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EDITORIAL

In early June I took a decision not to issue ARBITING MATTERS 6 until November. This was because of a shortage of material. Are you still there Arbiters? What about supplying an article, anecdote, position? This is meant to be your Newsletter not mine.

Then the article by David Wallace dropped onto my doormat and I was into action and maintaining the regular schedule (every four months since November 1993). But for David's timely piece I would have been riding off into the sunset at the next AGM.

The last issue carried a plea for a new Secretary. Any offers please? You are unlikely to be trampled underfoot in the stampede!

Next an apology. On the pairing cards for the Norwich Pairings exercise, the rating for player 40 (MacDonaJd-Ross) should have been 2194. If You had spotted his PIN and the order he was in the pairings for Round 6 you would have been alerted before it became more significant in Round 7.

A separate correction will be issued to explain the pairings on the 3.5 point group in Round 10. If you were puzzled by the text as printed, don't be alarmed. It was wrong. Thanks to John Turnock for being the first to query it.

Now to the forthcoming AGM. Details are enclosed. Our Chairman requests me to give notice of the following additions to the Agenda.

7b BCF Arbiters

Procedure for recommendation of new recipients of this title and review of inactive arbiters.

7c FIDE Titles

Procedure for nomination of FIDE Arbiters and of candidates for the new title of International Organiser.

If you will not be able to attend the AGM but have views on any matter on the Agenda, do please communicate your views to either the Secretary or the Chairman.
And let me have those contributions for Arbiting Matters 7 !

TOBACCO
by Steve Boniface

Secretary of the Chess Arbiters' Association

Surprisingly this article is nothing to do with the emotive subject of smoking, but is a guide to assist you if you have players missing at the start of a congress. Where arc they? What should you do '? This mnemonic will give you some ideas.

T is for TRAFFIC. Check the" road conditions between the absentee's home and the event.  If in doubt, TELEPHONE his home. More generally, see what the weather conditions are like' on the border if you are expecting Scottish competitors. (Reword this if you are in Wales or Scotland).

0 is for the ORGANISERS. Ask all those concerned with the congress if a message has been left with them. Wives or husbands may have forgotten to pass on a withdrawal notification. This also includes the playing hall staff who may have been contacted.

B stands for BYES. Did the player request a first-round bye either on the entry form or by letter or telephone at a later stage '? It may not have found its way on to the pairing card or information sheet.

A is for ARBITERS. Are there any other controllers playing in your event '? They may know the ABSENTEES and give free ADVICE as to their whereabouts or if their tardiness is legendary.

C is for CLUBS. See if you have any other players from the absentee's club. Check with them as they might know something. It is possible they were even expected to share a lift.

C is also for CARS. If there is no one else from the missing players' clubs, but several of the absentees are from the same club, there's a high probability that they are travelling in the same car. At least then you have only one problem.

0 stands for OLD players. Being realistic, older players may be more susceptible to illness at short notice, or may even have passed on. Discreet enquiries may shed some light on whether they have been seen recently.

Having applied TOBACCO successfully, you may now go al1ead and re-pair the missing players' opponents, bearing in mind that the four in a car from Wales (or where-ever) may not be desperately enthusiastic about playing each other when they arrive with only one minute to go.

In a future article I shall explain another keyword which is useful for dealing with awkward players - THROTTLE.

Annotation: An attempt to prove you knew what you were doing all the time
LEEDS

The only incident of any note at the British Speed Championships at Leeds last November happened about five minutes from the end of the last round. I was called to a game in the Major section. The position was roughly as shown in the diagram.
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A first sight of the board caused me to think, "Oh dear, another of those!" I saw that White, the draw claimant, had only about a minute to his opponent's four. I mentally noted that he had left his claim a bit late, but it transpired the position had only just simplified to the extent that a draw claim was a possibility.

I instructed them to play on whilst I watched. When Black played h4 White took the opportunity to start checking. He moved quickly and the Black King was checked continuously as it went down the f and g files and then along White's back rank. There were a few single repetitions.

