


calendar

11/22-23 DCC 4-S8. TL: L5/2, 25/1. EF: $8-310. AURORA

per entries. RG: 9:30 AM. RD: 10-4, LW
9-3. Rated. Open to all. BOULDER
11/29 DCC 30/30. EF: $5-38. $ per entries. COLORADO
RG: 9:30 AM. RD: 1st 10:00 AM. kated. SP:.:I.Gc;
Open to all CeSaU.

DGC_l-round-a-week Swiss tourneys start 12/1 & 12/3 § C.U.

12/13-1) Colorado Junior-Senior Championship. See

announcement & entry form, inside back ESTES
cover. PARK
GIEIWOOD

call DCC for info

UERVER

12/20 DCC 30/30. EF: $6-39. Other conditions SFRINGS
same as 11/29.

1/10/81 Colorado Student Individual Championships.j GREELEY

The first Colorado Student Individual

o

GOIDEN

Championships will be sponsored by CSCA, LOVELAND

and will be hosted by Cherry Creek High

School on January 10, 1981 at Cherry KORTH

Creek High School.

It will be held in JEFFCO

three grade divisions: 1-6, 7-9, and PUEBIO

10-12.
used, and prizes will be given to the
Additicnal information
will be mailed to junior and senior
Information can be ob-
tained from Randy Siebert (LL4-675L), or
by writing to David Bardwick, 1433 Will-
iams Street, Denver 80218, or Rich Sweet-

top finishers.
high schools.

Swiss system pairings

will be

man, 1990 Kalmia, Boulder 80302 (be sure off
to include your address).

1/31-2/1 Fourth Annual Boulder Open.

largest tournament gets even larger!
$500 1st, §250 2nd, 4150 3rd, $100 4th

all guaranteed! Four 2-day sections

plus l-day rated mini-Swiss.

3400 to players under 19501
information call 4L4-675L, or watch for

the Newsletter.

Colorado's

For more

directory

Beck Center, 17979 E éth Ave, Tues 6:30-9:30,
341-4420

Moore Realty, 300 Arapahoe (NOTE NEW LOCA-
TION), Wed 6:30-10:30, L44~675) —-see below
site unknown, call John E. Carr

Student Cemter, C.5.U., Ft, Collins, Mon

1290 Williams, 7 days a week; Swisses start
Wed 322.0168
ht Pub, Sundays

300 Club, 2400 East Street, Saturday

noon, 278-0429

Commmity Building, 7th St & 10th Ave,
upstairs, Thurs 7-10

Loveland High School Library,

Thurs 7:30

Secrest Recreation Center, 66th & Piercs,
Arvada, Thurs 7:00

National College of Business, 330 lake Ave,
Wed 7:00. Harold Long, 544~LT746

BOULDER CHESS CLUB

The BCC has recently changed meeting

sites and nights. We are now meeting on
Wednesdays from 6:30 - 10:30 at the Moore
Realty Building at 3004 Arapahce (enter

30th). The site promises to be a big

improvement over our old location. Good
lighting and low noise conditions will
allow much better chess. BCC holds many
different activities including: speed
chess, bughouse, club ladder, USCF rated
games, simuls and lessons. Visitors are

Over welcome. Call Randy at 444-6754 for

details and schedule,
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LEGAL MATTERS

THE TIME FOR ALGEBRAIC HAS COME
David Bardwick, T.D.

The official rules of chess now state that
as of January 1, 1981, "Scoresheets using a no-
tation system other than the algebraic may not
be used in cases where normally the scoresheet
Of a player is used for that purpose (emphasis
added)." This means that players using descrip-
tive notation, or other non-algebraic systems,
should learn and use the algebraic notation
system. As of January 1, if a dispute were to
arise in a game with a non-algebraic user dis-
agreeing with an algebraic user, the director
may not use the non-algebraic score as evidence
in resolving the dispute. This means that time
forfeits, three-move repetitions, and fifty-
move draws, cannot be proved without a score-
sheet written in algebraic. Players using other
notation may receive a warning from the director.

A brief description of algebraic follows.

Each piece is indicated by a capital letter:

K = king
Q = queen
R = rook
B = bishop
N = knight

no letter = pawn

Each square is designated by a file letter
and rank number, per the diagram:

Black

EE W
%ﬁ,%%
EE
=

Z

- N W h OO N @

i

abcdet gh
White

The moves of pieces are indicated by the let-

ter of the piece in question followed by the
square of its arrival, e.g. Be5, Nf4, Qh2,
If more tnan one piece could make the move,
either rank or file is speciflEd, e.g. Ngel,
Rfg2, N4c6. (The underlining is for clarity
and is not part of the motation system.)

To indicate a pawn move, only the arrival

square is given, e.g. e4, g5, b7, ¢8Q (pawn
promotion).,
Captures are indicated by an "x" (or by ":",

EDITOR'S COMMENTS

THANK YOU, CSCA MEMBERS!

At the annual CSCA membership meeting held between
rounds at the Colorado Open, the membership voted 47-2
in favor of a dues increase. BAs our esteemed Presi-
dent explained before the vote, the revenue was needed
principally to support the Bulletin, We are gratified
that the membership showed itself to be so supportive
of our efforts, and we especially appreciated Brian
Wall's remarks in support of cur usually unnoticed
volunteers.

One of the benefits (?) of this job is that your
faithful Editor gets to look through a number of other
state and regional publications that we receive on an
exchange basis. In our judgment, the Bulletin heolds
its own in this company, but it positively distin-
guishes itself in the area of annotated games. Our
master and candidate master players are to be com-
mended for the time they give in annotating their own
and others' games for the Bulletin. Some publications
from larger states have nothing comparable; any anno-
tations are done by the players (i.e., offenders)
themselves, losing the instructional value of outside
annotations.

CHESS LIFE vs. THE CANDIDATES' MATCHES

It appears that American chess players wishing to
study the highest-level chess being played today--
the Candidates' matches--must resort to foreign
publications to get game scores, to say nothing of
grandmaster annotations. Chess Life's coverage
hasn't been poor, exactly--just unnoticeable. 1In
comparison, 64, out of the Soviet Union, devoted some
seventeen pages to the quarterfinals earlier this
year. By the end of July, even those thrifty 64 sub-
scribers who get their magazines by boat had complete
scores for all 41 quarterfinal games, with almost all
of them annotated by grandmasters. At the same point
Chess Life had not published a single game, and even
yet has published only a handful.

We applaud USCF's efforts to make Chess Life a
handsomer publication, which it certainly is, compared
with, say, last year. Now, perhaps, they can devote

the same attention tc content. Q/L——‘
e

in one variant: Ed.), e.g. Bxe4 (B:e4), Qxhé
(Q:h6); note that the square on which the capture
is made is stated, not the letter of the piece.

When a pawn captures another pawn or a piece,
the move is indicated by the file of departure,
"x", (or ":": Ed.) then the square of arrival.
(En passant captures are indicated by e.p.) E.g.
dxe5, axb7, fxeb e.p. (Pawn-takes-pawn is often
short-cutted to the letters of the files only,
e.g. de. Ed.,) Ambiguity is resolved thé same
as in moving. e.g. Rfxd2, N5xd7.

Other abbreviations: 0-0, 0-0-0 for castling:

(continued on p. 13) 1



A disappointingly small group of 171
players turned out over Labor Day weekend
to compete in the 30th Annual Colorado
Open. Although G.N.E. Financial
Associates Inc.'s sponsorship of the
event had allowed excellent prizes to be
offered, far fewer players attended than
expected. Perhaps the holiday weekend is
a poor time to hold the state champion-
ship. Other dates and scheduling poss-
ibilities are being considered as a
result.

The attendance of out-of-state players
was good but also not as large as was
exvected for the prizes and high level of

competition offered. Nine Wyoming, three
Utah, three South Dakota and two Nebraska
players did come, but surprisingly no

Oklahoma or Kansas representatives appeared.

It appears unlikely that Colorado will
ever be able to attract very many compet-
itors from outside our region -- so it is
also unlikely that prizes will remain as
high as they now are unless local players
attend more regularly.

The decisions on elections and dues
increases which were made during the
annual meeting were reported in the
newsletter,

The results of the tournament were

1980 Colorado Open

rather unexpected. The Russians who have
dominated Colorado chess of late played no
role in the top prizes., Defending champ
Dmitry Agrachov seemed "off his game" and
withdrew after three draws against much
lower rated but more determined players.
Only 12-year-old Alexander Fishbein did

ROBERT FORDON
2 state champion

“ided.

well enough to win a prize. In the Open,
only five players could win their first
three games (Fordon, Jellison, Kearns,
Wall and Eberly) and they were followed
by Wyoming champ Marc Lynn, Joe DeVico and
Jim Hamblin with 2%, These eight front
runners faced off in eritical fourth

round games which left only Jellison and.
Eberly at 4-0. The Jellison-Eberly game
was one of the most exciting played in the
tourney. Most spectators felt Jellison
was lost as Eberly attacked, but somehow
it failed to work out. Jellison fought
throu%h severe time trouble to win. But
the state championship was not yet dec-
Jellison still needed to beat or
draw Fordon, the only 43. Fordon won
after resisting early offers of a draw.

Jellison settled for a second place
tie-break over Jerry Kearns. Wall and
Eberly played a bizarre final round draw
to tie Utah Master Craig Madsen, Alex
Fishbein, Nebraska's Richard Perry and
tourney surprise Henry Straw at 4¥-1&.
Perry had suffered in the early rounds
due to the elevation, but he played well
later. Straw, who had played only nine
rated games and none since last year's
Open, surprised victim after victim to
win the $100 Under 1900 prize and boost
his rating over 200 points!

The Under 1900 Booster Section saw
Beaver Dunlop and Shaun MacMillen alone
at 3-0 after the first half. But both
suffered latdowns following a marathon
fourth round draw. They were caught and
passed by Mike Shedd and Dick Lazaro who
led at 42-%. Shedd won and took first.
Mike Ludwig played a “Swiss Gambit" of
sorts and landed in second. Former state
champ E. V. Traibush, Lazaro and Ed
Bryan tied for third. Harold Long won
Under 1500 honors by scoring 3% out of
the final 4 rounds,

The Reserve Section also saw the early
leaders falter. Dave Furtney, Bob Holland
and Dave Babcock began at 3-0. Only



Furtney got to 4-0 but he then drew Bab-
cock. He still had a 4-point lead but
could not handle Glen Weilgot and ended up
tied at fourth. Babcock, Weilgot and
S:e;e Flink became co-champs of the section
a ~-1.

There were many exciting hard fought
games in all sections, Colorado Open
veteran Brian Wall commented on the high
intensity of play which he observed.
Hopefully many more of these games will
appear in this bulletin and in later
issues. (The special Caswell Silver "Most
Interesting Game" winner, Steve Dillon -
Craig Madsen, is representative of the
spirited play.)

-~ Randy Siebert

GAMES FROM THE COLORADO OPEN 1980

Colo Open Rd 4 Open R, Fordon 2075/J. Hamblin 2063
(Reti) 1 c4 c6 2 Nf3 Nf6 3 g3 d5 4 b3 Bf5 5 Bg2 eb
6 0-0 Be7 7 Bb2 0-0 8 d3 Nbd7 9 Nbd2 a5 10 Rel (or
Nh4 Bg4 11 h3 Bh5 12 g4 Bgb 13 e4 dxe4 14 dxed Ne5=,
Nikolajevsky-Cukajev, USSR 1959. White intends e4
and e5.) 10...Nc5 11 Qc2 (11 e4? Bgb! and 12 e5 Nfd7
followed by 13...Nd3; or 12 Qc2 de 13 de Qd3!) 1ll...
Bg6 12 Ne5 Bh5 13 d4 Nab (Hamblin needed to win, so
he avoided 13...Ncd7 and possible simplification)

14 e4 Rc8 15 Racl Nd7 (Now Black senses the possi-
bility of exploiting the weak squares c¢2 and d3, and
so intends to gain access to g6 with his Bishop.)

16 ed (I had intended 16 cd, but inexplicably
reached out and touched the KP,) 16,..cd 17 Qbl?
(17 a3! is necessary, when White is better because
of the poorly placed Knight on a6. This was the
only point in the tournament where I totally over-
looked a threat.) 17...Nxe5 18 dxe5 Bgé 19 Qal Nb4
20 c¢d (White cannot save the exchange, so I try for
as much compensation as I can,) 20...Nc2 21 Rxc2
Rxc2 22 Nc4 Be5 (As so often happens, White has
gained a positional advantage because of the time
used by Black to capture the material. Black must
meet the threat 23 d6, and 22...ed 23 Ne3 Rc5 24
Rdl and 25 Nxd5 leaves White with a strongly cen-
tralized position. Still, this was better than the
text since now White gets d6 for his Knight and his
Queen becomes very active.) 23 Bd4 Bxd4 24 Qxd4 ed
25 Bxd5 Rxa2 26 Nd6 h6 (To meet White's next move.
White has an excellent game, and hindsight suggests
that simply eating the b-pawn and then attacking on
the Kingside should be very strong. I thought my
next move was a killer, but overlooked Black's 28th}

27 e6!? Qxd6! (Forced. 27...fe? 28 Rxe6! wins on
the spot, e.g. 28...Bf7 29 Rg6!! or 28...Kh7 29 Rxgb
Kxgbh 30 Bed+ Kh5 31 Qd1+ Kg5 32 Nf7+) 28 e7 Qb4
(28...Qb8B 29 ef=0Q+ Kxf8 30 Qb6 wins the b-pawn any-
way. Since both players were in time trouble—-as
usuall--a peaceful solution seems acceptable.) 29
exf8=Q+ Kxf8 30 Qxb4+ %=%. White could have played
on with 30 Qe5 Kg8 31 Qb8+ Kh7 32 ReB. Hamblin and
I both calculated this, and oddly enough we were
both under the impression Black could play 32...
Qel+, totally overlooking that the White Rook
covered this square! After 32...Bf5 33 Rh8+ Kgb

34 Bxf7+ Kxf7 35 QeS8+ Kf6 36 RES8+ Kg5 37 hé+ Kgh
there is no mate, and 32...Bf5 33 Bxf7 Ral+ 34 Kg2

(continued on p. 22)

‘most interesting game"

One of the combatants reviews the
prize winning game.

Steve Dillon

Sacrifices are, in general, nifty.
Here I present a brief sampling of a
tactical and anti-materialistic philosophy.
That one can achieve dynamic winning chances
by giving away material is an important
weapon and too often overlooked. There may
be too much violence on TV but, in my
opinion, there just isn't enough in chess.

S, Dillon(C.M.) -- C. Madsen (Master)
1980 Colorado Open

1. eh eb
2. db as
3. Ngz2

Michael Stean wants to outlaw the Tarrasch
variation because it's so boring.

Nf6

A modern possibility is Romanishin's zugzwangy
3. . Be7. R. Buchanan(I)- Dillon, Winter Park
1980, continued: 4. Ngf3 Nf6 5. Bd3 c5 6. e5
Nfd7 7. e3 Neé 8. Be2 (8. 0-0! transposes to
text gambit offer) b5!? 9. 0-0 Qb6 10. Nb3 clb!
11. Nbd2 Baé 12. Rel g5! 13. Khl gh 14. Ngi

h5 15. Nfl 0-0-0 16. f3 Rdg8 17. fg hg 18. Bfl
Qe8 19, Ng3 Nf8 20. Nle2 Ng6 21. Qd2 Qf8

22, Nfi Nfl 23. Qf4 Rhb 24. Neg3 Bg5 25. Qf2
Qhé 26. Kgl Bfhk 27. Qe2 Rh8 28. Kf2 Qg5 29. Radl
Ne? 30. al Nf5 31. ab Bb5 32. Ral aé 33. Bal
Bal4 34, Ralt Rh2! 35. Nh2 Bg3+ 36. Kfl Qf4+

37. Kgl Bh2+ 38 Khl Ngi++

L, es5 Nfa?

5« Bd3 c5

6. c3 Neé

7. Ngf3
More norm: ! /. Ne2 so after Qb6 8. Nf3.
However, if now 7. . Qb6 8. 0-0 and I think
White hz: gocd play for the sacrificed d-pawn.

cd —
8. cd Nbé

(continued on p. 19)



GAMES

WHITE: J. Hamblin
BLACK: R. Buchanan

1. el e5 2. fl4 ef 3. Nf3 Nf6 4, e5 Nh5
5. d4 d6 6. Bel

Other 6th moves:

(1) 6, Qez d5 7. ck Beé 8. cd Bd5
9, Ne3 Neb 10. Bd2 (Nd5? Qds5 11. Qecb
‘Bbd+ 12, Kf2 Qck 13, Belb Ndk, or 12.
Bd2 Qels+ 13, Kdl Bd2 14. Nd2 Nd4) Bbk
11. Nas Qd5 12. 0-0-0 Qa2 13. d5 Bd2 and
White is slightly better.

