 6.8 74 8.0 8.6 9.2 98 104 110 116 122 128 134 140 146 152 158 164 170 176 182 188 194 20.0
24 6.0 6.6 7.2 7.8 8.4 9.0 96 102 108 114 120 126 132 138 144 150 156 162 168 174 180 186 19.2 198 204
25 6.4 7.0 7.6 8.2 8.8 9.4 100 ~ 106 112 118 124 130 136 142 148 154 160 166 172 178 184 190 196 202 208
26 6.8 74 8.0 8.6 9.2 98 104 110 116 122 128 134 140 146 152 158 164 170 176 182 188 194 200 206 21.2
27 7.2 7.8 8.4 9.0 9.6 102 108 114 120 126 132 138 144 150 156 162 168 174 180 186 192 198 204 210 216
28 7.6 8.2 8.8 9.4 100 | 106 112 | 118 124 130 136 | 142 148 154 160 166 172 178 184 190 196 202 208 214 220
29 8.0 8.6 9.2 9.8 104 110 116 122 128 134 140 146 152 | 1568 164 170 176 182 188 194 200 206 212 218 224
30 84 9.0 9.6 102 108 114 120 126 132 138 144 150 156 162 168 174 180 186 192 198 204 210 216 222 228
31 8.8 9.4 100 106 112 118 124 130 136 142 148 154 160 166 172 178 184 190 196 202 208 214 220 226 232
32 9.2 9.8 104 110 116 122 128 134 140 146 152 158 164 | 170 176 182 188 194 200 206 212 218 224 230 236
33 9.6 102 108 @ 114 120 126 132 138 144 150 156 162 168 174 180 186 192 198 204 @ 210 216 222 228 234 240
34§ 100 106 112 | 118 124 130 136 142 148 154 160 166 172 178 184 190 196 202 208 214 220 226 232 238 244
35§ 104 110 116 | 122 128 134 140 146 152 158 164 170 176 182 188 194 200 206 212 218 224 230 236 242 248
36 § 108 114 120 | 126 132 138 144 150 156 162 168 174 180 186 192 198 204 210 216 222 228 234 240 246 252
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19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36
-6 4.0 4.4 4.8 5.2 5.6 6.0 6.4 6.8 7.2 7.6 8.0 8.4 8.8 9.2 9.6 10.0 @ 104 108
-5 4.6 5.0 5.4 5.8 6.2 6.6 7.0 7.4 7.8 8.2 8.6 9.0 9.4 9.8 102 106 | 11.0 114
-4 5.2 5.6 6.0 6.4 6.8 7.2 7.6 8.0 8.4 8.8 9.2 9.6 10.0 104 | 108 112 116 120
-3 5.8 6.2 6.6 7.0 7.4 7.8 8.2 8.6 9.0 9.4 9.8 10.2 106 110 @ 114 118 122 126
-2 6.4 6.8 7.2 7.6 8.0 8.4 8.8 9.2 9.6 100 | 104 108 | 11.2 116 | 120 124 128 132
-1 7.0 7.4 7.8 8.2 8.6 9.0 9.4 9.8 102 106 110 114 118 122 126 130 134 1338
0 7.6 8.0 8.4 8.8 9.2 9.6 100 104 108 112 116 120 @124 128 132 136 140 144
1 8.2 8.6 9.0 9.4 9.8 102 106 110 114 118 122 126 13.0 134 | 138 142 146 150
2 8.8 9.2 9.6 100 104 108 @ 112 116 120 124 128 132 136 140 144 148 152 156
3 9.4 9.8 102 106 110 114 118 122 126 130 @ 134 138 @ 142 146 150 154 158 16.2
4 100 104 108 112 116 120 124 128 @ 132 136 140 144 148 152 156 160 164 16.8
5 106 110 114 118 122 126 13.0 134 138 142 146 150 154 158 162 166 17.0 174
6 112 116 120 124 128 132 136 140 144 148 152 156 16.0 164 168 172 176 18.0
7 118 122 | 126 130 134 138 142 146 150 154 158 162 166 170 174 178 182 186
8 124 128 | 132 136 @ 140 144 148 152 156 160 164 168 172 176 180 184 188 19.2
9 130 134 138 142 146 150 154 158 @ 162 166 @ 170 174 178 182 186 190 194 198
10 136 140 144 148 152 156 160 164 168 172 176 180 184 188 192 196 20.0 204
11 142 146 150 154 158 162 166 170 @ 174 178 182 186 @ 19.0 194 198 202 206 21.0
12 148 152 156 160 164 168 172 176 180 184 188 192 196 200 204 208 212 216
13 154 158 | 162 166 170 174 178 182 186 190 194 198 202 206 210 214 218 222
14 16,0 164 | 168 172 176 180 184 188 192 196 200 204 208 212 216 220 224 228
15 166 170 174 178 182 186 @ 19.0 194 @ 198 202 206 210 214 218 222 226 23.0 234
16 172 176 180 184 188 192 196 200 @ 204 208 @ 212 216 220 224 228 232 236 240
17 178 182 186 190 194 198 202 206 @ 21.0 214 218 222 226 230 234 238 242 246
18 184 188 192 196 200 204 208 212 216 220 224 228 232 236 240 244 248 252
19 190 194 | 198 202 206 210 214 218 222 226 230 234 238 242 246 250 254 258
20 194 200 | 204 208 @ 212 216 220 224 228 232 236 240 244 248 252 256 260 264
21 198 204 210 214 218 222 226 230 234 238 242 246 250 254 258 262 266 27.0
22 202 208 | 214 220 | 224 228 | 232 236 240 244 248 252 256 260 264 268 272 276
23 § 206 212 218 224 230 234 238 242 246 250 254 258 262 266 27.0 274 278 282
24 § 21.0 216 222 228 234 240 244 248 252 256 260 264 268 272 276 280 284 288
25 | 214 220 @ 226 232 238 244 250 254 258 262 266 270 274 278 282 286 290 294
26 | 218 224 @ 23.0 236 242 248 254 260 264 268 272 276 280 284 288 292 296 30.0
27 222 228 | 234 240 | 246 252 | 258 264 270 274 278 282 286 290 294 298 30.2 306
28 § 226 232 238 244 250 256 262 268 274 280 284 288 292 296 30.0 304 308 312
29 230 236 | 242 248 | 2564 260 | 266 272 278 284 290 294 298 302 306 310 314 318
30 § 234 240 246 252 258 264 270 276 282 288 294 300 304 308 312 316 320 324
31 238 244 250 256 262 268 274 280 286 292 298 304 310 314 | 318 322 326 330
32 242 248 @ 254 260 266 272 278 284 290 296 302 308 314 320 | 324 328 332 336
33 § 246 252 258 264 270 276 282 288 294 300 306 312 318 324 330 334 338 342
34 § 250 256 262 268 274 280 286 292 298 304 310 316 322 328 334 340 344 348
35 § 254 260 266 272 278 284 290 296 302 308 314 320 326 332 338 344 350 354
36 | 258 264 @ 270 276 282 288 294 300 306 312 318 324 330 336 342 348 354 36.0
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APPENDIX G
HANDICAP STROKE INDEX

