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Recently Completed Games

- Well, not so recently as all that. Two of them, the %ageddonia
gomes were completed in June, and the conclusion of Them was announced
‘n July. However, due to the Cansdlan postal strike I didnt't receive
the announcement until the latter helf of Augusit, Just too late foxr the
last lssue, _

Gome 1965W, Begun in Barade=dur, this geuwe wes trensferred almost immed-
Tately to Orthano on The pplitting of the former journal, Later,

it was transferred to gTeb with the remainder of Orthancls uncompleted
games, The game was woh by Don -iller, playing Frence. This is Don's
third win, out of four games pleyed; is will be seen elsewhere in this
issue, this win puts Don et the top of the EROB Retirg 1l1ist.

With the completion of 1965W, only th ree 1965 gomes ‘remain on the
bookss two sre in Wild 'n Wooly, *~ the oth er in Lonely ..ountain,

Our congretulstions to Dom on his wine. 4 supply centre chert =nd =
sumnery of the game will be found in glab 53

Geme 19663, This gewe was carried in irmageddoniz, its geme #R, agaln
e, victory Zor France, played this time by Derek Nelsone .5 most will
Imow Dersk won the first postal Diplomaoy game played, 1963.e The
current geme is his third win, Detalils vill be found in thelatest isme
of Armegeddonlic,

Gome 1966FK wes also carrled in %e—gedﬁoni « Unlike the two gemes

nentioned above, both won by hetilemsocarred velterzsns, this game wes

o first wim, belnz won by Paul lLeltch, playing Russie, BROB wlshes
him many more victories,

Come 1968P, Azain 2 flrst win and agein by Russia, pleyed by Ed HAlle,

Cur best congratulations, :id} is John Konilng points out in mentioning

the geme in gTab, this win followsd w® ry closely on another {irst for

i@y the errdval of his first offspring, & som, dward Lindsay. And he

- moved into a new house just about the same time, A1l the best, Ed, on
ell these new ventures, '

As Big Erother does not publish z supnly centre chart ofits games
one is giliven belows

101 02 03 04 05 06 OF
England 4/3 4 2 1 1 1 outr
Trance 3 4 4 5/4 2 2 b
Germany 4 5 7 7 6 2 0ut
Itely 4 6 9 9 9 14/12 15
Austrie 4 4 OUT '
Russia 6 8 12 12 16/15 15 18
Turkey 4 3 OUT
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legazine, Blg Drother ;s 5269, gawe #7 in that Journal, Gamesmaster,
Charles Refnsel, Playeras England, Greg Werden, France, David layhally
in_disorder after Fall 1904, Germany, Robexrt Johnsom. Itely, Lonte
~§§i%;ny. Austria, Thomas Griffin. Dussla, EBduerd HElle, Turkey, Karl

N ann' . ) i ] B A '-”'-lﬁ.-_—-—-

Reting Tist,

It 1s now more than six months since there has been a complete
gdition of the EI0B Rating List. The four games mentioned above
require falrly numerous changes in the Idsting so a complete
reviaion is given below,

Up to now the Breod Listing has included three S-man gomes, At one
time S5~man games were ozrrled in the game Roster with 7-man games
gnd it seemed e tter to include all in the lating Iist, There were
several swkward conseqguences, however, First, 2 slightly different
gseleotion of games wes used in the personal listing, compared with
what was used in the Country Listing, as the five man gemes had to
be dropped from the latters Secondly, sinoe the highest possalble
score differs in the two types of games, there is an added.complication
in finding the percentage score of any player who hes played in both
types & garmes, John Koning has long urged that I drop the Se~nan
gamesy aend I have decided to do so. With no regrets as for =s 19850
and 1966AP =zre concerned, 28 they were begun ot z time when there
wes 10 need of o Bemen geme, other than the desire for & variant
gome, 19634 is o little different. It was the first geme pleyeds
Vhen organized it was elther 2 matter of ploying with 5 players or
perheps not Hlaying =t 21l. However, 1t seems better to adopt an
ell~or~nothing policy and 19634 is =zccordingly being deleted from
this listing as welle Ly apologies, Derek, and to all otllers zs well
whose soores cre hurt by the change in llsting, Observent readers will
note some merked changes in scores of 2 few players who haven't played
for years; they are brought sbout by the remeval of the Seman games
formerly considereds

' Gemes included in this listing are 1963B, 19644, B, D
19654y By Dy Ey Fy Gy H p Iy Ly Iy Qp Ry Sy Ty Uy V, W, iQSGBs Dy 5y
Hy I, Ly Iy Ty Op Ry Ady 4L, 4Gy AL, &I, /Ly iky AQe U, aVy IC, 3G,
BJ, EX, 1967H, LK, iU, 1968P, for a total of 49 gomes, 8lab 53 was
the lzst zine received before compiling the listing so Tha® the .
current Geme part of 1t should include nsarly everything published up
to the end of August, but nothing pudblished 1in Septembe Ty

Three flgures are glven for each player, First, the vercentage
score, that is, the playerts score averaged over the number of
completed games he has pleyed, this being reduced to =z percentage
gcale, Second, his total score on his gemes completed to dats,
Third, the figure obtained by adding to the second figure partial
results from the players games in progress, By comparing the latter
two figures it is possible to meke some estimate of whether the
playerts mean score is likely to inorease or diminish in the next
half year or so, lames gzre ranked in order of standing in the percentage
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Reting List, In the case of a tle in the percentege points, the
difference between Cuxrent Gsme total score and Completed Game total
score wes used as a tlewbresker, the player showing greater inorease
in current games being ranked ahead of the plsyexr showing & smaller
increase, Players rated on games in progress but not yet rated on

&any cowplted game, will find their names at the end of the listing,
in order of Current Game Total score,.

