Proposal to amend a rule-     CCA rule 8.6 
Proposed by Ernie Lazenby match organiser 2009-2010
To add a sub paragraph- 

8.6(b) if the clocks are not set up by the agreed start time the visiting captain can, if he so wishes requires having the time on the home team’s clocks reduced by the amount of time that has elapsed from the official start time or the mutually agreed start time.

Note; this proposal is in response to complaints about matches not being started at the official or mutually agreed start times. In particular a number of matches have not got under way until after 7.30pm. 

I propose that Rule 7.1.1 be amended to read 6 players instead of 5.
(Increases the number of players in an A division team)
William Metcalfe
I have some proposals for the AGM
1. If a KO cup game is drawn instead of board count all players play a 5 min each blitz to decide the winner of the tie.

2. Now that there is no entry Fee for the KO cup I propose we do away with the plate competition, the Jeremy Burnett trophy could then go to either the league runner up or KO cup runner up.
Peter Ridsdale –Steve Henderson – Ernie Lazenby

3.  Ref Rule 8.8 & 8.8.1
we do away with the first time control and we set the clocks at 90 mins each that is the full time each to finish the game.

4. The interest from the ivory chess set is used to reduce the Cleveland registration Fees that way every player benefits.

Ray Pallister

I wish to propose the following changes to the knockout cup

rule 18.1    change to '' the first named team in the draw shall be considered to be the home team and will play black on odd boards.

rule 19    delete all sections and replace with. ''in the event of a tie, the match shall be decided by board count.

Sec’s Note
Ray proposes the following method for board count

5PTS    BOARD 1

4PTS    BOARD2

3PTS    BOARD 3

2PTS    BOARD4

1PT      BOARD5

Chris Carabine

I propose that we get rid of the nominators list it has been a bit strange this year having a

board 1 a div player playing board 1 in the  c- div because he not on nominated list. I suggest we play in grading order but still have the 10 points difference  
Brian Ellis

7.4.4     A player who does not have an official grade will be assigned an estimated grade by the CCA grader.  This estimate will be based on the opinion of the player's club and any previously published grade.  The estimated grade will be revised after 10 (gradable) matches.  Such an estimated grade will also be the basis for team player nomination.

It is evident this year that the current rules regarding grading and nominated players need revising.  I'm sure this proposal is one of many.

8.9.1    In the event of an absent player a team may elect to default the board normally assigned to that player or default the bottom board to allow a lower graded substitute player to represent the team.

I am informed that proposal for 8.9.1 has previously been discussed.  I feel that this change will negate the surreptitious use of the existing loophole and make home teams more likely to contact their opponents regarding absentee players prior to the match. It also limits the damage to the home team, the potential advantage to the opposing team and disadvantage to other teams in the league.

Nathan Huntley
Currently the rules for nominated players are vague in the case where you have two teams in the same division. Suppose Team A is in A division, Team B and Team C are in B division, Team D is in C division. Then, clearly, a player nominated for Team B cannot play for Team D (rule 7.4.6). He may clearly play for Team B. He may play for Team A (rule 7.4.7). If he has not played any games for Team B, can he play for Team C (and then never play for Team B at all)? I can't see a rule that says he can't be nominated for Team B yet play all his matches for Team C. However, the way things are worded (players are nominated for teams rather than divisions) suggests that this behaviour is not intended.

I want to propose that instead of nominating players for teams, we effectively nominate them for divisions. The reasoning is as follows: if players are nominated for teams rather than divisions, and there are two teams in the A division, then according to the current rules it is impossible for a club to nominate its strongest five players for its "A" team. The point of the nominated players list is surely to prevent stronger players playing in lower divisions. It surely is not aimed at preventing a club from playing its strongest five players for its "A" team!

Fixing this in a proper way would require rather more little changes to section 7 than I have time to come up with. However, we can fix this by the proposal to, first, change the number of the current article 7.4.11 to 7.4.12, and add an article:

7.4.11 Subject to article 7.4.9, a player may play for any team entered by his Club in the same Division as the team he is nominated for.

This would work exactly like I want, but I accept it is a bit strange to nominated players for teams and then never play for that team. But I don't have time to do better right now.

If this proposal is rejected, then presumably people like the idea that a team can't play its best players for its strongest team, and so we need to make it clear in the rules that this is forbidden.

Therefore my second proposal would be, if the first is rejected, to change current article 7.4.11 to 7.4.12, and then add the article

7.4.11 A player who is nominated for a team in a particular Division may not play for any other team entered by his Club in that Division.

So these proposals are basically to clarify what happens when a club has two teams in the same division. As things stand, one of these clarifications seems necessary.

Steve Henderson

Constitution – word change
7.7 The Grader Shall

f. evaluate available evidence and estimate a grade for any ungraded Member  playing under the Rules and review the validity of any such estimated grade  from time to time in his absolute discretion: and

Propose the following change of wording

f. evaluate available evidence and estimate a grade for any ungraded Member  playing under the Rules and review the validity of any such estimated grade once per season; and

Rules

Note – The Grader deducts grading points for players that have been out of the game for some years, I can find no reference to this in CCA Rules or Constitution.
Rule
7.4.4 - If a player no longer holds an official grade then his last published grade, if it can be ascertained, shall be his estimated grade and he shall be nominated.

I propose the following word change

7.4.4 - If a player no longer holds an official grade then his last published grade, if it can be ascertained, shall be his Official grade and he shall be nominated.

7.4.5 - A player without an official grade may not be nominated
Proposal from Ernie Lazenby  Individual Championship Organiser

Cleveland Individual Championship prizes

Open section.  Trophy and a medal to the winner plus a cash prize of £50

Minor section. Trophy and a medal to the winner plus a cash prize of £50
Two grading prizes totalling £50. Grading bands to be determined by the individual championship organiser relative to the format of the championship as decided by the organiser. If accepted these proposals be adopted as part of the CCA Individual championship rules until such times as they are changed.

Note:  This proposal is to reward members of the association playing as individuals rather than as team/club members and thus is ploughing back some of the CCA funds directly back to the membership who support CCA activities. The CCA already owns the two trophies.

Proposals from Ernie Lazenby CCA President

I propose that the entry fee ( £200 ) to the 2010 British Chess Championship be paid in full or part for the person winning the 2009-10 Cleveland Individual Major Championship. Funds to be made available from the interest accrued following the sale of the Ivory Chess set. If the winner declines the place at the Championship the offer to be made to the next highest placed suitably qualified individual who would like to enter.

I propose funds be made available to the organiser of the inaugural 2010 Middlesbrough Chess Congress. These funds to be made available from the interest accrued following the sale of the ivory chess set. The caveat to this proposal is that any such funds be used solely for the purpose of rewarding CCA registered competitors in the congress thereby allowing CCA members to benefit from the sale of the asset. The members too decide how much is allocated if the proposal is accepted.

'The CCA were recently donated a collection of books by the family of the late Harry cable. The books have been disposed off to a dealer and raised £145.

I propose that the CCA organise a quick play tournament to be called the Harry Cable memorial and cash prizes to be awarded with a small trophy for the winner to keep. A one off event'

Ernie Lazenby - I nominate:
Treasurer:     Peter Ridsdale

Secretary:     Phillip Micheson
Chair/CEO:    Steve Henderson

S Henderson Nominates 
Ernie Lazenby President
Peter Ridsdale Treasurer

Phillip Mitcheson Secretary

