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Meeting Title: Mid-Sussex Chess League Annual General Meeting 

Date: Tuesday 21 June 2016 7.45pm 

 
Present: The Args (A): Mike Card 

Brighton & Hove (B): Paul Batchelor, Susan Chadwick, Robert 
Counsell 
Crowborough (C): Don Grant, Jonathan Tuck 
East Grinstead (EG): Bob Dyke, Suzanne Marshall 
Eastbourne (E): John Herbert, Doug Stevenson 
Haywards Heath (HH): Feliks Kwiatkowski, Martin Rayment 
Horsham (H): JuIie Denning, Anthony Higgs, Paul Richardson 
Lewes (L): Matthew Britnell, Barry Maufe 
University of Sussex (S): Sam Duthie 
Uckfield (U): Mark Attree, Brian Stockham 
Worthing (W): Chris Jones 
SCCA: Robert Elliston 
Plus up to 10 others who didn’t sign in. 

 

Item Minutes 

1.  Chairman’s opening remarks and apologies for absence: 

 Doug Stevenson (DS) opened the meeting, noting that it had been a quiet 
year for the committee. 

 Apologies were received on behalf of Ian Comely (H). 
 

2.  Minutes of last year's AGM (previously circulated): 

 Two corrections: 
o Julie Denning (H) said that the 5th bullet of item 5 (page 2) would be 

more accurate if the words ‘is a delegate of the Fixture Secretary 
and’ were removed (Done – MB). 

o Doug Stevenson (E) said that in the 9th bullet of item 12.2 (page 4) 
‘may’ & ‘should’ should be reversed (Done – MB). 

 Following these the minutes were passed as a true record. 
 

3.  Secretary’s report and matters arising: 

 Lewes will host again in 2017. Matthew explained that the site is off Lewes 
District Council’s development radar for the time being. 

 Those present were asked to give their name and club before speaking 
(Note – hardly anyone did this, with the result that many contributions to the 
AGM were not attributed and hence are not recorded in the minutes.) 

 The secretary mentioned that Barry Maufe, the MSCL Webmaster, had 
circulated secretaries regarding apparent inconsistencies in the application 
of penalties under rule 6.2.2. It was suggested that any discussion on this 
matter be left until AOB. 

 

4.  Treasurer’s report and matters arising: 

 DS presented the accounts (see appendix). A deficit of £30 was budgeted 
but in the event the deficit was only £12. There are however some costs to 
follow, eg. a trophy repair. 

 Barry Maufe (L) asked how the web site cost of £29 was arrived at from a 
£100 five-year deal. DS explained there was two parts to it and standard 
accounting apportionments had been followed. The web-name was a two 
year deal whilst the web-hosting was a 5 year deal with 4 1/2 years 
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remaining. This was the main element of "Expenses paid in advance”. 

 The accounts were unanimously approved (see appendix). 

 DS was of the view that the MSCL has too much money and asked whether 
clubs wanted to forego entry fees for the forthcoming season. After 
discussion resolved unanimously to stay as we are (£2 per team in the 
League, £0 in the KO). 

 There followed a lengthy discussion on whether the MSCL should insure 
the League trophies. Some of the trophies date from before WWII and have 
additional bases and plates affixed. While the value of the trophies is not in 
themselves considerable, the cost of replacing them complete with replica 
engraving etc would amount almost certainly to over £1,000 in some cases. 
So far as we are aware, no-one has a complete roll of honour or a list of all 
the engravings and plates on the trophies. It was resolved that the 
Committee should obtain a valuation of the trophies. To assist, the winners 
this year will be asked to photograph the trophies and make a list of all the 
names on them. 
 

5.  Fixtures Secretary’s report: 

 Julie Denning (JD) presented the report (see appendix). 

 The main discussion item arising concerned changes proposed by the ECF 
that could have an impact on the MSCL. 

 Barry Maufe (L) asked about our tacit acceptance of descriptive notation: 
would we have to be stricter in enforcing FIDE laws on this? 

 JD replied that use of descriptive notation should still be permitted, but we 
might need to state something formally in our Rules to make this clear. 

 Sue Chadwick (B) asked about whether our default time control (42 moves 
in 1½ hours etc) would be acceptable? 

 JD replied that our time rules fully comply with ECF requirements for 
standardplay grading. 

 Concerning the proposal that Leagues must have recourse to an arbiter, 
the feeling of the meeting was that this was unnecessary: no disputes have 
not been adequately resolved within the League. JD will feed back this 
feeling to the ECF Director of Home Chess. 
 

