
NOVEL HANDICAP METHOD
FOR CONVEN1ION EVENTS

"Durham System"
arranges flights
from 9-ho/e scores

•
The USGA Golf Handicap System is

the appfloved method for deter-
mining handicaps but, like every other
system, it will not solve some of the
unusual problems which faee handi-
cappers. One of the most difficult
problems is that of determining fair
allowances for convention and resort
tournaments which attract novice and
olccasional players who do not have
USGA Handicaps. Obviously, the man
who never plays except during his
two-week vacation at Sloping Valley,
or at the trade convention tournament,
is entitled to a fair share in the com-
petition for prizes.

The Callaway Handicap System, de-
vised by Lionel F. Callaway, and the
kickers' tournament, in which each
player selects his own handicap and
then shoots at a score which has been
drawn blind, have been the most com-
monly-used for such competitiotn~.

Another method has now come to
attention,. It was devised by James R.
Durham, of Raleigh, N. C. The USGA
although it has had no experience with
this system, is pleased to present the
Durham System as another possible
aid to committee chairmen:.

1. The Durham System divides en-
trants in an 18-hole stroke play com-
petition into flights. It is designed to
place players of relatively equal abil-
ity in the same flight by determining
flights on the basis of 9-hole scores.

2. The maximum scores for the
flights, based solely on nine-hole
scores, are predetermined by the com-
mittee, based on the number and rela-
tive skill of entrants. The range of
slcores for the flights should not be
available until play is completed.

3. 9-hole scores used for flight de-
termination is optional: Option (A).

The first 9 holes. At the end of 9 holes,
the entrant's gross score automatically
places him in a flight. The scorer posts
the entrant's name in, the appropriate
flight. However, hole-by-hole scores are
not posted until play has been com-
pleted. Option (B). The lower of the
two 9-hole rounds is used to determine
the flight for each entry. This option
encourages everyone to play his best
on both rounds but might delay the
scorer in posting flight position and
gross scores.

4. Flight winners are determined
by the lowest gross score for 18 holes
in each flight. A maximum score for
a hole (perhaps 8) may be set by
the Committee.

5. In event of a tie in any flight,
the committee may decide it in any of
the following w.ays: (1) Declare the
winner to be the player with the
lowest first-nine Slcore; (2) Conduct a
play-off; (3) match scorecards (award
the prize to the player who first won
a hole, beginning with hole 1); (4)
To,ss a coin. (Note: The USGA does
not recommend that option 3 be used).

6. It is possible that no entrant
will qualify in one or more flights.
To assure that awards are given in
each flight, the committee may declare
the winner of a vacant flight to be
that entrant who posted the lowest
score in the flight immedi'ately below
it. For example, should there be no
qualifier for Flight I, the lowest
s,corer in Flight II can be declared
the Flight I winner. The runner-up
in Flight II then be,comes the winner
of Flight II.

Examples of ho,w Mr. Durham has
determined flights at competitions he
has conducted ,are as follows:
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(Based on 1st 9 hole total score)
6 FLIGHTS

(Average and below golfers)
42 or under (Championship Flight)

43 - 45 1st Flight
46 - 48 2nd Flight
49 - 52 3rd Flight
53 - 56 4th Flight
57 or over 5th Flight

9 FLIGHTS
42 or under (Championship Flight)

43 - 44 1st Flight
45 - 47 2nd Flight
48 - 50 3rd Flight
51 - 53 4th Flight
54 - 56 5th Flight
57 - 59 6th Flight
60 - 62 7th Flight
63 or over 8th Flight

FLIGHT DETERMINATION
6 FLIGHTS

(Better than average golfers)
39 or under (Championship Flight)

40 - 42 1st Flight
50 or less 43 - 45 2nd Flight
anticipated 46 - 49 3rd Flight

50 - 53 4th Flight
54 or over 5th Flight

9 FLIGHTS
39 or under (Championship Flight)

40 - 41 1st Flight
42 - 44 2nd Flight
45 - 47 3rd Flight

50 - 100 48 - 50 4th Flight
anticipated 51 - 53 5th Flight

54 - 56 6th Flight
57 - 59 7th Flight
60 or over 8th Flight

NEW MEMBERS OF THE USGA
REGULAR

California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia

Idaho
Illinois

Kentucky
Maine
Massachusetts

Mississippi
Missouri
Nebraska
New Jersey
New York
North Carolina

Oregon
Pennsylvania

South Carolina

Tennessee
Texas

Virginia

West Virginia
Wisconsin

Peach Tree Golf C:r Country Club
Broomfield Country Club
The Farms Country Club
Green Hill Golf Club, Inc.
Madison Country Club
Chatmoss Country Club, Inc.
Windsor Forest Golf Club
Broadmore Country Club
Franklin County Country Club
Palos Country Club
Seneca Golf Club
Inland Winds Golf Course
Cummaquid Golf Course
Wampatuck Country Club of Canton
West Point Golf Club
Mexico Country Club
Lochland Country Club
Englewood Golf Club
Silver Lake Country Club
Montgomery County Country Club
Richmond County Country Club
Mt. Hood Golf C:r Country Club
Lehman Golf Club
Sharon Country Club
Fairdale Country Club
Lakeside Country Club
Marlboro Country Club
Cookeville Golf C:r Country Club
Mimosa Hills Golf C:r Country Club
Sweetwater Country Club
Meadow Brook Country Club, Inc.
Williamsburg Golf Association
Princeton Elks Country Club, Inc.
Oshkosh Country Club
South Hills Club

Marysville
Broomfield
Ch"shire
Wilmington
Madison
Martinsville
Savannah
Nampa
West Frankfort
Palos Park
Louisville
Loring AFB, Limestone
Yarmouth Port
Canton
West Point
Mexico
Hastings
Englewood
Perry
Troy
Rockingham
Welches
Dallas
Sharon
Fairfax
Laurens
Bennettsville
Cookeville
Lubbock
Sweetwater
Richmond
Williamsburg
Princeton
Oshkosh
Fond du lac

Illinois
Michigan
New Mexico
New York

ASSOCIATE
South Bluff Country Club
American Legion Golf Club
New Mexico State Univ. Golf Course
Poxabogue Golf Course

Peru
Holland
University Park
Bridgehampton

12 USGA JOURNAL AND TURF MANAGEMENT: NOVEMBER, 1962