Three times White carefully avoided giving checks which would have enabled Black to interpose his Queen and at the same time give check, causing queens to be exchanged.  After 15-20 moves the Black King was around b2.  The checks only came to an end when White’s flag fell.  “You’ve lost,” said Black.  “But you can’t make any progress whilst I’m checking you,” replied White.  “Your flag’s gone. You’ve lost,” Black insisted.
I asked Black how he was going to avois the checks.  “I don’t need to.  He’s lost on time.”  I told Black I did have the power to award a draw even after a flag had fallen and asked if he was familiar with the Rapidplay Rules.  “Yes.  He had 30 minutes for the whole game and his flag has fallen.  He has lost.”  I again asked how he was going to avoid the checks.  Eventually he said he didn’t know, whereupon I awarded White the draw.
Black departed muttering frightening oaths and went into a huddle with friends, who included an English IM.  About fifteen minutes later he returned and stated that IM X said it was a win because if he went there and his opponent went there and White went somewhere else, about six moves later White did not have a check.  I reminded him it was not meant to be an adjudication and that the draw would stand.

RUGBY UNION WORLD CUP
England v Australia

“ … but it was a gripping struggle of stomach-churning excitement, a form of muscular chess in which the result might have gone either way …”              Daily Telegraph

Has anyone read of a chess game being compared with a rugby match?

OH TO BE IN MOSCOW NOW THE OLYMPIAD'S HERE

by David Wallace, International Chess Arbiter

It must be remembered that the Moscow Olympiad was put on at a few weeks' notice, so that the organisers had too little time to cope_ with the pre-play arrangements. Added to their difficulties was the appearance of a record number of team, over 200 for the first time. They even ran out of chairs and had to use some plastic patio chairs which were_ unpopular with players and arbiters. They also had too little time and/or money to provide_ enough English​ speaking interpreters to help with the administration., English being the official FIDE language. This was the fourth consecutive Olympiad at which I have officiated, and it was the first time that I did not receive a full set of bulletins.

Digital clocks were_ used. and to eliminate midnight analysis there were two time controls, 40 in 2, 20 in 1, plus 30 minutes to finish. This meant that there were no adjournments, but that each session of play could last seven hours. On several rounds I found that I was the only arbiter in my area to have games going on till nearly ten o'clock.

The clocks caused few problems, being programmed for the whole session without any adjustment.
You just checked that they were set to the right program and started them going. Changing the time, as for example by penalising one player five minutes, is time-consuming. You have to go back to zero and change all the programmed settings to reach the revised time. If you make a mistake you have to go back to "GO" (no £200, not even 200 roubles) and pray that your hand does not slip again. Players found that Black had difficulty seeing the last figure of each display unless the clocks were a few inches away from the board.

About five minutes before the fourth round started the Chief Arbiter called to tell me that board two of the White team was seeing the doctor and that I should not start the clock on that board. I asked for a quick decision on whether or not the doctor said that she could play. I also asked for guidance on whether the FIDE Olympiad Rules said anything about defaulting or substituting players, and whether, in particular, teams could default on board two and play on board 3. My copy of the FIDE Handbook was in my room on the 7th floor of the hotel, and I could not remember if the Olympiad Rules mentioned the subject. There is an obvious advantage to be gained in defaulting a board where the player is likely to lose, and playing on a lower board in the hope of winning.

Once I knew a team which nearly always defaulted on board one by listing a strong player who was unlikely to turn up. It avoided their number two always playing against a number one of the opposing team. After all, 3-1 is a winning  score. The Chief Arbiter, now joined by his deputy, did not know the answer, and they went to seek a copy of the FIDE Handbook. By this time the round had started, so I started the clock on board one, and in case the White's board three had to play on board two, told the players on board three not to start until I returned.
In the hope of getting a quick answer I went towards the Chief Arbiter's office. While on the way, two of the White team hurried up to me, one of whom said that she was the
White's board two.
I congratulated her on her recovery, whereupon she said that it had been their board three who had been sick. So now the number two was there to play instead of the number three, who had been named on the playing list.