Rules of Golf 33-4 requires Committees to @ublish a table indicating the order of holes at which
handicap strokes are to be given or receivedd To provide consistency at Affiliated Clubs it is
recommended that the allocation is made based on the following principles.

1. Of paramount importance for match play competition is the even spread of the strokes to be
received at all handicap differences over the 18 holes.

2. This is best achieved by allocating the odd numbered strokes to the more difficult of the two
nines, usually the longer nine, and the even numbers to the other nine.

3. The first and second stroke index holes should be placed close to the centre of each nine and
the first six strokes should not be allocated to adjacent holes. The 7™ to the 10" indices should
be allocated so that a player receiving 10 strokes does not receive strokes on three consecutive
holes.

4. None of the first eight strokes should be allocated to the first or the last hole, and at clubs where
competitive matches may be started at the 10" hole, at the 9" or 10" holes. This avoids a
player receiving an undue advantage on the 19" hole should a match continue to sudden death.
Unless there are compelling reasons to the contrary, stroke indices 9, 10, 11 and 12 should be
allocated to holes 1, 9, 10 and 18 in such order as shall be considered appropriate.

5. Subject to the foregoing recommendations, when selecting each stroke index in turn holes of
varying length should be selected. Index 1 could be a par 5, index 2 a long par 4, index 3 a
shorter par 4 and index 4 a par 3. There is no recommended order for this selection, the
objective being to select in index sequence holes of varying playing difficulty. Such a selection
provides more equal opportunity for all handicaps in match play and Stableford and Par
competitions than an order based upon hole length or difficulty to obtain par.

Note 1. Paris not anindicator of hole difficulty. Long par 3 and 4 holes are often selected for low index
allocation in preference to par 5 holes on the basis that it is easier to score par on a par 5 hole
than 4 on a long par 4. Long par 3 and 4 holes are difficult pars for low handicap players but
often relatively easy bogeys for the player with a slightly higher handicap. Difficulty in relation
to par is only one of several factors to be taken into account when selecting stroke indices.

Note 2: When allocating a stroke index it should be noted that in the majority of social matches there
are small handicap differences thereby making the even distribution of the lower indices of
great importance.

The above recommendations for the &éHandicap St
play and have proved to be suitable for that
used widely for Stableford, par and bogey competitions. In these forms of stroke play competition the
need to have a uniform and balanced distribution of strokes is less compelling. There is a cogent case
for the Index in such competitions to be aligned to the ranking of holes in terms of playing difficulty
irrespective of hole number. Such a ranking facility is available through many of the licensed handicap
software programs currently used by Affiliated Clubs.

Clubs that conduct a significant number of Stableford, par and bogey competitions may wish to provide
separate stroke indices for match play and the listed forms of stroke play. To avoid confusion this would
be best done on separate scorecards.

These recommendations supplement those made by the R&A Rules Ltd contained in @&uidance on
Running a Competition- which may be downloaded from the R&A website www.randa.org.
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APPENDIX H

COMPUTER SOFTWARE RELATING TO THE
CONGU® UNIFIED HANDICAPPING SYSTEM

Possession of a CONGU® Licence demonstrates that the Independent Software Vendor is satisfied, to

t he

best ofknowedge Ahe breleefadhatdhe Handicapping database of the software complies

with the CONGU® Specification for Handicapping Software 2016.

As a minimum the Specification requires that any licensed software must have the capability to:

1.

wnN

Record and process all scores returned by players from competitions played at the Home Club, or
elsewhere, in accordance with all the requirements of the UHS. The record must also include the
reason for any disqualification.