With two wins by each of France and Ruselsa those two wmliddle
ranked povers have conslderably narrowéd the gap between them and the
two front runners,

The Country idst, _ 667 + 4 + 4 Tre¥Wor Hecrndon
: ' 867 + 4 + 4 Dign Pelz
Englend 594754 457 6647 +20 +19 John Smythe (W)
Turkey 58,5 +50 66¢"7 + ¢ » R Richord Bryont
France 53,9  +23 _ 6546 +15 418 John ileCcllum (Wz
Ruasisa 52,4 +l4 54¢5 +14 + 4 Chorles Rejnsel (W)
Italy 44,6 w32 6245 + 4 »1l Douglas Beyerlsln
Germany 41,8 w48 6le7 + 6 + 2 Jook Root
dustria 39,1 64 59,8 +13 +23 Derck Nelson (W)
_ 598 ¢ 8 + @ IFronkr Clark '
Top Bo 50,7 + 6 + 7 XKen Dcvlidson
59,7 + 6 + 6 Jomes LneKenzie (W)
89,1 +20 +20 Donald iiliex m 58¢3 4+ 2 + 3 .ichzel Childers
85,5 +26 +30 Lonte Zelazmy (W 58e3 + 2 ¢+ 3 Wm, Lee Linden
8le6 +13 +24 Harold Nesus (VW 58,3 + 2 + 2 David _oyholl
81,4 423 +28 Charles Wells (W) 58,3 + 3 ' 0 Dave Franeis
81,2 +10 +13 Harold Peck (W 5642 + 2 + 3 .iork Owlngs
79,2 +12 +13 Bud Pendergrass (VW) 5642 + 2 + 2 Lon 4tkins
79,2 +12 + 7 Basks lebene 5642 + 2 w 2 Jim Sonders
_ 5442 + 1 + 1 Bill Charisticon
goond 3oc , 53,2 + 2 +19 Jomes Lotimer (W)
i‘!? & 17 "'55 Charles Turner (W) 5244 + 1L w 8 Thomas Griffin (W)
7640 +22 430 Jomes Dygert (W) 51e4 + 1 +12 Alen Huff (W)
7540 + 6 +19 REugene Prosnitz (W) 5040 0 + 4 Dichard Shagrin
75,0 + 8 +12 Don Borrows (W) 5040 0 O Edwin Boker
75,0 + 6 + 9 Educrd HALle (W) 50,0 O O Don Bergan
7540 + 6 + 8 Poul Leithh (W) 50,0 ¢ O John Dcvey
7540 + 6 + 6 John Beshore (W) 5040 © O Ben Hendin
50,0 © O Pat .ioDonmell
The Rest of Us 50,0 ¢ O Jeff Steinbexg
s ' 50,0 ‘0 - O Ecrl Thompson
7640 + 6 + 6 Bruce Pelz (W) 4742 ‘ w4 wl2 Dan Bronncn
4,3 +10 414 Jerry Pournelle (W) 46,5 » 3 + 7 Edl Birsan
Tde.2 +15 416 Rod Wolker 45,8 w L + 4 Robert Johnson
73,1 425 +3) Johm Koming (W) 4548 » 1 = 1 Wede Johnston
7048 + 5 + 5 Rick Brooks 45,8 » 1 = ) Cherlee Roland
695 +10 4 7 Iorry Peery 4548 = 1 w» 1 Geil Schow
6944 + & +14 Terry Kueh 45,8 » 1 « 1 Terry Huston
6848 + 6 + 7 Bob Lolke 45,2 = 3 wll Robert Ward
6647 + 4 +11 Jocl: Greene 43,9 w14 =16 Conrad von Letzke (W)
66e7 + 4 + 8 Chris Wogner 4348 w 2 412 Greg Long
6647 + 4 + 5 Kenneth Levinson 4348 w 2 = 2 Al Goggins
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George Porks
Jomes Lunroe
Brends RBanks
Gregory ioleneer
Robert Whalen
John Boordmen
Joek Chalker
David Lebling
Ron Bounds
Jack Harness
Zon .. . 1Parke
Roland Tzudiker
Brian Beiley
John iazor
idcheel iite
Robert Cline
Dennis Lrisch
alexig Gilliland
Iiarkk Johnson
Stuart Keshner
Steve Powlesland
Ken Fletcher
4len Tisher
art Canfil
Scott Duncan
Bill Schreffler
Stephen Barr
Greg Werden
Anders Swenson
Tom Bulmer
Steven Patt

Solebury School D.Ce

Jerry Tenney
Richerd Uhr
Iarl Withtnann
Leoncrd Gerland
Diek Schultz
William Celestre
Thouecs Cormen
Don Recklies
John S=ndoval
Stephen Willard
Clyde Johnson
Bill Stewart
Sidney Get
Jersld Jacks
Chaorles 4Alexander
iargerelt CGeuwignani
Barry Gold

James Goldman
Faul ¥ arley
Bermie &ling
Joel Sattel
Phil Castorae
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Fred Lerner
John Austin
Chuck Corey
S8ld Cochran
sidchael Dobson
idke l4llexr
Ben Turk

Doug IBcoker
Thomas Eller
Cole Harrison
George Ilezp
Stephen Iueston
vike elby
Cliff 0Ollile
-.ehren Thouson
Buddy Iretiok
Hugh /nderson
g Connelly

- Den Bvans

Sherry Heap

Bob Kinney
Feter ..cDonald
Peaul osslonder
Steve Perrin
Hank Reinhordt
Zutiquio Jose

Revillagigedo

Bob Weston

John alden
Beyerlein & Baker
Christina Branngn
Wayne GLlbbas
dehsel Hekulin
Linn Horamis

Jim Houghton
Rlchard Houston
Jon Jacky
Lexrk ILyon
Robert Leloney
Richard ‘etzger
Peter Yemeth
Brad FPayne

~ Forter
Dick leiter
Peter Rosamolia
Tom Rosenbalum
San Diego DCECBW
1ike Santos
Chuck Sohloti
Paul Scroggie
Geo, Shelz
iie Skimner

