It’s Up to the Umpires

Confusion in Test Match

It will not be long now before a new season starts, though for some lucky ones polo has become a year round sport.  We were reminded of this with the reports of the Test Match between England and South Africa at Kurland.  It was unfortunate that another splendid victory by an English team should have been marred by controversy at the end.  In the report in Polo Times John Horswell mentioned the need for greater clarification of Rule 7, but this rule (as most should know) does not cover the situation in which a player is injured by a foul.  This is clearly laid out in Rule 29b (ii).  There are two important provisos governing whether a match is continued with three players.  The first is that there must be no qualified 

substitute available (which in this instance there was) and, secondly, the decision as to whether the rule should be invoked or not lies solely with the umpires and has nothing to do with the wishes of the team captains or coach.  The rule was changed in 2002 to put the onus on the umpires and 

referee rather than the team captains, 

specifically so that high profile matches would (if possible) not be spoilt as a sporting event and an enjoyable spectacle.  It was a pity that the rules were not correctly applied on this occasion.

To Tap or Not to Tap?

I referred in last month's Umpire’s Corner to the need to speed up the game at the higher levels and this theme was also taken up in Yolanda Carslaw’s article 'Tap Tap Yawn Yawn'  (Polo Times Vol 10 Issue 10). I was misquoted in the section ‘What Can we Learn from the US?’.  For the last two years we have followed the USPA in awarding a Penalty 7 (a rather pathetic punishment) rather than a 5a.  Thus our umpires cannot hide behind the excuse that the penalty is too severe and therefore they did not blow.  Rather, I think they did not blow the foul because they allowed a 

second tap (one to gather and one to control), which will not be allowed in this coming season.  It would also be good if we could legislate against the play in which the player leaves the ball for his team mate to come in behind to tap it forward, leave it and repeat the process.  Perhaps you should only be allowed to do this once before being penalised.  I believe they have a similar rule governing recycling of the ball in rugby league.

Late Arrivals

I will deal with some changes to the rules in the next issue but in the meantime, in answer to last month's poser we have decided that if a team starts with three players, the fourth player cannot join in during the course of a chukka but must wait until the start of the next.  This is to 

discourage late arrival and also to assist in the mechanics of joining in and changing the score should it be necessary.  Speaking of late arrival, I made one of my rare forays to watch arena polo at Ash Farm the other day.  The ponies of the 

visiting team were late in arriving due to a blow out on the motorway and so the start of the game was delayed by some ninety minutes.  I was impressed with the good spirit in which this delay was accepted, helped of course by a warm, cosy and well-stocked clubhouse - such an important part of arena polo!  I much enjoyed the game, which has been so improved by some innovative rule changes.  In particular, the hit out when a goal has been scored rather than the return to the centre for the throw in.  It is a far cry but it would be good if the outdoor game could do the same.

This Month's Teaser

Finally, this month's poser concerns a play which occurred on snow in St Moritz.  The umpire calls 'Play', but before the striker hits the penalty a defender moves forward so that he is less than 30 yards from the ball or has crossed the 30 yard line.  Having blown the whistle before the ball is hit, what penalty, if any, should the umpire award?