6.  Match Recorder’s report and matters arising: 

 The Match Recorder, Don Grant (DG), summarised the season (see MSCL 
website for full results and tables): 

o Division 1 was won by Brighton & Hove 1 
o Division 2 was won by Worthing 2 
o Division 3 was won by Uckfield 1 
o Division 4 was won by Sussex University 1 
o The Knockout Cup final was a repeat of last year’s but this time with 

the result reversed: Haywards Heath needed 2½ but achieved 3 
against Brighton & Hove. 

 Individual tankards: 
o Overall tankard was won jointly by Peter Farr (A) and Will Webster 

(S) both with 8/8 (100%) 
o Division 1 tankard was won by Paul Batchelor (B) with 6/7 (85.7%). 
o Division 2 tankard was won by Peter Farr (A) with 8/8 (100%). 
o Division 3 tankard was won by Gerald Michaud (C) with 5½/6 

(91.7%). 
o Division 4 tankard was won by Will Webster (S) with 8/8 (100%). 

 

7.  County Adjudication Secretary’s report and matters arising: 

 Rob Elliston presented the report: 
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The panel considered four positions this season. There were no appeals. 
 

8.  Presentation of Trophies: 

 Trophies and tankards collected by winning clubs and individuals (or if the 
latter absent, a club representative). 

 Sam Duthie (S) collected the overall tankard and was asked to have it 
engraved with his own and Peter Farr’s names, and present the bill to DS. 

 Jonathan Tuck (C) welcomed the University of Sussex back to the League 
and congratulated them on their success this season. 

 Robert Elliston took the opportunity to present the SCCA County Champion 
trophy to Feliks Kwiatkowski (H), winner for the 7th time. Feliks treated the 
meeting to an impromptu acceptance speech and challenged younger 
players to enter and beat him in next year’s competition. 

 

9.  Election of Officers: 

 There being no challengers for any position the existing committee and 
others were re-elected as follows: 
1. Chairman – Doug Stevenson 
2. Secretary – Matthew Britnell 
3. Fixtures Secretary – Julie Denning 
4. Treasurer – Doug Stevenson 
5. Match Recorder – Don Grant 
6. Webmaster – Barry Maufe (non-committee post) 
7. Auditor – John Herbert (non-committee post) 
 

10.  SCCA matters relating to the League and its clubs: 

 Robert Elliston said there was nothing to report. 
 

11.  Refreshment break 
 

12.  Proposals for rule changes (see appendices for proposals): 
 

1. Eastbourne proposal re Junior Chess 

 Doug Stevenson (E) made the case for the proposal: juniors (or their 
parents) tend not to like playing in away matches due to late finishes with 
school the next day. A large pool of juniors, and adults, is therefore needed 
to sustain a team. By reducing the number of boards a club would be able 
to field a team from a smaller pool of juniors. 

 Martin Rayment (HH) said the proposal should be future-proofed to prevent 
additional divisions from having to play with 4 boards. 

 Brian Stockham (U) was against the proposal: the MSCL is essentially an 
adult league. Much can be done to encourage juniors but the proposal isn’t 
the solution and clubs who can field a full team, whether of adults and or 
juniors shouldn’t have to drop a player due to the special-pleading of one 
club. Julie Denning (H) and Mike Card (A) supported this view. 

 Matthew Britnell (L) said there were many barriers to junior participation of 
which late finishes was the main one but others, particularly the fact that 
games are not guaranteed to finish on the night, is probably another. This 
led to a tangential discussion in which Sam Duthie (S) said that his club 
were not in favour of adjudications and would prefer games to finish on the 
night. MB (L) explained that the AGM had discussed this issue many times, 
albeit not in the last couple of years and not since the University had 
rejoined the League. The Committee could consider a proposal for change 
at next year’s AGM should Sam and his colleagues wish to submit one. 

 Barry Maufe (L) proposed that instead of the Eastbourne proposal, which 
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didn’t seem to be gaining traction, the meeting should introduce a new 
stand-alone league aimed at juniors. MB (L) pointed out (see 2015 AGM 
minutes) that David Fryer (C) had circulated clubs with such proposals last 
season but had not pursued them due to lack of interest. 

 Jonathan Tuck (C) urged that the meeting progress this idea while there is 
some enthusiasm for it and with a view to commencing the new league 
from the start of the forthcoming season. 

 MB (L) volunteered to draw up proposals and circulate among clubs 
initially, then for the Committee to approve. DS commented that if this is the 
mood of the meeting Eastbourne will withdraw their proposal. Resolved for 
MB to proceed as suggested. 

 

13.  Any Other business 

 DS (E) thanked Lewes for their hospitality. 

 Barry Maufe (L) raised the issue of the apparent inconsistent application of 
the rules regarding defaulting teams. 