Bob Sneed
Cherles Welsh
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+ 1 Gereld White » § Robert Chesmper

4+ 1 Z4ichael Wold w b Paul Watterson

+1 © - T~ Yorman Zinkhen ~ 6 Carl Anderson
0 Terry Benu w 6 Deborah Deutsch
¢ Bill Heggart = 6 DBob Eddy

© 0 Wayne H oheisel = 6 Jack Lonmgbine

w 1 Jay Haldewan w» 6 Ivan iusicant

w 1 41 Scott - 6 Tommy Ogle

w 2 PFrank Lusbach w & Jerr»y Page

« 3 TLou Curtis w & ek Payment

w 3 ke LelIntyre w 6 John Reiner

» 4 Bob Adams w 7 Yritz Julhauser

= 4 Ten Bailes w10 Stephen Gordon

- 4& Touls Gallo =12 TRon Glavio

- 4 John Videtto

S P Gk gw e N e

A Letter from our Foundelr.

Allen Bs Celhamer, the inventor of Diplomzoy, has written & letter on
Rating systems, 4 slightly abbrevizted version
of it zomeaxrs bhelows

Apropos your remarks about a current gmue rating ((BROR 85)), it occurred
that given the yesr and the number of sup-ly centers controlled, one
could forecest the number of centers to be controllied =2t the end

of the gome, bhased on actual experience, eventuslly developing

elther = formule or a simple table, The tzble might indicate, for
exsaople, thet 1T you stand at 6 centers at the close of 1903, your
expectation is around 9; with S5 centers aofter 1906, your expectation
might be around 4, The nlayer tould then be reted es if he had

scored his expectation in a completed geme.

4veraging the two center-year dlagrams from EROB #86 with
three from gTeb #45, we get a2 rudimentary dizgram:

Centers held 1901 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 08 10+

13 or more 18,0 17.5 18,0 18,0 18,46

12 ‘ l?no 18,0 18.0
11l , 17,5 1040 5840 1340 1345 1640
10 ‘ 18.0 9’0 6.5 12.0 5.0 16.0
8 1840 5,7 645 1340 16,0

i 14e2 4aD 643 3,8 B840 8,0 L6640

6 18e0 246 DBeB Moo G435 DeD DBe0

5 Bal Dol 5a8 4,3 DBa0 L1a0 2,0 245 0

4 dod 2al D43 2.0 148 247 440 L,0 4,0 O

3 0 0 0 «8 © La7 4a3 142 O 0

2 0 0 0 0 0 2e0 2.0 O

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 «8 O
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Thus couniries that had 5 centers ot the end of 1902 averaged 9.1
centers at the end of the game, andso forth. Obviously some intelligent
smoothing and filling is called for. I do not think it is importent
that such = teble be theoretically nlce or based on complete
stetisties; only that it be plausible and establiched beforehand,

The curious inversion whereby (5, 0Z) exceeds (3, 02) msy possibly

be Intrinsic to the game., It might be better diplometically to lay

low at (5, O2) if you can't meke (7, 02)., Of course, if one had nothing
else to do, one might put each country on = separste table, Forces
would nrobably be slightly better indicators than centers.

The diagram is interesting epart from ratings. 4Around '09,
when the gemes are finishing, one cen expect the columm to be some~
whet similer to the extreme left hand column; i.e., if you'lve got
(4, 09) you'lre e decent bet to finich with 4. 4t (4, 05), youlre more
likely to finish with 0. 4t (4, 01), agein you'lre hezding for 4,
because you heve & slightly below cverage gome,

There are 35 seunles in each colummi, except the late
columns, from which some countries hcve drovped out. Thus the
wilddle cells for 'Ql, '02, '03, are the product of from 3 to 12
scunles ecch, (6, )15 is just one sammle, but (7, 02) is four
scunles, (56, 02) is ten: 85, 02) is eight.

I think the notlorn of o single uerfect roting system is o
will o! the wisp; I: nots that you heve frequently publisghed
two nuwbers, your rating =nd thc nuwber of gomes won, The batiing
chompion in bosebrll is chosen on the besis of two numbers, The
chemolon hos the highest ratio of hits to times ot bat emong nleyers
heving ot lecst 400 times ot bot. Prequently o lot of reaw statistics
cre mblighed, =8 well ns such compounds s runs botted im and slugging
evercge. If you wonted to know vho wes foet on the bose naths, you
wight ealgulcte triples mer double, but I haove never hecrd of
cnyone doing it,

In Divlomcey, such o siumple statistle os number of gomes
roted for the individuel pleyer 1s not Hublished, slthough the size
of ¢ statlstlczl seuple is generclly considered importont in ottoching
confidence to the result.

Without crticizing, *hen, onything tot hes clready been
done, I would like %o suggest suother roting system, after oll,
it's o poor sport that contt offord cn active hot stove lenguce.

iy eriterion fox this gystem is to mrke the lecst chonge
in the wcy the geme is played. For this vurnose I recommend one
point for = wim, divided equ-1ly sworg the survivors in crse of g
tie,

It hes ocourred to me *hnt if these noints were simply
accunuloted, without eny overnging, they would be very similzr to
themn ster voints awarded in coniract bridge, consequently that neme
might be apnhlied to them., ks bridge system is not fthe best in the
world {to the best of my knovledme, the system used by the U. Se
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Chess Tederation is the best) but it has a remarkable eifectt all
over the nation, silent roomfuls of people struggle nightly for the

abstract andéd rather niggerdly sward of two master pointe ner rooms

((+§1t will be noted that ire Calhomert's suggestions are reelly two in

number, First, there 1s the ides of =z master point systems This
would be cumulative, not averageds A vin would score a »oint, and
s tle a half=point. Players in a multi~player draw would divige
the point tetween them, Survival, in a game that went to & win,
would receive no points. This would be the easiest of all wmossible
rating systems to maintein.