Calculate the Competition Scratch Score following each Qualifying Competition held at the club.
Calculate Exact and Playing Handicaps in accordance with the Regulations by applying scores in
chronological order.

Provide a facility for altering an Exact and Playing Handicap following an adjustment under Review
of Handicaps - Clause 23.

Print the following when required, using the relevant specified format:

(@)
(b)
(©)
(d)
(e)

(f)

(9)

Handicap Record Sheets containing such information as is required.

CONGU® Handicap Certificates.

Alist of changestoMe mber s 6 P ay iimmgdiatély they are ragoes

A list of all current Playing Handicaps together with current Exact Handicaps.

A summary of scores showing not less than the information contained in Appendix I,
Specimen Player Handicap Record.

Provide a list of Members who have not returned the stipulated minimum number of
Qualifying Scores between Annual Reviews or during the previous calendar year and
indicate, where appropriate, the status of those handicaps in accordance with Clause 25.1.
The Annual Review Report.

The software, as covered by the Licence, must not include any guidance or option contrary to the
requirements of the UHS that can modify any files in the CONGU® handicap maintenance database.
For example the software must NOT:

Note:

1
)l
1
)l

1
1

provide any facilities for the manual override of a calculated CSS.

offer options that do not ensure Clause 19 reductions are applied to competitions.
provide any formula for handicap adjustments other than as provided in Clauses 19 and
23 and in Appendix J.

make any provision that allows clubs to obtain reductions of handicap without handicap
increases (other than when so required by Clause 18).

permit any entry of scores other than in chronological order of event date.

allow the date of score entry to be modified from the actual date of entry.

Any options other than those specifically required by the UHS, must not be capable of affecting

the CONGU® Handicap Database. Such options are not regulated by the Licence. Where such
options are connected with player scoring (or competition analysis) any output must disclaim
any connection with the UHS.
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APPENDIX |
SPECIMEN PLAYER HANDICAP RECORD
Player: A N Other Other Clubs: Nearby GC Date of record: XXIXXIXXXX
Home Club: Somewhere GC Current Handicap: 10.6c
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21
Score Rnd Stab.| Ad;. Stab./ Rev Rev
Entry | Comp 1 Competition Course sss| css| ident. | Gross | yep | Nett Adj. | Gross [ Par |Par Gross [ Nett| Hicap | gxact | Play
Date Score Score Diff Diff | Adj.
Date 2 19.1 | Score | Score H/cap | H/cap
26 26/10 25/10 Supplementary 9- Nearby GC 69 | NA | S9A NA 12 36 70 12 0 0.0 11.6 12
25 30/09 30/09 Exceptional Scoring ESR -0.5 11.6 12
24 30/09 30/09 September Medal Home Club 70 72 | QMH 79 15 64 79 7 -8 -2.4 12.1 12
23 21/09 21/09 9-Hole Stableford Nearby GC 69 | NA | Q9A NA 14 32 70 18 4 0.1 14.5 15
22 14/09 14/09 Autumn Cup Home Club 70 69 | QMH 88 14 74 88 19 5 0.1 14.4 14
21a| 06/09 06/09 Open Meeting DDD Club 72 74 | QSA NA 14 30 73 19 5 0.1 14.3 14
20a| 05/09 05/09 Young Cup Home Club 70 73 | OMH 86 15 71 86 13 -2 -0.6 14.2 14
19a| 04/09 04/09 Open Meeting CCC Club 72 75 | RMO 87 16 71 87 12 -4 -1.2 14.8 15
RE-CALCULATION OF EXACT HANDICAP WHEN CSS OF AWAY SCORE KNOWN
21 06/09 06/09 Open Meeting DDD Club 72 74 | QSO NA 15 30 73 20 5 0.1 14.9 15
20 05/09 05/09 Young Cup Home Club 70 73 | QMH 86 16 70 86 13 -3 -0.9 14.8 15
19 04/09 04/09 Open Meeting CCC GC 72 72 | QMO 87 16 71 87 15 -1 -0.3 15.7 16
18 21/08 21/08 Stableford Home Club 70 69 | QSH NA 16 35 70 18 2 0.0 16.0 16
17 20/08 Clause 23 reduction GPR -1.5 16.0 16
16 20/08 20/08 Stableford Home Club 70 70 | QSH NA 18 38 70 16 -2 -0.6 17.5 18
14a| 06/08 06/08 August Medal Home Club 70 70 | QMH 92 18 74 92 22 4 0.1 18.1 18
13a| 29/07 29/07 July Trophy Home Club 70 70 | QMH 94 18 76 94 24 6 0.1 18.0 18
12a] 19/07 19/07 July Bowl Home Club 70 70 | QMA 100 18 82 -2 98 28 10 0.1 17.9 18
15 08/08 15/07 Open Meeting BBB Club 72 73 | QMO 87 20 67 87 14 -6 -1.8 17.8 18
RE-CALCULATION OF EXACT HANDICAP FOLLOWING LATE ENTRY OF AN AWAY SCORE
14 06/08 06/08 August Medal Home Club 70 70 | QMH 92 20 72 92 22 2 (o] 19.8 20
13 29/07 29/07 July Trophy Home Club 70 70 | QMH 94 20 74 94 24 4 0.1 19.8 20
12 19/07 19/07 July Bowl Nearby GC 70 70 | QMA 100 20 80 -2 98 28 8 0.1 19.7 20
11 08/07 08/07 2 |Par-Rd2 Home Club 70 70 | QPH NA 20 -6 70 26 6 0.1 19.6 20
10 08/07 08/07 1 [Par-Rd1 Home Club 70 70 QPH NA 19 -7 70 26 7 0.1 19.5 20
9 29/06 28/06 Supplementary Home Club 70 | NA | SMH 89 19 70 89 19 o 0.0 19.4 19
8 20/06 20/06 Faith Trophy Home Club 70 73 | RMH 99 19 80 -2 97 24 5 0.0 19.4 19
7 14/06 14/06 Summer Cup Home Club 70 70 QMH 97 19 78 -1 96 26 7 0.1 19.4 19
6 07/06 06/06 Stableford Nearby GC 70 70 | QSA NA 19 32 70 23 4 0.1 19.3 19
5 03/06 03/06 June Medal Home Club 70 70 | QMH NR 19 90 20 1 0.0 19.2 19
4 26/05 25/05 New Trophy Nearby GC 70 70 | QMA 85 21 64 85 15 -6 -2.0 19.2 19
3 18/05 17/05 Open Meeting AAA GC 71 73 | QMO NC 21 NC 0.1 21.2 21
2 07/04 07/04 9-hole Stableford Home Club 70 70 | Q9H NA 21 28 70 29 8 0.1 21.1 21
1 01/03 01/03 Spring Cup Home Club 70 72 | QMH 98 21 4 -1 97 25 4 0.0 21.0 21
01/01 Handicap Brought HBF 21.0 21
201X 201X

