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V.Matus, Grand Master International
(translation from Russian and comments by S.Yushkevitch; those places, which are commented after Matus article are marked by Italic font; underlined places are keeping follow Matus text)
According  to strict  requirements  of the  art

The articles about Dutch problemism firstly appeared (in USSR-S.Y.) in ‘Shashki’ magazine in 1964/65: R.Keller,’Strict rules for problemists’ in # 6, 1964, A.van der Stoep, ‘Dutch problemists are best in the world’. There was marked justly, that many problems of Soviet authors, like G.Kletler, M.Galkin, I.Kobtsev, A.Kovrizhkin, V.Solnykov published in West did not correspond to West-criterions.

From my point of view only some works of G.Ketler and I.Kobtsev did correspond to the level (but very middle level) of Dutch problemists. A.Kovrizhkin had good ideas, but low exaction for his work leaded to fruitless result in whole.

A. van der Stoep has characterized Soviet problemists: ‘…their problems have not the refinement, so inherent to Dutch problems, which are more artistic. In Holland the problemism has became almost as art, with its requirements, which are really similar with the art requirements.’

The years passed. In former USSR 7 championships were organized, also 12 USSR-contests, republic championships, thematic ‘64’-contests. The contacts with West became more large, the both French and Dutch Rules were studied. In 1968 strict USSR rules were established.

Everything mentioned has given the result. Talented composers appeared in the former USSR. No doubt, they learned best problems of West-problemists done by  such stars like A.Stuurman, J.Viergever, P.Kuijper, M.Douwes, A.de Zwart, A.van der Stoep, J.Scheijen, J.Pennings. Their problems admired by its grandiose conceptions, highest technique, and stimulated to construct something like that.

But it was clear and other thing: it was necessary to find our own ‘Russian’ way in the problemism. It was found in the meeting-point both 64 and 100 games: ‘flying King’ (64) and 100-games rules [1].

It should be recognized, our composers were talented pupils. They not only arrived to Holland level, but even arrived higher. I may state, they (Russian problemists-S.Y.) are best in the world for the time being. It may be confirmed by many international contests and, especially, by the result of 1 World Cup (WC) in the problemism, where Russian problemists won both personal and team scores. There are 5 Russians among 9 Grand Masters for the present time. 

But not sport’s result is main, but artistic achievement of Russian authors. The proposed problem of E.Zubov, S.Perepelkin, A.Nikolaev, V.Matus, B.Shkitkin, A.Golubev, A.Bakumets testifies about. I am sure all those work correspond to strict requirements of the Art.

I let myself (follow A.van der Stoep analogy) some comments as regards to the Dutch problemism. According to my opinion, Dutch problemism of the present time is in the stagnation (‘at dead-lock’-S.Y.). The reason is: the self-calm-down. Articles of Netherlands-phil and ardent Russo phob S.Yushkevitch promoted this face also. In his articles he very praised Dutch problemism and very humiliated Russian school of the problemism [2]. As result it has leaded to the fact: a number of leading Dutch composers being convinced in their exceptional quality has stopped his participation in competitions [3]. However exactly a competition stimulates an author to construct good works, a competition gives an opportunity to know: who is best. The truth born  in the discussion. The absence in competitions (Dutch problemists-S.Y.) may be explained partly by the fear to lose the reputation, having formed artificial [4]; also by the unwillingness to recognize a competitors, also by self-admiration : narcissism [5], by the absence of the objective critic.

We may watch an enthusiasm as to quantity, but not quality of works. Based on an idea, motive, a lot of problems are born, which nay be solved almost automatically. 

P.e., so called problems (par excellence by L.de Rooy) with Timoneda-motive [6] already set someone’s teeth on edge. Too, at about 90% problems published in De Problemist (DP) are done without inspiration. The level is very middling; rarely it is desirable to look twice. It pricks up enough frivolous attitude of some authors to join-authorship, often without neither reason nor author’s agreement there is appeared the inscription : ‘+ LdR’.

