2008 Revised Decisions

1-3/1 Players Agree Not to Tee Off in Prescribed Order to Save Time

Q. In match play, A wins the 4t hole. On his way to the 5 tee, he returns to retrieve a
club left at the 4t green and suggests that his opponent B play first to save time,
which B does. Are the players in breach of Rule 1-37?

A. In order to waive a Rule, players must be aware that they are doing so. Therefore,
the answer depends on whether the players knew that the Rules do not allow them
the option as to who plays first from the tee.

If the players were ignorant of the Rules, there is no penalty.

If the players were aware of the Rules and agreed not to follow them, they are in
breach of Rule 1-3 for agreeing to exclude the operation of Rule 10-1a. However, in
these circumstances, the Committee would be justified in waiving the disqualification
penalty under Rule 33-7. If the players subsequently agreed to exclude the operation
of Rule 10-1a, they should be disqualified. (Revised)



1-4/9 Bird’s Nest Interfering with Stroke

Q. A player’s ball comes to rest in a bird’s nest or so close to the nest that he could not
make a stroke without damaging it. Does the player have any options in addition to
playing the ball as it lies or, if applicable, proceeding under Rule 26 or 287?

A. Yes. Itis unreasonable to expect the player to play from such a situation and unfair
to require the player to incur a penalty stroke under Rule 26 (Water Hazards) or Rule 28
(Ball Unplayable).

In equity (Rule 1-4), as an additional option the player may, without penalty, drop a
ball on the nearest spot not nearer the hole that would allow him to make his stroke
without damaging the nest.

If the ball lay in a hazard, it should be dropped, if possible, in the same hazard and, if
not, in a similar nearby hazard, but in either case not nearer the hole. If it is not
possible for the player to drop the ball in a hazard, he may drop it, under penalty of
one stroke, outside the hazard, keeping the point where the original ball lay between
the hole and the spot on which the ball is dropped.

If it is clearly unreasonable for the player to make a stroke because of interference by
anything other than the bird’s nest or if interference from the bird’s nest would occur
only through the use of an unnecessarily abnormal stance, swing, or direction of play,
then he may not take relief as prescribed above, but he is not precluded from
proceeding under Rule 26 or 28 if applicable. (Revised)



1-4/10 Dangerous Situation; Rattlesnake or Bees Interfere with Play

Q. A player's ball comes to rest in a situation dangerous to the player, e.g., near a live
rattlesnake or a bees' nest. Does the player have any options in addition to playing
the ball as it lies or, if applicable, proceeding under Rule 26 or 28?

A. Yes. It is unreasonable to expect the player to play from such a dangerous situation
and unfair to require the player to incur a penalty under Rule 26 (Water Hazards) or
Rule 28 (Ball Unplayable).

In equity (Rule 1-4), as an additional option the player may, without penalty, drop a
ball on the nearest spot not nearer the hole that is not dangerous.

If the ball lay in a hazard, it should be dropped, if possible, in the same hazard and, if
not, in a similar nearby hazard, but in either case not nearer the hole. If it is not
possible for the player to drop the ball in a hazard, he may drop it, under penalty of
one stroke, outside the hazard, keeping the point where the original ball lay between
the hole and the spot on which the ball is dropped.

If it is clearly unreasonable for the player to make a stroke because of interference by
anything other than the dangerous situation or if the situation would be dangerous
only through the use of an unnecessarily abnormal stance, swing, or direction of play,
he may not take relief as prescribed above, but he is not precluded from proceeding
under Rule 26 or 28 if applicable. (Revised)



4-1/5 Material Applied to Clubhead to Reduce Glare or For Protection

Q. May a player put an adhesive bandage or tape on the clubhead to reduce glare
or for protection (e.g., while the player has the club on loan)?

A. An adhesive bandage or tape added to the clubhead is considered an external
attachment, rendering the club non-conforming in breach of Rule 4-1a (see Appendix
I, Rule la but see also Decision 4-1/4). Additionally, adding such an attachment
during the round would change the club’s playing characteristics in breach of Rule 4-
2. (Revised — Formerly 4-2/1)



4-2/2 Playing Characteristics of Club Changed While Play Suspended; Error
Discovered Before Play Resumed

Q. While play is suspended, a player changes the lie of four of his clubs. Before play is
resumed, he becomes aware that Rule 4-2a prohibits purposely changing the playing
characteristics of a club during a round. If the original lie of the four clubs is restored,
or if the player discards them before play is resumed, can he avoid the penalty
prescribed by Rule 4-27?

A. Rule 4-2a is intended to ensure that, apart from damage sustained in the normal
course of play, the playing characteristics of the clubs with which the player starts the
stipulated round will not be altered until he has finished it. It would be impossible to
restore exactly the original lie of an altered club. Accordingly, although the stipulated
round has been suspended and the player did not technically change the playing
characteristics during the round, in equity (Rule 1-4):

(1) the player incurs no penalty if he discards the clubs in question or
declares them out of play to his opponent in match play or his marker or
a fellow-competitor in stroke play before he resumes play and, assuming
he started the round with 14 clubs, finishes the round with the remaining
ten clubs, or

(2) if the player resumes play carrying one or more of the four clubs without
having declared the club or clubs out of play, in view of the purpose of
Rule 4-2a, he is deemed to be in breach of Rule 4-2a, whether or not he
has attempted to restore the original playing characteristics. The penalty
will depend on whether the player uses any of the altered clubs - see
penalty statement under Rule 4-2. (Revised)



4-3/12 Replacing Club for Stroke Play Play-Off

Q. In stroke play, a competitor broke a club in anger, finished the round with 13 clubs
and then learned that he would be involved in a hole-by-hole play-off. May the
competitor replace his broken club for the play-off?

A. The play-off constitutes a new round — see Definition of "Stipulated Round." The
competitor is therefore entitled to replace his broken club. (Revised)



4-4a/7 Carrying Weighted Training Club

Q. May a player carry a weighted training club in addition to the 14 clubs selected for
the round?

A. No, but a weighted training club may be selected as one of 14 clubs carried by a
player, provided it conforms with Rule 4-1 (e.g., an excessively-weighted driver head
may breach the limit on Moment of Inertia — see Appendix Il). (Revised)



5-1/2 Condition Requiring Use of Ball on List of Conforming Golf Balls; Penalty for
Breach

Q. Itis a condition of a competition that players must play a brand and model of ball
on the current List of Conforming Golf Balls. May the Committee provide that the
penalty for breach of the condition is loss of hole in match play or two strokes in stroke
play for each hole at which a breach occurs rather than disqualification?

A. No. (Revised)



5-1/4 Status of ‘X-out’, ‘Refurbished’ and ‘Practice’ Balls
Q. What is the status of ‘X-out’, ‘refurbished‘ and ‘practice* balls?