(2) 6. Ne3 de, 7. Qe2 Bgh 8. Qe5+ Be?
(or ...Qe7 9. Nd5 Nc6 10. Ne7? Ne5 11. Ne5
Be6 12. d5 wins) 9, Nd5 Ncé 10. Bbs 0-0 11.
Ne7?+ (11. Bc6é Bd6!) Ne7? 12, 0-0 Ngé with a

ood game for Black.

-g. «e.d5 7. Be2 Bgh 8. 0-0 c5

Black is not ready to open the center,
‘he must develop first; 8. ...Be? followed
by 0-0, Ne7 and c6 if d5 ever needs "
reinforecing.
9. Nel Be2 10. Qe2 Eé 11, Qf3

The threat is gh.
11. ...Qd7 12. Ne3

12. Ne3 shows one of the drawbacks to
¢5. Although it appears Black has an
active defense in Ne6é, he still will be
overwhelmed in the center eventually,
12. ...Nc6 13. Nd5 Nd4 14. Qel Neb
15, c4 Be7 16, Nd3 g5 17. Nf2

17. Nf2 is a good move, it supporst the
‘Queen when Black tries to relieve the
pressure in the center.
1?é ++40-0-0 18, Bd2 Nec7 19. Bas Nd5 20.
Bd

Probably stronger is 20. ecd. 1If
vaebbe 215 a6l I 200 J..805,
Bd8 1If 20, ...Rde8, 21. Be3
+ssNe3
The Black Knight is strong on e3.
rest of the game is just for fun!
21. Be7 Qe7 22, Rfel h6 23. Re2 RA8 24,
Qf3 Ng7 25. Nght Ngf5 26, Ne3 Ne3 27, Re3
fe 28. Qe3 Re8 29, Rel Ke7 30, b4 cb
31. Qa7 ReB 32, c5 Kd8 33. Qbé+ KeB
34%. Qd6 Rc5 35. Qhé Reé6 36. Qh5 Rab
37. h3 Qes5+ 38. Khil Qec3 39. Re2 Qel+
4O, Kh2 Qck &1, e6 Reb6 42, Reb+ Qeb
k3. Qg5 Qa2 4. Qbs+ KA8 45. Qbk Qds

Lé. nk b5 47, Kg3 Ka7 48. K2 Keé 49. g3

f5 50, Qf4 Qaz+ 51, K + .
DRAT " (Ebesy) 5 e3 Qb3+ 52. Ke2 Qb2+

20.
21,
20,
The

WHITE: Ken Chrisco
BLACK: R, Mattoon

1., d4 Nf6 2. ch eb6 3. Nc3 Bb4 4. a3 Bei+
5, bc d6 6. F3 c5

Interesting is 6. ...Nh5 7. Nh3 f5,
8. el 0-0 9. Be3 ((. Bg5 Qe8 10. Bez Tl
11. Bhé e5 12. gh Nf6 13. Nf2 Neb 14, Qd2
b6 15. c5 de5 Black slightly better,
Filep-Csom, Hungary 1965, or 9. ef ef
10, Be2 equal) 9. ...f4, 10, Bf2 Qe8
11, c5 Kh8 12, cd cd 13. gh White is
better, Deze-Csom, Vrsac 1969.

7. el 0-0 8, Bd3 Neb 9, Ne2 Qbb

The game was following Najdorf-Myhre;
Dubrovnik 1950 up to here; however 9.
++.b6 was played.

On 9. ...Qb6 the Queen is misplaced.
White has the option of playing 10. Be3,
developing and maintaining center tension.
(10. Be3 Na5 11. Bg5 Na7 12, de fe 13. Nfh4
Ne5 may hold for Black.

10, d5 Ne5 11. f4 Nd3+ 12. ad3 Nd7

This move prevents 13. e5
13. 0-0 e5 14, Rf3 f6

14, ...f6 weakens the Kingside., Why
not try 14. ...ef 15, Bfl Ne5 16. Bes
de? Then if 17. d6 Rd8 18. Rdl Bgh
followed by ...Be2, If 17. Rg3 Qd6.

If 17. Ng3 g6 18. d6 Rd8 19, Rdl Bebé may
hold for Black.
15. T4 g6é

15. ...g6? Weakens the Kingside even
worse. 15. ...Rf7 followed by Nf8 holds
temporarily.

16. Rg3 Kf7 17. Rh3 Rnh8 18. Fg+ Kgbé
19. Rhé+ Kf7 20. Qh3 Nf8 21. Qh5+ Kg7
22. Rfé6!

Nice move! This also follows on
21. ...Kf7,
22+ +eoKf6 23, Bg5+ Kg7 24, Qhé+ Kf7
25. Qf6+ RESIGNS (Eberly)

WHITE: B. Biggs
BLACK:

1. e4 c5 2. Nf3 a6 3. d4 cd 5. Ne3 gb
6., Be3 Bg7 7. £3 0-0 8. Qd2 Ne6 9, Bek

The Yugoslav Attack., Interesting is
the positional trK 9. 0-0-0 d5 10. ed Nds
11, Nc6 be 12. Bd4 e5 13. Be5. Levy gives
13. ...Be6 and if White takes the Rock at
£8, 14, ...Qf8 gives Black a strong
attack.
9« +..Bd7 10, 0-0-0 QD8

Steinitz's move. It usually is not
given the credit it is due.
11. h4 Ne5 12. Bb3 Rfc8 13. h5 g5 14. hg
hg 15. Bhb

15, Bh6! BhB8 16. Bg5! Bg7 would White
try 17. Bh6 again 7!
15. ...Bh8 16. Bg5 Bg? 17. Bf6 ef 18. Nd5
alh 19, Qf4

19. Qf4? does nothing. Try 19. Ne7+
Kf8 20, Nc8 ab 21. Nb3 ... Then 21.
...Qc8 22. Qdbb+ KeB 23, Rh7! (22.
23. fi4); or 21. ...Bc8 22. Qdé+ Qd6
23. Rd6 and Black must guard against Rd8+
before Ra?
19, ...ab 20. Nfé6+ Kf8 21. Nd7+ Nd7 22.
Ne6+ Kg8 23. Ng7 Rc2+ 24, Kbl Ra2
25. RESIGNS (Eberly)

R, Shean

WHITE: R. Buchanan

BLACK: B, Lundstrom

1. el ¢5 2, Ne3 Neb 3. Nge2 gb 4, di ed
By Ngu Bg7 6. Be3 d6 7. Be2 Nf6 8. he 0-0
9. g

Euwe's analysis in ECO runs 9, Qd2
d5 10. ed Nd5 11. Nd5 Nd4 12, Ne7+ Qe? 13.
Bd4 Bd4 14, Qal ReB 15. Qe3 Qe3 (15, ...
Qbl4+ 16, e3!) 16, fe Re3 =

With 9, gh? The same idea doesn't

(continued on p. 13)



WINTER PERE OPEN

DAVE BABCOCK

The site of the 1979 winter Park Open was so popu-
lar with the participants that the 1980 edition vas
held in exactly the same place—the Mary Jane Lodge
at Vinter Park. Forty players took part in three
sections.

The relative remoteness of the site did not faze
one esteemed editorial assistant of this Bulletin,
kich Sweetman. Rich is an otherwise sensible l7-year-
old from Boulder whose mind happens to be totally
warped with respect to chess. Iliot only is iiich
enamored of the Nimzovitch Defense, but he decided
to play in Winter Park after noting that it would
start the day after the conclusion of the U.S. Open
in Atlanta, which he was already committed to. Ko
problem; after twelve games in Atlanta, with two
hours! sleep after the last day, Rich arrived at
Stapleton Saturday morning where your present writer
picked him up and drove both of us to Winter Park
with about an hour to spare. (ilad Kich's plane been
late, we would have had a real problem; we had both
advance registered, but there was no phone at the
tournament site.) At Kich's request, I left the
convertible top down when we left the airport, even
‘though it was a bit chilly. As I was zipping up my
outer jacket on the way up Berthoud Fass, ich, in
a short-sleeve shirt, was noting how nice it was to
be back in Colorado's climate after two weeks in the
heat and humidity of Atlanta. Thetemperature at the
top of the pass was probably in the 40's. hile
enjoying the weather, hich was busily telling me all

. about his experiences in itlanta, not the least of

TOP SECTION

NAME RATING Rd.1 2 =

1. Dmitry Agrachov 2302 W6 W4 W3
2. Robert Fordon 2106 Wio W5 L7
3. David Jellison 2196 Wil W8 L1
4. Steve Dillon 1920 w7 L1 wo
5. Helmut Lestinsky 1819 W9 L2 Wwii
6. Alan Bardwick 1967 L1 W10 W8
7. Jerry Kearns 2148 L4 Wiz w2
8. Jim Dacus 1997 Wiz L3 L6
9. Richard Buchanan 1985 L5 Wil L4
10, Steve Covell 1843 L2 L6 wiz2
11, Lee Schumann 1941 L3 19 L5
12. Richard Lazaro 1831 18 L7 L10O

MIDDLE SECTION

NAME RATING Rd.1 2 5

1. Joseph Chandler 1601 W6 W1l Wk
2. Victor Traibush 1807 wiz2 D3 w8
3. Wojciech Szalecki I779: Wo D2 . W7
4, Gary Bagstad 1721 W13 W5 Il
5. Steve Jared 1793 Wil L4 W9
6. Rich Sweetman 1727 11 W13 W10
7. David Landers 1777 wiop D8 L3
8. Damian Baumgardner 1728 Wik D7 L2
9. George Voorhis 1636 13 Wi2 15
10, Richard Scott 1660 L7 Wik 16
11, David Quint iges, fe F1 W19
12. Haynes Hendee 1713 L2 L9 Wik
13. Albert Gardner 1630 L4 L6 L1l
14, Bd A. Bryan 1623 LB [Lig ILi12

{eontirued on

which was his appointment as a delegate to the na-
ticnal meeting from Indiana, thus making Colorado one
of the few states (if not the only one) voting twice.
Kiyoshi Akima was the duly appointed delegate.

In spite of heroic efforts, those responsible for
lodging in the Vinter Park area did not quite do the
Jjob. Rich and I found, late Saturday, that our
reserved accommodations had been usurped by a drunken
chess player who had talked his way past the desk and
onto the first mattress he could find. After we
located the management, they did find us another
place to stay, and we did wind up with a better place
than what we started with. It was a high-grade cabin
in a very rustie setting, which was fine as long as
we didn't care about urban amenities, such as food.
Iext time, a suitably stocked cooler will come along
on the trip. The cabin was roomy enough that we com-
fortably added a third body, Damian Baumgardner,
also editorial assistant of the Bulletin. In the
middle of a tournament, of course, nobody was up
for 3Bulletin work--too bad, since at other times it's
hard to get everybody together.

411 in all, the Winter Park tournament is a very
agreeable change of pace, affording the most relaxed
atmosphere imaginable for tournament chess. Flayers
often took boards and clocks outside, though inter-
mittent showers Saturday played havoc with that idea.
C.5.C.A. is considering the possibility of experi-
menting with a major tournament there, perhaps even
the Colurado Open. Good idea!

-3
=
=
o~
=

| N O

QORFRFFNNNNNDNNW
1

1
WwWwhhNhNNFRRFRRPRERE PO

"So help me--I"1ll get
that Knight 1if it's
the last thing I do!"
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Other
ournaments

STUDENT TEAM CHAMPIONSHIPS 1979 & 1980

These events are an excellent introduction to
tournament conditions for junior high and high
school students and complement the individual
championship held in December. The format is
as follows: one day; four player teams; non-
rated; open to all Colorado students; held

in late March or early April. These events
have seemed to be a good time for all involved:
players, faculty sponsors, and organizers.

The first event was held in 1978 and was re-
ported in the Bulletin in that year. However,
we have thus far neglected reporting the se-
cond and third years.

The junior high section has been the more competi-
tive overall; Cherry Creek has dominated the high
school section during these three years. The
organizers are pleased to see teams from distant
schools such as Hoehne, Middle Park, and Arapahoe,
but disappointed by the miserable turnout from
Denver and its larger suburbs.

Our computerized mailing list and bulk permit

High Schools
Cherry Creek

Junior High Schools
Carmel (Colo. Springs)

Pueblo Central 0'Connell "A"
Cheyenne Mountain 0'Connell "C"
Boulder Meritt Hutton
George Washington West "A"
Mitchell "B" Longmont "A"
Pueblo East Creighton
Mitchell "A" Cheyenne
Douglas County 0'Connell “B"
Fairview Lake
Florence Fremont
Wasson West "B"
Karval Prairie
Thomas Jefferson Longmont "B"
Cherry Creek "B" Morey

Pueblo Central "B"
Bear Creek Lakewood, best
Middle Park player)

(best player: Yury Oshmyansky

of Cherry Creek)

(Duane Wiens from

12%0 This event was held at Douglas County High
chool, an excellent site with a beautiful view.
Frank Vretenar, on the faculty there, was host
sponsor.,

High Schools

Cherry Creek
Boulder
Pueblo Central
Pueblo East
Boulder "B"

Junior High Schools

Panorama (Colo. Spri:
Lincoln (Fort Collins
Baseline (Boulder)
Carmel (COlo. Springs)
Panorama "B

allowed us to mail notices to almost every school Aurora Central Longmont

in the state. We plan to continue this practice, Douglas County Arapahoe

for both the team and the individual tournaments. Mitchell Canon City

However, West Slope schools and players may well be Florence Platt (Boulder)

frustrated by notices of events held so far away Pueblo East "B" Hoehne

from them! Tdeally, we will hold similar champion- Middle Park (Granby) Longmont "B"

ships in, say, Grand Junction or Glenwood Springs, Hoehne (best player: Larry

but no plans to do such are in the works now. Cherry Creek "B" Powelson with
Arapahoe Baseline)

1979 The turnout exceeded expectations, as only Canon City

eight teams had showed in 1978. Apparently, the
much greater publicity effort, involving almost
the entire CSCA Board, was the difference. The
event was held at Cherry Creek High School.

Cheyenne Mountain
(vest player: Yury Oshmyansky
with Cherry Creek)

BOULDER OPEN

TOP_SECTION
RATING Rd.1 2 3 L

1980 SPEED CHESS CHAMPIONSHIP

Held October 11 at the new
Denver Chess Club facility, the

NAME 5-minute speed chess championship

et

TO!
1. Jerry Kearns 2148 W8 W4 D2 W3 %—i was a financial disaster. Ve do
2. James Hamblin 2087 Wi4 W13 D1 W9 - not yet know why only 13 players
3, Pieter DeHaseth 2109 Wil W5 w9 L1 3-1 came to compete for the $100 guar-
4, Joshua Samuel 1922 Wi8 L1 Wil D5 Zi-l-& anteed first prize, but it is un-
5. Steve Dillon 1956 W16 13 W12 D4 2i-1% likely that such prizes will be
6. Patrick Mahoney 1755 D20 D7 W13 D10 2i-1% offered again without assurances
g. gavid Eberly 2gﬁo D12 968 D8 Wik 2%—13 of larger turnouts.
. Fred Nelson 1831 L1 Wi D7 Wiz 2%-1 ( . : e Haseth
9. Richard Buchanan 1984 W17 Wio 13 L2 2-2 11; g‘{ﬁ“cnﬂﬁgacﬁwﬁirzﬁ;{ék 9;
10, Doak Heyser 1840 Wi5 L9 Dik D6  2-2 Seschinug 8k, Felson 733 Govell
11. Vietor Traibush 1807 L3 Wis L4 wig 2-2 Carroll 6% A. Ba.rdwiclfc b Sharpe
12. Herman Chew 1746 D7 W20 15 L8 13- i

5; DeVico 4d; Heller 3%; flendee 1.

Heserve: J. Porter 10; Arp,
Hilliard 9; Pichotta 7%1 Sayeed:l.
6%; Kreneier 6; Oxley 53; Plet-—
cher 2. — ma:ncbr Siebert

13. Garth Courtois
14. Bruce Kleinman
15, Rich Sweetman
16. Bruce Grimes

™ o
ofpnop-

1836 Wi9 L2 L6 D15 i
1792 L2 W19 D10 L7 1% 23
1703 L10 11l W16 D13

1713 15 D17 115 Wl 13-2%

(continued on p. 22)



(The Bulletin is pleased that Curt Carlson
has survived a recent grave illness. At the time
Curt was preparing his columm for the previous
issue, he was near death from a rare disease
whose most noticeable symptom is an odd pleasant-
ness on the part of the sufferer. The disease
has since remitted itself, and the reader will
discern that Curt is again in the very pink of
health. Ed.)