So, competitions are necessary to know who are best problemists. A very good formula was invented and realized by former SPI President E.Zubov: it was World Cup (WC). Perhaps it is most fruitful thing done by Presidents since foundation of the problemism-section of the FMJD.

For the present time the results of 1 WC is confirmed finally and exactly in that tables like they were published in SM magazine and other editions: ‘Saskau Kaleidoskopas’ (Lietuva) and ‘Moi Zhurnal’ (Belarus) [7]. The rewarding of Russian world champions [8] and those who took 2-3 places was done by the FMJD President Walter van Beek personally [9].

The fact that WC is finished must be understood by all people, among them and new the CPI President S.Yushkevitch, and it should not be in anger, having continued humiliate and to insult organizers, participants and judges [10] f most important problemist-competition of passed XX century.

To regret, S.de Bruijn and partly L.de Rooy are on leading strings with S.Yushkevitch, whose negative features of his character; the envy, the ambitions, haughtiness, non-acceptation of critic are well-known for problemists of former USSR [11]. Exactly this people are guilty for split between world problemists. I already wrote about WC and the appointment (but not the election) [12] of S.Yushkevitch as the CPI President.

Too so brilliant propagandists of problemism like A.Kaciuska and P.Shkludov have declared about their condemnation of the S.Yushkevitch position, and also all participants and judges, which were presented at the ceremony of closing of WC 01.12.2001, there were B.Shkitkin, A.Fedoruk, M.Tsvetov, A.Fomin and others.

It must be marked: aggressive conduct as regards to leading Russian problemists from the side of the present the CPI President S.Yushkevitch is not limited by his reaction to WC only. Since his appointment S.Yushkevitch did not send to Russian problemists for discussion no one document: neither project of the International Rules of problemism nor the regulation of the solver-contest COUPE du PRESIDENT, nor the CPI Statutes etc [13]. The representative of Russia is absent in the CPI [14]. Moreover Mr. Yuskevitch has demanded E.Zubov and author of this article that they would not worry him by e-mails, having marked that he is not going answer [15]. If it is not Russo phobia then what is it? Who gave for Yushkevitch – now as the official FMJD representative – right such humiliated attitude to Russian draughtsmen [16]?

Was it needed such ardor aspire to the CPI President post, if you project beforehand no contact with a number of world leading problemists, if you have no of those features, which are inherent to real leader?

Having no wish to strain complicated situation in world of the problemism, leading Russian composers E.Zubov, S.Perepelkin, A.Fedoruk, A.Nikolaev and me have refused from the idea to remove S.Yushkevitch from the post of the CPI President by addressing to the GA FMJD special declaration. They propose the compromise [17], the sense of which is as follow:

1. S.Y. must bring his excuses to the organizers of 1 WC, to hos participants and judges, also to famous problemist N.Irzhavskij, in whose honest nobody, apart S.Y. has no doubt. Has not nobody has no doubt in the objectivity of L.de Rooy in the jubilee contest KVD 1991/92, who has scored S.Y. problems: # 90 with 95 points and # 89 with 93 points against of A.de Zwart’ scores with 87 and 81 points accordingly.

2. To publish full scores of 1 WC in De Problemist magazine without any arbitrary changing. follow those scores to edit the problemist raiting list [18].

3. To send urgently to Russian problemists the project of all the CPI documents and firstly International Rules of the problemism [19]. 

It is wished to hope very much that Mr. Yushkevitch will listen the voice of the intellect, that he will swallow his ambitions and haughtiness and that he will work for the development of the problemism.
Comments  by  S.Yushkevitch.
[1] the meeting-point both 64 and 100 games: ‘flying King’ (64) and 100-games rules

I really do not understand what he means here. 
[2] Articles of Netherlands-phil and ardent Russo phob S.Yushkevitch promoted this face also. In his articles he very praised Dutch problemism and very humiliated Russian school of the problemism
This is the lie. The former military prosecutor, Mr Matus, does not charge himself by the quoting of a source from which he has taken something about. I did not write about my admiration of the Dutch problemism, and, 100 %, I have never say bad word about Soviet problemists. On contrary, in the start of 90-th, in ‘Shashki’ I wrote Soviet problemism has developed in really excellent quality.