A. ‘X-out’ is the common name used for a golf ball that a manufacturer considers to
be imperfect (usually for aesthetic reasons only, e.g., paint or printing errors) and,
therefore, has crossed out the brand name. A ‘refurbished* golf ball is a second-hand
ball that has been cleaned and stamped as ‘refurbished®.

In the absence of strong evidence to suggest that an “‘X-out’ or ‘refurbished* ball does
not conform to the Rules, it is permissible for such a ball to be used. However, in a
competition where the Committee has adopted the condition that the ball the player
plays must be named on the List of Conforming Golf Balls (see Note to Rule 5-1), such
a ball may not be used, even if the ball in question (without the X’s or without the
‘refurbished‘ stamp) does appear on the List.

In most cases, ‘practice’ balls are simply listed, conforming golf balls that have been
stamped “Practice”, in the same way that golf balls often feature a club or company
logo. Such balls may be used even where the Committee has adopted the condition
that the ball the player plays must be nhamed on the List of Conforming Golf Balls.
(Revised)



6-2a/6 Wrong Handicap Allowance Used in Match

Q. In a handicap match play competition, the conditions provide that, where
handicaps were different, the full difference would be used. In one match, however,
the players, unaware of this condition, used % of the difference, and the lower
handicapped player won. How should the Committee rule?

A. The Committee should rule that the match stands as played. The players failed
to take note of the conditions of the competition (Rule 6-1) and have only themselves
to blame. (Revised)



6-4/5.3 Status of Additional Persons and Items Carried by Such Persons for Player

Q. May a player have a caddie carry his clubs and additional persons carry other
items (e.g., a rainsuit, umbrella, food and drink) for the player?

A. Yes. The additional persons would be outside agencies, and any items carried by
them would also be considered outside agencies while in their possession. However,
the Committee may prohibit the use of such persons in the conditions of the
competition. (Revised)



6-4/5.5 Application of Penalty When Player Has Multiple Caddies

Q. A player completes play of the 1st hole using two caddies. While proceeding to
the 2nd tee he is advised of his breach of Rule 6-4. What is the ruling?

A. The player is penalized at both the 1st and 2"d holes. Since he did not correct his
error prior to holing out at the 1t hole, he was also in breach of Rule 6-4 between the
play of the 1st and 2nd holes, which results in a penalty at the 2" hole. The player must
immediately correct his breach and ensure that he has no more than one caddie at
any one time for the remainder of the stipulated round.

In match play, the state of the match is adjusted by deducting two holes at the
conclusion of the 2nd hole.

In stroke play, the player incurs a penalty of two strokes at both the 1t and 29 holes,
for a total penalty of four strokes. (Revised)



7-1b/3 Competitor Who Practices on Competition Course After Qualifying Round
Subsequently Is in Play-Off on Same Day

Q. Having completed his play in a stroke-play qualifying round for a match-play
event, a competitor practiced on the competition course after the last group in the
competition had teed off. After the conclusion of play, the competitor was tied for
the last qualifying place for the match-play event. Such a tie was to be decided by a
hole-by-hole play-off, which was scheduled to be played immediately. Was the
competitor subject to disqualification from the play-off under Rule 7-1b? If so, would
the Committee have been justified in waiving the penalty under Rule 33-7?

A. The competitor was subject to disqualification. Waiving the penalty is not
warranted in such circumstances. (Revised)


http://www.usga.org/playing/rules/books/rules/rule07.html#7-1
http://www.usga.org/playing/rules/books/rules/rule33.html#33-7

8-1/2 Exchanging Distance Information

Information regarding the distance between two objects is public information and not
advice. It is therefore permissible for players to exchange information relating to the
distance between two objects. For example, a player may ask anyone, including his
opponent, fellow-competitor or either of their caddies, the distance between his ball
and the hole.

Except when the Local Rule allowing the use of distance-measuring devices has been
adopted (see Note to Rule 14-3), information regarding distance must not have been
obtained from an artificial device used during the stipulated round. A player who
obtains distance information that he knew was measured by anyone with an artificial
device during the player’s round is disqualified under Rule 14-3. (Revised)



8-1/6 Asking Opponent or Fellow-Competitor What Club He Used at Previous Hole

Q. During play of the 6t hole, A asked B what club he (B) had used on the 4% hole,
which is a par-3 of a similar length. Was A in breach of Rule 8-17?

A. No. (Revised)



8-1/14 Competitor, After Finishing Hole, Demonstrates to Fellow-Competitor How to
Play Shot

Q. In individual stroke play, A, who had just holed out on the 7t hole, demonstrated to
B, whose ball was just off the putting green, how he should play his chip shot. What is
the ruling?

A. B incurred no penalty as he did not seek advice. A incurred a penalty of two
strokes for giving advice to B. As one of the competitors involved (B) had not
completed the hole, the penalty would be applied at the 7t hole.

Had both A and B completed the 7t hole, A’s penalty would be applied at the 8th
hole. (Revised)



9-3/1 Competitor in Hole-by-Hole Play-Off Gives Wrong Information

Q. In a stroke-play hole-by-hole play-off, B has completed the hole in 5 strokes. A, who
has a putt for a 5, inquires as to B’s score for the hole, and B wrongly states that he (B)
has holed out in 4 strokes. A picks up his ball without marking its position. B then
corrects his mistake. What is the ruling?

A. B incurs no penalty. Rule 9 imposes no penalty for giving wrong information as to
the number of strokes taken in stroke play.

A incurs a penalty of one stroke under Rule 20-1 for lifting his ball at rest without
marking its position. Since this leaves A with a putt for a 6, he loses the play-off.
(Revised)


http://www.usga.org/playing/rules/books/rules/rule09.html#9
http://www.usga.org/playing/rules/books/rules/rule20.html#20-1

13-2/27 Probing Near Ball for Tree Roots

Q. A player’s ball comes to rest through the green in such a position that he believes
tree roots or rocks may be just below the surface of the ground. May he, without
penalty, probe the area around his ball with a tee or the like to see if his club would
strike a root or a rock in the course of making a stroke?

A. Yes, provided the lie of the ball, area of intended stance or swing or the line of play
is not improved (Rule 13-2) and the ball is not moved (Rule 18-2). The same principle
would apply if the player wishes to probe to determine the presence of an
immovable obstruction. (Revised)



13-4/4 Touching Grass with Club During Practice Swing in Hazard

Q. A player takes a practice swing in a water hazard without grounding his club, but
his club touches some long grass. Is there a penalty?