The entries on lines 11a, 12a, 13a and 18a, 19a, 20a show the effects of re-calculating adjustments dictated by late information being received by the Home Club and
replace the information in the shaded areas on lines 12, 13, 14 and 18, 19, 20.
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APPENDIX | (Cont.)
PLAYER HANDICAP INFORMATION
Explanatory Notes to the Specimen Player Handicap Record

All the information contained in the Specimen Player Handicap Record must be stored for each
player either in computerised records using licensed software in accordance with Appendix | or in
manual handicap record sheets.

The provisions of Clause 19 have been applied to the scores shown in the Specimen Player

Handicap Record. Manual entries in respect of Stroke Play scores which are reduced by Stableford

point calculation are made as follows:

() The reduced Nett Differential is entered in column 18.

(b) The Gross Differential calculated by adding the reduced Nett Differential to the Playing
Handicap from which the player competed is entered in column 17.

(c) The number of strokes by which the Nett Differential has been reduced was entered in column
13 and the reduced gross score entered in column 14.

On 3 June the player returned his card without a score recorded on one of the holes. The Stableford

point calculation provided a point total which gave a Nett Differential of one stroke over Competition

Scratch Score. Despite the O6No Ret ur nBuffer Zoneeandohis&xaetr 6 s s c
Handicap remained unchanged.

Appendix C sets out a short alternative procedure and supplementary recommendations for
calculating Stableford point score reductions authorised by Clause 19.

When away scores are reported to a Home Club after a later Qualifying Competition has been
entered in the Player HandExadidandR&@anugt e reschlailatéed t he p
immediately to provide the Exact Handicap that would have applied if the scores had been entered

in chronological order.

On 4 September the player competed in an Open Meeting at CCC GC and reported the score to
his Home Club before the Competition Scratch Score was known. On 8 September the Competition
Scratch Score of 75 became known to the Home Club and the Exact Handicap was recalculated
from the scores returned on 4, 5 and 6 September. Although the player had correctly played from
16 on 5 September and 15 on 6 September, the revised Playing Handicaps of 15 and 14 are used
for the re-calculation.

The calculation of the Competition Scratch Score on 4 September had resulted in the competition
being for Reduction Only and the identifier 6 R M @& been entered in column 9.

In a 36 hole competition the conditions of the competition may require the player to compete from
the same handicap in each round. However, for handicap purposes, if the score in the first round
results in a revised Playing Handicap this is used to determine any adjustments to be made to the
p | a yExacbHandicap following the second round.

It will be noted in the Specimen Player Handicap Record that the player failed to report an away
score on 9 July until 7 August. The omission resulted in the player playing in three competitions at
his Home Club from a handicap of 20 instead of 18. In the absence of a satisfactory explanation,
the Home Club should consider suspending t he pl ayer 0slauve26di cap under

The Summary of Scores Table wi | | be generated from t hhesPlgydrayer 6s
Handicap Record (as per the Specimen Player Handicap Record).
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APPENDIX | (Cont.)
CODES USED IN THE HANDICAP RECORD

When a computerised handicap record is used, as set out in the specimen handicap record above,
Column 96 | d shalltcdntain a three-character code to identify the type of score or adjustment.