[3] As result it has leaded to the fact: a number of leading Dutch composers being convinced in their exceptional quality has stopped his participation in competitions 

Dutch problemists never been as active participants of the SPI contests. Every has own reasons to participate or not in a contest, but, sure, these reasons are not known for public. In my article ‘Impromtu at the diagonals’ published in Lithuaniene revue ‘Saskau  Kaleidoskopas’ # 1/2  (3/4) 1992  I wrote: 
“In Holland, my spiritual ‘Alma mater’, the titles ’Master of problemism’ and ‘Grand master of problemism’ are absent. The problemism is regarded if not as the really art, then certainly not as the sport, though contests are organized often. Such regarding - nevertheless is staying close to art -during long years formed the atmosphere similar to ‘Free creative-work’  but with the correspondence to the technical rules of the problemism. I do not see the ambitions to become ‘Holland champion’ and ‘Grand master’ from the side of most part of leading Dutch problemists. Perhaps, this is the reason: why big involving to the SPI contests from the side of Dutch problemist is absent…Will somebody to condemn them for the absence if the desire to be any case forward of the other world? I personally – no. The fact that they keep during half of century single special problemism magazine DP, that they could transfer the love to the problemism from generation to generation is more important for me.”

In fact, Matus lies with the aim make impression to people-readers of the SM, who certainly know nothing about Dutch problemism. Dutch problemism had succesful and not very successful periods, it is normal, but the difficulties are as consequence of inner reasons, but not as the consequence of Yushkevitch articles.

[4] by the fear to lose the reputation, having formed artificial; 

By whom formed? Matus over-estimate the power of the words; a problem itself always says more, than any word said about.

[5] by self-admiration : narcissism

This is in the line of previous statements, but here the other is interesting. In his previous article, Matus stated that it is bad if a judge is a participant at the same time. I agree with it. And in my actual practice I have never been as the judge and a participant at the same time. Matus-he has been not one time. and so interesting to watch how he has scored his works; in BVLD-1994/95 contest he took part in 8 categories. In 5 categories he has scored his works, and he put himself at 1 place in 4 categories! But, was it justice, perhaps? Yes, only in one! because he won 1 place according to final result , only in 1 category. So, that is ‘narcissism’!

[6] Timoneda-motive
Matus’ knowledge of problemism is not enough: he mentioned ‘Timoneda’ taking in mind A.Guerra-motive.
Well, p.e., I do not like very much problems with the A.Guerra-motieve. And what it means? Does it mean I will make the conclusion as to modern Dutch problemism basing with A.Guerra-problems? No way. A.Guerra-motive (like 46/5) is one of most popular. ‘A.Guerra-rubriek’ in DP is thematic rubriek, and it is very good. Must problems from that rubriek be masterpieces? No. The existing of that rubriek itself (also like 46/5 collection of J.Pennings) is part of all various image of the present Dutch problemism. 

Is everything good in the present Dutch promlemism? No, I would not so, but it is theme of the special serious talking with analysis of all sides. However Mr.V.Matus, taking one part from the whole, basing on detail forms his negative conclusion as the reason to say once more, that in this field Yushkevitch is guilty also.
In general, there is principal difference between Mr.A.van der Stoep article and Mr.V.Matus article. The article of Mr A.van der Stoep was written specially for Soviet draughtsmen/problemists  and published in Soviet magazine ‘Shashki’ with the aim to demonstrate the essense of the Dutch problemism. The article of Mr.V.Matus is written not for a Dutch magazine but for Russian readers. The problems of Dutch problemists given in A.van der Stoep article were not known for Soviet problemists while the problems of Russian problemists given in Mr.V.Matus article are well-known for Dutch problemists because they were published in DP earlier.The article of Mr.A.van der Stoep has instructive function and was written specially for this purpose while in the article of Mr.V.Matus Dutch problemism is taken both to state that ‘Russian is the best’ and as the reason to say once more that Yushkevitch must not to take the post of the CPI President.
[7] For the present time the results of 1 WC is confirmed finally and exactly in that tables like those were published in SM magazine and other editions: ‘Saskau Kaleidoskopas’ (Lietuva) and ‘Moi Zhurnal’ (Belarus) 
I have not such information: in which table those results were confirmed. According to the CD Minutes, Matus was called as the winner of the WC. No words about tables was said in the CD Minutes. The question, is, I remind, ‘simple comme bonjour ‘: I am not the participant of the WC, what about I have declared 05.03.2001, half year before the WC was finished. In separate file I remind that my letter in which I have declared about. 