A. No - see Note to Rule 13-4. However, the player must ensure that his actions do
not breach Rule 13-2 or constitute testing the condition of the hazard. (Revised)



13-4/19 Condition of Bunker Altered by First Player to Play From It

Q. The balls of A and B lie in the same bunker, with B’s ball farther from the hole. B
plays and his ball comes to rest nearer the hole than A’s ball. Is A entitled to have the
bunker restored to its original condition?

A. Yes, provided there is a reasonable possibility that the area disturbed by B could
affect a subsequent stroke by A. Accordingly, in equity (Rule 1-4), A would be entitled
to restore this area of the bunker to its original condition by raking or other means. The
bunker may be restored by anyone.

If there was no reasonable possibility that the area disturbed by B could affect a
subsequent stroke by A and A or his caddie raked the bunker prior to A’s stroke, A
would be in breach of Rule 13-4.

In either case, B may rake the bunker (Exception 2 to Rule 13-4). A would incur no
penalty if he asked B to rake the bunker. (Revised)



13-4/39 Player Smooths Irregularities in Bunker After Playing Out of Turn in Match Play;
Opponent Then Recalls Stroke

Q. In a match between A and B, A's ball lay in a bunker near the green and B's ball
was on the green. B's ball was farther from the hole but A played first. B recalled the
stroke under Rule 10-1c. In the meantime A had raked his footprints. Did A incur a
penalty?

A. If A's ball was outside the bunker when he raked his footprints, A incurred no
penalty as he was permitted to rake the bunker without restriction — Exception 2 to
Rule 13-4.

If A's ball still lay in the bunker then he would, ordinarily, be in breach of Rule 13-4 if his
smoothing of the sand improved an area covered by Rule 13-2 with respect to his
next stroke (see Exception 2 to Rule 13-4). However, when A raked the bunker, he was
unaware that his stroke would be recalled; therefore, in equity (Rule 1-4), A incurs no
penalty. (Revised)



14/1.5 Intent to Strike Ball Ceases During Downswing; Club Not Stopped But Path of
Clubhead Altered to Avoid Striking Ball

Q. A player begins his downswing with the intention of striking the ball but decides
during the downswing not to strike the ball. The player is unable to stop the club
before it reaches the ball, but he is able to swing intentionally over the top of the ball.
Is the player deemed to have made a stroke?

A. No. The player is considered to have checked his downswing voluntarily by altering
the path of his downswing and missing the ball even though the swing carried the
clubhead beyond the ball.

If the player had not successfully checked his downswing (i.e., he had struck the ball),
he is considered to have made a stroke.

Any doubt regarding the player’s intent must be resolved against the player.
(Revised)



14-3/8 Adhesive Tape
Q. May a player wear adhesive tape on his hands or apply such tape to a golf glove?

A. The use of adhesive tape, or similar coverings of the hand, for any medical reasons,
e.g., to reduce bilisters or to eliminate the possibility of skin splits between the fingers, is
not contrary to the Rules.

However, the application of tape to the hand or the construction of a similar covering
must not be excessive (i.e., must not otherwise assist the player in gripping and its
thickness must be comparable to that of a standard golf glove). Also, applying tape
to a golf glove to prevent the glove from slipping or to reduce wear is not a breach of
Rule 14-3.

However, if the tape is used solely to aid the player in gripping the club (e.g. it is used
to bind two fingers together), the player is in breach of Rule 14-3 as such use of tape is
the use of equipment in an unusual manner. (Revised)



15-1/2.5 Balls Inadvertently Exchanged by Players After One Ball Struck and Moved
the Other; One Player Substitutes Balls

Q. A plays to the putting green, and his ball strikes and moves the ball of his opponent
or fellow-competitor, B, which was lying on the green. Both balls come to rest on the
green. B, acting under Rules 18-5 and 20-3c, lifts A’s ball by mistake and places it as
near as possible to where his (B’s) ball lay before it was moved. B holes out with A’s
ball. Without having lifted B’s ball, A then, by mistake, holes out with B’s ball. What is
the ruling?

A. A has played a wrong ball, whereas B has substituted another ball when not so
permitted.

In match play, B incurred a penalty stroke for lifting A’s ball without authority (Rule 18-
3b) and was required to inform A of that penalty stroke (Rule 9-2b). However, B lost
the hole when he played A’s ball (Rules 15-2 and 18-5). A’s subsequent play of a
wrong ball is irrelevant.

In stroke play, B incurs a penalty of two strokes (Rules 15-2 and 18-5). Aincurs a
penalty of two strokes, must retrieve his ball from B, replace it on the spot from which B
had lifted it and hole out with it before playing from the next teeing ground; otherwise
A is disqualified (Rule 15-3b). (Revised)



16-2/2 Ball Overhanging Hole Knocked Away by Opponent Before Player Determines
Status

Q. In a match between A and B, A putts and his ball apparently comes to rest, but is
overhanging the hole. Within five seconds, B concedes A’s next stroke and knocks his
ball away. Was B entitled to knock A’s ball away?

A. No. Under Rule 16-2, A is allowed a reasonable time to reach the hole and an
additional ten seconds to determine whether his ball is at rest. Since B infringed A’s
rights, in equity (Rule 1-4), B lost the hole, assuming that A’s putt was not for a half, in
which case Rule 2-2 (Halved Hole) would apply. (Revised).



16-2/4 Ball Overhanging Lip of Hole Moves When Flagstick Removed

Q. After a stroke from just off the putting green, a player’s ball comes to rest
overhanging the lip of the hole but not resting against the unattended flagstick. The
player reaches the hole without unreasonable delay and removes the flagstick. The
ball either rolls away from the hole or falls into the hole. What is the ruling?

A. It is a question of fact whether the player’s actions caused the ball to move and
any doubt should be resolved against the player.

The flagstick is a movable obstruction. If the movement of the ball was directly
attributable to the removal of the flagstick, the ball must be replaced on the lip of the
hole without penalty (Rule 24-1a). If the player caused the ball to move but the
movement of the ball was not directly attributable to the removal of the flagstick, the
ball must be replaced on the lip of the hole, and the player incurs a penalty stroke
under Rule 18-2a.

If the player’s actions did not cause the ball to move and the ball fell into the hole,
the provisions of Rule 16-2 apply, whether the removal of the flagstick occurs before or
after the lapse of time contemplated by Rule 16-2.

If the player’s actions did not cause the ball to move and the ball moved to another
position, the player must play the ball from that new position.

If an opponent or fellow-competitor were to remove the flagstick without the player’s
authority, before the ball is deemed to be at rest under Rule 16-2 and as a result of this
action causes the ball to move, the opponent or fellow-competitor has infringed the
player’s rights as, under Rule 16-2, the player is allowed a reasonable time to reach
the hole and an additional ten seconds to determine whether his ball is at rest. In
equity (Rule 1-4), the opponent or fellow-competitor incurs the loss of hole penalty in
match play or a two-stroke penalty in stroke play. The player incurs no penalty and, in
stroke play, must place the ball on the lip of the hole.