1. The codes for the different types of scores must conform to the rules set out below. The first
character in the code denotes the type of competition, the second character the format of the round
and the third character nature of the course over which the round has been played. It should be
noted that not all of the codes identified in the table below are currently required to be recorded in
a playerb6s record

15t Character 2"d Character 3" Character
Code | Competition Type Code | Format of Play Code | Course

F Foursomes, Greensomes K Match play i Knockout A Away Club

H For Handicap (re- M Stroke play i Medal D Abandoned
instatement of status)

N Non-Qualifying N Nine-hole stroke play F Overseas (Foreign)

Q Qualifying P Par/Bogey H Home club

R Reduction Only S Stableford ©) Open event

S Supplementary Score 9 Nine-hole Stableford

T Team format (e.g. Tri-Am)

Y Society

4 Four-Ball Better Ball

2. The three-character codes for an initial handicap allotment are:

Code Description x values

IHA Initial Handicap Allotted

IHX Initial Handicap score x=1,2,3

19x Initial Handicap nine-hole score x=1,2,3,4,5,6

3. The three-character codes for adjustments are:

Code Description Code Description

ARI Annual Review Increase GPI General Play Increase

ARR Annual Review Reduction GPR General Play Reduction

CHL Competition Handicap Lost HBF Handicap Brought Forward
CHR Competition Handicap Restored | PHR Player Handicap Restored
COR Correction PHS Player Handicap Suspended
CRI Continuous Review Increase THA Transferred Handicap Allotment
ESR Exceptional Scoring Reduction

4. The following codes have been retired:

Code Description Code | Description

ARA Annual Review Adjustment LHR | Lapsed Handicap Restored
ARO Abandoned Reduction Only MUR | Monthly Up Revision

ARP Annual Review Process PHL | Playing Handicap Lapsed
COS Corrected Overseas Score QRO | Qualifying Reduction Only
GPA General Play Adjustment REV | Revision

| f Column 10 6Gross Scored6 does not contain a

Code Description

NA Not Applicable

NC No Card Returned
NR No Return
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APPENDIX | (Cont.)
PLAYER HANDICAP INFORMATION
SUMMARY OF SCORES TABLE
Date:
Golf Club: Home Club of the following players:
Qua“fymg Competltlons Ten best Gross Differentials
Exact returned during preceding 12
Ho months
oca Exact
12 .
HO6 c
Player Months
Today . .
Ago Nett Differentials
Played Scores SS 9HS NRG6 RO:<BZ =0 =BZ >BZ Qualifying Competitions
Other AN 21.0 14.5 22 21 1 1 1 1 5 0 4 11 |12 13 14 15 16 18 19 19 19 20
Smith J 25.8 26.0 2 2 1 2 32 33
Weekender A 14.2 14.7 5 5 5 19 19 20 20 20
Youngster A 25.4 17.2 20 20 2 5 3 12 14 15 16 21 22 22 24 24 25 25
Notes:

R 6 s denote Qualifying Competitions determined by Clause 18.4 to be for Reduction Only

Nett Differentials:

<BZ
=0

=BZ
>BZ

below Buffer Zone

Nett Differential equal to Playing Handicap
Nett Differential within Buffer Zone but above Playing Handicap
above Buffer Zone
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APPENDIX J

CONGU® CLUB HANDICAPS
Removed
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APPENDIX K
Removed
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APPENDIX L

UHS COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

UNIFIED HANDICAPPING SYSTEM

To ensure that all Affiliated Clubs are consistent in their interpretation and application of the UHS,
each club should conduct a self-audit, on an annual basis, using the compliance checklist detailed

below.
Does the Club:
Compliance Requirement Clause Yes/No
Display the Conditions of Competition in a prominent position 6
Appoint a Handicap Committeeas r equired i n t he AfilRteds 6.3
Clubd? '
Issue handicap certificates with the CONGU® Handicap mark? 6.4
Calculate and maintain handicaps strictly in accordance with UHS requirements? 6.4
Where a computerised system is in place, use a licensed software supplier for 6.5
maintenance of handicaps (with latest version update)? '
Have a current Certificate of Course Measurement for all tees from which Qualifying 6.6
Competitions are played? '
Know of its responsibility to notify the Union, or Area Authority if so delegated, when
permanent changes have been made to the course, particularly increases and 6.7
decreases in playing length?
Ensure that all Qualifying Competitions are played from a Measured Course as 6.8
defined and inform green staff of this requirement? '
Have a mechanism by which a competitor must signify his intention of playing before 79
commencing play on the day of a competition? '
Ensure all Qualifying Scores are uploaded to the Union CDH 7.4
Display a list of current handicaps in a prominent position? 7.6
Conduct an Annual Review of the handicaps of all Members with consideration 7.7()
given to increases and reductions alike? '
Have a book or equivalent recording system to allow Members to return details of 7.70)
Away scores? '
Display a notice or otherwise advise (and remind) Members of their responsibilities 8
to the UHS?
Accept that adjusting the conditions of a competition e.g. Open singles, to make it
Non-Qualifying on a technicality is an abuse of the spirit and intent of the UHS that 17
may result in the Union imposing sanctions under Clause 6.2.
Play all Stableford / par / bogey competitions with full handicap allowance for 172
handicap purposes? '
Accept that it is not permissible to declare in advance that a competition is for Definiti
. efinition
Reduction Only.
Accept that it is not permissible to adjust handicaps either upwards or downwards 173
at the conclusion of a Non-Qualifying Competition Except in Ireland '
Increase and decrease handicaps as soon as practicable after the conclusion of a 20.9
Qualifying Competition? '
Accept for handicapping purposes Supplementary Scores in accordance with Union 21
requirements?
Have a defined procedure for Members to signify, in advance, their intention to 217
return a Supplementary Score and provision for the return of cards? '
Have a recognised procedure to advise Members of handicap alterations following 23
Annual Review, General Play Adjustment, ESR and CRI?
Apply the Handicap Allowances as contained in Appendix F? Appendix F

| f the answer

If any of the answers are 6 N ptlfe club should take appropriate action to achieve compliance. The
Union or delegated authority should be contacted if a club has difficulty in complying with the above

requirements.
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APPENDIX M
GUIDELINES FOR ANNUAL REVIEW / GENERAL PLAY ADJUSTMENT.