 DS (E) said that if a club doesn’t complain, the Committee can’t/won’t do 
anything. 

 JD (H) said that if two teams have mutually agreed to rearrange she tends 
not to enquire as to the circumstances. However she acknowledged that it 
had come to light subsequently that there had been an inconsistency this 
season as one club attracted a match point penalty for withdrawing at short 
notice but in an unrelated fixture the away team had simply not turned up 
yet no penalty was applied. In the former case the home team had notified 
the Committee whereas in the latter the Committee were not notified. JD 
apologised to the meeting for this oversight; she had had a lot on with 
chess commitments to the ECF and the SCCU. 

 Anthony Higgs (H) said that the disagreement seemed to be a purely 
Committee issue and that the Committee should resolve it among 
themselves or if it was felt a rule change was necessary, place one on the 
agenda of next year’s AGM. 

 Resolved for the forthcoming season that webmaster Barry Maufe (L) will 
forward DS the results. If any results do not come in within the required 
time DS will enquire of the clubs concerned and the Committee will 
therefore be in a position to consider whether any penalty is applicable. 

 

14.  The meeting concluded at 10.20 pm. 
 

 

 



Appendices 

Page 5 of 7 
 

4. Treasurer’s report and matters arising 
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5. Fixture Secretary’s report 
 

This season saw the same number of teams overall as the previous year; namely, 
36.  However, there were some changes.  Brighton & Hove and Haywards Heath 
each reduced their entries by one team, but these withdrawals were compensated by 
the addition of one team each by Crowborough and Sussex University.  As for the 
previous season, these teams were split with 10 in Division 1, then 9, 8 and 9 in 
Divisions 2, 3 and 4 respectively.  Promotions and relegations were as expected 
save for one exception.  With the agreement of Lewes 1, who had finished next-to-
bottom in Division 1 the previous year, Horsham 3 declined promotion from Division 2 
in accordance with Rule 1.3. 
 
Although a number of fixtures were rearranged for various reasons, all matches were 
duly completed. 
 
 
Additional Points as Delegate to SCCU and ECF Council 
 
In my latest report on meetings of the SCCU Executive Committee and the ECF 
Council, which has been published on the League’s website, I asked that clubs 
consider inviting me to their next AGM.  This is for a couple of reasons.  Firstly, as 
the County delegate to the SCCU I am aware that we have a poor reputation at the 
moment due to the large number of defaults by Sussex teams during this season.  
I’m concerned that this might lead to reduced entries in coming seasons, with Sussex 
becoming less significant in county chess.  I’d like to try to persuade more players to 
support the County competitions.  Secondly, it would provide a direct opportunity for 
your members to raise matters with me concerning either the Union or the 
Federation.  Please do take me up on this request. 
 
There are various changes being proposed by the ECF that are likely to have an 
impact on us.  In each case the proposed sanction for non-compliance is exclusion 
from grading.  The first case concerns deviations from the FIDE laws of chess; for 
example, on possession of mobile ‘phones in the playing area.  I don’t believe we 
should have a problem here, but it will probably be necessary for us to lodge details 
of any relevant local Rules that we have agreed.  I will keep an eye on this to try to 
avoid any problem.  The second case concerns the use of arbiters.  The ECF 
Director of Home Chess is proposing rationalising the training and qualifications of 
arbiters between ECF and FIDE systems, but is also proposing that from the 2021 / 
22 season Leagues must have recourse to an Arbiter, rated at least Level 2 in the 
ECF system, for resolving disputes.  There’s no suggestion of an arbiter having to be 
present during matches, but there needs to be one with whom the League has an 
agreement to refer disputes.  Whilst this might be any suitable arbiter, I’m only aware 
of one Sussex based arbiter who is sufficiently qualified at present.  This is Mike 
Forster of Horsham.  Details of these ECF proposals have been posted on their 
website. 
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12. Rule change proposals 
 

1. Junior Chess Eastbourne Chess Club 

 
Most juniors can only do home matches because of school attendance the following day. 
Arriving home from an away match circa 11.30pm is not reasonable. Thus for juniors to be 
included in a team requires an adult to cover them at away fixtures. This can be difficult for 
some clubs. Hence this proposal - it may also be useful for clubs that do not have enough 
weaker players for a team but wish to give them competition experience. 
 
 

Current Rule 

5.1 Team size 

Five-board matches shall be played in all divisions. 

 

New Rule 

5.1 Team size 

Five-board matches shall be played in divisions 1 to 3 and four-board matches in lower 
divisions. 

 

 

If this proposal is passed some other rules will require consequential adjustment. 
 

 


