SEAA 12 STAGE ROAD RELAY, 21st MARCH 2010

Background.

     Following the SEAA 12 Stage Relays at Milton Keynes on 21st March there were a number of allegations made concerning clubs running undeclared and ineligible athletes. One of the allegations concerning City of Norwich AC (CONAC) subsequently led to the team manager owning up to his indiscretions and CONAC were disqualified by the Race Referee and the Promoter and their placings deleted from the final results. As a consequence CONAC were ineligible for the National Relays at Sutton Park in April 2010. The Club appealed against the decision and referred it to SEAA who subsequently referred it to England Athletics.

The Appeals Panel.

      John Graves asked that an Appeal Panel be formed and this consisted of three experienced Endurance Officials – Nigel Rowe, Mike Moss and Paul Ross. The appeal letter from CONAC asked that the status of the teams from Norwich RR and Thames Valley Harriers be re-visited. All the relevant information was included in the paperwork submitted by SEAA and given to the Panel.

The Findings.

       All three members of the Panel made written submissions and this was reviewed by John Graves on 18th May 2010. Their conclusions are as follows:-

· CONAC – the disqualification from the event is upheld by the Panel as the Team Manager admitted to two accounts of breaking the rules by having two runners who were not entered or declared in the teamsheet. Other than a warning letter to CONAC no further action is necessary.

· Norwich RR fielded a runner at the 12 Stage in March who was ineligible to compete for the club until 1st April 2010. The Southern Eligibility Committee confirmed the position on Paul Highham and the Panel decided that Norwich should also have their placings deleted from the results. The Panel did debate this decision at some length as they wondered whether there was any scope for leniency but given the number of transgressions in the spring relays this year decided a strong message needed to go out to Clubs on the need to abide by the Rules of Competition.

· Thames Valley Harriers – the club fielded an undeclared runner on the 12th leg and the Team Manager subsequently admitted his transgression. The Panel had to accept TVH were guilty of breaking the Rules Of Competition but at the same time recognised that the offence was not as serious as that of CONAC. Again there was a debate as to whether TVH should be disqualified. Given the approach taken with Norwich RR and the need not to be seen to operate double standards the Panel also decided that TVH should be disqualified and since ‘disqualified’ teams are not eligible for the Nationals it was agreed that their standing in the National results would be deleted.

· It was agreed that all clubs be warned as to their need to abide by the Rules of Competition.

· The Panel were concerned that the interpretation of the Rules for Competition was not particularly helpful in this instance. Rule 23(i) allows 14 days from the event to lodge a protest but Rule 215 states protests to be lodged on the day or within 14 days if the results are not published on the day. The panel considered it impossible in the circumstances for The Referee, the Promoter or the competing teams to challenge the results on the day and so decided that the primacy of Rule 23(i) applied but recommended that discussions be held with the UKA Rules Sub Committee to ensure this anomaly is not an issue at subsequent events.
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