Affiliated Clubs are required to carry out an Annual Review of the handicaps of all Members in
compliance with the requirements of Clause 23. It is considered essential that this review is conducted
by the Handicap Committee rather than by one individual. The results of all relevant competitions that
took place in the calendar year should be available at the Review meeting.

The purpose of the Annual Review is to identify:

9 those players whose general playing performance and scoring pattern over the year is better
than that expected for their Handicap Category and who should be considered for a reduction of
handicap; and

1 those players whose general playing performance and scoring pattern over the year is inferior
to that expected for their Handicap Category and who should be considered for an increase of
handicap.

It should be noted that the majority of Members, particularly those who have returned a reasonable
number of Qualifying Scores through the year, will probably have had appropriate handicap alterations
applied by the system and do not require further adjustment under Clause 23.

To ensure uniformity in club handicapping, it is important that the Handicap Committee conducts the
Annual Review in a structured manner. It is recognised, however, that it is an extremely difficult and
time consuming task for the Handicap Committee to carry out a detailed and effective review of the
handicaps of all Members in the required manner, particularly in clubs with a large playing membership.
Consequently, a computer generated report has been designed to assist Handicap Committees in the
Annual Review and the report is part of the handicap software package.

The repoupd otfHmasge pl ayer s wh o seethepybaaiy dutside the expectedr ma n c e
scoring pattern for their Handicap Category and who should be the subject of further consideration for

an increase or decrease in handicap, as appropriate. It must be emphasised, however, that the list

produced must not be taken as an automatic authority to adjust the handicaps of the listed players, or

as indicative of the only players requiring review.

When carrying out the Annual Review and in giving consideration to possible handicap adjustments
arising from the computer generated listing, the Handicap Committee must:

fftake account of t he pl ay Bon®@Qualifyiagc G@ampetitions,e matcls play n
competitions, four-ball better ball competitions and other forms of team event in addition to medal
play performance;

1 examine the frequency of Qualifying Scores recently returned by the player to and below his
Playing Handicap;

9 possibly deal more severely with a player, whose general standard of play is known to be
improving, than it would with a player who it is believed has returned scores below his general
ability but whose general ability is not considered to be improving;

1 only adjust a handicap after all information available in regard to the playing ability of the player
has been <considered. Deci si onjsernkadd er ecancti bas base
performance or good score are seldom justifiable;

1 recognise that it is as important to identify players of declining ability who have handicaps that
are too low, as it is to identify players who have a handicap that is too high;

1 ensure that the performance of any player who has been allotted a handicap since the last
Annual Review is carefully assessed to confirm that his handicap reflects current ability;

1 not use General Play Adjustmentsas a &6 p u mirs bmeenvta& d(6) f or success
stroke play competitions (unless other evidence exists to support an adjustment); and

1 not apply a formula to make adjustments e.g. the winners of club match play events being the
subject of a handicap reduction of two strokes.

1 In Ireland, the frequency of Non-Qualifying Scores, achieved in competitions played over a
course for which the Union has allotted a Standard Scratch Score, to and below his Playing
Handicap must also be examined.
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APPENDIX N

RESOLUTION OF TIES

Rule 33-6 of the Rules of Golf empowers the Committee to determine the method for deciding the
result of ties in both stroke play and match play. Further guidance and recommendations are given in
Appendix | Part B 10 of the Rules of Golf.

The most practicable way to decide ties in club and open handicap stroke play competitions is a card
count-back with the winner determined on the basis of the better inward half, last six holes, last three
holes etc. Appendix | Part B sets out in 10 (c) this method. In handicap stroke play competitions the
fractions of the applicable handicaps are deducted from the gross scores for the applicable holes. In
this context CONGU® directs that the exact fractions i.e. one-half, one-third, one-sixth etc. or
commonly accepted decimal equivalents are deducted. The fractional or decimal allowances should
not be rounded to a whole number.
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APPENDIX O
EVENTS IN WHICH COMPETITORS PLAY FROM DIFFERENT SETS OF TEES

Note that this Appendix does not apply to 9-Hole Competitions where different sets of tees are in use.
The 9-Hole Handicap Allowance effectively makes the target for all players 36 points regardless of the
Tee used, hence no further adjustment is required.

The majority of Qualifying Competitonsar e run for a specific group of <co
a |l adies6 Stableford, a seniorsé par/ bogey competit
clubs are introducing competitions that cater for a wider group of entrants such as in mixed gender
competitions and/or competitions in which different sets of tees are used to enable players of different

age/ playing ability to compete together. Each set of tees used must have been rated for the genders

that will play from them. Whilst the majority of clubs have at least two sets of tees for men i.e. traditional

medal tees and forward tees, many clubs only have one set of tees that have been rated for women.

A few clubs, particularly those having relatively long and/or difficult courses, have created an additional

set of tees forward fr om havk these tees sated forgthe lwantkn ans 6 t e e s
sometimes for the men as well. Having such options enables clubs to give all players the opportunity

to compete from tees that are the most suitable for their ability. Examples of such competitions include:

9 junior competitions in which both boys and girls compete with the boys playing from a set of
tees having a mends rating and the girlmtnggompet.

1 open competitions open to men, women and juniors;

9 single gender competitions in which some players are required to, or may elect to, play from
different sets ofteese.g.a mends medal in which players have
traditional medal tees or from the forward tees (both sets of tees being rated courses).or a
| adiStabdeordwi t h silver division playing from the ¢tr
division playing from the forward | adiesdé tees.