Does exist a Dutch law which makes somebody be written as participant of something on contrary of the declaration of that somebody? No, and for this answer it need not be as the Netherland’ citizen.

Does exist some point in the regulation of the WC project published in Russian only, in absence of the WC regulation translated and confirmed? No, it does not exist.

Then why my name is used in concerning of the WC without of my permission on? Because Mrs.E.Zubov/V.Matus want so?
[8/9] Russian world champions and those who took 2-3 places were awarded by the FMJD President Walter van Beek personally.

This is the lie. I wonder, did Mr. W.van Beek knew that he has handled medal and diplomas to ‘World Champion’? I wonder, Dutch, French, other problemists not speaking Russian and having no access to the SM magazine (only there were published in Russian some sections of the regulation of the world cup) – did they know something defined about world cup? No, they did not. And, as far as it is known for me, Mr.W.van Beek in his email of 05.11.2001, placed in Internet, has expressed his position clear on this subject.

Too, as it was written in one of Mrs.E.Zubov/V.Matus emails, the juridical firm, where Mr.V.Matus works as vice-president, has offered 1500 US dollars for ‘the ceremony of closing of the world cup’. 1500 for celebration of Mr.V.Matus in his victory based on the family judgement in the contest FMJD-98! Sure, it was necessary for Mr.V.Matus somebody from Dutchmen would be present at: to show that those money was not offered empty. 

May now somebody say those money was offered for the problemism development? No. Only for to sing ‘Gloria!’ to Mr. V.Matus.

[10/11/12] having continued humiliate and to insult organizers, participants and judges.
To regret, S.de Bruijn and partly L.de Rooy are on leading strings with S.Yushkevitch, whose negative features of his character; the envy, the ambitions, haughtiness, non-acceptation of critic are well-known for problemists of former USSR. Exactly this people are guilty for split between world problemists. I already wrote about WC and the appointment (but not the election)
What a split?? What about he writes?? There is no split! The Duthch problemists live their usual life, also French problemiest, and by the way, they see in the face of the FMJD an organization organized in 1947, which in their eyes units people while Matus/Zubov see the FMJD as the name only, the name, using which, they want to cover the problemist’s  world by their own influence. I heard those hysteric statements: ‘split’, ‘war between problemists’ since November 2001. Is it ‘split’, ‘war’, if Zubov/Matus do not want with me and Mr.W.van Beek? It is the well-known step: to cry how everything is bad while the life continue like before, with its successes and difficulties, with Matus/Zubov or without. They have declared they have desire to form separate ‘The World Union of the problemists’, perhaps, they want to form a new FMJD, with Russia as leader?
[13] Since his appointment S.Yushkevitch did not send to Russian problemists for discussion no one document: neither project of the International Rules of problemism nor the regulation of the solver-contest COUPE du PRESIDENT, nor the CPI Statutes etc
This is the lie. I sent to Russian problemists B. Shkitkin, A.Nikolaev, S.Perepelkin the project of the International Rules. No one did answer. The regulatitons of the COUPE was sent to vice-chief of the SM, Mr.A.Lehmann and was published by E.Zubov in SM # 2, 2002 (together with solutions of positions given – the action , which has no precedent in draughts history). The CPI Statutes is affaire interior of the CPI.