If an opponent or fellow-competitor were to remove the flagstick without the player’s
authority, before the ball is deemed to be at rest under Rule 16-2, and this does not
cause the ball to move, and the ball falls into the hole, the provisions of Rule 16-2
apply. (Revised)



16-2/5 Ball Overhanging Lip of Hole Moves and Strikes Flagstick During Removal of
Flagstick

Q. After a stroke from off the putting green, a player’s ball overhangs the lip of the
hole. While the player is removing the flagstick, the ball falls into the hole, striking the
flagstick. The player’s actions did not cause the ball to move. What is the ruling?

A. In equity (Rule 1-4), there is no penalty under Rule 17. If the ball came to rest within
the circumference of the hole with all of it below the level of the lip of the hole, the
ball is holed. If, after striking the flagstick, the ball is deflected out of the hole, the ball
must be placed on the lip of the hole without penalty.

The answer with regard to Rule 17 is not affected by how much time elapses before
the ball falls into the hole after the player reaches the hole.

There would be a penalty stroke under Rule 16-2 if the ball falls into the hole after it is
deemed to be at rest under that Rule.

If, prior to the lapse of the period specified by Rule 16-2, an opponent or fellow-
competitor were removing the flagstick without the player’s authority and the ball fell
into the hole and struck the flagstick before coming to rest outside the hole, the
opponent or fellow-competitor would, in equity (Rule 1-4), incur the loss of hole
penalty in match play or a two-stroke penalty in stroke play as he would be
considered to have infringed the player’s rights under Rule 16-2. In such a case in
stroke play, the player would be required to replace the ball on the lip of the hole.
(Revised)



17-1/6 Attended Flagstick Placed on Ground Subsequently Lifted

Q. While a ball is in motion after a stroke, the person attending the flagstick removes it
and places it on the ground. He then realizes the ball might strike the flagstick, so he
picks it up. What is the ruling?

A. There is no penalty. A flagstick that is attended, removed, or held up may be
moved by anyone even if doing so could influence the movement of a ball in motion
(Rule 24-1). (Revised)



18-2b/4 Ball Moves After Player Grounds Club But Before Stance Completed

Q. A player’s routine prior to making a stroke is as follows: He first grounds the club
directly behind the ball with his feet together. Then he gradually widens his feet to
shoulder width. At that point, he makes the stroke.

If the ball moves after he grounds the club but before he widens his stance to
shoulder width, does he incur a penalty stroke under Rule 18-2b (Ball Moving After
Address)?

A. No. A player has not addressed the ball until he completes taking his stance, i.e., his
feet are essentially in the position in which he normally places them when making a
stroke.

However, if the ball moved after the club was grounded but before the player had
completed taking his stance, he incurs a penalty stroke under Rule 18-2a for having
caused the ball to move and must replace the ball, unless there is strong evidence
that wind or some other agency caused the ball to move. (Revised)


http://www.usga.org/playing/rules/books/rules/rule18.html#18-2

18-2b/9 Ball Moves After Address and Comes to Rest Out of Bounds; Player Plays Ball

Q. A player’s ball in play is lying on a slope. When he addresses the ball, it moves and
comes to rest out of bounds. He then plays the ball from out of bounds. What is the
ruling?

A. When the player’s ball in play moved after he had addressed it, he was required to
replace the ball, with a penalty stroke, under Rule 18-2b. However, by making a
stroke at the ball lying out of bounds, the player has played a wrong ball (Decision
15/6).

In match play, the player loses the hole (Rule 15-3a).

In stroke play, the player incurs a penalty of two strokes under Rule 15-3b and must
correct the error. He must place a ball on the spot where the original ball lay before it
moved after address, incurring an additional penalty of one stroke as prescribed by
Rule 18-2b, for a total penalty of three strokes. If he does not correct the error, he is
disqualified. (Revised)



19-2/1 Ball Stopped by Player’s Foot Moves When Foot Removed

Q. A player making a stroke on the bank of a bunker hits the ball to the top of the
bank. The ball then rolls down the bank and is accidentally stopped by the player’s
foot. The player removes his foot and the ball rolls into the footprint. What is the
ruling?

A. The player incurs a penalty of one stroke (Rule 19-2) and must replace the ball on
the spot at which it came to rest against his foot. A further penalty under Rule 18-2a
(Ball at Rest Moved by Player) would not be appropriate in the circumstances
provided the player replaces the ball. If the ball is not replaced before the player
makes his next stroke, the failure to replace the ball is considered a separate act (see
Decision 1-4/12) and he loses the hole in match play or incurs an additional penalty of
two strokes in stroke play under Rule 18-2a, for a total penalty of three strokes.
(Revised)



19-2/1.5 Ball Moves Prior to Address and Is Accidentally Stopped by Player’s Club;
Player Removes Club and Ball Moves Away

Q. A player’s ball lies on a steep slope through the green. The player takes his stance
but, fearing the ball might move, does not ground his club and so has not addressed
the ball. The ball rolls backwards and is stopped accidentally by the player’s club.
The player then removes his club and the ball rolls farther down the slope. Is the
player subject to the penalty of one stroke under Rule 19-2?

A. Yes, and the ball must be replaced on the spot at which it was stopped. A further
penalty under Rule 18-2a (Ball at Rest Moved by Player) would not be appropriate in
the circumstances provided the player replaces the ball. If the ball is not replaced
before the player makes his next stroke, the failure to replace the ball is considered a
separate act (see Decision 1-4/12) and he loses the hole in match play or incurs an
additional penalty of two strokes in stroke play under Rule 18-2a, for a total penalty of
three strokes. (Revised)



20-1/0.7 Lifting Ball to Determine Application of Rule

Q. May a player lift his ball to determine whether he is entitled to relief under a Rule
(e.g., to determine whether his ball is in a hole made by a burrowing animal or is
embedded)?

A. In equity (Rule 1-4), if a player has reason to believe he is entitled to relief from a
condition, the player may lift his ball, without penalty, provided he announces his
intention in advance to his opponent in match play or his marker or fellow-competitor
in stroke play, marks the position of the ball before lifting it, does not clean the ball
and gives his opponent or fellow-competitor an opportunity to observe the lifting.

If the ball lies in a position that entitles the player to relief, he may take relief under the
applicable Rule. If the player is entitled to relief and fails to comply with this
procedure, there is no penalty provided he takes relief under the applicable Rule (see
Decision 18-2a/12).