In virtually all cases, the different sets of tees will have been allocated different Standard Scratch Scores
by the Unions. Two issues arise; the first is how to determine the competition winner and the second is
how to adjust handicaps in an equitable manner.

A. Determining the Prize-winners - Competition Handicap Allowances for Qualifying
Competitions

In order to maintain equity in determining the prize winners in these competitions the Playing Handicaps
of some of the competitors may require to be adjusted to provide a Competition Handicap Allowance.
In Qualifying Competitions any adjustment to generate the Competition Handicap Allowance must be
applied for competition result purposes only, so that the competition retains its qualifying status. The
adjusted Competition Handicap Allowance must not be used to establish the Competition Scratch Score
or for the purpose of handicap alteration. Competitions in which competitors play from different tees in
Qualifying Competitions may be in three formats i medal stroke play, Stableford and par/bogey.

1. Medal Stroke Play

This is the format most easily understood by the competitors and the simplest to administer.

For the purposes of the competition, each player playing the course with the higher Standard Scratch
Score must be awarded a Competition Handicap Allowance equivalent to his Playing Handicap
increased by the difference in the two Standard Scratch Scores.

Examples:

Mends Course (White LTekisdsd GGEBWLr srd ( Re
SSS|adies | SSSwmen = 2. AlLadi es 6 handicaps should
Competition Handicap
Allowance for Competition

Playing Handicap for

Lady Exact Handicap Handicap purposes

purposes
18.8 19 (19 +2) =21
35.5 36 (36 + 2) = 38
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Any adjustment that results in a playing handicap above the maximum Exact Handicap allowed (28.0
[36.0]) should be applied only for competition purposes. (i.e. the Competition Handicap Allowance is
not used for handicap purposes).

2. Stableford Competitions

In Stableford competitions it is the relationship between the Par and Standard Scratch Score and not

only the SSS that determines player scoring and the score that represents @&laying to handicapé When
players play from differenttees (e.g.Ladi es6 / Mends) the Par [/ SSS r
for each set of tees. For example:

M forCourse A with Ladiesd tees of Par 72 and SS¢
the Par and SSS have the same relationship (Difference Par i SSS = 0);

f forCourse B with Ladiesd té8SSParO0OyYyOanddMEBSEs 7t
SSS 70 (Pari SSS = 2) the relationship between Par and SSS is different.

With Course A in a Stableford competition all players from either set of tees playing to their handicap
would return the same score (36 points). In this situation the scores from each set of tees can be
equitably combined for result purposes (despite the SSSs being different and an adjusted Competition
Handicap Allowance being required if the competition had been Medal stroke play).

With Course B, a woman playing to her handicap would return 36 points, whilst a man would return 38
points when playingtohis. The womendés Competition Handicap Al
In all such cases where the Par and SSS relationship is different, for result purposes only, the
Competition Handicap Allowances will differ dependent upon which set of tees the players play from.

Pl ayers playing from the set of tees with the hi
Competition Handicap Allowance as their Playing Handicap but others will receive additional stroke(s).

Extra stroke(s) equal to the difference between the respective #laying to Handicapdscores from each

set of tees (i.e. in the Course B example above two strokes) must be added to the handicaps of the
competitors who play from the tees from which players would return the lower 6 Pl ayi ng téo F
score (i.e. in the above example, the women i see table below).

Example:

Menbds Course (White72TTeebkadi eS8SCTO0r s @ a@ORPard0 T
Score required to Strokes received for Strokes received for Competition
OBytoHandi caf Handicap Purposes Purposes

Woman 36 pts. Playing Handicap Playing Handicap + 2
Man 38 pts. Playing Handicap Playing Handicap

The additional stroke(s) shall be applied consecutively from the lowest Stroke Index hole(s) where
players do not receive a stroke using their normal Playing Handicap (i.e. a 12 handicap player receiving
an extra allowance of two strokes would get them at holes with Stroke Index 13 and 14). dluséhandicap
players would give fewer strokes back to the course starting from the lowest Stroke Index hole where
they concede strokes.

Where the Competition Handicap Allowance calculated for a player differs from their Playing Handicap,

the Committee must make the player aware of their total stroke allowance for the competition. It is
recommended that the Competition Handicap Allowance i s recorded on the p
alongsi de t h elaynd Hagdeapd s

It must be stressed that this adjustment is only to provide an equitable competition result. Any
adjustments must be disregarded when determining the CSS and the Nett Differential for handicapping
calculations.
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For handicap purposes the Nett Differential is determined by applying the Table contained in Appendix
D following calculation of the Competition Scratch Score.

3. Par / Bogey Competitions

A similar principle to that outlined in Clause 2 above should be applied to Par/Bogey Competitions
played from different sets of tees when calculating appropriate Competition Handicap Allowances.

Example:

Menbs Course (White7lTeebkadi eS8§SCadQr sa¢Red3T,
Result required to Strokes Received for Strokes Received for Competition
0Pl ay to Ha Handicap purposes Purposes

Woman 1 Up Playing Handicap Playing Handicap
Man 1 down Playing Handicap Playing Handicap + 2

Note 1. The foregoing methods of handicap adjustment for the different Qualifying formats cannot be
applied to Men and Women (or Boys and Girls) playing from the same set of tees unless a
Standard Scratch Score has been allocated for each gender. In such circumstances a woman
playing from t he aMadditibrsal strokecabowanee tpuhe exeerst determined
by the difference in the Men6 and LadiesdStandard Scratch Scores.