Since there was still a problem to sort out, I told them to wait there at the doorway while I tried to establish what rule to apply. Eventually the Chief Arbiter said that there was nothing in the Olympiad Rules about defaults. Armed with this ruling I returned to the doorway where I had left the two players of the White team only to discover that they had gone. When I reached the playing area I found that another arbiter had come up to them, said that the doctor had sent a note confirming that the player was too sick to play, and told them that they should now start playing to avoid any more loss of time.

At least now, after more than 30 minutes wasted, the three games were all in progress, but there was still a problem. The opposing captain asserted to the Chief Arbiter and myself that the three players were not the ones declared in the captain's list as forming the team to play that day. In this he was quite correct. It was agreed that board two should be defaulted by the White team. After this, by checking with the official list of team members I discovered that the player on board two, who had been defaulted was listed as team member 4, so the team numbers of the Whites were I, 4 and 3, instead of the original 1 :2 and 3. I decided to leave well alone. The two who were playing at least had the right opponents and the other board was a default.

By the end of the session, after Board 1 was a win for White, Board 2 a default point for Black and Board 3 a draw, I felt that I had earned the spare time when all the matches for which I was responsible finished by 1845 instead of at least 2230 when some could still have been playing.

Even that was not the end of it. About two rounds later I noticed that the same team was again playing in the wrong order. I tackled them about it, showing them the official team list which had been obtained by me ( it was never actually issued to arbiters) listing the names of players in board order. This order could not be changed. The same player looked at it and said that it had been wrongly copied and was not the same as the original list supplied by the Team Captain. So I had to find the file in the Chief Arbiter's Office and check the written list against the typed one which was used for checking. The typed list put the players in alphabetical order, not playing order, and was therefore wrong. The original list was right and the team was quite innocent of any attempt to play out of order.

Because there was, for many arbiters, no way of checking the correctness of the board order, there may have been other cases of miscopied lists. In previous Olympiads there had always been a copy available]e for each playing area, accurate and up-dated for late arrivals.

There are many lessons to be learned from this sorry story, but I have no wish to insult my colleagues by pointing them all out. "You pays your money and you takes your choice," That dates me, doesn't it ?!

Recently John Richards of Bristol] gave me a copy of his excellent "Bristol Chess Times". I was taken by Steve Boniface's account of the Gwbert-on-Sea Congress which he clearly enjoyed. I was especially amused by his description of the hotel. "The spacious Cliff Hotel offers excellent accommodation with heavy meals three times a day included in the modest tariff. Unfortunately the hill-farming mentality prevailed and we tended to be herded like sheep into the restaurant at set times with a Welsh Basil Fawlty in charge."

SCRABBLE MADNESS
A former Scrabble champion who claimed he was robbed of victory by tournament officials because they gave him insufficient time to go to the lavatory won £90 damages yesterday.

As Michael Goldman, 62, left Central London County Court he said he was "very relieved" to have won his battle with senior members of the Association of Premier Scrabble Players. But it was a pyrrhic victory. The damages fell far short of the £5,000 he had sought and, having established in law that players must be allowed to answer the call of nature, he has been cast from the ranks of ordinary Scrabble folk. He has been banned from Association tournaments. Only three Association officials were sued, but its 480 members are likely to be asked to help pay the respondents' £15,000 costs.

The judge said that although the Association was a "small amateur voluntary organisation", competitors at its tournaments "should have been granted a reasonable break to relieve themselves". He told both sides it was "lamentable" that the argument had progressed so far.

IS THERE A LESSON HERE FOR THE CHESS FRATERNITY?  We do occasionally see unscheduled delays in a tennis or snooker match., but I haven't yet seen it happen in boxing and they don't stop the Tour de France for someone to take a "time out". What about poker Stewart? How far are we covered by the statement, "the decision of the organisers is final"? Probably not very much.

