SCCA Chess Disputes Committee

Surbiton v CCF 1 – Surrey Trophy – 17th February 2010
The Chess Disputes Committee met on 1st July 2010 to consider an appeal relating to the above match.
We regret the delay in holding the meeting and in issuing this statement. This was David Sedgwick’s responsibility and he has apologised accordingly. No other member of the Committee was at fault in any way.

The dispute concerned the game on Board 8 between Frank Kane (CCF) and Martin Durrant (Surbiton). During the game there was some confusion about the rules and David Howes, the non-playing captain of the CCF team, intervened on more than one occasion in an effort to sort the problems out. Mr Durrant was unhappy about one such intervention and some argument ensued. A few moves later Mr Durrant made a serious error.

Play ended after 43 moves and in the normal course of events the position then reached would have been sent for adjudication. However, Surbiton contended that the disputed intervention by Mr Howes had been highly irregular and had contributed substantially to the subsequent error by Mr Durrant. On this basis they claimed the game. Graeme Buckley, the Inter Club Tournaments Director, did not uphold the claim and Surbiton appealed.
Both Surbiton and CCF provided written submissions and Mr Howes gave evidence in person.
We considered the matter carefully and we wish to make the following points:

1. The match took place on 17th February. However, it was not until 28th February, eleven days later, that Surbiton gave any indication either to CCF or to Mr. Buckley that they wished to claim the game. Surbiton explained to us that they wished to check the facts of the matter as carefully as possible before taking such a serious step. We nevertheless feel that in such circumstances early notification should be given that action of that nature is being contemplated, even if the club ultimately decide not to pursue the matter. In deciding whether to submit adjudication claims or to continue adjourned games, clubs take the results of other games into account. It is potentially unfair if a claim emerges at a late stage without forewarning. Fortunately no material unfairness occurred in the present instance.
2. We were concerned about the nature and content of some of the submissions which we received. Those making such submissions should bear in mind that Appeal Committees are not in general impressed with material which is hostile in nature and which casts assertions as to the motives of their opponents. Calm and measured submissions which concentrate on the facts are more likely to be sympathetically received.
3. It was apparent from the various submissions that there was some disagreement about exactly what had occurred. This is perfectly normal in such cases.
4. It was suggested to us that, when a player is required to bring his scoresheet up to date following a time scramble, he must do so in his own time. We found no basis for this contention. The Laws require the player to bring his scoresheet up to date before his next move and they give him the right to use his opponent’s scoresheet for the purpose provided that it is the player’s move, not that of the opponent. However, the player is not precluded from bringing his scoresheet up to date in his opponent’s time, provided that he can do so without contravening the above.
5. Where it is necessary for captains to intervene in a game for any reason, it is preferable that the intervention should involve the captain (or a deputy) from each side. When the dispute between Mr Durrant and Mr Howes occurred, it is unfortunate that no Surbiton official was available to assist.
6. Games in the SCCA Inter Club Tournaments take place without the presence of an arbiter and in playing conditions which we would expect to be adequate without necessarily being ideal. Incidents happen from time to time and in the Surrey Trophy in particular we would expect players to have the ability and experience to cope without becoming unduly upset.
In reaching our decision we paid particular heed to the last of these points. Disturbances and infractions do occur and only in the most serious cases would we expect a club to claim a game as a result. We appreciate that Surbiton did not make their claim lightly and that in their opinion the episode in question did fall into that category. However we did not agree with that view.
In his original ruling Mr. Buckley stated that he “did not feel and did not see that any action that David Howes may have taken was serious enough to warrant awarding a win to Surbiton”.

We reached exactly the same conclusion and accordingly we resolved to reject the appeal.        
We recommend to the Board that this statement be published on the SCCA website.
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