If the ball does not lie in a position from which the player is entitled to relief, or if the
player is entitled to relief but decides not to take it, the ball must be replaced, and
the opponent, marker or fellow-competitor must be given the opportunity to observe
the replacement. If a player who is required to replace the ball fails to do so before
making a stroke, he incurs a penalty of loss of hole in match play or two strokes in
stroke play under Rule 20-3a, but there is no additional penalty for failure to comply
with the procedure for lifting or under Rule 20-1 or 21.

If the player lifts a ball without having reason to believe that it lies in a position from
which he is entitled to relief without penalty or if the ball does not lie in a

position which entitles the player to relief and the player fails to comply with

this procedure, he incurs a penalty of one stroke but there is no additional

penalty under Rule 20-1 or 21. (Revised - Formerly 25/21 and 25-2/7)



20-1/16 Method Used to Mark Position of Ball

Q. The Note to Rule 20-1 provides that “the position of a ball to be lifted should be
marked by placing a ball-marker, a small coin or other similar object immediately
behind the ball.” Is a player penalized if he uses an object that is not similar to a ball-
marker or small coin to mark the position of his ball?

A. No. The provision in the Note to Rule 20-1 is a recommendation of best practice,
but there is no penalty for failing to act in accordance with the Note.

Examples of methods of marking the position of a ball that are not recommended,
but are permissible, are as follows:

¢ placing the toe of a club at the side of, or behind, the ball;

e uUsing a tee;

e Using a loose impediment;

e scratching a line, provided the putting green is not tested (Rule 16-1d) and a line
for putting is not indicated (Rule 8-2b). As this practice may cause damage to
the putting green, it is discouraged.

However, under Rule 20-1 it is necessary to physically mark the position of the ball.
Reference to an existing mark on the ground does not constitute marking the position
of a ball. For example, it is not permissible to mark the position with reference to a
blemish on the putting green.

When moving a ball or ball-marker to the side to prevent it from interfering with
another player’s stance or stroke, the player may measure from the side of the ball or
ball-marker. In order to accurately replace the ball on the spot from which it was
lifted, the steps used to move the ball or ball-marker to the side should be reversed.
(Revised)



20-3b/5 Lie of Ball in Rough Altered by Outside Agency; Original Lie of Ball Not Known
and Spot Where Ball Lay Not Determinable

Q. An outside agency accidentally steps on A’s ball in tall grass through the green
and presses the ball into the ground. The original lie of A’s ball was not known and
has been altered. It is impossible to determine the spot where A’s ball originally lay.
Should A proceed under Rule 20-3b or Rule 20-3c?

A. As A did not know the original lie of the ball, he cannot proceed under Rule 20-3b.
Therefore, Rule 20-3c applies and the player must drop the ball as near as possible to
where it lay but not in a hazard and not on a putting green. (Revised)



20-5/2 Player Proceeding Under Rule 20-5 Drops Ball on Different Part of Course

Q. A player whose ball lies in, and close to the edge of, a bunker hits the ball out of
bounds. When proceeding under Rule 27-1, the player drops a ball within a few
inches of, and not nearer the hole than, the spot where the original ball was last
played, but the ball first strikes a part of the course through the green. What is the
ruling?

A. Under Rule 20-6 the player must correct his error by dropping a ball so that, when
dropped, it first strikes the bunker (Rule 20-5). If he fails to do so and plays the
dropped ball, he has played from a wrong place (Rules 20-7 and 27-1). (Revised)



20-6/3 Ball Mistakenly Substituted When Dropped; Correction of Error

Q. A player’s ball lies on a paved cart path. In taking relief from the obstruction, he
mistakenly drops a ball other than the original ball. He discovers his error before
making his next stroke. How should he proceed?

A. The player is not entitled to substitute a ball when proceeding under Rule 24-2b,
unless the ball is not immediately recoverable. Under Rule 20-6, the player must
correct his error by dropping the original ball in accordance with the Rules. If he fails
to do so and plays the substituted ball, he incurs the general penalty for a breach of
Rule 24-2b - see Rule 15-2. (Revised)


http://www.usga.org/playing/rules/books/rules/rule24.html#24-2

20-7/2 Ball Deemed Unplayable in Water Hazard Is Dropped in Hazard and Played

Q. On the 7t hole a player deems his ball unplayable in a water hazard and, thinking
that Rule 28b or c is applicable, drops the ball in the water hazard and plays it. What
is the ruling?

A. Rule 28 does not apply when the player’s ball lies in a water hazard. As Rule 26-1
was the Rule applicable to the player’s situation, he is considered to have played
from a wrong place under that Rule.

In match play, the player loses the hole (Rule 20-7b).

In stroke play, if a serious breach of the water hazard Rule was not involved, the
player, in addition to incurring the penalty stroke provided for in Rule 26-1, incurs a
two-stroke penalty for playing from a wrong place and must play out the hole with
the ball played from within the water hazard -see first paragraph of Rule 20-7c and
Rule 26-1.

In stroke play, if a serious breach of the water hazard Rule was involved, before
playing from the next teeing ground, the player must either (1) place a ball on the
spot where the original ball originally lay in the water hazard, with a one-stroke
penalty under Rule 18-2a, or (2) play a ball in accordance with Rule 26-1; in either
case the player would add two penalty strokes to the score with that ball (Rule 20-7c).
If the player fails to correct the mistake, he is disqualified - see second and third
paragraphs of Rule 20-7c. (Revised)



20-7c/4 Competitor’'s Ball Played by Fellow-Competitor; Competitor Substitutes
Another Ball at Wrong Place, Plays It and Then Abandons It and Plays Out Original Ball
From Right Place

Q. In stroke play, A, B and C hit their tee shots into the same area. After B and C have
played their second shots, A discovers that the remaining ball is not his and, although
it is clear that either B or C has played his ball, A assumes that his ball has been played
by B. The final paragraph of Rule 15-3b requires A to place a ball on the spot from
which his ball was played. A places another ball on the spot from which B played his
second shot and plays it to the green. There it is discovered that it was C, not B, who
wrongly played A’s ball and that A has therefore played the substituted ball from a
wrong place. A accepts a two-stroke penalty under the applicable Rule (Rules 15-3b
and 20-7c), but he then abandons the substituted ball, thinking he must correct his
error. A picks up his original ball, goes back to the spot where C played his second
shot, plays it from there onto the putting green and takes two putts to hole out. A then
drives from the next tee. What is the ruling, and what did A score on the hole?

A. A’s procedure was correct up to the point he abandoned the substituted ball. It is
a question of fact who actually played A’s ball, and this fact was something that A
could have determined prior to playing the substituted ball. The substituted ball, albeit
played from a wrong place, was now A’s ball in play, and his original ball was out of
play. As A’s breach was not serious, he was not required to correct the error of playing
from a wrong place. Instead of abandoning the substituted ball, A should have
played out the hole with it (Rule 13-1) in accordance with Rule 20-7c, adding to his
score the two-stroke penalty he had correctly accepted under Rule 15-3b.