Mr.V Matus complains that International Rules were not sent to him and to Mr.E.Zubov, but firstly he should to define himself: is he (and Mr.E.Zubov) still in the FMJD and he agrees in the cooperation with the CPI, or he follow the declaration, which Mr.E.Zubov has declared in his e-mail from 20.08.2001 (see below), having used the FMJD to get the FMJD medal and the diplomas as winner of the ‘world cup’.
[14] The representative of Russia is absent in the CPI 
I have contacted with the President od Russian federation and I have sent letters to A.Salnikov, who was (is) responsible for problemism in R.Klimashov federation. After second Russian federation has appeared. Well, the investigation  which federation is legal and which is illegal is not the aim of my activity in the CPI. And, in general, in new the FMJD structure, I hope, it will be written the procedure of the formation of the CPI more clear than it was (is) like before (now).

[15] Moreover Mr. Yuskevitch has demanded E.Zubov and author of this article that they would not worry him by e-mails, having marked that he is not going answer. 

As to essense it is true as regards to Zubov, but I did not demand. Not being as the CPI President, I have informed Zubov that all my emails are closed for him, and I have informed him half year before of the GA. As regards to Matus it is lie. I have never no one contact with Matus by email till 10.09.2002 

[16] Who gave for Yushkevitch – now as the official FMJD representative – right such humiliated attitude to Russian draughtsmen

25.08.2001 Zubov in his e-mail wrote to many addresses: ‘…I and Matus came to solution to create independent problemist organisation’. All their steps speaks about moving in that direction. Is not it, it is so ‘fair’ after that statement to take the FMJD medal handled the Mr.W.van Beek !
OK, I wish them a lot of success, but for which reason must I to involve in the work the the FMJD Rules people who has declared for their independence from the FMJD? I did not see such reason and I do not.  All their steps speaks for the move in that direction. Is not it, it is so “fair” after that statement to take the FMJD medal handled the Mr.W.van Beek ! 

I consider those statements to my address as the formation of the enemy of Russian draughtsmen and problemists. 

Why he does it? Because he still is not satisfactory that he was not elected at the CPI President post. 

Moreover, Mrs.E.Zubov and V.Matus in their statements make impression that the FMJD Statutes was infringed. But, if so, they should indicate which exactly article of the FMJD Statutes was infringed. 

They indicate nothing. I checked the FMJD Statutes sent me by the FMJD Secretary, Mr.G.Hubner, and I have find no article infringed.

[17] They propose the compromise
They propose! Mr.V.Matus said no word as refusal from Mr.E.Zubov declaration as to formig of the new separate problemist association, and at the same time they propose! Obvoiously, Mr.V.Matus feels himself much nore sure after mr.E.Zubov has named him as ‘world champion’, his importance became once more important in his own eyes.
[18/19] ‘S.Y. must’, ‘to publish’, ‘to send urgently’.

The style of the former military prosecutor, Mr.V.Matus is very expressed. Probably, Mr.V. Matus consider himself as the chief as regards to me and the CPI FMJD if he allows himself to command like if I and the CPI FMJD would part of his office.
So:

What does want Mr.V.Matus after he was recognized as wihher of ‘world cup’ and he has got the FMJD medal and the FMJD diplomas from Mr.W.van Beek?

Mr.V.Matus wants:

1.
To keep his kinsman, Mr.N.Irzhavsky among the jury-member of the FMJD-98 contest because he believes Yushkevitch has insulted Mr.N.Irzhavsky.

2.
To publish score total of ‘world cup’ in DP in that kind, in which it was published in SM, including Yushkevitch as the participant.