Tebulated below are the gemes pubhlished to dete,s The guestion
is often asked why certain games, es8es 1965, do not apneaxr in
the Reting Lists. In earlicr years the Hoster included zames which
would now be listed as variznts. In the listing below we give
all games begun up to the end of 19536, vith a note of explanation
of why they are not inclucded in the Reting List if they are not
g0 included, To save space, for 1987 and 1668 I have included only
the four regular games actually coupleted, The Roster of standard
gemep 1s, of course, meintalned by John ilcning and is updated
regularly in gTeb; the corresponding roster for variants is
waintained by Donm :iller, in Diplomania.e are here only really
concerned with the former; bu¥ many of ihe games which would now
be listed only on Killer‘s Joster were emrlier included in the
mein roster, so I have decided 1t would be best to tabulate all
such below:

Ggme  Winuer Country Remarks
193534 S=man variant
3 Be Pelz RPussia : -
C Over-the~board gzme
1964, iaclenzie Turkey
B Bmythe Austria
C _ Dimzllowed: »layer irregularity,
D IieCallum Austris
198664 Wells Turkey
E von iletzke Russia
¢ In progress, Wild 'n Wooly.
D Pournelle Italy
E Smythe England
F Wells Turkey
G Yelson Bngland
H Smythe Italy
I Smythe Italy
J Team game varlent
K In progress, Wild 'n Wooly.
L Tie Clark, CGermany; Ioning, Russiae
i Wells France
W Team game variznt
0] S5=man verlant
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AG Pendergrass

&

AL
ad
AR
AL

Winner

TIE

De ¥illerx
De illerx
TIE

DRAW

De idller

FPournelle
Huff
Latimer

Dygexrt
TIE

Xoning
Dygert
Zarrows
DRAW

DRAW

IR

Feck

Beshara

delepzny
DRAW

Country
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Remarks

Russia
Turkey

¥rance

Turkey
England
Russise

Russia

Gernany
Ingland
'rance

fngland

Turkey
Russisa

Tussia

In progress, Lonely Iiountaln.
Koning, Italys IXuch, Turkey,

Drooks, Russiag
Clark, Englend;
Italy; Huff,

iiebane, Turkey.
Turkeye

In progress, Lonely iountain

In progress, Wild 'n Wooly

In progress, Diplophobia
Oversthe:wboard game

Yaus, Germeny; Davidson, Turkey
Anomymous pleyer variant
In progress, Diplophobis

Walker, England; iL'urner, “rance* Yeeory,

Turkey.
. . Cerambay hoaxXe
Overntheobo 4 geume
Derman, rrance; Levinson, ﬂuusia°
Wagner, “urkey
Annonymous team game
In progress Dinlophobia
Anonymous tezm game varian?d
Anonymous player veriant
Overwthe=~hoard game, partialliy.
In progresss.iskatonic University,
In progress, lonely Ilountain,
in progress, ild 'n Wooly.
Lotimer, CGermany: Walker, austiria,
In progress, stebe

Tealn gaMe.
In »rogressy ADIG
Team game veriant

In »rogreess, LLLCG
Cancelled
Turuner, ingland; Walker, Francej

RBarrows, itely; Beyerlein,
von ietzke, Turkey.

Kuoh, Germany; iebane,

Twmegiag
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Geme  Ninner Country Remarks
19664k delazny Germany :
3 AX - Anonymous pleyer variant
A0 ' In progress, Erehwon
AP S=man veriant
aQ Reinsel Russis :
AR _ o Seman variant
AS In progress, Diplophobla
Al ' In progress, Diplophobla
40 Pendergreass Germany - .
LV Wells England
LW In limbo, Corsair
aX Cancelled
AY '~ Duel variaznt.
A In progress, Dinlophobia
BA In limbo, Corsair
BB ' _ In progress, «DAG
BC Prosnitz England _
BD In progress, Diplophobla
EE B-~man variant
BF : Canecelled
BG Velson. - Franee -
BH ' Team game varlant
BI In progress, Erehwon
BJ Dygert France
BK Lelten Russia

EL In »nrogress, Ialmar
B : , In progress, Kalmar
By In progress, lalmay
BC - In progress, iralmer

‘1967H Turner Russla

oK Criffin Ruseia
AU ¥eus Turkey
‘1968P HAlle Russia

The expression "In limbo" has been used to designate a game which
geems to hrove disappeared from human ken without being elther

- coneluded or cangelled, If snyone ean give me further information

on the status of those geames I would be glad to have ite And 1t will
be avparent that the expression, "ln progress" is sometire s used in
& purely conventional sensa.

Using the date from the listing abeve we obtaln the
Calhemer master point count for each »nlayery, given in the listing
on the following page. The second and third numbers giver fox
each pleyer will be exwlained later,

Inadvertently omitted from the previous pages

19650 DRAW " Suythe, Turkeyj; LicCallum, Englend;
Reinsel, france.
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Calhemer master point listing, In some respects this