For a 6000 yard course the difference in the respective Standard Scratch Scores would be of

the order of 5 strokes.

These strokes should not be regarded as o6court e:
to equalise the handicaps of the participating groups.

Note 2. To comply with the Rules of Golf the player should record his/her Playing Handicap on the
score card. Players are advised to also record their appropriate Competition Handicap
Allowance on the scorecard, where this is different.

B. Adjusting handicaps in an equitable manner i Use of the Single CSS Adjustment

If separate CSS calculations are made for each set of tees used it is frequently the case that the
resulting adjustments (i.e. -1, zero, +1, +2, +3, +3 R/O) are different and this can be difficult to explain
or justify. This difference is more pronounced if at least one set of players form a small field as is
frequently the case in junior competitions as there may often be only one or two girls in a field dominated
by boys.

A more equitable solution is to use the performance (i.e. those within their own buffer zones) relative

to the SSS of the tees used for all the competitors (in Categories 1 to 4) in the field to calculate one

adjustment. This adjustment is appliedtothe SSS6s of the tees wused. The det
are given in Appendix B Clauses 2.1 to 2.4 and Examples 4 and 5 in Appendix B demonstrate how this

can be applied in practice.

The use of the Single CSS Adjustment is recommended for all situations in which players play in a
Qualifying Competition from different sets of tees (see page 62). This should be extended to the
situation where multiple Qualifying Competitions over the same course and different tees take place on
the same day. All scores should be combined to provide a Single CSS Adjustment.

B. Applying Handicap Allowances for other forms of competition
For other forms of golf (e.g. 4 Ball Better Ball, Greensomes etc) the allowance for the type of competition

should be applied (Appendix F provides the allowances for each type of competition). The order of
application of Adjustments and Allowances is detailed in Decision 6(b) in this manual.
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Decision relevant to Appendix O
6(b) Handicap Adjustments made for competitions where competitors play from different tees and
when there are also handicap allowances to be applied for the type of competition.
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APPENDIX P

DISQUALIFIED SCORES IN QUALIFYING COMPETITIONS

UNIFIED HANDICAPPING SYSTEM

Clause 17.1(c) of the UHS provides that a Player Handicap Record must include Disqualified Scores
which, when corrected, may be acceptable for handicap purposes.

The

To accept a Disqualified Scorea s a

corrected

scor e

ma Puffen Eonewoir quhlify rfor d Haedicap redugtier. 6 s
Otherwise an increase in Exact Handicap of 0.1 shall be applied, unless the calculated CSS is
CSS=SSS+3 R/O.

6 ¢ o r r é&ommitteeanuigt werdy thte bcere in such manner

as it shall deem appropriate. All penalty strokes must be included in the score for handicap purposes.

When a Disqualified Score has been so accepted as a Qualifying Score before the last card has been
returned to the Committee, the corrected score must be included in the calculation of the Competition

Scratch Score. Otherwise for Competition Scratch Scorepur pos e s

Ret urno.

t he

card

shall

The following are examples where scores shall be corrected for handicap purposes following
disqualification from the competition by the Committee in charge.

Rule No. Nature of Breach Action for Handicap Purposes Note
Failure to hole out in stroke Adjust score for hole at which offence
3-2 la occurred under Clause 19 1
play (Stableford / Nett Double Bogey Adjustment)
If correct score can be ascertained i accept
Doubt as to procedure i failure | for handicap, failing which adjust under
3-3 to inform Committee of | Clause 19
procedure adopted (Stableford / Nett Double Bogey
Adjustment)
6-2(b) Handicap on card too high Adjust handicap to provide a correct score
6-2(b) No handicap included on card | Score acceptable
6-6(b) Card not signed by player or | Score acceptable unless marker had a valid 5
marker reason not to sign card
6-6(b) lchnodr:iar ddelay n- returning Score acceptable
6-6(d) Score entered on card on a | Accept adjusted score unless breach 5
hole is lower than actual score | premeditated
71 Practice before or between | Score acceptable for rounds completed
rounds before any breach of Rule 7-1
11-4 Play from outside of teeing | Adjust score under Clause 19 1
ground not corrected (Stableford / Nett Double Bogey Adjustment)
15-3(b) Play of wrong ball not | Adjustscore under Clause 19 1
corrected (Stableford / Nett Double Bogey Adjustment)
20-7(c) ﬁg;ous v?/;ce)ﬁ;h Ofp?;!laplayne(i Adjust score under Clause 19 _ 1
(Stableford / Nett Double Bogey Adjustment)
corrected
If correct score can be ascertained i accept
for handicap purposes, failing which adjust
20-7(c) F(—:!?(;rte?jfto ?ﬁg%]gmn?i?tge "" | under Clause 19
(Stableford / Nett Double Bogey
Adjustment)

Note 1: As a general principle, if a score would have been acceptable under Stableford conditions it
should, whenever possible, be acceptable for handicap purposes in Stroke Play following
Clause 19 adjustment for any hole where the player has either failed to hole out, or failed
to produce a score that satisfied the Rules of Golf.

Note 2:

f el

| ow

competitor, the
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scor e

If the offence has any possible premeditated element or, could have adversely affected the

play of a shoul d

be

n













































