OPEN LETTER TO FMJD TECHNICAL COMMITEE AND TO ALL ADMIRERS OF THE GAME OF DRAUGHTS



How to interpret rules of the game “3x1”?!

Never before were systems of communication so developed, and the communication between people has never been so bad than today .

Twenty-first century started with full informatization and globalization, and everyone who does not have basic knowledge as a computer user, and does not know at least one foreign language, can be considered as illiterate. Having said that, is it strange that one international tournament (even if that was in the game of draughts) is arbitrated by the referee who cannot speak (and even does not understand) any other language besides his native (Italian)?! [Note: one of my close friends commented language "knowledge" of Mr. B.M. in the following way: "If he, by any chance, forgets Italian, he would have to bark"!!] Is it not strange that the same referee does not know rules of game, and even does in situation when he is in doubt what to do?!

Respected gentlemen from the FMJD Technical Committee, and other admirers of the beautiful game that brings us together, I apologize for such introduction and for some bursts of emotions. Although I wanted to be impartial as much as possible in summarizing event that happened to me during the tournament Bovec-open 2003, and one that I consider very important, not only for giving me some moral satisfaction, but also in hope that something like that will never occur to somebody else.

I considered tournament in Slovenia (Bovec Open) as my comeback (after 13 years of inactivity!) in the world of practical draughts. It was strange after so long break to sit at the table and feel spirit of tournament's fight. Everything had been normal until the 5th round (27th August 2003) when at the table number 10 a game Henk Stoop (Netherlands) - M. Lepsic started. [Note: playing tempo was two hours for 50 moves, and later one hour for each player for ending the game.] Everything started as usual with handshake and stereotype «pretige partij», and without any signs that anything dishonest or unfair could have happened. Game itself was a quiet one; white was exchanging pieces at any cost, and black accepted that way of playing estimating that his super activity should bring results in the endgame. Outcome was slightly unexpectedly endgame with kings that “should” have finished peacefully.

At the time control at 50th move I noticed that white have one extra (51) move written in the form. Since there was no shortage of time and exceeding of allowed time, everything passed without complaints. Personally, I was slightly disappointed with development of the endgame into draw position, but continued to play mostly by inertia expecting that white (since I had material advantage: “king and two men against king and one man”) offer draw. But when my opponent continued to play by scarifying “ballast” man, without offering draw, I was struck by an idea why not to check if my opponent knows some basic tricks of the “3x1” endgame! [Note: even in very simple endgames many players are making big mistakes even when they know how they should play. Something I experienced now and then during my career.]

When I wrote my 75th move I had two kings and one piece on board against one white king. Used time was approximately two hours and 21 minutes for white and one hour and 30 minutes for black. Since there was no space for additional moves in form, I asked assistant referee for a new one. At the same moment when I started to change move numbers (entering number from 76 on) in the new form, events that are reason for this letter had started. It is important to note that white, who at the first time control had one extra move, did not need new form (sic!), and in tournament bulletin later appeared strange game Stoop-Lepљiж with 77 moves, and original forms were strangely missing.?!!

Standing meter or two from the table (sic!) my opponent (white was on the move) talked to me in English language with strangely angry voice, and with slightly strange request: "I do not want to play that game anymore since it is draw according to FMJD rules"! I asked my opponent to speak Dutch language since I understand it much better than English. Mr. Stoop repeated everything, not changing voice. I replied, slightly irritated with his approach and request that I am not interested whether he want to continue the game or not, because I want to play and that he can explain his complaints to main referee, Mr. Bruno Marini.

Since at that moment (after 75 played moves), a really theoretically drawn position was on board, I was absolutely prepared to accept any referee's decision - declaration of draw and/or continuation of game, and I would have peacefully accepted even censure for unreasonable playing of 3x1 if somebody considers that playing of such positions is outrageous!!

Appearance of Mr. Marini at our table solved nothing, but made apparently simple situation more complicated! Referee simply did not know what to do because, apparently, he did not see any official FMJD rules after 1988. (sic!). At the table, referee did not undertake any action (therefore, not declaring “referee’s time-out”), not checking and not taking forms, and not making any decision except asking Stoop and myself (as we started louder discussion) to lower the voices because of the other players. Discussion was for the short time moved outside of the playing room and conclusion “it is theoretical draw” was more than insulting for me than wanted answer to the question: is it possible and is it allowed to play position that was currently on the board?!