presents & highly sitractive

4,333 30 2% John Smythe listing. It emphasizes the thing
we should 21} be after, namely
440 28 25 Cherles Wells a win, In this listing, if a
player cannot get a win, the only
340 21 20 James Dygert way for him to mske any gzins
21 22 Don iiller at all is to unite with the
other trailing nlayers agsinst
240 14 13 John Koning the front runmer. 4 7hllosophy
14 20 Derek Yelson frequenly urged by John Beshara
14 15 Bud Pendergrass and Augene Prosnitz,
14 13 Jerry Pournelle
14 20 Iionte Zelazny The existing Reting List
' most 1ike this is the RBig Brother
145333 11 11 Charles Turner one, It, like this listing, 1s
: ' cunulative and not an average. It
1450 1o 8 Jemes ILatimer gives the major svard to the winner
10 8 Farold Faus and the winner alone. So I thought
it would be instructive to compare
14333 9 11 John ileCallum the two. Simce the winuner gets 7
9 9 Charles Reinsel points in the Big Jrother system
1ts scele ig 7 times that ol the
1425 9 8 Allan X uff Calhawer master point sustem. The
‘ o second oolumn in the listing is
1,2 8 8 Dan Darrows Just the Czalhemer point count,
8 3 Conrad von .etzke multiplied Dy 7 to dring it to the
BB scale, and rounded to the
1,0303 7 4 od Walkerx nearest integer. The third column
) glves the 3Dig Brother socore for
1,0 7 % John RBeshsars these »nlayers, &8 oblained from
7 B Tom Griffin Blg Brother #70. (I have added in
7 8 Jemes .rceXenzie the results for game 1965V, whose
7 2 Farold Peck conclusion was announced too late
¥ 7 Bruce Felz to be included in that listing).
Vi 6 Fugene Prosnitz It will be noticed how very closely
7 %7 Leitech the two columns are in agreement,
for meny »nlayvers the twoe figures
0e'7H 5 1 Frank Clark being identical, Some of the
5 4 Terry Xuch differences are more azumnzirent than
5 6 Banks lebane resls Derek Ilelson, for example,
- gebs & higher score in the 13
OB 4 2 Riek Brooks listing largely because that listing
4 2 Ken Devidson inclucdes 19634, & 5S=man game.
0333 2 1l Don Berman There are some Gifferences
2] 1 Xen Levinson of course. Calhamert's nroposed
2 6 Larry Peery master point listing is far more
2 2 Chris Wagner generous to a glayer in 2 split
board tie. Such a player gets a
042 1 1 Doug Beyerlein., half point in Calhemerts listing,

"leeep three and s half polnts on

the Blg Brother scale, while he would
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:only get two points in Big Brothert's listing. At the time when,
st Conrad von iletzke's urging, leinsel made the only change his
system has had, namely to gilve 2 points rather than one for strong
gurvival, I remember suggesting to him that there should be the

‘further change of ghbving three points when the survival was very
strong, vhich would have included the tie oase,

The other difference is thiat in the BB system every player
in & completed geme 1s listeds H e gets & point 1f he survives, no
matter how weakly, #nd loses one if he is eliminated or if he
resigns or leaves the geme, It is the "embroidery® provided by
~these many smell additions and subtractlons which accounts for most
‘of the differehces of a few points found between column two and
colunn three on the previous page,

S0, in 2 sense, we have alweys had 2 master point systen,
‘a8 the Bl Brother Zatin List was the first to be »roposed, Inter-
estingly, e time of 1is first annearance, Charles Wells canpared
it with the Contrazet Pridge mester point system,

: The seeond of .7Te Celhsmexr's proposals is for a iating
List which would take sccount of games in »rogress as well as
gompleted games, For this purpose he uses the Prosnitz Rating system
(1e0ey for completed games the totel count of sumnly centres held)
and uses for the gemes in nrogress the nrediction table gilven on
-page 5 of this issue,

The nrediction table used was roduced on ihe basis of
5 completed games for which supply centre charts hapnened to be
. readlly avalilable, Of course, if one were to adopt this system
~one would use all cate from all 49 gemes sc far completeds It would
be a2 good deel of work and, before doing it, I think it would be
instructive to use this makeshift table as it is on ene representetive
- cases We will use the gemes of lLionte Zelazny, just as we did in #86
for & similar purpose. Two of hls games, then in »nrogress, have now
been finighed and there has been a further seeson of play for one
of his grmes but, in applying-the table we wlll backetrack to the
position as it was when issue #86 was prenared, At that time Lionte
- had finished 4 games with a totzl of 50 centres in them, There were
in addition the following gemes then in progresss

19663C 1909 6 centres 2 (let us say 6)

C1967E 1907 1l ' 840

196744 1904 3 048

19678C 1904 ¥ 440

1968FP 1906 12 17.5 (by interpolation)

where the first column zives the number of the geme in Hrogress,
the second coluwn gives the year reached, the third column gives
the number of centres held and tne last ecolumn gives the lating to
"~ be used according to Calhamer!s itable, Tor game 1966BG the table
gives no indication of the correct figure to use, I have adoptied
6y arbitrarily, although 1t is probably a little on the generous
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side., Putting these results in with those of hls completed games

we get for Lionte's score under the Calhamer version of the Frosnltz
systems :

50,0 + 840 0,8 + 6,0 + 4,0 + 1745 = 89,3 = 9,61
) - 9

et us now turn back to LROB #86 and repeat the scores there quoted.

jonte Zelazuy's scores, Prosnitz Rating system

12,50 Completed gemes only
9,73 Completed games, nlus current gemes with unit weight
11,45 Completed games, »Hlus current games with linear weights
12,44 Com-leted gemes, »nlus current gemes with quadratic welghis
9,61 Couwpleted games, plus current games on Calhemer prediction

Tow there is no reason why a player should not have 2 lower soore

in a current geme Nating List then in a completed game listlng if

he is doing badly in his gemes in progress, But lonte is not doing
pedly, 7 centres in 1904, 11 in 1907, ete., are excellent scores,
quite es good as, or better then, he had 2t 2 comparable stage in
the games which he later wome. Incluciom of them should :ot,therefore,
amwreciably reduce his completed geme score, 3But this oproposed systeum
ig eveun worse in thet respect, theu just adding present holdiug of
supnly centres, znd thet system wes uuiversally rejected es being
grossly unfeir to the active »layer whose score it inevitably

hurt iz comparison with the uom-actlve play er of equal attalnment,

¥re Celhamer, 1y I return to suswering you directly? As you
can see, I think that there is a lot fto be said for your pronesed
naster voint systems It 1s resdily meintained, it gives the meat of
the Relnsel system without the need of listiug the neme of every
player who has ever played, an¢ it is e 1itile fairer to the ulgyer
who gets a s»lit board drew, Your nroposal for s current Rating List
isy I am afraid, not practicel at all., Inclusion of datas from alld
games would, of course, smooth out the bumms in your itable and all
thet, but the thineg is wrong in principle, so we can disregard
such details, It is interesting for iiself, buti not satlsfactory
for e Reting List.

