Surrey County Chess Association


SCCA AGM 2013 – Report by Chair of Chess Disputes Committee
There was one appeal that required the Chess Disputes Committee (CDC) to convene during the 2012-13 season.
The result of the appeal was a unanimous decision to dismiss the appeal and uphold the Controller’s decision. The appellant club’s deposit was returned by a narrow 3-2 majority in favour.

The “cost” to SCCA of the appeal was £36 for room hire and approximately 70 hours of time spent by the five members of the CDC (this is probably an underestimate in respect of the time). Obviously there must also have been considerable time spent by each club on the matter.
It is, of course, very important that there is an appeals process to allow clubs to have the ability to have a Controller’s decision independently reviewed and so one has to regard these CDC “costs” as the costs of doing business for the SCCA. Having said that I feel there were some important general issues from this dispute that deserve airing. I would appreciate it if the SCCA clubs would share these comments amongst their members and especially their captains:-
It is very important that captains and clubs make early efforts to try to resolve a dispute. Specifically, during a match, if a serious issue occurs during a game that cannot be resolved by the players alone then the captains should exercise their joint arbitral responsibilities, or delegate them if appropriate, to intervene and resolve the issue in as expedient a manner as possible.  It is also much better to agree facts and to make clear what each club’s claim is on the night rather than saying “we’ll sort it out later”. 
To the extent that a dispute persists beyond a match night and requires the Controller to make a ruling then the clubs should ensure that they provide all the facts (from their perspective), statements and citations of the laws of chess or SCCA Bye-laws as appropriate in order for the Controller to make the best informed decision possible. In principle, if the Controller’s decision is then appealed, it would not be expected that new information or claims be brought to the CDC that were not provided to the Controller. 
Aside from these general points there were a couple of specific interpretations of chess law that the CDC made in the appeal that now form part of our “case law” and these are worth sharing too:-

1. It is reasonable for a player to incur a two minute penalty for not keeping score over a protracted number of moves if he or she has more than 5 minutes left on his clock. 
2. It is reasonable that the reconstruction of a game take place on a separate board in order to preserve the integrity of the current position. It is also reasonable that a player guilty of not keeping score per FIDE law 8.1 should update his or her score-sheet while his or her clock remains running during the game reconstruction (provided he or she has greater than 5 minutes remaining). These circumstances are different than those dealt with by FIDE law 8.5, which deals with reconstruction post the time control being reached. 
I would like to thank the volunteers who manned the CDC panel (Susan Lalic, David Sedgwick, Geoffrey Marchant and Richard Thrursby) for the appeal for their very helpful support and advice which I greatly appreciated.
Participation in the CDC can be interesting, rewarding and serves the greater SCCA chess community.  I appeal to anyone who feels that they might be able to serve in the capacity of a panel member to contact me so that we may expand the pool of talent available to the CDC.
Paul Shepherd – Chair SCCA Chess Disputes Committee 

29 May 2013
Surrey County Chess Association
A company limited by guarantee not having a share capital
Company registration number 5602632
Registered Office 38 Glebe Road, Ashtead, Surrey KT21 2NT


