Explanation of the decisions made.

Dear All,

I like to address to you all including the FMJD website as well as the website of Sasha Kandaurov of the situation of the CPI and the PWCE that

has occupied me for several months. 

At first we conducted a CPI meeting in Warsaw with my presence as chairman of this meeting. This was necessary because the CPI members 

had different opinions about the situation and some clarification was needed to come to workable conditions. It was also for most of them the first 

time that they met face to face. 

There has been explained by me what the FMJD expects from the CPI members; Kaciuska, Matus and Bus. These expectations are the same as what

we expect from the CD or other sections within the FMJD, namely:

-Proper communication between the CPI members.

-Trying to reach consensus without voting.

-Consulting people outside is good, but internal conflicts within the CPI should not be discussed publicly. If no solution can be find the FMJD board should be

 informed.

-Organization of contests should be improved and titles recognized by the FMJD should be fair for all cultures united in the FMJD.

-A good relation between players and composers should be stimulated, both by the CPI and by the FMJD.

These where quite clear recommendations. What does that mean in practice? It means that the 3 CPI members have to work out situations and still not solved 

issues among the three with the possibility that each one can consult trusted friends in these issues. What happened was that Kaciuska put the text of this 

meeting on the internet in Lithuania and in my opinion did not understand that a report of the CPI at this stage should not be made public. It undermines the 

quickest way in getting agreements as it will give so much different impute that a common solution is not possible.

Also at that meeting I experienced afterwards that even with a very good translator (Vitalia Doumesh) who did a great job there is a lack of understanding what

has been agreed on. Strange but true. Or is it so that despite agreements and understanding some do not wish to accept the agreed outcome of issues.

One of the topics, Master and Grandmaster titles, is a good example of above situation. The situation that these titles only started in 1988 brought up the idea

that we had to do something in Exceptionally cases for the period before. A proposal for some title discussions was at the agenda and we had a severe discussion

about that. The conclusion was that we would ask the KvD in the Netherlands to come with a proposal that could be discussed in the CPI. The request of 

proposal was restricted only for composers in the age over 60 years. 

That proposal came several months later and Kaciuska started a discussion about the legitimacy of the KvD not being part of the FMJD and so on. Reading above 

I see you thinking likely the same as I was thinking: You agree on the proposal to come from the KvD in February and when the proposal finally comes you disagree

if you can accept a proposal from such an organization. What is behind it. Did Kaciuska not understand the agreement we made. Did Kaciuska not understand the

minutes we made or did Kaciuska changed his mind when he saw the final proposal.

How can you work with members who change there agreement three months after?

PWCE.

In this competition for months, there has been a discussion about 6 compositions. The FMJD will defend at all times the rights of players and composers first. This 

is above the protection of its committees and committee members. This means very simple if there are no true arguments based on the present rules that have been

part of the PWCE it is logic that composers are protected. It also brings a task to the CPI to change these rules or improve these rules. Changed can only made

for future tournaments. As vice-president I will not accept that rules during a tournament will be changed. So if the rules are inadequate then the composers gets the

benefit of the doubt. At the end decided was that 5 compositions would be accepted. This means that they have to be proper judged by the referees. I have made it

clear to Mr. Ceron, The referees as well as the CPI that a proper judgment was requested. I also made it clear that if referees still not accept these compositions by

under valuate the number of points I would act using my responsibility. 

Despite the efforts I made we ended up in a situation that 2 referees ignored my statement in full for one or more compositions. It is obvious that in such a case the 

referees have to move. That is exactly what I did.

Also in this situation I dislike the style of Mr. Kaciuska not being a good CPI member with the responsibility to it but protecting Mr. Shkludov particularly. I do not

understand that. It sounds like partisans or as George is saying terrorist. This is completely undermining the CPI and moves it to disaster.

For me these things where enough to ask Mr. Kaciuska to resign. He refuses but the CD will decide in September. It is a pity that even today he does not see it.

New members CPI.

Mr. Kaciuska is requesting for new members particularly Ukraine and Belarus. For Belarus we know that the nominee is Mr. Shkludov. For me new members can be 

added as long as they respect our philosophy, understand a foreign language and are capable working in a team. Also the structure of a committee has to be 

one acceptable for the vast majority of countries. I call it a good mix. In my believe France and The Netherlands should be part of that as well. In Warsaw despite 

what Kaciuska is thinking there was no decision made to discuss this nomination in the next CD. I explained in Warsaw that I wanted to discuss personally with 

the nominees first in order to understand more of them and checking whether they are team players. This has not happened yet and in the case of the nominee

Shkludov it will not happen. I have a bunch of very unpleasant E mail messages directly from him to me that makes him unsuitable for the job.

Referees:

I reminded the referees in my letter about the importance to discuss only with Mr. Ceron as communication Channel. Despite this message it did not happen. Internet

was used severe to make personal opinions public. This also plays a key roll in my decisions that I made. A good example of the style used can be found not only

at the FMJD website but also at Shaski topic PWCE: http://shashki.com/PNphpBB2-viewtopic-t-635.html  This should be a CPI partner? Sorry but that is not possible.

If Mr. Shkludov is using these terms to me then obvious same style is used to Mr. Ceron. Do we accept that? No. 

Do we accept CPI members to support such acts? No.

If this means a complete clean up so be it. It also addresses the situation letter of Kaciuska in the second term. 

I will not change the present situation and decisions made. The CD will decide the correctness.

Enclosed the letters I sent part of this discussion. 

Sincerely,

Pieter Hildering

Executive Vice President of the FMJD