Ty the way, do you know of any other gome, only ten years
or so old, which has nroduced several dozen megezines, and whose
devotees consider it worth while to devote nages - and hours ~ to
the discussion of o Rating List of its players? It is indeed =
remsrkeble game, Qther geomes, of course, I &ve had more men=years,
or menecenturies, used in their play; but Diplowacy wmust be nearly
unique, among recent gsmes, in the amount of time aud energy ¢evoted
to its discussion.

You heve often mentioned hov the invention of Diplomzc¥
was triggered by the writings end lectures of Professor Fay. nave you
ever thought of writing an =rticle on the origin of some of its
technicel features? The multi-~vlzyer feature, I suppose stems
directly from the geme's conceptual originm, but its handling is very
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different from most games; mostly, multi~player gemes are simulated
races, not d muleted bzttles. Parchesi, perhaps, could be considered
the basic type. Pokexr, of course, is a multi~player battle, but is
devoid of the shifting =sllience complication, msking it a simpler
game in concept if not in actual plegy. Iost people would regerd
the simulianeous move as Diplomacy's most distinctive feature. The
idez of "turns" is so imgrained in most board - card ~ gemes, that
Diplomacy's very different procedure is striking. The srmy end fleet
feature alsos many wer gemes do have different units, e.g., cavelry
and Infentry, with different powers, but the same combat =res - in
fact it is wresent in Chess. It 1is a neat reversal in Diplomacy to
elter matiters and have two types of unit, of equal power, but
different arenes of sctioms (This occurs in Chess, where, for bishops,
the arene 1s completely sevarsted Into vhlte sqguares and bleck
gquares; I know of no other gome where, as in Diplomacy, the »laying
spaces are pertly, but not fully, overlaporing.)

Any chance of an srticle sometime, giving the origin of
these and other similar novel ideas incorporsted in the geme? I am
sure 4t would find esger rezders. =~jomce)+))

- W m e = e pw

Chess Ratings,

Severzl times players hesve suggested that a Dinlomecy Roting IList could
be made similer to the U, 8. Chess Tederation scheme, although none

of them has ever worked out detsils of the modifications necessary to
apply it to Diplomscy,. Calhemer, in his lettexr zbove, calls it the

best Rating system ever devised, but does not suggzest thot 1t is
=pnliceble to the Dinpy game,

I 2w not familer with the U, S. Chess ederztion system
itself, Some 20 years ago my dcd played o lot of nostal chess as
carried in Chess levliew, 80 that I have o falr idez of their systen,
‘end I hzve hed some slight acqualntance vith the gy tem used by the
Cenadlan Chess Assoclaotion. They are stffliciently similzar so that the
presumption is that they stem from the same source, neo doubt the
Us S. Chess Federation system. The descriptien below ls & generzlized
one =né the actusl numbers are not necessarily correct for either of
the two gystems vhich I have seen, nor for the U.S.C.0, schewe itself,
which I heve not seen. The way it workss

l., 4 number, say 1000, is assigned as the score of every new
plcyere It mekes no real difference what this number is but it is
convenient to have a number sufficiently large so thzt no score
goes negeative. '

2, If two players whose previous scores are equel heve o geme, the
winner will gein the smount zssigned for a win, say 50 points, and
the losert!s score hes the sewme amount deducted from it, (That ia, the
winner will have & score of 1050 znd the loser = score of 950 alfter
their geme, if they both started with o score of 1000,) Again, the
ehoice of this win score is not critical, but it should be = fairly
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lerge number so thet it cen be adjusted by the handicap figure to be
described next, end 1t should be considerably smaller then the zero
of the system, indiceted in parasgravh 1, zbow .

3. The hzndicap figure, Usually two players entering a gecme
will not have identicesl previous scores. & handicep will be used based
on the difference between their scores, Let us sup-ose that we decide
on & handicep of 1 poeint for every 10 point difference in »revious
scoress Then if o player with 900 and & player with 1000 noints
enter a geme, and if the lower ranking player wins, then he will
geln 60 peints and his oponent will leose thav emount, On the other
hend if the higher renked nlayer winé he will gain only 40 points.
If the geme is & draw, the low ranked »layer moves up 10 points awnd
the higher ranked moves dovm the same zmount,

It is here, assigning the handicap noints, thet some nicetly
of judgment will be required in designing a satisfoctory systeum
for ¢ perticular type of geme, If the handler»ping is too light
the sytem becomes, for all przctical purnoses, ldentical with a
cumulative totel score sytem, with all th e disadvantages of such a
system vhich we hove been told about so often in Diplomacy iating
List discuzsionse Of two nlayers of equal skill, both fairly succesful,
the one Tho is the more zciive will advence the more rapidly and the
listing would become s much = measure of activity zs of skill, On
the other hend if the handicanning is t® strong the sytem vill become
very stiff and only the stroungecst, or the weakest, pleyers will move
very far from their preliminsry scores o8 essigned at the ouisev.
A Fair knovledge of the belaviour of the gawe, whether Chzss,
checkers, Dinlomecy, or vhat not, znd the liklihood of draws in 11,
end so on, would he required, I think, to decide on an spnropriate
hendicoowying to choose,