Having been persuaded to write this insight-
ful, useful, entertaining, educational, highly
amusing endgame column, it is my duty as a hero
of Colorado's youth (Haskins, Bardwick, Oshmyan-—
sky, Wilkinson et al.) to provide quality analy-
sis of interesting positions. Ray Haskins, the
only involuntarily deposed CSCA Junior Represen-
tative ever to be hit squarely in the throat
with an awkwardly tossed, badly decomposed,
week-old rotten egg, did not submit any of his
endings, and those suggested by the editor I
found to be inadequate. Hence I have no re-
course but to highlight a position from one of
my own personal struggles.

B: N.N.

W: Curtis Carlson

I have left my opponent, an unlucky participant
in an egg fight, unidentified.

Inis ending shows the supreme importance of
king the initiative (i.e. creating threats)
exploit current advantages, 2) increase
advantages, and 3) transform disadvan-
.nto advantages.

Carlson On the
FEnd Game

USCF Master Curtis Carlson

It is always critical to weight these advan-
tages and disadvantages. In the diagrammed po-
sition White has two obvious advantages: his
Rook is superbly placed, limiting Black's mobil-
ity and pressing his Queenside, and he has a :
strong protected passed pawn on KN5. But before
smiling too broadly upon himself, he must consi-
der that his own Queenside pawns are doomed, his
King is weakly situated, and there is no immedi-
ate means of exploiting the power of his Rook.
White must hit upon a goal, and once this goal
is ascertained the game plan suggests itself.
White obviously wants to promote his Pawn but
this at once is impossible. White also wants to
knock off the Black KBP but the Rook cannot do
this. White also wants (greedy White!) to make
his King a useful piece. All of these motifs
suggest the suitable goal: improve the position
of the King! Hence after lengthy deliberation
I decided upon

1. K-N3!

The goal leads to the method. White intends K-R4,
P-N6, K-N5, and K-B6 or KxP, depending on what
Black does. It is well worth a couple of crummy
pawns to bring the Monarch into the swing of
things.

1. RxP+
2. K-R4 R-KB6

Black hopes to prevent White from obtaining con-
nected passed pawns. A kibitzer suggested (after
the game) 2...R-B8, but this is easily answered
by 3 K-R5 (but not 3 P-N6? R-R8+ 4 K-N5 RxR 5 PxR
K-N2 6 KxP P-B4 with, if not a draw, complica-
tions.) 2...P-QB4 is too slow. I had big ambi-~
tions for my King!

3. P-N6! RxP+
4. K-N5 R-K5
5. K-B6!

The character of the position has changed greatly,
all because of a logical, straightforward goal
with an accurate method of execution. With the
newly found activity of the King and the danger
of a well-escorted passed pawn, the sacrifice now
pays huge dividends. Notice that the plan had
the intent to utilize and increase the current
advantages of the Rook and passed pawn. So now
White threatens mate (using the Rook) and to pro-

(contimued ofi i:\. 21)
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The Practical Endgame

THE PRACTICAL USE OF TIME IN THE
ANALYSIS OF END POSITIONS

An advantage of using one's time
correctly is that a player can have
enough time later in the game to analyze
a complex ending. In the case where a
game is adjourned, each player receives
still more time for analysis than if the
game would simply continue over-the-
board. In either case, though, the amount
of time available is limited and thus must
be utilized as effectively as possible.
Except for the simple endgame positions
where everything can readily be analyzed
to a mathematical conelusion, the player
is forced to make practical decisions.
These should be primarily based on the
position itself. However other factors
such as the relative standing of the

‘players in the tournament (e.g. does one

player "need" a win?) and the opponent's
anticipated mode of thinking also can
become significant. This column will
discuss how a master in real life tackles
such decisions.

Diagram A gives the position from K.
Commons - E, Mednis, 1978 US Championship,
after White's 34th move. A simple pawn
count shows that Black has one more.
Specifically, the Kingside pawn formation
is symmetrical, but Queenside action has
left Black with a passed a-pawn.
Theoretically, the position should be won
for Black, yet this will not happen by
itself. As always, Black must expect
that care and accuracy will be required
for the full point. The start is easy:
34. ...Ra2!

Activating the Rook and giving room
to the a-pawn for its run.

35. £3 Ne3 36. Rb3 Nd5 37. Nd6

As there is no time for slow defensive
maneuvers - e.g. 37. g3 a5! 38. el al!
allows Black to mobilize his a-pawn too
quickly while 37. ek allows 37. ...Nfl4 --
White tries to create some attacking
chances with his R + N. This is the best
practical approach. =
37. ...a5: 38. h4 alk 39. Rb8+ Kh7
40, Nxf?7

The only logical move. Clearly
inferior is 40 ek4? Ne5 with Black being
a tempo ahead of the game, i.e. Black is
one move closer to queening the a-pawn and
White is a move behind in his attack.
These factors completely overshadow the
existence or non-existence of White's

e-pawn.
40, ...Nxe3 41, gh

White played this quickly to force
Black to seal. The obvious move for
Black now is 41. ...a3 and that is what I

8 considered for about 10 minutes prior to

International Master Edmar Mednis

sealing., The main forcing line seemed to
be 42, h5 g5 43. Rb7 Rg2+! 44. Khl Rb2
45, Ra7 a2 46, Nxg5+ KgB8 47. RaB+ Kg7
48. Nxeb+ Kf6 and now White is
defenseless against the threat of 49,
+«.Rbl+ followed by 50. .,.al=Q., There-
fore with confidence I sealed ...
41, ...83

. Returning to my room I quickly con-
firmed that 42. h5 is indeed without
dangers to Black since he can safeguard
his King while also safeguarding his
a-pawn. Yet chess is a rather inexhaustible
game and I started considering other
reasonable plans for White. Immediately
drawing my attention was 42. RaB!, thereby
placing the Rook in the very active "be-
hind the passed pawn" position -- see
Diagram B.

The kind of thinking and analysis that
I went through in deciding on Black's
best theoretical and practical plan
should be of value to the less experienced
players.

To start off, I felt in my bones that
if there is "justice" in chess, then the
Diagram B position must be won for Black.
After all, Black is up an advanced passed
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a=-pawn and White's King is caught on the
first rank. It soon became apparent,
however, that there are also negatives for
Black: his King is in some danger and

his Rook is awkwardly placed in front of
his passed pawn. Therefore I started to
feel that instead of there being many
roads to Rome, there may well only be one
winning line. It was up to me to find it!
There were to be two main lines as follows:

(1) The most forcing approach is to
get the a-pawn goinﬁ and I looked at this
first: 42. ...Rg2+ 43 Khl a2 44. h5 g5
(There is no other way to prevent mate.)
k5, hxgb e.p.+ kxgb (Unfortunately Black
must capture because 45. ...Kg7?! 46.
Ne5 with the threat 47. Ra7+ gives White
a certain draw.) #46. Ne5+ Kg5 47, Nck
(Thanks to the tempo gained by checking,
White's Knight has gotten back in time
and immediately exposes the momentarily
unsatisfactory placement of Black's Rook
and Knight.) 47. ...Re2 48, Nxe3 Rel+
(I was most reluctant to part with the

a-pawn in any analysis and explored at
" some length 48, ,.,.Kf4, However, after
49, Ng2+ Ng3 White defends with 50. fi4!
and even the better 49. ...Kxf3 offers
nothing close to a win.) 49. Kg2 al=Q
50, Rxal Rxal 51. Kg3!. How to correctly
jusge this position (see Diagram C)?

. Black of course has a significant
material advantage, yet there are many
pluses in White's situation: material is
severely reduced, White's forces are
defensively well placed, Black's pawns are
scattered and more weak than strong.
Despite relative simplicity, such a
position does not appear in any of the re-
ference works on the endgame and thus in-
dependent judgement and analysis is re-
gquired. Black can readily achieve one
simplification step by exchanging his h-
pawn for White's g-pawn. Yet that would
seem to clearly lead to the drawn
positions discussed on pages 129-132 of
Averbakh's "Rook vs. Minor Piece Engings."
Some analysis of Diagram C convinced me
that Black has good practical winning
chances, yet White also has good practical
drawing changes., The major question, how-
ever, was: Is it a theoretical win for
Black? I couldn't come to a firm decision
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and felt that at a minimum of 10 hours of
solid analysis would be required to get at
the truth. My intuition was that there is
perhaps a 70 percent probability of the
position being a win. What to do -- from
the standpoint of practical play? I
could, of course, have spent the night and
early morning analyzing away in order to
find the truth. But what if the ultimate
truth was unfavorable, i.e, the position
is drawn? For the endgame theoretician
such a conclusion is fine, but surely not
for the practical player who is trying to
win from Diagram B! And note that this
conclusion would have absorbed gll Black's
available time, including both analysis
time and sleeping time.

Even now I am not really sure of the
correct evaluation of Diagram C. After
the game Commons said that his analysis
whowed this iype of position to be lost.
But I am unsure whether he was not being
too pessimistically inclined. Also after
the game I asked GM Pal Benko =-- an ex-
cellent endgame analyst -- to comment on
the position. His feeling was similar to
mine: a tremendous amount of analysis is
required, with the winning prospects only
somewhat higher than 50 percent,

Everything must always be put in per-
spective. Yrom a run-of-the-mill somewhat
favorable middlegame or endgame, Black has
every reason to feel happy at getting to
Diagram C; after all, he has good winning
chances and no risk of losing. It is just
that the passed a-pawn in Diagram B looks
so powerful that it didn't seem worth
trading it for anything which isn't a sure
thing. Therefore I started looking at
variations which retain the pawn.

(2) The other logical approach is to
free the King starting with 42, ...Kgé.
White's best then is Ea. Ne5+ (Both 43.
Ra?7 and 43. Rf8 were quickly shown to be
unsatisfactory.) and Black responds with
43, ...Kf6. Here there were three tries
for White to be considered:

a) 44, Nd3. After 44. ...Nek I de-
cided that with both Black's King + a-pawn
safe, the win is fairly routine,

b) 44. f4, This threatens 45, Ra7 with
unavoidable mate on f7. Yet the obvious
b, ...g5 undermines the N position for a
certain win,

¢) 44, Ne6, This turned out to be
most annoyinﬁ. My initial reaction was
44, ...,Rgz+ 45, Khl a2 46, Nbk Ke5! and no
matter how White captures the a-pawn,
Black's King will penetrate via ...Kf4 and
defoliate White's Kingside. But in looking
further for tactical tries for White I
noted the surprising 46. g5+!? (instead of
46, Nb4). If now ﬂgs «+Kf5 47. gxhé
gxh6 48, Nbl4 and compared to the previous
note, White has exchanged off one pair of
pawns and thus has less to lose. And the
tactical point of 46. g5+!? is that after
46, ...hxg5 White plays 47 h5 and threatens
mate with 48. Rf8. This is where my pre-
paration for the resumption of play ended.
I had analyzed at night, slept fairly well
5-6 hours and analyzed again in the morn-

(continued on p. 20)
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Chess

DENVER CHESS CLUB UPDATE
By Dick Lazaro

Our Wednesday night players decided
a year was long enouﬁh for the Travesty
gseries, so starting in August we re-
named the series Cheesman, to publicize
our new faeility. Cheesman I ended in a
four-way tie between Dave Jellison
(2256;. Jim McCarty (2097), Fred Nelson
(2132) and Dick Lazaro (1885), each with
3-1. McCarty beat Jellison in the
eritical 4th round.

" Larry Leeper, meanwhile, (1762) after
a three year hiatus, took a clear first
with 3% in Cheesman II. Fred Nelson, Jim
Hammersmith (1927) and Helmut Lestinsky
(1992) tied for second with 3-1.

In the August Monday night reserve,
Bill Caskins won his first three :
games, but bowed to Jim Wilson in _
game 4, Wilson scored 3% for first and
Caskins was 2nd.

Mike Westerfield, top rated at 1589,
won the September reserve, Mike is
playing Monday nights to the hilt now,
since it is unlikely he will have that
option much longer.

Dmitry Agrachov (2314) won the club
sponsored State speed title, as well as
the August tornado. Jim Porter (1339)
won the reserve state speed championship
{under 1600).

Martin Deschner (1962) won the
September tornado, as well as the Fox
Opening Quad (where King goes to g2).
Deschner's prize funds were less than
sensational, but he also won a date with
Joe Mirsky's grandmother.

The club is currently conducting a
beginners® class, in conjunction with DFU,
the Denver Free University. The class
meets on eight successive Tuesday nights.
So far, the class has been encouraging,
and we are contemplating an on-going
series., Steve Covell, Alan Bardwick and
Dick Lazaro have shown the students that
three Class A players hardly ever agree on
anything. But that's nothing. We've
also taught the students that e5 in res-
ponse to e#4 (which received exclusive
endorsement by no less than Bobby
Fischer, among otners) 1s flatly called
inferior to c¢5 by Richard Reti.

The students, meanwhile, have told us
that they'd rather we analyze their games
than those of Grandmasters. So, if you

DCC’'s newest star

by Haynes Hendee

Nineteen-year-old Jim McCarty achieved a rating
of 2094 in his first tournament, a Wednesday-
nighter at the Denver Chess Club while the club
was still located just west of Emerson Street

East, To prove that his performance was no
fluke, Jim raised this initial rating just a

bit

to 2097 after several more Wednesdays' tourneys,
the only event Jim has entered up to this writ-

ing.
Jellison and Ray Haskins.

His lengthy list of victims includes Dave
When asked to submit

a few of his efforts for CSCA Bulletin, McCarty

modestly selected a win, a loss, and a draw
Which are set forth below,
McCarty's.

Annotations are Jim

JULY WEDNESDAYS (7/9/80) - McCarty/Richard Garcia

1 N-KB3 (Positionally best - develops a piec

e,

controls the center, avoids pawn weakness, and
is flexible) P-QB4 2 P-KN3 P-Q3 3 B-N2 N-QB3
4 0-0 N=B3 5 P=-B4 P-K3 (to develop Bishop and

exert influence on Q4 square) 6 N-B3 B-K2

7

P-Q4 PxP 8 NxP NxN (if ...B-Q2, 9 N-N5) 9 QxN
P-QR3 (to prevent a later N-N5) 10 R-Ql (exert-
ing pressure on Black's Q3) 0-0 11 P-N3 (B-N5

was possible) Q-B2 12 B-N2 (aiming at Black

's

KNZ and releasing QR) B-Q2 (a mistake; better is
R-N1 followed by P-QN3, B-N2 or KR~Ql followed
by B-Q2, B-B3, and QR-Bl) 13 N-K4 N-K1 (protects
QP and KN2; if 13...B-QR3. 14 NxP BxB 15 KxB

(continued on p. 21)
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CHEESMAN I

POST

PLAYER RTNG 1 2 3 4 TOT
1 JELLISON,DAVID K 2211 W12 wid weg Le2 3,0
g2 MC CARTY,JAMES M 2097 D=9 D=8 w10 Wel 3,0
3 LAZARO,RICHARD 1833 Wie L=4 ®14 We9 5,0
4 NELSON,FRED M 2051 W=5 =3 Lel W10 3,0
5 JARED,STEPHEN 1842 Le=4 15 Wef Dmp 2.5
6 GARCIA, RICHARD 1847 L11 hié am7 D=5 2,5
7 HENDEE,HAYNES 1735 D=8 D=9 Lewp W13 2,0
8 LESTINSKY,HELMUT 1956 D=7 D=2 L=5 Wi4 2,0
9 SHEDD,MICHAEL P 1797 D=2 D=7 W13 L=3 2,0
10 BROWN,ELLIOTT R 1893 W15 Wil L=2 L=4 2,0
11 BRYAN,EDWARD A 1683 we6 L10 LIS Wie 2,0
12 SCOTT,SEAN W 1790 L=1 L13 D1e wis 1.5
13 BARDWICK,ALAN 8 1917 Li14 w12 L=9 L=7 1,0
14 BAUMGARDNER,DAMIA 1762 Wi3 L=] L=3 =8 1,0
15 STEINSHOWEK,STEVE 1746 L10 L=5 w1l L12 1.0
16 GARDNER,ALBERT 1575 L=3 L=A D12 L11 %]

s

know any prospective students for our
future classges, have them call the club
at 322-0168, or Alan Bardwick at
322-8284,

Jim Hammersmith is now our activities
chairman. So, if you have any ideas on
what we should schedule, including the
entry fees, contact Jim.