When A went back and played his original ball from the right place (i.e., from where
C had wrongly played it), he was substituting a ball for his ball in play in breach of
Rule 15-2 as well as playing from the wrong place. Therefore, he incurred an
additional penalty of two strokes (Rules 13-1, 15-2 and 20-7c) for a total of four penalty
strokes. A’s score for the hole was 9. (Revised)



20-7c/6 Ball in Bunker Played by Another Player; Ball Not Replaced by Player

Q. Instroke play, A's ball in a bunker was played by his fellow-competitor, B. B failed
to get the ball out of the bunker and then discovered he had played a wrong ball. A
played his ball from the spot to which B had played it and then learned that he
should have replaced his ball. What is the ruling?

A. Rule 15-3b required A to replace his ball. A played from a wrong place (Rules 15-
3b and 20-7) incurring a penalty of two strokes when he made a stroke with his ball
from the spot to which it had been played by B. Provided A’s breach was not serious,
he must play out the hole with the ball played from the wrong place.

B incurred a two-stroke penalty under Rule 15-3b and must correct his error. (Revised -
Formerly 18-4/1)



22/6 Competitor Requests That Ball in Position to Assist Him Not Be Lifted

Q. In stroke play, B’s ball lies just off the putting green. A’s ball lies near the hole in a
position to serve as a backstop for B’s ball. B requests A not to lift his ball. Is such a
request proper?

A. No. If A and B agree not to lift a ball that might assist B, both players are disqualified
under Rule 22-1. (Revised)



22/7 Ball Assisting Fellow-Competitor on Putting Green; Procedure for Committee
Member If Competitor Does Not Lift Ball

Q. In stroke play, a competitor’s ball is in a position to assist the play of a fellow-
competitor and the competitor is in a position to lift the ball under Rule 22-1 without
delaying the fellow-competitor’s play. However, the competitor does not take any
action to invoke the Rule. Would a Committee member be justified in intervening and
requesting the competitor to invoke the Rule to protect himself and the rest of the
field?

A. Yes. If the competitor were to object, there would be strong evidence of an
agreement not to lift the ball for the purpose of assisting the fellow-competitor in
breach of Rule 22-1. The Committee member would be justified in so advising the
competitors involved and warning that failure to lift the ball would result in
disqualification under Rule 22-1. (Revised)


http://www.usga.org/playing/rules/books/rules/rule22.html#22-1

23/1 When Loose Impediment Transformed into Obstruction

Loose impediments may be transformed into obstructions through processes of
construction or manufacturing. For example, a log (loose impediment) that has been
split and had legs attached has been changed by construction into a bench
(obstruction); or a piece of wood (loose impediment) becomes an obstruction when
manufactured into a charcoal briquette. (Revised)



23/14 Loose Impediments Used to Surface Road

Q. A player hits his ball onto a gravel-covered road. Even though he is entitled to
relief from this obstruction, he prefers to play the ball from the road. May he remove
gravel that might interfere with his stroke?

A. Yes. Gravelis a loose impediment and a player may remove loose impediments
under Rule 23-1. This right is not cancelled by the fact that, when a road is covered
with gravel, it becomes an artificially-surfaced road and thus an immovable
obstruction. The same principle applies to roads or paths constructed with stone,
crushed shell, wood chips or the like. (Revised)



23-1/7 Loose Impediment Affecting Lie Moved When Ball Lifted

Q. Aloose impediment affecting a player’s lie is moved when the player lifts his ball
under a Rule that requires him to replace the ball. In equity (Rule 1-4), should the
player be required to replace the loose impediment?

A. Yes. If he fails to do so when his ball lies through the green, in equity (Rule 1-4), the
player incurs a penalty of one stroke in both match play and stroke play. If he fails to
do so when the ball lies in a hazard and the loose impediment was originally lying in or
touching the same hazard, in equity (Rule 1-4), the player loses the hole in match play
or incurs a penalty of two strokes in stroke play. (Revised)
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23-1/10 Removal of Loose Impediments Affecting Player’s Play

Q A player with a downhill putt picks up loose impediments between his ball and the
hole but leaves some behind the hole. An opponent or fellow-competitor wants to
remove the impediments behind the hole as they may serve as a backstop, but the
player objects. May the opponent or fellow-competitor remove the loose
impediments behind the hole?

A No. When it is the player’s turn to play, his opponent or a fellow-competitor has no
right to remove loose impediments affecting the player’s play if the player requests
the opponent or fellow-competitor not to do so. If the opponent or fellow-competitor
ignores the request, he is in breach of Rule 1-2. In match play, the opponent loses the
hole. In stroke play, the fellow-competitor incurs a penalty of two strokes and, in
equity (Rule 1-4), the player is entitled to replace the loose impediments.

In the absence of a request not to remove loose impediments affecting the player’s
play, an opponent or fellow-competitor who does so incurs no penalty. In equity (Rule
1-4), the player is entitled to replace the loose impediments. (Revised)
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24/16 Opponent or Fellow-Competitor Removes Obstruction Affecting Player’s Play

Q An opponent or a fellow-competitor removes an obstruction that affects the
player’s play. What is the ruling?

A If the obstruction is movable, when it is the player’s turn to play, his opponent or a
fellow-competitor has no right to remove the movable obstruction affecting the
player’s play if the player requests the opponent or fellow-competitor not to do so
(however, for a ball-marker, see Decision 20-1/11). If the opponent or fellow-
competitor ignores the request, he is in breach of Rule 1-2. In match play, the
opponent loses the hole. In stroke play, the fellow-competitor incurs a penalty of two
strokes and, in equity (Rule 1-4), the player is entitled to replace the movable
obstruction.

In the absence of a request not to remove the movable obstruction affecting the
player’s play, an opponent or fellow-competitor who does so incurs no penalty. In
equity (Rule 1-4), the player is entitled to replace the movable obstruction.

If the obstruction is immovable, the opponent loses the hole, or the fellow-competitor
incurs a two-stroke penalty (Rule 1-2). In equity (Rule 1-4), the player is entitled to
replace the immovable obstruction. (Revised)
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24-2b/11 Ball Lying on Elevated Part of Immovable Obstruction

Q. A ball comes to rest on the elevated part of an immovable obstruction, such as the
walkway of a bridge over a deep hollow. What is the ruling?

A. If the player elects to take relief, vertical distance is disregarded. The nearest point
of relief (Point X) is deemed to be at the point on the ground directly beneath where
the ball lies on the obstruction, provided the player would not have interference, as
defined in Rule 24-2a, at this point. The player may proceed under Rule 24-2b by
dropping the ball within one club-length of Point X.