4 necessary concomitant of this system 1s tho® only »l-yers
of eworroximately equal skill are nitted ageinst one anothsr, In Chess
it is customezry to divide z2ll players invo Jour, or fiwe, classes.
Cnly those in the same class will enter the sane geme. he saue

hing could be achieved by seying that only those whose scores are
within 2 certoin number of points, say 250, of one =notherts would
~ley sgeinst esch other,

s can be seen, the system is much the same as the lecder
tourncment frequently used in individusl snorts, though it can cope
with o far lerger number of entries, 4s in it, = ranking is obtoined
of g1l pleyers, In ladder tournements chellenges are usually ohly given,
or zccepted, if the two »layers are within two, ox three, ronks of
one another; the clessification scheme is tie equivalent of this
edapted to much larger numbers of pleyerss. As in the ladder vour-
nement the rating nroduced evoids all questions of amount of sctivity.
Of course, if = player has hardly played at all his score will
merely reftgct the admission point of the systems but i1f he has
been rezsonably sctive he will be at 2 point eonroximmtely that
amronricte to hils success = two equally skilled players one of
vhom e splayed 10 gemes and the other 50 will have nesTrly equal sScoXes.
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- Moroovor, this systom achlcves this rosult without all the compus
tationel wachincry requircd in all the avoraglng systoms,

A roally oxeccllent systom for its purpose, And, in my
opinion, quitc unsulted to postal Diplomecy as wo . know it today.
- Among the difficultiess . _

1, The time elament, 4n oxample will show how seriously the time
clement would, in practice, affeet such z scheme if it were used in
nostal DiplomacPe Charles Wolls entered geme 1965C in January 19653
it was, I belleve, thc second game he entcred. He wes eliminated in
that game, I am not sure if that elimination occurred Just belfore his
win in 19654, his first game, or just after it, Eed the geme been scored
then Charles would have had a small handicap, whatever would be
appropriate for one win, or no handicap 1f the win had not yet
occurred, That 1s, he would have taken some loss for his elimination,
but not a lerge one, But that game, 1965C, is still going on 3 years
and 8 months after its beginmning. Charles now hae 4 wins fo hils
credit, being one of the two players who have been so successful: heis
at or nesr the tﬁg of 211 Rating Iists, Under any system based on the
- UeSeCeFs scheme 8 handicap would now be very large and the seteback
he would suffer on the game being rated now would be enormouse Is
this feir to him when the wins which gave him the large handicap had
not ® en made when the elimination occurred? Cn the other hand,
to use handiceps as they were estzbiished at games! beginnings would
mean that no further geomes could be reted if they include players
in any as yet unrated game, 4s game 1965C wes the 8th 7T-men ganme
end all 1ts players are qulite active it would mean, in practice, that
we would have now 7 rated games instead of a half=hundred.

2. 48 noted sbove, o necessary adjunct of the Chess system is thsat
only pleyers vhose scores are reasonably close should be in the saume
geme, With our small numbers, how could we noszibly do this in
Diplomacy? .. gemesmaster anuounces s new geme and invites enplications.
H e gets perhaps 10 or 12 entrieg., Severazl annlicants will have to

be rejected to break up regional sllisnces; the editor will have

to accept 211, or nearly =2li, the rest ~ he Just doesn'dt have the
necessaxy freedom of cholce to meke up =z geme all of whose players

ere neer the top, or nesr the bottom, or near the middle, of the
listings Even if we had 2 central registry for making up games =~

which heeven forbid « our numbers sre so smell that sny attempt at
classification of this sort would inevitsbly mean thet every game with
Koning in it would also have Zelazn¥, and reeiprocally. Twenty years
ago, in postal Chess, although they had some 15 times a8 many players
es we do, there wes already some evidence of this effect, the same
players belng matched agzinst esch other repestedly.

% liobbimz, If we sitempted to have such a system without limiting
gemes to players with simllar scores the inevitable result would be
ganging up of a2ll the other players, or sll who can get at him,
against a high ranking player in e game. There will be & handicap
bonus to be gained by defeating him and there will be an almost
inevitable urge to galn it early and to squabble ebout its division
-afterward,
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Retling Iiste in general heve sometimes been objected to onm
the grounfls that they cause all players in & game to unite zgainst
Smythe. With present reting lists I em éubtful if this is true =
I think that what oceurs would ocour anyhow, rating list ox no
rating lists But to award a specisl prize for the defeat of g high
renking player, ¢s the U,S.C.F, scheme does, would ensure the mob¥bing
of such 2 nlayer in every game., Yow strong the tendency is, even
wlthout 2 speecial reward being given for its success, mey be & own
by the following incident. Some months =2go I entered = new gzme and,
g8 is my usual custom, I sent =z circular letter to the other players,
with personal post-~scripts to those with wvhom I wonted to negotiate
pects of various sorts, In the gocme were severcl new comers to
postal play, one of whom hed recently written me asiking about availe~
ebility of games, the charzcteristics of different zilamne ond so on.
Onc of the other pleyers in the gome wes B4l Birson, mow for more
cctive then I gm, s0 in my circulzr letter I suggested that ony nevw
comer, wanting iunformation on how various gomesmasters hondled their
gomesy should writc 2di, The result was unforeseent for from writing
E¢i for advice, two of the new plcoyers promptly formed an anti-Birsen
vpncte Wow #EAL hos been active ond moderately successful, being zbove
the median point of 2ll Roting Liste but mot mecr the top of any of
them, If this wos the effect in such = ccse, what would have been the
effect with a player near the top of the Listings, esnecislly if
extre points were given for defecting o high ranking ployer?

4, inclly, the multienloyer feoture of Dinlomacy mckes the
Chess scheme difficult to 2pply in our cese amyhow. Vhat is the
winner of o gowme pitted zgainst, = sort of pooled mesn of the scores
of the other players, or vhat? The BRCB system, vhich treatvs every
gcue 8 o collection of two player battles, would be the ecsiest
to sdapt to this procedure, but thers would be difficulties even
with ita.