Finally, we would like to welcome our
five newest members: Bryan Potter, Dan
Hilliard, Barbara Fenton, Tim Pauley and
Denis Keleher, &
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England expands
youth program

By ROSS WILLIAMS
Copley News Service

Victor Korchnoi of Swit-
zerland and former world
champion Mikhail Botvinnik
of the Soviet Union both
have predicted that England
will become the next great
chess nation.

Those world chess leaders
made their predictions after
playing England's top jun-
iors and evaluating the Brit-

" ish chess program for youth,

England’s chess federa-
tion has an organization sim-
ilar to structures in the Unit-
ed States and Canada. Below
the national level, England
has four “Unions"” equivalent
to Canada’s provinces or the
12 regions in the U.S. Chess
Federation.

Subordinate to the unions
are the counties in England,
These are equivalent to
USCF's state affiliates.

At the national level in
USCF, there is no officer
solely responsible for junior
programs, and junior chess
activities are mentioned in
the responsibilities of re-
gional USCF vice presidents
and state affiliates only in
an etcetera sort of way in
USCF's bylaws and rules.

In the British structure,
junior chess is right out in
front. At the BCF level.
there are six separate junior
chess officials: Director of
Junior Chess, National Jun-
ior Coach, BCF Junior Squad
manager, and three Junior
Selectors.

Bach Union in Britain
has a Union Junior Organiz-
er. Each Count y has a
County Junior Organizor.

Recently, BCF has funded
and is organizing an expan-
sion of the British junior
program for the 19805 that
will make it more formida-
ble than ever to England's
competitors in international
youth tourneys.

BCF plans to build a small

group of paid national train-
ers — high-rated masters
carefully selected and
trained — who would train
Britain’s best young players.

Additionally, a second tier
of trainers will be formed to
train talented young players
at the regional level to build
a broad base of talent out of
which the very best may be
identified and sent along to
the national trainers.

BCF actively promotes
chess instruction in the
schools providing seminars
for teachers in basic chess
instruction, tourneys and
club organization. There is a
Sunday Times tournament
for school teams similar to
the Continental Chess Asso-
ciation’s National Scholas-
tics Championships in the
United States.

But it is in the annual
British junior chess cham-
pionships that the British
youth program reaches full
maturity as a concept.

Each year, BCF holds its
annual business meetings in
conjunction with the British
Championships and a series
of open tourneys for players
with lesser skills.

There is a British Cham-
pionship and a British ladies
Championship to determine
the best players in Britain.
There are sepatate cham-
pionships for under-21,
under-18, under-16, under-14,
under-11, girls under-18,
under-16 and under-14. These
championships are backed
by similar events at the
county level that serve as
qualifying tourneys for the
national championships.

England’s youth program
has produced grandmasters
in a nation that had no
grandmasters until a few
years ago. And the program
has produced the highest
number of world chess fed-
eration rated juniors of any

{continued on vn. 13)

openings

t.he fox defense
Mike Freeman

I am a devotee of one of the most unusual of all
openings--the Fox Defense. Why, I will never know,
but over the years I have grown accustomed to it, and
have learned a lesson never to be forgotten—bulldog
tenacity; the ability to hold my position in the face
of great odds. This has also had a pleasant spillover
effect in my non-Fox games.

The Fox has a strange effect on my opponents,
particularly those with higher ratings. Initially they
react with disbelief, derision, and/or disdain. Snick-

rs, giggles, and guffaws are not uncommon. kost feel
impelled to crush this opening with an immediate and
irresistible attack, and herein lies the intrinsic idea
of the Fox: to induce an opponent to expend his time
and material on a precipitous attack at the expiration
of which I try to be positionally and/or materially
better.

The use of the Fox has one obvious additional
benefit, and that is the avoidance of the encyclopedic
memories of certain ambulatory computer types who know
157 variations of the Sicilian forty moves deep. It
certainly should not be employed in every game, but
should be used as an occasional surprise weapon adding
another dimension to one's opening repertoire.

The following is a not untypical result after the
Fox was sprung on an opponent rated 200 points higher
at the end of a three day tournament.

Colorade Open 1980, Open: Buchanan 1974/Freeman 1771
1 el £6 2 di Kf7 3 Nf3 eb L Be3 gb 5 Nc3 Bg7 6 Beh Nhé
7 h3 Re8 (with the idea of Kg8 and Nf7 with a solid
position) 8 yd2! Ng8& (forced) 9 e5 d5 (making Black's
13th possible) 10 Bd3 Keb 11 ef Nxfé6 12 Ne5 ch Nxe5

13 dxe5 Nel4! (best, as NHd7 loses a piece or the
exchange to 14 Bg5, while Ng8 leaves Black with a very
cramped game) 14 Exeh dxel 15 4xd8 xd8 16 BfL hé
(serving two purposes: keeping the knight from g5 and
allowing ...g5, forcing the bishop to g3 to hold the
pawn, allowing Black to play kd2) 17 0-0 g5 18 Bg3 bb
19 lixel Bb7 20 lic3 [d2 (white cannot now play fl, which
otherwise would be very strong) 21 Hacl Rad8 22 Nb5?
(lifdl might be better) Babé 23 af cb 24 Hdb6 ch R8xdb

25 exdb Bxfl 26 Kxfl Bxb2 27 Kbl Be3 (if 27...hxe2 then
28 hdl looked difficult, but later I found the resource
of Bf6 and Bd8, as plajed on move 31) 28 f3 (f4 would
be better) .\_xc2 29 bdl xd2 30 kel Bf6 31 Excé BdS 32
sely kd5 (preparatory to winning the d-pawn and the game)

33 lel 36 3k Hek heb5 35 Hel e5 36 Bel abl 37 ke2 kd5

38 d2 reb 39 Ke2 kxdé LO Ked Lidh 41 Bxdl exdl ch 42 Kd3
Ee5 43 g3 b5 L) ab ixb5 45 fi, ak 46 fg hg 47 hi gh 48 gh
a3 49 Ke2 Kel O-1 &

CHESS LESSONS

DAVE JELLISON

By A Certified Master
778-8184 in Denver A
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reviews

JUST WHEN YOU THOUGHT ALL THE DEFENSES TO
1. P-K4 HAD BEEN FOUND . . .
(A magazine review)

By Paul J. Szeligowski

The most widely read chess magazine in
the United States is USCF's Chess Life. If
you read the June 1980 issue you would have
come across two interesting articles on G.
M. Miles' upset of Karpov using what Pal
Benko calls a "New Defense?!" 1. P-K&
P-QR3 2. P-Q4 P-QN4 with a very entertain-
ing game resulting.

However, if you had been reading "The
Myers Opening Bulletin" you would have been
aware of this defense possibility back in
November 1979. You would have seen the
Karpov-Miles game analyzed in March and you
would now know that this defense had been
played against Steinitz in 1868 (he also
lost) and that a similar defense was used
by Maroczy in 1902 (he won,)

"The Myers Openings Bulletin" is a
relatively new chess publication. November
1979 dates the first issue. Issues are
scheduled once per month. Its format
centers around previously unpublished
openings analysis. It occasionally offers
information from old and/or rare sources,
has some illustrative games and book re-
views. Articles on Postal Chess and Tenth
Century Chess have appeared and book re-
views have included "Colle System,"
"Selected Games of Lajos Portisch," "ECO
V," "Trompovsky Attack,” and "Blockade"
(Nimzowitsch).

The main emphasis is on analysis; among
the many topics investigated have been:
Alekhines®' Defense, a2-a3 Basman Variations,
Blackmar-Diemar Gambit, Budapest Defense,
Center Counter, Dutch Defense, Englund
Gambit (with Korchnoi's 'refutation'),
Grobs Attack, Gruenfeld Defense, Kings
Gambit, Modern Mujannah Formations,
Nimzovich Defense, Quaade Gambit and
Sokolsky's Opening.

Since the third issue the bulletin has
used an Informant classification system in
its table of contents. The back cover has
lately been reserved for a book list,
aside from which there is no other advert-
izing. The average issue length has been
about 20 pages. Algebraic notation is
used throughout.

Hugh Myers is author of "The Nimzo-
vich Defense," "Exploring the Chess Open-
ings,” "New Strategy in the Chess Openings"
and "Mengerini's Opening.” He has been
playing internationally, writing and
analyzing chess for decades.

Anyone interested in current ideas in
chess openings will find useful informa-
tion in this bulletin. I highly recom-
mend it. Individual copies are available
for $1.75; a twelve-issue subscription is
$16.75, or six issues for $9.00 Contact:
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The Complete Games of Mikhail Tal, 1967-73
by Hilary Thomas (B.T. Batsford; london 1979)
Algebraic Notation. 188 pages. 260 diagrams.

Reviewed by John L. Watson, International Master
Hilary Thomas will probably be a new name to

most reading this review. This is unfortunate, for
his most ambitious publishing venture, International

{Chess, would certainly have been one of the most

popular chess magazines of all time had it not gone
under because of problems of distribution and finan-
cing. The issues which did appear had about 70 pages
each of brilliant chess coverage, including several
major tournaments fully annotated by grandmasters,
two theoretical articles, problems, studies, graphics,
cartoons and more. Thomas' arduous labors on this
project earned him the lasting respect
of this writer and, I believe, of many
others in the chess world.

Collecting a complete set of
Mikhail Tal's games has been a
project of Thomas' for many
years, to which end he has
searched through libraries
and written innumerable let-
ters. The previously
published volume of
The Complete Games,
covering 1960-66, con-
tained 437 games with
notes; this one has twen-
ty more pages, at least that
many games, and annotations
from magazines and tournament
books from every part of the
vworld. As far as I kmow, the
next volume will consist of
Tal's early years, while the
final(?) one will include i
games from 1974 onwards. TN WATRIO

Thomas' format is simple:
each tournament or matech is given in chronological
order with a crosstable followed by the games Tal
played in it. The prose is scanty; it is generally
limited to pointing out noteworthy aspects of each
event and of Tal's performance (including often an
indication of Tal's variable health). Full indices
of openings and opponents are provided at the back.

If you are considering buying one or more of this
series, you must decide whether games without verbal
explanation are to your liking. My own experience
has been that books with a lot of "talk" are generally
easier (and more fun) to read; but that games with

(continued on p. 24)

Hugn £, Tiyers
1506% Harrison
Davenport, Iowa 52803
It may be possible to receive the
back issues debited against a 12-issue
subscription.
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(D¥NVFR OPEX from p. L)

work for White.
9. +..d5 10, ed Nd5 11. Nd5 Nd4 12. Ne7+
Qe? 13. Bd4 Bdk

13. ...Qed! wins immediately.

14, Qd4 b6 15. Qek
Possible is 15. Rh2 Ba6, 16. fi Rfe8

17. 0

0-0-0 Be2 18. Rel Rad8 19. Rhe2 Rd4
20. Rel

20, a3 Rd2 21. a6 Re2 22. b5 Bb5
wins also.
20. ..,.Rd2 21. Qb3 Ree2 22. Rez Bck
23. Qb4 ab 24, Kel Re2+ 25. Kdl Rb2
26. RESIGNS (Eberly)

NAME

Fred Nelson

Dave Eberly

Steve Henderson
Ray Haskins

Steve Dillon
James Hamblin
Kenneth Case
Bruce Markielewski
Brad Lundstrom
Robert Shean
Wayne Pressnall
Joe DeVico

Luke Ludwig
Albert Chao
Richard Buchanan
Wayne Meier
Damian Baumgardner
Jack Hursch

David Rice

Barry Biggs
Michael Steinhardt
Steve Steinshouer
Robert Neidorf
Steve Covell

Jeff Maguire
Victor Traibush
Layne Graham

Mark Ludwig

Dave Landers

Eric Anderson
Yuri Oshmyansky
Larry Duke

John Welch
William Riley

Al Hulmes

CRNASSTABLES

other country, USSR includ-
ed.

Also, England found that
concentrating on juniors is
the best way to spend feder-
ation resources. England's
youth program provides em-
ployment for masters, and
has proven to be the best
way to build a large pool of
players eager to compete in
weekend open tourneys at
the county level. It also has
enabled England to stand
taller than any other nation
in youth chess.

Game of the Week: Here's

(YOUTH PROGRAM from p. 11)

RATING

1831
2080
2033
2109
1956
2087
1966
1893
1862
2013
1813
1899
1953
1916
1984
1617
1723
2030
1892
1875
1781
1800
1863
1843
1818
1807
1735
1805
1778
1950
2178
1708
1568
1733
1643

OPEN SECTION

Rd.

W34
W38
Wi4
W39
W23
D30
W20
W10
D29
L8

W35
Wis
L31
L3

W19
W40
D26
L12
L15
L7

W37
W33
L5

L27
L32
D17
W24
W36
D9

D6

W13
W25
L22
L1

L11

2

W30
Wiz
D5

W7

D3

W8

L4

L6

D38
Wzl
W39
L2

W22
D27
D31
L17
W16
Wes
W26
W32
L10
13
D29
W35
W36
L19
D14
L18
D23
L1

D15
L20
W40
W37
L24

Wa

D11
We7
L1

W31
D15
W21
w2z
W32
W25
D2

D29
D28
W38
D6

W24
L18
W17
W34
W33
L7

L8

W30
L16
L10
D39
L3

D13
D12
L23
L5

L9

L20
L19
W37

D3

D1

Wil
D2

W19
W16
W18
W15
W20
L4

W27
W29
W28
L9

L7

D23
L8

L6

L10
W33
W35
D17
W36
WF

W32
L12
L14
L13
W38

Total

3l

3-1
3-1
3-1
3-1
3-1
3-1
3-1
3-1
3-1
245-1%
25-1%
2%-1%
25-1%
2-2
2-2
2-2
2-2
2-2
2-2
2-2
2-2
2-2
2-2
2-2
2-2
13-2%
1%-2%

155-2%
1i5-2%
14-1%
1-3
1-3
1-3
1-3

(continued on p. i4)

England’s Tony Miles' game
against Florin Gheorghiu of
Romania in the recent cate-
gory 13 Phillips and Drews

Kings tourney in England.
Phillips and
Drews Kings
England 1980
Gheorghiu Miles
White Black
1. d4 Nig
2.cd4 &6
3. Nf3 b6
4. Ne3 Bb4
5. Bgh hé
6. Bh4 g5
7. Bg3 Ned
8. Qe2 Bb7
9.e3 Bxcd+
10. bxc3 Nxg3
11. hxg3 Nes
12. Rbl Qe7
13.¢5 hs
14. Be2 Nas
15. Nd2 Bxg?
16. Rxhs 0-0-0
17. cxbb axbé
18. Rxh8 Rxh8
19. Bf3 Bxf3
20. Nxf3 Qff
21. Ke2 Ned
22. Qa4 d5
23. Nxgs Kb7
24. Nf3 Q5
25. Rel Qg4
26. Qd1 Rh5
7. Kif1 Rhl+
28. Ngl Nxel+
29. fxe3 Qxg3
30. Ke2 Rh2+
31. Resigned

(ALGEBHAIC from p. 1)

+ for check; ++ for mate.
(To be safe, adhere
to the algebraic "stan-
dard." "e have noted
the variants simply be-
cause they appear quite
frequently in the chess
literature and the
reader should be fami-
liar with them. =d.) &