In a situation where there would be interference with some part of the obstruction
(e.g., a supporting column) for a ball positioned at Point X, the ball is deemed to lie at
Point X. The player may proceed under Rule 24-2b by determining the nearest point of
relief for a ball lying at Point X. (Revised)



26-1/21 Example of Serious Breach of Lateral Water Hazard Rule

Q. In stroke play, A and B drive into a lateral water hazard. They determine where
their original balls last crossed the hazard margin and elect to proceed under Rule 26-
1c, taking a penalty of one stroke. A drops a ball slightly closer to the hole than the
spot where his ball last crossed the hazard margin; B drops a ball 50 yards closer to the
hole. A and B make their next strokes. What is the ruling?

A. A incurs an additional penalty of two strokes for a breach of Rule 26-1c and must
play out the hole with the ball dropped in a wrong place and played - see Rule 20-7c.

B is guilty of a serious breach of Rule 26-1c. He incurs an additional penalty of two
strokes and, before playing from the next teeing ground, he must drop another ball in
accordance with any of his options under Rule 26-1 (see Decision 20-6/2) and play out
the hole; otherwise B is disqualified - see Rule 20-7c. (Revised)



27/11 Provisional Ball Not Distinguishable from Original Ball

A player entitled to play a provisional ball from the tee plays it into the same area as
his original ball. The balls have identical markings and the player cannot distinguish
between them. Following are various situations and the solutions, which are based on
equity (Rule 1-4), when the above circumstances exist and one or both of the balls
are found within a search of five minutes:

Situation 1: One ball is found in a water hazard and the other ball is not found.
Solution 1: The ball that was found must be presumed to be the provisional ball.
Situation 2: Both balls are found in a water hazard.

Solution 2: As the player’s original ball is lost in the water hazard due to his inability to
identify it (see analogous Decision 27/10), the player must proceed under Rule 26-1
with respect to the original ball (estimating the spot where the ball last crossed the
margin of the hazard, if necessary — see Decision 26-1/17); his next stroke would be his
third.

Situation 3: One ball is found in bounds and the other ball is lost or is found out of
bounds.

Solution 3: The ball in bounds must be presumed to be the provisional ball.

Situation 4: Both balls are found in bounds, whether in a playable or an unplayable lie,
and (1) one ball is in a water hazard and the other is not or (2) both balls lie through
the green or in a bunker.

Solution 4: One could argue that both balls are lost. However, it would be inequitable
to require the player to return to the tee, playing 5, when the player has found both
balls but does not know which is the original and which the provisional. Accordingly,
the player must select one of the balls, treat it as his provisional ball and abandon the
other. (Revised)
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27-2b/10 Provisional Ball Lifted Subsequently Becomes Ball in Play; Competitor Then
Plays from Wrong Place

Q. With regard to Decision 27-2b/9, what is the ruling if the competitor returns to the
tee with the provisional ball and puts it into play again?

A. When the competitor played again from the tee rather than replacing and playing
the provisional ball from where it was lifted, he put that ball into play under penalty of
stroke-and-distance (see Rule 27-la). However, the penalty of one stroke for the
original lifting of the provisional ball in breach of Rule 18-2a still applies because, at
the moment of lifting the provisional ball, the player had no intention of playing it
again from the teeing ground. Therefore, the competitor would be playing his eighth
stroke from the tee. (Revised)



29/5 Hitting Sand in Bunker with Club After Failing to Extricate Ball; Foursome Match

Q. In a foursome match, A and B are partners. A plays a bunker shot, fails to get the
ball out and takes a swing with his club into the sand. This action does not improve
the position of the ball in the bunker. What is the ruling?

A. In a foursome, the word “player” includes his partner, where the context so admits -
see Definition of “Partner.” In these circumstances, the prohibitions in Rule 13-4 apply
to both the player and his partner. Therefore, Side A-B incur a penalty of loss of hole
for a breach of Rule 13-4 - see Decision 13-4/35. (Revised)



33-1/6 Players in Match Compete Concurrently in Stroke-Play Competition

Q. In ignorance of the Rules, A and B played a match and concurrently competed in
a stroke-play competition. What should the Committee do?

A. Under Rule 33-1, the result of the match is null and void, and A and B are
disqualified in the stroke-play competition.

If the match was to be played on any day in a prescribed period, A and B must
replay the match within the prescribed period. If it was too late for A and B to replay
the match within the period, A and B are disqualified from the match-play
competition, unless one concedes the match to the other. (Revised)



33-5/1 Score Cards in Hole-by-Hole Play-Off

Q. Must competitors involved in a hole-by-hole play-off in stroke play complete score
cards and return them to the Committee?

A. Yes, but only if the Committee has issued a score card for each competitor in
accordance with Rule 33-5. Otherwise, the competitors should not be penalized if
they fail to return score cards. (Revised)
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33-6/4 Players Decide Method of Settling Tie When Committee Fails to Do So

Q. A and B, in a club match-play event in which the Committee had not prescribed
how a halved match would be decided, finished their stipulated round all square. A
suggested that the tie be decided by an 18-hole play-off. B reluctantly agreed. A won
the play-off. B protested to the Committee. He argued that the match should have
been settled by a hole-by-hole play-off, since that is the customary manner of
deciding a tie in club events. What should the Committee do?

A. Since the Committee did not prescribe the method of settling the tie, it was
appropriate for the players to determine the method. Since the players agreed to an
18-hole play-off, the match should stand as played. (Revised)



33-8/27 Local Rule Providing Relief Without Penalty from Bunker Filled with Casual
Water

Q. May a Committee make a Local Rule allowing a player to drop out of any bunker
filed with casual water, without penalty, contrary to Rule 25-1b(ii)?

A. No. The Committee may not make a Local Rule providing generally that flooded
bunkers are ground under repair through the green as such a Local Rule waives a
penalty imposed by the Rules of Golf, contrary to Rule 33-8b.

However, in conditions of extreme wetness, where certain specific bunkers are
completely flooded prior to the competition commencing and there is no reasonable
likelihood of the bunkers drying up during the competition, the Committee may, in
such exceptional circumstances, introduce a Local Rule providing that specific
bunkers, which are known to be flooded prior to the competition commencing, are
deemed to be ground under repair and classified as through the green. Therefore
relief may be taken outside these bunkers without penalty in accordance with Rule
25-1b(i). In a competition played over more than one round, such a Local Rule may
be introduced or rescinded between rounds. (Revised)



34-2/6 Referee Reverses Ruling After Player Subsequently Plays a Ball

Q. In a match, an incident occurs on the putting green of the 17th hole and the
referee rules incorrectly that A loses the hole. A and B walk off the putting green
without disputing the ruling. After the players play from the next tee, the referee learns
of his error, reverses the ruling and rules that B lost the 17th hole. Did the referee act
properly in reversing the ruling?