I state that claims of Mr.V.Matus have no ground:

1.
There is no necessity to consider : were N.Irzhavsky scores too high or, on contrary, not enough high. The presence in the jury the one who is the kinsman of the participant is not admissible from point of view of the ethic, and the FMJD should not keep this fact in its history. The CPI FMJD (but not Yushkevitch personal) decision to lead Mr.N.Irzhavsky out of the jury-members of the contest FMJD-98 is staying in full correspondence with the SPI Statutes (which was confirmed by the GA FMJD in 1988). Such the CPI FMJD decision corrects the mistake of the former SPI President, Mr.E.Zubov who has ignored the SPI Statutes, and this decision does not insult Mr.N.Irzhavsky no way.
2.
The FMJD has no power to command on the DP. The DP is independed edition of the Dutch problemists association.
As regards to the question: is Yushkevitch the participant of the ‘world cup’ or is not I may say :

05.03.2001, half year before the result of the ‘worldcup’ were etablished, in my e-mail letter to main arbiter of the ‘world cup’, Mr.E.Zubov, I have declared about my refusal to participate in the ‘world cup’, in spite of my participating in each of the four contests accounted for the score total of the ‘world cup’and my victory in two of them [full text of that my e-mail letter is in second attachment]. But my declaration was ignored by Mr.E.Zubov without no explanation and my name was included in the score table of the ‘world cup’ published in SM, and after re-published in Lithuannie magazine ‘Saskau kaleidoskopas’ and Belarus magazine ‘Moi zhurnal’. Such action of ‘main arbiter’ of the ‘world cup’ Mr.E.Zubov [ who has apppointed himself as ‘main arbiter’] is disrespect to my declaration and contradicts to human norm established in European Union, member of what the Netherlands are.
Well, it is in time put question: why Mr.V.Matus lies? His lie to my address without no indication of at least one sourse of puiblication may be investigated with documents published, I mean all my articles published.

I believe, the answer may be found at the following direction. In all world people respect a title. Especially in Russia, as echo of the Soviet establishment, when in any place it must be said: ‘Soviet is best in the world’.

Thus, the activity of Mr.V.Matus, having no precedent in his previous existence, is doing with the aim: make impression for people who certainly know nothing about both Dutch and Russian (Soviet) problemism. P.e., among them, there are  leaders of the new Russian federation whose support Mr.V.Matus wants to get, stating that after Zubov went out from the SPI, everything is bad in the CPI work with ‘Russo fob’ as chairman.

Will somebody in that New Russian federation to investigate the lie written by Mr.V.Matus? Certainly, nobody and never. Those people will trust to Mr.V.Matus because he is one of them, he is setting in the board of that federation where he was taken with Mr.E.Zubov protection. Moreover, he already has signed as ‘world champion’, putting himself in the line with Mr.A.Tchizhov and M-lle T.Tansynkyzhina but who, on contrary of Mr.V.Matus, won their titles in honest struggle. 
In this article the lie about Mr.L.de Rooy is repeated in second time, firstly the same lie has appeared in SM-3-2001. In third time the same lie was repeated in Belarus problemism-edition (private edition of Mr.P.Shkludov) MOI ZHURNAL, # 2, 2001.

I wonder, is this lie as the lie of him as a private person, or his lie about the CPI President and the Secretary of Dutch federation is as the position of New Russian federation, if it was accepted for publication in SM (redactor-in-chief is the vece-president of the FMJD, Mr.V.Ptitsyn) and if it was not stopped immediately?

The office where Mr. V.Matus works has offered 1500 US dollars for the ceremony of closing of ‘world cup’. It is, of course, very good itself - as far as I remember, such action happened never in the history of problemism - but as to me this action has no sense from the point of view of the problemism. Having in cash 1500 US dollars it was possible to find much better using of this sum, p.e., to edit a books with various  themes, to print diplomas for problemists, to organize several contests etc., etc. But that sum was spent for the ceremony of Mr. V.Matus celebration. Well, if Mr.V.Matus consider this action as the developement of the draught’ problemism then I would not name myself more as the draught’ problemist.

S.Yushkevitch, 

International Grand Master, 

International Grand Master ‘Honoris Causa’,

The CPI FMJD President.

20.09.2002.
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