13



(DENVER OPEN from p. 13)
36. Bill Snyder 1696 L28 L25 W4d L24 1-3
37. Douglas Nowokunski 1377 L21 L34 L35 W40 123 Chess
38. pouglas Younkle 1933 L2 D9 L14 L30 1538 .
39. Todd Bardwick 1953 L4 i Fope G -2 Points
40. David Yoshinaga 1803 L16 L33 L36 L37 0-4 Ak
PREMIER SECTION "
(] \
NAME RATING  Rd. 1 2 3 4 Total ey
1. Richard Garcia 1752 W10 W22 W8 W5 4-0 h_,
2. Gary White 1796 wa2 W40 D3 wa 335
3. Joe Taylor 1656 W28 W20 D2 W13 3535
4. Gentry Dunlop 1675 W44 W21 W7 L2 3-1 Spor‘l's
5. Doug Hamilton 1430 W39 W23 W6 L1 31
6. Jack Murdock 1715 W23 W18 L5 W17 3-1 programs
7. Frank Mezek 1517 . W38 W17 L4 W19 31 Wlfh
8. Mark Arado 1438 W34 W24 L1 W18 3-1 o
9. Dan Shippey 1721 DI . D13 We4 W14 1 winning ways
10, Ron Hosler 1639 L1 W26 W33 W25 3-1
11, George Voorhis 1636 L21 W37 W34 W16 31 By ROSS WILLIAMS
12. Edward A. Bryan 1579 L17 W28 W20 W30 3-1 < i
3 U.S. eh la; d or-
13. Will Pressnall 1441 W36 D9 W31 L3 2413 ganmr:”gﬂ_eye;:::u;'g
14, Rod Avery 1395 W35 D31 W16 L9 25-1% whether the U.S. Chess Fed-
15. Lee Norkus 1636 L20 D41 a2 W23 IV i et Ll
16, Mani Sayeedi 1141 W43 W32 L14 L11 2-2 gaﬁgtﬁtmﬁ
17. Mike Shedd 1713 W12 L7 W7 L6 2.2 sisipoetii weckind pedres
tional che ctivities.
18. Bill Stevens 1553 W45 L6 W21 L8 2-2 . i
19. Albert Gardner 1629 D9 D27 W32 L7 2-2 reach a climax at the USCF
20. John Walker 1749 uls L3 L12 W33 2-2 ey et el
21, John Howell 1738 W11 L4 L18 W38 g-2 is 2 controversy over just
22. Rick Mattoon 1703 W37 L1 L25 W34 2-2 al chess sports program and
h ch it will cost.
23, Gary Bagstad 1621 L6 W44 W35 L15 2-2 b il b Y
24, Daniel Simmons 1494 W29 L8 L9 W32 2-2 sy, we can look the national
25. Ken Chrisco 1346 L30 39 W22 L10 2-2 el Byl e
26. Terry Ondler 1524 D27 L10 a1 D31 2-2 e st | WSS
27. Billy Harris 1383 D26 D19 L17 W36 2-2 cha:l::paonsgmlasandmuevel-
in bers of t
28. Art Dumont 1532 L3 L12 W39 W35 2-2 s e ilofle
29. Richard Libero UNR L24 L34 W37 w41 22 cessful chess federations
30, Steve Schmadeke 1491 W5 L5 WF L12 2-2 i i i
31. John McCann 1478 WF D14 L13 D26 2-2 st e Y e e
32. Robert Holland 1450 W33 L16 L19 L24 1-3 e
A 5 Thi 1 ts ost
33, skid Millstid 1287 L32 W43 L10 L20 1-3 Whidhgradoramlloiibiintl
34, Oran Clark 1237 L8 W29 L11 L22 1-3 programs:
35. Rick Yacconi UNR L14 W36 L23 L28 153 et e T e
36, Delmont Hopkins 1267 L13 L35 W44 L27 1-3 mgﬂggﬂgfﬁfigg;
37, David Quint 1552 L22 L11 L29 W43 1-3 and funds to the sports pro-
38. Gordon Benka 1368 L7 v W3 L2l 1-2 Mt i rants tabby.
39, John Kindsfather 1199 L5 L25 L28 WF 1-3 ist_glayers are left 1o local
40. Matthew Mestel 1685 Wa1 L2 e ” 1-1 g PRI S
14 (continued on p. 15) (continued on p. 16)



Chess

Points

Cheaters gain|

title norms

By ROSS WILLIAMS
Copley News Service

Recent articles by top
players indicate that cheat-
ing to get international title
norms may be becoming a
fairly common practice
worldwide.

David Levy of Scotland
wrote a piece cited in this
column some weeks back
where e named titled play-
ers who, he said, would
agree {n return for a sum of
money to draw or lose a
game so that a tourney prize
or title norm could be as-
sured. Levy’s piece was first
published in Iowa in Bob
Long's magazine, Chess
Atlas.

A top player in Australia,
Robert Jamieson, published
material on title norm
cheating in his magazine,
Chess Player’s Quarterly.
Other chess editors have
commented on this problem.

Cheating can take many
forms. A young player earns
a title — grand master, in-
ternational master or FIDE
master — by establishing a
specified performance rat-
ing level and achieving
specified results in 24 games
against high-level competi-
tion.

Twenty-four games takes
usually two or sometimes
three master level tourneys.
Each such tourney where
specified results are
achieved provides the title
aspirant with a titie
“norm,” a leg on the title.

Granting of titles is a
touchy subject in the world
chess federation (FIDE),
and title requirements over
the years have been
changed several times,
FIDE's general assembly
has been only marginally
successful in keeping title

(DENVER OPEN from p. 14)

41, Mike Westerfield 1552 L40 D15 L26 L29 =34
42. Karl Nathaniel UNR L2 BYE L15 e 35-2%
43, Tim Kohler 1307 L16 L33 L38 L37 0-4
44, Bob Van de Hey 1551 L4 L23 L36 - 0-3
45, Steve Jared 1711 L18 - -- - 0-1
RESERVE SECTION
NAME RATING  Rd.1 2 o 4 Total

1. Dan Hays 1104 W9 W14 W13 W5 4-0
2. Steve Flink 1229 D7 W33 D11 W16 3-0
3. Jim Porter 1184 W33 D11 D21 W20 3-0
4. Jeff Pichotta 1134 W26 W20 ni2 D13 3-0
5. Bill Hays UNR W3l W29 W10 L1 3-0
6. James Gurtner UNR L13 W26 W17 W21 3-0
7. Brett Hastings 1343 D2 D9 W22 W12 3-0.
8. Hyung Yoon UNR L29 W31 D24 N23 2%-14
9. Denny Osha 1297 L1 D7 Wz6 W2z 2%-1%
10, Daniel Johnson 1185 WF W15 L5 D11 285-1%
11, Tim Valle 1304 W32 n3 D2 D10 2%-1%
12. Brad Rose 1242 W3u W17 Dé L7 25-1%
13. Ruth Wylie 1284 W6 W25 L1 D4 2k-1%
14, John Leo 1318 W18 L1 D23 W15 2%5-13
15. Steve Spiegel 979 W28 L10 W18 L14 2-2
16. Mark Wecker UNR L21 Wes W29 L2 2-2
17. MWalt Hamilton 956 WF L2 L6 W29 2-2
18. Mike Horine 1130 L14 W3a L15 W27 2-2
19. George Lombardi 1267 L22 L23 W28 WF z-2
20. Brent Wearne 1280 W23 L4 W25 L3 2.2
21. Dave Babcock 1252 W16 D22 D3 L6 2-2
22. Elizabeth Stevens UNR W19 D21 L7 L9 15-2%
23. Gary Cox 1321 L20 W19 D14 L8 1%-2%
24. Lane Cook 1280 L25 W32 D8 = 1%5-1%
25. Julio Cruz UNR W24 L13 L20 1-2
26. Karen Arp 1277 L4 L6 L9 W31 1-3
27. John Huennekens 1336 LF - W3z L18 1-2
28. Bill Cappuccino 1234 L15 L16 L19 W30 1-3
29, Stephen Martin 1270 W8 L5 L16 L17 1-3
30. Tom Welch UNR Li2 L18 D31 .28 5534
31. Ted Ebel 1253 L5 L8 D30 L26 bn 3k
32, Jose Aragon 1110 L11 L24 L27 e 0-3
33. John McVay 1331 L3 L2 - - Q-2
requirements high. But i without ever beating or even In such events, titled play-

has been less than success- drawing against an inf-mna- ers have high incentive to

ful in curbing those who tional master or ¢ < mas- win and title norms gained

violate the requirements or ter. by title aspirants are hard-

those who organize tourneys The idea: at for a earned and well-deserved.

designed to circumvent the tourney utle norms A tourney format that is

intent of the requirements. are zttainable (5 one where less ideal is one where

It’s possible, for example, prizes are high and the only prizes are low and titled

to arrange tourmeys where income to titled players players are given ‘‘ex-

title aspirants can obtain an comes from the tourney g

international master title prizes they are able to win. (continued on p. 18) 15




(WINNING PROGRAMS fr p. 14)

tions we see solid programs
for recognizing talent as
soon as it appears in any
part of the country. Formal
training programs employ-
ing older master players
and appropriate competition
are then provided to develop
top young talents to their
fullest capabilities.

Successful federations
seek also to establish the
broadest possible base or
pool of potential piayers. A
key element is to have chess
recognized as an official ele-
mentary and secondary
school sport.

3. Successful federations
conduct a large number of
regional and national cham-
pionships geared closely to
the established structure of
world championships.

4. All program elements
are linked in successful
federations. Top school com-
petitions, for example, are
often qualifying tourneys for
higher national youth cham-
pionships.

§. In successful federa-
tions, eligible players most-
ly compete in qualifying
tourneys and earn positions
in national championships.
Players seeded directly into
the championships based on
ratings are held to a low

. number.

This is an important dis-
tinction. Young players usu-
ally are aware of the many
ways ratings can be manip-
ulated to achieve a desired
result — up or down. When
ratings are used for seeding,
the unscryprilous are favored
over tne ethical. Youths
from one region may be
favored over youths from
other regions for reasons not
related to skill in chess.

8. Successful federations
use asignificant part of their
resources to conduct high-
level international tourneys
rotated among their regions
to give their top players
frequent competition
against top world players.
This also gives their master
player-trainers and coaches
knowledge about trends in
the sport.

7. High ethical standards
and high standards of dress
and deportment were found
in most successful federa-
tions, and the federation in
each case policed the sport
and came down hard on im-
proper conduct. The result
is that the sport and the
players in the sport are
highly respected by the peo-
ple in the nation involved.

This may be the soiution

- to chess fund raising prob-

16

lems. Poor deportment by
players may turn away po-

(continued on p. 17)
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colorado open crosstables

PLAYER
FORDON,ROBERT
JELLISUN,DAVID K
KEARNS , JERRY
MADSEN,CRAIG W
WALL,BRIAN
EBERLY,DAVID H
PERRY, RICHARD M
FISHBEIN, ALEXANDE
STRAW, HENRY
HAMBLIN, JAMES E
FREEMAN,C MICHAEL
WILKINSON,DAN
HENDERSON, STEVEN
DEVICO,JUSEPH P
CASE, KENNETH J,
LYNN,MARC
LANKEY ,BRIAN
DACUS,JINM R
BARDWICK,ALAN §
DYKSTRA,STEVEN C
COVELL,STEVE
NELSON,FRED ™
HURSCH, JACK L
SMITH,STEVE
NELSON, KENT
BUCHANAN,RICHARD
LUNDSTROM,BRAD
BIGGS,BARRY F
HEYSER,DCAK
JARED, STEPHEN
BAUMGARDNER ,DAMIA
SUTTON, JUHN C
AGRACHOV ,DMITRY
JOUOHNSON,CHARLES W
DILLON,STEVEN C
LESTINSKY,HELMUT
LIKENS,RICK D
HAMMERSMITH, JAMES
LANDERS,DAVID ™
CLEVENGER,CHRISTO
HENDRICKSON,CHRIS
UROS8,GEORGE E
BARDWICK,TODD A
RUKAVINA, JOHN
STEINHARDT,MICHAE
CHEW, HERMAN W
CARROLL,CURTIS L
WHITE, THOMAS P
SHRIVER,JOHN B
OSHMYANSKY, YURY
SCHREIBER,Z EDWIN
GERASH, wALTER L
SWEETMAN, RICH
DUKE ,LARKY ALAN
BARBER, THOMAS G
DIONISIO,RAMONCIT
wOOD,MARK A
SZELIGOWNSKI,PAUL
KELEHER,DENIS L

8T
co
co
co
ut
co
co
NE
OH
co
co
Cco
co
co
co
co
Y
SD
co
co
co
co
co
co
wy
NE
co
Cco
co

PRE
RTNG
2083
eell
2177
2237
2132
2091
2091
1943
1635/9
2106
111}
2082
2067
2039
2005
2004
1980
1976
1825
1901
1869
2053
2024
2011
2004
1974
1901
1878
1859
1857
1782
1629
2yar
2101
2033
1962
1903
1882
1826
1817
1756
1364
2016
1548
1802
1793

) 1728

1687
1501
2161
1937
1672
1798
1726
1720

0
1931
1863

¢

PUST
RTNG
2169
2es3
2210
2227l
2166
2147
2106
2011
1843
2116
1905
2059
2083
2039
1999
2016
2014
2009
1926
1931
1897
2024
2024
2009
1971
1973
19086
1890
1861
1831
1844
1723
2319
2067
2054
1926
1913
1889
1821
1804
1752
1435
2012
1910
1804
1769
1759
1721
1532
2134
1935
1650
1754
1709
1696
1552
1929
1855
1462

1
K37
n3e
w28
na2o
w58
nae
46
LLB!
L4
D29
L13
W39
Wit
D54
w47
n30
K53
n59
La8
Led
bS50
L=6
w45
W31
055
w56
L34
Le=3
DERY
Lie
La4
Ds7
L3S
way
D33
L=2
L=y
wag
Lia
La3
L8
Hew
w40
heg
L23
L=?
L1S
ni9
L38
el
K52
LS1
L17
D14
bas
L2é
L3z
L=S
Lig

2
w8
tef
wad
L13
ha?
w2
L=9
L=2
Kwas
wel
haa
L3&
Wed
#55
L43
ps1
n34
Lel
wya
wie
Lio
Lit
waa
L=3
C54
L=6
w53
L31
L5¢
L49
wesa
L3S
D4g
Li7
n3a
D4y
ns59
hig
nsSe
La7
C3e
Li1g
nis
L23
L=9
L20
A
N33
®30
aee
Die
L39
La7
bes
L14
wse
Ume
L586
L37

3
w38
K43
nes
D35
W3
W17
D37
w39
D15
LS
D24
ha?v
L=5
W50
D=9
k48
L=t
w54
L\S&
D34
WSS
L4s
L=3
D11
D31
hav
Li2
w46
L3
n59
bes
K29
Way
D20
De=g
w49
D=7
L=l
L=8
w53
Laz
a4y
L=2
L33
ha2
L28
L2e
Lie
L3s
Lidg
Li0
hee
Lao
Lis
Lel
L19
Uem
Uew
L30

(contimed on

[’}
D10
Ke§
L=6
w37
L=2
We3
w2l
D35
#S1
Del
Das
D19
n38
Lie
D31
Wig
Wy3
D33
Dig
D32
L=7
w53
L2e
L8]
D1t
]
nSY
LEL]
W55
Lat
D15
p2o
D18
LEL]
De=g
L34
L=g
L13
Lea
h56
LSe2
Ldsy
L17
w4
w49
w59
w30
L24
L45
Umm
L=9
Wil
Lee
Let
La9
LaG
Ue=
Yo
Lde

5
nie
LT
w13
wad4
w17
Le2
n3s
wig
W43
hae
w38
L14
Lel
wia
W45
L=l
L=5
W3y
L=8
w47
K32
hy2
wat
L=d
D4o
L10
La23
D3e
Das
w34
w4
Das
Uow
Li8
L=7
L37
W36
L1l
n56
cas
wS5
L22
L=9
L31
L1S
w49
L2o
D29
L4e
Ume
Lew
Lei
Hew
L30
Lal
L39
Uew
Uew
o=

