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Intervention 

Several months ago I received the following letter, and the writer requested an official reply from FIDE. The 
Presidential Board agreed that it should be discussed in the Rules and Tournament Regulations Committee, 
and you will find the result of this discussion below.

Question Dear Mr. Geurt Gijssen, after reading the Chess Organisers Handbook, especially Article 14.1: 
“Member federations may ask FIDE to give an official decision about problems relating to the Laws of 
Chess,” I need to ask you about the following problem.

During a game, the player with black moved his knight, pressed the clock, recorded the move, stood up, left 
the board and went to the bathroom. While he was absent the opponent captured a pawn on c4 with his queen; 
he completed the move by pressing the clock and recorded the move. I was sitting in front of the table, at three 
meters distance. I was the Tournament Director and I was watching the different games. The Arbiter was 
talking with other players in the smoking area, so he did not see what happened. Suddenly, the opponent 
changed his move. He reinstated the position before Qxc4 and restarted his clock. Two minutes later, when he 
heard something at the door, he quickly moved his rook to a1 and changed the move on his scoresheet. Two 
minutes later, the player returned to the table and the game continued. I contacted the Arbiter and informed 
him about what happened. When we investigated the position, we discovered that the queen move would lose 
immediately, and that White’s thirty-first move was corrected on the scoresheet. The game continued and 
about 90 minutes later the players agreed to a draw.

My question is, whether I, as Director, should or could intervene in this game. How should I act in situation? 
Best regards, Hernán Cereijo (Argentina)

Answer It was agreed by the Rules and Tournament Regulations Committee that the Chief Organizer has no 
right to interfere in a game where he believes that he has observed an irregularity. But he does have the right 
to alert the arbiter, who can then decide whether to pursue the matter. The particular incident under discussion 
was that the Organizer had seen a move being played, the clock being pressed, and then the move being 
retracted and another move played. The arbiter should have tried to verify this. As it was, as observed by the 
organizer, the player had crossed out a move that would have led to an immediate loss and substituted a 
superior move that was completely different in notation. Also, the cumulative mode was being used on the 
clock, so there might have been some evidence in that regard, perhaps an extra minute of elapsed time or the 
move counter being off by a move. Since the player had violated the Laws, by writing down his move first, the 
arbiter should have intervened and then determined whether there had been a serious transgression of the Laws.

Question Dear Mr. Gijssen, I am rather confused about your answer to Joshua Marquez in your September 
column. In my opinion, the mate does not stand. I have the impression you have mixed up the termination of 
“the choice of the piece” – Article 4.4d – with the completion of the move – Article 4.6c, not mentioned by 
you. In the situation in question – White picks up a queen, touches it to the square, but before he releases the 
queen, White’s flag falls – “the choice of the piece is finalized,” okay.

But is the move itself completed as well? The choice of the piece (or: the promotion) is just a part of the move, 
Article 3.7e. “Move” and “Promotion” are not the same.

According to Article 4.6c, in the case of pawn promotion, the move is considered to have been made when 
“the player’s hand has released the new piece after placing it on the promotion square.” As that did not happen 
before the flag fall, there is no “Matt vor Klappe.” White has overstepped the time.

Point two: on the other hand, as White has no other choice than playing 1.e8Q mate, Black should not be 
declared the winner and the game is drawn according to Article 6.10, Sentence 2, if you accept that the word 
“position” in this rule relates to all circumstances including pieces and squares having been touched. If you do 
not accept this interpretation, White has lost on time. Sincerely, Peter Anderberg Harmstorf (Germany) 

Answer I have to admit that you scored a point. I was probably too focused on the fact that the move was 