In brief, the UsS.C.F, scheme is not usable in postal
Diplomeey o8 currently organized. With ften time e our present numbers
it would become attractive; though, even then, considerable thought
would be required to choose a suitable hendlcap and to emsure thet
games indluded players not widely different in = ore so that the
mobbing" feature would not apnecr. Co
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A possible cheange In BROB leting Liste

is most reanders of this mzgezine know, the BROB Rating Ldst ig a
ranking scheme, All plovers in o game are ranked, the w1nner~xirst,

the second survivor next, and so on through the survivors, then th@
lasgt man eliminsted, the second last, and so om. Scores are theun givens

+6 Ior winner ‘

+4 for second strongest survivor

+2 for third survivor, or last eliminated
._2
.

w6 for first eliminzteds
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If there is a tie at any point, e.ge, If there are two eliminations
-in the same "year® of pley, they get & score intermediate in positioge
Tor inetaznce, if there are two survivors, in addition to the winnerx,
end 1f each of thew have elght supyly centres at the end of the game,
‘they tle for mecondwthird plece, end they eadg get +3 instezad of one
getting 44 znd the other +2, These scores are ldentical wlth vhet
would be obitained by regarding each geme 28 & tournament mecde up of

7 pleyers, each of whom pleys 2 match with sach of the other

6 players, and if the winner of each sub~match gets +1 point, ths
loser =1, and O belng awarded to both 1if there is =z tie.

In thinking sbout this system recently I hzw been wondering
if it might not be somewhet improved, Consider = geme where thers
have been three players ellminated and where the survivors have 186,
7y Ty and 4 centres, régpectively., There is now z net vot of 12
.points contributed by those elimlnoteds i ow the pot will be divided
smong the survivors will devend on future developments, Fote that
it is now very much to the treiling player's sdvantoge to unite with
- the other two and stop the fromterunner, since =z stelemate will give
"him = score of +3 voints, whereas, 1f the front player dzshes zhead
for a winm, this fourth player will net a2 score of zero, (In case of
‘& drawn geme, all surviving players get onn equal score, ) Foxr the
players with 7 centres the correct line of play is by mo means
" 80 clear cut. One or other, or both, of them my decide that the
front runner cannot be stooped. In such = oase his obvious line of
playis to assure himself of the +4 polnts glven to the runner up,
elther by &tlecking the other middle vpower, or by theft of property
of the fourth ployer. _

. Such action would be counter to the phileosophy of »play so
- frequently =nd eloquently urged by John Beshara =nd Cene Prosnitzs
end it is also counter to the balance~of=novier concept vhich is so
fundesmentel to the game, In a game which ends 18~16, with no other
survivors, as 19644 did, it 1s not unressoncdle for the runner=up

- to zet two thirds as meny points os the winner, it was obviously

~ & close hattle and one lucky guess, more~or~legs, might have
resulted 1n a reverse outcome, But In the far more coumon ending
of 19m6wb5~4 it geems odd that = player with one third the strength
of the winner should get two thirds his reward, and double the revard
of the player vho trails him by only one unit.

4 possible way to avoid this anomaly woulé he to rank all
surviving »layers, other than the winuner, ecqually. In such & scheme
the vinner would get, as now, +6 noints, i ose eliminated would be
treated exaotly a8 now, But other survivors would lose to the winuer,
gain a point from each nlgyer eliminzted, but have no renking smong
themselves. In 2 sgense this is the procedure sdopted now viien there
is o stelemated game, end its extension to 21l games might be = good
idees It will mske tlie difference hetween wlnuer and other survivors
greater than et present; it would urge those nlaying for Reting
Score, to stop the front runner and prevent = win, if pos=sible,

Opinions of readers on thig matter are requested,
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Diplomacy Quilz.

Trere are no prizes for tle following quiz., For qulizzes witl prizes

s8ee Costagg%na or Erelwon. Anyway, listed below is a long series of
addresses, What lLiaw tllese sddresses in common?

Apt. 5y 106 Soutl: Edgemont, Los Angeles 45 ~adlo Station K¥DR, Grand
Coulee, Washington; 330 South Berendo, Los Angeles; 224 Soutl Lincoln,
Spokane, Washington; Raleston, Alberta, Canadz; Generzl Delivery,
Berkeley, Calife.} 2417 Webster St., Berkeley, Califaj 3044, Telegraph
Ave.,, Berkeley, Calif,; Castle Towers 4partwments, 411 Fairmont .ive,,
Oekland, Callf,3 4ipte 2, 2324 Iortl West Johnson St., Portland,
Oregony RbB4R Yorth Vest Vauglien, Portland, Oregon; 6720 Dey Sta.,
Tujunga, Celify: 4pte 1, 951 Tortl: Oxford, Los ingeles, Calif,.,

I am taking over tle running of the two games, 1967AT and 1987.Y,
currently carrled in /ymegeddonia, The games will be carrled in a
zine to be called Lceldemas It will e 2 strictly utility =zine
carrying tlie moves and propzgands for its games, but nothing else,
Players in the two gawes will, of course, recelve tladr issues by
Lir 21l on publicatiomn, Exchange and subscrdPtion copies will be
sometimes sent several issues together for more economlc mailing,
The subscription price is 1 to the end of the current two gomes,
and is not recommended to anyone not particulerly interested in th e
two gemes concerned, Players in its two gemes will receive concurrent
issues of Brobdingnage.

Diplomecy ie a gszme invented by 4llan Czlhamer end commercially
produced and sold by Gemes ilesearclly Ince., 48 Warehsm St., Boston,
iinssey 021184 The game is orobably better odanted to play by meil,
or by telephone, thian to ordinzry over~ther~board play and 1t ig’
widely played in that msnner.

Brofdingneg is one of some two dozen Journals devoted to tlhie play of
Diplomecy Ey mall, It is edited and published by Joln ileCellum,
Relston, .lberta, Cencde, and sells for ten cenis a copys Copies

of most back issues are available at the same price, vihich also
gepplies to subscrintions for future issues,.
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There are openings in the follovwing wmagaziness Big Brother, Szgnarok,
Jutland Jollles %shortly), The Diplemst, CGlockorla, D12102h051a {for
replaucmenfsi, ADLG, Costaguana, ZXenogoglo. nd openings for variants
are very nlentiful, Don't just ctand there, enter o game,