2%

-]
hwd
L=l
w10
wie
D=6
0D=5
wie
w14
kel
L=3
wee
w3y
peo
L=8
D17
L7
D15
L=4
w37
D13
wao
LEL
L=9
D28
D32
L1t
w4s
D24
w47
way
Li2
Das
Ume
Uew
Uew
w4 e
L19
D39
D38
L2}
w54
w32
Ume
L30
La7
La2
L3s
wSe
Unm
Ume
L42
DSS
L4l
D53
L49
Unw
Uew
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WINNING PROGRAMS fr p. 16) (COLORADO OFEN from p. 16)
tential donors. FKE PUS I
8. Successful federations PLAYER ; ST RING RING 1 2 3 4 5 6 TOT
ggﬁ;ﬁéﬁpﬁ;ﬁﬂ 1 SHEDD,~ICHAEL P CO 1817 1883 032 135 w18 wld w13 wed 5,5
2 LULALIG,MARK A co 1827 1868 L=5 ¢42 W15 Wik wed we7 5,0
S Tine Test s 3 TRALBUSH,E VICTOR CO 1873 1673 L26 k36 D30 w34 wi8 wid 8,5
chance of winning world 4 LAZAKU,RICHARD CO 1848 1685 w15 ala D=7 wi2 Wil Lel 4,5
competitions. These federa- 9 BRYAMN,EDRARD A Co 1713 1797 wmg D1d L=8 W30 ni2 w13 4,5
tions then seek money to & GAKCIA, KICHARD CO 18A2 1845 L3g »28 h25 D35 W19 DIC 4,0
hmﬂglmtsheismi"nosrarrjnm ik 7 KLEINMAN,BRUCE CO 1816 1830 w20 129 U=y D=8 w17 L=2 4,0
negative ‘uugget approach & MENDEE,HAYMNES Co 1760 1796 D36 #32 #e5 Da7 W26 Ume 4,0
where you first decide how 9 WORKUS,LEE Cy 1749 1787 k21 22 L12 #38 L=2 h26 4,0
much money you're likely to 10 DOYKOS,KENNETH P CO 1734 17535 we8 Hee D26 019 W32 D=6 4,0
Abtain and then desizn a 11 DUNLOP,GENTRY CU i8e1 1868 W27 »19 r37 013 L=d Us= 3,5
nunlwdtp;;agar? t:m_tr_]l;; 12 BAGSTAD,GARY L Cu 1807% 1799 W42 033 4=9 L=4 L=5 W31 3,5
AWUDE, 9P NG TR 13 MAC MILLAN,SHAUN CO 1765 1790 ®39 w30 K38 D11 Lel L=5 3,5
egebenibnl oL 14 GRIMES,BRUCE D Co 1737 1749 Xme =S W33 Lwl h35 Le3 3,5
e program design. ¥
15 GECZY,BELA CO 1897 1717 L=d »49 Le2 »39 w38 D17 3,5
Game of the Week: Here's 16 HULMES,ALFRED # CO 1696 17G7 wa9 L=d w20 L=2 D21 w35 3,5
a neat match game between 17 SHARPE,RICHARD CU 1666 1717 way L37 w31 w2e Le? 015 3,5
gﬁ-n“::;'fip:jj‘:;n“;ﬁ 18 MOORE,CHAKLES E  COD 1&82 1711 w43 034 Ley W33 L=3 w32 3,5
i SOl ot Eonietas: T 19 AKIMA,KIYOSHI CO 1661 1667 %45 L11 W47 D10 L=6 n36 3,5
annotated by Acers in the 20 WELCH,JOHN F CO 1648 1671 L=7 ka4® Lle w4l w24 D22 3,5
May, 1880, British Chess 21 LONG,HARCLD G Co 1499 1563 L=9 La5 w2B W40 Die w33 3.5
Magazine. 22 BROWN,ELLIUTT K CO 1603 1852 w25 L=9 w34 L17 031 D20 3,0
£ Maseh gae 23 THUMPSON, ARE ™ co 1721 1706 L3S W43 w40 L2e L25 w39 3,0
T 24 SCOTT,J RICHARD  CO le&é 1657 w41 L38 L35 »45 L20 wda3 3,0
Acers Parsons 25 ZBEGNER,JUSEPH H wY 1628/8 1700 L22 %21 L=6 W27 h23 Uee 3,0
White Black 26 HUMPRREY,GILBERT CO 1624 1655 Aw3 Hes D10 W23 L=B L=9 3,0
1.ed 5 27 ST GERMAIN,PALL D CO 1599 1628 L11 L4S w4e L25 Wol w38 3,0
g-{“e!s bt 25 JAKUBOGWSKI,MARK 1571 1586 L10 L=6 L21 W44 w47 K40 3,0
b 5 29 GUIAT,DAVID P CO 1731 165U wdB L=7 D45 L32 L36 w46 2,5
5. Nd5 Ne? 30 ORR,MATTHEW Co 1670 1652 nlb L13 D=3 L=5 L34 w45 2,5
6. Nbes 00 31 WESTERFIELD,JAMES CO 1681 1656 L33 n41 L17 w43 D22 L12 2,5
7. d3 hé 32 LARDEM,MICHAEL J €D 1640 1650 D=f L=# w36 429 L10 L18 2,5
8. hd Nbeg 33 OGLEN,DALE CO 1633 161U A47 D12 L14 L18 w45 L21 2,5
o T & 34 GARDNER, ALBERT CO 1615 1654 w=p D18 L22 L=3 w30 Lee 2,5
10, Bxg5 nxgs 35 WEIL,TIMOTHY K €O 1569 1606 w23 L=1 K24 D=6 L14 L1& 2,5
11 he Nxd5 36 BRODERICK,MICHAEL CO 1550 1562 D=8 L=3 L32 W4T w29 L19 2.5
12. hxg? Kxg? 37 SHIPPEY,DANIEL A CD 1823 1825 A40 17 L11 Ue= U== Us= 2,0
13. Nxd5 Rh8 38 YUSHINAGA,DAVID K CU 1768 1716 w31 w24 L13 L=9 L15 L27 2.0
s e 39 GTT,Judn 0 WY 1637/13 1572 L13 L47 w49 L1S was L23 2,0
16, Nes Qo 40 FAIRCHILD,VIKRGIL ©O 1593 1564 L37 ada L23 L21 w46 L28 2,0
17. Nf5 + K 41 ARP,KAREN L CO 1564 1537 L24 L31 wa42 LeC L27 w47 2.0
18. 0-0-0 d5 42 HAYNES,LES AY 1534 1530/ L12 L=p L4l w49 L43 wdd 2,0
19. Bxd5 Bxf5 43 BECKER, JCHr co 0 1512 L1& L23 wau L31 wa2 L24 2,0
iy o 44 BENKA,GURDON Cu 1588 1594 L17 L40 L83 L2B w49 Hes 1,5
22, c3 a5 45 BULL,DUKNIE R €O 1277/11 1343 L19 %27 D29 L24 L33 L30 1,5
23. Qed Qué 46 GHEGURY, NWAYNE E  CO 1010 1035 L30 Hem L27 @448 LU0 LR9 1,5
24. Rhi Ket 47 FUGELRERG,NEwELL CO i 1337 L33 w39 L19 L36 L28 L4l 1,0
et ra 48 JURNSUN,LESTER E  CU 1377 1328 L29 L20 H== Lé#b L3Y LU2 .5
i exitd 49 wWInNDHOLZ,KEWNETH CO 1490/9 1395 Li6 L15S L89 L42 L44 yew o0
28. cxdd Qds
29. dxe5 Qxal
30. extb+ Resigned
3 PRE POST
PLAYE® ST RTWG RTHG 1 2 N R )
1 SAGCUCK,LAVID P CO 1499 1948 w30 «32 wewS D=2 D=d a=9 5,0
P 5 e WIELGOT,GLEN CU l4ee 1488 w3p Dle ~24 L=l wle W=d 5,0
Junlor 3 FLILK,STEVE Co 1367 1469 %2R v25 L1Z 427 wes w10 5,0
4 FURTNEY,DAVID A €O 15839 1564 w40 ¢15 neg wi3 D=) L= 4,5
. ° S OXLEY,BILL CO 1491 1519 #19 w34 L=1 D16 3] W13 4,5
senior 6 WADSWOKTH,HAL W  CC 142678 1498 L23 K38 A17 wm] Led nl2 4,0
7 PURTER,JAMES v Cu 1399 1465 L13 %33 826 Leb w20 W22 4,0
dec ]3,]4 & SPIEGEL,JEFF CO 189&/12 1490 w20 L=9 440 D21 he= h24 4,0
9 (VERDGKFF RUBERT CO 1321 14ud W33 cwb Leall w23 w22 L=l 4,0
inci . 10 CHRISTOPHER,BRUCE CO 13091/8 1413 w4l 01T W12 wi1d D13 L=3 4,0
see inside 11 vMAEZ,Jn JUE F Cio © 1442 w21 L24 L27 W30 w3a w31 4,0
back cover 12 SAYEEDI,MARI CO 15186 1547 «42 De2 L1U w18 Wi7 L=t 3,5
(continued on p. 18) 17
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(COIORADO OPEN from p. 17)

13 ROLLAMND,ROBERY 6 CO 1a7S 1508 re7 #23 he3 L=4§ 010 L=5 3,5
14 HANAGAN,CHRISTOPH CO 1358 1381 »31 mn22 D16 L10 D21 D18 3,5
1S KASSEY,SCOTT Co 1332 1327 w83 L=a L22 w32 w37 D1é 3.5
16 KOMLER, TIM CO 1284710 1359 »39 n27 D14 DeS L=2 D15 3,5
17 DENNERY,#ILLIAM J CO 0 1499 %35 D10 L=6 w28 L12 W29 3,5
18 SCHOENBERG,VICTOR CO 0 1876 L27 #39 w34 L12 W3S D14 3,5
19 HORINE ,MIKE Co 1337 1364 L=5 w37 D25 L24 026 W34 3,0
20 STEINTHAL,GREG M CO 1301/8 1356 L=8 L28 #4842 w26 L=7 w35 3,0
21 SCHROEDER,MARVIN COD 1291 1325 L11 ka3 #28 D=8 D14 Use=e 3,0
22 SPIEGEL,STEVE C0 1263 1309 w26 L14 15 »35 L=9 L7 3,0
23 WOE,DAVID M Co 1240 1324 A=t L13 429 L=9 w27 Ues 3,0
28 PORTEN, THOMAS & NY 1055/e 1228 Hes R1] Le=2 W19 D29 L=8 3,0
25 OHRENSHALL , MARK co ] 1359 w38 L=3 D19 L31 D28 w36 3,0
26 HOWE ,H HERBERT CO 150476 1386 L22 w36 L=7 L20 D19 w38 2,5
27 PICHOTTA, JEFF CO 1503/8 1419 niB L16 w11 L=3 L23 D32 2,5
28 WYLIE,RUTH S Co 1502 1478 L=3 n20 L21 L17 D25 w37 2,5
29 HAYS,8ILL R Y 1455 1826 L32 w30 L23 w36 D24 L17 2,5
30 GALLEGOS,TOMAS V CO 1334/9 1296 Le1 L29 Hee L11 W43 W41 2,5
31 SPIEGEL,STEVE Co 1263 1279 L14 He= w39 w25 Le5 L11 2,5
32 HARBURG,AARON T CO 1141 1177 w29 Lei L3S L1S w42 D27 2,5
33 GURTNER,JAMES A CO 1581/4 1354 L=9 Le=7 wa] L34 L38 W42 2,0
34 COOK,wWILLIAM L Co 1405 1402 w37 L=5 L18 W33 L11 L19 2,0
35 JOHNSON,DANIEL J CO 1399 1384 L17 w»a1 W32 L22 L1868 L20 2,0
36 SHEPARD,BRAD Co 1251 1255 L=2 L26 n43 L29 w4l L25 2,0
37 BERRY,RONKALD D co [} 1236 L34 L19 w38 hao LIS L28 2,0
38 JOELSON,DANIEL E wY 1365/9 1299 L25 Le& L37 Hes W33 L26 1,5
39 BOYLE,WILLIAM B BY 1277713 1189 L16 L18 L3]1 L42 He=e kA3 |,5
40 NUMBERS,SR RONALD €O 1270 1268 L=4 p42 Le8 L37 Uee Us= 1,0
41 WELCH,TOM CO 1200/7 1119 L10 L3S L33 ka3 L36 L30 1,0
42 DAMIELS,KENNETH co [ 1082 L12 L&0 L20 W39 L32 L33 1,0
43 TIMKEN,KEVIN co 0 881 L15 L21 L36 L4l L30 L39 o0
PRE POST
10 PLAYER ST RTING RING. 3. 2. ‘3 Yor
12229360 1 GERDEMANN,DALE D CO 0 2056 ne2 W=5 he3 3,0
12212046 2 HITSON,TIM CO 1705/8 1724 Lel k=4 k=5 2,0
12229350 3 SOCHER,JAMES F co ] 1636 A=l neb L=1 2,0
11454674 & BRYAN,EDMARD E Co 1254 1250 Le3 Le2 Xee 1,0
12229070 S MOURE,ALAN cao 0 1510 nep Lol L=2 1,0
‘1222908¢ & BROWAN,EDMUND R co (1] 1168 L=5 Le3 Fe= 0
PRE POST
ID PLAYER 3T RTING RTNG 1 2 3 4 TOT
10409900 1 MAHOMEY,PATRICK J CO 1826 1874 » » k ® 3.0
1040695] 2 DESCHNER,MARTIN T CO 1963 1930 L » U D 31,0
10924537 3 WITTEKIND,RICHARD CO 1690 1699 L D v D 1,0
11446019 & SHMITH,KEN » €O 1829 1647 LD D » 1,0
g &5
3:: Qf‘ "We've got to stop
Iml™
15 dxed dxed meeting like this!
15 Ngd N4
17. Qued BdT
I8 Ned Bah
1% Qa3 Bxg?
M. KxgZ RadB
71, Nged Qe
2 Rfel KR8
73 Hadl Nef5
24 Nd5 Nhd+
25 K Ng&
I, Nexth Rxet+
7. Rxel Nxf§
I Qe3 Resigred
5




(MOST INTERESTING from p. 3)

Black plays the Leningrad variation, declining

a possible sacrifice. Dillon-J. Hamblin(C.M.),
Alferd Packer III, went 8. . f6 9. Ng5!? Nd4

(9. . fg 10. Qh5+ g6 11. Bgb+ Ke? 12. Nf3! hé
13. Ng5! with compensation) 10. Qh5+ g6 11. Egé+

Ke? 12. Ndf3 Nc6 (Nf3+) where 13. Nf7! (13. . hg
14. Qgé!) would have been winning. (0-1 in 33)
9. 0-0 B47
10. Rel a5

Black punts around on the queen-side; that's
the plan.
11. Nf1

I saw this maneuver in Benjamin-Seirawan from
the 1979 U.S. Junior Invitational. Benjamin
attacked, winning the game and the brilliancy
Prize.

Be?7

h5

12. Ng3

Seirawan let the knight onto hs5.
have seen the game, too.

Madsen must

13. h4

Giving up a pawn so as to control the dead
bishop's squares. A similar sacrifice occurred
in M. Wood(I)- Dillon, Class Championships '78:
1. fls 45 2. Nf3 Ncé 3. g3 Bgh 4. Bg2 Ef3 5. Bf3
e5 6. d3 Nf6 7. Nc3 Qd7 8. eh dk 9. Ne2 h5

10. f5 RA8 11. Bg5 Be7 12. h3 Ngh! 13. hg ng
14. gh Be3 15. Necl Qe7 16. a3 Qg5 17. ght Qf

18. Ke2 Rd6 19. Qf1 Rdh6 20. Nb3 b6 21. Qg2

z- The sacrifice is entirely positional

and has nothing to do with checkmate.

Bhi
14. Nh4 Qhk

15. Be3

Due to the unprotected knight on b6 Black
cannot take the Fd4 safely.

al
16. Pel Nb4
17. Bbl Bbs

Black has completed his plan of total edge-
domination.
18. Qd2 Neb

19. b3 ab

20. ab Qe?
21. Res Bab
22. Bg5 Qf8

At this point I saw that I could give up a rook
in the hopes of rendering my opponent relativel
moveless. I had tried it before, in Agrachov{My-
Dillon, Winter Park 1980: 1. e4 e6 2. Nf3 45

3. Ne3 Nf6 4. e5 Nfd7 5. ak c5 6. cd Necb 7. Bfl
Ne5!? (Be5) 8. Bd3 a6 9. 0-0 Be7 10. a3 b5 11, bk
Nd3 12. cd Bd7 13. d4 0-0 14, Qd3 f6 15. ef gf!
16. Rel Kh8 17. Re3 Rg8 18. Rael Rﬁk 19. Bg3

QeB 20. h3 Rg7 21. Ne2 RaeB 22. Nfh BaB 23. Qe2
e5!? 24, Nh5 el! 25, Ng7 Qg7 26. Qb2 Rg8 27. Nd2
f5 28. Kfl Nd4! 29. f4 and now Bf6! would give
Black good chances. Instead 29. . ef?? gave
White theopportunity to trade everything off:

30. Nf3 Bf6 31. Nd4 Bdl 32. Qd4! Qd4 33. Bes+
1-0.

Nak!

23. bh

24, Nfs!t?

Sacrificing a whole rook in bizarre fashion.

ef
6!
Qf7!

25. e6!
26, e7!

Nimzovich termed this the "pawn with a death-

wish". Black rightly does not wish to kill it.
27. Bfl! Nes
28. de Bel

For the rook White has trapped Black's king
with the passed e-pawn. If 28. . Ne7 29. Bdé
0-0 30. Re7 Qg6 31. Qd5+ with Bf5 coming.

29. Bf5 Nes
30. Bes fe
31. Res Ral+

Another plan is Rh6 to get his extra rook into
play.

