
Proposal to refine the Constitution in relation to the Para 28.3 
restrictions placed on Guest visits.

Detailed proposal

Para 28.3 currently states: "No member shall at any time entertain more 
than two playing guests on the premises and the same person may not 
be introduced as a playing guest on more than six occasions in any 
calendar year."

The proposal is to add one further sentence to this, namely:

 "However, where guests from other clubs attend Victoria Park Club as 
part of a reciprocal agreement or initiative with Victoria Park Club, these 
restrictions will not apply”.     

Background and reason for making the proposal

Rule 28.3 is presumably there to make sure that outsiders don't enjoy 
full (or partial) benefits of membership without paying their dues.   This 
makes eminently good sense as it stands.    However, it doesn't make 
sense to be forced to stick to six-visit limits in cases where Victoria Park 
has a formal agreement with another club.

The Bridge Section has recently made formal arrangements with the 
Exeter Bridge Club (EBC) to pool our resources and run a joint 
Wednesday afternoon Bridge session.  Both clubs have in the past tried 
to launch or run such afternoon sessions separately and in each case 
have found that not enough members were interested to make the 
sessions viable.   However, by combining our efforts we thought we 
could make it work and from Jan 8 2020 we have been running 



successful joint sessions of this kind.   All EBC members pay VP Guest 
fees to participate in these sessions.  Combined attendance has proved 
to be very encouraging though with neither club providing viable 
numbers in their own right.  In short, the continuing success of this 
initiative depends very much on it being a collaborative activity between 
the two clubs.   On the current Para 28.3 wording we would have to 
start to turn EBC members away after their sixth visit.    It seems more 
than perverse to be forced to do this in the case of an activity that has 
specifically been set up by the (sub)Committee for the benefit of our 
members.   So, the purpose of the added sentence is to exclude such 
Club-introduced events from the normal guest restrictions.

As an additional note, it is unlikely that the proposed exclusion would 
pose any substantive risks for the Club.   The "formally agreed 
arrangement" would be ratified by the Committee and this would not 
leave the Club open to exploitation by a 'freeloading' guest.   On a 7th 
visit a potential Guest could be asked to point to the 'formal 
arrangement' sanctioning further visits and in most situations would not 
be in a position to do so.

I hope members feel that this is a sensible change to make and are 
prepared to support it by the required two-thirds majority at the AGM.

Don Mitchell, as Chair of Bridge Section