I returned to the playing room, sat at the table considering that referee would at the cost of white’s time (since his clock was not stopped, and time at the moment of the complaint was not recorded) check rightness of his complaint. Then, if complaint was correct, he would declare draw, and if not – he would request from white to continue playing with the time left for that. During that time H.Stoop was walking through the playing room and was not approaching the table. When three hours had passed at my opponent’s clock, I made complaint and now another surprise happened: referee moved my opponent’s time to two hours, 15 minutes (although that was not even the time at the moment of complaint!). Only explanation that I received was that organizer is checking FMJD rules via Internet. I went to the lunch, and about the time when I ate first of two fishes on the plate, approximately ten meters from me, referee B.Marini was going in the direction of the playing room, and showed me thumbs of his arms, without the single word. I was neither prepared to decipher such way of communication, nor to accept any decision without proper explanation. Shortly after that, I heard from the playing room part of the conversation between referee and organizers (in Italian, of course!) saying Marini in raised voice: “I made the decision that this is draw. If Lepљiж does not like that, he is free to go home”!

Of course, without moment of delay, and wishing to avoid bigger scandal, I did exactly that: I packed my bags and left for home. I do not think that my action was best possible, but I was afraid of much serious incident, and possibly much stronger words. Besides, I am aware of the possibility that my opponent’s complaint was correct and that possible lack of knowledge about some new rule cannot be excused. After all, I know about the rules for draw that I once published in my book «Dama-kraljica igara», Zagreb, 1982. on the page 20.

Draw is

a) if during 30 moves material balance on the board was not changed;

b) if in the endgame “three kings against one” stronger side does not capture opponent’s king; when weaker side is controlling diagonal 5/6 stronger side have only 5 moves for converting material advantage into win; otherwise stronger side have 15 moves;

c) when same position is repeated three times with same player to move.

However, I still can not understand (ten days after incident in Slovenia) that referee can make decision without hearing both sides, and without verification of all relevant facts and without allowing involved sides to make complaint to that decision. Even the evident war criminals do have right for defense and for complaint, for presenting evidences and counter-evidences, and every sentence have to be fully substantiated. Remarks that I heard in several occasions: “this is anyway theoretical draw” are only making things worse because of presenting me as someone who wanted to take something that I am not entitled to.

I will illustrate this, possibly too emotive, letter with two practical examples that are nicely showing that theory and practice are not always the same. How the game of draughts is beautiful and complicated in its apparent simplicity.

Example 1)  16,47/ 7,31   White to move.
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White can choose between only three moves, and every one leads to different result. We can disregard obvious suicide with 1.16-11? Try to resolve other two possibilities and you will see how it is possible to make a serious mistake. Right on the tournament from which is this unpleasant incident young Italian players Redivo, Lorusso and Colomboni initially laughed at my problem but then, as a matter of course, made a mistake in their juvenile inexperience. For their comfort is the fact that at an earlier time even some grandmasters were mistaken at the same point!! Now assume that similar position can take place in reality when you do not know about the trick and besides do not have available time for longer calculations.

Example 2) K40/K6,K19,1  White to move.
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This position could have been also from the game H.Stoop-M.Lepљiж. Up to this moment endgame “1x3” was played for seven moves. If we assume time shortage on both sides (which is not unusual assumption, considering advanced stage of the game), next several moves will be easy to “justify”:

8.40-35?? 19-2! 9.35-49 2-16?! 10.49-40 16-7?! 11.40-49 7-16?! 12.49-35 16-2?! 13.35-49 2-16 14.49-35  at the same time white offered and/or was claiming a draw, maybe because mutual time shortage passed, maybe he considered that too many moves have been played with same material balance or that same position occurred three times, or has been thinking that it is meaningless to play any further and that on the board is really a draw.

What do you think, gentlemen? What did and/or had to do referee if he received such complaint? Would you really declare a draw and only raised your thumbs? Would you possibly say, “I’ve decided that this is draw and black, if he does not like my decision, can leave for home”?

Black, of course, can win in nice way:
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14. .... 6-17! 15.35-49 17-12 16.49-44 1-6 17.44-49 16-2 18.49-35 6-11 19.35-44 12-17 20.44-40 17-50 21.40-49 11-17 22.49-35 17-12 23.35-49 2-16 24.49-35 50-44 25.35-49 22-27 26.49:21 16:27+.
With regards,

Miljenko Lepљiж

FMJD master

(Rijeka, 8th September 2003.)

1