32. Kh2 Qfé

13. Qe3 Qh4+

4. Bh3 db
If 34, . Kfl immediately 35. Rf5 intending
36. Qe5. Then if 35. . Qe? 36. Re5 Qes

37. Qe5+ Kf7 3B. Qe6+ Kf8 39. Qe8+ and

19



L4o. qn8.

35. Qf3 Rf1l

N E

g
%
7

36. Qf5!
Threatening everything! Black has only one
defense.
Beb!!
37. Qgb+ Bf7
38. Qf5 Beb!
39. Reb

Black's defense holds so far because 39. Qe6 Qfi+
40. g3 Rf2+ 41. Khl Qf3+ 42, Kgl Qg3+

Rf2
Lo. Qg6+ Rf7

41. Rek

Even after Black's brilliant defense (Be6) he
would be in big trouble after 41. g3 which wins
the queen for rook, Time pressure
(TC=45/2) claims another victim.

Qfé
k2. Qg3 Re?
Now the game beccmes rather forced for both sides.
43. Qb8+ Kf7 44, Re7+ Ke7 45. Qh8 Qe5+ 46. g3
Qe2+ L47. Bg2 d3 48. Qc8 42 uz. Qb7+ Ke8 50. Qecb+
Ke7 51. Qb7+ KeB 52. Qc6+ - B

ke

(MEDNIS from p. 9)

ing., I had decided to play this second
line for several reasons. Most important-
ly, I felt that it was theoretically stron-
ger. In addition, Line (1) was of rather
forced character and my opponent was rather
gure to have found it. However, the

"best" moves in this second line were
rather more judgment plays and there was
the more realistic hope that he would be
making choices other than what I consid-
ered to be best. Thus I went to play the
ad journed game confident, but not 100 per-
cent certain of a theoretical win. If he
would play perfectly and if in fact the
chess goddess had decreed that there was
no theoretical win from Diagram B -- well,
that's life.

An afterthought is in order here.
Looking at the position after 47. h5 in the
quiet of my home, it seems that after the
routine 47. ...Kf7, Black has every reason
to expect both a theoretical and practical
win, In exchange for the a-pawn, Black
should win the other two pawns and then
the three pawn advantage must in due course
be decisive. :

When the game was resumed, Commons

uickly played:
2. h57?!

His analysis had convinced him that the
position is lost and he felt that this
leads to "trappier" play. From my part I
was delighted to see it since I was sure
that my win now is theoretically certain.
42. ...g5 U43. Rb3

43. hxgb e.p.+ Kxgb just serves to free
Black's King; 43. Rb7 was discussed in the
note to White's 41st move.
k3. ...Ne2!

The last key move. The Knight covers
the a-pawn's queening square and thus
ensures success.

4, RA3

White took a long time on this move,
looking for a possible trap for Black to
fall into.

b, ...RD2 45. RA7 a2 46. Nxg5+ Kg8 47,
Rd8+ Kg7 48. RaA7+

The last tri. 48, ...Kg8 repeats the
position while 48, ...Kf877 allows 49,
Nh7+ Ke8 50, Nf6+ Kf8 51, Nh7+ with a
perpetual check -- note how White's Rook
on d7 cuts off the Black King from an

l‘

T

20

escape route (the point behind White's
Lhth-45th moves!)
48. ...Kf6 White resigns.

Although this example comes from an
ad journment, there is often time for this
same type of analysis over-the-board. The
practical player must learn to use this
time effectively., Logical analysis many
{moves ahead is made easier by the relative
lack of material on the board. The student
should set up the position on Diagram A
and attempt to "see" the analysis we have
given as far as he can without moving
{material.




/DCC STAR from p. 10)

RB1~Q1 16 P-B5 Q-B3ch 17 K-N1 N-K1 18 B-QR3)
14 NxQP (possible because of the congestion of
Black's minor pieces) QxN (if ...NxN 15 QxP#;
if 14,..BxN 15 P-B5 BxBP ((or QxP 16 QxQ BxQ
17 RxB; or BxNP 16 RPxB with a freer game))

16 QxB) 15 QxQ BxQ 16 P-B5 BxBP (if BxNP, 17
RxB) 17 RxB N-Q3 18 R-QBLl QR-Bl 19 P-QR3
(threatening P-QN4) P-QR4 20 BxQNP NxB 21 RxN
B-Q3 (to ease defense through exchange) 22 R-Ql
R-B3 (if R-B7 23 BxNP) 23 P-QN4 PxP 24 PxP
R1-B1 25 P-N5 R3-B2 (R-B7 should be tried; then
follows: 26 BxNP KxB ((if BxNP 27 RPxB KxB

28 R1-Q7 R-KB1 29 P-K3)) 27 RxB RxKP 28 R6-Q7
R-KB1, and White has better chances because of
QNP) 26 RxR BxR 27 R-QBlL  1-0 (because of
P-N6)

JULY WEDNESDAYS (7/23/80) - McCarty/H Lestinsky
1 N-KB3 N-KB3 2 P-QN3 P-KN3 3 B-N2 B-N2 4 P-B4
0-0 5 P-N3 P-B4 6 B-N2 P-Q3 7 0-0 N-B3 8 N-B3
P-QR3 (N-K5 is better) 9 P-Q4 R-N1 10 PxP PxP
11 QxQ RxQ 12 N-R4 (now Black's queenside is
weak) N-Q2 (...,P-N3 is an alternative) 13 BxB
KxB 14 QR-Bl (to prevent ,..P-QN4) P-QN3 15
KR-Ql B-N2 16 B-R3 (the start of a bad plan;
R-Q2 followed by QR-Ql was more logical. B-R3
aims at weakening Black's Q3 square, but at the
same time White weakens his KB3 square, loses
time, and plays on the wing when he should be
playing in the center) P-K3 17 R-Q6

E ' ®

L

N
Ny

N

1N
=

by

KN=-K4 18
R1-Q1 (Naturally, White does not wish to lose
the queen file) NxNch 19 PxN N-Q5 (an excellent
move which separates White's rooks, aims at
White's KB3 square, and wins a pawn) 20 RxR
(forced, else NxPch) RxR 21 K-Bl (to avoid
check) BxP 22 R-Q2 R-Q3 (protects QN3 and gives
the rook a chance to find protection) 23 B-N2
(Black's bishop is too powerful) BxBch 24 KxB
P-KN4 25 P-QN4 (to try to weaken Black's queen-
side and to get counterplay) PxP 26 NxNP RxN
27 RxN R-B3 28 P-B5 P-QR4 (correct) 29 R-QB4
K-B3 30 K-B3 K-K4 31 K-K3 K-Q4 32 R-Q4ch KxP
33 R-Q7 K-N4 (P-B4) 34 K-Q2 (RxP offered better
chances for a draw) P-B4 35 RxP P-N5 36 R-K7
P-R5 37 P-B3 (At this point, I am confused)
PxP 38 P-R4 P-N6 39 PxP PxP 40 R-N7ch R-N3
41 R-Q7 and resigns. 0-1 Lestinsky is a good
teacher.

JUNE WEDNESDAYS (6/18/80) - McCarty/Elliott Brown
1 P-QB4 P-K3 2 P-Q4 P-Q4 3 N-QB3 N-KB3 4 PxP
PxP 5 N-B3 P-B3 6 B-B4 B-Q3 (B-K2 is better)

7 B-N3 (B-N5 is possible) 0-0 8 P-K3 B-KB4 9
N-R4 (I wanted to induce the QB off the QN1-KR7
diagonal)B-K3 10 B-Q3 R-K1 11 Q-B2 P-QR3 (to
obtain queenside counterplay after P-B4) 12
N-B5 BxB 13 RPxB (KR file is now open for pos-
sible kingside onslaught) BxN 14 BxB P-KN3
(creates a weakness in the king's position) 15
B-Q3 QN-Q2 16 0-0-0 (logical to White's setup
which involves penetration on the kingside via
KR file) P-B4 (Black's best counterattack on the
queenside) 17 R-R4 R-QB1 18 K-N1 (White prob-
ably doesn't have time for this; best seems
R1-Rl with a struggle) P-QN4 (The storm begins)
19 PxP (I was afraid of P-N5 followed by PxP)
RxP 20 R1-R1l (somewhat consistent, but since I
was wallowing in inconsistency, I might have
tried R-Q4 followed by an onslaught on the QP)
N-K4 21 Q-Q2 (better Q-K2) N-B5 22 Q-Ql (again
Q-K2, reserving Ql for the knight for protection
of QN2) Q-R4 23 P-KN4 (an attempt at counter-
play, but N-K2 should have been tried) NxP (Brown
is dangerous) 24 KxN QxNch 25 K-N1 RK1-QB1
(Q-N5ch would give winning chances) 26 P=N5
(now Qch is impossible) Q-R6 27 PxN R-B8ch 28
QxR QxBch 29 K-R1 RxQch 30 RxR P-KR4 (Q-KB4

is better) 31 R-Q4 Q-B4 32 R-KB4 (Q-K4ch 33
K-N1 Q-K3 34 R-B7 P-N4 35 KR-B3 (White doesn't
want to lose sight of KB6) Q-K5ch 36 K-Bl P-
KN5 37 R-BBch K-R2 38 R-B4 (It's important to
keep R on this file) QxNP 39 R-B8 K-N3 40
R-N8ch K-R3 41 R-N7 Q-B8ch 42 K-Q2 Q-QR8 43
RxBP GxPch 44 K-KL P-Q5 45 R-Q7 Q-N8ch 46 K-K2
Q-B7ch 47 K-Bl PxP 48 PxP (I missed 48 P-B7 P-
Q7ch 49 K-N2 Q-B3ch 50 K-R2 with winning
chances) Q-N8ch 49 K-B2 Q-B7ch 50 K-K1 Q-N8ch
51 R-Q1l Q-N6 52 K-K2 (the KP had to be protec-
ted) Q-B2 (now a blockade is established) 53
R-Q7 Q-R7ch (if 53...QxR 54 P-B7 and there are
no more checks) 54 R-Q2 Q-B2 55 R-Q7 Q-R7ch

56 K-Q3 Q-Néch 57 K-K2 (if 57 K-K& Q-K3ch; if
57 K-Q4 Q-Q8ch) . . . %-%, since after ...Q-R7ch
I would have been inclined to repeat moves by
R-Q2 and R-Q7., The roocks tied down the powerful
queen, even though White was two pawns down,

Hopefully, Jim McCarty can be encouraged to enter
some of the bigger weekenders some time in the
future. For the time being, unfortunately, Jim
is too busy with college studies to enter any
tourneys at all,

(CARLSON from p. 7)
mote (using the Pawn). I didn't play KxP as

Black's pawn is needed to shelter my King from
possible long-range checks. With.all the combined

furor of White's active pieces bearing on him,

Black puts up a gallant fight in a hopeless posi-
tion.

5. K-N1
6. R-N7!

An important intermezzo move to threaten the
Pawn's advance with a tempo-gaining check.

(continued on p. 23) 21




(BOULDER OPEN from p. 6)

17. Damian Baumgardner 1723 19 D16 L18 Wig
18. Kenneth Doykos 1713 L ‘L8 W17 FEid
19. John Bertschy 1690 L13 Li4 w21 117
20, Rudolf Petters 2002 D6 Liz -- -
21, Richard Wittekind 1691 -- -= 119 L16é
MIDDLE SECTION
NAME RATING Rd.1 2 3 L
1. George Voorhis 1636 Wi5 W8 Wé D2 gg
2, Gentry Dunlop 1675 W13 Wik w7 D1
a. Bela Geczy 1623 W12 L6 W9 Wio 3-1
. Lee Norkus 1616 L9 W16 W8 W6 3-1
5. David Quint 1572 L6 Wi2 Wi4 W7 3-1
6. Dempsy Burlesen 1690 W5 W3 11 L4 2-2
7. Ralph Fisher 1639 W10 W9 12 L5 2-2
8. Michael Landem 1494 Wi9 L1 L4 Wiy 2-2
9. Karen Arp 1451 W4 L7 L3 W15 2-2
10. Richard Sharpe 15 L7 wig8 Wwii 13 2-2
11, Thomas Barber 1688 -- Wi5 L10 Wi3 2-1
12, Matt Barna 1498 L3 L5 WiB Wi4 2-2
13, Paul St.Germain 1555 L2 D17 Wié ILi1 1%-23
14, Alvert Gardner 1630 Wi7 L2 L5 Li2 1-3
15. Tim Weil 1528 11 Lil1 Wi7 19 1-3
16. Jim Mathers 1502 =-- L4 L13 WiB 1-2
17. Steve Readel UNR L14 D13 115 L8  %-3%
18. Brian Smith 1372 - L10 Ll2 Lié 0-3
19, Kiyoshi Akima 1567 L8 - - - 0-1
LOWER SECTION
NAME RATING Rd.l 2 2 4
1., Mani Sayeedi 1257 Wik W7 W2 W5
2, Michael Broderick 1340 Wi3 Wio L1 W7
3. Daniel Barry NEW Wiz Wil L5 Wio
L, Tim Hitson NEW L5 W9 Wi5 W8
5. Terry Kindsfather 1281 W4 D6 W3 I1
6. Kenneth Redhorse NEW W9 D5 L8 wi2
7+ John Kindsfather 1199 W8 L1 W13 L2
8, Kenneth Wolcott NEW L7 Wis Wé 14
9. George Lombardi 1267 L6 L4 Bye W15
10. Paul Wheat 1107 Bye L2 D12 13
11. Craig Jones NEW D15 L3 Wi4 --
12, Tomas Gallegos UNR L3 Bye D10 L6
13. John Davenport NEW L2 Wik 17 -
14, Betty Jones NEW Ll L13 L11 Bye
15, Steve Davis UNR Di1 18 L4 L9
(WLNTER PARK from p. 5)
LOWER SECTION
NAME RATING Rd.1 2 3 OTA
1. Gordon Benka 1424  wil W4s W2 3-0
2, Marek Jakubowski 1469 W9 W6 L1 2-1
3. Luigi Guille 1374 W7 W5 L4 21
L4, Frank Mezek 1600 W10 L1 W3 2-1
5. David Furtney 1484 Wik L3 W9 2-1
6. George Lombardi 1349 W13 L2 Wiz 2-1
7. Rudolf Pietu NEW L3 Wil wio 2-1
8. Herbert Howe UNR Di2 L9 W13 13-1%
9. Tomas Gallegos UNR L2 W8 L5 1=-2
10, David Babcock 1252 L4 W12 17 1-2
11, Ray Clark Jr. NEW L1 W13 -- 1-1
12, Dave Bertoni UNR D8 L10 L6  -2%
13. Ian Buchanan 695 L6 ILii 18 0-3
14, Steven Clark NEW L5 L7 - 0-2
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(COLORADO OPEN from p. 3)

Be4+ 35 Kh3 (35 £3 Bf3+

(only thus!) 36 Kxf3 Rfl+ 37
Kg2 Rxf7 wins) 35...Bf5+ with
perpatual check., (Fordon)

Colo Open Rd 6 D. Jellison

/R. Fordon 2075 (Benoni)
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 c5 3 d5 eb 4 Ne3
ed 5 cd d6 6 Bg5 (premature) hé
7 Bd2 (7 Bh4 g5 transposes to a
variation 6 e4 g6 7 Nf3 Bg7 8
Bg5 h6 9 Bh4 g5 10 Bg3 Nh5 11
Bb5+ Kf8 with the difference
that Black has saved a tempo by
playing ...g5 in one move in-
stead of two. On d2 the Bishop
blocks the normal maneuver Nf3-
d2-c4, but White is trying to
justify his 6th move.) 7...gb
8 e4 Bg7 9 Qcl (The point of 7
BdZ. Black cannot now castle,
but the Queen is poorly placed
on cl,) 9...Qe7 10 £3 Nbd7 11
Nh3 (11 Bd3, Ne5 12 Be2 allows
12...Nc4 exchanging the impor-
tant QB.) 11...Nb6 (threatening
12...Nxd5 as well as ,..Bxh3)
12 Bb5+ Bd7 13 0-0 Bxb5 14 Nxb5
a6 15 Nc3 Nc4 16 Bel 0-0 17 b3
(a typical Benoni pawn forma-
tion. White will try to ad-
vance his central pawn majority
by f4 and e5, while Black will
advance on the Queenside or
possibly open Kingside lines by
++of5. Normally White plays a4
to discourage ...b5, but here
White will need 4 or 5 moves to
untangle his pieces while Black
is ready to strike, e.g. 17 a4
Nd7 and ...£5. Therefore White
ignores the Queenside and goes
all out to preapre e5.) 17...
Ne5 18 Qd2 Nh5 (probably 18...
b5 is better) 19 g4 (a loosen-
ing move, but White must pre-
vent ...f5) 19...Nf6 20 Bg3 b5
21 Rael Nfd7 22 Nf4 Rac8 23 Khl
b4 (not 23...c4 24 b4, keeping
the Queenside closed) 24 Nce2 a5
25 h3 c4 (This gives White d4 and
c6 for his Knight, but it is the
only way to get counterplay.) 26
Nd4 c3 27 Qe2 Ne5 28 Rdl (White
wants to play Ng2 and f4, but
must first keep Black's annoying
Knights out of d3.) 28...a4 29
ba? (Necessary is 29 Ng2 ab 30 ab
keeping the knights out of the
crucial squares c4, a4, b2, and
d2.) 29...Nxa4 30 Ng2 Nb2 31 f4
Nec4 (31...Nxdl 32 fe Nb2 33 ed
probably favors White; in this
line 32...de 33 Nc6 Rxc6b 34 dc
Nb2 35 Qb5 Rc8 36 Ne3d Qd6 37 Nd5

‘is unclear, because Black cannot

take the pawn because of the



fork at e7.) 32 Ne6b Qb7 33 Rdel
Rfe8

34 Nh4? (A time-pressure
error, but 34 e5 Rxc6! 35 dc
Qxc6 followed by capturing the
KP gives Black two pawns for the
exchange, coupled with the weak
White Kingside and strong pawn

on c3, which should win.) 34...
Nd2 35 Rf2? (35 Rgl saves the
exchange, at least) 35...Nxe4?!
(35...Rxed 36 Qxed4 Nxe4 37 Rxed
Rxc6! 38 dc (Re8+ also loses)
Qxc6b 39 Re2 c2 wins immediately.