MINE'S A PINT

The news item about the Scrabble player reminded me of an experience of mine way back in 1977, It occurred during a club match in my local league,

As the evening progressed, my opponent established a blockade of empty pint glasses on each side of the board To a non beer drinker the sight and stink of these objects was quite revolting,

Not surprisingly he eventually said he needed to visit the Gents, which was down the stairs and some way from the room where we were playing. He asked if I would stop the clock after I had made my move, In my own games I have always; tried not to be too much of a stickler for the absolute letter of the law, so I nodded my agreement although I was not too happy about it. After all I was having to put up with his smelly beer glasses, I thought he didn't need any further favours.  However he returned before I had made my move.
Soon after this I nodded again and soon obtained a significantly inferior position.  My opponent continued to consume his drink, but now his time as well.  
He had ten moves to make and only a few minutes remained on his clock.  Again he felt the need for that trip downstairs.  He repeated his request that I stop the clock when I had made my move.  This time I was less agreeable and indicated that, with the time control so close, I could not do this.  I was not short of time and looked long and hard to find a saving move.  My opponent, standing on the other side of the board and hopping from one leg to the other, could stand it no longer.
“Will you take a draw?” he gasped.

Now I could have considered his offer for fully ten minutes, but generously shook the proffered hand and my opponent fled.
WHAT IS YOUR VERDICT
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This was the position at adjournment in a league match. At resumption Black's sealed move was revealed as 36...R-Q7.  White said this was illegal and claimed the game.  Black countered by saying that he always wrote his moves from the White side of the board.   A study of his scoresheet revealed that he had consistently done this, his personal system of notation being a mixture of descriptive and algebraic. The piece moved was always given (even Pawns), the file was given in descriptive (RNBQK rather than a b c d) but the rank was always counted from White’s side as in algebraic.
White countered by saying that algebraic notation should be used and that since Black's scoresheet had not gone into the envelope
(the sealed move was written on a separate slip of paper) it should not be used in evidence.
The scoresheet showed Black’s last moves to have been written as 32.R-Q7  33.R-K7 (ambiguous) 34.R-Q7 35.R-K7.

What is your verdict?

SUMMARY OF THE 1994 AGM

The meeting was held during the British Championship at Norwich. 13 members and 2 associates attended.
Previous

minutes were presented and approved.

Among matters arising were :​

· The question of identifying and dealing with troublemakers.

· Liaison with graders over players who might "throw" g;unes.

· Comments regarding the new set of Swiss Pairing Rules
· The feasibility of the CAA producing an annotated set of Laws.

The existing Officers presented their reports for the twelve months.
The Chairman reported increased CAA activity in the year.  The Secretary gave an account of the Arbiter Training that had taken place and of the formation of a regional scheme.  The Treasurer presented a financial statement.  The current balance was just over £400 and subscriptions would be collected in the coming year.

All existing officers were re-elected except that Neil Graham stood down as a committee member, to be replaced by John Robinson.

A list of current CAA members would be published.

The proposed regional training scheme was explained in detail. Some features of the plan include guidelines for qualifications over and above the actual exam, funding for the trainers and candidates, and liaison with the Unions over recommendations.

During the year there had been contact with the New Zealand Chess Federation and this led to ideas of other contacts.

There was discussion over the appointment of Senior Arbiters.  The system is to be reviewed.

It was felt that while there were some problems with holding the AGM during the British Championships, overall it was best.
The meeting ended with a broad discussion on the new Swiss Rules.  There were mixed opinions, though the consensus was that there should be an extension of the trial period.

The full minutes of the meeting are available on request from the Secretary and copies will be available at the AGM

Overheard at an Olympiad some years ago.  It coincided with the American Presidential election:-

American : “Carter’s won!”

Onlooker : “What board is he on?”