A. No. If, after a referee has given a ruling, either player makes a stroke on the hole or,
in circumstances where no more strokes are made on the hole, either player makes a
stroke from the next teeing ground, the referee may not reverse his ruling. In the case

of the last hole of the match, see Decision 34-2/5.

If the referee becomes aware of his error prior to a player making a stroke or, in
circumstances where no more strokes are made on the hole, either player making a
stroke from the next teeing ground, in equity (Rule 1-4), the referee must correct the
error. Although Rule 34-2 states that the referee's decision is final, it is final only in the
sense that the player has no right to appeal unless the referee consents. (Revised)



34-3/1 Correction of Incorrect Ruling in Stroke Play

Q. During the first round of a 36-hole stroke-play competition, a competitor plays a
wrong ball from a bunker at the 6t hole and the ball comes to rest on the green. He
then realizes that he has played a wrong ball and corrects his mistake. The
competitor reports the facts to the Committee before returning his card and is
incorrectly advised that he has incurred no penalty since the wrong ball was played
from a hazard.

During the second round the Committee realizes that it made a mistake and
retrospectively adds to the competitor’s first-round score two penalty strokes at the 6"
hole, but does not disqualify the competitor under Rule 6-6d.

The competitor objects on the ground that the Committee reached a decision on the
matter the previous day and that, as Rule 34-3 states that the Committee’s decision is
final, it cannot now impose a penalty.

Was the Committee’s procedure correct?

A. Yes. Under Rule 34-3, a Committee’s decision is final in that the competitor has no
right to appeal. However, Rule 34-3 does not prevent a Committee from correcting
an incorrect ruling and imposing or rescinding a penalty provided that no penalty is
imposed or rescinded after the competition is closed, except in the circumstances set
forth in Rule 34-1b. (Revised)



34-3/3 Player in Match Makes Stroke From Wrong Place Due to Incorrect Ruling;
Procedure for Player When Error is Discovered

Q. In a match, a player obtains a ruling from a member of the Committee and
proceeds on the basis of that ruling, which involves dropping a ball and playing from
a wrong place. The Committee then learns of the incorrect ruling by the Committee
member. Should the Committee require the player to disregard the stroke or strokes
made after the incorrect ruling and proceed correctly?

A. Unless a serious breach is involved or the player has been seriously disadvantaged
due to his playing from a wrong place, the ruling may not be reversed or corrected
once the player has made the stroke from the wrong place.

If a serious breach is involved or the player has been seriously disadvantaged due to
playing from a wrong place, in equity (Rule 1-4), the error must be corrected by the
Committee up to the point where an opponent makes his next stroke on the hole
concerned. If an opponent does not make a stroke on the hole after the ruling was
given, the incorrect ruling may be corrected before either player makes a stroke from
the next teeing ground or, in the case of the last hole of the match, before the result
of the match is officially announced. Therefore, even if, for example, the player has
conceded the opponent's next stroke and the opponent has lifted his ball, the
Committee should direct the player to proceed correctly and the opponent to
replace his ball, without penalty. If it is too late to correct the error, the strokes made
after the incorrect ruling must stand with no penalty. (Revised)



34-3/3.3 Competitor in Stroke Play Makes Stroke From Wrong Place Due to Incorrect
Ruling; Procedure for Competitor When Error is Discovered

Q. In stroke play, a competitor obtains a ruling from a member of the Committee and
proceeds on the basis of that ruling, which involves dropping a ball and playing from
a wrong place. The Committee then learns of the incorrect ruling by the Committee
member. Should the Committee require the competitor to disregard the stroke or
strokes made after the incorrect ruling and proceed correctly?

A. Unless a serious breach is involved or the competitor has been seriously
disadvantaged due to his playing from a wrong place, the strokes made after the
incorrect ruling must stand with no penalty.

If a serious breach is involved or the competitor has been seriously disadvantaged
due to his playing from a wrong place, and the competitor has not played from the
next teeing ground or, in the case of the last hole of the round, has not left the putting
green, in equity (Rule 1-4), the Committee must correct the error. The Committee must
direct the competitor to cancel the stroke made from the wrong place and any
subsequent strokes and proceed correctly. The competitor incurs no penalty for
playing from a wrong place. If it is too late to correct the error, the strokes made after
the incorrect ruling must stand with no penalty. (Revised)



34-3/6 Player Proceeds Under an Inapplicable Rule; Committee's Decision

When a player proceeds under a Rule that does not apply to his situation and then
makes a stroke, the Committee must determine the Rule to apply in order to give a
ruling based on the player’s actions.

For examples of appropriate Committee decisions in such cases, see Decisions 18-
2a/3, 20-7/2, 25-1b/13 and 25-1c/2 and the explanations below:

In Decision 18-2a/3, the player has proceeded under an inapplicable Rule (Rule 24-2).
As Rule 28 (Ball Unplayable) requires the player to have the intention to proceed
under it before lifting the ball, the Committee may not apply Rule 28 to the player’s
actions. As there was no Rule that allowed the player to lift his ball in such a situation,
the Committee determined that Rule 18-2a must apply.

In Decision 20-7/2, the player deemed his ball unplayable in a water hazard, dropped
it according to the procedure of option b or ¢ of Rule 28 and played it from the water
hazard. As Rule 26-1 was the only Rule that allowed the player to lift his ball for relief in
that situation, the Committee determined that Rule 26 applied and ruled accordingly.
As a result, the player was considered to have played from a wrong place (i.e. a
place not permitted by Rule 26-1).

In Decision 25-1b/13, the player’s ball lay in casual water that he mistook for a water
hazard. He dropped and played a ball according to the procedure of option b under
Rule 26-1. As Rule 25-1 was the only Rule that allowed the player to lift his ball for relief
in that situation, the Committee determined that Rule 25 applied and ruled
accordingly. As a result, the player was considered to have played from a wrong
place (i.e., a place not permitted by Rule 25-1) and to have wrongly substituted a ball
in breach of Rule 25-1 (see Rule 15-2).

In Decision 25-1c/2, the player did not know the location of his original ball but
assumed, without knowledge or virtual certainty, that it was in ground under repair. He
dropped and played another ball under Rule 25-1c. As the player did not know the
location of his original ball, in these circumstances, Rule 27-1 was the only Rule that
the player could have proceeded under. Therefore, the Committee determined that
Rule 27-1 applied and ruled accordingly. As a result, the player was considered to
have put a ball into play under penalty of stroke and distance and to have played
from a wrong place (i.e., a place not permitted by Rule 27-1). (Revised)


http://www.usga.org/playing/rules/books/decisions/dec25.html#25-1b/13