Time was running very short, and
the tension was considerable.)
36 Kh2 Nxf2 (My original inten=
tion was 36...Qd7 winning a
clear exchange. but then I no-
ticed 37 Ne5!? and there wasn't
time to calculate the varia-
tions.) 37 Qxe8+ Rxe8 38 Rxe8+
Kh7 39 Bxf2 c2 40 Be3 Nd3 41

Re7 Qa6 42 Rxf7 cl=Q 43 Bxcl?!
(Both flags were hanging at this
point, and I experienced a mo-
ment of panic when I noticed 43
Bd4!?!. With seconds left, I
don't know if I could have found
the saving move 43...Ne5! in
time,) 43...Nxcl 44 Ng2 Qxa2 45
Ne7 Nd3 (Time control. Whew!

If memory serves, I think I had
one minute left. White played
on in the hope of a stalemate,
pbut 1 was not about to falter

at this point); 0-1 in 55.
(Fordon)

-3
Colo Open Rd 6 Open H, Straw P16354
J. Hursch 202}, 1 P-KJ, P-QBJ 2 N-KB3
P-Q3 3 P-QL PxP I NxP N-KB3 5 N-QB3

P—QR3 6 B-QBl P-K3 7 B-KN5 BX2 8

P-Bl P-Nj 9 B-N3 P-N5 10 Bx BxB 11
ON-K2 0-0 12 0-0 Q-N3 13 K-R1 B-N2
14 Q-Q3 N-B3 15 N-KB3 BxP 16 QR-K1

N-Rl 17 P-K5 PxP 18 K-N5 P-K5 19
Q-R3 P-R3 20 kxP/K6 PxN 21 BxP ch
K-R1l 22 P-B5 N-B3 23 K-N3 N-Q5 24

K-R5 NxB 25 Rl RxR 26 RxR R-K1 27

P-K7 RxP 28 R-B8 ch K-R2 29 Q-B5 ch
P-N3 30 R~-B7 ch B-N2? (on 30...RxR

White has no better than a perpet-

val) 31 N-B6 ch K-R1 32 QxP 1-0

CROSSTABLES P. 16~
MORE GAMES NEXT ISSUE

COMPUTER CHESS QUESTIONNAIRE

Jim Loy

I would like to know how people feel sbout computers entering

chess tournements.

much detail as you went.

Please answer the following questions in as

Some can be answered with a simple yes or

no. But you are invited to explain your opinions more thoroughly.

Send your answers tot
59912.

Jim Loy, 927 Van's Ave., Columbia Fells, MT

1. In what chess magezine did you read this guestioneire?

2. What is your USCF rating?

3. Do you own e chess playing computer?

4. Do you think computers should be allowed to play in rated

tournaments?

5. Do you think computers viclate the lews of chess?

6. Do you think a chess program will ever be World Champion?

7. If you were to play against a strong program in a rated

tournaments
(a) Would you object?

(b) Do you think you would enjoy it?

(c) Would you be too nervous to play well?

(d) How would you try to play?

(e) Do you think you would win or lose?

8. Can computers think?

9. Do you have eny other comments?

(CARLSON from p. 21)
6. K-R1
7. RxP

White now threatens R-BS.
Black's answer is forced.

7. R-K1
8. KxP

Black has no counterplay, so
White can win the game in lei-
surely fashion. Black now tries
to exploit the absence of his
own Pawn in hopes of chasing
White's King to a less favorable
square, but the pathetic posi-
tion of his own King is fatal.

8

. R-K5
9. K-B6

R-B5+

If 9...R-K1 White can win in a
number of ways, the easiest of
which is probably 10 R-K7 and

11 K-K6.

10, K-K5
11. P-N7+!

R-KN5
K-N1

The pawn ending after 11...RxP
12 RxR KxR would, of course, be
hopeless.

12, RxP
13. RxP

R-N8

The first passed pawn has Black
in total disarray and now he
must contend with another!
game is quickly decided.

The

13. R-QB8
14. K-Q6 R-B7
15. P-Q5 R-B8
16. R-QB7 R-QR8
17. K-B6 RxP

18. P-Q6 Resigns

A foot soldier must reincarnate.

This game gave me a great feel-

ing of self-confidence and op-

timism. I suggest that any

other candidate grandmaster

make a careful study of my play

here to understand the ideas.

It is well known that the best

course to mastery is to study

what the masters do! &S
55



games

‘ The following is from the Denver Chess
Club September 30/30 tournament. Played at
13th and Williams Street on the edge of
sqenic Cheesman Park., I was fortunate to
win with a 3%-% score against strong (1850
competition average) competition. 30/30
minute-a-move chess is fast and exciting,
Each player must watch the clock as well
as the chessboard. —— Fartin Deschner

Whites Martin T. Deschner
Black: Mike Steinhardt

1, P-K4 P-K4 2. N-KB3 N-QB3 3, B-B4 B-Bl
g. g-gg N-B3 5. P-Ql4 PxP 6. PxXP B-N5+

Quieter than the usual 7. N-B3
7o oo NxKP

Bolder than 7. ...BxB+ 8. QNxB
8, BxB NxB 9, BxP+! KxB 10, Q-N3+ P-Q4!
11, QxN R-K1 12. 0-0

12, N-K5+ K-N1 -- Black will threaten
the strong 13. ...P-B4 breaking up the
White Knight outpost.
12. ...K-N1 13.°'Q-N3 P-B3 14, QN-Q2 NxN

15. NxN Q-B3 16. QR-K1! RxR+
16. ...B=Q2 or B-B4 looked good.
ég gxlg'bQﬁPNgs.lR-Ks-b K-B2 19, RxB! RxR
. QX -N3 21, QxR QxN 23. Q-Q7+ K-B
24. Q-Q6+ K-B2 25. P-KR3 g =
Willing to trade QNP for QP.
25. ...P-QR4 26, Q-B7+ K-B3?
" Shuttling on light squares reached a
raw.

zg. Q-B3+ QxQ 28. PxQ K-K& 29. K-B1 K-K5

And White won the ending.

AUGUST WEDNESDAYS (8/27/80) - Hendee/A Bardwick

1 eh e6 2d3 d5 3 Nd2 c5 4 Ngfd Nf6 5 g3 Neé
6 Bg2 Be? 7 0-0 0-0 8 e5 Nd7 9 Rel Qc7 10 Qe2
£6 11 ef6 Nf6 12 Nfl Bd6 13 Bg5 e5 14 Bf6 Rf6
15 Ne3 Ne7 16 Ne5 Be6 17 N3g4 Rff8 18 Ngé Bgh
19 Ne7 Be7 20 Bd5 Kh8 21 Qe7 Qb6 22 Qb7 Qf6

23 f4 Rab8 24 Qcé Qd4 25 Kg2 Rfc8 26 Re4 Rcé
27 Rd4 Rd6 28 Re4 Rd5 29 Rael h6 30 b3 Kg8

31 h3 BfS 32 Re5 Re5 33 Re5 Bd7 34 Rc5 Re8

35 Rc8 Be8 36 g4 KE7 37 KE3 Ke6 38 c4 Bb7. 39
Ke3 g6 40 d4 Bg2 41 h4 Bh3 42 g5 hg5 43 hes
Kd6 44 Kd3 Bf5 45 Kc3 Bef 46 d5 Bbl 47 a3 a5
48 Kd4 B2 49 o5 KA7 50 b4 ab4 51 ab4 Ba4 52

(WATSON from p. 12)

only the moves and key variations bring out the best
in the reader, who mst form his own strategical con-
cept of the geme and who will naturally tend to ask
himself more pertinent questions about unplayed alter-
natives. With Tal's games, moreover, the content of,
the game is generally so refreshing that there can be

) little question of losing interest halfway through.

1f you don't need the written word of authority, then
why not get a few hundred extra games for your money?

The particular period covered by this volume
includes Tal's famous streak of 86 games without a
loss against top-level international competition.
Playing through these games, I was flabbergasted by
the concise and efficient way in which he mowed down
the opposition. None of the infamous unsound sac-
rifices here; just Fischer- or Karpov-like precision
with beautiful imaginative leaps to crown his stra-
tegical achievement. It's difficult to believe this
man has failed to reach the World Championship finals
again since 1961.

I should also mention Tal's flair with openings,
since a study of his games may serve to expand one's
repertoire. Originally a rather indifferent student
of openings, Tal's emphasis on theory has grown .
rapidly over the last fifteen years, and he must i
now be considered one of the great masters of the o
Ruy Lopez, the Queen's Gambit, the Najdorf, the Cata-
lan, and others. With White, .al is one of the
world's few supermasters who consistently rotates his
first move, feeling almost as mich at home with 1 di
or 1 Nf3 as he does with his favorites 1 el and 1 ck.
As Black versus 1 el, you may expect a Sicilian -~
Defense; and against 1 d4 one finds a particularly-
good selection of Nimzoindians, King's Indians, and
Benonis.

Finally, of course, any lover of first-rate
tactical chess must enjoy these games. Despite
several changes in approach and style, Tal remains
an unexcelled tactician with the ability to surprise
and delight even the most sophisticated of his fellow
players. After one of the most active and devoted
chess careers imaginable, his taste for complications
remains unsatiable. If only for that reason, whatever
your level of play, Thomas' volumes should rekindle
your admiration for this already legendary player.

Ke5 Bb5 53 f5 gf5 54 Kf5 Bd3 55 Kf6 Be4 56
Ke5 Bd3 57 Kf6 Be4 58 d6 Ke8 59 g6 BdS 60 g7
Kd7 61 b5 Be4 62 Ke5 Bg8 63 c6 Ke8 64 b6 Be4
65 d7 Kd8 66 Kdé 1-0

It appears that the above win for White was not
decided by opening preparations but by more mis-
cues by Black,

COLO'S TOP 1043 (through Colo Open; only
active players with established ratings)

2147}11 Johnson 2067
2136{12 Wilk'son 2059
2134413 Dillon 2054
2116
Henderson 2083

1 Agrachov
2 Jellison
3 Kearns
, Fordon

5 Yiall

23196 Zberly
2253) 7 Haskins
2210y 8 Oshm'sky
2169{|9 Hamblin
2164/10
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WHEN: December 13-11, 1980 unrated performer overall.
WHERE: Denver Chess Club, 1290 Williams, Amateur: prizes per entries.
Denver MEMBERSHIPS: CSCA membership required;
SETUP: 43S in five sections: anmal $8, $4 under 19. Tour-
Junior Championship, under age nament: only $2, $1 under 19.
20, EF %6 in advance Discount on combined annual
Twenties, Age 20-29, EF $12 adv CSCA/USCF dues.
Thirties, Age 30-39, EF $12 adv UNRATEDS: New players get free entxy if
Senlors, Age LO and over, EF joining USCF & CSCA for full
%12 in advance year. Half off entry for
Amateur, non-rated, junior & tournament members.
adult sections if turnout LATE REGISTRATION: &-9 A.M. December 13.
warrants $3 late charge.
TIME CONTROLS: 40/2, 25/60, 15/30 AFFILIATE: Colorade State Chess Associ-
(60/G Amateur) ation, T 5016398; Randall Sie-
ROUNDS: 10-3, 9:30-3. Accelerated bert, 10409268, President, 2939
pairings if needed. Amateur: Marine Street, Boulder CO 80303
10-12:30-3-5:30 12/13 only ENTRIES: Send check & coupon to: Garth
PRIZES: $50 lst guaranteed each section; Courtois, 4258 Graham Ct.,
more per entries. $l5 best Boulder CO 80303

NO SMOKING

INFORMATION: Randy A44L~-6754

1980 Junior-Senior Championships entry coupon
(must be received by December 10 for advance registration)

Today's
MG 7 o e a0 4 iy N AL o i ABba ... .. aie e R s
FT< [ § o 11 WA PR U e S S USCF Expiration
Data: ID¥.conrwnvo Pates Gl saaies
............................ 7t SO
I wish to make a tax-exempt cash donation Renewing now....First timer?......
in the following area(s): Last
Hospital chess ) Latest rating...... TOUYNEY - s s s naas
fibraryiehess 0 REsdbnsaiadiwiaege st e
College chess
High School
Prison chess CSCA DAl ation Date....scuw--
DONATTONS ENCLOSED < S
ENTRY FEF $. = I iing-as a renewal
USCF DUES* $ CE=
CSCA DUES 5 Ist time .
TOTAL-REMITTANCE ENCLOSED  § Tourney

#Net of affiliate fee, if paying CSCA dues also Date of birth phoneff-=~=====



Colonado State Chess Association

Affiliated with the UNITED STATES CHESS FEDERATION

The Colorado State Chess Association is a Sec. 501(c)(3) tax—exempt, non-profit
educational corporation formed to promote chess in the state of Colorado through
educational programs, lectures, courses of study, youth activities, tournaments,
club development and regular publication of local chess news and instructional
materials. CSCA annually sponsors at least four major Colorado tournaments.
CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE COLOKADO STATE CHESS ASSOCIATION ARS TAX-EXEKPT and will be
used to promote chess through the Zducation and Promotion Committee; contributors
please makes checks payable to CSCA and mail to the treasurer. CSCA dues: Adults
38 per year, Juniors (under 19 at expiration date) ulL, tournament memberships $2
for adults, %1 for Junlors. Special rates for members renewing USCF membership
through CSCA. CSCA STANDING COii.ITTEES: Tournament planning and coordination,
Randy Siebert; Zducation and Promotion, Garth Courbois; Publicity, David Bardwick.

‘PRESIDENT: Randy Siebert OTIER BOAED MEMBERS:
2939 Marine St., #303, Bldr. 80303 LLL-6754 Iiichard Lazaro, 1445 Corona 7202,

VICE-PRESIDENT: 4lan Bardwick Jenver 80218 831-0072
1433 Williams, #200, Denver 80218 322-828l David 3abeock, 551 Pearl i508,

SECHETARY: Dave Yoshinaga Denver 80203 722-5581,
P.0. Box 2146, Denver 80201 L77-5581 Damian Baumgardner, 5837 Rustic

TREASURER: Garth Courtois nolls Ur. Boulder 80301 530-4820
4258 Graham Ct., Boulder 80303 491,-1687 Javid Zardwick, 1433 Williams ,/200,

JUNLOR REPHESENTATIVE: Kich Sweetman Denver 80218 322-8281,
1990 Kalmia, Boulder 80302 LLT-0L99

The CSCA Bulletin is the official publication of the Colorado State Chess
Association and is published quarterly. A newsletter follows each Bulletin
issue by about six weeks. Local and Colorado chess news solicited includes
tournament announce ents, results, club activities, games (over-the-board and
postal), etc, Kall to David Babcock, iditor, 551 Pearl 7508, Jenver O 30203
telephone 303-722-558). Advertising rates are available from the same source.

Colo State Chess Assoc Non Profit Org
POBox 4919 US Postage
Boulder CO 80306 PAID
Lttitn CO 80120
Permit No.32
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